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Some nonexistence results for space-time fractional Schrodinger
equations without gauge invariance

Mokhtar Kirane! Ahmad Z. Fino!

Abstract

In this paper, we consider the Cauchy problem in RY, N > 1, for semi-linear Schrédinger equations
with space-time fractional derivatives. We discuss the nonexistence of global L' or L? weak solutions
in the subcritical and critical cases under some conditions on the initial data and the nonlinear term.
Furthermore, the nonexistence of local L' or L? weak solutions in the supercritical case are studied.
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1 Introduction
In this paper, we consider the problem

i D — (—A)Pu= AuP, (t,x) € (0,T) x RV,
(1)

u(z,0) = eup(x), reRY,

where u is a complex-valued unknown function of (t,z), 0 < a<1,0<8<2, N>1,p>1,T >0, >0,
A € C\ {0}, and ¢ is the principal part of %, i.e.

arm am
i* = cos(—) + i cos(—
i = cos( %) +icos(),
°Dg), is the Caputo fractional derivative and (=A)B/2 . L2(RN) — L?*(RY) is the fractional Laplacian which
can be defined by a pointwise representation as given in Definition [6] below.

Different fractional generalizations of the Schrédinger equation appeared in the literature: The classical
Schrodinger equations with nongauge power nonlinearity, i.e. ([Il) with « = 1 and § = 2, has been studied
by Ikeda and Wakasugi [§] and Ikeda and Inui [9, [I0], the spatial fractional Schrédinger equation involving
fractional order space derivatives, i.e. ({Il) with « = 1 and 8 € (0, 2), has been investigated in [4] 5l 14} 15 [16],
the fractional temporal Schrodinger equation involving a fractional time derivative, i.e. o € (0,1) and 8 = 2,
has been studied in [25] 19} 20], the semirelativistic Schrédinger equation with nongauge invariant power
nonlinearity, i.e. () with & = 1 and 8 = 1/2, got interest by Fujiwara [6], Inui [IT], Fujiwara and Ozawa
[7], and the spatio-temporal fractional Schrodinger equation with both time and space fractional derivatives
attracted the attention of [2] 22].
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The expected critical exponent can be determined by the following scaling argument: If u(z,t) is a solution
of (@) with initial data ug, then

v(t,x) = yrTu(v*/ot, ya),

for all v > 0, is also a solution of () with initial data vo(x) = v(0,2) = 7% up(yx), for all x € RN, We
choose p = ps such that we get an invariant H*-norm of the initial data:

N —2s
= |

voll e =777 ol e = |Juoll e
ollgs =7 ollH 0l|Hs3

this happens if and only if

2p
N —2s°
Therefore, the case p = p; is called H*-critical case; the case p < ps (resp. p > ps) is called H*-subcritical
case (resp. H°®-supercritical case). On the other hand, the Fujita critical exponent for the corresponding
heat equation with fractional Laplacian is

s

Our main goal is to study the nonexistence of L' or L? global weak solutions under the condition p < p, or
p < pr as well as the nonexistence of L' or L? local weak solutions under the condition that p > ps or p > pp
(see e.g. [10]), using the test function method (see e.g. [24]) or a fractional differential equation approach
(i.e. construct a fractional differential equation for a new function and using comparison principle). The
local existence for (D) is expected in the H*-subcritical case, but this is not our case. We refer the reader to
[8, Appendix| by using the Strichartz estimates recently studied by Lee [I7].
Let

p=ps=1+

X7 = {p € C([0,00), H*(RN)) N C([0, 00), L>(RY)), such that suppy C Qr, ¢ is R-valued},
and
Yr = {p € C([0,00), H*(RN)) N C*([0, 00), L= (RY)), such that suppy C Qr, ¢ is R-valued},
where Qr := [0,7] x R and the fractional Sobolev space H”(RY) is defined by
HPRN) = {u € L*RN); (-A)P%2u e L*(RN)}.
Definition 1 (L?-weak solution). Let ug € L*(RY) and T > 0. We say that u is an L*-weak solution of ()

if
uw e L(0,T), L*(RN)) n LP((0,T), L*(R™)),

and

)\/ |ulPp(t, z) dt de + sio‘/ uo(z)“ Dijpp(t, x) dt dx

T T
= io‘/ ucD?‘detdx—/ u(—A)P2p(t, ) dt du, (2)
Qr Qr
holds for all p € Xp. We denote the lifespan for the L?-weak solution by
Tw(€) :=sup{T € (0,00]; there exists a unique L?-weak solution u to ()}

Moreover, if T > 0 can be arbitrary chosen, i.e. Ty(¢) = oo, then u is called a global L*-weak solution of

.



