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LIOUVILLE THEOREMS FOR KIRCHHOFF-TYPE

HYPOELLIPTIC PARTIAL DIFFERENTIAL EQUATIONS AND

SYSTEMS. I. HEISENBERG GROUP

AIDYN KASSYMOV, MICHAEL RUZHANSKY, NIYAZ TOKMAGAMBETOV,
AND BERIKBOL TOREBEK

Abstract. In this paper, we show the nonexistence results for the Kirchhoff ellip-
tic, parabolic, and hyperbolic type equations on the Heisenberg groups. Also, the
pseudo-parabolic and pseudo-hyperbolic equations of the Kirchhoff-type are under
consideration. To prove these results we use the test function method. In addition,
the analogous results are transferred to the cases of systems. Also, we give some
examples of non-local nonlinearities.
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1. Introduction

1.1. Heisenberg groups. Let us briefly recall the definition of the Heisenberg group.
For n ∈ N, Hn := (R2n+1, ·) is called the Heisenberg group if the group law is given
by

x · x′ = (ξ1 + ξ2, ξ̃1 + ξ̃2, τ1 + τ2 + 2(ξ1ξ̃2 − ξ2ξ̃1)), (1.1)

for any x = (ξ1, ξ̃1, τ1) and x′ = (ξ2, ξ̃2, τ2), where ξ1, ξ2, ξ̃1, ξ̃2 ∈ Rn and τ1, τ2 ∈ R.
The family of dilations has the following form

δλ(x) := (λξ, λξ̃, λ2τ), ∀λ > 0. (1.2)

So, the homogeneous dimension of Hn is Q = 2n+2 and the topological dimension is
2n+ 1. The Lie algebra h of the left-invariant vector fields on the Heisenberg group
Hn is spanned by

Xi =
∂

∂ξi
+ 2ξ̃i

∂

∂τ
, Yi =

∂

∂ξ̃i
− 2ξi

∂

∂τ
, x = (ξ, ξ̃, τ),

for i = 1, . . . , n, with their non-zero commutator

[Xi, Yi] = −4∂τ .

The horizontal gradient on Hn is given by

∇H := (X1, . . . , Xn, Y1, . . . , Yn).

So, the Kohn-Laplacian or sub-Laplacian is given by

∆H :=
n∑

i=1

(
X2

i + Y 2
i

)
.

Finally, we define the (Kaplan) distance on the Heisenberg group by

|x|4H = τ 2 +
n∑

i=1

(
|ξ|2 + |ξ̃|2

)2
,

for x = (ξ, ξ̃, τ) ∈ Hn. For further details, we refer to the book [9].
Now let us denote by S2

1(H
n) the Sobolev space on the Heisenberg group:

S2
1(H

n) := {u : u ∈ L2(Hn), |∇Hu| ∈ L2(Hn)}. (1.3)

Similarly, let us denote S2
2(H

n) in the following form:

S2
2(H

n) := {u : u ∈ L2(Hn), |∇Hu| ∈ L2(Hn), |∆Hu| ∈ L2(Hn)}. (1.4)

1.2. Historical background. In the celebrated paper [10], Fujita studied the fol-
lowing nonlinear heat equation

{
ut(x, t)−∆u(x, t) = u1+p(x, t), (x, t) ∈ RN × (0,∞),

u(x, 0) = u0(x) ≥ 0, x ∈ RN .
(1.5)

He showed that if 0 < p < 2
N

then a solution of the problem (1.5) blows up in finite
time for N > 2 while being globally well-posed for p > 2

N
, causing to call this critical

exponent “the critical exponent of Fujita” or just “Fujita’s exponent”. One of the
further generalisations of the problem (1.5) is considering the fractional Laplacian
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(−∆)s instead of the classical one (−∆). That is, in [15, 30] the authors considered
the Cauchy problem

{
ut(x, t) + (−∆)su(x, t) = a(x, t)|u(x, t)|1+p, (x, t) ∈ RN × (0,∞),

u(x, 0) = u0(x) ≥ 0, x ∈ RN ,

for s > 0.
Consequently, in [31], Véron and Pohozhaev found a critical exponent for the fol-

lowing non-linear diffusion equation with the Kohn-Laplacian on Heisenberg groups

∂u(x, t)

∂t
−∆Hu(x, t) = |u(x, t)|p, (x, t) ∈ H

n × (0,+∞).

Also, the critical exponents for other equations with the Kohn-Laplacian on the
Heisenberg groups were derived in [1, 2, 7, 17]. In addition, in [28] the authors found
the Fujita exponent on general unimodular Lie groups.
In the paper [20], T. Kato showed the nonexistence of the global solutions for the

Cauchy problem for a non-linear wave equation. This work was a pioneering work
in this field for the hyperbolic type equations. The corresponding order is called
the Kato exponent. As a generalisation to the Heisenberg group Hn, Véron and
Pohozhaev in [31] considered the following problem

∂2u(x, t)

∂t2
−∆Hu(x, t) = |u(x, t)|p, (x, t) ∈ H

n × (0,+∞),

with the Cauchy data

u(x, 0) = u0(x), ut(x, 0) = u1(x),

where p > 1. Also, in the work [1] a fractional analogue was studied, namely, the
following non-linear wave equation

∂2u(x, t)

∂t2
+ (−∆H)

su(x, t) = |u(x, t)|p, (x, t) ∈ H
n × (0,+∞),

with the Cauchy data

u(x, 0) = u0(x), ut(x, 0) = u1(x),

where (−∆H)
s is the fractional Kohn-Laplacian, s ∈ (0, 1), p > 1. The wave equation

with nonlinear damping on the Heisenberg and graded groups was studied in [27].
In [13, 14], one found a critical exponents for the semilinear heat equation and wave
equation with damping term on the Heisenberg group. Also, comparison principles
for heat equations with Rockland operators on general graded groups were considered
in [26] and [29].
In [3], under certain assumptions on f for the semilinear equation

{
−∆u = f(x, u), x ∈ Ω ⊂ Rn,

u(x) = 0, x ∈ ∂Ω,
(1.6)

Ambrosetti and Rabinowitz proved the existence of solutions by the mountain pass
theorem, leading to a number of extensions and generalisations. Indeed, the authors
proved the existence results of the weak solutions of (1.6) in the model case f(x, u) =
a(x)|u|q−1u, where 1 < q < n+2

n−2
.
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By the fibering method the authors of the work [8] proved the existence of the
weak solutions to{

−∆pu(x) = λ|u|p−2u+ f(x)|u|q−2u, x ∈ Ω ⊂ Rn,

u(x) = 0, x ∈ ∂Ω,
(1.7)

where p, λ, q ∈ R and 1 < p < q < p∗ = np

n−p
.

In the work [6], the author considered and showed that there is at least one weak
solution to the following problem on Heisenberg groups

{
−∆Hu+ au = |u|

Q+2
Q−2 , x ∈ Ω ⊂ Hn,

u(x) = 0, x ∈ ∂Ω.
(1.8)

Also, see [12].
An important generalisation of the semilinear elliptic type equations is the Kirch-

hoff type equations, which arise in the description of nonlinear vibrations of an elastic
string. Also, the study of Kirchhoff-type problems has been receiving considerable
attention in recent years, see [4, 5, 16, 18, 19, 21, 22, 23, 24, 25] and [32]. This interest
arises from their contributions to the modeling of many physical and biological phe-
nomena. The main aim of this note is to extend the above results to the Heisenberg
group case, or more general cases. Thus, we will consider nonlinear Kirchhoff type
problems on the Heisenberg group. Note that there is already a number of results
related to the non-existence of solutions to the semilinear equations, mentioning only
few of the pioneering works on the Heisenberg group, for instance, [1], [2] and [31]. In
the present paper, we will use the test function approach, and new interesting results
on the Heisenberg group will be proved. Some results obtained here can be extended
to the general stratified Lie groups and graded Lie groups.
In this paper, we also study the Kirchhoff type nonlinear systems of elliptic, par-

abolic, and hyperbolic type equations. In all of our equations the coefficient which
expresses the Kirchhoff type non-linearity will be denoted by M . In each individual
case we will ask different properties on M . But the following particular cases could
be a few examples of the function M :
a) M = 1,
b) M = 1

1+a
∫
Hn |∇Hu|2dx+b

∫
Hn |∆Hu|2dx

, where a, b are some real constants.

c) M = (1 + c|t|γ)−β, where c, γ are some real constants and β > 0.
d) M = exp(−(a

∫
Hn |∇Hu|

2dx+ b
∫
Hn |∆Hu|

2dx)), where a, b are real constants.

e)M = log
(

a+b
∫
Hn |∇Hu|

2dx+c
∫
Hn |∆Hu|

2dx

a1+b1
∫
Hn |∇Hu|2dx+c1

∫
Hn |∆Hu|2dx

)
, a, b, c, a1, b1, c1 are some real constants.

2. Kirchhoff type elliptic equations and systems

In this section we find the critical exponents for the Kirchhoff type elliptic equations
on the Heisenberg group.

2.1. Elliptic type equations. Let us consider the following Kirchhoff type elliptic
equation

−M

(∫

Hn

|∇Hu(x)|
2dx,

∫

Hn

|∆Hu(x)|
2dx

)
∆Hu(x) = |u(x)|p, x ∈ H

n, p > 1, (2.1)
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where u ∈ C2(Hn) and M : R+ × R+ → R is a bounded function such that

0 < M(·, ·) ≤ C0. (2.2)

Let us introduce a notion of the weak solution to the equation (2.1).

Definition 2.1. We say that u ∈ S2
2(H

n) ∩ Lp(Hn) with p > 1 is a weak solution of
the Kirchhoff type elliptic equation (2.1) on Hn, if the following identity

∫

Hn

|u|pϕdx = −

∫

Hn

M

(∫

Hn

|∇Hu|
2dx,

∫

Hn

|∆Hu|
2dx

)
u∆Hϕdx

holds true, for any test function 0 ≤ ϕ ∈ C2
0(H

n).

Then we have the following result.

Theorem 2.2. Assume that the function M(·, ·) satisfies (2.2) and

1 < p ≤
Q

Q− 2
, (2.3)

with Q = 2n+2 the homogeneous dimension of Hn. Then the problem (2.1) does not
have a global non-trivial weak solution.

Proof. In the proof we widely use the method of test functions. We start from Defi-
nition 2.1. From the identity (2.1) one has

∫

Hn

|u|pϕdx = −

∫

Hn

M

(∫

Hn

|∇Hu|
2dx,

∫

Hn

|∆Hu|
2dx

)
u∆Hϕdx

≤

∣∣∣∣
∫

Hn

M

(∫

Hn

|∇Hu|
2dx,

∫

Hn

|∆Hu|
2dx

)
u∆Hϕdx

∣∣∣∣

≤

∫

Hn

∣∣∣∣M
(∫

Hn

|∇Hu|
2dx,

∫

Hn

|∆Hu|
2dx

)∣∣∣∣ |u||∆Hϕ|dx

≤ C0

∫

Hn

|u||∆Hϕ|dx.

