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ON THE GENERALIZED PARABOLIC HARDY-HÉNON EQUATION: EXISTENCE,

BLOW-UP, SELF-SIMILARITY

AND LARGE-TIME ASYMPTOTIC BEHAVIOUR

GAEL DIEBOU YOMGNE

Abstract. This paper deals with the Cauchy problem for the Hardy-Hénon equation (and its fractional

analogue). Local well-posedness for initial data in the class of continuous functions with slow decay

at infinity is investigated. Small data (in critical weak-Lebesgue space) global well-posedness is ob-

tained in Cb([0,∞); Lqc,∞(Rn)). As a direct consequence, global existence for data in strong critical

Lebesgue Lqc (Rn) follows under a smallness condition while uniqueness is unconditional. Besides, we

prove the existence of self-similar solutions and examine the long time behavior of globally defined

solutions. The zero solution u ≡ 0 is shown to be asymptotically stable in Lqc (Rn) – it is the only

self-similar solution which is initially small in Lqc (Rn). Moreover, blow-up results are obtained under

mild assumptions on the initial data and the corresponding Fujita critical exponent is found.

1. Introduction

While a great deal of works on the Cauchy problem for the reaction diffusion equation ∂tu−∆u =

|u|p−1u in various geometries [CW, LN, G, W1, STW1] and the hyper-dissipative equation (see e.g.

[GP, FV, CM, GMO] and references within) already exist in the literature, several aspects of solutions

to their analogues with singular nonlinearity are yet to be investigated. In this paper, we are interested

in the Cauchy problem for the Hardy-Hénon equation

(1.1) ut + (−∆)mu = |x|−αF(u) for (x, t) ∈ Rn × (0,∞); u(0) = u0 on x ∈ Rn

where m ∈ (0, 1)∪N, α ∈ R and (−∆)m is the power m > 0 of the minus Laplace operator (−∆) which

transforms any Schwartz function φ ∈ S(Rn) according to ̂(−∆)mφ(ξ) = |ξ|2mφ̂(ξ) where φ̂ denotes

the Fourier transform of φ. The nonlinearity F is such that

(1.2) F(0) = 0, |F(a) − F(b)| ≤ C|a − b|(|a|p−1
+ |b|p−1)

for some constant C > 0 and for all a, b ∈ R, p > 1.

Probably the well-posedness of the Cauchy problem for the Hardy-Hénon equation (i.e. Eq. (1.1)

for m = 1) was first studied by Wang [XW] and has recently attracted a lot of attention. We shall

mention the work of the authors in [STW] whereby local and global existence questions have been

addressed (for F(u) = u|u|p−1 and α > 0). Indeed, for initial data in C0(Rn) (the set of continuous

functions vanishing at infinity) and in Lq(Rn), q >
n(p−1)

2−α
local mild solutions were constructed –

their blow up rate was also determined. As for global-in-time solutions, it was proved that they arise

from small initial data in L
n(p−1)

2−α (Rn) and are small in C([0,∞); L
n(p−1)

2−α (Rn)). On the other hand if the
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prescribed data decay faster at infinity than the singularity ω(x)|x|
− 2−α

p−1 , ω ∈ L∞(Rn) with small norm,

then the corresponding problem has a global mild solution which at large times is asymptotic to a

self-similar solution in the L∞-topology. They further investigated the asymptotics of solutions to a

modified model involving a potential multiplying the singularity in problem 1.1. In the same vein,

the well-posedness and asymptotic stability of Eq. (1.1) in Besov space was considered in [C]. Other

interesting results in the local theory have recently been obtained in [T].

Here, we carry out the analysis of Problem 1.1 in a different functional setting. If u(x, t) solves

Eq. (1.1) in a classical sense, then for each σ > 0, uσ(x, t) = σ
2m−α
p−1 u(σx, σ2t) is another solution

with initial data uσ,0(x) = σ
2m−α
p−1 u0(σx) provided, of course that F satisfies the homogeneity property

F(u(σx, σ2mt)) = σ
−

(2m−α)p

p−1 F(uσ)(x, t). Observe that as initial data, f (x) = ε0|x|
−(2m−α)

p−1 has such a prop-

erty – we anticipate that it generates a global solution, that is, a self-similar solution whenever ε0 is

sufficiently small. However, f < Lq(Rn) for every q > 0 while f ∈ Lq,r(Rn) for the unique choice

q = qc =
n(p−1)

2m−α
and r = ∞. This suggests the Marcinkiewicz space Lqc ,∞(Rn) as a natural setting for

the analysis of the Cauchy problem for Eq. (1.1), notably the study of self-similar solutions. This

practice goes back (at least) to the work of Giga & Miyakawa [GM] in the context of Navier-Stokes

equations and has inspired several works in the literature. For small data in Lqc ,∞(Rn), we establish

(see Theorem 2.3) existence of a small global-in-time solution in the space Cb([0,∞); Lqc,∞(Rn)). In

Theorem 2.4, it is shown that this smallness condition can be dropped so that unconditional unique-

ness holds whenever u0 belongs to the critical strong Lebesgue space, hence improving [STW, The-

orem 1.3 (i)] and other earlier uniqueness results. In the process, we essentially rely on smoothing

effect type estimates for the singular polyharmonic heat semigroup in weak-Lebesgue spaces (see

Proposition 3.8), as well as analogues of Yamazaki’s bounds [Y] (cf. Lemma 3.13) pertaining to

some nonlinear operator. Self-similar solutions are also investigated and are relevant in analyzing

the long time behavior of globally defined solutions. Actually, they appear to be attractors of global

solutions whose initial values are suitable perturbations of homogeneous functions lying in weak-

Lqc (Rn) thus giving a characterization of the basin of attraction of each attractor. In the strong critical

Lebesgue framework, the global solution decays to zero at large times. On the other hand, initial data

decaying faster than |x|−γ, γ = 2m−α
p−1

produce global-in-time solutions, see Theorem 2.5. Interestingly,

for positive data and nonlinearity, this decay assumption seems sharp in a certain sense as pointed

out in Remark 2.7. In addition, if the nonlinearity is positive, then provided 1 < p < pF = 1 + 2m−α
n

and u0 ∈ L1(Rn) has a positive integral, Eq. (1.1) has no solution so that the critical Fujita exponent

for Eq. (1.1) is pF , see Theorem 2.6. The proof of this blow-up result employs the test function

method [MP] which requires that we consider solutions in the sense of Definition 1.5 below. Thus,

the first step towards the proof consists of showing that mild solutions are indeed weak solutions

under reasonable assumptions on the initial data. To be consistent with the terminology used above,

we record the following

Definition 1.3. Let X be a Banach space of real-valued functions. We say that a function u in

C
(
[0, T );X

)
, T > 0 is a global-in-time (resp. local-in-time) mild solution of the Cauchy problem for

Eq. (1.1) if u satisfies the integral equation

(1.4) u(t) = e−t(−∆)m

u0 +

ˆ t

0

e−(t−τ)(−∆)m

| · |−αF(u(τ))dτ

for every t > 0 (i.e. T = ∞) (resp. for t ∈ (0, T ) with T := T (u0) < ∞) and u(t) converges to u0 in a

suitable sense as t → 0+.

C
(
[0, T );X

)
denotes the space of continuous functions of t ∈ [0, T ) with values in X. Often, we

will use Cb

(
[0, T );X

)
to denote the space of bounded and continuous functions from [0, T ) onto X
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endowed with the space-time norm

[u]X := sup
t>0

‖u(t)‖X.

For those spaces frequently used in our analysis, namely Lebesgue spaces, CΛ(Rn) (see below for its

definition) the convergence in the above definition is taken with respect to the strong topology in the

corresponding space. In case X is a dual of a Banach space, e.g. the weak-Lebesgue space Lq,∞(Rn),

convergence as t→ 0+ should be understood in the weak-⋆ sense.

Another notion of solution we consider in the sequel is the so-called weak solution, by which we

mean the following:

Definition 1.5. Let F(u) as in (1.2) and take α ∈ (0,min{2m, n}), m ∈ N. A function u : Rn×(0,∞)→

R is said to be a global weak solution of Eq. (1.1) if it obeys

(1) u0 ∈ L1
loc(Rn), |x|−αF(u) ∈ L1

loc(Rn × (0,∞))

(2)

ˆ

Rn×(0,∞)

u(−∂tψ + (−∆)mψ)dxdt =

ˆ

Rn

u0(x)ψ(x, 0)dx +

ˆ

Rn×(0,∞)

|x|−α|u|pψdxdt

for all ψ ∈ C∞0 (Rn × R).

Throughout this paper, unless otherwise specified, the dimension will always be taken larger or

equal to 1. The generic constants C and c which will be appearing often in chain of estimates

may differ from one line to another and their dependence on other parameters will be highlighted

whenever necessary.

2. Main results

Our first result pertains to the local well-posedness subject to initial data decaying at infinity.

Definition 2.1. Consider the function Λ(x) = (1 + |x|)
−α
p−1 , (p > 1, α < 0). We say that a function φ

belongs to CΛ(Rn) if φ is continuous on Rn and satisfies

‖φ‖CΛ := ‖φ‖Λ = ‖Λφ‖L∞(Rn) < ∞.

Theorem 2.2. Assume that α < 0 and n ≥ 1. For any u0 ∈ CΛ(Rn), the Cauchy problem 1.1 has a

unique classical solution u on Rn × [0, T∞) with either T∞ = ∞ or T∞ < ∞ and lim
t→T∞
‖u‖Λ = ∞.

The existence and uniqueness statement for globally defined solutions of Eq. (1.1) is given below.