Definition 2 (L!-weak solution). Let ug € L*(R™) and T > 0. We say that u is an L'-weak solution of ()
if u, |ulP € L1((0,T), LY(RY)) and

)\/ |ulPp(t, z) dt de + sio‘/ uo(z)“ Dijpp(t, x) dt dx
T

T

:ia/11¢1mTwadx—g/ u(=0)Pp(t,z) dt dx, (3)
Qr Qr

holds for all p € Yr. We denote the lifespan for the L'-weak solution by
Ty () :=sup{T € (0, 00|; there exists a unique L'-weak solution u to ()}
Moreover, if T > 0 can be arbitrary chosen, i.e. Ty, (g) = oo, then u is called a global L*-weak solution to

@.

2 Preliminaries

Definition 3 (Absolutely continuous functions). [21, Chapter 1]
A function g : [a,b] = R with a,b € R, is absolutely continuous if and only if there exists a Lebesqgue
summable function v € L'(a,b) such that

g(t) = g(a) —I—/ (s) ds, for allt € [a,b].

The space of these functions is denoted by AC]a,b].

Definition 4 (Riemann-Liouville fractional integrals). [21, Chapter 1]
Let g € LY(0,T) with T > 0. The Riemann-Liouville left- and right-sided fractional integrals of order
o €(0,1) are, respectively, defined by

15,,9(t) := ﬁ/@ (t—s)"1=9g(s)ds, t>0,

and ,
1 - —0
Iirg(t) = m/t (s—t)"U=9g(s)ds, t<T,

where T is the Fuler gamma function.

Definition 5 (Caputo fractional derivatives). [21], Chapter 1]
Let f € AC[0,T] with T > 0. The Caputo left- and right-sided fractional derivatives of order § € (0,1) exists
almost everywhere on [0, T] and defined, respectively, by

D (1) = SIS0 — (0] = 1170, >0,
and p
‘Dfrf(t) = —Eftlﬁé[f(t) — (D)) =-1L(f®), t<T

Lemma 1. [12, Lemma 2.22, p. 96]
Let0<d<1andT >0. If f € AC[0,T] or f € C*[0,T], then

L5y, “Dgyef (1) = f(t) = £(0). (4)



Given T > 0, let us define the function w : [0,7] — R by the following formula:
w(t)=(1-t/T)" forall 0<t<T, (5)
where 77 > 1. Later on, we need the following properties concerning the function w.

Lemma 2. [T2, Property 2.16, p.95]
LetT>0,n>a—1,and 0 < a < 1. For all t € [0,T], we have

Fn+1) _
‘D5 t)= ————T7 (1 —t/T)"“. 6
o) = o s T (L= /) ©
Lemma 3. Let T >0,0<a<1,n>ap/(p—1)—1, and p > 1. Then, we have
T 1 p P
| ) D = e ™)
0
and
T
/ ‘Dipw(t)dt = Cy T, (8)
0
where ,
1 T(n+1) }ﬁ T(n+1)
Cy = . and Cy=—1T2)
S L“(?Hl—a) T T2 o)

Proof. Let we start by proving (@). Using Lemma [2] we have

T r 1557 T w
; twor s pgrutor= a= [ | e [ ) o) B a
0 L - J 0
T(n+1) 177

r T

=1 "7 T*%—fl/ 1 —¢/T)" %1 dt
To+1-a)] , L)

[T 1) 171 b 1 v

= ﬂ Tl-ay= (1— )51 ds
Tn+1-a)] 0

Ca-P_
= Cl Tl -1,

Similarly, we get (8]). O

Lemma 4. Let T >0,0<a<1,p>1, A,B>0, and v € C1([0,T),R) satisfying the following fractional
differential inequality
‘Dgo(t) = Bllo@)[P — A,  te[0,T). 9)

subject to v(0) > Av. Then v(t) > Av for all t € [0,T).
Proof. Fixing Ty € (0,T), we show that v(t) > A7 for any t € (0,T1]. Then, since T} is arbitrary, the claim
follows. Let us start by defining 7* = inf{t > 0; v(t) > Av }. Since v is continuous and v(0) > A7 | we have

T* > 0. We claim T* = T;. Otherwise, we have v(t) > Av for all t € (0,T*) such that v(T*) = A% this
implies, in particular, that

F(t,v(t)) == Blot)P — A] >0,  forallte[0,T7]. (10)

On the other hand, since the right hand side of (@) is continuous on [0, 73] and v € C*([0, T1]), applying the
Riemann-Liouville fractional integral Igi,. to (@) on [0,71] and using (@), we get

1 1 " 1
Ar =o(T*) =v(0) + / (T* — 5)" A= F(s,0(s)) ds > v(0) > A7,
) Jo

T(a)

where we have used (I0); contradiction. This completes the proof. O



Using [I8, Proposition 4.6] and applying the same argument as in the proof of Lemma [l one can define the
function g € C([0,Ty), R") which is the unique solution of

“Dg9(t) = BgP(t), t€l0,Th),

(11)
9(0) >0,

where T} is the maximal time of existence.

Proposition 1 (Fractional differential inequalities).
Let T, > 0 be the blow-time of the solution of [[), and let T > Ty, 0 < a < 1, p > 1, B > 0, and
fe€CH[0,T),R) be a nonnegative solution of the following fractional differential inequality

Dg f(H) = Br(),  te0,T),
(12)
f£(0) > 0.