(2.4)

Now, we choose the following test function

ϕR(x) = Φ

(
|ξ|4 + |ξ̃|4 + τ 2

R4

)
, x = (ξ, ξ̃, τ) ∈ H

n, R > 0, (2.5)

with Φ ∈ C∞
0 (R+) satisfying the following structure

Φ(r) =





1, if 0 ≤ r ≤ 1,

ց, if 1 < r ≤ 2,

0, if r > 2,

(2.6)

with suppΦ = [0, 2]. We note that supp(ϕR) and supp(∆HϕR) are subsets of Ω1,
where

Ω1 := {x = (ξ, ξ̃, τ) ∈ H
n : |ξ|4 + |ξ̃|4 + τ 2 ≤ 2R4}.
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By using ε-Young’s inequality in (2.4), we obtain∫

Hn

|u|pϕRdx ≤ C0

∫

Hn

|u||∆HϕR|dx

(2.6)
= C0

∫

Ω1

|u||∆HϕR|dx

= C0

∫

Ω1

|u|ϕ
1
p

Rϕ
− 1

p

R |∆HϕR|dx

= C0



∫
Ω1

|u|pϕRdx

εpp
+

(p− 1)ε
p

p−1
∫
Ω1
ϕ
− 1

p−1

R |∆HϕR|
p

p−1dx

p




=
C0

pεp

(∫

Ω1

|u|pϕRdx+ (p− 1)εp+
p

p−1

∫

Ω1

ϕ
− 1

p−1

R |∆HϕR|
p

p−1dx

)
.

(2.7)

By choosing ε such that C0 < pεp we get
∫

Hn

|u|pϕRdx ≤ C

(∫

Ω1

ϕ
− 1

p−1

R |∆HϕR|
p

p−1dx

)
. (2.8)

Let us denote by

ρ =
|ξ|4 + |ξ̃|4 + τ 2

R4
.

Then from [31], one has the following property

∆HϕR(x) =
4(n+ 4)

R4

(
|ξ|2 + |ξ̃|2

)
Φ′ (ρ)

+
16

R8

(
(|ξ|6 + |ξ̃|6) + 2τ(|ξ|2 − |ξ̃|2)ξ · ξ̃ + τ 2(|ξ|2 + |ξ̃|2)

)
Φ′′ (ρ) .

(2.9)

Taking into account (2.9), we obtain

|∆HϕR| ≤ CR−2. (2.10)

Let us denote
Θ := {y = (ξ, ξ̂, τ̃) ∈ H

n : |ξ|4 + |ξ̂|4 + τ̃ 2 ≤ 2},

and
µ := |ξ|4 + |ξ̂|4 + τ̃ 2.

By changing variables Rξ = ξ, Rξ̂ = ξ̃, R2τ̃ = τ in (2.8) and by using (2.10), we get
∫

Hn

|u|pϕRdx ≤ C

(∫

Ω1

ϕ
− 1

p−1

R |∆HϕR|
p

p−1dx

)

≤ CR
− 2p

p−1
+Q

(∫

Θ

(Φ ◦ µ)−
1

p−1dy

)

≤ CR− 2p
p−1

+Q.

(2.11)

Let us consider the case p < Q

Q−2
, and we note that − 2p

p−1
+ Q < 0 is equivalent to

p < Q

Q−2
. Then letting R → ∞ in (2.11), we arrive at

∫

Hn

|u|pdx ≤ C lim
R→∞

R− 2p
p−1

+Q = 0, (2.12)
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concluding that u = 0. This is a contradiction.
Let us consider the case p = Q

Q−2
> 1. In this case, from (2.12), we get

∫

Hn

|u|pϕRdx ≤ C, (2.13)

where C > 0.
Let us introduce the following domain:

ΩR := {x = (ξ, ξ̃, τ) ∈ H
n : R4 ≤ |ξ|4 + |ξ̃|4 + τ 2 ≤ 2R4, (2.14)

then by combining (2.13) and the Lebesgue dominated convergence theorem, we have

lim
R→∞

∫

ΩR

|u|pϕRdx = 0. (2.15)

Let us denote by

Θ1 := {y = (ξ, ξ̂, τ̃ ) ∈ H
n : 1 ≤ |ξ|4 + |ξ̂|4 + τ̃ 2 ≤ 2},

By using Hölder’s inequality in (2.4), we get

∫

Hn

|u|pϕRdx ≤ C0

∫

Ω1

|u||∆HϕR|dx

≤ C0

∫

Ω1\ΩR

|u||∆HϕR|dx+ C0

∫

ΩR

|u||∆HϕR|dx

(2.6)
= C0

∫

ΩR

|u||∆HϕR|dx

= C0

∫

ΩR

|u|ϕ
1
p

Rϕ
− 1

p

R |∆HϕR|dx

≤ C0

(∫

ΩR

|u|pϕRdx

) 1
p
(∫

ΩR

ϕ
− 1

p−1

R |∆HϕR|
p

p−1dx

) p−1
p

(2.11)
= C0R

−2+Q(p−1)
p

(∫

ΩR

|u|pϕRdx

) 1
p
(∫

Θ1

(Φ ◦ µ)−
1

p−1dy

)p−1
p

p= Q

Q−2
= C

(∫

ΩR

|u|pϕRdx

) 1
p
(∫

Θ1

(Φ ◦ µ)−
1

p−1dy

)p−1
p

≤ C

(∫

ΩR

|u|pϕRdx

) 1
p

.

Finally, we get
∫

Hn

|u|pϕRdx ≤ C

(∫

ΩR

|u|pϕRdx

) 1
p

.

By letting R → ∞ and using (2.15), we get

∫

Hn

|u|pdx = lim
R→∞

∫

Hn

|u|pϕRdx ≤ C lim
R→∞

(∫

ΩR

|u|pϕRdx

) 1
p

= 0,
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that is, u = 0, ending the proof. �

2.2. Elliptic type systems. In this subsection we consider the following system of
Kirchhoff type elliptic equations

{
−M1

(∫
Hn |∇Hu|

2dx,
∫
Hn |∆Hu|

2dx
)
∆Hu = |v|q, x ∈ Hn, q > 1,

−M2

(∫
Hn |∇Hv|

2dx,
∫
Hn |∆Hv|

2dx
)
∆Hv = |u|p, x ∈ H

n, p > 1,
(2.16)

where u, v ∈ C2(Hn) and M1,M2 : R+ × R+ → R are bounded functions such that

0 < M1(·, ·) ≤ C1, (2.17)

and

0 < M2(·, ·) ≤ C2. (2.18)

Now, we formulate a definition of weak solutions to the system (2.16).

Definition 2.3. We say that a pair of functions (u, v) ∈ S2
2(H

n)∩Lp(Hn)×S2
2(H

n)∩
Lq(Hn) with p, q > 1 is a weak solution of the system of equations (2.16) on the group
Hn, if the following identities

∫

Hn

|v|qϕdx = −

∫

Hn

M1

(∫

Hn

|∇Hu|
2dx,

∫

Hn

|∆Hu|
2dx

)
u∆Hϕdx, (2.19)

and ∫

Hn

|u|pψdx = −

∫

Hn

M2

(∫

Hn

|∇Hv|
2dx,

∫

Hn

|∆Hv|
2dx

)
v∆Hψdx, (2.20)

hold true, for any test functions 0 ≤ ψ, ϕ ∈ C2
0(H

n).

In the following statement, we give a nonexistence result for the system (2.16).

Theorem 2.4. Let p, q > 1. Suppose M1 and M2 satisfy (2.17) and (2.18), respec-
tively. Assume that the following inequality

Q

(
1−

1

pq

)
≤ 2max

{
1 +

1

q
, 1 +

1

p

}
, (2.21)

holds with Q = 2n+2 the homogeneous dimension of Hn. Then the system of elliptic

type equations (2.16) does not have global non-trivial weak solution.

Proof. In analogy with the single equation case, one can show that
∫

Hn

|v|qϕdx ≤ C0

∫

Hn

|u||∆Hϕ|dx,

∫

Hn

|u|pψdx ≤ C1

∫

Hn

|v||∆Hψ|dx. (2.22)

Now, we choose the following test functions

ϕR(x) = Φ

(
|ξ|4 + |ξ̃|4 + τ 2

R4

)
, x = (ξ, ξ̃, τ), R > 0,

and

ψR(x) = Ψ

(
|ξ|4 + |ξ̃|4 + τ 2

R4

)
, x = (ξ, ξ̃, τ), R > 0,
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where Φ,Ψ ∈ C∞
0 (R+) have the following property

Φ(r),Ψ(r) =





1, if 0 ≤ r ≤ 1,

ց, if 1 < r ≤ 2,

0, if r > 2,

with suppΨ = suppΦ = [0, 2]. We note that supp(ϕR), supp(ψR), supp(∆HϕR) and
supp(∆HψR) are subsets of Ω1, where

Ω1 := {x = (ξ, ξ̃, τ) ∈ H
n : |ξ|4 + |ξ̃|4 + τ 2 ≤ 2R4}.

Then for the first inequality, by using Hölder’s inequality, one obtains
∫

Hn

|v|qϕRdx ≤ C0

∫

Hn

|u||∆HϕR|dx

= C0

∫

Ω1

|u||∆HϕR|dx

= C0

∫

Ω1

|u|ψ
1
p

Rψ
− 1

p

R |∆HϕR|dx

≤ C0

(∫

Ω1

|u|pψRdx

) 1
p
(∫

Ω1

ψ
− 1

p−1

R |∆HϕR|
p

p−1dx

) p−1
p

= C0

(∫

Hn

|u|pψRdx

) 1
p
(∫

Ω1

ψ
− 1

p−1

R |∆HϕR|
p

p−1dx

) p−1
p

.

(2.23)

Similarly, we have

∫

Hn

|u|pψRdx ≤ C1

(∫

Hn

|v|qϕRdx

) 1
q
(∫

Ω1

ϕ
− 1

q−1

R |∆HψR|
q

q−1dx

) q−1
q

. (2.24)

By combining (2.23) and (2.24), one finds

∫

Hn

|v|qϕRdx ≤ C0

(∫

Hn

|u|pψRdx

) 1
p
(∫

Ω1

ψ
− 1

p−1

R |∆HϕR|
p

p−1dx

) p−1
p

≤ C0C
1
p

1

(∫

Hn

|v|qϕRdx

) 1
pq
(∫

Ω1

ϕ
− 1

q−1

R |∆HψR|
q

q−1dx

) q−1
pq

×

(∫

Ω1

ψ
− 1

p−1

R |∆HϕR|
p

p−1dx

) p−1
p

.

(2.25)

Finally, we obtain

(∫

Hn

|v|qϕRdx

)1− 1
pq

≤ C0C
1
p

1

(∫

Ω1

ϕ
− 1

q−1

R |∆HψR|
q

q−1dx

) q−1
pq

×

(∫

Ω1

ψ
− 1

p−1

R |∆HϕR|
p

p−1dx

) p−1
p

.