Theorem 2.3. Let 0 < α < 2m < n. Assume that F satisfies (1.2). We have the following assertions:

(B1) There exist two constants ε > 0 and ϑ := ϑ(ε) > 0 such that for any u0 ∈ Lqc ,∞(Rn) with

‖u0‖Lqc ,∞ < ε, there exits a global-in-time solution u of (1.4) in Cb([0,∞); Lqc,∞(Rn)) which

is unique in the closed ball

B2ϑ = {u ∈ Cb([0,∞); Lqc,∞(Rn)) : [u]Lqc ,∞ ≤ 2ϑ},

provided n−α
n−2m

< p < ∞.

(B2) Given u0 ∈ (Lr,∞∩Lqc ,∞)(Rn) with r′ ∈ (1, n
2m−α

), there exists ε̃ := ε̃(r) > 0, ε̃ < ε such that if

‖u0‖Lqc ,∞ < ε̃, then a version of the above conclusion is true in the space Cb([0,∞); Lr,∞(Rn)).

(B3) Let 0 < 2m + α < n and n−α
n−2m

< p < 2m
α

. Assume further that qc < q <
np(p−1)

2m−αp
. Let ε > 0 as

in (B1) and put δ = n
2m

( 1
qc
− 1

q
). There exists εq ∈ (0, ε) such that for all u0 ∈ Lqc ,∞(Rn) with

‖u0‖Lqc ,∞ < εq, there is exactly one solution u of Eq. (1.4) lying in the space

S δ
q = {u ∈ Cb([0,∞); Lqc,∞(Rn)) : tδu ∈ Cb((0,∞); Lq,∞(Rn))}.
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Our result via (B1) shows in particular that global-in-time solutions which are initially (at time

t = 0) singular exist. However, we do not know whether those solutions enjoy a higher regularity. In

case m = 1, the answer is known to be negative for bounded continuous initial data, see [XW]. The

solution constructed in the above theorem is unique only in a small ball of the underlying solution

space. If the data is prescribed in the critical strong Lebesgue space, then uniqueness holds for free.

Theorem 2.4 (Unconditional uniqueness). Assume that p ∈ ( n−α
n−2m

,∞) with α ∈ (0, 2m) with 2m <

n. Consider u, v two global solutions of Eq. (1.4) in Cb([0,∞); Lqc(Rn)). Then u = v a.e. in

R
n × (0,∞).

This theorem is stronger than the uniqueness results obtained in [S, Corollary 1] and [STW] for

the special case m = 1 via the two-norms approach and under a smallness condition on the data. A

similar result was obtained in [FV] in the non-singular case α = 0. A scaling analysis predicts that

well-posedness should hold whenever p ∈ ( 2m−α
n
+ 1,∞). However, Theorem 2.3 is valid for p in a

sub-range of the latter interval due the choice of the functional framework. This gap is close in our

next result.

Theorem 2.5. Let 0 < α < min {2m, n} and assume qc > 1. Let u0 ∈ L1
loc(Rn) with the property

that |u0(x)| ≤ c0|x|
− 2m−α

p−1 for all x ∈ Rn \ {0} and c0 > 0 small enough. Then, Eq. (1.4) is globally

well-posed.

This improves [CM, Theorem 2.1] since no sign condition is imposed on u0. A version of the

above result for m = 1 can be found in [STW]. A natural question to ask is whether this fast decay

assumption on the data is optimal. It turns out that the answer is affirmative, at least for positive

nonlinearity.

Theorem 2.6 (Nonexistence). Let m ∈ N, α ∈ (0,min{n, 2m}) and assume that 1 < p < pF . Put

F(u) = |u|p. Given u0 ∈ L1(Rn) ∩ C0(Rn) with

ˆ

Rn

u0(x)dx > 0, there exists no mild solution of Eq.

(1.1).

The proof of this result relies on the fact that mild solutions are weak solutions of (1.1) in the

sense of Definition 1.5.

Remark 2.7. A few observations are in order:

(i) Theorem 2.3 remains valid for m ∈ (0, 1) i.e. the fractional version of the Hardy-Hénon

equation. The integral kernel of the semigroup generated by the nonlocal operator −(−∆)m,

0 < m < 1 has an algebraic decay at infinity (see e.g. [J]), so that Proposition 3.8 below,

heavily used in our analysis naturally extends to this case.

(ii) As revealed by the proof of Theorem 2.6, one can show in parallel that if u0 is nonnegative

a.e. on Rn and there exists β ∈ [0, 2m−α
p−1

) such that

0 < K ≤ lim inf
|x|→∞

(1 + |x|β)u0(x),

then Problem 1.1 has no weak solution (see [CM] for a similar result in the nonsingular

case). Combining Theorems 2.5 and 2.6, we find that pF = 1 +
2m − α

n
is the Fujita critical

exponent for Eq. (1.1).
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3. Preliminaries and auxiliary results

We establish in this section relevant estimates on the singular polyharmonic heat semigroup (and

its kernel) in the framework of Lorentz spaces which play a pivotal role in the proof of our main

results.

3.1. Lorentz spaces and their properties. We briefly recall those properties of Lorentz spaces

according to their usefulness later in the paper. For a systematic description, we do refer the reader

to [BS]. Denote by |E| the Lebesgue measure of a measurable set E ⊂ Rn. Call f ∗ : [0,∞)→ [0,∞)

the decreasing rearrangement of a measurable function f : Rn → R which is defined as f ∗(λ) =

inf{τ > 0 : |{| f | > τ}| ≤ λ} and let f ∗∗ : (0,∞)→ [0,∞) be the associated maximal function given by

f ∗∗(τ) = 1
τ

´ τ

0
f ∗(s)ds.

Definition 3.1. Let 1 < p < ∞, 1 ≤ q ≤ ∞, the Lorentz space Lp,q(Rn) is defined as

Lp,q(Rn) =

{
f : Rn → R measurable : ‖ f ‖

q
Lp,q =

ˆ ∞

0

[s1/p f ∗∗(s)]q ds

s
< ∞

}
,

and

Lp,∞(Rn) =

{
f : Rn → R measurable : ‖ f ‖Lp,∞ = sup

0<s<∞

s1/p f ∗∗(s) < ∞

}
.

These spaces increase (with continuous embedding) with respect to the second exponent, that is,

Lp,q(Rn) ⊆ Lp,r(Rn) for any q ≤ r ≤ ∞ and share a few common properties with Lebesgue spaces

Lp(Rn) = Lp,p(Rn) such as the scaling law, ‖ f (σ·)‖Lp,q = σ
− n

p ‖ f ‖Lp,q for all σ > 0 as well as the

following identity ‖| f |l‖Lp,q = ‖ f ‖l
Llp,lq for all l > 0. Also the Köthe dual space (or associate space)

of Lp,q(Rn), 1 < p, q < ∞ is Lp′ ,q′(Rn) where p′, q′ are conjugate exponents of p and q respectively

while for p ∈ (1,∞) and q ∈ (0, 1], we have (Lp,q(Rn))′ = Lp′ ,∞(Rn). Note that Definition 3.1 does

not cover the case where 0 < p, q < 1. In fact for this choice, Lp,q(Rn) is a quasi-Banach space

defined exactly as in Definition 3.1 with f ∗∗ replaced by f ∗. A version of Hölder’s inequality and

Young’s inequality hold in the setting of Lorentz spaces (see [O]).

Lemma 3.2 (Generalized Hölder’s inequality). Let 1 < p1, p2 < ∞ and 1 ≤ q1, q, q2 ≤ ∞ such that
1
q
≤ 1

q1
+

1
q2

. For all f ∈ Lp1 ,q1(Rn) and g ∈ Lp2 ,q2 (Rn), we have f g ∈ Lp,q(Rn) and it holds that

‖ f g‖Lp,q ≤ C‖ f ‖Lp1 ,q1 ‖g‖Lp2 ,q2

provided 1
p
=

1
p1
+

1
p2

.

Lemma 3.3 (Generalized Young’s inequality). Let 1 < p1, p2 < ∞ and 1 ≤ q1, q2 ≤ ∞. Assume
1
p1
+

1
p2

> 1, 1
p
+ 1 = 1

p1
+

1
p2

, p ∈ (1,∞] and let f ∈ Lp1 ,q1 (Rn), g ∈ Lp2 ,q2 (Rn). We have that

f ∗ g ∈ Lp,q(Rn) as long as 1
q
≤ 1

q1
+

1
q2

and there exists a constant C > 0 with

‖ f ∗ g‖Lp,q ≤ C‖ f ‖Lp1 ,q1 ‖g‖Lp2 ,q2 .

Moreover, in case 1
p1
+

1
p2
= 1 and 1 ≤ 1

q1
+

1
q2

, then the above conclusion holds for p = q = ∞, that

is, f ∗ g ∈ L∞(Rn) and there exists a constant c > 0 depending on the exponents such that

‖ f ∗ g‖L∞ ≤ c‖ f ‖Lp1 ,q1 ‖g‖Lp2 ,q2 .
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3.2. Polyharmonic linear heat equation and key estimates. Consider the linear parabolic equa-

tion

∂tu + (−∆)mu = 0 in Rn × (0,∞)

subject to the initial data u(x, 0) = u0(x), x ∈ Rn. A standard Fourier analysis on the above equation

shows that it has a smooth and radial fundamental solution gm which reads

gm(x, t) = t−
n

2m g(t−
1

2m x, 1), ĝm(ξ, t) = e−|ξ|
2mt, t > 0.

