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Abstract

We consider the semilinear heat equation
8tu_Au:f(u)7 (1’,t) GRN X [OaT)7 (1)

with f(u) = |u/P~lulog®(2 + u?), where p > 1 is Sobolev subcritical and a € R.
We first show an upper bound for any blow-up solution of (1). Then, using this
estimate and the logarithmic property, we prove that the exact blow-up rate of
any singular solution of (1) is given by the ODE solution associated with (1),
namely v’ = |u[P"lulog®(2 + u?). In other terms, all blow-up solutions in the
Sobolev subcritical range are Type I solutions. Up to our knowledge, this is the
first determination of the blow-up rate for a semilinear heat equation where the
main nonlinear term is not homogeneous.
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1 Introduction

1.1 Motivation of the problem

This paper is devoted to the study of blow-up solutions for the following semilinear heat
equation:

Ou = Au+ f(u), (z,t) e RN x [0,7),

(1.1)
u(x,0) = up(z) € L= (RN),

where u(t) : € RY — wu(x,t) € R with focusing nonlinearity f defined by:

f(w) = |ulP tulog®(2+v?), p>1, a€eR. (1.2)
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We assume in addition that p > 1 and if N > 3, we further assume that

N +2

— (1.3)

P <ps=
Note that when a # 0, the nonlinear term is not homogeneous, and this is the focus of
our paper.

By standard results the problem (L)) has a unique solution for any uy € L>®(RY).
More precisely, there is a unique maximal solution on [0,7), with T' < co. If T' < o0,
we say that the solution of (LI blows up in finite time. In that case, it holds that
|w(t)]| oo myy — o0 as t — T'. Such a solution u is called a blow-up solution of (L)
with the blow-up time 7.

In the case a = 0, equation (IT]) reduces to the semilinear heat equation with power
nonlinearity:
O = Au+ |ulPtu, (z,t) € RY x [0,7). (1.4)

In the literature, the determination of the blow-up rate has been linked to the terminol-
ogy of "Type I/Type II solutions”, first introduced (up to our knowledge) by Matano
and Merle in [23]. In that paper, if a solution u to (IL4]) blows up at time T and satisfies
for all t € [0,7),

[u()]| ooy < C(T — 1) 7T, (1.5)

for some positive constant C', independent of time ¢, then w is called a Type 1. If not,
then w is said to be of Type II. Note that the bound given in (1.5) is (up to a multiplying
factor) a solution of the associated ODE ' = u?.

In the subcritical case under consideration (1.3), we know from Giga and Kohn [7, 8, 9],
and also Giga, Matsui and Sasayama [10] that all blow-up solutions of (1.4) are of Type
I. Moreover, from the construction provided by Nguyen and Zaag [26], we know that
Type I solutions are available for any superlinear exponent p, not only in the subcritical
case, despite what the authors noted at that time.

As for Type II solutions, we know that they are available in the critical range (see
Schweyer [29], Harada [21], Del Pino, Musso and Wei [4], Collot, Merle and Raphaél
[3], Filippas, Herrero and Velazquez [6]), and also in the supercritical range (see Herrero
and Velazquez [20], Mizoguchi [24], Seki [30, [31].

Going back to the proof given in [I0] for the fact that all blow-up solutions for
equation (L4)) in the subcritical range (IL3]) are of Type I, we would like to mention that
the following estimate is central in the argument:

s+1
[ g dr < K@ R), Voz2. YR>0. ¥s > —logT.  (16)

where w is the similarity variables version of the solution defined in (ILI7) below and
Br = B(0, R) is the open ball of radius R centered at the origin in RY.

Exploiting the non-trivial perturbative method introduced by the authors in [14) [15]
in the hyperbolic case and arguing as in the non perturbed case in [10], Nguyen proved
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in [25] a similar result to (L)), valid in the subcritical case, for a class of strongly
perturbed semilinear heat equations

O = Au+ |[ulPtu 4 h(u), (x,t) € RN x[0,T), (1.7)

under the assumptions |h(u)] < M(1 + |ul?)log™*(2 + u?), for some M > 0 and a > 1.
Obtaining the same blow-up rate is reasonable, since the dynamics is still governed by
the ODE «’ = |u|[P~'u. Furthermore, the proof remains (non trivially) perturbative with
respect to the homogeneous PDE (IL4]), which is scale invariant.

This leaves unanswered an interesting question: is the scale invariance property
crucial in deriving the blow-up rate?

In fact we had the impression that the answer was ”yes”, since the scaling invariance
induces in similarity variables a PDE which is autonomous in the unperturbed case
(L4)), and asymptotically autonomous in the perturbed case (IL7).

In this paper we prove that the answer is "no” from the example of the non homo-
geneous PDE (L4). In fact, our situation is different from (L4) and (7). Indeed, the
term |u|P~ulog®(2 + u?) is playing a fundamental role in the dynamics of the blow-up
solution of (L.I)). More precisely, we obtain an analogous result to (LI) but with a
logarithmic correction as shown in (L28) below. In fact, the bow-up rate is given by
the solution of the associated ODE v’ = |u[P~ulog®(2 + u?).

In this paper, we study the blow-up rate of any singular solution of (L1]). Before
handling the PDE, we first consider the following ODE associated to (LI)):

Vp(t) = lor(O) P or(t) log® (v7(t) +2),  o(T) = o0, (1.8)

and show that the nonlinear term including the logarithmic factor gives rise to different
dynamics. In fact, thanks to [5] (see Lemma A1), we can see that the solution vy satisfies

1

20 p=1
vp(t) ~ kaYr(t), ast — T, where £k, = (W) : (1.9)
p — a

and

br(t) = (T — ) 71 (—log(T — t)) 1. (1.10)

Therefore, it is natural to extend the terminology ” Type I/Type II solutions” for the
blow-up of a solution u(x,t) of (LI]) by the following:

_1_ _a_
(T — )71 (—log(T — 1)) 7T ||u(t)|| e vy < C, Type 1 (1.11)
lim sup,_, (7" —t)r—1(—log(T — t))ﬁﬂu(t)”mo(ﬂgw) = 00, Type II. (1.12)

Let us mention that Duong, Nguyen and Zaag construct in [5] a solution of equation
(1)) which blows up in finite time 7', only at one blow-up point zq, according to the
following asymptotic dynamics:

1

(p — D]z — xo|? )*m
Ap(T —t)|log(T — t)] ’

(@, t) ~ UT(t)(1 + ast—T, (1.13)

3



where vp(t) is the solution of (L8] with an equivalent given in (L9)). Note from (LI3])
that the constructed solution is of Type I.

Concerning the blow-up rate for the hyperbolic equations with a non-homogeneous
main term, we would like to mention that in [16] and [I7], we consider the semilinear
wave equation

Otu — Au = JulP " ulog®(2 +u?), (x,t) € R x[0,T), (1.14)

where @ € R and p > 1 is subconformal, in the sense that (N — 1)p < N + 3. We
prove that the exact blow-up rate of any singular solution of (I.14]) is given by the ODE
solution associated with (LI4]), namely

VI () = [Vr() P~ Ve (t) log® (VA(t) +2), V(T) = cc. (1.15)

Let us mention that the nonlinear term involving the logarithmic factor gives raise to
different dynamics. To be precise, the solution Vr satisfies

Vir(t) ~ Cla,p)(T — t) 71 (= log(T — ) 77, ast — T. (1.16)

Since the blow-up rate is given by Vr(t), we see that the effect of the nonlinearity
is completely encapsulated in (LI6). Note that before [16], [17], we could successfully
implement our perturbative method in [11, 12, 13, 14} [15] to derive the blow-up rate for
some classes of perturbed wave equations where the main nonlinear term is power-like
(hence, homogeneous).

1.2 Strategy of the proof

Going back to the equation under study in this paper (see (ILI]) and (L2)), we introduce
the following similarity variables, defined for all z, € R by:

r — 2o
T—t

Yy = , s=—log(T —1t), wu(z,t)=1Yr(t)wer(y,s), (1.17)
where tr(t) is the explicit rate given in (LI0). On may think that it would be more
natural to replace ¥r(t) by vr(t) (defined in (I.8))) in this definition, since the latter
is an exact solution of the ODE (L8)). That might be good, however, as vr(t) has no
explicit expression, the calculations will immediately become too complicated. For that
reason, we preferred to replace the non-explicit vp(t) by its explicit equivalent 17 (t) in
(LI0). The fact the latter is not an exact solution of (LL§]) will have no incidence in our
analysis.

From (1)) and (LI7), the function w,,r (we write w for simplicity) satisfies the
following equation for all y € RY and s > max(—logT,1):

Dow = %div (0V0) — —— (1~ Ly + & FT57 f(9(s)u), (1.18)



where
ply) =e (1.19)

and
o(s) =er-1g »1. (1.20)

In the new set of variables (y, s), studying the behavior of u as t — T is equivalent
to studying the behavior of w as s — +o0.