Then f blows up at Ty, i.e. limt_)be f(t) = +o00. Moreover, the following upper and lower bound of T, are
also given

T, < T, < Ty, (13)
where
. r(1+a) R _ Pl+a) \Y°
fui= (B <f<o>>p1H<p,a>> ot (B (f(O))plG(p)> |
with .
G(p) = min (2”,#) , H(p, ) :max(p—1,2_%). (14)

Proof. Applying [3, Theorem 5.1], we conclude that the solution g of (Il is an increasing function and

lim g¢(t) = +oo.
t—=T,

On the other hand, by taking g(0) = f(0), applying [I8, Theorem 4.10] and using (1), (I2)), we conclude
that

f(t) =g(t) >0,

this implies that
lim f(t) = +o0.

t—=T,"
Moreover, using [3] Theorem 5.2|, we get (I3) O

Definition 6. [13, 23] Let s € (0,1) and X be a suitable set of functions defined on RY. The fractional
Laplacian (—A)* in RY is a non-local operator defined as the following singular integral

v(z) — v(y)

(=AY ve X = (=A)v(x):=Cns p.v./N m v,

R
sp(X
as long as the right-hand side exists, and p.v. stands for Cauchy’s principal value, Cn s := 411:,(72(-’_5)) s a
w2 I'(—s

normalization constant and I' denotes the Gamma function.

Lemma 5. [1, Lemma 2.3] Let (z) := (1 + |z|>)"/2 for all x € RN. Let s € (0,1) and ¢ : RN — R be a
function defined by ¢(z) = (x)~%, where n < ¢ < N +2s. Then, ¢ € H?>*(RN) and the following estimate
holds:

[(=A)*¢(z)| < Cngo(z), forallz eRY,  Cyg4=C(s,N,q) > 0. (15)



Lemma 6. [1, Lemma 2.4] Let s € (0,1), and let Let 1) be a smooth function satisfying 0% € L>(RY).
For any R > 0, let ¢gr be a function defined by

Yr(x) :=Y((x/R) forallze RY.
Then, (—A)*Ygr satisfies the following scaling properties:
(—A)*Yr(zr) = 3725((—A)51/1)(x/R), for all x € RN,

Lemma 7. Let s € (0,1), R >0 and p > 1. Then, the following estimate holds
L _p_ 2s
/N(¢R($))7pi1 ’(_A)S(;SR(.’L')‘ =T dy < C3R™ ) JrN7
R

where Cs = (Cn,q)?/ P~ Ay > 0, Ay is defined below, ¢r(z) := ¢(z/R), and ¢ is given in Lemma 3
Proof. If 0 < s < 1, then using the change of variable # = z/R and Lemma [0l we have (—A)*¢r(z) =
R™2(—=A)*¢(Z). Therefore, by Lemma [5l we conclude that

[ (0r@) 7T (=8 0(a)| 7 do < (O PTRTFHY [ (0 d5 = (O ) P AR,
RN RN

Ag = / ¢(z)dx > 0.
RN
O

3 Theorem 1. Non-existence of global L!-weak solution in the case
p < pr

To state our first result, we set
A:Al—FiAQ, uozg—l-zh,

where A\; € R (i = 0,1) and g and h are real-valued functions; the real and imaginary parts of i®ug can be
written, respectively, as

Gi(z) = cos(a—;)g(x) - sin(a—;)h(:zr), and  Go(z) = cos(a—;)h(x) + Sin(%)g(z).

Theorem 1 (Non-existence of global L!-weak solution in the case p < pr).
Let 0 <a<1,0<f <2, N>1,e=1.

1. Ifl<p<1l+ % =pr, and up € L*(RY) satisfies

A1 Gi(z)dx >0 or X Go(z)dz > 0, (16)
RN RN

then problem (@) admits no global L*-weak solution.
2. If p=pr, and up € L*(RY) satisfies

|)\1|%/\1/ Gl(I) dr > CO AO or |)\1|%/\2/ GQ(:E) dr > Oo Ao,
RN RN

where Ay = / () N=Pdx, and Cy is defined in 25) below, then problem (@) admits no global
RN

L' -weak solution.



Proof. We argue by contradiction. Suppose that u is a global weak solution to (), then
)\/ |ulPo(t, z) dt de + i / uo () Dijpp(t, x) dt dx
Qr Qr
= ¢ / uDyjppdt dv — / u(—A)P 2 p(t, x) dt de, (17)
T T

for all T > 0 and all ¢ € Y. In order to get a non-negativity in the left hand side of (7)), we consider four
cases:

Case I: If Ay > 0, then f]RN G1dx > 0, therefore by taking the real part (Re) of the both sides of ([IT), we
get:

)\1/ |u|Po(t, x) dtdaz—l—/ G1(2)Dyjre(t, ) dt do

T T

= / Re (i u)*Dijpp dt dw — / Re(u)(—A)P2p(t, z) dt du.
Qr Qr
Case II: If A\; < 0, then [, Gy dz < 0 therefore by taking (-Re) of the both sides of (7)) we get:
(—)\1)/ |u|Po(t, x) dt de — / G1(2)Dyjre(t, ) dt do
T T
=— / Re(i® u)“Djjpp dt dx + / Re(u)(—=A)P2p(t, ) dt da.
Qr Qr

Case III: If Xy > 0, then [,y G2dxz > 0, therefore by taking the imaginary part (Im) of the both sides of

@), we get:

A2 / |ulPo(t, z) dt dax + Ga2(2)° Dy rep(t, x) dt dx
Qr Qr

:/ Im(:® u)cDa‘T@dtdI—/ Im(u)(—A)P2p(t, ) dt da.

T T

Case IV: If Ay < 0, then [, Godx < 0, therefore by taking (-Im) of the both sides of (), we get:

(—A2) / |ulPo(t, x) dt dax — Ga2(2) Dy rep(t, x) dt dx
Qr Qr

= / Im(¢® u)CDﬁdetd:C—F/ Im(u)(—A)P 2p(t, x) dt da.

T T

Then we only consider the Case I, since the other cases can be treated in the same way, by assuming A; > 0,
up € LY(RY) and

/ Gi(z)dz > 0. (18)
RN

Thus we have
A1 / |ulPo(t, x) dt dax + G1(2) Dy rep(t, x) dt dx
Qr
‘Dire(t, a:)‘ dtdx —I—/

Qr
<
T Qr

2/ |u|‘chfT<p(t,x)’dtd:r+/ |u|’(—A)B/2<p(t,I)’dtdaz, (19)
Qr Qr

cos(a—;)Reu - sin(%)lmu

IRe(u)] ‘(—A)ﬁ/zw(t,x) dt d

IN



all ¢ € Yr. Using the e-Young inequality

ab <eaP + Cab%, foralle >0, a,b >0, Coc=—->—-+-

p
we get
2/ [ul ’CDa‘T@(t,x)} dtdx
Qr
_ / |0/ 1/P2 CfoTcp(t,x)’ dt da
Qr
_pP_
§5/ |u|pg0(t,x)dtd:1c+c4/ T ‘Dijre(t, ) " dt da,
Qr Qr
where , .
9757 (p — 1)(pe) 71
Cy= 2551 C. = (p )(pe) .
p
Similarly,
||yt deds
Qr
_p_
< 5/ [ulPo(t, x) dtd:v+C5/ 0 T (APt x)| " dtde,
T T
where

1

(p—1)(pe) 77
—

C;=C, =
Combining 21I))-(22) with (I9), we obtain

(A — 26)/ |ulPp(t, z) dt de + / G1(2)Dyjre(t, ) dt do

T

(=AY 2ot 2)|" " dtds

< Cy / Sﬁ_ﬁ CD;)\LT@(th) p—1 dtde + Cs / w—ﬁ
i T
which implies, by taking ¢ < \;/2, that

G1(z) Dyjre(t, ) dt dx
Qr

_Pp_ _P_
< 04/ o T “Dijre(t, ) v dtd.’L‘+C5/ o T (=AYt 2)| " dtde,
T T

all ¢ € Xp. At this stage, we take the test function
o(t,z) := pr(x)w(t),

(20)

(23)

with ¢r(z) := ¢(z/R), R > 0, where ¢(z) and w(t) are defined in Section @ with s = 8/2 and ¢ = N + §.

Therefore, from (23) we obtain

T
G1(x)dr(x) d;E/ ‘Dyjjrw(t)dt
RN 0

T
< @wm%ﬂmmﬁi

RN

P

p—1

dt

CDfiTw(t)

pl
=
dx.

(—2)*2pp(x)

+Cs /OTw(t) dt/RN((bR(I))—p—il



T
or(z)dr = (Z)RN di = AgRY, and / w(t)dt = ——
RN RN 0

so, using Lemma [B] and Lemma [[ with s = §/2 and n > ap/(p — 1) — 1, we obtain

Co T [ Gi(2)pr(x)de < Cg RN T35 4+ o T R™v N,

]RN
where C.
Cﬁ = Cl C4 Ao, and C7 = 3 5.
n+1
Choosing R = T*/8, we get
| Gr@)0(a/T*/P)da < G777, (24)
where )
Og = —= InaX{Og, 07}
Cs
By taking, e.g., ¢ = A1 /2, Cs can be written as
1
Cs = Cy Ao /\1 Pil,
where ) .
2p-1 » -1
Co= 20 maxd ¢y ot (Cnnes) 70 L (25)
pr—T Cy n+1

Ifp<l+ %, then % — ﬁ < 0. As G; € LY(RY), letting T — oo and using the dominated convergence
theorem we derive

/ Gi(x)dx <0
RN

a contraction with (IJ).
Ifp=1+ %, using again the same argument, we arrive at

Gl(ac) dx S CQ AQ )\;ﬁ,
RN

which is a contradiction.