Hence, the solution u of the Cauchy problem may be formally realized via convolution by

u(x, t) = e−t(−∆)m

u0(x) = (gm(·, t) ∗ u0) (x)

whenever this representation makes sense (e.g. when u0 ∈ Cc(Rn)). Observe that since e−|ξ|
2m

is

globally integrable, the rescaled kernel g is bounded continuous on Rn and vanishes as |x| → ∞. In

addition, we have:

Lemma 3.4. Let g be as above. Given η > 0, there exits a positive constant C := C(η, n) such that

for λ ∈ (0, 2] and y ∈ Rn,

(3.5)

ˆ

Rn

|g(x)|(1 + |y − λx|)−ηdx ≤ C(1 + |y|)−η.

Proof of Lemma 3.4. Recall that g(x) = (2π)n/2

ˆ

Rn

eix·ξ−|ξ|2m

dξ. We start with the following.

Claim. Fix N ≥ 0 integer, there exists a constant c > 0 depending on N and n only such that there

holds the pointwise bound

(3.6) |g(x)| ≤ c(1 + |x|)−N ∀ x ∈ Rn.

Let us momentarily defer the proof of the latter and observe that it allows us to write for any η > 0,
ˆ

Rn

|g(x)|(1 + |y − λx|)−ηdx ≤ c

ˆ

Rn

(1 + |x|)−N(1 + |y − λx|)−ηdx

≤ c(L1 + L2)

where

L1 =

ˆ

{x∈Rn:|y−λx|≤
|y|

2
}

(1 + |x|)−N(1 + |y − λx|)−ηdx

and

L2 =

ˆ

{x∈Rn:|y−λx|>
|y|

2
}

(1 + |x|)−N(1 + |y − λx|)−ηdx.

Given that (3.6) is true for every N > 0 (so in particular for N = n + ⌊η⌋ + 1 where ⌊η⌋ stands for the

largest integer not exceeding η) , we have

L1 ≤ C

ˆ

{x∈Rn:|y−λx|≤
|y|

2
}

(1 + |x|)−(⌊η⌋+n+1)dx

≤ C

ˆ ∞

2|y|

λ

rn−1(1 + r)−(⌊η⌋+n+1)dr

≤ C

(
1 +

2

λ
|y|

)−η

≤ C(n, η)(1 + |y|)−η
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since 0 < λ ≤ 2. To estimate L2, we use the inequality |y|+1 ≤ 2(|y−λx|+1) and proceed as follows,

L2 ≤

ˆ

{x∈Rn:|y−λx|>
|y|

2
}

(1 + |x|)−N(1 + |y|)−ηdx

≤ 2η(1 + |y|)−η
ˆ

Rn

(1 + |x|)−Ndx

≤ C(1 + |y|)−η.

We finish the proof with a justification of the Claim (3.6). Since g is radial, it uniquely solves an

ODE whose asymptotic analysis leads to a pointwise decay estimate of exponential type

|g(x)| ≤ Ce−d|x|L , L =
2m

2m − 1
, x ∈ Rn

for some constant C > 0 and d > 0 depending on m and n, see [GP, Proposition 2.1]. On the

other hand, the function e−|ξ|
2m

is smooth for m ≥ 1 so that by a well-known property of the Fourier

transform, g(x) decays rapidly to zero at infinity. �

Remark 3.7. Alternatively, one may use the stationary phase method, via the study of the asymp-

totic behavior of g(x) as |x| → ∞ to obtain pointwise decay bounds which may differ from the one

mentioned above, see for instance appendix A in [KL] for the special situation m = 2.

Denoting by Em,α(t) the singular polyharmonic heat kernel e−t(−∆)m

| · |−α, we have the following

boundedness properties.

Proposition 3.8. Let α ∈ (0,min{2m, n}) and 1 < p1, p2 ≤ ∞ and q ∈ [1,∞] such that

(3.9) p1 >
n

n − α
, p2 >

np1

n + αp1

.

Then

(A1) Em,α(t) maps continuously Lp1 (Rn) into C0(Rn), the set of continuous functions on Rn van-

ishing at infinity.

(A2) For β ∈ Nn
0, there exists a positive constant C := C(n, p1, p2, α, β,m) such that

(3.10) ‖∂βEm,α(t) f ‖Lp2 ,q ≤ Ct
− n

2m

(
1

p1
− 1

p2

)
− α

2m
−
|β|

2m ‖ f ‖Lp1 ,∞ for all t > 0, f ∈ Lp1,∞(Rn).

In particular, ∂βEm,α(t) : Lp1 (Rn) −→ Lp2 (Rn) continuously and the above estimate holds in

Lebesgue spaces, i.e.

(3.11) ‖∂βEm,α(t) f ‖Lp2 ≤ Ct
− n

2m

(
1

p1
− 1

p2

)
− α

2m
−
|β|

2m ‖ f ‖Lp1 .

Proof. Denote by 1E the characteristic function of the set E ⊂ Rn. We may write

|x|−α = |x|−α1{|x|>1} + |x|
−α1{|x|≤1} = f1(x) + f2(x)

and for f ∈ Lp1 (Rn), Em,α(t) f = Em,0(t)( f1 f )+ Em,0(t)( f2 f ) for any t > 0. It is clear that f1 ∈ Lk1 (Rn),

f2 ∈ Lk2 (Rn) whenever k1α > n and k2α < n. We may then take k1 =
n
α
+θ and k2 =

n
α
−δ > 0 for some

θ, δ > 0. On the other hand, we have by Hölder’s inequality f1 f ∈ Ll1 (Rn), f2 f ∈ Ll2 (Rn) provided

1 ≤ l1, l2 ≤ p2 (l1, l2 , ∞) satisfy 1
l1
=

1
k1
+

1
p1

, 1
l2
=

1
k2
+

1
p1

. This shows that both Em,0(t)( f1 f ) and

Em,0(t)( f2 f ) belongs to C0(Rn) and so is Em,α(t) f for all t > 0. This proves part (A1). To establish

(A2) note that by the continuous embedding Lp2 ,1(Rn) →֒ Lp2 ,q(Rn), 1 ≤ q ≤ ∞, p2 < ∞ (3.10) easily

follows from the following bound

‖∂βEm,α(t) f ‖Lp2 ,1 ≤ Ct
− n

2m

(
1

p1
− 1

p2

)
− α

2m
−
|β|

2m ‖ f ‖Lp1 ,∞ for all t > 0, f ∈ Lp1 ,∞
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which we now prove. Let 1 < k, l < ∞ such that 1 + 1
p2
=

1
k
+

1
l
. Using the generalized Young

inequality (Lemma 3.3), it follows that

‖∂βEm,α(t) f ‖Lp2 ,1 = ‖∂
βe−t(−∆)m

| · |−α f ‖Lp2 ,1

≤ C‖∂βgm(·, t)‖Lk,1‖| · |−α f ‖Ll,∞

≤ C‖t−
n

2m ∂βg(t−
1

2m ·)‖Lk,1‖| · |−α‖
L

n
α ,∞
‖ f ‖Lp1 ,∞

where in the last estimate, we have utilized the generalized Hölder’s inequality (Lemma 3.2) with
1
l
=

1
n/α
+

1
p1
< 1. Thus given that g ∈ Lk,1(Rn) in view of the pointwise bound (3.6), the scaling law

of the Lorentz norm produces

‖∂βEm,α(t) f ‖Lp2 ,1 ≤ Ct−
n

2m t−
|β|

2m t
n

2mk ‖∂βg‖Lk,1 ‖ f ‖Lp1 ,∞

≤ Ct−
n

2m
(1− 1

k
)t−

|β|

2m ‖ f ‖Lp1 ,∞

≤ Ct
− n

2m
( 1

n/α
+

1
p1
− 1

p2
)
t−
|β|

2m ‖ f ‖Lp1 ,∞

≤ Ct
− n

2m
( 1

p1
− 1

p2
)− α

2m t−
|β|

2m ‖ f ‖Lp1 ,∞ .

The remaining bit of the proof immediately flows from the continuous embeddings of Lp2 ,1(Rn) into

Lp2,p2 (Rn) = Lp2 (Rn) and Lp1 (Rn) →֒ Lp1 ,∞(Rn), p1 < ∞. �

Remark 3.12. Observe that the estimate (3.10) in case p2 = ∞ remains valid but only under the

condition q = ∞. By the possibility of choosing 1
p2
=

1
p1
+

α
n
, we see that p1 can be taken larger than

p2. This fact, of course is forbidden if α = 0. Notice that (3.9) may be rephrased as 1
p2
≤ α

n
+

1
p1
< 1.

Let F as in (1.2). We introduce the nonlinear operator

Mφ(x) =

ˆ ∞

0

Em,α(s)F(φ(·, s))ds

whenever the integral on the right hand side makes sense for a suitable φ. We show below thatM is

well-behaved between Marcinkiewicz spaces.

Lemma 3.13. Let p > 1 and 0 < α < 2m < n. Given d, q > 1, assume that

d >
np

n − α
and

1

q
=

p

d
−

2m − α

n
.

There exists a constant C > 0 such that

(3.14) ‖Mφ‖Lq,∞ ≤ C sup
t>0

‖φ(t)‖
p

Ld,∞ , φ ∈ L∞([0,∞); Ld,∞(Rn)).

In particular we can take d = qc in (3.14) and if φ ∈ L∞([0,∞); Lqc,∞ ∩ Lr,∞(Rn)) with r > 1 and

1 < r′ < n
2m−α

, 1
r
+

1
r′
= 1, then we have

(3.15) ‖Mφ‖Lr,∞ ≤ c sup
t>0

‖φ(t)‖Lr,∞ sup
t>0

‖φ(t)‖
p−1
Lqc ,∞ .