While reading Giga and Kohn [7, 8, 9] dedicated to the blow-up rate of the homoge-
neous case (L4, one sees that the existence of a Lyapunov functional for the similarity
variables’ version ([LI8]) with a = 0 is central in the argument. Clearly, the invariance

of equation (L4 under the scaling transformation u +— wuy(x,t) = )\P_ilu()\x, N2t) was
crucial in the construction of the Lyapunov functional. The fact that equation (LTI
is not invariant under the last scaling transformation implies that the existence of a
Lyapunov functional in similarity variables is far from being trivial (see |25, 27] in the
parabolic case and [11], 12, [13] 14], 15 [16] in the hyperbolic case).

In this paper, we construct a Lyapunov functional in similarity variables for the
problem (LI8). Then, we prove that the blow-up rate of any singular solution of ()
is given by the solution of (LS.

Let us explain how we derive the Lyapunov functional. As we did for the perturbed
wave equation with a conformal exponent in [T, 13|, [14], we proceed in 2 steps:
- Step 1: we first introduce some functional (not a Lyapunov functional) for equation
(LI]), which is bounded by s* for some o > 0, then show that w enjoys also a polynomial
(in s) bound.
- Step 2: then, viewing equation ([LI8) as a perturbation of the case of a pure power
nonlinearity (case where a = 0 in (LI]))) by the following terms:

(p—1)s

we use the rough estimates on w proved in the first step, in order to control the < per-
turbative > terms in (LI8)). This way, we find a Lyapunov functional for (ILI8]), then
use it to prove that the solution itself is bounded.

Specifically, in Step 1, we would like to add the following regarding the effect of the
perturbation terms ([2I) and the way we handle them: The first term is a lower
order term which was already handled in the Sobolev subcritical perturbative case
treated in [25, 27]. However, since the nonlinear term e_%sﬁf(gb(s)w) depends
on time s, we expect the time derivatives to be delicate. Thanks to the fact that
uf(u)— (p+1) [y f(v)dv ~ I%|u|p+1 log” (2 + u?), as u — oo, we construct a func-
tional (in Section [2]) satisfying this kind of differential inequality:

w and e r1srt f(s)w), (1.21)

e < =5 [ @ity + Sh) + e (1.22)

which implies a polynomial estimate.



In order to state our main result, we start by introducing the following functionals:

2a

E(w(s), s) :/RN <%|Vw|2 + %wQ e g 1F(¢w)>p(y)dy, (1.23)

2(p—1)
1
L = E - — ?p(y)d 1.24
0(11)(8),8) (U}(S),S) S\/g RNw p<y) Y, ( )
where " "
= / f(v)dv = / lv[P~ v log®(v? + 2)dv. (1.25)
0 0
Moreover, for all s > max(—logT, 1), we define the functional
p+3 0
L{w(s),s) = exp ( ¢E)Ld (5).5)+ . (1.26)

where 6 is a sufficiently large constant that will be determined later. We derive that
the functional L(w(s), s) is a decreasing functional of time for equation (II8), provided

that s is large enough. Clearly, by (L23), (I.24)) and (L.26), the functional L(w(s),s) is

a small perturbation of the natural energy F(w(s), s).
Here is the statement of our main theorem in this paper.
Theorem 1 (A Lyapunov functional in similarity variables). Consider u a solution

of (I1), with blow-up time T > 0. Then, there exists t; € [0,T) such that, for all
—log(T — t1) and zy € RY, we have

Llw(s+1),5+ 1) — L(w( <_i/ /)8w y)dydr,  (1.27)

where w = wy, 7 is defined in (LI7).

Remark 1.1. We choose to put forward this result proving the existence of a Lyapunov
functional and state it as the first result of our paper (namely Theorem [II), mainly
because we consider it as the crucial step in our argument, and also because its proof is
far from being trivial.

The existence of this Lyapunov functional L(w(s),s) together with a blow-up cri-
terion for equation (LI8]) make a crucial step in the derivation of the blow-up rate for
equation (ILT]). Indeed, with the functional L(w(s), s), we are able to adapt the analysis
performed in [7, 8, O] for equation (I4]) and obtain the following result:

Theorem 2 (Blow-up rate for equation (LII)). Consider u a solution of (L1), with
blow-up time T > 0. Then, there exists ty € [t1,T) such that for allt € [to,T), we have

()| oo vy < K (T — )77 (= log(T — 1)) 77T, (1.28)

where K = K(p,a, T, ty, ||u(ty)|| 1), for some ty € [0, t5).



Remark 1.2. Note that the blow-up rate in this upper bound is sharp, since we have
from a simple comparison argument the following lower bound:

|u(t)[ Lo mry = vr(t) ~ Ko(T — t)*Til(_ log(T — 1)) 771,

where the last equivalence was given in (L.9)).

Remark 1.3. Let us remark that we can obtain the same blow-up rate for the more
general equation

Ou = O?u + |ulP " ulog®(2 + u?) + k(u), (z,t) € Rx[0,T), (1.29)

under the assumption that |k(u)| < M(1 + |ul?log®(2 + u?)), for some M > 0 and
b < a — 1. More precisely, under this hypothesis, we can construct a suitable Lyapunov
functional for this equation. Then, we can prove a similar result to (L28)). However,
the case where a — 1 < b < a seems to be out of reach of our technics, though we think
we may obtain the same rate as in the unperturbed case.

This paper is organized as follows: In Section 2] we obtain a rough control of the
solution w. In Section [ thanks to that result, we prove that the functional L(w(s), s)
is a Lyapunov functional for equation (LI8). Thus, we get Theorem [Il Finally, by
applying this last theorem, we give the proof of Theorem

Throughout this paper, C' denotes a generic positive constant depending only on
p, N and a, which may vary from line to line. As for M, it will be used for constants
depending on initial data, in addition to p, N and a. We may also use K, Ks, Kj...
My, My, Ms... Qq, QQ2, Q3 for constants having the same dependence as M. If necessary,
we may write explicitly the dependence of the constants we use. Moreover, we denote
by Bg the open ball in RY with center 0 and radius R. Finally, note that we use the

f(s)

notation f(s) ~ g(s) when lim —- = 1.
(5) ~ gls) when lim "

2 A polynomial bound for solutions of equation (L.1S)

This section is devoted to the derivation of a polynomial bound for a global solution of
equation (LI8). More precisely, this is the aim of this section.

Proposition 2.1. Let R > 0. Consider w a global solution of (LI8)). Then, there
erist S = §1(a,p, N,R) > 1 and p = p(a,p, N,R) > 0 such that, for all s > 51 =
max(—log T, S), we have

lw()[ g < Ki(R)s", (2.1)

where Ky depends on p,a, N, R and ||w(5y)|| g1

Remark 2.1. By using the Sobolev’s embedding and the above proposition, we can
deduce that for all r € [2,2%), where 2* = %, if N >3 and 2" =00, if N =2:

|lw(s)||lor@r < Ka(R)s", forall s>73 =max(—logT, §1), (2.2)
where K5(R) depends on p,a, N, R and ||w(51)|| g

7



In order to prove this proposition, we need to construct a Lyapunov functional for
equation (LI8). Accordingly, we start by recalling from (L23)) the following functional

E(uw(s),s) = / (GIvor+ 2@1_ R CO) O LS

where F'is given by (L28). Then, we introduce the following functionals:

Hwihs) = —5 [ wplway (2.4
Hin(w(s),s) = (w( s) +mJ(w(s), s), (2.5)
where m > 0 is a sufficiently large constant that will be fixed later.

In fact, the main target of this section is to prove, for some mg large enough, that
the energy H,,,(w(s), s) satisfies the following inequality:

L)) < 5 [ oy + "0 g, )+ 0, 20

ds RN 2s

which implies that H,,,(w(s), s) satisfies the following polynomial estimate:
H,p(w(s), s)) < Agst, (2.7)

for some Ag > 0 and po > 0.

2.1 Classical energy estimates

In this subsection, we state two lemmas which are crucial for the construction of a
Lyapunov functional. We begin with bounding the time derivative of E(w(s), s) in the
following lemma:

Lemma 2.2. For all s > max(—logT, 1), we have

d 1 C
T Ew(s),s) < — 5 /RN(@sw)Zp(y)dy + /RN [w[P*log® (2 + ¢*w?) p(y)dy + S1(s),
(2.8)
where 31(s) satisfies
C
Yi(s) < 2 /RN w?p(y)dy + Ce ™. (2.9)

Proof. Consider s > max(—logT,1). Multiplying (LI8) by dsw p(y) and integrating
over RY, we obtain

SEw).5) == [ (@w)plo)dy +

/R _wiswp(y)dy (2.10)

-~

Zi(s)

(p—1)s




%p+16%ﬁfS;%}QN(F@mm-fﬂigyﬁﬁ%ykw

p—1 p+1
52(s)
2 ( s a
_ e ey s%_l/ (F(gf)w) — 7¢wf(¢w))p(y)dy
p - ]_ RN 2
535(s)

Now, we control the terms 3i(s), ¥3(s) and X3(s). By using the following basic
inequality

1
ab < ea® + gb2, Ve >0, (2.11)
we write ]
Yi(s) < 5/ (Osw)?p(y)dy + —/ w?p(y (2.12)
Let us introduce the functions F; and F5 defined by:
2a 417 a—1 2
Fi(z) = ot 1>2|x|p log® (2 + %), (2.13)
and Fa)
rf(x
2 = F(x) — — Fi(x). 2.14
2(z) = F(x) bl 1() (2.14)

