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Characterization of F-concavity preserved
by the Dirichlet heat flow

Kazuhiro Ishige, Paolo Salani, and Asuka Takatsu

Abstract

F-concavity is a generalization of power concavity and, actually, the largest available
generalization of the notion of concavity. We characterize the F-concavities preserved by
the Dirichlet heat flow in convex domains on R™, and complete the study of preservation of
concavity properties by the Dirichlet heat flow, started by Brascamp and Lieb in 1976 and
developed in some recent papers. More precisely:

(1) we discover hot-concavity, which is the strongest F-concavity preserved by the Dirichlet
heat flow;

(2) we show that log-concavity is the weakest F-concavity preserved by the Dirichlet heat
flow; quasi-concavity is also preserved only for n = 1;

(3) we prove that if F-concavity does not coincide with log-concavity and it is not stronger
than log-concavity and n > 2, then there exists an F-concave initial datum such that
the corresponding solution to the Dirichlet heat flow is not even quasi-concave, hence
losing any reminiscence of concavity.

Furthermore, we find a sufficient and necessary condition for F-concavity to be preserved by
the Dirichlet heat flow. We also study the preservation of concavity properties by solutions
of the Cauchy—Dirichlet problem for linear parabolic equations with variable coefficients and
for nonlinear parabolic equations such as semilinear heat equations, the porous medium
equation, and the parabolic p-Laplace equation.
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1 Introduction

Let Q be a (non-empty) convex domain in R™ with n > 1 and o € [—o0, 00|, throughout this
paper. A nonnegative function f in € is said a-concave in ) if

F(A =Nz + Ay) > Mo (f(2), f(y); N)

for x, y € Q and A € (0,1), where M,(a,b; \) indicates the a-mean of two nonnegative numbers
a and b with weight A € (0, 1), defined as follows:

max{a, b} if @ = o0,
1
(T =X)a“+ \b%)« if a € R\ {0},
Mo(a,b; \) == o .
al™b if =0,
min{a, b} if @ = —o0,

for a, b > 0 and My (a,b;\) := 0 for a, b > 0 with ab = 0. Roughly speaking, we can say
that a nonnegative function f is a-concave if af® is concave for a # 0 and if log f is concave
for a = 0; moreover, it is co-concave if it is a positive constant in a convex set and vanishes
elsewhere, while it is (—oo)-concave if all the superlevel sets of f are convex. The case o = 1
clearly corresponds to the usual concavity and o = 0 corresponds to log-concavity, while the
case @ = —oo is usually referred to as quasi-concavity. Power concavity is a generic term for
a-concavity with a € [—o0, 00].
Due to Jensen’s inequality, power concavity has the following nice property:

e if f is a-concave in 2 and 8 < «, then f is S-concave in €.

This property establishes a hierarchy among power concavities, so that quasi-concavity is the
weakest one while co-concavity is the strongest one.



Power concavity is a useful variation of the usual concavity and it has been largely studied
in the framework of elliptic and parabolic equations (see later for some literature). Here we are
mainly concerned with a classical result by Brascamp and Lieb: log-concavity is preserved by the
Dirichlet heat flow in R™. Indeed, in the celebrated paper [7], they proved that if f is a-concave
in R™*" for some a € [—1/m, 0o], where m > 1, then the function

z | flxy)dy
RmM
is y-concave in R" with v = a/(1 + ma) if @« > —1/m and v = —oo if @ = —1/m. This implies
that the solution of

Ou=Au in R"x(0,00), u(,0)=¢ in R"

given by

le—yl|?

u(z,t) = (etAanﬁ)(x) = (47rt)_%/ e a ¢(y)dy, (1.1)

n

is log-concave in R” for all ¢ > 0 if ¢ is log-concave in R™. More generally, from the argument of
Brascamp and Lieb (see also [36] for a different proof), it can be retrieved that log-concavity is
pushed forward by the Dirichlet heat flow (which is abbreviated as DHF) in any convex domain 2
(not only in the whole R™). More precisely,

e if u is a (nonnegative and bounded) solution of

Oru = Au in Qx(0,00),
u="0 on 90 x (0,00) if O # 0, (H)
u(-,0) = ¢ in

where ¢ € L>°(Q2), then u(-, t) is log-concave in € for all ¢ > 0 provided that ¢ is log-concave
in Q.

Throughout the paper we denote by e!*2¢ the unique (nonnegative and bounded) solution of
problem (H) (see also the beginning of Section []).

The preservation of concavity properties by parabolic equations is an interesting subject of
investigation with connections and applications to different fields like economy and physics and
to other important mathematical questions in the study of the eigenvalue problems, curvature
flows, localization of hot spots, and functional and geometric inequalities such as Prékopa—
Leindler and Borell-Brascamp—Lieb inequalities. Then, in view of the richness of the realm of
power concavities, after the result by Brascamp and Lieb, it is first of all natural to ask the
following question:

(Q) Are there any power concavities preserved by DHF other than log-concavity?

Question (Q) is open in its full generality; there are however partial results, which we recall
hereafter.

Proposition 1.1 Let Q be a convex domain in R™.

(1) Let n = 1. Then e'2¢ is quasi-concave in Q for all t > 0 if ¢ is quasi-concave in Q, i.e.
quasi-concavity is preserved in dimension 1.



(2) Quasi-concavity is in general not preserved in dimension n > 2: indeed, there exists ¢ €
Co(Q) such that ¢ is a-concave in Q for some o € (—00,0) and "> is not quasi-concave
in Q for some t > 0.

(3) Log-concavity is the strongest power concavity which DHF transmits from the initial time
to any t > 0.

See [2] and [23] for assertion (1); see [23, Theorem 1.1] and [24, Theorem 4.1] for assertion (2);
see [27, Theorem 1.1] for assertion (3).

Proposition [LT] implies that log-concavity is the strongest power concavity preserved by
DHF and that quasi-concavity is the weakest power concavity preserved by DHF when n = 1,
while it is not preserved for n > 2. Thus Proposition [I.1] of course tells us much, but it is far
from a thorough answer to question (Q). Furthermore, power concavity is not the only nor the
best generalization of concavity. Indeed, power concavity is just a particular case of the more
general notion of F'-concavity (or concavifiability) and a-log-concavity (see Example for the
definition), which is a kind of F-concavity and not a power concavity, is preserved by DHF in
Qif o € [1/2,1] (see [25] Theorem 3.1]).

Definition 1.2 Let I = [0,a) and int I = (0,a) with a € (0,00], throughout this paper.

(i) A function F' : I — [—00,00) is said admissible on I if F € C(int I), F is strictly increasing
on I, and F(0) = —oo. Throughout the paper, we denote by fr the inverse function of F
in Jp = F(int I) and set F(a) := lim, 4o F(r).

(ii) Let F be admissible on I. Set
Aol = {f: Q>R | f(@) C I},
Given f € Aq(I), we say that f is F-concave in § if
F(((1 = Nz + ) > (1 - NE(f() + AF(F ()
forall xz,y € Q and X € (0,1). We denote by Cq|F| the set of F-concave functions in €.
In the above definition and throughout this paper, we adhere to the convention that
— 00 < —00, oo < 00, —0+b=b—00=—00, K- (£00) = %00,
e~ =0, log 0 = —o0, —log0 = oo, log 0o = o0,

where b € [—00,00) and k € (0,00). We retrieve power concavity by considering, for a € R, the
admissible function ®, on I = [0, 00) defined

re¢—1

,
D, (r) = / s tds = @
1 logr if a=0,

if a#0,

for r € (0,00) and ®,(0) := —o0. (See also Example 2.2])
Clearly, if F is admissible on [0,a), then it is admissible on [0,a’) for every a’ € (0,q].
Furthermore, for any rigid motion 7" on R™ and ¢ € (0, 00), we have

f €CorylF] ifand only if fo (¢T) € Cq[F]. (1.2)

In the universe of F-concavities, it is possible to introduce a hierarchy, which generalizes the
one established among power concavities.



Definition 1.3 Let a1, az, a € (0,00] and a < min{ay,as}. Set Iy = [0,a1), Is = [0,a2), and
I =[0,a). Let Fy and F» be admissible on Iy and I, respectively. We say that Fi-concavity
is weaker (resp. strictly weaker) than Fy-concavity, or equivalently that Fy-concavity is stronger
(resp. strictly stronger) than Fj-concavity, in Aq(I) if

ColFo] N Aa(I) C CalF1]  (resp. CalFa) N Aa(I) C CalFi)).

We remark that, in our definition, any F-concavity is both stronger and weaker than itself (we
use “strictly” when a strong comparison applies). Notice also that, although quasi-concavity
does not posses any corresponding admissible function (see e.g. [27, Remark 2.2] and [12]),
due to the monotonicity of admissible functions, an F-concave function is always quasi-concave.
Similarly, a oco-concave function is F-concave for every admissible F'. Then quasi-concavity
remains the weakest conceivable concavity property and oo-concavity is the strongest one. We
use the expression F-concavity when we want to consider all the F-concave functions jointly
with quasi-concave and oo-concave functions.

The main aims of this paper are to strengthen the result by Brascamp and Lieb and to
investigate its sharpness in the framework of F'-concavity, asking the following questions.

(Q1) What is the strongest F-concavity preserved by DHF?
(Q2) What is the weakest F-concavity preserved by DHF?

(Q3) When starting with an F-concave initial datum and F-concavity is not preserved by DHF,
can we at least hope in maintaining quasi-concavity?

For the sake of clarity, let us state explicitly that by saying “F-concavity is preserved by DHF
in 1”7 we mean that,

if ¢ € L>°(Q) is F-concave in €, then the solution e of problem (H)

is F-concave in ) for every t > 0.
Due to Proposition [[LT] (1), in the one-dimensional case the answers to questions (Q2) and (Q3)
are ”Quasi-concavity” and “Yes”, respectively.

We give here complete answers to the above three questions for every n. In order to do it,
especially for question (Q1), we need to introduce a family of new admissible functions.

Definition 1.4 Let

_ \z—w\Q

h(z) := (eARl[Ovoo)) (2) = (471)_% /OOO e 1 dw forzeR. (1.3)

Then the function h is smooth in R, lim,,_ o h(z) = 0, lim, oo h(z) = 1, and ' > 0 in R
(see Lemma [Z9). Denote by H the inverse function of h. For any a € (0,00], we define an
admissible function H, on [0,a) by
H(r/a) forr e (0,a) ifa >0,
Hy(r):=< logr for r € (0,a) if a = oo,

—00 forr =0 and a € (0, 0.