Proof of Lemma 3.13. Denote by 〈·, ·〉 the duality bracket between Lq,∞ and Lq′ ,1, q > 1 where q′ is

the conjugate exponent of q. Let ψ ∈ Lq′ ,1 and φ ∈ L∞([0,∞); Ld,∞(Rn)), d > 1. We use Fubini’s

theorem and the generalized Hölder inequality to get

‖Mφ‖Lq,∞ = sup
ψ∈Lq′ ,1

‖ψ‖
Lq′ ,1=1

∣∣〈Mφ, ψ〉
∣∣
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≤ sup
ψ∈Lq′ ,1

‖ψ‖
Lq′ ,1=1

∣∣∣∣
ˆ ∞

0

ˆ

Rn

Em,α(s)F(φ(x, s))ψ(x)dxds

∣∣∣∣

≤ sup
ψ∈Lq′ ,1

‖ψ‖
Lq′ ,1=1

∣∣∣∣
ˆ ∞

0

ˆ

Rn

Em,0(s)| · |−αF(φ(x, s))ψ(x)dxds

∣∣∣∣

≤ sup
ψ∈Lq′ ,1

‖ψ‖
Lq′ ,1=1

(
ˆ ∞

0

‖Em,0(s)ψ‖Lq1 ,1‖| · |
−αF(φ(s))‖

L
q′

1
,∞ds

)

≤ C sup
ψ∈Lq′ ,1

‖ψ‖
Lq′ ,1=1

(
ˆ ∞

0

‖Em,0(s)ψ‖Lq1 ,1‖| · |
−α|φ(s)|p‖

L
q′

1
,∞ds

)

≤ C sup
ψ∈Lq′ ,1

‖ψ‖
Lq′ ,1=1

(
ˆ ∞

0

‖Em,0(s)ψ‖Lq1 ,1‖| · |
−α|‖

L
n
α ,∞
‖φ(s)‖

p

Ld,∞ds

)

≤ C sup
s>0

‖φ(s)‖
p

Ld,∞

(
sup
ψ∈Lq′ ,1

‖ψ‖
Lq′ ,1=1

ˆ ∞

0

‖Em,0(s)ψ‖Lq1 ,1 ds

)

where q1 is related to the other parameters according to 1
q1
=

n−α
n
−

p

d
. The fact that q′1 > 1 yields the

restriction
np

n−α
< d. Put 1

q
=

p

d
− 2m−α

n
, one easily verifies that n

2m
( 1

q′
− 1

q1
) − 1 = 0. Now since for all

1 < p1 < p2 < ∞, the following estimate holds (see e.g. Lemma 3.10 in [FV])
ˆ ∞

0

s
n

2m
( 1

p1
− 1

p2
)−1
‖Em,0(s)φ‖Lp2 ,1 ds ≤ C‖φ‖Lp1 ,1

for all φ ∈ Lp1 ,1(Rn), it suffices to make the choices p1 = q′ and p2 = q1 and we immediately find that
ˆ ∞

0

‖Em,0(s)ψ‖Lq1 ,1 ds ≤ c‖ψ‖Lq′ ,1 from which we deduce the desired bound (3.14). We prove estimate

(3.15) in a similar fashion. Indeed let r > 1 and take q2 > 1 with 1
q2
=

1
r
+

2m−α
n

. For every t > 0, one

has

‖F(φ(t))‖Lq2 ,∞ ≤ C1‖|φ(t)|p−1‖
L

n
2m−α
‖φ(t)‖Lr,∞ = C1‖φ(t)‖

p−1
Lqc ,∞‖φ(t)‖Lr,∞ .

From q−1
2 < 1, we obtain r′ < 2m−α

n
and since n

2m

(
1
r′
+

n−α
n
+

1
q2

)
= 1, we can simply pick ψ ∈ Lr′ ,1(Rn)

and mimic the above steps to reach (3.15). The proof of Lemma 3.13 is now complete. �

4. Proofs of the main results

Proof of Theorem 2.2. Let α < 0. Assume without loss of generality that T ≤ 1 and consider for

M > 0 (to be chosen later), the space

XT = {u ∈ L∞([0, T ]; CΛ(Rn)) : ‖u(t)‖Λ ≤ M, t ∈ [0, T ]}

which when equipped with the metric d(u, v) = sup
t∈[0,T ]

‖u(t) − v(t)‖Λ carries out the structure of a

complete metric space. Next, consider the map N defined as

Nu(t) = Em,0(t)u0 +

ˆ t

0

Em,αF(u(s))ds, 0 < t < T.
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Applying Lemma 3.4, we are able to estimate each of the terms in N as follows:

|Em,0(t)u0| ≤

∣∣∣∣
ˆ

Rn

t−n/2mg(t−1/2m(x − y))u0(y)dy

∣∣∣∣

≤

∣∣∣∣
ˆ

Rn

t−n/2mg(t−1/2m(x − y))(1 + |y|)
− α

p−1Λ(y)u0(y)dy

∣∣∣∣

≤ ‖u0‖Λ

ˆ

Rn

|g(z)|(1+ |x − t1/2mz|)
− α

p−1 dy

≤ C(n, p, α)‖u0‖Λ(1 + |x|)
− α

p−1

where we have made the change of variables x − y = t1/2mz. Also,
∣∣∣∣
ˆ t

0

Em,αF(u(s))ds

∣∣∣∣ =
∣∣∣∣
ˆ t

0

ˆ

Rn

(t − s)−n/2mg
(
(t − s)−1/2m(x − y)

)
|y|αF(u(y, s))dy

∣∣∣∣

=

∣∣∣∣
ˆ t

0

ˆ

Rn

(t − s)−n/2mg
(
(t − s)−1/2m(x − y)

)
|y|αΛ−1(y)(ΛF(u(s)))(y)dy

∣∣∣∣

≤ ‖u‖
p
XT

ˆ t

0

ˆ

Rn

|g(z)|(1 + |x − t1/2mz|)−
α

p−1 dyds

≤ C1(n, p, α)T‖u‖
p
XT
Λ
−1(x)

so that sup
0≤t≤T

‖Nu‖XT
≤ (C1(n, p, α)MpT +C(n, p, α)‖u0‖Λ). Likewise, for any u, v ∈ XT , we get

‖Nu − Nv‖XT
≤ C1(n, α, p)Mp−1T‖u − v‖XT

.

For T sufficiently small depending on u0 we can achieve C1(n, p, α)Mp−1T < 1 if M > 0 is chosen

small enough. Let ‖u0‖Λ < A for A > 0 chosen small such that C1(n, p, α)MpT + C(n, p, α)A ≤ M

from which one deduces the self-mapping and contraction properties of the map N . The Banach

fixed point theorem yields the existence of exactly one mild solution u of (1.1) in XT . Given that

CΛ(Rn) ⊂ Cb(Rn), we have that u ∈ L∞([0, T ]; Cb(Rn)) and by parabolic regularity theory, u satisfies

Eq. (1.1) in the classical sense. �

Proof of Theorem 2.3. Consider u0 ∈ Lqc ,∞(Rn) such that ‖u0‖Lqc ,∞ < ε for some ε > 0. Put w(t) =

Em,0(t)u0 and define for t > 0, the map

Tu(t) =

ˆ t

0

Em,α(t − s)F(u(s))ds.

Let p ∈ ( n−α
n−2m

,∞). Apply Lemma 3.13 with the choice d = qc (i.e. q = qc) in (3.14) which gives the

estimate

(4.1) [Tu]Lqc ,∞ ≤ K[u]
p
Lqc ,∞ .

Moreover, given u and v in L∞([0,∞); Lqc,∞(Rn)), we can proceed as in the proof of Lemma 3.13 to

get

(4.2) [T (u) − T (v)]Lqc ,∞ ≤ K[u − v]Lqc ,∞ ([u]
p−1
Lqc,∞ + [v]

p−1
Lqc ,∞ ).

Let ϑ = Cε, where C is the constant in the estimate ‖w‖Lqc ,∞ ≤ C‖u0‖Lqc ,∞ . For R = (2pK)
1

1−p and

by assuming that ϑ < R, we find that T is a self-mapping and a contraction on the closed ball

B2ϑ(0) = {u ∈ L∞([0,∞); Lqc,∞(Rn)) : [u]Lqc ,∞ ≤ 2ϑ}. Hence, T has a unique fixed in B2ϑ(0). Next,

we show the convergence of u(t) to u0 in the weak-⋆ sense in Lqc ,∞(Rn). Let ϕ ∈ Lq′c ,1(Rn), we have

|〈u(t) − u0, ϕ〉| = |〈w − u0, ϕ〉| + |〈T (u), ϕ〉|
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= |〈(Em,0(t)ϕ − ϕ), u0〉| + |〈T (u), ϕ〉|

= ‖u0‖Lqc ,∞‖Em,0(t)ϕ − ϕ‖
Lq′c ,1
+ |〈T (u), ϕ〉|.

Since q′c > 1, it is clear that ‖Em,0(t)ϕ − ϕ‖
Lq′c ,1
= ‖gm(·, t) ∗ ϕ − ϕ‖

Lq′c ,1
→ 0 as t → 0+. On the other

hand, (3.10) of Proposition 3.8, applied with (p1, p2) = (qc/p, qc) and q = ∞ permits us to write

|〈T (u)(t), ϕ〉| =

∣∣∣∣
ˆ t

0

ˆ

Rn

Em,α(s)ϕ(x)F(u(t − s))dxds

∣∣∣∣

≤

ˆ t

0

‖Em,α(s)F(u(t − s))‖Lqc ,∞‖ϕ‖Lq′c ,1
ds

≤ C‖ϕ‖
Lq′c ,1

sup
t>0

‖u(t)‖
p
Lqc ,∞

ˆ t

0

s−(1− α
2m

)ds

≤ C(2ϑ)p‖ϕ‖
Lq′c ,1

tα/2m

which shows that |〈T (u)(t), ϕ〉| converges to 0 when t→ 0+ as desired. To prove the second part (B2)

of the theorem, note that the solution constructed above can be realized as the limit (in the space used

above) of the successive approximations (ui) with

u1(·, t) = Em,0(t)u0, ui+1(t) =

ˆ t

0

Em,α(t − s)F(ui(s))ds + u1, i ∈ N≥2.