By the expressions of Fj, Fy given by (2I3)) and (2I4) and the estimates (B.H) and
(B.G)), we obtain
pwf(pw) pw

F(ow) — b1l §C+C’?f(¢>w), (2.15)

which implies

(P+1)S 2a 1

Y2(s) < Ce™ »t sp-1_ - ow f(pw)p(y)dy + Ce™*. (2.16)

From the expression of ¢ = ¢(s) defined in (L20), we have

_ (s 2

e vt srlgwf(dw) = —a|w|p+1log“(2 + ¢*w?). (2.17)
Thus, using ([2.16) and (2I7), we obtain
C
Eﬂﬁﬁyﬂ/lM”W€@+Wﬁwmw+C€5 (2.18)
RN

Similarly, by (B.4) and (2.I7), we easily obtain
C
Eﬂﬁﬁwﬂ/lM”W€@+Wﬁwmw+C€5 (2.19)
N

The results ([Z8) and (2.9) follows immediately from (2.10), (212), (Z.I8) and (m)
which ends the proof of Lemma 2.2




Remark 2.2. By showing the estimate proved in Lemma 2] related to the so called
natural functional F(w(s), s), we have some nonnegative terms in the right-hand side
of (2.8)) and this does not allow to construct a decreasing functional (unlike the case of
a pure power nonlinearity). The main problem is related to the nonlinear term

1 ps

1 .
prE /RN [ log? (24 ¢*(s)w?)ply)dy = — /RN we 71571 f(p(s)w)p(y)dy.

To overcome this problem, we adapt the strategy used in [14. 15} [1T], 12| 13, 25]. Indeed,
by using the identity obtained by multiplying equation (IL1]) by wp(y), then integrating
over RY, we can introduce a new functional H,,(w(s), s) defined in (2.5]), where m > 0 is
sufficiently large and will be fixed such that H,,(w(s), s) satisfies a differential inequality

similar to (L22]).
We will prove the following estimate on the functional J(w(s), s).

Lemma 2.3. For all s > max(—logT, 1), we have

d p+3 p—1 9 1 / 5
—_ < S N
dSJ(w(S),S) < 5 E(w(s), s) 1 /RN |Vw[“p(y)dy s ) p(y)dy

p—1 .
T 3p T D) /N w|P log®(2 + ¢*w?)p(y)dy + So(s),  (2.20)
R

where Yo(s) satisfies

C C
Yo(s) §8a+2 / lw[PT log®(2 + ¢*w?)p(y)dy + 2 / w?p(y)dy + Ce . (2.21)
RN RN

Proof. Consider s > max(—logT,1). Note that J(w(s), s) is a differentiable function
and that we get

d 1 1
SIw(s)s) == [ wdwpway+ 5 [ wplwa.
RN

s 252 Jgn

From equation (LI8) and the identity (2.I7), we conclude

d 1 ) 1
— == dy + ———— 2p(y)d
T (w(s),s) =- /RN [Vw|“p(y)dy + = 1> /RNw p(y)dy
- / W 10g? (2 + $Puw?)p(y)dy + — (1- 2 )/ w’p(y)dy
st Jon 252 p—17 Jgn '

According to the expressions of F(w(s),s), ¢(s) defined in (23) and (L20) and the
identity (2.I7) with some straightforward computation, we obtain (2.20) where

Yo(s) = X5(s) + ¥a(s), (2.22)

and

si(e) L2 S [ (Plow) - 2L pigyay,
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S50 =53 (1= =7) [ wtolw)dy

Thanks to (2.I7) and (2.15), we deduce

C a —S
Da(s) < o3 /RN |wP* og" (2 + ¢*w?)p(y)dy + Ce™*. (2.23)

Hence, collecting (2.22)) and (2.23)), one easily obtains that Y(s) satisfies (2.21), which
ends the proof of Lemma 2.3 [ |

2.2 Existence of a decreasing functional for equation (L.I8)

In this subsection, by using LemmasZ.2land 2.3l we will construct a decreasing functional
for equation (LI8). Let us define the following functional:

m(p+3)

Np(w(s),s)=s 2z Hp(w(s),s)+ A(m)e*, (2.24)

where H,,(w(s),s) is defined in (2.3), and m together with A = A(m) are constants
that will be determined later.

We now state the following proposition:

Proposition 2.4. There exist mg > 1, A(mg) > 0, S; > 1 and Ay > 0, such that for all
s = s1 > max(—log T, S1), we have

Npp(w(s+1),s4+ 1) = Ny (w(s), s) < — — / (Osw)?p(y)dydr (2.25)
]RN

Sb+1/ /RN IVw|*p(y)dydr

s+1
—— / / 0l log? (2 + 6%u?) ply)dydr

s+1
where 5
b= %. (2.26)
Moreover, there exists Sy > Sy such that for all s > max(—logT, Sy), we have
Ny (w(s),s) > —1. (2.27)

Proof. From the definition of H,,(w(s), s) given in (2.5), Lemmas 2.2 and 2.3, we can
write for all s > max(—logT, 1),

d m(p + 3) 1

St wl).5) < 0(s).9) = 5 [ oty (229)
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1
_ p—l—ll a2 2 2 d
S~ Co= ) [ el ogt 2+ utiplu)ay

_ L(Z; D) /RN |Vw|*p(y)dy — <4ﬁs — C’o_m — %> / w?p(y)dy

+ (Com + 00)6_8,

B <m(p— 1) o Com

where Cj stands for some universal constant depending only on N, p and a. We first
choose mg such that Ze®=Y _ ¢\ =0, so

4(p+1)
mo(p — 1) Como ( p—1 CO>
2(p+1) 4p+1) s
We now choose S; = S1(a,p, N) large enough (S; > 1), so that for all s > S;, we have
p=1l Gy mo _ Como  Co
8(p+1) s 8 s s

Then, we deduce that for all s > max(—logT,S}),

S5 < M w9 -5 [ Py 229

2
A A
~ 2 up(y)dy — 22 / w?p(y)dy
RN S RN

S

A
2 [ el g2+ utiplu)dy
R

-+ (C()mO + Co)eis,

. m my —1
where A\ = inf(%®, 4‘25)11)))

By using the definition of N, (w(s),s) given in (224 together with the estimate
[(2.29), we easily prove that for all s > max(—logT,S}),

d 1
ToVmo(w(s),s) < — o RN(OSw)Qp(y)dy (2.30)
Ao : Ao :
= [Vwl"p(y)dy — o5 Y p(y)dy

)\ a
-t [ el o 2 (o)

s 1
—e <A(m0) — Como + 1)9).
We now choose A(mg) = Co(mg + 1)S,7", so we have
Co(mo + 1)

A(m()) - sb

>0, Vs>Si. (2.31)

By integrating in time between s and s + 1 the inequality (Z30) and using (2.31]), we
easily obtain (Z20]). This concludes the proof of the first part of Proposition [2Z41

12



We prove (3.38) here. Arguing by contradiction, we assume that there exists §; >
max(—log T, Ss) such that N, (w(s1),s1) < —1, where Sy > 5] is large enough.

Now, we consider
I(w(s),s) = sb/ w?p(y)dy, Vs > max(—logT, 1),
RN

where b is defined in (2.26]). Thanks to (2Z20) and (2.5)), we have for all s > max(—1log T, 1)

FIWE.0) = = (p+3)s  Honw(s),9)+ 550 -1 [ woluy
=D [ el ety @23

Let us choose Sy = Sy(a,p, N) is large enough, such that 1 — g—; > . So, we write for

all s > max(—logT,Ss)

1
5

d p—1

—1I(w(s),s) = —(p+ 3) N, (w(s), s) + (p + 15t

- [l togtz + %oty
R

(2.33)
Since the energy N, (w(s),s) decreases in time, we have N (w(s),s) < —1, for all
s > §1. Then, for all s > §;

d p—1

iy > e —
451 (W0)8) Zp 434 oo Py

Thanks to (B.4), (B.10) and (ZI7), we get for all s > §

1
= [ g2+ gttty = € [
RN

R

/ [w[P*log®(2 + ¢*w?) p(y)dy. (2.34)
RN

Nm%%@@—a (2.35)

Therefore, by using (2.34) and (2.35)), there exist S, > S, large enough such that

p+2— (gf)b > 0, we have for all s > max(sy, Ss)

d

C pE3
Sl 2 1+ 5 [y (2.36)
S S RN

Thanks to Jensen’s inequality, we infer

%J(w(s), ) > 1+ Cs (I(w(s), s))p4. (2.37)

This quantity must then tend to oo in finite time, which is a contradiction. Thus (B.38))
holds. This concludes the proof of Proposition [2.4] [ |
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2.3 Proof of Proposition 2.5l

Based on Proposition 2.4 a bootstrap argument given in [28], we are able to adapt the
analysis performed in [I0], to prove the following key proposition:

Proposition 2.5. For all ¢ > 2, ¢ > 0 and R > 0 there exist &1 = e1(q, R) > 0,
w1(q, R,e) > 0 and S3(q, R,€) > Sy such that, for all s > max(—logT, S3), we have
s+1 )
(Agre) / (T )”Lpp 5s+1(]3 dr < Ks(q, R, 5>5“1(qR6) Ve € (0, 4],

where K3(q, R,€) depends on p,a, N, q, R,e,s1 = max(—logT,S1) and ||w(s1)| g -

To prove Proposition 2] we will proceed as in [I0]. In fact, by using Proposition
24 we easily obtain the following Corollary:

Corollary 3. For all s > max(—logT,Ss), we have

—1 < Ny (w(s), s) < Ky, (2.38)
— K;55° < Hpy(w(s), 5) < K, (2.39)
/ / |Vw|2 (Osw)* 4+ w ) (y)dydr < Kgs"™, (2.40)
RN
E/ / |w["*! log® (2 + ¢*w?) ply)dydr < Kes"*, (2.41)
s RN
/ w’p(y)dy < Kzs", (2.42)
RN
1
= | ol log" (24 ¢*w?)p(y)dy < C /N IVwlp(y)dy + Kss"*, (2.43)
R R
C
/ [Vwl*p(y)dy < — / |w]P*log? (2 + ¢*w?)p(y)dy + Kos"*, (2.44)
RN S RN
/UVM%@MySnyV/N@wwmw@+Am¢“, (2.45)
R R

s+1 2
/ ( / y IVw|2p(y)dy) < Kis™*, (2.46)
s R
1 s+1

2
[ ([ elog e ety dr < Kias2 (2a7)
s RN

S2a
where b is defined in (2.26]) and where Ky, K5, Kg, ... K15 depend onp,a, N, s; = max(—log T, S1)

and ||w(sy)|| g -

Remark 2.3. Let us mention that, the estimates obtained in the above corollary are
similar to the ones obtained in the pure power case treated in [10] except for the following
features:

14



e The presence of the term Ks**! instead of K.

e In some estimates, we have the term F'(u) instead of % in the pure power case.

We easily overcome this problem thanks to the fact that wf(u)—(p+1) fo v)dv ~

2 |ulP* log™™ Y2+ u?), as u — oo.

In order to prove Proposition 2.5 we introduce the following local functional:

2a

Sy(w).9) = [ (GIVuf+ gt = e TS o) o)y, (248)

where ¢ € €5°(RY) satisfies

osvm <t vm={, o pFip, (2.49)

on
where R > 0. An argument similar to that in [I0], implies the following estimate:

Proposition 2.6. There exist positive constants K3 = Ki3(R) > 0 and Sy > Sy such
that, for all s > max(—logT,S,), we have

- Klg(R)$b+1 S é”w(w(s), S) S Klg(R)Sb+1, (250)

where K3 depends on p,a, N, R, sy = max(—logT,S;) and ||w(s1)| m.

Proof. Most of the steps of the proof are the same as in the pure power case treated in

[10] and some others are more delicate. For that reason, we leave the proof to Appendix
|

With Proposition 2.6 we are in a position to claim the following:

Lemma 2.7. There exists a positive constant Ky14(R,e) > 0 such that, for all s >
max(—log T, Sy)

o)1 s, < Kia(Ro &) |Vl o, + Ku(Roe)s™, Ve e (0,p—1), (251)
where K14(R,€) depends on p,a, N, R, e, sy = max(—1logT,Sy) and ||w(s1)] 5.

Proof. From (2.50) and the definition of &} in (2.48)), we have for all s > max(—log 7, Sy),

(p+1)s 2a

e »t sl / F(ow)y?p(y)dy < C | |[Vw|*$®p(y)dy + Kis(R)s" . (2.52)
RN RN
By exploiting (B.I0), we write for all s > max(—logT,S,),

/ |wlP= 1 p(y)dy < C/ [Vw[*)?p(y)dy+ Ki3(R)s" ' +C(e)e™, Ve € (0,p—1).
RN RN
(2.53)

15



Thus, 25]) follows from (2.53) and the property of ¥. This conclude the proof of
Lemma 2.7] [ ]

By (2.51)), the proof of estimate (A, r.) is available when we have
s+1
/ HVU}(T)”ti(BR)dT < Ki5(q, R, e)s2@ ) Vs > max(—logT,Ss), (2.54)

for some po(q, R,e) > (b+ 1)q. Note from (240) that ([2.54]) already holds in the case
q=2.
In order to derive (2.54) for all ¢ > 2, we need the following result:

Lemma 2.8. There exist positive constants Kig(R) > 0 and S5 > Sy such that, we have

IVl < Cllwdawi?| iy + Kis(R)s™, Vs > max(—log T, 55).  (2.55)

Proof. Multiplying equation (LIR) with wp(y)v?, integrating over RY and using the
definition of & (w(s), s) given in (2.48)), we write

4
/R Vulep(y)dy =>-1 wdswy? py)dy + 2p+3)

. o1 Ep(w(s), si (2.56)

=4(s)
2 a
G /RN [w|PT log®(2 + ¢*w?) Y p(y)dy
8 1 4a

2.2
+£’j . wVw.Vw/}p(y)dgi—ﬁ(l o 1)8)/RNw 7 p(y)dy

(. J

$2(s) 53(s)
mp+3>_@ﬂﬁ_ﬁi/ (F(gu) - 22 60)

4+ —~e p-1 gp-1 w) — ——— 2wd .
-1 v p+1 ) Vwdy

From (Z.50), (C12) and ([242) we infer for all s > max(—log T, S4),
Ma(s) + X2(s) + 23(s) < K17(R)s"H. (2.57)

According to the the estimates ([ZI5) and the identity (2I7), we get for all s >
max(—log T, Sy),

C a —S8
%506) < 2 [Pt og?(2 + Pu)pla)iy + O (258

Hence, using (250), (Z517) and (2Z58), yields for all s > max(—log T, S,),

2 (p+1)Cy
(p+1)se (1 2

[ 1vuleaay < - ) [ lulrt ozt (2 + 6%ty plu)dy
RN RN
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4

+ p—1 wswi? p(y)dy + Ki758"T 4+ Ce ™. (2.59)
—1 Jan
Taking S5 > Sy large enough such that 1—% > 0, we have for all s > max(—log T, Ss),
4
/RN \Vw\%ﬁp(y)dy < 1?1 x w@sw ’Lp2Ude + K17<R)Sb+1 + Ce™.

Thus, (2.55) follows from the property of ¥. This ends the proof of Lemma 2.8 [ |
Now, we are ready to give the proof of Proposition

Proof of Proposition[2.3: [Proof of (2.54) for all ¢ > 2 by a bootstrap argument)|
The proof is obtained by following the same part in [10]. However, as explained before
(see Remarks 2.3]), in our case we have two additional problems. Let R > 0 and suppose
that we have

s+1
/ |Vw(T )HLQ(B dr < Ki5(q, 4R, ¢)s"2(@47e) Vs > max(—log T, Ss), (2.60)

for some ps(q,4R, ) > 0 and for some ¢ > 2.
Combining (Z60) and (Z51), we write for all s > max(—log T, S3),

s+1
[ I, dr < Kulg R0, vee 0p=1), (261

for some ji3(q, R,€) > pa(q, R, €). where S5 = max(Ss, S5). Thus, we use (Z40), (Z61)
and apply Lemma [A Tl with a = ¢(p —e+1), B=p—ec+ 1,7 =0 = 2 to get that for
all s > max(—logT, Ss),

—1
()| < Fialg, Roe)s ), A < petl—Fmmm Ve € (0,p-1), (262)
q

for some py(q, R, €) > ps(q, R, e). Thanks to the Holder’s inequality,

1 1

6200, 518y < 0l X 000l vy 5+ 3 = 1 (2.63)

with Lemma 2.8 (2Z63) and (2.62), we have for all s > max(—1logT, Ss),

IVwl|Zem ) < Koolg,m, €)@ [0 v g, ) + Koola,m,€)s" (2.64)

From now, we take A > 2 and we choose € € (0, £9] small enough. Observe that \" > 1%1
since A < p+ 1. Let us now bound |¢0sw|| v s,,)- By using Holder’s inequality, we
have

1 1-0 0

0 —
Hi/ia wHLk’(BQR < HQ/J@ wHL2(32R ”wasw”LPrE(BgR)v y 9 + P — g’ (2'65)
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P = % and where

(A=2)(p+1—ep)
AMp—1+e¢ep)

Putting (Z64) and (Z63) together, we get for all s > max(—log T, Ss),

IVl <Kunlg, R, e)s" 5 lpda| g, % 140050 —< g,
+ Kao(q, R.€)s™. (2.67)

0 —

€ (0,1). (2.66)

By integrating inequality (Z67) between s and s+1, we obtain for all s > max(—log T, Ss),

s+1 s+
q g 1-0)
[ 10007 <Fonla 2o [ ol < 00l

J/

-~

I'(s)

+ K21 <q7 R7 g)S(bJrl)qa (268>

for some ¢ > ¢q. Let a = and use Holder’s inequality in time, we obtain for all

s > max(—log T, Ss),
s+1 ) s+1 00 o 1 1
1)< ([ oawlumdr) ([ 10wl g, i) et
(2.69)

From the inequalities (Z40), (Z.68) and (Z:69), we infer that for all s > max(—log T, Ss),