(See Lemma 2101 for the coherence of this definition). We call H,-concavity hot-concavity.



Hot-concavity and the other already named F-concavities can be ordered, and, in particular,
H,-concavity is strictly stronger than log-concavity for a € (0,00) (while they clearly coincide
for a = 00).

Now we are ready to give our answers to questions (Q1)-(Q3).

Theorem 1.5 Let I = [0,a) with a € (0,00] and Q a conver domain in R™ with n > 1. Then
the following properties hold.

(A1) H,-concavity is the strongest F-concavity preserved by DHF in Aq(I).

(A2) Log-concavity is the weakest F-concavity preserved by DHF in Aq(I) for n > 2; when
n = 1, the same is true under C*-regularity assumption on F (moreover, quasi-concavity
is preserved, too).

(A3) If F-concavity is not stronger than log-concavity in Aq(I) and n > 2, then there exists an
F-concave initial datum such that the corresponding solution to the Dirichlet heat flow is
not even quasi-concave, hence losing any reminiscence of concavity.

With the exception of quasi-concavity for n = 1, the situation depicted by the above theorem
can be nicely summarized by the following picture:

stronger <— Preserved by DHF — weaker

oo-concavity C --- C Hg-concavity C --- C log-concavity = Hs.-concavity C --- C quasi-concavity
Let II is the half-space [0,00) x R*~! of R". Since
h(z) = e2*" 111(ze;) for z € R

and the characteristic function 1y is co-concave in R™, if F' is admissible in I = [0,1) and
F-concavity is preserved by DHF in R", then A must be F-concave in R. This implies that
Hj-concavity is stronger than F-concavity in Ag([) (see Lemma [24]). Then Hj-concavity is
the possible strongest F'-concavity preserved by DHF and hot-concavity naturally appears in
the study of the preservation of concavity properties by DHF. Fortunately, hot-concavity is
preserved by DHF, and thus (A1) holds. Notice also that answer (A1) depends on the interval
I, precisely on a. The dependance on a can be interpreted as dependance on the L° norm of
the initial datum. In the case of a = oo, it has already been shown in [27, Theorem 1.1] that
log-concavity (i.e. Ho-concavity) is the strongest F-concavity preserved by DHF in Aq([). In
fact, by coupling (A1) and (A2), we get that in the case a = oo the only F-concavity surely
preserved by DHF is log-concavity.

We will split Theorem in several steps, see Section 5. Let us notice here that one of the
key ingredients in the proof of one of these steps is a result concerning a sufficient condition for
the preservation of F-concavity by DHF (see Proposition f.4land Theorem [5.1]). Surprisingly, the
sufficient condition, under a C?-regularity assumption on admissible functions, is also necessary!
This takes to another main result of this paper.

Theorem 1.6 Let [ = [0,a) with a € (0,00] and  a convex domain in R™ with n > 1. Let F'
be admissible on I such that F € C%(int I). Then F-concavity is preserved by DHF in  if and
only if

hrilo F(r)=—oco, F'>0inintI, and (logfr)" is concave in Jp.
r—



The latter theorem (together with Proposition [[1] (1)) gives the one-dimensional part of (A2),
and it also yields that only log-concavity and quasi-concavity are preserved by DHF with n =1
among power concavities.

Let us remark that, to our knowledge, Theorem is the first result regarding a necessary
and sufficient condition for concavity properties of solutions to partial differential equations.

Further than in the case of DHF, the preservation of log-concavity has already been studied
in the case of the Cauchy-Dirichlet problem for various nonlinear parabolic equations (see e.g.
[200221[33H361,39,/40]). See also [30-32] for related topics. Moreover, similar investigation about
the preservation or disruption of power concavity along parabolic flows have been pursued in the
following cases too: the heat equation with a potential [1]; the one-phase Stefan problem [10],
where not even log-concavity is in general preserved; porous medium equation [I1] and [24]
(with sharp results in some cases); DHF in ring shaped domains [9]. In this paper, as an
application and a generalization of our arguments, we study the preservation and the disruption
of F-concavity by solutions of linear parabolic equations with variable coefficients and nonlinear
parabolic equations such as semilinear heat equations, the porous medium equation, and the
parabolic p-Laplace equation, and also resolve some related open questions (see Sections [ and []).

The rest of this paper is organized as follows. In Section 2] we discuss the notion of F-
concavity, giving examples and collecting some preliminary properties. In Section [B] we first
study the disruption of quasi-concavity in R™ with n > 2, proving that starting with a non
log-concave initial datum even quasi-concavity can go immediately lost (see Proposition B.2)).
Next, we show that the disruption of F-concavity by DHF in R™ implies the disruption of F-
concavity by the Dirichlet parabolic flow in any convex domain 2. In Section 4l we investigate the
preservation of F-concavity by generic parabolic flows, finding sufficient (see Proposition [4.2])
and necessary (see Proposition 4] conditions. Furthermore, we characterize F-concavities
preserved by DHF. In Section Bl we complete the proof of Theorem [[L5 which will be in fact
the product of other main theorems stated and proved in this section. In Section [6] we develop
the arguments of Sections 3-5, and we explore the F-concavities preserved by solutions of linear
parabolic equations with variable coefficients and nonlinear parabolic equations.

Acknowledgements. K. I. and A. T. were supported in part by JSPS KAKENHI Grant
Number 19H05599. P. S. was supported in part by INAAM through a GNAMPA Project. A. T.
was supported in part by JSPS KAKENHI Grant Number 19K03494.

2 Preliminaries

Throughout this paper, for any x € R™ and R > 0, we denote by B(x, R) the open ball in R"
centered at x of radius R. Let (-,-) denote the standard inner product on R™. For any set F,
let 15 be the characteristic function of E. We denote by Sym (n) the space of n x n real
symmetric matrices. As already said, unless otherwise stated, we denote by Q a (non-empty)
convex domain in R™. Let

BC(Q) := C(Q) NL2(Q), BCo(Q):={f € C@)NLQ)|f=0ondQ if IQ + 0}.



For any T € (0, 00|, we define
BC(Q2 x (0,7)) :=C(2x (0,7)) N L>(22 x (0,7)),
CHEH Q% (0,T))
={feCQx(0,7))]0, f,00,0:; f, 0 f € C(Ax(0,T)) for i,j=1,...,n},
BC%Y(Q x (0,T))
={f € BCQx(0,T))|0s,; 00,0z, f,0cf € BC(2 x (0,T)) for i,j=1,...,n}.
For any T € (0,00] and o € [0,1), we set

BCY 072 x (0,T)) :== {f € BC(Q x (0,T) || fllcowoarziax oy <0
BC?719/2(Q % (0,T))
= {f € BC¥Y(Q % (0,T))| 83,05, f,8:f € BC*"*7/2(Q x (0,T)) < 0o for i, j = 1,...,n},

where
|f($,t) B f(ya5)|
Fllco.0:0,0/ = sup flx, t)| + sup
Illcooer2@xomy) (x,t)GQX(O,T)‘ (=) (@.0),(g.5)€Qx (0,T) |7 — Y7 + [t — 5]°/2
(z,0)#(y,s)

Similarly, we define the function spaces C*7(Q), BC*2(Q), BC*?(Q), and C*7#:7/2(Qx (0, T)),
where k =0,1,2 and o € [0,1). We use C to denote generic positive constants, which may take
different values within a calculation.

Let us first give three relevant examples of F-concavity. As we said, power concavity is just
a particular case of F-concavity, hence this is our first example.

Example 2.1 (Power concavity) Let I = [0,00) and a € R. Define an admissible function @,
on I by

(67
-1
, ! if a0,
D, (r) = / s*tds = «
1 log r if a=0,
forr € (0,00) and ®,(0) := —oo. Then D, -concavity corresponds to a-concavity, as introduced

at the beginning of this paper, and it possesses the following properties.
(1) If a < B, then a-concavity is strictly weaker than B-concavity in Aq(l).

(2) Power concavity is closed under positive scalar multiplication, that is, if f is a-concave
in 2, then so is kf for k € (0,00). (See also Lemma 2.8])

The second example is a sort of hybrid between log-concavity and power concavity, introduced
in [25].

Example 2.2 (Power log-concavity) Let I = [0,1) and o € R. Define an admissible function Ly,
on I by

1
——[(=logm)*—1] if «a#0,
Lo(r) = —®4(—logr) = o ( ) ]
—log(—logr) if a=0,
forr € (0,1) and Ly(0) := —oo. We also refer to Ly-concavity as a-log-concavity and, generi-

cally, as power log-concavity. The following properties hold (see [25,27]).



(1) A function f € Aq(I) is log-concave in Q if and only if f is 1-log-concave in §Q.
(2) If a < B, then (B-log-concavity is strictly weaker than a-log-concavity in Aq(I).
(3) If a <1 and f is a-log-concave in ), then so is kf for k € (0,1].

Also notice that, for any r € (0,1), the function rkexp(—|z|?) is a-log-concave in R™ if and only
ifa>1/2.

Power log-concavity plays an important role in the study of DHF. Indeed, in [25 Theorem 3.1],
the authors of this paper proved that a-log-concavity is preserved by DHF if a € [1/2,1] and
this result is optimal in some suitable sense (see and [27), Section 4.2] for more details). Notice
that the domain of a-log-concavity is different from that of log-concavity and a-log-concavity
is strictly stronger than log-concavity in Aq([0,1)) if @ < 1. These suggest that the domains
of admissible functions are important in the study for questions (Q1)—(Q3) and this makes the
study complex and delicate.

The third example is H,-concavity introduced in Definition [[.4l and it is crucial to this paper.

Example 2.3 (H,-concavity) Let I = [0,a) with a € (0,00]. Hgy-concavity possesses the follow-
ing properties.

(1) For any b € (a, 0], Hy-concavity is strictly weaker than H,-concavity in Aq(I).
(2) Hj-concavity is stronger than a-log-concavity in Aq(I) if o > 1/2.

Assertion (1) follows from Theorem Bl Assertion (2) also follows from Theorem Bl and
[25, Theorem 3.1].