Remark 1. We note that the regularity of ug is not so important in Theorem [, in fact, we can replace
ug € LY(RYN) by ug € L2(RYN) and we get a nonezistence of global L?-weak solution. In this case, to ensure
the existence of the conditions on G1 and Gs, we need also to assume that Gy or Gy are in LI(RN).

4 Theorem 2. Non-existence of global L?-weak solution in L?-subcritical
case for small data

Theorem 2 (Non-existence for global L2-weak solution in L2-subcritical case and for small data).
Let 0 <a<1,0<B8<2, N>1,e>0. Let up € H*RYN), s > 0, and u be an L*-weak solution on
[0,Ty(g)). We assume that 1 <p < 1+28/N and ug satisfies

2| 7*, i 2] > 1,
/\1 Gl (ac) or )\2 G2 (JJ) 2 (26)
0, if [z <1,



where N/2 < k < p%l. Then, u is not global, i.e. T\, (g) < 0o. More precisely, there exists a constant eg > 0
such that )
Boe o0, ife €(0,ep),
Tw(e) < (27)
1, if € € [eg, 00),

wheremozﬁ—%>0and

p=2\ rg
By = (Oo(k + By 2WAOA1PI) "
with wn stands for the (N — 1)-dimensional surface measure of the unit sphere.

Proof. Repeating the same calculations as in the proof of Theorem [Il by taking here € # 1, and assuming
only
AR, i || > 1,
A >0 and Gi(z) >
0, if |z] <1,

(the other cases can be treated similarly). From (24)), we obtain
_1 »
5/ G1(2)p(x/T*Pydz < Co Ag A, 7 TIFH1735] forall 0 < T < Ty(e). (28)
RN
On the other hand,

e [ Gi@)o/T)de = T / Ga (T %) (y) dy
RN RN

Y%

1 a(N—k) _k
AL el Con W (y) dy
ly|>T" "F"

a(N—k)

= MN'eT 5 K(T),

where

Therefore, from (28)), we arrive at

p—2
eK(T)< Co Ao Al TOE5=57] ) for all 0 < T < Ty (e). (29)

It remains to estimate from below the last inequality.

First, let eg = Bg‘ko, then
Tw(e) <1,
for all € > €¢. Indeed, suppose on the contrary that there exists € > g such that T3,(¢) > 1. Applying (23]
with 7 € (1,T(¢)), we obtain
p—2
eK(r) < CoAg A\t relE=71l forall1 <7< Tw(e). (30)

Using the fact that
lyl < 1+ [y)V2 <V2lyl,  forall [y > 1,

we have

wWN _ o Nt8 —k—N-p8 —k—=N-8 5 _ YN
e / ] dysml)s/ 1] dy = .
(k+ )27~ lyi>1 yl>1 (k+ B)

10



Whereupon,

K(r)>K(1)> —N  forall 1 <7< T,(e) (31)

(k+p)2 2"
Combining (B0 and (BI]), we obtain

pP—2

e< (k-i—ﬂ)w;[lzw COAO)\lp:l Ta[%_ﬁ],

ie.
T < By a_a%o, for all 1 <7 < Ty(e).

Letting 7 — Ty, (¢), we get

1 L
Tw(e) < Bye =0 < Bpg, *™ =1;

contradiction. Therefore, Ty, (e) < 1, for all € > &o.

On the other hand, suppose € < g¢g. If T,,(¢) < 1, it follows that

1 s
Tw(e) <1=DByeg, *™ < Bye =%o.
Hence, it is sufficient to consider T, () > 1. By the above argument, we get again

Tw(e) < By e A

This completes the proof.
O

Remark 2. We note that the condition k > % in Theorem[d is necessary to ensure the existence of at least

an H*-function ug satisfying B2)), for all s > 0.

5 Theorem 3. Non-existence of global L?-weak solution for large
data

Theorem 3 (Non-existence of global L?-weak solution for p > 1 and large data).
Let0<a<1,0<B<2, N>1,e>0,andp > 1. Let ug € H*(RY), s > 0, and u be an L*-weak solution
on [0,Ty(g)). We assume that ug satisfies

2| 7*,if |2 < 1
/\1G1 (117) or )\QGQ({E) Z (32)
0, if || > 1,

where k < min{% — s, p—fl} Then, there exists a constant e1 > 0 such that for any € > &1, u is not global,

i.e. Ty(g) < 0o. More precisely,

Tw(e) < Ce )

for all € > g1, where kg = ﬁ—%>0 and

1

c— (CO(N — kw2 AOAEI) "

11



Proof. Repeating the same calculations as in the proof of Theorem [I by taking here ¢ # 1, and considering
only the case
AR, i x| <1,
A1 >0 and Gl(I) >
0, if |z| > 1,

as the other cases can be treated similarly. From (24)), we obtain
_1 »
5/ G1(2)p(x/TP)dz < CoAg A, 7" TFH135] for all 0 < T < Tiu(e). (33)
RN
On the other hand,

e Gi@)o(@/T")de = eTF | Gi(yT*P)(y)dy

RN RN
_ a(N—k) _
> Aler™ 7 / o) dy
ly|<T™ "8~

a(N—k)

ANleT 7 L(T),

where

L —k
L(T) = /TT 1yl 6(y) d.