2
(1-0)q

1
7

Q

1
-~

Q

s+1 _ ~ s+
| 1T 7 <Koty R s [ o s, ar)
+ Kyy(q, R, e)sT14, (2.70)

Equipped with the arguments presented in the proof of Lemmas 6.5 and 6.6 in Ll(]] and
by exploiting Corollary [3], it is straightforward to get, for all s > max(—log T, Ss),

Goo’

s+1 <00/ s+1
[ Wl i <Kasla R [ dr
s s LP17¢(BaR)

+ Kas(q, R, )"t (2.71)

By combining (Z71), (B-7) and the identity e 7-1s7-1|f(¢w)| = Llw|Plog"(2 + ¢*w?),
we deduce that for all s > max(—log T, Ss),

1
— |w[Plog"(2 + ¢ *w?)
Ta

s+1 s+1
s =140
[ ol i < Kasla. o) [ Pt g, dr 4 Kaila, R2)s,

(2.72)
where € = 2 gf’l Ue  Therefore,
s+1 pGoa’
/ HlpwsHﬁﬁ/_E(Bm dr < Kal(q, R, ¢ / / Jw|PH Edy pH Pdr+Kou(q, R, €)s".
) o (2.73)
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Using together (2.51]) and (2.73]), we obtain

2pgoa’ (b+1)pgoo’

s+1 _ s+1
/ [wll - g,y d7 < K25(qaR,5)/ IVwllfsg, dr + Kas(g, R,e)(s w#i=er + "),

By Proposition 6.4 in [10], we have % < 2q, (for g1 small enough) for all § €

lq,q + p+1] Then, by using the inequality, for all r € [1,2¢], X" < C + CX?4, for all
X > 0, we write for all s > max(—1logT,Ss), for all € € (0,¢4],

s+1 s+1

) (2.74)
From (2.70) and (2.74), we have for all s > max(—log T, S3),

1
o

Q

s+1 ~ . s+1
[ 1900 B 7 < Kol )0 ( [ v, )
+ Ko7 (q, R, e)s"sBoead (2.75)
Therefore, estimates (2.60) and (2.75)) lead to the following:

s+1
[ 190 7 < Kasla, R )50, (2.76)

Thus, inequality (2.54) is valid for all § € [¢,q + Iﬁ] Repeating this argument, we
would obtain that (2.54]) holds for all ¢ > 2. This concludes the proof of Proposition
]

2.4 A polynomial bound for the H!(Bg) norm of solution of
equation (LIS

Based on Proposition 2.5 we are in position to derive a polynomial bound for the
H'(Bpg) norm. More precisely, the aim of this subsection is to prove Proposition 2.,
Proof of Proposition. 2.1
First, we use (2.40), Proposition and apply Lemma [A T with a = ¢(p — § + 1),
B=p—5+1,v=05=2toget that, for all s > max(—logT, Ss),

£

e
lw(s) || @ < Kao(g, R,e)s0 @) yx < p— I B

2.
5 1 Ve € (0,e4], (2.77)

where S3 = max(Ss,S5). Clearly, there exists e, = 5(p, N,q) > 0 such that, for
all ¢ € (0,e5], we have ¢ = % — 1 > 2. Therefore, for all € € (0,,e5], for all

s > max(—log T, S5) we have

lw(y, s)[PHedy < Ksg(e, R)S“H(R’E). (2.78)

Br

We are now ready to Control of Vw in L?(Bg). In fact, we use the Gagliardo-
Nirenberg inequality in order to claim the following:
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Lemma 2.9. There exists e3 = e3(p, N) € (0,¢&2] such that, for all e € (0,e3], for all
s > max(—log T, S3) we have

B
¢2|w(y7 5) |p+1+€dy < K31(R7 5)‘5“12(}{78) ( / ¢2|Vw(y7 5) |2dy> + K31 (Ra 5)8M12(R76)7
RN
(2.79)

RN

where = B(p,N,e) € (0,1) and p12 = p12(R,€) > 0.

Proof.
Let € € (0,e2). By interpolation, we write

[ty < ([ olutpeay)'( [ pewsra) " e

where
L _otl=e)—p+lte) r—(p+lte)
r—(p+1+e) 1 r—(p+1l-—eg)
where
25, ifN >3,
_— (2.81)

and where ¢ < r—p—1. Exploiting the fact that there exists &, = £5(p, N) € (0,r—p—1)
small enough such that for e € (0,&,], we have v = v(p,e) € [1,2). Therefore, by using
the properties of ¥ given by (2.49) and the estimate (2.78) we get

w(y, s B < w(y, s B < Kyple, S Y .

Wl Py < [l )Py < Kol 2050 282)
RN Bar

Thanks to (2.80), (2.82)) and the Sobolev embedding, we conclude

/ WPlw(y, s)PHHedy < Kg(R, 6)8“13(E’R)(/ |V(¢w(y,8))lzdy)6, (2.83)
RN RN

where
re

r—(p+l-e)

Note that, by exploiting the inequality |V (¢w)|? < 2¢%|Vw|*+2|Vi|>w?, the properties
of ¢ given by (249) and the fact that ||Vi| L~ < C, we obtain

b=

[V <c [ Ve Py o [ wpod s

Bor

From (2.83)), (284)and (2.42)), we conclude

B
w2|w(y, 5)‘P+1+6dy < K33(57R)8ﬂ14(6,R)</ w2|Vw(y, s)|2dy> + K33(8,R)8”14(€’R).
RN
(2.85)

RN
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Now, if e3 < &5 is chosen small enough such that § = % € (0,1), then the

estimate (2.85) implies (2.79).This ends the proof of Lemma 2.9 |

Proof of Proposition [2]: From ([2350), the definition (2.48) of the local functional:
Ep(w(s),s), we see that for all s > max(—logT, Sy),

_ (p+1)s 2a

/ V2 Vw|*p(y)dy < 2/ e 1 512 F(ow)p(y)dy + 2K,5(R)s". (2.86)
RN RN

Thanks to (B.9) and ([286) and the fact that p(2R) < p(y) < 1, for all y € Bag, we
conclude for all s > max(—log T, Sy)

/ 2| VwlPdy < Ksu(R, €) VHw(y, s)PTdy + Kag(R,e)s"™. (2.87)
RN RN

According to ([2.8T) together with Lemma in the particular case when € = €3, we
have for all s > max(—logT, S3)

B
/ YV’ dy < Kss(R, gg)sm(RfS)( / zp2|vu;|2dy) + Ks5(R, e5)s#12(F3) 1 (2.88)
RN RN
where 3 = B(p, N, e3) € (0,1). It suffices to combine ([2.88) and the fact that < 1, to

obtain that for all s > max(—log T, S3)

p12(R.e3)

/ V| VwlPdy < Ksg(R,e3)s -5 . (2.89)
RN

Clearly, by combining (289), 242]) and (2Z49), we conclude (211), where pu = 7“1§£};§3),
which yields the conclusion of Proposition 21 [ |

3 Proof of Theorem [1Il and Theorem

In this section, thanks to polynomial estimate obtained in Proposition 2., we prove
Theorem [Il and Theorem [2 here. This section is divided into two parts:

e In subsection 3.1l we prove Theorem [II More precisely, based upon Proposition
211 we construct a Lyapunov functional for equation (ILI8]) and a blow-up criterion
involving this functional.

e In subsection B.2] we prove Theorem [2]

3.1 A Lyapunov functional

In this subsection, our aim is to construct a Lyapunov functional for equation (LIS]).
Note that this functional is far from being trivial and makes our main contribution.
More precisely, thanks to the rough estimate obtained in the Proposition 2.1l we derive
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here that the functional L(w(s),s) defined in (L.26]) is a decreasing functional of time
for equation (LI8), provided that is s large enough.

Let us remark that in Section [2, we construct a Lyapunov functional N,,,(w(s),s)
defined in ([2.24), but we obtain just a rough estimate because the multiplier is not
bounded. Nevertheless, the multiplier related to the functional L(w(s), s) is bounded.
Then, as we said above, the natural energy F(w(s),s) defined in (Z40) is a small
perturbation of L(w(s),s).