In the case I = [0,1), as a result of Theorem with Example (see also Theorems [5.]]
and (.2), we can deduce the following picture of the hierarchy of F-concavities preserved by
DHF.

stronger < Preserved by DHF — weaker

-+ C Hj-concavity C 1/2-log-concavity C - -+ C 1-log-concavity C log-concavity = H,-concavity C - - -

a-log-concavity (1/2 < a <1)

Next, we collect and prove some lemmas on F-concavity. The first lemma concerns the
hierarchy of F-concavities (see also [4, Lemma 3.2]).

Lemma 2.4 Let Fy and Fs be admissible on I = [0,a) with a € (0,00|. Then F-concavity is
weaker than Fa-concavity in Aq(I) if and only if Fy o fg, is concave in Jg, (or, equivalently,
Fs o fr is convex in Jp,).

Proof. For i = 1,2, we write f; := fr, and J; := Jgr, = F;(int I) for simplicity. Assume that
Fy o fy is concave in Jo. Let f € Cq[F3]. Since Fy o f is concave in © and F o fo is increasing
on Jo, we have

(Fro f) (1 =Mz +Ay) = (Fro fao Fpo f) (1 = Az + Ay)

(Fro f2) (1 = A)(Fa o f)(z) + A(Fa o f)(y))

(=X (Fro fa) (Fao f) (x)) + A(F1o f2) (F2 0 f) (y))
=1 )

— A (Frof) (@) +A(Fro f)(y)

AVARLYS



for z, y € Q and A € (0,1) if f(x)f(y) > 0. This relation also holds even if f(x)f(y) = 0 since
F1(0) = —o0 (see Definition[[.2] (i)). These imply that f is Fi-concave in €2, that is, Fi-concavity
is weaker than Fy-concavity in Aq(7).

Next, we assume that Fj-concavity is weaker than Fh-concavity in Aq([). If Fy o fy is not
concave in Jo, then there exist z, w € Jy and A € (0, 1) such that

(F1 0 f2) (1 =Xz + Aw)) < (1 = A)(F1 0 f2)(2) + A(F1 o fa)(w). (2.1)

Thanks to (L2), we can assume, without loss of generality, that B(0, R) C € for some R > 0.
Let € € (0,1) be such that ez,ew € (=R, R). Set

f(x) = fole Ha,e1))1y, (e Nz, eq)) for =€,

where e := (1,0,...,0) € R". We observe from Fy-concavity of fy that f is Fy-concave in ().
Since ezep, cwey € 2, by (2.1) we have

(Frof)((1 = Xezep + dewey) = (Fy o fo) (1 — A)z + Aw)
< (1= A)(F1 0 f2)(2) + A(F1 o fo)(w)
= (1 — )\)(Fl o f) (6261) + )\(Fl @) f) (6’(1)61) .
This means that f is not Fj-concave in €2, which contradicts Cq[Fs] C Cq[Fi]. Thus Fj o fy is
concave in Jo. The proof is complete. O

As a corollary of Lemma 2.4 we have (see also [27, Theorem 3.2]):

Lemma 2.5 Let Fy and Fy be admissible on I = [0,a) with a € (0,00|. Then the relation
CalF1] = Cq[F,] holds if and only if there exists a pair (A, B) € (0,00) x R such that

Fi(r)=AFy(r)+ B for reintl.

Lemma 2.4] also implies that the hierarchy of F-concavities is independent of £ and the dimen-
sion n.

Lemma 2.6 Let Fy and Fy be admissible on I = [0,a) with a € (0,00]. Then
Callb] C Cqo[F1] if and only if Cr[F2] C Cr[F1],
ColF3] € ColF1] if and only if Cr[F2] C Cr[F1].
Furthermore, by Lemma [2.4] we have:

Lemma 2.7 Let Fy and Fy be admissible on I = [0,a) with a € (0,00]. If F}-concavity is weaker
than Fy-concavity in Aq(I) and lim,_, o Fo(r) = —o0, then lim,_, ¢ F1(r) = —co.

Proof. It follows from the admissibility of F5 and lim,_, 1o F5(r) = —oo that Jp, = (—o0, Fa(a)).
Lemmal[Z4limplies that Fjo fr, is concave in Jp,. Since Fy and fp, are strictly increasing, Fjofp,
is strictly increasing in Jg,. Then we conclude that

Jim Fi(r) = lim F1(fp(2)) = —oco.

The proof is complete. O

Next, we modify the argument in the proof of [41, Theorem 2| in order to investigate the
closedness under positive scalar multiplication of F-concavity. (See also [27, Theorem 3.3].)
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Lemma 2.8 Let F' be admissible on I = [0,a) with a € (0,00]. Assume that there exists €, > 0
such that the following holds for every ¢ € (0,e.]: if f € Cq[F] and (1 +¢)f € Aq(I), then
kf € Cq[F) holds for k € [(1+¢)~1, 1 +¢]. Then Co[F] = Cq[®a] N Aq(I) for some a € R.

Proof. For x > 0, set Fi(r) := F(x~!r) for r € I, := [0,ka). Let ¢ € (0,e]. Then the
assumption implies that

CalF] N Aa(Ly/14e) CCalF] forall k€ [(14¢)"",1+¢].

Let k € [(14+¢)7 Y2, (1 +¢)Y?. If f € Co[F] N Aq(l2/(14¢)), then the assumption yields
kTLf € ColF]N Aol /1+¢)), that is, f € Co[Fi] N Aq(l2/(14¢)). Consequently, we have

CalF] N Ao(L2/(145)) C CalFi] N Aol /(14¢)) C CalF] N Aa(le2/(142))-
By Lemma 2.5 we see that F o f5, is affine. Therefore there exist ¢(k),d(k) € R such that
F(fr.(2)) = c(k)z +d(k) for 2z € F(int [2(14¢))-
In particular, ¢(1) =1, ¢(k) > 0, and d(1) = 0. Notice that
Je 1= N Fu(int Iz 140) = F((0, (1 +€)7*a)).
rE[(1+e)=1/2,(142)1/2]

Given z € J., F o fg, is continuous with respect to & € [(1 +¢)~/2, (1 + ¢)%/?], hence ¢ and d
are continuous in [(1 +¢)~1/2, (1 + ¢)'/2]. Since fr is the inverse function of F and fr, = kfr,
we observe that

£fr(2) = fF.(2) = [P(F(fF.(2))) = [r(c(r)z + d(k))
for all k € [(14¢)7Y2, (1 +¢)Y/?].
Let k1, k9 € [(1+¢)" Y4, (1 4+€)Y/4]. Then k1ry € [(142)" Y2, (1 +¢)Y/?] and

k1ka fr(2) = fr(c(rikr2)z + d(k1k2)),

r1k2fr(2) = r1fr (c(k2)z + d(k2)) = fr(c(k1) (c(r2)z + d(k2)) + d(k1)) -
These yield

c(kike) = c(k1)c(ke), d(k1k2) = c(k1)d(k2) + d(K1). (2.2)

Setting C(Z) := log c(e?), we have

C(Z1 + Z2) = log|e(e” e?)| = log |c(e™ )e(e?)| = C(Z1) + C(Z2)
for Zy, Zo € [log(1 +¢)~'/4,log(1 4 €)'/4]. Thus we find o € R such that C(Z) = aZ, that is,
c(k) =k for ke [l+e) V4 (14e)Y4.

Consider the case of o # 0. Thanks to (22), for any k1, kg € [(1 +¢)~ /4, (1 + )4\ {1},
we have
d(k1k2) = k{d(k2) + d(k1) = KSd(k1) + d(k2),

hence
d(k1) _ d(k2)

K —1 kg —1

11



Combining this with the continuity of d, we find 8 € R such that
d(k) = fPy(k) for k € [(1+ 5)*1/4’ 1+ 6)1/4].

Let z € J¢, and set
T.(z) :== {/{fp(z)

For any r = kfr(2) € Z.(2), we have

F(r) = F(rfr(2)) = F(fr.(2)) = c(k)z + d(k) = 572 + §Pa(k)

ro\“ r 2 B 1
() () = e (L)
(fF(Z)> “\fr(x))  frlz) a \ fr(z)
This together with the admissibility of F' ensures the existence of (A, B) € (0,00) x R such that

F = A®, + B on Z.(z). This relation implies that A and B are independent of the choice of
z € Jg, that is,

rel(L+e)4 1+ o))

F=A2,+B on I := ] Z(2).
z2€Je
Since J. — F((0,a)) as ¢ — 40, we see that Z. — (0,a) as ¢ — +0. Then we deduce that
F = A%, + B on (0,a). This together with Lemma completes the proof of Lemma 2.8 in
the case o # 0.

Consider the case of @ = 0. It follows from ([2.2]) that d(kik2) = d(k1) + d(k2) for k €
[(14-¢)~Y4, (14¢)Y/4]. Then we find v € R such that d(k) = vylog « for € [(14+e)~1/4, (1+¢)1/4],
that is,

F(r)=c(k)z+d(k) =z+~vlogk =ylogr + z —log fr(z)

for z € J; and r = kfp(z) € Z.(2). By a similar argument in the case a # 0 we obtain the
desired conclusion in the case @ = 0. Thus Lemma [2.8] follows. O

At the end of this section we prove two lemmas related with H,-concavity. In Lemma 2.10]
we show that log-concave functions are approximated by H,-concave functions, so justifying the
definition of Hu(r) = logr.

Lemma 2.9 Let h be as in (L3). Then

(€21 00)) (2) = h(t722) for (z,8) € R x (0,00). (2.3)
Purthermore,
lim_h(z) =0, lim h(z) =1, (2.4)
W) = (am)re S0, W) = —%zh/(z), for z€R, (2.5)
W(z) = - (% + 0(1)> th(z) as 2 —oc. (2.6)

Proof. Let z € R. It follows from (1)) that

7\z—w\2 7\z—w\2

(etARI[Om)) (z) = (47Tt)é/Re 1,00y (W) dw = (47‘('75)%/0 e 4 dw

=

o0 \t_%sz\Q 1
= (4m)” / e 1 dw=h(t"2z) for t>0.
0

12



Then (2.3) holds. Furthermore,
lim h(t722) =0 if 2<0,  lim h(t72z)=1 if z>0,
t—+0 t—+0

which yield (24)). In addition, we have

1,1 _1 1 [ _lz—w]?
t72h(t722) = 0,h(t™22) = (4nt) ™ 2 0, (e = dw
0

_1 [ le—wl® EERN
—(4mt) "2 Ow | € dw = (4mt)"2e” 3t
0
for t > 0. This implies that
/ 1 _IzP " 1 1 Lz 1,
h'(z) = (4m)"2e” 4 >0, h'(z) = —52(477) 27 1 = _§Zh (2).