Therefore, from (33)), we arrive at
p=2
eL(T) < CoAg A ' 5751 forall 0 < T < Ty(e). (34)
It remains to estimate from below the last inequality.

We claim that there exists a constant €1 > 0 such that for any € > €,
Tw(e) < 1. (35)

Indeed, suppose on the contrary that for all £; > 0, there exists € > e such that Ty,(¢) > 1. Applying (B4
with T' =1, we have

p—2
EL(l) < Cy Ay )\ffl. (36)
Using the fact that £ < NV, and
1
ppn <o(y) <1, for all 0 < |y| <1,
2
it is easy to check that
WN wWN
< L(1) < (37)
(N — k)2°2" (N —k)

Combining (B6]) and (&), we obtain

p—2
e < (N —kwy' 93" CoAg A\F7H =i eq;
contradiction. Thus the claim is proved.

Therefore, for all T' < T, (¢) < 1, we have

L(T) > / i) dy = 1) 2

12



which implies, using again (34]),

p—2
e N < CoAg N T forall 0 < T < T (e),

(N — k)25

ie.
T< 657‘%‘0, for all 0 < T < T, (e).

Since T is arbitrary in (0, Ty, (¢)), the proof is completed by letting T — T, (¢).
O

Remark 3. In Theorem[3, it is sufficient to just consider the case p <1+ 28/(N — 2s), because the other
case p > 1+ 28/(N — 2s) is proved below in Section[8, (non local implies non global existence), and in this
case we take k < & — s (< %)

Remark 4. We note that the condition k < % — s in Theorem[3 is necessary to ensure the existence of at
least an H*-function ug satisfying (32)).

6 Theorem 4. Nonexistence of local L?>-weak solution in H*-supercritical
case
Theorem 4 (Non-existence of local L2-weak solution in H*-supercritical case).

Let0<a<1,0<B<2, N>1,6>0,andp > 1+23/(N —25). Assume ug € H*(RV), 0 < s < N/2,
such that ug satisfies B2) with 3/(p — 1) < k < N/2 —s. Then there is no local L*-weak solution of ().

Proof. Suppose that there exists an L2-weak solution u on [0,T) for some 0 < T < T, (g). Repeating the
same proof of Theorem [B] we have

p—2

eL(T) < CoAp A 7°l5=51) forall0 <7< T,
For all 7 < 1, we have

L(r) > / o) dy = L(1) > —N
ly|<1

whereupon

p=2
EW < COAOA{Jil Ta[%iﬁ], for allO<T<min{1,T},
— 2

ie.
—2

pP—2
% 0y Ao APt rel5=35l forall 0 < 7 < min{1,7T'}.

N+
2

e < (N —kwy'2

As 8/(p—1) <k, we have k/B —1/(p — 1) > 0. Therefore, taking 7 — 0%, we obtain ¢ = 0; contradiction.
This completes the proof.
O

7 Theorem 5. Nonexistence of local L'-weak solution in the case
P > DPF

Theorem 5 (Non-existence of local L-weak solution in the supercritical case).
Let0<a<1,0<B8<2, N>1,e>0, andp > 1+ /N = pr. Assume ug € L*(RY) and satisfying [32)
with B/(p — 1) < k < N. Then there is no local L*-weak solution of ().

13



Proof. Suppose that there exists an L!-weak solution u on [0,T) for some 0 < T' < T\, (¢). Applying the
proof of Theorem M step by step. The only difference is the condition k£ < N instead of k < N/2 — s, which
is required to ensure that there exists an L!-function wug satisfying (32)).

8 Theorem 6. Nonexistence of global L?-weak solution: New ap-
proach

Theorem 6 (Nonexistence for global L2-weak solution: New approach).
Let 0<a<1,0< <2, N>1,p>1,T >0, and

X(T) = C([0,T), L*(®N)) 0 C*([0,T), H% (RY)) N L=((0,T), LP(RY)).

Assume ug € L2(RY) and satisfies
Mg(0) > Cyp g RN 77, (38)

for some R > 0 and v € C satisfying Re(y\) > 0, where

Mg(0) = Re (m /R _u(0,2)¢r(x) dx) ,

with ¢r(z) := ¢(xz/R), R > 0, (¢(x) is defined in Section[d with g = N + 3), and

2
D

CRrpsry = 2C12(Re (YN) 7Ty AR (Covas) 7T

Then there is no distributional solution w € X (T), with T > T,, for [), where (see [I3))