In order to prove that the functional L(w(s), s) is a Lyapunov functional, we start by
using the additional information obtained in Section 2l to write several useful lemmas
which play key roles in our analysis. More precisely, we start by stating the following:

Lemma 3.1. For all r € [2,2*), for all s > §; = max(—logT, §1), we have

/N [w(y, s)|"p(y)dy < Mys”", (3.1)
R
where o = p(a,p, N, 3), My depends on p,a,N,r and |[w(s1)||m and where 2* = 25

if N >3 and 2" = oo, if N = 2.
Throughout the proof we employ the following notations:

The ball in RY with radius R around the point z is denoted D(z, R) = {z € RY ||z —

Z||o < R}, where the infinity norm is given by the formula ||z|| = sup |z;]. Also the
1<i<N
ball in RY with radius R around the point z is denoted B(z, R) = {z € RY, |z—2z| < R},

N

where the norm is given by |z| = fo Finally, let us recall that theses norms on

i=1
RY are equivalent. In fact, we have

7] o < |2] < VN||Z||o0, Vo € RV, (3.2)
Proof. In order to obtain the estimate (3.1]), we combine a covering technique and the
result obtained in Proposition 2.1l
First, we claim that RY = U,c,vD(z, %) and the sequence (D(z, %)) . are ar-
z2€Z

bitrary pairwise sets are negligible. Let r € [2,2*]. As an immediate consequence, we

write
/|wxo<y, ) oly dy—Z/ wan ()" p(y)dy

zeZN (Z’2

<Y (s o) [ ora 33)

ZGZN yED(z,%)
Note that using the definition (ILIT) of w,,, we see that

for all y, 2 € RN w,o(y+2,8) = W,y .es2(y, 9) (3.4)
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From [B.2) and (3.4), for all z € RY, s >3, = max(—logT,,gl)

g (3, 8)|dy < / g (3, 8)|dy = / 0y (y + 2, 5)|dy
/D(z,p ’ B YY) BO,YY)

:/B(O\/ﬁ |wzo+ze*5/2<y78)‘rdy' (35)

%)

Thanks to (Z2) and (B.H), we have for all z € RV s > 5] = max(—log T, §1)
/ [wao (Y, 8)|"dy < Mas™, (3.6)
D(z,3)

where o = p(a, p, N, %) and where M, depends on p,a, N and [|w(8})|| 1. By exploiting
(B0) and (33), we have for all 2o,z € RY, s > 5, = max(—log T, 5;)

[ Joalu o) oty 1™ S s plo) (37)
RN 2ezN VED(2,3)
To complete the proof, it remains to control the right-hand side of ([B.7)). More precisely,

the term Z sup p(y). Using the fact that for all z € RV, for all y € D(z, 3), we
2eZN yED(%%)

have
1
1lloe < Mllloo + 1y = 2lloe < l[ylloc + 5- (3-8)
Therefore, by using the basic inequality (a + b)? < 2a? + 20?, for all a,b > 0, we set
1.2 1
202 < (ol +5)° < 20wl + 5 (39
In view of B3), B2), we have, for all z € RY, for all y € D(z, 1), we have
1 1 1 1
2> yll2 > =22 — = > =—]2> — -. 3.10
2> gl > SlelZ — 3 > ol - (310)

Due to (3.I0) and to the definition of p given by (L.I9), we conclude for all z € RY,
2 2
sup p(y) < Ce 5w . (3.11)
yeD(z,3)
Thank to (BII]), we get

N

<[> e <c (3.12)

=1 Z,’EZ

[

22
sup p(y) <C Y e >
2€ZN

ZGZN yeD(Zvé)

2

By combining (BI2) and (37), we easily obtain (31). This concludes the proof of
Lemma [3.1] [ |

Thanks to of Lemma 31l we are in position to state the following:
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Lemma 3.2. For all s > 53 = max(—logT, §1), we have

/ lwl T log? (24 ¢%w?) log(2 + w?)p(y)dy <Mss: / ol og (24 ¢*w)p(y)dy
R R

+ Mss®ta, (3.13)
where, M3 depends on p,a, N and ||w(51)]| g-

Remark 3.1. Let us mention that, in the first term on the right-hand side the choice

of the power i is not optimal. In fact, with the same proof, one can show the same

estimate with the power v, for any v > 0, instead of the power i. Let us denote that, we
can construct a Lyapunov functional, when we have the estimate above for some power

v such that v € (0,1) instead of the power ;.

Proof. Let ¢ € (0,1). By using the inequality log(2 + 22) < C' + ||, for all z € R,
we conclude that

/ 0l log (2 + 6w log(2 + w?)p(y)dy <C / 0P log? (2 + ¢*w)p(y)dy
RN RN

[l o2 o)y,
RN
(3.14)
Furthermore, we apply the interpolation in Lebesgue spaces to get
9 “ “ 1—¢
[ e oge  dtutioldy < ([l log 2+ 6?u)n)dy)
R R

£

(/RN lw[PT1He log®(2 + ¢2w2)p(y)dy> (3.15)

By combining(B.4), (B.9) and the inequality |z[PT1T¢ < 1+ [z[PT1+2% for all z € R, we
obtain

]' a €
— [ T log" (2 + ¢*w?)p(y)dy < C+ C [ JwTEp(y)dy. (3.16)
S RN RN

Since p < pg = %, we then choose &4 small enough, such that for all £ € (0,e4] we

have p + 1 4+ 2¢ < 2* where 2% = %, if N > 3 and 2* = oo, it N = 2. Therefore,

estimate (BI) implies that, for all s > 3, = max(—logT, Sy), for all £ € [0, 4],

/ N [w[P*p(y)dy < / N Jw["p(y)dy + / N jw|PH 2= p(y)dy < Mys™,  (3.17)
R R R

where o3 depends on p,a, N, e, and M, depends on p,a, N, &4 and ||w(5y)]| g
By combining ([B.15)), (3:16) and (B:17), we deduce that, for all s > 53 = max(—logT', 51),
for all € € (0, 4]

/ |w]PHH 10g?(2 + ¢*w?)p(y)dy < Mys7+oe </
RN

1—¢
[ el Hogt (24 gru)ply)dy )

(3.18)
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Thanks to the basic inequality |ai|"|as|'™ < Clai| + Clas|, for all ai,a; € R, for all
v € (0,1), we conclude that, for all s > §; = max(—logT, S), for all € € (0, &4],

[ ol gt 2 4 utiptuidy < Mosm (s 4 [l hog? 2+ 6P pl)dy).
R R
(3.19)

Now, we choose €5 € (0,e4], such that ozes < 1. Then, by I4) and (BI1J), we easily
obtain (3I3). This concludes the proof of Lemma 3.2 |

Thanks to estimate (3.13]), we can improve the estimate (2.8) related to the control of
the time derivative of the functional E(w(s), s). More precisely, we prove the following
lemma:

Lemma 3.3. There exists §2 > §1 such that for all s > §3 = max(—log T, §2), we have

d 1 M )
S <=5 [ @ulpwdy+ o [ el og' 2+ dut)oly)dy
ds 2 RN s%t1 Jrn
C M
+= | wpy)dy+ —, (3:20)
S RN S4

where, M, depends on p,a, N and ||w(51)]| g-

Proof. By using the additional information obtained in (3.13)), we are going to refine
the estimate related to Y?(s) and 33(s) defined in (ZI0). Let us mention that the
estimate (212)) related to 3i(s) defined in (2I0) is acceptable and does not need any
improvement. More precisely, we write

S(s) 4 3h(s) e [ (mow) - DL )y

_ p%le_@;fll)ssﬁl_l /RN (F(ow) — 7¢wf2(¢w))p(y)dy.

We attempt to group the main terms together. A straightforward computations implies
that

Z3(s) + () = xals) + xals), (3:21)
where
a p+17. a—1 2 9 2 2 2s
)~y [P og ™ 2+ ) (log(2 + ) = 25 )l
(3.22)
7(17%1)5 2a a a
xals) =25t [ (0 DB(gw) — SFi(w) = SB(ow))ply)dy, (329

where F} and F» are defined by (2.13) and (2.14)).
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Note that, in ([3.21]) we grouped the main terms together. In fact, it is easy to control
the terms y»(s). However, the control of the term yi(s) needs the use of the additional
information obtained in Lemma 3.2l More precisely, for all s > §; = max(—log T, §1),
we divide RY into two parts

Ai(s) ={y € B | ¢(s)w’(y,s) < 1} and Ay(s) = {y € B | ¢(s)w’(y,5) > 1}. (3.24)

Accordingly, we write x1(s) = xi(s) + x3(s), where

1/ a p+17. a1 2 9 ( 2 9 2s )

§) =——-—— w lo 2+ ¢“w*) | log(2 + o"w*) — ,
o) =gy [ ol s 0ok ) (1og(2 + 6%u) — 2 oty
200 _ a P+ 1501 (9 2 2 (1 9 2 oy 25 )
Xi(s) @+U¢HAwWM 0g™ (2 + ¢*w?) ( log(2 + ¢*w”) p_lmw@.