(2.26)
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Also, we have

(∫

Hn

|u|pψRdx

)1− 1
pq

≤ C1C
1
q

0

(∫

Ω1

ϕ
− 1

q−1

R |∆HψR|
q

q−1dx

) q−1
q

×

(∫

Ω1

ψ
− 1

p−1

R |∆HϕR|
p

p−1dx

) p−1
pq

.

(2.27)

Taking into account (2.9), one obtains

|∆HψR| ≤ CR−2, |∆HϕR| ≤ CR−2. (2.28)

Similarly to equation case, let us denote

Θ := {y = (ξ, ξ̂, τ̃) ∈ H
n : |ξ|4 + |ξ̂|4 + τ̃ 2 ≤ 2},

and

µ := |ξ|4 + |ξ̂|4 + τ̃ 2.

By changing variables Rξ = ξ, Rξ̂ = ξ̃ and R2τ̃ = τ in (2.26), we get

(∫

Hn

|v|qϕRdx

)1− 1
pq

≤ C0C
1
p

1

(∫

Ω1

ϕ
− 1

q−1

R |∆HψR|
q

q−1dx

) q−1
pq
(∫

Ω1

ψ
− 1

p−1

R |∆HϕR|
p

p−1dx

) p−1
p

≤ C0C
1
p

1 R
− 2

p
+Q(q−1)

pq
+Q(p−1)

p
−2

(∫

Θ

(Φ ◦ µ)−
1

q−1dy

) q−1
pq
(∫

Θ

(Ψ ◦ µ)−
1

p−1dy

)p−1
p

= C0C
1
p

1 R
l1

(∫

Θ

(Φ ◦ µ)−
1

q−1dy

) q−1
pq
(∫

Θ

(Ψ ◦ µ)−
1

p−1dy

) p−1
p

≤ CRl1 ,

(2.29)

where l1 = −2
p
+ Q(q−1)

pq
+ Q(p−1)

p
− 2.

Also, we have

(∫

Hn

|u|pψRdx

)1− 1
pq

≤ C1C
1
q

0

(∫

Ω1

ϕ
− 1

q−1

R |∆HψR|
q

q−1dx

) q−1
q
(∫

Ω1

ψ
− 1

p−1

R |∆HϕR|
p

p−1dx

) p−1
pq

= C1C
1
q

0 R
l2

(∫

Θ

(Φ ◦ µ)−
1

q−1dy

) q−1
q
(∫

Θ

(Ψ ◦ µ)−
1

p−1dy

)p−1
pq

≤ CRl2 ,

where l2 = −2
q
+ Q(p−1)

pq
+ Q(q−1)

q
− 2.
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Simple calculations show that

l1 = −
2

p
+
Q(q − 1)

pq
+
Q(p− 1)

p
− 2

= −
2

p
− 2 +Q

(
1

p
−

1

pq
+ 1−

1

p

)

= −
2

p
− 2 +Q

(
1−

1

pq

)
< 0,

(2.30)

provided that

Q <
2 + 2

p

1− 1
pq

.

Then letting R → ∞, we obtain

(∫

Hn

|v|qϕRdx

)1− 1
pq

≤ 0,

showing that
∫
Hn |v|

qdx = 0.
Similar calculations works in the case l2 < 0, i.e.,

Q

(
1−

1

pq

)
< 2

(
1 +

1

q

)
.

Finally, letting R→ ∞, we get

∫

Hn

|u|pdx = 0.

Let us consider the case l1 = 0 (or l2 = 0). By denoting

ΩR := {x = (ξ, ξ̃, τ) ∈ H
n : R4 ≤ |ξ|4 + |ξ̃|4 + τ 2 ≤ 2R4},

we have

lim
R→∞

∫

ΩR

|v|qϕRdx = 0, (2.31)

and

lim
R→∞

∫

ΩR

|u|pψRdx = 0. (2.32)

Let us denote by

Θ1 := {y = (ξ, ξ̂, τ̃ ) ∈ H
n : 1 ≤ |ξ|4 + |ξ̂|4 + τ̃ 21 ≤ 2}.
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From (2.25), (2.27) and changing variables Rξ = ξ, Rξ̂ = ξ̃ and R2τ̃ = τ , we establish
∫

Hn

|v|qϕRdx ≤ C0

∫

Hn

|u||∆HϕR|dx

= C0

∫

ΩR

|u||∆HϕR|dx

≤ C0

(∫

ΩR

|v|qϕRdx

) 1
pq
(∫

ΩR

ϕ
− 1

q−1

R |∆HψR|
q

q−1dx

) q−1
pq

×

(∫

ΩR

ψ
− 1

p−1

R |∆HϕR|
p

p−1dx

) p−1
p

≤ C0R
l1

(∫

ΩR

|v|qϕRdx

) 1
pq
(∫

Θ1

[Φ ◦ ρ]−
1

q−1dy

) q−1
pq

×

(∫

Θ1

[Ψ ◦ ρ]−
1

p−1dy

) p−1
p

l1=0
≤ C

(∫

ΩR

|v|qϕRdx

) 1
pq

,

(2.33)

and
∫

Hn

|u|pψRdx ≤ C

(∫

ΩR

|u|pψRdx

) 1
pq
(∫

ΩR

ϕ
− 1

q−1

R |∆HψR|
q

q−1dx

) q−1
q

×

(∫

ΩR

ψ
− 1

p−1

R |∆HϕR|
p

p−1dx

) p−1
pq

≤ C

(∫

ΩR

|u|pψRdx

) 1
pq

.

(2.34)

Hence, we obtain

∫

Hn

|v|qdx = lim
R→∞

∫

Hn

|v|qϕRdx ≤ C lim
R→∞

(∫

ΩR

|v|qϕRdx

) 1
pq

= 0, (2.35)

and
∫

Hn

|u|pdx = lim
R→∞

∫

Hn

|u|pψRdx ≤ C lim
R→∞

(∫

ΩR

|u|pψRdx

) 1
pq

= 0, (2.36)

ending the proof of the theorem. �

Corollary 2.5. Let p = q > 1, u = v and M1 =M2. Then we arrive at the result of

Theorem 2.2.

Proof. It is easy to see that

Q

(
p2 − 1

p2

)
= Q

(
1−

1

p2

)
≤ 2

(
1 +

1

p

)
= 2

(
p+ 1

p

)
,
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showing

p ≤
Q

Q− 2
.

The proof is finished. �

3. Kirchhoff type parabolic equations and systems

In this section we prove the Liouville type theorems for the Kirchhoff type parabolic
equations and systems on the Heisenberg group Hn.

3.1. Parabolic type equations. Let us consider the following Kirchhoff type heat
equation on Hn, that is,

{
ut −M

(
t,
∫
Hn |∇Hu|

2dx,
∫
Hn |∆Hu|

2dx
)
∆Hu = |u|p,

u(x, 0) = u0(x) ≥ 0, x ∈ Hn,
(3.1)

where (x, t) ∈ Hn × (0, T ), T > 0, p > 1, M : R+ × R+ × R+ → R is satisfying the
following condition

0 < M(t, ·, ·) ≤ C1t
β , ∀t > 0, 0 ≤ β < 1. (3.2)

Let us formulate the following definition of the weak solution of the equation (3.1).

Definition 3.1. We say that u is a weak solution to (3.1) in Ω = H
n × (0, T ) with

initial data 0 ≤ u0 ∈ L1(Hn), if u ∈ C1(0, T ;S2
2(H

n)) ∩ Lp
loc(Ω) and satisfies

∫

Ω

|u|pϕdxdt+

∫

Hn

u0(x)ϕ(x, 0)dx = −

∫

Ω

uϕtdxdt

−

∫

Ω

M

(
t,

∫

Hn

|∇Hu|
2dx,

∫

Hn

|∆Hu|
2dx

)
u∆Hϕdxdt, (3.3)

for any test function 0 ≤ ϕ ∈ C
2,1
x,t (Ω).

Now we give one of the main results of this section.

Theorem 3.2. Suppose that M(·, ·, ·) satisfies the condition (3.2). If

1 < p < pc = 1 +
2− 2β

Q + 2β
, (3.4)

with Q = 2n + 2 the homogeneous dimension of Hn, then the problem (3.1) admits

no global weak non-trivial solution.

Proof. Let us choose

ϕR(x, t) = Φ

(
|ξ|4 + |ξ̃|4 + τ 2 + t2

R4

)
, x = (ξ, ξ̃, τ) ∈ H

n, t > 0, R > 0, (3.5)

with Φ ∈ C∞
0 (R+) and the following property

Φ(r) =





1, if 0 ≤ r ≤ 1,

ց, if 1 < r ≤ 2,

0, if r > 2.
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We note that supp(ϕR) and supp(∆HϕR) are subsets of Ω1, where

Ω1 := {(x, t) = (ξ, ξ̃, τ, t) ∈ H
n × R+ : |ξ|4 + |ξ̃|4 + τ 2 + t2 ≤ 2R4}. (3.6)

We seek the test function ϕR with the following properties∫

Ω1

|(ϕR(x, t))t|
p′|ϕR(x, t)|

− p′

p dxdt <∞,

and ∫

Ω1

tβp
′

|∆HϕR(x, t)|
p′|ϕR(x, t)|

− p′

p dxdt <∞.

Consider the following integral in the domain Ω,∫

Ω

ϕR(x, t)|u(x, t)|
pdxdt ≤

∫

Ω

ϕR(x, t)|u(x, t)|
pdxdt+

∫

Hn

u0(x)ϕR(x, 0)dxdt

= −

∫

Ω

M

(
t,

∫

Hn

|∇Hu|
2dx,

∫

Hn

|∆Hu|
2dx

)
u(x, t)∆HϕR(x, t)dxdt

−

∫

Ω

u(x, t)(ϕR(x, t))tdxdt

≤ C1

∫

Ω

tβ |u(x, t)||∆HϕR(x, t)|dxdt+

∫

Ω

|u(x, t)||(ϕR(x, t))t|dxdt.

Then we have
∫

Ω

ϕR(x, t)|u(x, t)|
pdxdt ≤ C1

∫

Ω

tβ|u(x, t)||∆HϕR(x, t)|dxdt+

∫

Ω

|u(x, t)||(ϕR(x, t))t|dxdt.