1/«
RNP-UT(1 +a
T, ~ ( ) — 7 (39)
DN p.s oy MFg(0) —Cnp R 7T
and )
D pprey =27 Re(yN) | P47 7.
Proof. Suppose, on the contrary, that there exists a distributional solution u € X (T') with T' > T}. Let
Mpg(t) = Re (io‘w/ u(t,z)pr(x) dx) .
RN
By Lemmas Bl and [6] we have
“DirMalt) = Re(n [ i**Dirutta)onla)do)
= RGN [ utt)Ponta) o+ RRe (3 [ utto) ((-2)720) (o/R) o)
RN RN
> Re() [ lult)Pola/R)de — CxsaBPh] [ Jult. oot/ Ryds. (10)
R R

In order to get a differential inequality, we start by estimating the second term in the right hand side of

14



0. Using 1/2-Young’s inequality (20), we obtain
Crwes RPP| [ Jutt. oo/ R) ds
RN
= [t )] [Re (o) 6/ B Covavs B2 e (o] ™7 o/ R) 7
RN

<

N~

Re() [ fu(t.)"o(e/R) do

»_ e Bp 1
+Cr2 7T (Cn o) P RT7T (Re(pA)) 777 | ¢(x/R) da

RN
= %Re (7)\)/ |u(t, z)[Pd(x/R) dx
RN
_p_ __1 _r_ _ Bp_
+Chy2 Aoy 77T (Re (7)) 77 (Cnovap) P RY 7771, (41)
where
Cije=(p— Dp 71271 and Ay = o(z) dz.
RN

On the other hand, by estimating the first term in the right hand side of ([40) by using Holder’s inequality,
we get

e = [Re (i [ ulta)oa/m) do)
< bl [t )loa/ R da
= i [ (e o) 6Ga/ R 0t/ R
< bl ([ wearroe/man)” ([ owima)
= bl R ([ tearet/man)
/R ult, 0P o(a/R)de > [y A7 PV RN ED MR (42)

Inserting {@I)-(@2) into {@0), we conclude that

thOiTMR(t) Z 271 Re (’}/A) / |u(t, I)|P¢(I/R) dr
RN
_pP_ 1 b _ 8p
—Cry2 Aoly|7~T (Re (yA)) »~7 (On.N4p) Pt RN -1
27 ' Re (Y\) |7|*PA6(P*1)R7N(p71)|MR(t)|p
p 1 p 7&
— Cy 3 AoJy| 75T (Re (YA)) "7 (Ciy nip) 71 RN 7901

Y

ie.
__B_
“DipMa(t) = D s BV [IMa@F = O, RO7T)] (43)
Applying Lemma [l and using (B8]), we conclude that

Mg(t) > Cynpp RN 77 >0, foralltel0,T), (44)
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which implies, by using (@3] and the following elementary inequality
al —bP > (a —b)P, foralla>b>0,p>1,

that
_N(p— __ B8P
?iTMR(t) 2 Dnppr R Np=1) [MR(t) - CN,p,BﬁRN pil} : (45)

Apply Proposition [[] and the fact that cD?‘TC = 0, for any constant C' > 0, we infer that

lim Mg(t) = 4o0.

t—)Tb
Since
Mpg(t) < [[u(@®)ll Lo (o,r), 2@ 16 /R) | L2myy < 00, forall t € [0,T),
we get a contradiction, and this completes the proof. O

Remark 5. Note that, from [[d), we have H(p, o) = max(p — 1, 2_%) > p — 1; this implies that Ty, can

be chosen as
1/«

RN®=DI(1 + a)

T, = -

__s_1p-1
(P =1 Dnpsary [Mr(0)— CN,p,ﬂ,VRN pil}
which s the same blow-up time as in the ordinary differential equation when o = 1.

Corollary 1 (Theorem 1: New approach).
Let0<a<1,0<B<2, N>1,y€C,e=1,p> 1. Assume thatp < 14+B/N, and uyp € L*(RY)NL*(RY)
satisfies

Re(yA) >0 and Re <i°‘”y/
R

Then there is no distributional solution u € X(T) to ) for sufficiently large T > 0.

uo(x) dz) > 0. (46)

N

Proof. By (@fl), using the dominated convergence theorem, we conclude that

lim Mp(0) = Re <ia*y/ uo(x) daz) > 0.
R—o0 RN
On the other hand, as p < 1+ 8/N,

B
CNpp RN 7T — 0, when R — cc.

Therefore, there exists Ry > 0 such that condition (B8] is satisfied. Using Theorem [6], the proof is completed.
O

Remark 6. Note that, by taking v = +1, +i in Corollaryl, condition [@8) implies [I8), which means that
6] is more general that ([I6)). Therefore, in the subcritical case, Theorem[l can be seen as a particular case
of Corollary [, but with different reqularity.