Thus (2.5 holds.
It follows from (3] that

h'(z) = G /Ooo(z - w)e_‘zilw‘2 dw

-3 o¢] z—w2 _l ‘2‘2 z— w2
:_(477)22/ o 2</ / ) el
2 Jo 2|2
-3 Bk su?
= —lzh(z (47T - (/ / > -5 .
2 2|2
We have

N 1 1
4 Y ‘2‘2 a—w|2 4 ) © zZ—w
( WQ) 2/0 we™ ST duwl| < %’Z\%/O au dw——\ [2h(2) = o(2Ih(2))

as z — —oo. Furthermore, we find C > 1 such that

& _lz—w|? _ 22 o 2w w? _z2 * w
L we T dw|=e¢e 1 L we 2 T dw<(Ce 4 ez2 dw
|=|2 | |

1 1
z|2 z|2

3
242(2]2

22 2 zZw Ww=00o z
=Ce 1 |:—62:| =20z|tem 1 it 2<0.
z

Since

as z — —oo, by ([2.9) we see that

o0 2
lz2— w\
/ L we” dw
|=|2

This together with (27) and (2.8]) implies (2.6). Thus Lemma 2.9 follows. O

=o(|]z|h(z)) as z— —oc.
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Lemma 2.10 For any f € Cq[Po]NL>®(R2), there exists a sequence { f,}a>0 such that fq, € Co[H,]
and

lim f,(x) = f(x)

a— 00

uniformly on €.

Proof. The proof is a variation of the arguments in [27, Section 4.2]. It suffices to treat large
enough a. By (2.3) we find ¢, € (0, 1) such that

cah/ (=26, = a™! and ga =0 as a— 0.

Set
ho(2) == ah(eqz — 2, 1) for z€R, he(—00) := 0.

We observe from Lemma [2.9] that

(eaz— 5(;1)2
Rl (2) = agah/ (eaz — 26, 1) = agq - (47‘(’)7%67 1 = aaah'(—2€gl)ez*i€222 = g7 1%
for z € R, which together with lim,_, o, hy(2) = 0 yields
Z 1.2,.2
he(z) = / eV 1% dw.
—0o0
Then we see that B
ali_)rgo ha(z) = / eV dw = e* (2.10)
—00

uniformly on (—oo, R) for any R € R.
Let f € Ca[®o] N L>(£2), and set

fa(®) == ha(Po(f(2))) = ha(log f(x)) for z € Q.

Then, by 2.I0) we see that lim, ;e fo(®) = limg 00 ha(log f(x)) = f(z) uniformly on Q. Let
H, be the inverse function of hq in [0,a). Then H, is admissble on [0,a) and it follows from
f € CqlPo] that H,(f,) = log(f) is concave in €. These imply that

fa € Co[Ha].
On the other hand, since hy (e, ' H(a"'2) +2¢,2) = ah(H(a"'2)) = z for z € (0,a), we see that

Hy(2) = e 'H(a ' 2) + 2,2 = ¢,

a

YH,(2) + 26,2 for z€(0,a).

Then Lemma implies that Cg[ﬁa] = CqlH,). Thus f, € Cg[ﬁa] = Cq[H,]). The proof is
complete. O

3 Disruption of F-concavity

We consider the Cauchy—Dirichlet problem

0w = Lu in Qx(0,00),
u=0 in 90 x (0,00) if 9N # 0, (P)
u(,0)=¢>0 in Q

14



where ¢ € L>°(Q2). Here L is an elliptic operator of the form
.. n .
L:= Z a" (2,1)0y,0n,; + Z V' (x,t)0,, — c(x,t),
ij=1 i=1
and the coefficients satisfy the following conditions:
(L1) there exists o € (0,1) such that
a’, b e CO702(Q % [0,00)),  ¢e BCHY2(Q % [0,00)),
where i, j=1,...,n;
(L2) A(z,t) == (a¥(z,t)) € Sym (n) for (z,t) € Q x [0,00) and there exists A > 0 such that

ATYEP < (A, 1)E,€) < AEP* for all € € R™ and (z,t) € Q x [0, 00).

Then, for any nonnegative initial datum ¢ € L (), problem (P) possesses a (unique) minimal
nonnegative solution e‘*2¢ such that

g € L7((0,00) 1 Li(2)) N L*((0,00) = Hioe(2)),
Jim e ¢ — ¢l L2anpo.ry) =0 for R >0. (3.1)

(See e.g. [38, Chapter III] and [2I, Lemma 5.3].) The solution ‘24 is represented by the
minimal Dirichlet heat kernel G, associated with the operator L in 2 as follows:

(P2 ) (x /Gy Jo(y) dy,  (x.1) € Q x (0, 00).

Then, under conditions (L1) and (L2), parabolic regularity theorems (see e.g. [38, Chapter IV,
Theorem 16.3]) imply that G, € C%717/2(Q x Q x (0, 00)). Furthermore, we observe from the
maximum principle and the comparison principle that

Gro(z,y,t) > / Gr,(z,y,t)dy < eJo le()lLoo () ds (3.2)

for x, y € Q and t > 0.

Definition 3.1 Let F' be admissible on I = [0,a) with a € (0,00] and  a conver domain in R™.
Consider problem (P) under conditions (L1) and (L2). We say that F-concavity is preserved
by the Dirichlet parabolic flow associated with L in Q if

etleg € ColF) for t > 0 holds for all ¢ € Co[F] N L>®(R).

In this section we study the disruption of F-concavity by the Dirichlet parabolic flow, in partic-
ular, by DHF.
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3.1 Disruption of quasi-concavity by DHF in R"

We first prove that, when starting with a non-log-concave initial datum ¢ in R™ with n > 2,
then the solution e'®®" ¢ may not be quasi-concave for all small enough ¢ > 0, hence losing any
reminiscence of concavity. Proposition is one of the main ingredients of this paper.

Proposition 3.2 Let F' be admissible on I = [0,a) with a € (0,00]. Let n > 2 and assume that
F-concavity is not stronger than log-concavity in Agrn(I), that is,

Crn [F] \ Crn[®o] # 0. (3.3)

Then there exists ¢ € Crn[F]NL®(R™) such that e?™¥" ¢ is not quasi-concave in R™ for all small
enough t > 0.

Proof. The proof heavily depends on the following nice property of the heat flow:
o for any ¢1, ¢2 € L*°(R),
(€22 9)(2) = (1) (21) ("% h2) (22)
for z = (21,22) € R? and t > 0, where ¢(2) = ¢1(21)¢2(22).

Setting ¢1 = 1jg o) and letting ¢o a suitable modification of the inverse of F', we see that
¢ = ¢1¢9 is F-concave in R2. Then we prove the non-convexity of a superlevel set of e!®r2 ¢ for
all small enough ¢ > 0. The proof is divided into three steps.

Step 1: Assume ([B.3). It follows from Lemma 27 that lim,_, ¢ F(r) = —oco. We write f := fp
and J := Jp for simplicity. The admissibility of F' together with lim,_, o F(r) = —oo implies
that J = (—o0, F'(a)). Furthermore, f is positive, continuous, and strictly increasing in J. By
Lemma 2.4] we see that log f is not concave in J, that is,

FIL=N¢+ M) < FIO (@) (3.4)
for some (,w € J with ( <w and A € (0,1). Let ¢ € J be such that ¢ > w. Set
f(z4+¢) for ze€ (—o0,0],
plz) =
f(=z+c¢) for ze€(0,00).
Then
e ¢ is strictly increasing in (—o0,0] and ¢(z) — 0 as z — —o0;

e ¢ is positive and continuous in R such that ¢(z) = p(—z) and ¢(z) < ¢(0) = f(c) < a for
z € R;

e ¢ is F-concave in R and it is not log-concave in (—o0, 0].

Let
v(z,t) = (e®%p)(2) for (z,t) € R x (0,00). (3.5)

Then v € C*°(R x (0,00)), v(z,t) = v(—z,t) for (z,t) € R x (0,00), and

{ d:v>0 in (-00,0) x (0,00), (3.6)

0,v<0 in (0,00) x (0,00).
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(See also [2].) Furthermore, it follows from the continuity of ¢ that

lim sup |v(z,t) —p(2)| =0 (3.7)
t—=+0 ,c K

for any bounded interval K C R. This together with (3.4]) yields
(1 =N =)+ Aw—c),t) <v(¢ -, t) Po(w—ct)

for all small enough ¢ > 0. This means that, for any small enough ¢ > 0, v(+, t) is not log-concave
in [( — ¢,w — ¢], that is, there exists z; € [( — ¢,w — ¢] such that

_ (e, 1)(920) (21, t) — ((8:0) (2, 1))
< (8%logv)(z,t) = (@.0) (1) . (3.8)

Since ¢ > 0 on [( — ¢,w — ¢], by B we find C € [1,00) such that
C™l<w(z,t)<C (3.9)

for small enough t > 0.
Let ¢ > 0 be small enough such that (3.8 holds. By (B:6]) we find the inverse function I'; of
the function (—00,0) > z + v(z,t). Then I'; is smooth and I', > 0 in (0,v(0,¢)) and

Ti(v(z,t)) =2z for z€ (—00,0),
which implies that
I (v(z,1)((0.v) (2, )% + Th(v(2,1))(0*v)(2,t) =0 for 2z € (—o0,0).
This together with (B.8]) yields

vz, T (v(z, 1)) = —v(Zt,t)

(
v(z, 1) (02 )(Zt,t) — ((0:v) (21, 1))
((02v) (21, 1))?

(3.10)

— T(u(a,1)
< =T} (v(z, ).

— Ti(v(z, 1))

Step 2: Set
d(w, z) == 1[0,00)(10)@(2) for (w,z2) € R2.
Then ¢ is F-concave in R2. It follows from (Z3)) and (3.5 that

uw(w, z,t) = (%2 ¢)(w, z) = h(t_%w)v(z,t) for (w,z,t) € R? x (0,00).