By using ε-Young’s inequality in the first integral of the right hand side, one obtains∫

Ω

tβ|u(x, t)||∆HϕR(x, t)|dxdt

=

∫

Ω1

(ϕR(x, t))
1
p |u(x, t)|tβ|∆Hϕ(x, t)|(ϕR(x, t))

− 1
pdxdt

≤ ε

∫

Ω

ϕR(x, t)|u(x, t)|
pdxdt+ C(ε)

∫

Ω1

|t|βp
′

|∆HϕR(x, t)|
p′(ϕR(x, t))

− p′

p dxdt,

(3.7)

and
∫

Ω

|u(x, t)||(ϕR(x, t)))t|dxdt ≤ ε1

∫

Ω

|u(x, t)|pϕR(x, t)dxdt

+ C(ε1)

∫

Ω1

|(ϕR(x, t))t|
p′|ϕR(x, t)|

− p′

p dxdt. (3.8)

Then from these facts and choosing C1ε+ ε1 < 1, we have
∫

Ω

|u(x, t)|pϕR(x, t)dxdt

≤ C

(∫

Ω1

(tβp
′

|∆HϕR(x, t)|
p′ + |(ϕR(x, t)))t|

p′)(ϕR(x, t))
− p′

p dxdt

)
. (3.9)

We note that from [31] we have

|∆HϕR| ≤ CR−2,
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and ∣∣∣∣
∂ϕR

∂t

∣∣∣∣ ≤ CR−2.

Let us denote

Θ := {(y, t1) = (ξ, ξ̂, τ̃ , t1) ∈ H
n × R+ : |ξ|4 + |ξ̂|4 + τ̃ 2 + t21 ≤ 2},

and

µ := |ξ|4 + |ξ̂|4 + τ̃ 2 + t21.

Since the homogeneous dimension of Hn is equal to Q, and by changing variables

R2t = t, Rξ = ξ, Rξ̂ = ξ̃ and R2τ̃ = τ in Ω1, we calculate

∫

Ω1

|ϕR(x, t)|
− 1

p−1

∣∣∣∣
∂ϕR(x, t)

∂t

∣∣∣∣
p

p−1

dxdt = RQ+2− 2p
p−1

∫

Θ

|(Φ ◦ µ)|−
p

p−1

∣∣∣∣
∂(Φ ◦ µ)

∂t

∣∣∣∣
p

p−1

dydt1

≤ CRQ+2− 2p
p−1 ,

(3.10)

and
∫

Ω1

tβp
′

|ϕR(x, t)|
− 1

p−1 |∆HϕR(x, t)|
p

p−1 dxdt

= R
2βp

p−1
− 2p

p−1
+Q+2

∫

Θ

t
βp′

1 |(Φ ◦ µ)|−
p

p−1 |∆H(Φ ◦ µ)|
p

p−1 dydt1

≤ CR
2βp

p−1
− 2p

p−1
+Q+2

.

(3.11)

By using (3.10)–(3.11) in (3.9), one obtains
∫

Ω

|u|pϕRdxdt ≤ C
(
RQ+2− 2p

p−1 +RQ+2− 2p
p−1

+ 2βp

p−1

)

≤ CRQ+2− 2p
p−1

+ 2βp

p−1 .

(3.12)

Here, we choose

Q + 2−
2p

p− 1
+

2βp

p− 1
< 0,

that is,

p < 1 +
2− 2β

Q+ 2β
.

Letting R→ ∞ with p < 1 + 2−2β
Q+2β

, one has

∫

Ω

|u(x, t)|pdxdt ≤ 0, (3.13)

arriving at a contradiction. �
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3.2. Parabolic type systems. Now, we will show a Liouville type result for the
following system of Kirchhoff type parabolic equations in Ω := Hn × (0, T ), T > 0





ut −M1

(
t,
∫
Hn

|∇Hu|
2dx,

∫
Hn

|∇Hω|
2dx,

∫
Hn

|∆Hu|
2dx,

∫
Hn

|∆Hω|
2dx

)
∆Hu = |ω|p,

ωt −M2

(
t,
∫
Hn

|∇Hu|
2dx,

∫
Hn

|∇Hω|
2dx,

∫
Hn

|∆Hu|
2dx,

∫
Hn

|∆Hω|
2dx

)
∆Hω = |u|q,

u(x, 0) = u0(x) ≥ 0, x ∈ H
n,

ω(x, 0) = ω0(x) ≥ 0, x ∈ H
n,

(3.14)

where p, q > 1 and M1,M2 : R+ × R+ × R+ → R are bounded functions such that

0 < M1(t, ·, ·, ·, ·) ≤ C1t
β1, ∀t ∈ (0,∞), 0 ≤ β1 < 1, (3.15)

and

0 < M2(t, ·, ·, ·, ·) ≤ C2t
β2, ∀t ∈ (0,∞), 0 ≤ β2 < 1. (3.16)

Let us give a definition of the weak solution to (3.14) as follows.

Definition 3.3. We say that the pair u ∈ C1(0, T ;S2
2(H

n)) ∩ Lp(Ω) and ω ∈
C1(0, T ;S2

2(H
n)) ∩ Lq(Ω) with p, q > 1 is a weak solution of the system (3.14) on

Ω = Hn × (0, T ) with the Cauchy data (u0, ω0) ∈ L1
loc(H

n)×L1
loc(H

n) with u0, ω0 ≥ 0
on Hn, if the following identities
∫

Ω

|ω|pϕdxdt+

∫

Hn

u0(x)ϕ(x, 0)dx = −

∫

Ω

uϕtdxdt

−

∫

Ω

M1


t,

∫

Hn

|∇Hu|
2dx,

∫

Hn

|∇Hω|
2dx,

∫

Hn

|∆Hu|
2dx,

∫

Hn

|∆Hω|
2dx


u∆Hϕdxdt,

and∫

Ω

|u|qψdxdt+

∫

Hn

ω0(x)ψ(x, 0)dx = −

∫

Ω

ωψtdxdt

−

∫

Ω

M2


t,

∫

Hn

|∇Hu|
2dx,

∫

Hn

|∇Hω|
2dx,

∫

Hn

|∆Hu|
2dx,

∫

Hn

|∆Hω|
2dx


w∆Hψdxdt,

hold for any test functions 0 ≤ ψ, ϕ ∈ C
2,1
x,t (Ω).

Theorem 3.4. Let p, q > 1 and Q < max{A1, A2}, where Q is the homogeneous

dimension of Hn,

A1 =

1
q
− β1 −

β2

q
+ 1

pq

1
2qp′

+ 1
2q′

, (3.17)

and

A2 =

1
p
− β2 −

β1

p
+ 1

pq

1
2q′p

+ 1
2p′

, (3.18)

where β1, β2 ∈ [0, 1). Then the system (3.14) does not admit a nontrivial weak solu-

tion.
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Proof. Firstly, let us define the test functions

ϕR = Φ

(
|ξ|4 + |ξ̃|4 + τ 2 + t2

R4

)
, x = (ξ, ξ̃, τ) ∈ H

n, t > 0, R > 0, (3.19)

and

ψR = Ψ

(
|ξ|4 + |ξ̃|4 + τ 2 + t2

R4

)
, x = (ξ, ξ̃, τ) ∈ H

n, t > 0, R > 0, (3.20)

with Ψ,Φ ∈ C∞
0 (R+) and the following property

Ψ(r),Φ(r) =





1, if 0 ≤ r ≤ 1,

ց, if 1 < r ≤ 2,

0, if r > 2,

with suppΨ = suppΦ = [0, 2]. We note that supp(ψR), supp(ϕR), supp(∆HψR) and
supp(∆HϕR) are subsets of Ω1, where

Ω1 := {(x, t) = (ξ, ξ̃, τ, t) ∈ H
n × R+ : |ξ|4 + |ξ̃|4 + τ 2 + t2 ≤ 2R4}. (3.21)

Assume that there exists a weak solution to (3.14), and let M1 and M2 satisfies
the conditions (3.15) and (3.16), then

∫

Ω

|ω|pϕRdxdt+

∫

Hn

u0(x)ϕR(x, 0)dx

≤

∫

Ω

|u||(ϕR)t|dxdt+ C1

∫

Ω

tβ1|u||∆HϕR|dxdt

=

∫

Ω1

|u||(ϕR)t|dxdt+ C1

∫

Ω1

tβ1 |u||∆HϕR|dxdt,

(3.22)

and
∫

Ω

|u|qψRdxdt+

∫

Hn

ω0(x)ψR(x, 0)dx

≤

∫

Ω

|ω||(ψR)t|dxdt+ C2

∫

Ω

tβ2|ω||∆HψR|dxdt

=

∫

Ω1

|ω||(ψR)t|dxdt+ C2

∫

Ω1

tβ2 |ω||∆HψR|dxdt.

By using Hölder’s inequality, we have
∫

Ω1

|u||(ϕR)t|dxdt =

∫

Ω1

|u|ψ
1
q

R|(ϕR)t|ψ
− 1

q

R dxdt

≤

(∫

Ω1

|u|qψRdxdt

) 1
q
(∫

Ω1

|(ϕR)t|
q′ψ

− q′

q

R dxdt

) 1
q′

≤

(∫

Ω

|u|qψRdxdt

) 1
q
(∫

Ω1

|(ϕR)t|
q′ψ

− q′

q

R dxdt

) 1
q′

,
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and
∫

Ω1

tβ1|u||∆HϕR|dxdt ≤

(∫

Ω1

|u|qψRdxdt

) 1
q
(∫

Ω1

tβ1q
′

|∆HϕR|
q′ψ

− q′

q

R dxdt

) 1
q′

.

By using (3.22) and the previous estimates, we obtain∫

Ω

|ω|pϕRdxdt ≤

∫

Ω

|ω|pϕRdxdt+

∫

Hn

u0(x)ϕR(x, 0)dxdt

≤

∫

Ω

|u|(ϕR)tdxdt+

∫

Ω

tβ1|u||∆HϕR|dxdt

≤

(∫

Ω

|u|qψRdxdt

) 1
q

I1,

(3.23)

where

I1 =

(∫

Ω1

tβ1q
′

|∆HϕR|
q′ψ

− q′

q

R dxdt

) 1
q′

+

(∫

Ω1

|(ϕR)t|
q′ψ

− q′

q

R dxdt

) 1
q′

. (3.24)

Analogous calculations show that
∫

Ω

|u|qψRdxdt ≤

(∫

Ω

|ω|pϕRdxdt

) 1
p

I2, (3.25)

where

I2 =

(∫

Ω1

tβ2p
′

|∆HψR|
p′ϕ

− p′

p

R dxdt

) 1
p′

+

(∫

Ω1

|(ψR)t|
p′ϕ

− p′

p

R dxdt

) 1
p′

.

By using (3.23) and (3.25), one obtains
∫

Ω

|ω|pϕRdxdt ≤

(∫

Ω

|u|qψRdxdt

) 1
q

I2 ≤

(∫

Ω

|ω|pϕRdxdt

) 1
pq

I
1
q

2 I1,

implying (∫

Ω

|ω(x, t)|pϕR(x, t)dxdt

)1− 1
pq

≤ I1I
1
q

2 .

Similarly, we have
(∫

Ω

|u(x, t)|qψR(x, t)dxdt

)1− 1
pq

≤ I
1
p

1 I2.

Let us denote

Θ := {(y, t1) = (ξ, ξ̂, τ̃ , t1) ∈ H
n × R+ : 0 ≤ |ξ|4 + |ξ̂|4 + τ̃ 2 + t21 ≤ 2},

and
µ := |ξ|4 + |ξ̂|4 + τ̃ 2 + t21.