Take ε̄ > 0, ε̄ ≤ ε such that 2pcϑ̄p−1 < 1 where c is the constant appearing in (3.15) and ϑ̄ = Cε̄. Let

u0 ∈ Lqc ,∞ ∩ Lr,∞(Rn) with ‖u0‖Lqc ,∞ < ε̄. We claim that the above iteration sequence converges to a

function ū which uniquely solves (1.4). To justify the latter, we show that (ui) is a Cauchy sequence

in the corresponding space. First notice that ui ∈ L∞([0,∞); Lr,∞(Rn)) for each i ∈ N, in view of the

assumptions imposed on u0 and Lemma 3.13. Furthermore, we invoke once again the latter Lemma

which guarantees that

‖u1‖Lr,∞ < C′ϑ̄, [ui+1 − ui]Lr,∞ ≤ c2pϑ̄p−1 sup
t>0

‖(ui − ui−1)(t)‖Lr,∞ .

Iterating the second inequality leads to the estimate

[ui+1 − ui]Lr,∞ ≤ (c2pϑ̄p−1)i−2 sup
t>0

‖(u2 − u1)(t)‖Lr,∞ .

Since [u2 − u1]Lr,∞ < ∞, we deduce that ui+1 − ui converges to 0 as i→ ∞. Thus, (ui) is Cauchy and

by uniqueness of the limit in the sense of distributions, we obtain the claim.

Proof of Part (B3). Take α > 0 such that α + 2m < n and assume that p ∈ ( n−α
n−2m

, 2m
α

). For

q ∈ (qc,
np(p−1)

2m−αp
), set δ = n

2m
(1/qc − 1/q). Next, consider the Banach space S δ

q, defined as

S δ
q = {u ∈ Cb([0,∞); Lqc,∞(Rn)) : sup

t>0

tδ‖u(t)‖Lq,∞ < ∞}

and equipped with the norm ‖u‖S δ
q
= [u]Lqc ,∞ + supt>0 tδ‖u(t)‖Lq,∞ . Let εq > 0 such that ‖u0‖Lqc ,∞ < εq.

By the smoothing effect, we have

‖Em,0(t)u0‖Lq,∞ ≤ Ct
− n

2m
( 1

qc
− 1

q
)
‖u0‖Lqc ,∞ ≤ C′t−δεq.

Consider the operator T previously defined, it satisfies

‖T (u)(t)‖Lq,∞ ≤

ˆ t

0

‖Em,α(t − s)F(u(s))‖Lq,∞ds

≤ c

ˆ t

0

(t − s)−
n

2m
(

p−1

q
)− α

2m s−δp sδp‖u(s)‖
p
Lq,∞ds
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≤ c(sup
t>0

tδ‖u(t)‖)
p
Lq,∞

ˆ t

0

(t − s)
− n

2m
(

p−1

q
)− α

2m s−pδds

≤ c(sup
t>0

tδ‖u(t)‖)
p
Lq,∞ t

−δp−
n(p−1)

2mq
− α

2m
+1

ˆ 1

0

s−δp(1 − s)
−

n(p−1)

2mq
− α

2m ds

where we have used in the second inequality Proposition 3.8 together with 1
q
< n−α

np
i.e.

p

q
+

α
n
< 1

which holds since q > qc and p > n−α
n−2m

. Since δp+
n(p−1)

2mq
+

α
2m
+1 = δ, δp < 1 and 1−

n(p−1)

2mq
− α

2m
> 0,

it easily follows that

‖Tu(t)‖Lq,∞ ≤ C(sup
t>0

tδ‖u(t)‖Lq,∞ )pt−δB(1 − δp, 1 −
n(p − 1)

2mq
−

α

2m
)

where B(s, τ) =

ˆ 1

0

σs−1(1−σ)τ−1dσ =
Γ(s)Γ(τ)

Γ(s + τ)
, s, τ > 0 and Γ is the Gamma function. Following

the lines of the above argument combined with the proof of Part (B1) leads to

‖Tu‖S δ
q
≤ C′′‖u‖

p

S δ
q
, ‖Tu − Tv‖S δ

q
≤ C′′‖u − v‖S δ

q
‖u‖

p−1

S δ
q
,

for all u, v ∈ S δ
q. Now, pick R = (2pC′′)

1
1−p and assume εq < R/2C′; we then have ‖Em,0(t)u0‖S δ

q
< ϑq,

ϑq = C′εq. Applying the Banach fixed point theorem, the conclusion is straightforward. �

Proof of the uniqueness criterion (Theorem 2.4). Let p ∈ ( n−α
n−2m

,∞) where 0 < α < 2m < n and

consider u, v two global mild solutions in Cb([0,∞); Lqc(Rn)) initially given by u0 ∈ Lqc (Rn). We

show that u(t) = v(t) for t ∈ [0,∞). Pick T > 0 small. We start by showing that u and v agree on

[0, T ]. For this end, set w(t) = u(t) − v(t) and use (1.2) to write

‖w(t)‖Lqc ,∞ =

∥∥∥∥
ˆ t

0

Em,α(t − s)(F(u(s)) − F(v(s))ds

∥∥∥∥
Lqc ,∞

≤ C

∥∥∥∥
ˆ t

0

Em,α(t − s)|w(s)||u(s) − Em,0(s)u0|
p−1ds

∥∥∥∥
Lqc ,∞

+

+C

∥∥∥∥
ˆ t

0

Em,α(t − s)|w(s)||v(s) − Em,0(s)u0|
p−1

)
ds

∥∥∥∥
Lqc ,∞

+

2C

∥∥∥∥
ˆ t

0

Em,α(t − s)|w(s)||Em,0(s)u0|
p−1ds

∥∥∥∥
Lqc ,∞

= I +J +K .

Imitating the proof of Lemma 3.13 with (q, d) = (qc,
qc

p
), under the condition n−α

n−2m
< p < ∞,

0 < α < 2m < n gives

I ≤ C sup
t∈[0,T ]

‖|w(t)||u(t) − Em,0(t)u0|
p−1‖Lqc/p,∞

≤ C sup
0≤t≤T

‖w(t)‖Lqc ,∞ sup
0≤t≤T

‖u(t) − Em,0(t)u0‖
p−1
Lqc ,∞

≤ C sup
0≤t≤T

‖w(t)‖Lqc ,∞ sup
0≤t≤T

‖u(t) − Em,0(t)u0‖
p−1
Lqc(4.3)

where we have utilized the generalized Hölder’s inequality with p/qc = (p− 1)/qc + 1/qc. Similarly,

it holds that

(4.4) J ≤ C sup
0≤t≤T

‖w(t)‖Lqc ,∞ sup
0≤t≤T

‖v(t) − Em,0(t)u0‖
p−1
Lqc .
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Now take r > qc and put δ = n
2m

( 1
qc
− 1

r
), r−1

1 =
p−1

r
+

1
qc

. One easily verifies (taking the range of p

into consideration) the relations

(4.5)
p − 1

r1

+
α

n
< 1, δ(p−1) < 1, 1−

n(p − 1) − αr

2mr
> 0, δ⋆ = 1−

n

2m

( 1

r1

−
1

qc

)
−
α

2m
−δ(p−1) = 0.

Finally we boundK by applying Proposition 3.8 with q = ∞ and Hölder inequality to get

K ≤ c

ˆ t

0

(t − s)−
n(p−1)

2mr
− α

2m ‖|w(t)||Em,0(s)u0|
p−1‖Lr1 ,∞

≤ c sup
0≤t≤T

‖w(t)‖Lqc ,∞ ( sup
0≤t≤T

tδ‖Em,0(t)u0‖Lr )p−1

ˆ t

0

(t − s)−
n(p−1)

2mr
− α

2m s−δ(p−1)ds

≤ c sup
t∈[0,T ]

‖w(t)‖Lqc ,∞ ( sup
t∈[0,T ]

tδ‖Em,0(t)u0‖Lr )p−1tδ
⋆

ˆ 1

0

s−δ(p−1)(1 − s)−
n(p−1)

2mr
− α

2m ds

≤ c sup
t∈[0,T ]

‖w(t)‖Lqc ,∞ ( sup
t∈[0,T ]

tδ‖Em,0(t)u0‖Lr )p−1B
(
δ(p − 1), 1 −

n(p − 1)

2rm
−

α

2m

)

≤ c sup
t∈[0,T ]

‖w(t)‖Lqc ,∞ ( sup
t∈[0,T ]

tδ‖Em,0(t)u0‖Lr )p−1(4.6)

where we have made use of (4.5). Thus, from (4.3), (4.4) and (4.6), we arrive at

(4.7) sup
t∈[0,T ]

‖w(t)‖Lqc ,∞ ≤ C1 sup
t∈[0,T ]

‖w(t)‖Lqc ,∞λ(T ),

with λ(T ) = sup
t∈[0,T ]

‖u(t) − Em,0(t)u0‖Lqc + sup
t∈[0,T ]