Here h is as in (L3).
Let ¢ > 0 be small enough. Since A’ > 0 in R and lim,,—,_o h(w) = 0, by (3.9, for any small
enough € > 0, we find a unique w, € (—o0,0) such that

u(we, z¢,t) = h(t_%ws)v(zt,t) =c.

v(z,t) = ;1 for small enough ¢ > 0, 2w, = —00 as & — +0. (3.11)
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By B.4), applying the implicit function theorem, we find a smooth function g. in a neighbor-

hood N, of w. and 6. > 0 such that

e = u(w, g (w),t) = h(t_%w)v(ge(w),t) for w e N,
ge(we) = 20 = L'e(v(z, 1)),

u(w, z,t) <e if we N and g (w) — 0 < 2z < g-(w),
u(w, z,t) > e if we N and g:(w) < z < g-(w) + 6.

Furthermore, it follows from (B.12) that

3

g (w) =T (M) for we MN..

(3.12)

Step 3: Assume that u(-,t) is quasi-concave in R" for some small ¢ > 0. Then it follows

from ([B.I2) that g. is convex in N, so that

A direct computation provides

1
/ gy € W(t 2w)
ge(w) = —¢t QFt ( 1 ) h % )2’
)

h(t™2w)

~y
~
—
~

|

NI o=

_ £
g2 (w) = 7T} | —
h(t™2w)

mip—1
ey 61 R (t 12w)‘
h(t"2w) ) h(t™2w)?

This together with (28] and (BI1) leads to

>
—~
N

gg(wE)
_ R MCIEN)) oz I} (v(2,1)) / 7%11) 2 7%11) 1" 7%10
et ey | (e +2) M el = b )
t™ 2w,
x [(v(zt,t)% + 2) B (t2w,)2 + %t_%weh(t_%wg)h’(t_%wg)] .

We observe from (2:6) and (3I1) that

1
h'(t*%wg) =— <§ + 0(1)) t*%wgh(t*%wg) as ¢ — 40,

hence

%t—%weh@-éwe)h'(r%wa = —(1+0(1) LR (£ 7we)? = —(1+ o)A (t2w.)?

18
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as € — +0. This together with (3I0) and (3I4]) implies that

gé/(we) _ gtflwh/(tf%waﬁ <U(Ztat)w 41+ 0(1))

h(t 2w,)3 H(v(z,1))
_ 8,571@ (v(2t, )T (v(z2, 1)) + (1 + o(1))T)(v(z, 1)) < O
h(tiéws)g’ Y ’ t 7

for all small enough ¢ > 0. This contradicts (B.I3]). We deduce that u(-,t) is not quasi-concave
in R? for all small enough ¢ > 0. Then Proposition follows in the case n = 2. If n > 3, then

we set
Uw,z,2',t) == u(w, z,t) for (w,z,2',t)€R?xR" 2 x (0,00). (3.15)

Then U(-, t) is not quasi-concave in R" for all small enough ¢ > 0 and U(-,0) is F-concave in R".
Thus Proposition follows in the case n > 3, and the proof of Proposition is complete. O

3.2 Disruption of I'-concavity by the Dirichlet parabolic flow

We show that the disruption of F-concavity (resp. quasi-concavity) by DHF in R"™ implies the
disruption of F-concavity (resp. quasi-concavity) by the Dirichlet parabolic flow in €.

Proposition 3.3 Let F' be admissible on I = [0,a) with a € (0,00] and Q a convex domain
in R™. Assume that F-concavity is not preserved by DHF in R™. Then, under conditions (L1)
and (L2), there exists ¢ € Cq[F]NBCy(Q) such that e2¢ is not F-concave in Q for some t > 0.

Proposition B.3lis proved by the following lemma and the similar transformation of DHF.

Lemma 3.4 Let F' be admissible on I = [0,a) with a € (0,00] and ¢ € Cqo[F]NL>(N). Assume

conditions (L1) and (L2). Then there exists a sequence of {¢;} C Cq[F] N BCy(Y) such that

lim (e'™2¢;) (z) = (e''2¢) (v) for (z,t) € Qx (0,00).

j—o0
Proof. For any € > 0 and 0 € (0,a), we set

Ve 5(z) == (eaAQ eF(min{¢’“_6})> () for ze€Q.

By B2) we have

By parabolic regularity theorems (see e.g. [38, Chapter III, Theorem 10.1]) we see that 1. 5 €
BCy(Q). Since ef (min{¢,a=0}) ig Jog-concave in €2, thanks to the preservation of log-concavity by
DHEF in 2, we observe that 1. 5 is log-concave in 2, which implies that the set
- ; F
Besi={r €0 | Yusla) > Tim "7}

is convex. Since the function 9. s1g, ; is log-concave in €2 and

log (ve,s(z)) € F((0,min{||¢|| 1~ (@), a —d}]) for z€ E.s,
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we define an F-concave function ¢. 5 € BCy(Q2) by

b 5(x) == { fr(log (Yes(x))) if z € Eey,

0 otherwise.
Then, by (16]) we have

| Pe,5ll oo () < min{||p]l oo () @ — 0} < [[@]] Lo (02)- (3.17)
Furthermore, by (3.1)), for any § € (0, a), we find a sequence {e;} with lim;_,,, €; = 0 such that

lim 1., 5(x) = oF (min{¢(z),a—6})
j—o0

for almost all z € . This implies that
lim 6., () = min{(z),a — 5}
]*)OO

for almost all z € Q. By (B.2)) and (3.17)) we apply Lebesgue’s dominated convergence theorem
to obtain

lim lim (etLQQSEj,(;) () = lim lim /GLQ(a:,y,t)qbaj,g(y) dy
Q

6—+0j—00 6—+0 j—o00

= i /Q Gro(z,y,t)min{g(y),a — 6} dy = (e"2¢) (v)

for (z,t) € Q x (0,00). Then we obtain the desired conclusion, and the proof is complete. O

Proof of Proposition 3.3l Assume that F-concavity is not preserved by DHF in R™. Then
we find ¢ € Crn[F] N L®(R™) such that e™®" ¢ is not F-concave in R™ for some 7 > 0, that is,
there exist £, n € R™ and A € (0,1) such that

F (€™ ¢) (1 = NE+An)) < (1= NF ((e7™%"¢) (€)) + AF ((e™2*" ) (1)) - (3.18)
Thanks to (L2), we can assume, without loss of generality, that
0eQ, a(0,0) =6 for i,j=1,...,n, (3.19)
where 67 =1if i = j and 67 = 0if i # j. For any £ = 1,2,..., set

do(x) == p(lx), up(z,t) = (eF2py)(x), for z € Qandt >0,
Up(z,t) == ug(0 2, 07%t)  for z € Q :=(Q and t > 0.

It follows from (B.2]) that
1Uell 2o (9% (0,027)) = luell e (@ (0,7y) < €7 1NE2@x 0D ||| poo ) < 00 (3.20)
for any T' > 0. Furthermore, U, satisfies

atUg = LgUg in Qg X (O,OO)7
U =0 in 9 x (0,00) if 9 # 0,
Up(2,0) = ¢p(z) in Q,
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where

n

Ly:= Z azj(xat)amlaxj + Zb%(xat)aml - Cg(ﬂ?,t),
i=1

ij—1
azj(ac,t) = a9 (0 e, 072, Bi(x,t) = (T e 072, e, t) =020 e, 072,
for (z,t) € Qp x (0,00) and 4,5 = 1,...,n. Furthermore, by (8.19) and condition (L1) we see
that Q, — R™ as £ — oo and

e the coefficients aéj, bz, ¢; are bounded in C%%0.9/2(K),
. azj(x,t) — 89, bi(x,t) — 0, and ¢y(x,t) — 0, as £ — oo uniformly on K,

for all compact sets K C R™ x [0,00), where 7,7 = 1,...,n. Applying parabolic regularity
theorems to {Uy} (see e.g. [38, Chapters III, Theorem 10.1 and Chapter IV, Theorem 10.1})
with (3.20)), we have:

e {U,} are uniformly bounded and equicontinuous for all compact sets in R" x [0, c0);

o sup [|Ug||¢2.0:1.0 (k) < 0o for all compact sets K C R™ x (0, 00).
¢

Applying the Arzela—Ascoli theorem and the diagonal argument, we find a subsequence {Ugj}
of {U,} such that
Uy, (2.1) > (¥ ¢)(z) as j — o0

uniformly for all compact sets in R™ x (0, 00). This together with (BI8]) implies that
F(UZJ((l - )‘)5 + )\7777')) < (1 - )‘)F(UZJ (577—)) + )‘F(UZJ (7777—))7
that is,
F(ug, (1= N6+ MG ', 05727))

< (1= N F (g, (6;1,05%7)) + AF (ug, (€510, €5%7)) (3.21)

for all large enough j. Since £~1¢, ¢=1n € Q for large enough ¢, this means that Ugj(-,€;27') is
not F-concave in {2 for large enough j. Taking into account that ¢, is F-concave in {2, thanks

to Lemma [3.4] we approximate ¢y, by F-concave functions belonging to BCy(R2) to obtain the
desired conclusion. Thus Proposition B.3] follows. O

Proposition 3.5 Let F' be admissible on I = [0,a) with a € (0,00] and Q a conver domain
in R™. Assume that there exists ¢ € Crn|[F] N L®(R™) such that e™*" ¢ is not quasi-concave

in R™ for some 7 > 0. Then, under conditions (L1) and (L2), there exists 1) € Cqo[F] N BCy(£2)
such that et2q) is not quasi-concave in Q for some t > 0.

Proof. The proof is similar to that of Proposition 3.3l Indeed, under the assumption of
Proposition B8] we find £, n € R™", A € (0,1), and 7 > 0 such that

(€722 9) (1 = M€ + An) < min { (€72 ¢) (€), (7% ¢) (n)} ,
instead of (B.I8]). The same argument as in the proof of Proposition B3] implies that
e, (1= NG+ MG, 6%7) < min{ug, (6716, 67°7), e, (€ 1, 5°7)},

for some large enough j, instead of (B:2I]). Thus quasi-concavity is not preserved by the Dirichlet
parabolic flow associated with L in Q. Consequently, by Lemma [B.4] we obtain the desired
conclusion. The proof is complete. O
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4 Preservation of F'-concavity

The preservation of log-concavity by solutions of the Cauchy—Dirichlet problem for parabolic
equations has been studied in several papers (see e.g. [20,221261[34,[361[40] and references therein).
In this section we investigate sufficient conditions and necessary conditions for the preservation
of F-concavity by classical solutions of the Cauchy—Dirichlet problem

( n ..
Oy = Z a"?(x,t)0,;0z;u + G(z,t,u, Vu) in Qx(0,7),
i,j=1
w(x,t) >0 in Qx(0,7), (N)
u(z,t) =0 on 00 x[0,T) if 02 # 0,

where T € (0,00], ¢ € BC(Q), a¥ € BC(2x [0,T)) with condition (L2), and G € C(Q x [0,T) x
(0,00) x R™). A function
ue C((Qx(0,T)U(Qx[0,T))

is called a classical solution of problem (N) if u € C*Y(Q x (0,7)) and u satisfies problem (N)
pointwisely. See e.g. [38, Chapter V] for the existence of classical solutions of problem (N).