By using the homogeneous dimension Q of Hn and by choosing variables R2t1 = t,

Rξ = ξ, Rξ̂ = ξ̃ and R2τ̃ = τ in the domain Ω1, one calculates
∫

Ω1

|(ψR)t|
p′ϕ

− p′

p

R dxdt = R−2p′+2+Q

∫

Θ

|(Ψ ◦ µ)t1 |
p′(Φ ◦ µ)−

p′

p dydt1

≤ CR−2p′+2+Q,
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similarly, we get ∫

Ω1

|(ϕR)t|
q′ψ

− q′

q

R dxdt ≤ CR−2q′+2+Q,

∫

Ω1

tβ1q
′

|∆HϕR|
q′ψ

− q′

q

R dxdt ≤ CR−2q′+2+Q+2β1q
′

,

and ∫

Ω1

tβ2p
′

|∆HψR|
p′ϕ

− p′

p

R dxdt ≤ CR−2p′+2+Q+2β2p
′

.

By using the last estimates in (3.24), we obtain

I1 ≤ CR
−2+ 2+Q

q′
+2β1 .

Analogously, with R2t1 = t, Rξ = ξ, Rξ̂ = ξ̃ and R2τ̃ = τ in the domain Ω1, we get

I2 ≤ CR
−2+ 2+Q

p′
+2β2 . (3.26)

By using these facts, one has

(∫

Ω

|ω(x, t)|pϕR(x, t)dxdt

)1− 1
pq

≤ I1I
1
q

2 ≤ CRθ1+
θ2
q , (3.27)

where θ1 = −2 + 2+Q

q′
+ 2β1 and θ2 = −2 + 2+Q

p′
+ 2β2.

Now we show

θ1 +
θ2

q
< 0.

By calculating, we have

−2 +
2 +Q

q′
+ 2β1 −

2

q
+

2β2
q

+
2 +Q

p′q
< 0.

Thus, we can require

Q <

1
q
− β1 −

β2

q
+ 1

pq

1
2qp′

+ 1
2q′

. (3.28)

Repeating the arguments above, we obtain

(∫

Ω

|u(x, t)|qψR(x, t)dxdt

)1− 1
pq

≤ I
1
p

1 I2 ≤ CR
θ2+

θ1
p , (3.29)

and we can require

Q <

1
p
− β2 −

β1

p
+ 1

pq

1
2q′p

+ 1
2p′

. (3.30)

Finally, letting R→ ∞ we arrive at a contradiction. �

Corollary 3.5. Let p = q, u = ω, β1 = β2 and M1 =M2. Then we get the results of

Theorem 3.2.
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Proof. By simple calculations we have

Q <

1
p
− β1 −

β1

p
+ 1

p2

1
2p′

(
1
p
+ 1
) =

2− 2pβ1
p− 1

,

which means

p < 1 +
2− 2β1
Q+ 2β1

,

implying the statement. �

3.3. Pseudo-parabolic type equations and systems. In this subsection we show
nonexistence results for pseudo-parabolic equations and systems on the Heisenberg
groups. We consider the following Cauchy problem for the Kirchhoff type pseudo-
parabolic equation

{
ut −M

(
t,
∫
Hn |∇Hu|

2dx,
∫
Hn |∆Hu|

2dx
)
∆Hu−∆Hut = |u|p,

u(x, 0) = u0(x) ≥ 0, x ∈ H
n,

(3.31)

where (x, t) ∈ Ω := Hn × (0, T ), T > 0, p > 1, M : R+ ×R+ ×R+ → R is a bounded
function such that

0 < M(·, ·, ·) ≤ C0. (3.32)

We give a definition of the weak solution of the equation (3.31).

Definition 3.6. We say that u ∈ C1(0, T ;S2
2(H

n)) ∩ Lp(Ω) with p > 1 is a weak
solution to (3.31) on Ω with the initial data 0 ≤ u0(x) ∈ L1

loc(H
n), if u ∈ L

p
loc(Ω) and

satisfies∫

Ω

|u|pϕdxdt+

∫

Hn

u0(x)ϕ(x, 0)dx = −

∫

Ω

uϕtdxdt

−

∫

Ω

M

(
t,

∫

Hn

|∇Hu|
2dx,

∫

Ω

|∆Hu|
2dx

)
u∆Hϕdxdt

+

∫

Ω

u∆Hϕtdxdt+

∫

Hn

u0(x)∆Hϕ(x, 0)dx,

(3.33)

for any test function 0 ≤ ϕ ∈ C
2,1
x,t (Ω).

Let us formulate one of the main results of this section.

Theorem 3.7. Suppose that M(·, ·, ·) satisfies the condition (3.32). If the rate p is

from the following interval

1 < p ≤ pc = 1 +
2

Q
, (3.34)

with the homogeneous dimension Q of Hn, then the problem (3.31) admits no global

weak solution.

Proof. Let us give a short proof of Theorem 3.7. Here, we choose the test functions
as follows

ϕR(x, t) = Φ

(
|ξ|4 + |ξ̃|4 + τ 2 + t2

R4

)
, x = (ξ, ξ̃, τ) ∈ H

n, t > 0, R > 0, (3.35)
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with Φ ∈ C∞
0 (R+) satisfying

Φ(r) =





1, if 0 ≤ r ≤ 1,

ց, if 1 < r ≤ 2,

0, if r > 2.

Note that supp(ϕR) and supp(∆HϕR) are subsets of Ω1, where

Ω1 := {(x, t) ∈ H
n × R+ : |ξ|4 + |ξ̃|4 + τ 2 + t2 ≤ 2R4} . (3.36)

By using (3.32) and Young’s inequality, from the identity (3.33) we obtain
∫

Ω

|u|pϕRdxdt ≤ C

(
Ap(ϕR) +Bp(ϕR) +

∫

Hn

u0|∆HϕR(x, 0)|dx

)
, (3.37)

where

Ap(ϕR) =

∫

Ω1

|ϕR|
− 1

p−1 (|(ϕR)t|
p

p−1 + |∆HϕR|
p

p−1 )dxdt,

Bp(ϕR) =

∫

Ω1

|ϕR|
− 1

p−1 |∆H(ϕR)t|
p

p−1dxdt.

(3.38)

Then we have ∣∣∣∣
∂ϕR

∂t

∣∣∣∣ ≤ CR−2,

and
|∆H(ϕR)t| ≤ CR−4.

Now, by using property of homogeneous dimension of Hn and by choosing variables

R2t = t, Rξ = ξ, Rξ̂ = ξ̃ and R2τ̃ = τ in the domain Ω1, from (3.38) we obtain

|Ap(ϕR)| ≤ CRQ+2− 2p
p−1 ,

|Bp(ϕR)| ≤ CRQ+2− 4p
p−1 .

(3.39)

Thus, we conclude
∫

Ω

|u|pϕRdxdt ≤

∫

Ω

|u|pϕRdxdt +

∫

Hn

u0(x)ϕR(x, 0)dx

≤ C

(
RQ+2− 2p

p−1 +RQ+2− 4p
p−1 +

∫

Hn

u0|∆HϕR(x, 0)|dx

)

≤ C

(
R

Q+2− 2p
p−1 +

∫

Ω1

u0|∆HϕR(x, 0)|dx

)

≤ CR
Q+2− 2p

p−1 + CR−2.

Finally, by taking p < 1 + 2
Q
and letting R → ∞, one concludes
∫

Ω

|u|pdxdt ≤ 0,

that is, u = 0. This is a contradiction.
The case p = 1 + 2

Q
can be dealt with Hölder’s inequality instead of Young’s

inequality in (3.37). �
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As the last problem of this section, we consider the system of the Kirchhoff type
pseudo-parabolic equations




ut −M1

(
t,
∫
Hn

|∇Hu|
2dx,

∫
Hn

|∇Hω|
2dx,

∫
Hn

|∆Hu|
2dx,

∫
Hn

|∆Hω|
2dx

)
∆Hu

−∆Hut = |ω|q, (x, t) ∈ Ω,

ωt −M2

(
t,
∫
Hn

|∇Hu|
2dx,

∫
Hn

|∇Hω|
2dx,

∫
Hn

|∆Hu|
2dx,

∫
Hn

|∆Hω|
2dx

)
∆Hω

−∆Hωt = |u|p, (x, t) ∈ Ω,

u(x, 0) = u0(x) ≥ 0, x ∈ Hn,

ω(x, 0) = ω0(x) ≥ 0, x ∈ H
n,

(3.40)

where Ω := Hn × (0, T ), T > 0, p, q > 1 and M1,M2 : R+ × R+ × R+ → R are
bounded functions such that

0 < M1(·, ·, ·, ·, ·) ≤ C1, (3.41)

and

0 < M2(·, ·, ·, ·, ·) ≤ C2. (3.42)

We formulate a definition of the weak solution to (3.40) in the following form.

Definition 3.8. We say that the pair of functions (u, ω) ∈ C1(0, T ;S2
2(H

n))∩Lp(Ω)×
C1(0, T ;S2

2(H
n)) ∩ Lq(Ω) with p, q > 1 is a weak solution of the Cauchy problem

(3.40) on Ω with the initial data (u(x, 0), ω(x, 0)) = (u0, ω0) ∈ L1
loc(H

n) × L1
loc(H

n)
and u0, ω0 ≥ 0, if

∫

Ω

|ω|qϕdxdt+

∫

Hn

u0(x)ϕ(x, 0)dx = −

∫

Ω

uϕtdxdt+

∫

Hn

u0(x)∆Hϕ(x, 0)dx

−

∫

Ω

M1


t,

∫

Hn

|∇Hu|
2dx,

∫

Hn

|∇Hω|
2dx,

∫

Hn

|∆Hu|
2dx,

∫

Hn

|∆Hω|
2dx


 u∆Hϕdxdt

+

∫

Ω

u∆Hϕtdxdt,

and

∫

Ω

|u|pψdxdt+

∫

Hn

ω0(x)ψ(x, 0)dx = −

∫

Ω

ωψtdxdt +

∫

Hn

ω0(x)∆Hψ(x, 0)dx

−

∫

Ω

M2


t,

∫

Hn

|∇Hu|
2dx,

∫

Hn

|∇Hω|
2dx,

∫

Hn

|∆Hu|
2dx,

∫

Hn

|∆Hω|
2dx


w∆Hψdxdt

+

∫

Ω

w∆Hψtdxdt,

for any test functions 0 ≤ ψ, ϕ ∈ C
2,1
x,t (Ω).
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Theorem 3.9. Assume that p, q > 1. Let Q be a homogeneous dimension of Hn such

that Q ≤ max{A1, A2}, where

A1 =

1
pq

+ 1
q

1
2qp′

+ 1
2q′

and A2 =

1
pq

+ 1
p

1
2q′p

+ 1
2p′

. (3.43)

Then the system (3.40) does not admit nontrivial weak solution.