On the one hand, by using the definition of the set A;(s) given in (3.24]), we get, for
all s > 5,

[w]” log?(2 + ¢*w?) < Cp~"F (s)log”l(2+ (s)) < Ce™s. (3.25)

From (B.25]) and the fact that 1 — <1, we get

2s
(p—1)log(2+¢°w?)
xi(s) < Ce . (3.26)

On the other hand, by using the definition of the ¢(s) given by (L20), we write the
identity

2 2al
log(2 + ¢*w?) — —— =log(2¢~2 + w?) — 287, (3.27)
p—1 p—1
Now, by using the inequality ¢(s) > 1 and (B.21), we write for all for all s > &,
2
log(2 + ¢*w?) — —81 < log(2 + w?) + C'log s. (3.28)
p —

Also, by using the definition of the set As(s) defined in (3:24), we can write for all
s >3y, if y € As(s), we have

2 |

log(2 -+ ¢w?) > log(9(s)) > - — - ‘; — (3.29)
Clearly, the exists Sy > S} such that for all s > S5, we have p2TS1 - a;igls > o5 . Therefore,

by exploiting (B.28) and (8.29) we have for all s > 55 = max(—log T, § )

c a
) <oty [l g2+ 610 g2+ o)y
Clo s

i [ el o2+ 0oty (3.30)
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1(s) +x3(s), BI3), B20) and B30), we get for

Note that, by using the fact xi(s)
all s > 55 = max(—logT,5,),
M, M,
als) < 2 [ Pt logt 2+ Pu)ply)dy + (3.31)
sS4 N S1
Thanks to (B.H) and (B.6]), we write
1 ow
IFy (o) + [ Fufow)| < € + €22 f(ow) (3.32)
(3.33)

By (210), (332) and (2I7), we have, for all s > 3,

/ lw|PT log”(2 4+ ¢*w?)p(y)dy + Ce ™2

XQ(S) S gat2

RN
The result ([3.20) derives immediately from (2.10), (Z12), (3.31), (3.33), and the 1dent1ty

(32T)), which ends the proof of Lemma B.3

With Lemmas and 3.3 we are in a position to prove Theorem [II
Proof of Theorem[l: By exploiting the defintion of Lo(w(s), s) in (24), we can write
easily, for all s > 55 = max(—log T, Ss),
1 d 1
- — 3.34
Hwls).s) = = wls)s) (33

d d
STa(w(s),5) = 4 B(w(9).9)+ =2
= 1 [ov w?p(y)dy. Lemmas and allows to prove that for all

where J(w(s), s
log T, §2), we have

§ > S = max(—
FLaw(s)o) <=5 [ @i Lo(u(s).
ToLo(w(s) s) < 3 |ox W 2\[ s

1 p—1 M, C / p+1 2, 2
— - — log®(2 d
5 3(2(p+1) o ;) o [ 102" (24 ¢%u ) ply)dy
1 p—|—1 C 2 M7 _
— - — dy+ — +Ce™”
S\/§<2(p—1) \/§> /RNw p(y) v 3% e
Again, choosing §3 > §2 large enough, this implies that for all for all s > max(—log T, §3),
we have
—L < —= Lw)2p(y)dy + =——=1L —. 3.35
Eo(w().5) < =5 [ oy + 2 afu(s).5)+ =3 (3:39)
Recalling that,
0
L(w(s),s) = exp (%)Lo(w(s), s) + I



we get from straightforward computations

d +3 +3 +3\ d 46
JeLw(),9) = =5 exp (Fo ) Law(s), o)+ exp (B2 - Lo(w(s).8) =
(3.36)
Therefore, estimates [B.35]) and ([B.30)) lead to the following crucial estimate:
d 1 /p+3 P43\ 40\ 1
Lt 3o (52) [ ot (s (522) ) 2
S8 < g e () [ @uotwar+ (e () - )% 337
Since we have 1 < exp <I%§’> < exp (i’/%z), we then choose 6 large enough, so that
My exp (p—jg?’> — % < 0, which yields, for all s > s3 = max(—logT, §3),
Sl <=3 [ @uwpp
g5 L)) < =5 | (0w)’ply)dy.

A simple integration between s and s+ 1 ensures the result. This concludes the proof of
Theorem [l [ |

We now claim the following lemma:

Lemrpa 3.4. There exist Myy > 0 and §4 > Sg such that, we have for all s >
max(Sy, —logT)
Nm0<w<5), S) > _MIO- (338>

Proof. The argument is the same as the similar part in Proposition 2.4l [ |

3.2 Proof of Theorem
As in [I0], by combining Theorem [I] and Lemma B.4] we get the following bounds:

Corollary 4. For all s > max(—logT, §4), we have

— M11 S L(w(s), S) S MH, (339)
s+1
/ / (IVwf? + @) + w?)oy)dydr < Mo, (3.40)
s RN

1 s+1

E/ /‘MHW@@+&MMW®MSMH (3.41)
s RN
/ w?p(y)dy < My, (3.42)
RN

1 a

o [ ertog e Pty < C [ [VuPsids s M, 383
R R

28



/RN IVw|?p(y)dy < C\/ RN(asw)zp(y)dy + Mg, (3.44)

c .
[ vukoiay< S [ o e+ oy + e (349
RN S RN
s+1 2
/ ( / IVw|2p(y)dy> < Mis, (3.46)
s RN
1 s+1 )
[ ([ wPtioge+ dtutpwiay) dr < i, (3.47)
S s RN

where Myy, Myo, M3, ... Mg depend on p,a, N, s3 = max(—logT, §3) and ||w(ss)|| g -

Let us denote that, the estimates obtained in the above corollary are similar to the
Corollary (B) except for the presence of the term K;s°™! instead of M;. Consequently,
following the proof of Proposition[2.5line by line we are in position to prove the following:

Proposition 3.5. For all g=>2,¢>0 and R > 0 there exist €6 = ee(q, R) > 0, there
exists a time Ss(q, R,e) > Sy, such that for all s > max(—log T, S5), we have

s+1
(Eyne) / lw(r) |50 ar < Mao(g, R, <),

where Mao(q, R, €) depends on p,a, N, q, R, e, s3 = max(—logT, §3) and ||w(ss)|| g -

Finally, we are in position to prove Theorem 2 by exploiting Lemma [A. 1] and Lemma

A2
Proof of Theorem [4 : First, we use (3.40), Proposition and apply Lemma [A]]

with o = q(p—5+1), B=p—5+1,7v =0 =2 to get that, for all s > max(—log7, §5),

£

p—5-1

, Vee (0,p—1), Vqg>2.
| (0,p—1), Vq

(3.48)
Hence, for all ¢ € (0,p — 1), we have ¢ = % > 2. Therefore, the estimate (3.48))
implies

£
[w(s)ler@g) < Mai(g, R,e), YA <p-— St1-

sup ||w(7)|[zr+1-cmp) < Ma(R, )., Ve e (0,p—1). (3.49)

TE[s,5+1]

Let us recall the equation in w:

1 1 a _ps _a_
Osw = Aw — §y.Vw — Ifl(l — g)w +e 1871 f(P(s)w), (3.50)
where ¢(s) and f are given in ([L20) and (L2).

We now apply Lemma [A2] to w, with b = b(y) = 3y and

1

a -
<y787w> p_]_

(L= DJw+ e 7T f(g(s)w).
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From (B.7)), we see that, for all € € (0,p — 1), we have

|H(y,s,w)| < CEe)(JwP™ + 1)(Jw|+ 1), Vs> max(—logT,Ss).

Let \q =p+1—¢, 04 = 22— and 3 = é Thus, the first identity in (A.2)) holds

p—14-e€

with g(y,s,w) = C(e)(Jlw(y, s)|P~1* + 1). Since p < £22, then we can choose £7 < &5
small enough, such that the conditions é + % < 1 and a7 > 1 hold. Moreover, for all

s > max(—log T, §5) we have

s+1 3 s+1 N ﬁ
[ sl @i <c+c | ( [ twtsn) 1dy) ar
S S R

p—1l+ey
<C+ C( sup ||w(T)||L>\1(BR)> o (3.51)
TE[s,5+1]
By exploiting (8.51]) and (3.49]), we deduce that
s+1
| 16007 < Mas(Ber) (352
Then the second condition in (A.2)) holds. Therefore,
|w(s)||Loe ) < M2u(R), Vs> max(rg—logT, 7+ §5)), (3.53)
4
for some 75 € (0,1). By (853), we write
|wg (0,5)] < Mas, Vs > max(ro — log T, 7 + Ss), (3.54)

for some 7y € (0, 1). From the fact that the above estimate is independent of z, and the
definition of w,, given by (LIT), we infer

lw(y, s)| < Mas, Yy €RY Vs >max(1—1logT, 1+ Ss). (3.55)
This concludes the proof of Theorem [ |

A Appendix A.

We recall the interpolation result from Cazenave and Lions [I] and the interior regularity
theorem in [7].

Lemma A.1 (Interpolation technique, Cazenave and Lions [1]). Let t, > 0.
Assume that

v € L ([to,to + 1}; LP(BR)) , 9w € L7 ([to, to + 1]; L°(Bg))
for some 1 < «a, B,7,d < oco. Then

v e € ([to, to + 1; L/\(BR))
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for all A < \g = % with v = ﬁ, and satisfies

to+1
w Ol <O [ (O + 10200,y d

t€to,to+1] to
for A < X\g. The positive constant C' depends only on «, 5,7,d, N and R.
The second one is an interior regularity result for a nonlinear parabolic equation:

Lemma A.2 (Interior regularity).
Let v(z,t) € L=((0,+00), L*(Bgr)) N L2((0, +00), H'(Bg)) which satisfies

v —Av+bVuv=H, (z,t)€ Qr=DBgx(0,+00), (A.1)

where R > 0, |b(x,t)| < py in Qg and |H(z,t,v)] < g(x,t)(Jv| + 1) with

t+1
| 15 7 < i € 0,-400), (A.2)
t

and%+%<1, and o > 1. If

t+1
[ 1 pdr < . e (0,400), (A3)
t

and py, pe and pz are uniformly bounded in t, then there exists a positive constant C
depending only on iy, pa, puz, o, ', N, R and 7 € (0,1) such that

|U(l‘,t)| < Ca \V/(l‘,t) € BR/4 X (7_7 +OO)

B Some elementary lemmas.