4.1 Sufficient conditions

In this subsection we develop the arguments of [22,25] to obtain sufficient conditions for the
preservation of F-concavity by classical solutions of problem (N). Following the strategy in the
proof of [25] Theorem 3.1], we will reduce the F-concavity of the solution u to the log-concavity
of the function v := e,

Let

n+1
A€ N = {)\:()\1,...,)\”4_1) O<N<lfori=1,....,n+1, ZAZ:l}
1=1

Let F' be admissible on I such @at lim, ¢ F(r) = —o0, and Q a smooth, bounded, and convex
domain in R™. Let ¢ € BCp(2). Assume that a classical solution u of problem (N) satisfies
u(-,t) € Aq(I) for all t € [0,T). Then we can define the spatially F'-concave envelope up of u
by
up(z,t) = sup upr(z,t) for (x,t) € Qx[0,T), (4.1)
)\GAn.H

where

n+1
upa(x,t) ;== sup {fF (Z N F (u(z;, t)))

i=1

. n+1
{z )1 cQ, z= Z )\z‘ﬂ?z} .
=1

Notice that up > upy > u for every A € A,y and that, for any ¢ € [0,7), u(-,t) is F-concave
in Q if and only if u(-,t) = up(-,t) in Q, since the function up(-,t) is the smallest F-concave
function greater than or equal to u(-,t) in Q (see e.g. [43, Theorem 1.1.4]). It follows from the
convexity of Q and F(0) = —oo that

upy € C(QA%[0,7)), upxr>0 in Qx(0,7), upr=0 on 92 x[0,7T). (4.2)
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We recall the notion of viscosity subsolution, supersolution, and solution of problem (N). An
upper semicontinuous function U in Q x (0,7) is called a wviscosity subsolution of problem (N)
if, for any (£,7) € Q x (0,7T), the inequality

n

Op(&,7) < Y a(&,7) (00,00, 0) (6, 7) + GE, T (€, 7), VI(E, 7))

ij=1
holds for every C%1(Q2 x (0,T)) test function v touching U from above at (£,7), i.e. satisfying
P(&,7) =U(&, 1) and ¢ > U in a neighborhood of (£, 7).
Analogously, a lower semicontinuous function U in © x (0,7) is called a wviscosity supersolution

of problem (N) if, for any (£,7) € 2 x (0,T), the inequality

n

Op(&,m) > Y a(&,7) (00,00, 0) (&, 7) + G(E, T (€, 7), VI (E, 7))

ij=1
holds for every C%(Q x (0,T)) test function v touching U from below at (&, 7), i.e. satisfying
W&, 7) =U(& 1) and ¢ < U in a neighborhood of (§, 7).

A continuous function U in Q x (0,7) is called a wviscosity solution of problem (N) if it is
a viscosity subsolution and supersolution of problem (N) at the same time. The main issue of
this subsection is to prove that, under suitable assumptions, ur ) is a viscosity subsolution of
problem (N).

Proposition 4.1 Let F' be admissible on I = [0,a) with a € (0,00],  a smooth, bounded, and
conver domain in R™, and T € (0,00]. Let u be a classical solution of problem (N) such that

u(-,t) € Aq(I) fort € [0,T) and ¢ € BCy(R). Assume that lim,_, o F(r) = —oo, F € C?(int 1),
F' >0 4nint I, and the following condition holds:

(I) for any 6 € R™ and t € (0,T), the function Hg, defined by

T — trace (A(x G (z,t, fr(2), [r(2)0) Flz) .
Ho(x, 2, M) := trace (A(z,t) M) + ) + (mz) 1> (A(z,1)0,0)

is concave with respect to (x,z, M) €  x Jp x Sym (n), where A(x,t) := (a¥(x,t)).
Then up y defined by [@J)) is a viscosity subsolution of problem (N) for all X € Ap 1.

Proof. It follows from the admissibility of F' and lim, .o F'(r) = —oo that Jp = (—o0, F(a)).
Let v = (W, Tt turns out that

n

Opv — Z aij(x,t)axiaa:jv
i,j=1
= eF(u)FI(U) <atu - Z aij (-%'7 t)axz axj u) - (eF(u)F”(U’) + eF(U)FI(u)2)<A(x7 t)vu7 Vu>
ij=1
= "W F ()G (x,t,u, Vu) — (" P (u) + " F'(u)*) (A, ) Vu, Vu)
v 1 F'(u 1
= BF( )mg(x,t,ua VU) - <W’(u))2 + 1> ;(A(m,t)Vv, VU>
= Gp(z,t,v,Vv)
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in Q x (0,7), where

gF(I',t, Z,H) ::# g <1’,t, fF(lOg Z),

fr(log Z)9>
fr(log 2) z

filogz) N1,
+<fjp(logz) 1>Z<A( ,1)0,0)

for (z,t,2,0) € Q x (0,T) x e/F x R".
For any § € R" and t € (0,T), it follows that

Hoi(z, 2z, M) = trace (A(z, t)M) + e *Gp(z,t,€*,e°0)

for (x,z, M) € Q x Jp x Sym (n). By condition (I) we apply [22] Theorem 4.3] to see that, for
any A € A,41, the function ve, ) defined by

n+1 n+1
Ve A (T, 1) = sup {H vt {zi} i Qe =) Am}
i1 i=1

is a viscosity subsolution of problem (N) with G replaced by Gp. This implies that up ) is a
viscosity subsolution of problem (N), and the proof is complete. O

Assume that the following comparison principle holds:

Let v, w € C(2 x [0,T)) be a classical solution and a viscosity
subsolution of problem (N), respectively, such that v > w on Q x {0} (WCP)
and v =w =0 on 9 x [0,T). Then v > w in Q x [0,T).

See e.g. [13, Section 8] for sufficient conditions of (WCP). Let u be a classical solution of

problem (N) such that ¢ € Cq[F] N BCy(£2). Then
upa(,0) =¢ in Q forall A€ Apyq.
Thanks to (£2), by Proposition @] and (WCP) we see that
u>upy in Q x [0,T) forall A € Apyg.

This yields u > up in Q x [0,T). Since u < up in Q x [0,T) (see the definition of ur), we find
that u = up in Q x [0,7), that is, u(-,t) is F-concave in Q for all ¢t € [0,T"). Then we have:

Proposition 4.2 Assume the same assumptions as in Proposition A1l and that (WCP) holds.

Let u be a classical solution of problem (N) with the initial datum ¢ € Co[F] N BCy(2). Then

u(-,t) € ColF]| forallt e [0,T).

4.2 Necessary conditions

First, we give a necessary condition for the preservation of F-concavity by DHF in R™ with n > 2.
The proof of Proposition 3] is a modification of the proof of Proposition

Proposition 4.3 Let F be admissible on I = [0,a) with a € (0,00] and n > 2. If F-concavity
1s preserved by DHF in R™, then

KCrn|[F]| C Cre[F]  for every k € (0,1).
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Proof. The statement is a consequence of the following slightly stronger property.

(A) Assume that there exist f € Crn[F] and k € (0,1) such that xf & Cgrn[F]. Then there
exists ¢ € Crn[F] N L°°(R™) such that e'®#" ¢ is not F-concave in R™ for all small enough
t>0.

Let f € Crn[F] and k € (0,1) such that Kf & Crn[F]. We find £, n € R™ and X € (0, 1) such that

Fef(L =&+ ) < (L= NF(xf(E)) + AF(kf(n))- (4.3)
Since F(0) = —o0, it follows that f(£§) > 0 and f(n) > 0. By the concavity of F(f) we see that

F(f(1=2)¢+2n) =2 (1= 2)F(f(&) +2F(f(n) > —oo for 2z €[0,1].

It follows from f € Crn[F] that f is continuous in the set {x € R"™|f(z) > 0}. Then we
find 6 > 0 such that
f(1=2)§+4+2n)>0 for ze(=4,1+9).

Set

(1 =2)¢+2zn) for ze€ (=0,149),
p(z) =

0 for zeR\ (—0,149).

Then ¢ is F-concave in R. Furthermore, ¢ is continuous in (—d,1 + d), and

tgrilo(em%)(z) =p(z) for ze(=4,1+9). (4.4)

It follows from (4.3]) that
F(rp(A) = F(sf((1 = A)E§+ An))

< (L= NF(RF©) + AP(f(m) = (1 - NE(rg(0) + AF(rp(1)). D)
Combining ([44]) and ([@5]), we have
Fl(e®*@)(N) < (1 = NF(r(e2% ) (0)) + AF(r(c2*)(1)) (46)

for all small enough ¢t > 0.
Set

d(w, z) == 1[0,00)(10)@(2) for (w,z2) € R2.
Since ¢ is F-concave in R, we see that ¢ € Cgz2[F|. Furthermore, by (23] we have
("2 6) (w, 2) = ("1 g, 00)) () (€27 0) (2) = h(t™ 2w) (2 ) (2)

for (w,z,t) € R? x (0,00). In addition, by [24)) and (3] we find a unique w € R such that
h(w) = k. Then
(%2 ¢)(t2w, 2) = w(eB2p)(2) for z € R. (4.7)

We deduce from ([4.6]) and ([@7)) that
F (22 9)((1 = N (t3w,0) + A(t2w, 1))
= F (2= )(thw,\)) = F (x(e"%0)()
< (1= NF(r(e%p) >>+AF< <t%><1>>
= (1= VF (("226)(t5w,0)) + AF (("526)(t3w, 1))
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for all small enough ¢ > 0. This means that e!*#?¢ is not F-concave in R? for all small
enough ¢ > 0. Thus property (A) follows in the case n = 2. Similarly to (3.I5]), property (A)
also follows in the case n > 3. The proof is complete. O

Now let us consider problem (N). In [35, Theorem 1.2] Kolesnikov obtained necessary con-
ditions for log-concavity to be preserved by classical solutions of the Cauchy problem for linear
parabolic equations under high regularity assumptions on the coefficients (see also Section [6.1]).
Hereafter, we improve and develop the argument in the proof of [35, Theorem 1.2] to obtain
a necessary condition for the preservation of F-concavity by classical solutions of the Cauchy—
Dirichlet problem (N).