‖v(t) − Em,0(t)u0‖Lqc + ( sup
t∈[0,T ]

tδ‖Em,0(t)u0‖Lr )p−1. It

has already been established in the proof of Theorem 2.3 that if u0 ∈ Lqc (Rn), then it holds that

lim sup
t→0+

‖u(t) − Em,0(t)u0‖Lqc = 0 = lim sup
t→0+

‖v(t) − Em,0(t)u0‖Lqc . However, it can be shown in parallel

that lim sup
t→0+

tδ‖Em,0(t)u0‖Lr = 0. Indeed, via a density argument, there exists a sequence (u0N)N ∈

Lqc∩Lr(Rn) satisfying u0N → u0, (N → ∞) in Lqc (Rn) and the estimate tδ‖Em,0(t)u0N‖Lr ≤ Ctδ‖u0N‖Lr

so that lim
t→0+

tδ‖Em,0(t)u0N‖Lr = 0. Moreover, we have

tδ‖Em,0(t)u0‖Lr ≤ tδ‖Em,0(t)(u0 − u0N)‖Lr + tδ‖Em,0(t)u0N‖Lr

≤ C‖u0 − u0N‖Lqc + tδ‖Em,0(t)u0N‖Lr

and by passing to the limit simultaneously as t→ 0+ and N → ∞, we obtain the claim. On the other

hand, we can prove (see proof of Theorem 2.3) that lim
t→0+
‖Em,0(t)u0 − u0‖Lqc = 0. Hence, if one takes

T > 0 sufficiently small we can achieve C1λ(T ) < µ with µ≪ 1 so that because of (4.7), we have

‖w(t)‖Lqc ,∞ = 0 for every t ≤ T . The rest of the proof goes as follows. Let T1 = 2T so that T1 − T is

small and consider the functions ũ(x, t) = u(x, t + T ), ṽ(x, t) = v(x, t + T ), (x, t) ∈ Rn × [0, T ] which

verifies

ũ(x, t) = Em,0(t)u(T ) +

ˆ t

0

Em,α(t − τ)F(ũ(τ)dτ, ṽ(x, t) = Em,0(t)v(T ) +

ˆ t

0

Em,α(t − τ)F(ṽ(τ)dτ,

respectively. Since u(T ) = v(T ), we can proceed as before to estimate w̃ = ũ − ṽ and obtain an

analogue of (4.7) for w̃. This will yield w̃ = 0 on [0, T ], i.e. u(t) = v(t), for all t ∈ [T, 2T ]. Iterating

the preceding argument produces the desired conclusion on (0,∞). �

Proof of Theorem 2.5. Assume α ∈ (0, 2m) with (2m + α) < n, take ℓ ∈ (qc,∞) such that

1

qc

−
2m

n
<

1

ℓ
<

n − α

np
and set δ =

n

2m
(1/qc − 1/ℓ).
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We easily verify that δ =
n(p−1)

2mℓ
+ pδ + α

2m
− 1. For K > 0, introduce the complete metric space

EK = {u ∈ L∞((0,∞); Lℓ(Rn)) : sup
t>0

tδ‖u(t)‖Lℓ ≤ K}

endowed with the metric d(u, v) = sup
t>0

tδ‖u(t) − v(t)‖Lℓ ; u, v ∈ EK and define

Pu(t) = Em,0(t)u0 +

ˆ t

0

Em,α(t − τ)F(u(τ))dτ.

Remark that (3.10) holds for α = 0 so that with the choices (p1, p2) = (qc, ℓ) and q = ℓ, we get

(4.8) ‖Em,0(t)u0‖Lℓ ≤ C0t−δ
∥∥∥∥| · |

− 2m−α
p−1

∥∥∥∥
Lqc ,∞

≤ C0t−δ

for every t > 0 since |u0(x)| ≤ c0|x|
− 2m−α

p−1 . Since ℓ > np/(n − α), Proposition 3.8 can be used to derive

the following bounds
∥∥∥∥
ˆ t

0

Em,α(t − τ)F(u(τ))dτ

∥∥∥∥
Lℓ
≤ C

ˆ t

0

‖Em,α(t − τ)F(u(τ))‖Lℓ

≤ C

ˆ t

0

(t − τ)−
n(p−1)

2mℓ
− α

2m ‖u(τ)‖
p

Lℓ
dτ

≤ C(sup
t>0

tδ‖u(t)‖Lℓ )
p

ˆ t

0

(t − τ)−
n(p−1)

2mℓ
− α

2m τ−pδdτ

≤ C(sup
t>0

tδ‖u(t)‖Lℓ )
pt−δ
ˆ 1

0

(1 − τ)−
n(p−1)

2mℓ
− α

2m τ−pδdτ

≤ CKpt−δ(4.9)

and likewise∥∥∥∥
ˆ t

0

Em,α(t − τ)[F(u(τ)) − F(v(τ))]dτ

∥∥∥∥
Lr

≤ CKp−1t−δ sup
t>0

(tδ‖u(t) − v(t‖Lr ).(4.10)

If K is chosen small, then the conditions CKp−1 < 1 and CKp
+ C0 ≤ K can be achieved since C0

depends on c0 which is sufficiently small by hypothesis. From (4.8), (4.9) and (4.10), we conclude

that P is a contractive self-mapping onto EK . Thus, P has a unique fixed point u in EK solution of

(1.4). �

Proof of Theorem 2.6. Here, we suppose m ∈ N and 2m < n. Let u0 ∈ C0(Rn) and assume that

u ∈ C([0,∞); C0(Rn)) is a mild solution of Eq. (1.1) such that |x|−α|u|p ∈ C0(Rn \ {0}). We first show

that u is a weak solution. Take φ ∈ C1([0,∞); C2m(Rn)) with suppφ ⊂ [0,∞)×Rn. Multiply Eq. (1.4)

by φ and integrate in space to get
ˆ

Rn

u(x, t)φ(t, x)dx =

ˆ

Rn

Em,0(t)u0(x)φ(t, x)dx +

ˆ

Rn

ˆ t

0

Em,0(t − τ)| · |−α|u|p(τ)dτφ(t, x)dx.

Since u0 is continuous and bounded, Em,0(t) is smooth and we can differentiate under the integral

sign. Moreover, using the semigroup properties of the polyharmonic heat kernel and integration by

parts we find that

∂t

(
ˆ

Rn

u(x, t)φ(t, x)dx

)
=

ˆ

Rn

∂t(Em,0(t)u0(x)φ(t, x))dx+

ˆ

Rn

∂t

(
ˆ t

0

Em,0(t − τ)| · |−α|u|p(τ)dτφ(t, x)

)
dx
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= A1 + A2.

We have

A1 =

ˆ

Rn

[−(−∆)mEm,0(t)u0(x)φ(t, x) + Em,0(t)u0(x)∂tφ(t, x)]dx

=

ˆ

Rn

Em,0(t)u0(x)[−(−∆)mφ(t, x) + ∂tφ(t, x)]dx

and

A2 =

ˆ

Rn

|x|−α|u|pφ(x, t)dx +

ˆ

Rn

ˆ t

0

−(−∆)m(Em,0(t − τ)| · |−α|u|p(τ)dτ)φ(t, x)dx+

ˆ

Rn

(
ˆ t

0

Em,0(t − τ)| · |−α|u|p(τ)dτ

)
∂tφ(t, x)dx

=

ˆ

Rn

|x|−α|u|pφ(t, x)dx +

ˆ

Rn

ˆ t

0

Em,0(t − τ)| · |−α|u|p(τ)dτ[−(−∆)mφ(t, x) + ∂tφ(t, x)]dx

so that

A1 + A2 =

ˆ

Rn

(
ˆ t

0

Em,0(t − τ)| · |−α|u|p(τ)dτ + Em,0(t)u0(x)

)
[−(−∆)mφ(x, t) + ∂tφ(t, x)]dx+

ˆ

Rn

|x|−α|u|pφ(t, x)dx

=

ˆ

Rn

u(t, x)[−(−∆)mφ(x, t) + ∂tφ(t, x)]dx +

ˆ

Rn

|x|−α|u|pφ(t, x)dx.

Integrating the above equality over (0,∞), we arrive at
ˆ ∞

0

ˆ

Rn

u(t, x)[(−∆)mφ(x, t) − ∂tφ(t, x)]dxdt =

ˆ ∞

0

ˆ

Rn

|x|−α|u|pφ(t, x)dxdt+

ˆ

Rn

u(x, 0)φ(0, x)dx.

Next, we proceed via the rescaled test function method introduced in [MP]. Consider the function

ψ ∈ C∞0 ([0,∞)) such that

0 ≤ ψ ≤ 1, ψ(τ) =

{
1 if τ ∈ [0, 1]

0 if τ ∈ [2,∞).

Suppose u0 ∈ C0(Rn) ∩ L1(Rn) with

ˆ

Rn

u0(x)dx > 0. For p ∈ (1, pF) and R > 0, introduce the

function ψR(x, t) = ψ
(

t
R

) p

p−1ψ
(
|x|2m

R

) 2mp

p−1 . By way of contradiction, assume that u is a global mild

solution of (1.1), then u is a weak solution as shown above and we have
ˆ

R
n
+

|x|−α|u|pψRdxdt +

ˆ

Rn

u0ψR(x, 0)dx =

ˆ

R
n
+

u(−∂tψR + (−∆)mψR)dxdt.