Proof. Repeating the proofs similar to those of Theorems 3.4 and 3.7, we conclude
this theorem. �

4. Kirchhoff type hyperbolic equations and systems

In this section we show a nonexistence result for the Kirchhoff type hyperbolic
equations and systems on the Heisenberg group.

4.1. Hyperbolic type equations. We consider the equation




utt −M
(
t,
∫
Hn |∇Hu|

2dx,
∫
Hn |∆Hu|

2dx
)
∆Hu = |u|p, (x, t) ∈ Ω,

u(x, 0) = u0(x), x ∈ Hn,

ut(x, 0) = u1(x), x ∈ Hn,

(4.1)

where Ω := Hn × (0, T ), T > 0, p > 1 and M : R+ × R+ × R+ → R is satisfying the
following condition

0 < M(t, ·, ·) ≤ C0t
β, ∀t > 0, β > −2, and Q >

2

2 + β
. (4.2)

Let us formulate a definition of the weak solution of the Cauchy problem (4.1).

Definition 4.1. We say that u is a weak solution to (4.1) on Ω with the initial data
u1, u0 ∈ L1

loc(H
n), if u ∈ C2(0, T ;S2

2(Ω)) ∩ L
p(Ω) and it satisfies

∫

Ω

|u|pϕdxdt+

∫

Hn

(u1(x)ϕ(x, 0)− u0(x)ϕt(x, 0))dx

=

∫

Ω

uϕttdxdt−

∫

Ω

M

(
t,

∫

Hn

|∇Hu|
2dx,

∫

Hn

|∆Hu|
2dx

)
u∆Hϕdxdt, (4.3)

for any test function 0 ≤ ϕ ∈ C
2,2
x,t (Ω).

Theorem 4.2. Let u1, u0 ∈ L1(Hn), and assume that
∫
Hn u1dx ≥ 0. Moreover, as-

sume that the conditions in (4.2) hold. If

1 < p ≤ pc = 1 +
4

(2 + β)Q− 2
, (4.4)

with Q = 2n + 2 the homogeneous dimension of Hn, then there exists no nontrivial

weak solution to the equation (4.1).
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Proof. Let us consider the case 1 < p < pc. By taking into account the property (4.2)
and by Definition 4.1, for any test function ϕ, we have
∫

Ω

|u|pϕdxdt +

∫

Hn

(u1(x)ϕ(x, 0)− u0(x)ϕt(x, 0))dx

=

∫

Ω

uϕttdxdt−

∫

Ω

M

(
t,

∫

Hn

|∇Hu|
2dx,

∫

Hn

|∆Hu|
2dx

)
u∆Hϕdxdt

≤

∣∣∣∣
∫

Ω

uϕttdxdt−

∫

Ω

M

(
t,

∫

Hn

|∇Hu|
2dx,

∫

Hn

|∆Hu|
2dx

)
u∆Hϕdxdt

∣∣∣∣

≤

∫

Ω

|uϕtt|dxdt+

∫

Ω

∣∣∣∣M
(
t,

∫

Hn

|∇Hu|
2dx,

∫

Hn

|∆Hu|
2dx

)∣∣∣∣ |u||∆Hϕ|dxdt

≤

∫

Ω

|uϕtt|dxdt+ C0

∫

Ω

tβ |u||∆Hϕ|dxdt.

(4.5)

Let us choose a test function in the following form

ϕR(x, t) = Φ

(
|ξ|4 + |ξ̃|4 + τ 2

R4

)
Φ

(
t2

Rθ

)
, (x, t) ∈ H

n × R+, θ > 0, R > 0, (4.6)

with Φ ∈ C∞
0 (R+) as

Φ(r) =





1, if 0 ≤ r ≤ 1,

ց, if 1 < r ≤ 2,

0, if r > 2.

By noting that

∂ϕR(x, t)

∂t
=

2t

Rθ
Φ

(
|ξ|4 + |ξ̃|4 + τ 2

R4

)
Φ′

t

(
t2

Rθ

)
, (4.7)

one has

∂ϕR(x, 0)

∂t
= 0. (4.8)

We note that supp(ϕR) and supp(∆HϕR) are subsets of Ω1 = Γ ∪ Γ̃, where

Γ := {x = (ξ, ξ̃, τ) ∈ H
n : |ξ|4 + |ξ̃|4 + τ 2 ≤ 2R4}, Γ̃ := {t : 0 ≤ t2 ≤ 2Rθ}. (4.9)

We seek the test function ϕR with the following properties

Ap(ϕR) :=

∫

Ω1

ϕ
− 1

p−1

R |(ϕR)tt|
p

p−1dxdt <∞,

and

Bp(ϕR) :=

∫

Ω1

t
βp

p−1ϕ
− 1

p−1

R |∆HϕR|
p

p−1dxdt <∞.
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Then by using Young’s inequality, we get

∫

Ω1

|u||(ϕR)tt|dxdt =

∫

Ω1

uϕ
1
p

Rϕ
− 1

p

R |(ϕR)tt|dxdt

≤ ε

∫

Ω1

|u|pϕRdxdt+ C(ε)

∫

Ω1

ϕ
− 1

p−1

R |(ϕR)tt|
p

p−1dxdt,

and∫

Ω1

tβ|u||∆HϕR|dtdx ≤ ε

∫

Ω1

|u|pϕRdtdx+ C(ε)

∫

Ω1

t
βp

p−1ϕ
− 1

p−1

R |∆HϕR|
p

p−1dxdt,

for some positive constant C(ε). Hence by using the last fact and (4.8), we obtain
∫

Ω

|u|pϕRdxdt+ C1

∫

Hn

u1(x)ϕR(x, 0)dx ≤ C (Ap(ϕR) +Bp(ϕR)) , (4.10)

where C,C1 > 0.
Then from [31], one obtains

∆HϕR(x, t) =
4(n+ 4)

R4

(
|ξ|2 + |ξ̃|2

)
Φ′

(
|ξ|4 + |ξ̃|4 + τ 2

R4

)
Φ

(
t2

R2

)

+
16

R8

(
(|ξ|6 + |ξ̃|6) + 2τ(|ξ|2 − |ξ̃|2)ξ · ξ̃ + τ 2(|ξ|2 + |ξ̃|2)

)

× Φ′′

(
|ξ|4 + |ξ̃|4 + τ 2

R4

)
Φ

(
t2

R2

)
.

(4.11)

By choosing variables R
θ
2 t = t, Rξ = ξ, Rξ̂ = ξ̃ and R2τ̃ = τ in the domain Ω1,

θ = 2

1+β

2

and (4.8), one calculates
∫

Ω

|u|pϕRdxdt+ C1

∫

Hn

u1(x)ϕR(x, 0)dx

(4.10)

≤ C
(
R−θp′+Q+ θ

2 +R−2p′+(βθ

2
)p′+Q+ θ

2

)

θ= 2

1+
β
2= 2CR−θp′+Q+ θ

2 .

(4.12)

On the other hand, we have
∫

Ω

|u|pϕRdxdt+ C1

∫

Hn

u1(x)ϕR(x, 0)dx

≥ lim inf
R→∞

∫

Ω

|u|pϕRdxdt+ C1 lim inf
R→∞

∫

Hn

u1(x)ϕR(x, 0)dx.

Using the monotone convergence theorem, we obtain

lim inf
R→∞

∫

Ω

|u|pϕRdxdt =

∫

Ω

|u|pdxdt.

Since u1 ∈ L1(Hn), by the dominated convergence theorem, one has

lim inf
R→∞

∫

Hn

u1(x)ϕR(x, 0)dx =

∫

Hn

u1(x)dx.
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Now, we get

lim inf
R→∞

(∫

Ω

|u|pϕRdxdt+ C1

∫

Hn

u1(x)ϕR(x, 0)dx

)
≥

∫

Ω

|u|pdxdt+ C1d,

where

d =

∫

Hn

u1(x)dx ≥ 0.

Then,
∫

Ω

|u|pϕRdxdt+ C1

∫

Hn

u1(x)ϕR(x, 0)dx

≥ lim inf
R→∞

(∫

Ω

|u|pϕRdxdt + C1

∫

Hn

u1(x)ϕR(x, 0)dx

)
≥

∫

Ω

|u|pdxdt+ C1d.

From (4.12) and u1 ∈ L1(Hn), it can be shown that
∫

Ω

|u|pdxdt+ C1d ≤ R−θp′+Q+ θ
2 . (4.13)

By the assumption p < 1 + θ

Q− θ
2

= pc, and where we take θ = 2

1+β

2

> 0. Finally,

letting R → ∞, one has
∫

Ω

|u|pdxdt ≤

∫

Ω

|u|pdxdt+ C1d ≤ 0.

That is a contradiction, concluding that
∫

Ω

|u|pdxdt ≤ 0.

Let us consider the critical case p = 1+ θ

Q− θ
2

. By using inequality (4.13), we obtain

∫

Ω

|u|pdxdt ≤ C <∞, (4.14)

and

lim
R→∞

∫

ΩR

|u|pϕRdxdt = 0, (4.15)

where ΩR = ΓR ∪ Γ̃R,

ΓR := {x = (ξ, ξ̃, τ) ∈ H
n : R4 ≤ |ξ|4 + |ξ̃|4 + τ 2 ≤ 2R4}, Γ̃R := {t : Rθ ≤ t2 ≤ 2Rθ}.

Using the Hölder inequality instead of Young’s inequality in (4.5), one has

∫

Ω

|u|pϕRdxdt ≤

∫

Ω

|u|pϕRdxdt+ d ≤ C

(∫

ΩR

|u|pϕRdxdt

) 1
p

.

Letting R→ ∞, we get ∫

Ω

|u|pϕRdxdt = 0,

completing the proof. �
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4.2. Hyperbolic Kirchhoff type systems. Let us consider the Kirchhoff type sys-
tem of wave equations in Ω = Hn × (0, T ), T > 0 with the Cauchy data




utt −M1

(
t,
∫
Hn

|∇Hu|
2dx,

∫
Hn

|∇Hv|
2dx,

∫
Hn

|∆Hu|
2dx,

∫
Hn

|∆Hv|
2dx

)
∆Hu = |v|q,

vtt −M2

(
t,
∫
Hn

|∇Hu|
2dx,

∫
Hn

|∇Hv|
2dx,

∫
Hn

|∆Hu|
2dx,

∫
Hn

|∆Hv|
2dx

)
∆Hv = |u|p,

u(x, 0) = u0(x), ut(x, 0) = u1(x), x ∈ Hn,

v(x, 0) = v0(x), vt(x, 0) = v1(x), x ∈ Hn,

(4.16)
where p, q > 1 andM1,M2 : R+×R+×R+ → R are satisfying the following conditions

0 < Mi(t, ·, ·, ·, ·) ≤ Cit
βi, ∀t > 0, βi > −2, and Q >

4

2 + βi
, (4.17)

for i = 1, 2.
Now, we formulate a definition of the weak solution to (4.16).