Let f, F', Fy be the functions defined in (2), (L25) and (ZI4). Clearly, we have

Lemma B.1. Letq>1,

U g+1
/ [v]7 v log®(2 + v?)dv ~|u| log*(2 +u?), as |u| — oo, (B.1)
0 q+1
Flu) Jﬂ“l) as [u| = oo, (B.2)
Cuf(u)

Fy(u)

~N——— — 00. B.3
10g2(2+u2) as ‘U“ o0 ( )

Proof. See Lemma A.1 in [16].
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Thanks to (B.I), (B.2) and (B.3), we will give the first and the second order terms
in the expansion of the nonlinearity F'(z) defined in (I.27]), when |z| is large enough.

More precisely, we now state the following estimates:

Lemma B.2. For all s > 1, for all z € R,

TH(s)2f(9(s5)2)) < C+ F ((s)2) < C(1+¢(s)2f(9(s)2)),

Fi(9()2) < 0+ 02 f(5(s)2),

R(6()2) < ¢+ 02 (65)2),
e s T|f(¢ ¢(s)2) < O(e) + Oz, Ve e (0.p—1)
[2PF < CTFTS f(0(3)2) | + Cle), Ve e (0.p—1),
e S F(g(s)2) < C(e) + Cl2fPre+, Ve e (0,p— 1),
2Pt < TS R(6(s)2) + ), Ve € (0.p- 1),

where ¢, F', Fy and Fy are given in (L20), (L25), ZI3) and 214).

Proof. Note that (B.4) obviously follows from (B.2). In order to derive estimates
(B.H) and (B.), considering the first case z2¢(s) > 4, then the case 2%¢(s) < 4, we
would obtain (B.3)) and (B.6) by using (B.1]), (B.2) and(B.3)). Similarly, by taking into
account the inequality log®(2 + u?) < C(g) + C(e)|ul* , we conclude easily (B.7), (IEI)
(B.9) and (B.10). This ends the proof of Lemma [B.2]

C Proof of Proposition

Let us first derive the upper bound for &.
Proof. [Proof of the upper bound for &;] Multiplying (LI8) by dswi?p(y) and
integrating over RY, we obtain

d
SEw) ) == [ Pty —2 [ owTu. i)y
a
_° dswip®p(y)d
+\<p_1)8/RNw wip(y) v
Z;Zs)
pt+1l _ios 2o _¢wf(¢w) 2
etk /RN(F(gbw) PRl )y
EgEs)
2a _@ p2_al_1 ¢wf(¢ )
e B [ (Pow) - L) Py (D
23(s)
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Proceeding similarly as for the terms X1(s), ¥2(s) and X3(s) defined in (ZI0), we get

d 1

e <=5 [ wowPsdy—2 [ 2wivn.Tup)dy (€2)

+

C " C s
[ ptogte s i+ S [ tetaway+ce
Using the fact that 2ab < % + 4b%, we obtain

—20,wpVih.Vw < ~*(0,w)* + 4|V |*|[Vw|?,

)

1
4
)

which implies, for all s > max(—logT, 1

d C
—&y(w(s), s) < C/ [Vwl®p(y)dy + — 1/ w[Plog®(2 + ¢*w?)p(y)dy
ds RN sat RN
C
+ 5 [ wply)dy +Ce, (C.3)
RN

where C' = C(a,p, N, ||¢| z, || V| £).

By combining (C.3]), [2.40) and (2.41]), we infer for all s > max(—logT, Ss)

s+1 d
/ @ f(w(r), 7T < Qust™ (C.4)
s s
From the definition of & given in (2.48)), using the fact that, F'(¢pw) > 0, we have
Ey(w(s), s) < ¥l / [Vl + wl* ) p(y)dy
Y TRV 2(p—1) '

By the definition of H,,(w(s),s) given in (23], exploiting (2.39), we write for all s >
max(—log T, S)

m _(p+l)s  2a_
Eu(w(s).5) £ € { o w(s).5) + 52 [ oty + e [ Fouwplay}
RN RN
< Qysttl 4 Cem B si / F(ow)p(y)dy. (C.5)
RN

Integrating the inequality (C.H) from s to s + 1 and using (2.17)), (B.4]) and [2.41) we
get, for all s > max(—log7, Ss)

s+1
/ Ep(w(r), 7)dr < QngH,

By using the mean value theorem, we derive the existence of o(s) € [s, s + 1] such that
s+1
Sufulo(s)).o(s) = [ Eufu(r),rdr ()
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Let us write the identity, for all s > max(—logT, Ss)

8.0(5).9) =Gl .o + [ 6, (w(r), (©7)

By combining (C.6), (C.7) and (C.4)), we infer, for all s > max(—logT, S2)
£y(uw(s),s) = < Qus ©8)

This concludes the proof of the upper bound for &.

It remains to prove the lower bound.
[Proof of the lower bound for &
Consider now, for all s > max(—logT,1),

1
Fp(w(s) ) = 5 . w??p(y)dy.

Multiplying equation (LI8]) with ¢?w, integrating on RY and using the same argument
as in the proof of Lemma yield

d p+3 1 C, .
£f¢(w(s),s) . W@(w(s),s) + W(l - ?)/RNUJ Vp(y)dy
p—1 Ci / pHly . a 22\ 12
- - d
T (p+ 1)5a+b+1( s ) . [w[P™ log®(2 + ¢"w?) Y p(y)dy

4
i wVw.Vyp(y)dy. (C.9)

Therefore, there exists Sy > Sy large enough, such that for all s > max(—log T, 5’2), we
have

d p—1
a > pHll. a 2, 2\ 2
S = g [ ogt (2 6 (u)ay
p+3 4
L)) - 5 [ wVeSunay. (0

Furthermore, after some integration by parts, we write
4 [ wVeVius)dy =2 [ wdiv (o) Ve)dy
RN RN
:2/ wzlvw|2p(y)dy+2/ wzwAwp(y)dy—/ w’Py Vp(y)dy.  (C.11)
RN RN RN

Thanks to the estimates |97« + [[A¢||[7o + [|[VY[7~ + [y VY]~ < C, (CII) and
(Z22), we have for all s > max(—logT, Ss),

’ — 4/ wVw.Vz/pr(y)dy’ < C/ w?p(y)dy < Q55" (C.12)
RN RN
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Using (CI0) and (CI2), we obtain for all s > max(—log T, S,),

9 gtws).s) > oL

[ ol o2 gty oty

ds — 2(p+ 1)Sa+b+1
p+3
- gb+1 gw(w<8)7 8) - Q5- (013)
Let us define the following functional:
+3
%@MLQ:ZH“%@@LQ+Q@ (C.14)

where ¥, (w(s), s) is defined in (2.48)).

We claim that the function of ¢, (w(s), s) is bounded from below by some constant
M, where M is a sufficiently large constant that will be determined later. Arguing
by contradiction, we suppose that there exists a time s* > max(—logT, 52) such that
Gyp(w(s*),s*) < —Q, for some @ > 0. Then, we write

Gyp(w(s),s) < —Q + /s %?ﬁw(w(ﬂ, 7)dr, Vs > s*. (C.15)

If we now compute the time derivative of ¢, (w(s), s) we get for all s > s*,

d p+3 d (b+1)(p+3)

L) ) =252 L), - PEEED g (). (Ca0)
From the definition of &, given in (Z48), using (B.4) and (ZI7) we have for all s > s*,
b+1)(p+3) C

e Guwls)s) = o /RN |w[P* log® (2+¢"w?)?p(y)dy+Ce™*. (C.17)
Thanks to (C.4]) we conclude for all s > s*,
S 1 d )
; m£5¢(w(7),7)d7 < Qg(s — s"). (C.18)

Moreover, from (2.41]), we obtain for all s > s*,

1
/ —atb2 / [w[P* log®(2 + ¢*w?)?p(y)dydr < Q- (s — s¥). (C.19)
s* RN

Integrating the identity (C.16) over [s*,s] and combining (C.I17)), (C.18) and (C.19) we
deduce that

*d
/ %g¢<w(T),T)dT < Qs(s —s%), Vs > s*. (C.20)
Combining (C.13), (C13) and (C.20) we infer for all s > s*,

d C
SF).5) > Q= Quls =)+ gy [ Il og" (2 Fuyio(yy. (C21)
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Thanks to (B.4)) and (B.10), we have for all s > s*,

1 pt3
L 10802 + Gu?)Ro(y)dy > C / | )y — G5, (C.22)
RN RN

Sa
Due to Jensen inequality, (C.2I)) and (C.22)) we find for all s > s,

p+3

ol 4

%fw(w(s), s) > Q—Qo(s—s")+Cs (ﬂ¢(w(s), s)) , (C.23)
where Q = Q — Cs.

It is interesting to denote that we easily prove that the solution of the following
differential inequality:
p+3

h'(s) > 14 Cgh s (s), s> 5%,

h(s*) > 0,

blows up in finite time before

+00 d
SIS*+/ 7€M:S*+T*.
0 1+06€T

Now, we choose @ = QoT™ + C5 + 1 to get Q — Qy(s — s*) > 1 for all s € [s*, s* + T*].
Therefore, #,(w(s),s) blows up in some finite time before s* 4+ 7™. But this contra-
dicts with the global existence of w. This implies (Z50) and we complete the proof of
Proposition 2.0

|
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