Corollary 2 (Theorem 2: New approach).
Let0<a<1,0<B<2,N>1,e6>0,vy€C, and p > 1. Assume that p <1+ 2B/N, and uy € H*(RY),
s > 0, satisfies
z[7%, if |z > 1,
Re(y\) >0 and Re (i%yup(z)) > (47)
0, if ] <1,
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where N/2 < k < 1%. Then, there exists a constant €2 > 0 such that for all € € (0,e3], there is no

distributional solution u € X(T) to [@) for sufficiently large T > T, with Ty, defined in (BY). Moreover Ty,
can be estimated as follows

Ty < Bye o, (48)
for all € € (0,e2], where k1 = ﬁ — w >0,
~1/a y—1/a P min(N.K)(p=1) — L
Bi=(p—1)"Y"D3Y | D(14+a) 2 (Cnppn) o L

and
2 N=B=1yn(N —k)"'RN=* ifk < N,

Il = 2
2_N_'8wN/ pN-1-k dr, if k> N.
1

Proof. In order to apply Theorem [6] we need to estimate Mpg(0) from below, for some R > 0. Let

—1 1 Br1 .
17 CnppA2 Nk, ifk<N,
Eg =
I 'CnppA2 P, if k> N.

Let € € (0,e2]. We choose R = R(e) such that
R>2V(N=F) if k < N,

(49)
R>2, if k> N.
Then, as RN~% —1 > RN=F/2 when k < N, using (@7, we have
Me0) = eRe(vit [ oot/ de)
RN
> e[l /R ds
|z|>1
> e el o/ Ry
1<|z|<R
> 52_N_B/ |lz| =% da
1<|z|<R
R
= 527N7ﬁwN/ rN1R gy
1
(N —k)"Y(RN-*—1), ifk<AN,
> 27V Puy 2
/ PN IR if k> N,
1
> ¢l R(ka)ﬂ
with (N — k)4 = max(N — k,0). Therefore
I
M(0) = Crv B35 2 RV R 1y = Covppy RO0) =RV D (1) 0. (30)
where R is chosen to ensure the last equality, namely
1
2CNp.ay \ Pt
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It is clear, by our choice of €2, that condition (@3] is satisfied. Applying Theorem [B] we conclude that there
is no solution u € X(T) to () for all T > Ty. Moreover, from (I3),[39) and the fact that H(p,«a) > p — 1,
we obtain

1/«
RNG-D(1
T, <Ty<(p-1)7"" L s 11
DN p.say Mg(0) — CN,;)»BWRJ\Fﬁ
Then, using (B0) and (EI), we conclude that
Ty < Bye .
This complete the proof. O

Remark 7. Note that, K1 > Ko, this means that (Z1) is better than [A8]). Moreover, by taking v = +1, +i
in Corollary [, condition [{@0) implies 26]), which means that @) is more general that 26)). Therefore,
Theorem [D can be seen as a particular case of Corollary[3, but with different regularity.

Corollary 3 (Theorem 3: New approach).
Let0<a<1,0<B<2, N>1,e>0,v€C, and p > 1. Assume that ug € H*(RN), s > 0, satisfies

2|7, if o] < 1,
Re(yA) >0 and Re (i%yuo(z)) > (52)
0, if |z > 1,

where k < min{% — s, %} Then, there exists a constant €3 > 0 such that for any € > €3, there is no

distributional solution u € X (T) to @) for sufficiently large T > Ty, with Ty, is defined in (B9). Moreover Ty,
can be estimated as follows

Tb < B2 5_%%7 (53)

> 1 k
for all € €3, where R = 1 _ﬁ
k(p—1) —

-1/« g ﬁ
By =(p— 1)71/QDN,1;D/,6,>\,7F(1 + a)l/ 9 arg (CN,p,B,'y) amro [, *%2

and
I =27 N"Pun(N - k)L

Proof. In order to apply Theorem [6] we need to estimate Mpg(0) from below, for some R > 0. Let
3 =21 'Onp,ye

Let € > e3. We choose R = R(e) < 1. Then, using (52), we have

Me0) 2 eRe(i [ walo)oa/R)dr)

—k
> E/|m|§1|$| ¢(z/R) dx
—k
> . /MR'”C' o(z/R) dz
>

527N75/ |lz| =% da
lz|<R

R
= 52_N_ﬂwN/ PNk gy
0

2 N=Pyn(N — k) 1RV K
= £ IQ RN_k.
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Therefore

I
Mg(0) — CN,p7[3,vRN7p_El > RNTH (5 I - CN,p,B77R7ﬁKO) =RV (%) -0 (54
where )
2CN p,B Bro
R = [ =250 . 55
( 8]2 ) ( )

It is clear, by our choice of €3, that R < 1. Applying Theorem [, we conclude that there is no solution
u € X(T) of (@) for all T > T3. Moreover, from ([I3),[39) and H(p,a) > p — 1, we obtain

1/a
T, < Ty < (p— 1)_1/a RN(p—l)l"(l + a) _
Dnppay [Mr(0) - CN,p,ﬁﬁRN_% ’
Then, using (B4) and (B5), we conclude that
Ty < By .
This complete the proof. O

Remark 8. Note that, by taking v = £1, +i in Corollary[3, condition (B2)) implies B2)), which means that
B2) is more general that B2). Therefore, Theorem [ can be seen as a particular case of Corollary [3, but
with different regularity.
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