By virtue of Young’s inequality the integral I1 = −

ˆ

R
n
+

u∂tψRdxdt can be estimated as follows:

I1 ≤
1

2

ˆ

Rn
+

|x|−α|u|pψRdxdt + C

ˆ

Rn
+

|x|
α

p−1 |∂tψ
p

p−1 (t/R)|p
′

ψ
(
R−1|x|2m

) 2mp

p−1 ψ(t/R)
−

p

(p−1)2 dxdt

≤
1

2

ˆ

R
n
+

|x|−α|u|pψRdxdt + CpR−p′
ˆ

R
n
+

|x|
α

p−1 |ψ′(t/R)|p
′

ψ
(
R−1|x|2m

) 2mp

p−1 dxdt
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≤
1

2

ˆ

R
n
+

|x|−α|u|pψRdxdt + CpR−p′R

(
ˆ 2

0

|ψ′(s)|p
′

ds

)(
ˆ

Rn

|x|
α

p−1ψ(R−1|x|2m)
2mp

p−1 dx

)

≤
1

2

ˆ

R
n
+

|x|−α|u|pψR +CpR−p′+1+ α
2m(p−1)

+
n

2m

(
ˆ 2

0

|ψ′|p
′

(s)ds

)
ˆ

{|z|<2
1

2m }

|z|
α

p−1ψ(|z|2m)
2mp

p−1 dz

≤
1

2

ˆ

R
n
+

|x|−α|u|pψRdxdt + CR
−p′+1+ α

2m(p−1)
+

n
2m .

In the first estimate, the fact that ∂tψ
p′
= (p′ − 1)ψ′ψp′−1 contributes to eliminate the term with the

negative exponent. Note that in the estimate before the last we made the change of variables s = t/R

and z = R−
1

2m x, respectively. Moving on, let ψ2(x) = ψ( |x|
2m

R
)

2mp

p−1 . It can be verified that for all R > 0,

|(−∆)mψ2| ≤ CR−1ψ
2m
p−1 (R−1·) and we bound the integral I2 =

ˆ

R
n
+

u(−∆)mψRdxdt in the same way as

above writing

I2 ≤

∣∣∣∣
ˆ

R
n
+

u(−∆)mψRdxdt

∣∣∣∣

≤
1

2

ˆ

R
n
+

|x|−α|u|pψRdxdt + C

ˆ

R
n
+

|x|
α

p−1ψ
− 1

p−1

R |(−∆)mψR(R−1|x|2m)|p
′

dxdt

≤
1

2

ˆ

R
n
+

|x|−α|u|pψRdxdt + C

ˆ

R
n
+

|x|
α

p−1ψ(t/R)
p

p−1ψ(|x|2m/R)
−

2mp

(p−1)2 |(−∆)mψ2|
p′dxdt

≤
1

2

ˆ

R
n
+

|x|−α|u|pψRdxdt + CR−p′+1R
α

2m(p−1) R
n

2m

(
ˆ 2

0

ψ
p

p−1 (s)ds

)
ˆ

{|z|<21/2m}

|z|
α

p−1 dz

≤
1

2

ˆ

R
n
+

|x|−α|u|pψRdxdt + CR−p′+1R
α

2m(p−1) R
n

2m .

Summarizing, we find that

(4.11)

ˆ

Rn

u0(x)ψR(x, 0)dx ≤ CR
n

2m
+

α
2m(p−1)

− 1
p−1 .

On the other hand, applying the Dominated Convergence Theorem, we have that

ˆ

Rn

u0(x)ψR(x, 0)dx→

ˆ

Rn

u0(x)dx as R→ ∞.

Hence, for R > R0, R0 sufficiently large, we have

ˆ

Rn

u0(x)ψ(R−1|x|2m)dx >
1

4

ˆ

Rn

u0(x)dx so that by

passing to the limit in (4.11) as R → ∞, we arrive at

ˆ

Rn

u0(x)dx ≤ 0 since 1 < p < pF . We have

reached a contradiction in view of the assumption imposed on u0. �

5. Long-time asymptotic behavior in the critical space and qualitative properties of solutions

In this section, our goal is to investigate certain intrinsic properties of globally defined solutions

obtained in Theorem 2.3. They include self-similarity, radial symmetry, positivity and large time

behavior.
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5.1. Self-similar solutions and further features. Assume that u defined on Rn × (0,∞) is a global

solution of (1.1). For any σ > 0, one easily verifies that the rescaled function

(5.1) uσ(x, t) = σ
2m−α
p−1 u(σx, σ2mt)

formally solves (1.1) provided F(u(σx, σ2mt)) = σ
−

(2m−α)p

p−1 F(uσ) (this holds for instance if F(u) =

C|u|p or F(u) = C|u|p−1u for a non-zero constant C ∈ R). By taking the limit as t → 0+, one sees

that such solutions if they exist, should arise from initial data uσ,0 = σ
2m−α
p−1 u0(σ·), homogeneous

functions of degree − 2m−α
p−1

. Thus, in the spirit of Theorem 2.3, a solution which is initially given

by f (x) = ε0|x|
− 2m−α

p−1 for small enough ε0 > 0 is globally defined and satisfies u = uσ. Given that

f ∈ Lqc ,∞(Rn), this observation can be formulated in a more general context.

Theorem 5.2 (Self-similarity). Let α > 0 and p > 1 fall under the scope of Theorem 2.3. Suppose F

is as above and satisfies (1.2). Further, let u0 ∈ Lqc ,∞(Rn) homogeneous of degree − 2m−α
p−1

with small

norm. There exists a unique solution u of Eq. (1.4) verifying u = uσ a.e. on Rn × [0,∞). Moreover, if

‖u0‖Lqc ,∞ < εq with q > 1 and εq > 0 as in part (B3) in Theorem 2.3, then the corresponding solution

in S δ
q is self-similar, i.e. u = uσ.

Corollary 5.3. There is no nontrivial self-similar solution of Eq. (1.4) in Cb([0,∞); Lqc(Rn)) which

is initially small in Lqc (Rn).

Proof of Theorem 5.2. Let u ∈ Cb([0,∞); Lqc,∞(Rn)) be a global solution of Eq. (1.4). For any

σ > 0, we claim that uσ with uσ(·, 0) = uσ,0 also satisfies Eq. (1.4). Indeed, for all t > 0, using

gm(·, t) = tn/2mg(| · |/t1/2m), we have

(Em,0(t)u0)σ(x) = σ
2m−α
p−1

ˆ

Rn

gm(σx − y, σ2mt)u0(y)dy

= σ
2m−α
p−1 σn

ˆ

Rn

gm(σx − σy, σ2mt)u0(σy)dy

=

ˆ

Rn

gm(x − y, t)σ
2m−α
p−1 u0(σy)dy

(Em,0(t)u0)σ(x) = Em,0(t)uσ,0(x).

In a similar fashion we show that (Tu(t))σ = Tuσ(t) so that for anyσ > 0, uσ is a mild solution of Eq.

(1.1). On the other hand, if u0 is homogeneous of degree − 2m−α
p−1

, then we have ‖u0‖Lqc ,∞ = ‖uσ,0‖Lqc ,∞

and by hypothesis, ‖uσ,0‖qc ,∞ is small. An application of Theorem 2.3 yields the existence of uσ
in Cb([0,∞); Lqc,∞(Rn)) and by uniqueness (in a small closed ball) we deduce that u(t) = uσ(t) a.e.

x ∈ Rn, t > 0. The second assertion in Theorem 5.2 can be established in a similar way, the details

are therefore omitted. �

Proof of Corollary 5.3. Assume that u ∈ Cb([0,∞); Lqc(Rn)) is a self-similar solution of Eq. (1.4),

then u(x, t) = σ
2m−α
p−1 u(σx, σ2mt), t > 0 which by the change of variable σ2mt = 1 reads u(x, t) =

t
− 2m−α

2m(p−1) u(t−
1

2m x, 1). Furthermore, we have

lim
t→∞
‖u(t)‖Lqc = lim

t→∞
‖t
− 2m−α

2m(p−1) u(t−1/2m·, 1)‖Lqc

= lim
t→∞

t
− 2m−α

2m(p−1) t
n

2mqc ‖u(·, 1)‖Lqc

= ‖u(·, 1)‖Lqc .
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Since u0 is small in Lqc (Rn), Corollary 5.9 below tells us that lim
t→∞
‖u(t)‖Lqc = 0. That is, u(x, 1) = 0

for a.e. x ∈ Rn and hence u = 0 a.e. on Rn × (0,∞). �

The solution constructed in Theorem 2.3 enjoys other qualitative features which are inherent from

the initial data. We collect some of those properties below.

Theorem 5.4. Let u be the global-in-time solution given by Theorem 2.3. One has:

(i) (Radial symmetry). If u0 is radial, then the solution u is radial in Rn.

(ii) (Radial monotonicity). If u0 is radially nonincreasing, then so is the solution u in the spatial

variable.

(iii) (Positivity). Assume that F preserves nonnegativity and let m ∈ (0, 1]. If u0 ≥ 0 and u0 , 0,

then u > 0 a.e. x ∈ Rn, t > 0.

Remark 5.5. Part (iii) of Theorem 5.4 shows, in particular, that there are positive globally defined

mild solutions of Eq. (1.1) whenever m ∈ (0, 1). This positivity, however, is exclusive to the latter

case as far as one merely requires u0 to be nonnegative. The failure of this property in the higher

order case emanates from the fact that the kernel gm(·, t) changes sign whenever m is strictly larger

than 1. Thus, should positive global-in-time solutions exist, one may expect stronger assumptions

on the data. In this direction, we refer the reader to the recent article [GMO] where the authors

established existence of globally positive mild solutions of the semilinear and linear biharmonic heat

equation (i.e. (1.1) in the case m = 2 and α = 0) under certain assumptions on the initial data,

prescribed in such a way that the changing sign phenomenon does not persist over large time. They

further conjectured that their result is not restrictive to the biharmonic operator and should hold for

the polyharmonic heat equation and its linear counterpart. In parallel, it is of interest to investigate

the eventual local positivity for solutions of Eq. (1.1), that is, positivity locally in time and space,

see for instance [FF]. The techniques developed in the two previous references could be extended to

also find necessary condition on the data giving rise to positive global-in-time solutions to Eq. (1.1).