Definition 4.3. We say that the pair (u, v) is a weak solution to the equation
(4.16) on Ω with the initial data (u(x, 0), v(x, 0)) = (u0, v0) ∈ L1

loc(H
n)× L1

loc(H
n), if

(u, v) ∈ C2(0, T ;S2
2(H

n)) ∩ Lp(Ω)× C2(0, T ;S2
2(H

n)) ∩ Lq(Ω) satisfies

∫

Ω

|v|qϕdxdt+

∫

Hn

u1(x)ϕ(x, 0)dx−

∫

Hn

u0(x)ϕt(x, 0)dx =

∫

Ω

uϕttdxdt

−

∫

Ω

M1


t,

∫

Hn

|∇Hu|
2dx,

∫

Hn

|∇Hv|
2dx,

∫

Hn

|∆Hu|
2dx,

∫

Hn

|∆Hv|
2dx


 u∆Hϕdxdt,

and∫

Ω

|u|pψdxdt+

∫

Hn

v1(x)ψ(x, 0)dx−

∫

Hn

v0(x)ψt(x, 0)dx =

∫

Ω

vψttdxdt

−

∫

Ω

M2


t,

∫

Hn

|∇Hu|
2dx,

∫

Hn

|∇Hv|
2dx,

∫

Hn

|∆Hu|
2dx,

∫

Hn

|∆Hv|
2dx


 v∆Hψdxdt,

for any test function 0 ≤ ϕ, ψ ∈ C
2,2
x,t (Ω).

For simplicity, let us denote

θi =
4

2 + βi
, i = 1, 2, (4.18)

and θ̃ = max{θ1, θ2}. We give the following main result for the system of wave
equations.

Theorem 4.4. Suppose that the condition (4.17) holds. Assume that the initial data

(u0, v0), (u1, v1) ∈ L1(Hn)× L1(Hn) satisfy
∫

Hn

u1dx ≥ 0, and

∫

Hn

v1dx ≥ 0. (4.19)
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If

1 < pq ≤ 1 +
θ2q + θ1

Q + θ̃
2
− θ1

, or 1 < pq ≤ 1 +
θ1p+ θ2

Q + θ̃
2
− θ2

,

with Q = 2n + 2 the homogeneous dimension of Hn, then there exists no nontrivial

weak solution of the system (4.16).

Proof. By analogy with the single equation case, one obtains
∫

Ω

|v|qϕdxdt+

∫

Hn

u1(x)ϕ(x, 0)dx ≤

∫

Ω

|u||ϕtt|dxdt+ C1

∫

Ω

tβ1|u||∆Hϕ|dxdt

and∫

Ω

|u|pψdxdt+

∫

Hn

v1(x)ψ(x, 0)dx ≤

∫

Ω

|v||ψtt|dxdt+ C2

∫

Ω

tβ2 |v||∆Hψ|dxdt.

By taking ϕ = ϕR and ψ = ψR as in (4.6) and using the Hölder inequality, we
calculate
∫

Ω

|v|qϕRdxdt+

∫

Hn

u1(x)ϕR(x, 0)dx

≤ C(Ap(ϕR)
p−1
p +Bp(ϕR)

p−1
p )

(∫

Ω

|u|pψRdxdt

) 1
p

,

and
∫

Ω

|u|pψRdxdt+

∫

Hn

v1(x)ψR(x, 0)dx

≤ C(Aq(ψR)
q−1
q +Bq(ψR)

q−1
q )

(∫

Ω

|v|qϕRdxdt

) 1
q

,

where C > 0,

Ap(ϕR) =

∫

Ω1

ϕ
− 1

p−1

R |(ϕR)tt|
p

p−1dxdt <∞,

Bp(ϕR) =

∫

Ω1

t
β1p
p−1ϕ

− 1
p−1

R |∆HϕR|
p

p−1dxdt <∞,

Aq(ψR) =

∫

Ω1

ψ
− 1

q−1

R |(ψR)tt|
q

q−1dxdt <∞,

and

Bq(ψR) =

∫

Ω1

t
β2p
p−1ψ

− 1
q−1

R |∆HψR|
q

q−1dxdt <∞.

By using the dominated convergence theorem with u1, v1 ∈ L1
loc(H

n), and condi-
tions

∫
Hn u1dx ≥ 0 and

∫
Hn v1dx ≥ 0, we obtain

∫

Hn

u1(x)ϕR(x, 0)dx ≥ lim inf
R→∞

∫

Hn

u1(x)ϕR(x, 0)dx =

∫

Hn

u1dx ≥ 0,

∫

Hn

v1(x)ψR(x, 0)dx ≥ lim inf
R→∞

∫

Hn

v1(x)ψR(x, 0)dx =

∫

Hn

v1dx ≥ 0.
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Thus, we get
∫

Ω

|v|qϕRdxdt ≤ C(Ap(ϕR)
p−1
p +Bp(ϕR)

p−1
p )

(∫

Ω

|u|pψRdxdt

) 1
p

,

and ∫

Ω

|u|pψRdxdt ≤ C(Aq(ψR)
q−1
q +Bq(ψR)

q−1
q )

(∫

Ω

|v|qϕRdxdt

) 1
q

.

By choosing variables R
θi
2 t = t, Rξ = ξ, Rξ̂ = ξ̃ and R2τ̃ = τ in the domain Ω1

(in (4.9)), for i = 1, 2, we get
∫

Ω

|v|qϕRdxdt ≤ CR
(Q+

θ1
2 )(p−1)

p
−θ1

(∫

Ω

|u|pψRdxdt

) 1
p

,

and
∫

Ω

|u|pψRdxdt ≤ CR
(Q+

θ2
2 )(q−1)

q
−θ2

(∫

Ω

|v|qϕRdxdt

) 1
q

.

Combining the last two facts, one concludes
(∫

Ω

|u|pψRdxdt

)1− 1
pq

≤ CRα1 , (4.20)

and
(∫

Ω

|v|qϕRdxdt

)1− 1
pq

≤ CRα2 , (4.21)

where

α1 =

(
Q + θ̃

2

)
(pq − 1)− θ1pq − θ2q

pq
and α2 =

(
Q+ θ̃

2

)
(pq − 1)− θ2pq − θ1p

pq
,

with θ̃ = max{θ1, θ2}.

Case 1: 1 < pq < 1 + θ2q+θ1

Q+ θ̃
2
−θ1

,

(
or 1 < pq < 1 + θ1p+θ2

Q+ θ̃
2
−θ2

)
. By letting R → ∞ in

(4.20) with 1 < pq < 1 + θ2q+θ1

Q+ θ̃
2
−θ1

, we obtain

∫

Ω

|u|pdxdt = 0,

which is a contradiction. Similarly, from (4.21) and 1 < pq < θ1p+θ2

Q+ θ̃
2
−θ2

, we obtain

∫

Ω

|v|qdxdt = 0.

Case 2: pq = 1 + max

{
θ2q+θ1

Q+ θ̃
2
−θ1

, θ1p+θ2

Q+ θ̃
2
−θ2

}
. This case can be treated in the same

way as in the proof of Theorem 4.2. �

Corollary 4.5. If p = q > 1, u = v and M1 = M2 in Theorem 4.4, we obtain the

result for a single equation given by Theorem 4.2.
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Proof. From Theorem 4.4, we get

p2 ≤ 1 +

4
2+β

(p+ 1)

Q− 2
2+β

,

which means

p2 − 1 ≤
4(p+ 1)

(2 + β)Q− 2
.

Thus, by dividing both sides by p+ 1, we obtain

p− 1 ≤
4

(2 + β)Q− 2
, (4.22)

finishing the proof. �

4.3. Pseudo-hyperbolic equations and systems. In this subsection we show a
nonexistence result for the Kirchhoff type pseudo-hyperbolic equation on Heisenberg
groups in the following form:
{
utt −M

(
t,
∫
Hn |∇Hu|

2dx,
∫
Hn |∆Hu|

2dx
)
(∆Hu+∆Hutt) = |u|p, (x, t) ∈ Ω,

u(x, 0) = u0(x), ut(x, 0) = u1(x), x ∈ Hn,

(4.23)
where p > 1, Ω = Hn × (0, T ) and M : R+ × R+ × R+ → R is a bounded function
such that

0 < M(·, ·, ·) ≤ C0. (4.24)

Let us formulate a definition of the weak solution of the equation (4.23).

Definition 4.6. We say that u is a weak solution to (4.23) on Hn × (0, T ) with
u0, u1 ∈ L1

loc(H
n), if u ∈ C2(0, T ;S2

2(H
n)) ∩ Lp(Ω) and satisfies

∫

Ω

|u|pϕdxdt+

∫

Hn

u1(x)(ϕ(x, 0)−∆Hϕ(x, 0))dx

−

∫

Hn

u0(x)(ϕt(x, 0)−∆Hϕt(x, 0))dx =

∫

Ω

uϕttdxdt

−

∫

Ω

M

(
t,

∫

Hn

|∇Hu|
2dx,

∫

Hn

|∆Hu|
2dx

)
u(∆Hϕ+∆Hϕtt)dxdt,

(4.25)

for any test function 0 ≤ ϕ ∈ C
2,2
x,t (Ω).

Theorem 4.7. Assume that u1, u0 ∈ L1(Hn), and
∫

Hn

u1dx ≥ 0. (4.26)

Suppose that the condition (4.24) is true. If

1 < p ≤ pc =
Q+ 1

Q− 1
, (4.27)

with Q the homogeneous dimension of Hn, then there exists no nontrivial weak solu-

tion to (4.23).
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Proof. Consider the case 1 < p < pc. Let us choose a test function in the following
form

ϕR(x, t) = Φ

(
|ξ|4 + |ξ̃|4 + τ 2

R4

)
Φ

(
t2

R2

)
, (x, t) ∈ H

n × R+, R > 0, (4.28)

with Φ ∈ C∞
0 (R+) as

Φ(r) =





1, if 0 ≤ r ≤ 1,

ց, if 1 < r ≤ 2,

0, if r > 2.

By noting that

∂ϕR(x, t)

∂t
=

2t

R2
Φ

(
|ξ|4 + |ξ̃|4 + τ 2

R4

)
Φ′

t

(
t2

R2

)
, (4.29)

one has
∂ϕR(x, 0)

∂t
= 0. (4.30)

By Definition 4.6, we obtain
∫

Ω

|u|pϕRdxdt+

∫

Hn

u1(x)ϕR(x, 0)dx
(4.30)
=

∫

Ω

|u|pϕRdxdt

+

∫

Hn

u1(x)ϕR(x, 0)dx−

∫

Hn

u0(x)((ϕR)t(x, 0)−∆H(ϕR)t(x, 0))dx

=

∫

Ω

u(ϕR)ttdxdt−

∫

Ω

M

(
t,

∫

Hn

|∇Hu|
2dx,

∫

Hn

|∆Hu|
2dx

)
u(∆Hϕ+∆Hϕtt)dxdt

+

∫

Hn

u1(x)∆HϕR(x, 0)dx

≤
∣∣
∫

Ω

u(ϕR)ttdxdt−

∫

Ω

M

(
t,

∫

Hn

|∇Hu|
2dx,

∫

Hn

|∆Hu|
2dx

)
u(∆Hϕ+∆Hϕtt)dxdt

+

∫

Hn

u1(x)∆HϕR(x, 0)dx
∣∣

≤

∫

Ω

|u(ϕR)tt|dxdt+ C0

∫

Ω

|u∆H(ϕR)tt|dxdt+ C0

∫

Ω

|u∆HϕR|dxdt

+

∫

Hn

|u1(x)∆HϕR(x, 0)|dx.