Proposition 4.4 Let F be admissible on I = [0,a) with a € (0,00] such that F € C%(int I)
for some o € [0,1), lim,_, 1o F(r) = —o0, and F' > 0 in int I with iminf,_, .o F'(r) > 0. Let
be a conver domain in R™. Assume that the following condition holds.

(I) For any initial datum ¢ € Co[F)NC*°(Q)NBCY(Q) with ¢ # 0 in Q, there exist T € (0, 0]
and a classical solution u € C¥1(Q x [0,T)) of problem (N) such that u(-,t) € Cq[F] for
allt € (0,T).

Then, for any 0 € R™ and £ € R, the function H defined by

ﬁ(m) - g (x’O’fF(<9’x> +£)af}r(<9,$> +f)9) n }(<9,x> + E)
' fr((0,2) + ) Fa((0,2) + 0)

must be concave in {x € Q| (0, z) + £ € Jp}, where A(x,0) := (a¥(z,0)).

(A(z,0)0,0)

Proof. It follows from the admissibility of F' and lim, .o F'(r) = —oo that Jp = (—o0, F(a)).
For any b, ¢ € Jr with b < ¢, let ¢» € C3(R) be concave in R such that

Y€)= € for £ € (—o0,b],  supp<ec,  sup|¥| < oo.
£ER £ER

Let B be an open ball in Q, § € R”, and ¢ € R such that (9, z) + ¢ € (—o00,b] for x € B. Set
o) = fr(B((0,2) + 1) for zeT.

Since F' € C%°(int I) and F’ > 0 in int I with liminf,_, o F'(r) > 0, we see that fr € C*7(Jp)
and fr € BC'((—00,¢]). Then we observe that ¢ € Co[F] N C%7(Q) N BCY(Q) and

o(x) = fr((0,z) +¢) for x € B.

By condition (II) we find a unique classical solution u € C%1(Q2 x [0,T)) of problem (N) for
some 1" € (0, 00] such that u(-,t) € Cq[F] for all t € (0,T"). Then

(Opu)(x,0) = fr({0, z) + )(A(,0)0,0) + G(2,0, fr({0,x) + £), fr((0, ) + £)0)

= fr((0,2) + OH(x)
for x € B. Furthermore,
A& mt) = Fu((1 = A+ M, t)) — (1= N F(u(g, 1)) — AF(u(n, t)) = 0
for £, meQ,te€[0,T), and A € (0,1). Since F(¢p(x)) = (0, z) + ¢ for x € B, we see that

Uy(&n,0)=0 for&, ne Band A€ (0,1).
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These imply that

0 < (3x)(z,y,0) = H((1 = Na + Ay) — (1 = MH(z) = AH(y) (4.8)
for z, y € B. Since b, ¢, and B are arbitrary, we see that 7 is concave in {zx € Q| (0,2)+0 € Jp}.
Thus Proposition d.4] follows. O

In the proof of Proposition &4} the assumption that lim inf,_, ¢ F’(r) > 0 is used only for proving
that ¢ € BC'(Q). Then we can remove it at the price of strengthening slightly condition (II)
to obtain the following result, whose proof is similar to that of Proposition 44l

Proposition 4.5 Let F be admissible on I = [0,a) with a € (0,00] such that F € C%(int I)
for some o € [0,1), lim,_, g F(r) = —o00, and F' > 0 in int I. Let Q be a convex domain in R™.
Assume that the following condition holds.
(IT') For any initial datum ¢ € Co[F]NC?*7(Q)NBC(Q) with ¢ # 0 in Q, there exist T € (0, 00]

and a classical solution u € C%1(Q x [0,T)) of problem (N) such that u(-,t) € Cq[F] for

allt € (0,T).
Then, for any 6 € R™ and ¢ € R, the function H given in Proposition L4 is concave in {x €
Q0,z)+ € Jp}.

As a corollary of Proposition 4.4 we obtain a necessary condition for the preservation of
log-concavity by classical solutions of problem (N) with (a¥) = (6%).
Corollary 4.6 Let Q2 be a convex domain in R™. Assume that condition (II) in Proposition [£.4]
holds for the parabolic equation
ou = Au+ G(z,u, Vu),

where G € C(Q2 x (0,00) x R™), with I =[0,00) and F = ®y. Then, for any § € R" and ¢ € R,
the function
e~ ((02)+0 g (x, eloa)+t, 6(9,x)+29)

must be concave in Q.

As a direct consequence of Corollary [£.6] we obtain negative answers to the following question,
which is motivated by the arguments in [20, Section 5.

(Q4) Is log-concavity preserved by classical solutions of problem (N) for the nonlinear parabolic

equations listed below?
(

Oyu = Au + KuP,

Oyu = Au + ke,

Ou = Au + k'uP log u,

Ou = Au + puP + k| Vul9,

Ou = Au+ (b, VuP).

Here p, g € (1,00), k € (0,00), k" € R\ {0}, p € R, and b € R™\ {0}.

Corollary 4.7 Let Q be a convex domain in R™. Consider one of the nonlinear parabolic
equations listed in (Q4). Then, for any o € (0,1), there exist

b € Cq[®o] N C*7(Q) N BCH(Q)

and a corresponding classical solution u of problem (N) for some T € (0,00] such that u(-,t) is
not log-concave in Q for some t € (0,T).
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Proof. Consider one of the nonlinear parabolic equations listed in (Q4). Let o € (0,1). For
any ¢ € C*?(Q) N BCY(Q), there exists a classical solution v € C%(Q x [0,T)) of problem (N)
for some T' € (0,00]. (See e.g. [38,42].) Since each of the functions

K/e(p_l)z,

e,

e G (z,e%,e°0) = { K zelP~ D7, with 2= (0,z) + ¢,

Me(pfl)z + ﬁe(qfl)z‘el(%

pel?~V (b, 6),

ke ?

is not concave in {2 for some 6 € R™ and ¢ € R, by Corollary we see that condition (II) does
not hold. Consequently, Corollary 7] follows. O

Next, we modify the argument in the proof of Proposition 4.4 to obtain a necessary condition
for F-concavity to be preserved by DHF in €.

Proposition 4.8 Let F' be admissible on I = [0,a) with a € (0,00] such that F € C?(int I).
Let Q be a convex domain in R™. Assume that F'-concavity is preserved by DHF in . Then
F'>0 inint I and (log f}:) is concave in Jp.

Proof. Since F is strictly increasing in int I, for any ¢ € (0,a), there exists r, € (0,9) such that
F’(ry) > 0. Then we find rq, ro € [0,a] with 7 < 7. < 9 such that

F'(r)y>0 for re(ry,rs).

Set I' := (r1,m2) and J' := F(I'). Let # € R™. Let B be an open ball with B C Q and x € R
such that
(0,2) + ke J for ze€B.

Set
o(z) = fr((0,2) + k)1p(z) for =€ Q. (4.9)

Then ¢ € Co[F] N L>*(Q2), which together with the preservation of F-concavity by DHF implies
that

etBp e Co[F] for t>0. (4.10)

For any open ball B’ with B’ C B, let ¢ € C$°(Q) be such that 0 <9 < 1in Q, ¢ = 1in B,
and suppy C B. It follows that

(e"%¢)(x / Gag(,y, ) (y)o(y) dy + /Q Gag(@,y, )1 —¥(y))e(y)dy for =z €.
Since ¢ € C?(2) and (1 — )¢ = 0 in B’, we see that
(e!B2¢) € CFL(B' x [0,00)). (4.11)
As in the proof of Proposition 4] we introduce a function
Ua(,y,1) == F(e"229((1 = Nz + Ay)) — (1 = N F(e"22¢(x)) — AF(e"22¢(y))
forz, y € Q,¢t>0,and X € (0,1). By (£9)) and (£I0), for any A € (0,1), we have

Uy(z,y,t) >0 for (x,y,t) € Q2xQx(0,00), Yy(z,y,0)=0 for (x,y)€ Bx B.
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This together with (£IT]) implies that (9;¥)(z,y,0) > 0 for z, y € B’ and X € (0,1). Then, by
the same argument as in (4.8]) we see that

(log ) (1 = A)z + Aw) = (1 = A)(log f)'(2) + A(log fF)'(w)

for z, y € B’ and X € (0,1), where z := (§,2) + k and w := (f,y) + . Since k, B, and B’ are
arbitrary, we see that the function (log f}-)" is concave in J'.
Assume that ro < a and F’(ry) = 0. It follows from the concavity of (log 1)’ in J’ that

limsup (log fr) (2) < oo,
z—F(r2)—0

which implies that

lim  log fp(2) —log fp(¢) = lim /Z(log fr(w)) dw < oo for ¢€.J.
0 )—0.J¢

2—F(ra)— z—F(ra
On the other hand, since F'(fr(2))fj(z) =1 for z € J" and F'(rq) = 0, we see that

1
Ii 4 = Ii —_— = 0.
b0 P = LB )

This is a contradiction. Then we see that F'(r) > 0 for r € (r1,a). Since § is arbitrary and
r1 € (0,0), we deduce that F'(r) > 0 for r € (0,a). Then, setting I’ = int I and J' = Jp, we see
that F' > 0 in int I and (log f}:)’ is concave in Jp. The proof is complete. O

Further necessary conditions for the preservation of F-concavity by solutions of parabolic
equations are discussed in Section 6.

5 Main theorems

In this section we complete the proofs of Theorem and Theorem The proof of the former
is better split in some steps which have their own interest and are enucleated in the following
two theorems.

Theorem 5.1 Let I = [0,a) with a € (0,00 and Q a convexr domain in R™ with n > 1.
(1) Hg-concavity is preserved by DHF in ).

(2) Let F be admissible on I. If F-concavity is preserved by DHF in , then F-concavity is
weaker than Hg-concavity in Aq(I) and lim,_, o F(r) = —oc.

Proof. Let a € (0,00]. The proof is divided into three steps.