We leave these questions for a future work.

Proof of Theorem 5.4. As already mentioned, the solution u obtained in Theorem 2.3 can be realized

as the limit in a suitable sense of the sequence (u j) j∈N defined as

u1(·, t) = Em,0(t)u0, u j+1(t) =

ˆ t

0

Em,α(t − τ)F(u j(τ))dτ + u1(t), j ∈ N≥2.

Assume that u0 is radial. As a convolution of u0 with a radial kernel, u1(t) is radial in the spatial

variable. By induction, we deduce that u j(t), j = 2, 3, ... is radial in x ∈ Rn for all t > 0 and converges

in Lqc (Rn) (if u0 ∈ Lqc (Rn)) or in Lqc ,∞(Rn) (if u0 ∈ Lqc ,∞(Rn)). In either case, this convergence

implies the existence of a subsequence of (u j) which converges almost everywhere to the solution u.

Hence, (i) immediately follows from the fact that almost everywhere convergence preserves radial

symmetry. It is also known that the space of radial nonincreasing functions on Rn is closed under

convolution. Thus given that gm is radially nonincreasing, u1(t) for all t > 0 is radially nonincreasing

whenever u0 has this property. Consequently, the sequence (u j(t)) equally enjoys this feature by

induction. The limit u, which is the solution of (1.4) is therefore radially nonincreasing. This proves

(ii). The last Part (iii) follows from the fact that gm has a positive kernel whenever m ∈ (0, 1]. �

5.2. Long time asymptotic behavior. We analyze the asymptotic stability of solutions in weak

Marcinkiewicz space. It is shown that if two solutions of the linear equation ∂tu = −(−∆)mu in

R
n × (0,∞) with data in Lqc ,∞(Rn) are close for large times, then the corresponding solutions of the

nonlinear equation remain close as t → ∞. More precisely, we have:
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Theorem 5.6. Let u0, v0 be two small data in Lqc ,∞(Rn) and consider u, v two global solutions of Eq.

(1.4) with initial data u0 and v0, respectively. Assume that lim
t→∞
‖Em,0(t)(u0 − v0)‖Lqc ,∞ = 0. Then

(5.7) lim
t→∞
‖u(t) − v(t)‖Lqc ,∞ = 0.

Moreover, if q > 1 and δ > 0 are as in (B3), then

(5.8) lim
t→∞

tδ‖u(t) − v(t)‖Lq,∞ = 0,

whenever lim
t→∞

tδ‖Em,0(t)(u0 − v0)‖Lq,∞ = 0.

A close inspection shows that solutions in strong Lebesgue spaces have a rather easy-to-describe

asymptotic behavior. To see this, let u0 ∈ Lqc (Rn), by density there exists a sequence of functions

(u0N)N∈N in Lqc ∩ Lq0 (Rn), p0 ∈ (1, qc) such that u0N → u0 as N → ∞ in Lqc (Rn). Thus, for every

ε > 0 and N large, we have

‖Em,0(t)u0‖Lqc (Rn) ≤ Ct
− n

2m
( 1

p0
− 1

qc
)
‖u0N‖Lp0 (Rn) + cε

from which it follows that lim
t→∞
‖Em,0(t)u0‖Lqc = 0. By analogy, lim

t→∞
tδ‖Em,0(t)u0‖Lq = 0. A direct

consequence of these facts is that at large times, the solution u decays to 0 in both Lqc (Rn) and the

strong Lebesgue version of S δ
q, say LS δ

q.

Corollary 5.9. Let u ∈ Cb([0,∞); Lqc(Rn)) (resp. u ∈ LS δ
q) be a global solution of Eq. (1.4) subject

to initial data u0 ∈ Lqc (Rn) with small norm. Then

(5.10) lim
t→∞
‖u(t)‖Lqc = 0 (resp. lim

t→∞
tδ‖u(t)‖Lq = 0).

It is not hard to see that this asymptotic decay cannot hold in Lqc ,∞(Rn) – In fact, we have

lim
t→∞

∥∥Em,0(t)| · |
− 2m−α

p−1

∥∥
Lqc ,∞

, 0. Yet, another consequence of Theorem 5.6 is that a solution which

initially is a suitable perturbation of a homogeneous function (of degree − 2m−α
(p−1)

) in the critical weak

Lebesgue space is asymptotic to a self-similar solution.

Corollary 5.11. Let w0 ∈ Lqc ,∞(Rn) be sufficiently small and such that w0(σ·) = σ
− 2m−α

(p−1) w0 for all

σ > 0 and call w the global self-similar solution given by Theorem 5.2 such that w(0) = w0. Set

u0 = w0 + ϕ where ϕ ∈ S (Rn)
Lqc ,∞(Rn)

and assume u0 is small. If u is the global-in-time solution with

initial data u0, then

(5.12) lim
t→∞
‖u(t) − w(t)‖Lqc ,∞ = 0.

Remark that lim
t→∞
‖Em,0(t)ϕ‖Lqc ,∞(Rn) = 0. To see this, observe that by hypothesis, for each ε > 0,

there exists a sequence (ϕn) in S (Rn) with ‖ϕn − ϕ‖Lqc ,∞(Rn) < ε. By Proposition 3.8, we find that

‖Em,0(t)ϕ‖Lqc ,∞(Rn) ≤ C‖Em,0(t)ϕn‖Lqc ,∞(Rn) +Cε ≤ Ct−
n

2m
(2−1/qc)‖ϕn‖L2(Rn) +Cε

since S (Rn) ⊂ L2(Rn) continuously. This being said, (5.12) follows after applying Theorem 5.6

which we now prove. Observe in passing that from our previous discussion, choosing v0 = 0 with a

slight modification establishes Corollary 5.9.

Proof of Theorem 5.6. Let u and v two global solutions of (1.4) initially given by u0 and v0 respec-

tively. Assume that lim
t→∞
‖Em,0(t)(u0 − v0)‖Lqc ,∞ = 0. For t > 0, write

u(t) − v(t) = Em,0(t)(u0 − v0) +

ˆ t

0

Em,α(t − s)[F(u(s)) − F(v(s))]ds
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and put L = lim sup
t→∞

‖u(t) − v(t)‖Lqc ,∞ . Note that L ≥ 0 is finite. The goal is to show that L = 0. One

has

(5.13) ‖u(t) − v(t)‖Lqc ,∞ ≤ ‖Em,0(t)u0 − v0‖Lqc ,∞ +

∥∥∥∥
ˆ t

0

Em,α(t − s)[F(u(s)) − F(v(s))]ds

∥∥∥∥
Lqc ,∞

.

Let 0 < µ < 1 (yet to be chosen) and set

Iµ =

∥∥∥∥
ˆ µt

0

Em,α(t − s)[F(u(s)) − F(v(s))]ds

∥∥∥∥
Lqc ,∞

and

Iµ =

∥∥∥∥
ˆ t

µt

Em,α(t − s)[F(u(s)) − F(v(s))]ds

∥∥∥∥
Lqc ,∞

.

With the aid of Proposition 3.8, in addition to p > n−α
n−2m

, we have

Iµ ≤

ˆ µt

0

‖Em,α(t − s)[F(u(s)) − F(v(s))]‖Lqc ,∞ds

≤ C

ˆ µt

0

(t − s)
−

n(p−1)

2mqc
− α

2m ‖[F(u(s)) − F(v(s))]‖Lqc ,∞ds

≤ C

ˆ µt

0

(t − s)
−

n(p−1)

2mqc
− α

2m ‖u(s) − v(s)‖Lqc ,∞ (‖u(s)‖
p−1
Lqc ,∞ + ‖v(s)‖

p−1
Lqc ,∞ )ds

≤ C2pϑp−1

ˆ µt

0

(t − s)
−

n(p−1)

2mqc
− α

2m ‖u(s) − v(s)‖Lqc ,∞ds

≤ C2pϑp−1t
−

n(p−1)
2mqc
− α

2m
+1

ˆ µ

0

(1 − τ)
−

n(p−1)
2mqc
− α

2m ‖u(tτ) − v(tτ)‖Lqc ,∞dτ

≤ C2pϑp−1

ˆ µ

0

(1 − τ)−1‖u(tτ) − v(tτ)‖Lqc ,∞dτ

where in the estimate before the last we have made the change of variable s = τt and used the fact

that −
n(p−1)

2mqc
− α

2m
+ 1 = 0. Since (1 − τ)−1 ∈ L1

loc([0, µ]), it follows from the Dominated Convergence

Theorem that

(5.14) Iµ ≤ C2pϑp−1 ln(1 − µ)−1L.

An obvious modification of the proof of Lemma 3.13 also yields the estimate

(5.15) Iµ ≤ C′2pϑp−1 sup
τ∈[µt,t]

‖u(τ) − v(τ)‖Lqc ,∞

so that in passing to the lim sup as t → ∞ on both sides of (5.13) and taking (5.14) into account, we

arrive at

L ≤ 2pϑp−1(C
∣∣ ln(1 − µ)−1

∣∣ +C′)L = θL.

Bearing in mind that C′2pϑp−1 < 1, one may choose µ ∈ (0, 1) sufficiently small to allow θ < 1, and

hence L = 0. �
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