(4.31)

Then by using the Young inequality, we get
∫

Ω1

|u||(ϕR)tt|dxdt =

∫

Ω1

|u|ϕ
1
p

Rϕ
− 1

p

R |(ϕR)tt|dxdt

≤ ε

∫

Ω1

|u|pϕRdxdt+ C(ε)

∫

Ω1

ϕ
− 1

p−1

R |(ϕR)tt|
p

p−1dxdt,

(4.32)

∫

Ω1

u|∆HϕR|dtdx ≤ ε

∫

Ω1

|u|pϕRdtdx+ C(ε)

∫

Ω1

ϕ
− 1

p−1

R |∆HϕR|
p

p−1dxdt, (4.33)
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and∫

Ω1

u|∆H(ϕR)tt|dtdx ≤ ε

∫

Ω1

|u|pϕRdtdx+ C(ε)

∫

Ω1

ϕ
− 1

p−1

R |∆H(ϕR)tt|
p

p−1dxdt, (4.34)

for some positive constant C(ε). By using the above facts, we obtain
∫

Ω

|u|pϕRdxdt+ C

∫

Hn

u1(x)ϕR(x, 0)dx

≤ C

(
Ap(ϕR) +Bp(ϕR) +

∫

Hn

|u1(x)|∆HϕR(x, 0)|dx

)
,

(4.35)

where C > 0,

Ap(ϕR) =

∫

Ω1

ϕ
− 1

p−1

R |(ϕR)tt|
p

p−1dxdt <∞, (4.36)

and

Bp(ϕR) =

∫

Ω1

ϕ
− 1

p−1

R |∆H(ϕR)tt|
p

p−1dxdt <∞. (4.37)

From (4.8), we have

∂ϕR(x, 0)

∂t
= 0. (4.38)

Also, let us denote ΩR = ΓR ∪ Γ̃R,

ΓR := {x = (ξ, ξ̃, τ) ∈ H
n : R4 ≤ |ξ|4 + |ξ̃|4 + τ 2 ≤ 2R4}, Γ̃R := {t : R2 ≤ t2 ≤ 2R2}.

Let us estimate Ap(ϕR), Bp(ϕR). By using the homogeneous dimension of the Heisen-
berg groups, we calculate

|Ap(ϕR)| ≤ CR
Q+1− 2p

p−1 , (4.39)

and

|Bp(ϕR)| ≤ CRQ+1− 4p
p−1 . (4.40)

Choose variables Rt = t, Rξ = ξ, Rξ̂ = ξ̃ and R2τ̃ = τ in the domain Ω1, and by
using (4.39),(4.40) in (4.35), one calculates

∫

Ω

|u|pϕRdxdt+ C

∫

Hn

u1(x)ϕR(x, 0)dx

≤ C

(
RQ+1− 2p

p−1 + C

∫

Γ

|u1(x)||∆HϕR(x, 0)|dx

)
.

(4.41)

On the other hand, we have
∫

Ω

|u|pϕRdxdt+ C

∫

Hn

u1(x)ϕR(x, 0)dx

≥ lim inf
R→∞

∫

Ω

|u|pϕRdxdt+ C lim inf
R→∞

∫

Hn

u1(x)ϕR(x, 0)dx.

Using the monotone convergence theorem, we obtain

lim inf
R→∞

∫

Ω

|u|pϕRdxdt =

∫

Ω

|u|pdxdt.
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Since u1 ∈ L1(G), by the dominated convergence theorem, one has

lim inf
R→∞

∫

Γ

u1(x)ϕR(x, 0)dx =

∫

Hn

u1(x)dx.

Now, we have

lim inf
R→∞

(∫

Ω

|u|pϕRdxdt+ C

∫

Hn

u1(x)ϕR(x, 0)dx

)
≥

∫

Ω

|u|pdxdt+ Cd,

where

d =

∫

Hn

u1(x)dx ≥ 0.

By the definition of the limit, for every α > 0 there exists R0 > 0 such that∫

Ω

|u|pϕRdxdt+ C

∫

Hn

u1(x)ϕR(x, 0)dx

≥ lim inf
R→∞

(∫

Ω

|u|pϕRdxdt+

∫

Hn

u1(x)ϕR(x, 0)dx

)
− α

≥

∫

Ω

|u|pdxdt+ Cd− α,

for every R ≥ R0. By choosing α = Cd
2
, we get

∫

Ω

|u|pϕRdxdt+

∫

Hn

u1(x)ϕR(x, 0)dx ≥

∫

Ω

|u|pdxdt+
Cd

2
,

for every R ≥ R0. Then from u1 ∈ L1(Hn), one obtains
∫

Ω

|u|pdxdt+
Cd

2
≤ C

(
RQ+1− 2p

p−1 +

∫

Γ

|u1(x)||∆HϕR(x, 0)|dx

)

≤ C

(
R

Q+1− 2p
p−1 +R−2

∫

Γ

|u1(x)|dx

)

≤ C
(
RQ+1− 2p

p−1 +R−2
)
.

(4.42)

From assumption we have p < 1 + 2
p−1

, or, in other words Q + 1 − 2p
p−1

< 0 and by

using this fact with letting R → ∞, we obtain∫

Ω

|u|pdxdt ≤

∫

Ω

|u|pdxdt+ C
d

2
≤ 0,

that is, ∫

Ω

|u|pdxdt = 0.

It is a contradiction.
Now, we consider the critical case p = 1 + 2

Q−1
. By using (4.42), we have

∫

Ω

|u|pdxdt ≤ C <∞. (4.43)

Then

lim
R→∞

∫

ΩR

|u|pϕRdxdt = 0, (4.44)
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where ΩR = Γ1,R ∪ Γ̃1,R,

Γ1,R := {x = (ξ, ξ̃, τ) ∈ H
n : R4 ≤ |x|4 ≤ 2R4}, Γ̃1,R := {t : R2 ≤ t2 ≤ 2R2}.

Using the Hölder inequality instead of the Young’s inequality in (4.31), one obtains

∫

Ω

|u|pϕRdxdt ≤

∫

Ω

|u|pϕRdxdt+ C
d

2
≤ C

(∫

ΩR

|u|pϕRdxdt

) 1
p

.

Letting R→ ∞ in the above, we get
∫

Ω

|u|pϕRdxdt = 0,

arriving at a contradiction. �

Let us consider the Cauchy problem for the system of Kirchhoff type pseudo-
hyperbolic equations




utt −M1

(
t,
∫
Hn

|∇Hu|
2dx,

∫
Hn

|∇Hv|
2dx,

∫
Hn

|∆Hu|
2dx,

∫
Hn

|∆Hv|
2dx

)
(∆Hu+∆Hutt)

= |v|q, (x, t) ∈ Ω,

vtt −M2

(
t,
∫
Hn

|∇Hu|
2dx,

∫
Hn

|∇Hv|
2dx,

∫
Hn

|∆Hu|
2dx,

∫
Hn

|∆Hv|
2dx

)
(∆Hv +∆Hvtt)

= |u|p, (x, t) ∈ Ω,

u(x, 0) = u0(x), ut(x, 0) = u1(x), x ∈ Hn,

v(x, 0) = v0(x), vt(x, 0) = v1(x), x ∈ Hn,

(4.45)

where Ω = Hn × (0, T ), T > 0, p, q > 1, and M1,M2 : R+ × R+ × R+ → R are
bounded functions such that

0 < M1(·, ·, ·, ·, ·) ≤ C1, (4.46)

and

0 < M2(·, ·, ·, ·, ·) ≤ C2. (4.47)

Now, we formulate the following definition of the weak solution to the system
(4.45).

Definition 4.8. We say that the pair (u, v) is a weak solution to (4.45) on Ω =
Hn × (0, T ) with the initial data (u(x, 0), v(x, 0)) = (u0, v0) ∈ L1

loc(H
n)× L1

loc(H
n), if

(u, v) ∈ C2(0, T ;S2
2(H

n)) ∩ Lp(Ω)× C2(0, T ;S2
2(H

n)) ∩ Lq(Ω) with p, q > 1 and they
satisfy
∫

Ω

|v|qϕdxdt+

∫

Hn

u1(x)(ϕ(x, 0)−∆Hϕ(x, 0))dx

−

∫

Hn

u0(x)(ϕt(x, 0)−∆Hϕt(x, 0))dx =

∫

Ω

uϕttdxdt

−

∫

Ω

M1


t,

∫

Hn

|∇Hu|
2dx,

∫

Hn

|∇Hv|
2dx,

∫

Hn

|∆Hu|
2dx,

∫

Hn

|∆Hv|
2dx


 u(∆Hϕ+∆Hϕtt)dxdt,
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and∫

Ω

|u|pψdxdt+

∫

Hn

v1(x)(ψ(x, 0)−∆Hψ(x, 0))dx

−

∫

Hn

v0(x)(ψt(x, 0)−∆Hψt(x, 0))dx =

∫

Ω

vψttdxdt

−

∫

Ω

M2


t,

∫

Hn

|∇Hu|
2dx,

∫

Hn

|∇Hv|
2dx,

∫

Hn

|∆Hu|
2dx,

∫

Hn

|∆Hv|
2dx


 v(∆Hψ +∆Hψtt)dxdt,

for any test functions 0 ≤ ϕ, ψ ∈ C
2,2
x,t (Ω).

Then we have the following theorem.

Theorem 4.9. Let p, q > 1, (u0, v0), (u1, v1) ∈ L1(Hn)× L1(Hn) with∫

Hn

u1dx ≥ 0, and

∫

Hn

v1dx ≥ 0. (4.48)

Assume that the conditions (4.46) and (4.47) hold. If

1 < pq ≤ 1 +
2

Q− 1
max{p+ 1; q + 1},

with homogeneous dimension Q = 2n+ 2 of Hn, then there exists no nontrivial weak

solution to (4.45).

Proof. The proof of this theorem is similar to the proof of Theorem 4.7. The only
thing that we need to note is that for the large R, we have∫

Hn

u1(x)ϕR(x, 0)dx−

∫

Hn

|u1(x)|∆HϕR(x, 0)|dx ≥ 0,

∫

Hn

v1(x)ψR(x, 0)dx−

∫

Hn

|v1(x)|∆HψR(x, 0)|dx ≥ 0.

(4.49)

And, by repeating the proof of Theorem 4.7, we finish our proof. �
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