Step 1: Consider ihe case where € is a smooth, bounded, and convex domain in R™. Let
¢ € Ca[Ha] N BCy(Q2). For any §# € R™ and t > 0, let Hg; be as in Proposition .1l with G = 0
and (a”) = (6%). In the case a € (0,00), since the function ah is the inverse function of H, in

R, for any 8 € R™, we observe from Lemma 2.9 that
n" 1
ah’(z) _ 1> |0|? = trace (M) + <—§z - 1) 10>

ah/(2)
for (z,z, M) € Q x R x Sym (n). Similarly, in the case a = 0o, since e* is the inverse function of
H,, we have

Ho+(x, 2, M) = trace (M) + <

Hot(x, 2z, M) = trace (M) for (x,z,M) € QxR x Sym(n).
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These imply that Hy, is concave with respect to (z,z, M) € Q@ x R x Sym (n) for any § € R"
and t > 0. Then it follows from Proposition that e*®2¢ is F-concave in Q for all ¢t > 0.

Step 2: Let 2 be a convex domain in R"™ and ¢ € Cq[H,|NL>®(§2). Then there exists a sequence
of smooth, bounded, and convex domains {€,} such that

QCchCc---CQYC---, UQK:Q.
/=1

(See e.g. [43, Theorem 2.7.1].) By Lemma B.4 we find a sequence {¢;} C Cq,[Ha] N BCo()
such that

lim <em9£ gbj) (x) = (emﬂf gb) (x) for (x,t) € Qpx(0,00).

_]-)OO
By Step 1 we see that etBay ¢; is Hy-concave in €y for all t > 0, consequently so is etBey ¢. On
the other hand, we observe that

lim (emﬂé gb) () = (emﬂgb) (x) for (x,t) € Qx(0,00).

{—00

Then we conclude that e/*2¢ is H,-concave in Q for all ¢ > 0. The proof of assertion (1) is
complete.

Step 3: We prove assertion (2). Let F' be admissible on I = [0,a). Assume that F-concavity
is preserved by DHF in 2. Then Proposition B3] implies that F-concavity is also preserved by
DHF in R™. Consider the case of a < co. Let o’ € (0,a) and set

o(x) == a'ly ooy ((z,€1)) for zeR™

Then ¢ € Arn(I) and ¢ is F-concave in R™. This together with the preservation of F-concavity
by DHF in R" implies that e®&" ¢ is F-concave in R™. Since

(eAR”¢) (r) = d'h({z,e1)) € (0,a’) for xeR",

we see that F(a’h) is concave in R. Letting ¢’ — a, we observe that F(ah) is concave in R.
This together with Lemma[2.4] implies that Cgrn[H,] C Cre[F]. Then we deduce from Lemma 2.6]
that Cq[H,| C CqlF]. Furthermore, by Lemma 27 we see that lim,_, o F(r) = —oo. Thus
assertion (2) holds in the case a < co.

Assertion (2) in the case a = oo follows from [27, Theorem 1.1]. Here we give another proof
for the sake of completeness of this paper. By assertion (2) with a < co we see that

CQ[Hk] C CQ[F] N AQ([O,k)) forall k >0 (5.1)

and lim, , o F(r) = —oo. Let f be log-concave in Q. For any m > 0, since min{f,m} is
log-concave in 0, by Lemma 210l we find a sequence { fx} such that f; € Cqo[Hj] and

klim fe(z) = min{f(z),m} for z € Q.

This together with (BI)) yields f € Cq[F], which implies that that log-concavity is stronger
than F-concavity in Agq([0,00)). Thus assertion (2) holds in the case a = oo, and the proof of
Theorem 5.1l is complete. O

Theorem 5.2 Let F' be admissible on I = [0,a) with a € (0,00] and Q a convexr domain in R™
with n > 2.
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(1) Assume that F-concavity is preserved by DHF in Q. Then

(i) F-concavity is stronger than log-concavity in Aq(I);
(ii) if a function f is F-concave in QQ, then so is kf for k € (0,1).

(2) If F-concavity is not stronger than log-concavity in Aq(I), then there exists a bounded
continuous function ¢ on  with the following properties:

o ¢ is F-concave in Q and ¢ =0 on 9Q if 00 # 0;

e 220 is not quasi-concave in Q for some t > 0.

Proof. By Propositions B.2] and B.5] we obtain Theorem (1)-(i) and (2). It remains to prove
Theorem (1)-(ii). Let © be a convex domain in R™ with n > 2. Assume that there exist
f €CqlF] and k € (0,1) satisfying kf & Cq[F]. Setting f = 0 outside 2, we see that f € Cgrn[F]
and kf & Crn[F]. Then Proposition [4.3] implies that F-concavity is not preserved by DHF in
R™. Consequently, by Proposition B3] we see that F-concavity is not preserved by DHF in Q.
Therefore we observe that if F-concavity is preserved by DHF in Q, then xCq[F] C Cq[F] for
all k € (0,1). Thus Theorem (1)-(ii) follows. The proof of Theorem [5.2]is complete. O

Remark 5.3 Theorem (1)-(ii) also gives a mecessary condition for F-concavity to be pre-
served by DHF and leads to a nice property of the inverse function fr of F (see Proposi-
tion [6.11 (3)), which plays an important role in Section 6. Notice that if F-concavity possesses
property (1)-(ii) of Theorem for all k € (0,00), then F-concavity coincides with some power
concavity (see Lemma [2.8).

Now we can proceed to the proofs first of Theorem and then of Theorem

Proof of Theorem We prove assertion (1). Let F' be admissible on I = [0,a) with

€ (0,00]. Assume that F-concavity is preserved by DHF in Q. Then we apply Theorem [5.1] (2)
to obtain lim,_, o F/(r) = —oo. Furthermore, it follows from Proposition 8 that F’ > 0 in int [
and the concavity of (log f7)" in Jp.

Conversely, we assume that lim,_, o F(r) = —oco, F’ > 0 in int I, and the function (log f}.)’
is concave in Jr. By Proposition we see that e!22¢ is F-concave in € for all ¢ > 0 when
is a smooth, bounded, and convex domain and ¢ € Cq[F] N BCy(Q?). Then, repeating the same
argument as in the proof of Theorem [5.1] (see Step 2), we deduce that F-concavity is preserved

by DHF in convex domains in R™. The proof is complete. O

Remark 5.4 Let us remark again that, to our knowledge, Theorem [L6l is the first result regard-
ing a necessary and sufficient condition for concavity properties of solutions to partial differential
equations. As an application of Theorem (1), we can also characterize a-log-concavity pre-

served by DHF in Q (see Corollary [6.10).

Proof of Theorem By Theorem [5.1] we obtain (A1). Theorem [(.2] (1)-(i) yields (A2) for
n > 2, while Theorem [5.2] (2) gives (A3). Theorem [[.6] (together with Proposition [Tl (1)) gives
the one-dimensional part of (A2). The proof is complete. O

6 Further study of the preservation of ['-concavity

In this section, based on the arguments of the previous sections, we study the preservation of
F-concavity by solutions of the Cauchy—Dirichlet problem for linear parabolic equations with
variable coefficients (see Section [6.1]); semilinear heat equations (see Section [6.2]); the porous
medium equation and the parabolic p-Laplace equation (see Section [6.3]).
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6.1 Linear parabolic equation with variable coefficients

In this subsection we consider a (slightly) simplified version of problem (P) (treated in Section B]),
precisely, the following Cauchy—Dirichlet problem for a linear parabolic equation with variable
(but independent of t) coefficients:

Owu = Lu in Qx(0,00),
u=0 in 90 x (0,00) if 90 # 0, (P)
u(0)=¢>0 in

where Q) is a convex domain in R™ and ¢ € L*(Q2). Here L is an elliptic operator of the form

n

L= a"(x)0,00, + Y V' (2)0s, — c(x),

ij=1 i=1
and the coefficients satisfy the following conditions:
(L1%) there exists o € (0,1) such that
a’, bt e C(Q),  ce BCY"(Q),
where i, j =1,...,n;
(L2") A(z) = (a¥(x)) € Sym (n) for x € Q and there exists A > 0 such that

ATYEP < (A(x)E,€) < AJ€)? for all € € R™ and z € Q.

The preservation of concavity property by solutions of problem (P’) has been studied in several
papers (see e.g. [1LI6,[7,20,22135]), and the following properties hold.

e Let L = A —¢(z). If ¢ is nonnegative and convex in 2, then log-concavity is preserved by
the Dirichlet parabolic flow associated with L in  (see e.g. [6,[7,22]).

e Let a¥, b* € C%7(R") for some o € (0,1) and ¢ = 0 in R™. Then log-concavity is preserved
by the Dirichlet parabolic flow associated with L in R™ if and only if A = (a%/) is constant
in R™ and b’ is affine in R" (see [35]).

Below, under conditions (L1’) and (L2’), we develop the arguments in the previous sections to
characterize the F-concavities preserved by the Dirichlet parabolic flow.

Proposition 6.1 Let F' be admissible on I = [0,a) with a € (0,00] such that F € C?(int I).
Let Q be a convexr domain in R™. Assume that F-concavity is preserved by the Dirichlet parabolic
flow associated with L in Q under conditions (L1’) and (L2’). Then the following conditions hold.

(1) F-concavity is weaker than H,-concavity and stronger than log-concavity in Aq(I).
(2) lim, 4o F(r) = —oo, F' > 0 inint I, and (log f}.)" is concave in Jp.

(3) (log fr)" is (—1)-concave in Jp.
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Proof. Assume that F-concavity is preserved by the Dirichlet parabolic flow associated with L
in . By Proposition B3] we see that F-concavity is also preserved by DHF in R™. Then
conditions (1) and (2) follow from Theorem [E.1] (2), Theorem (1)-(i), and Theorem
Furthermore, we deduce from Theorem (1)-(ii) and Theorem (2) that

e~te!Brn gy € Cpn[F] for t > 0 if ¢ € Cgn[F].

This implies that F-concavity is preserved by the Dirichlet parabolic flow associated with A —1
in R™. Then, by Proposition [£4] we see that, for any 8 € R™ and ¢ € R, the function

fe(l0.2) 40 | p,w) +0)
Fe((@:2) +0) -~ fp((6,2) +0)
is concave in {x € Q| (0,z) + ¢ € Jp}, that is, the function
_fF(Z) #(2) 92
7 e

is concave with respect to z € Jp for any # € R™\ {0}, which implies that (log fr) is (—1)-
concave in Jp. Thus condition (3) follows. The proof is complete. O

01

We focus on the case that ¢ = 0 in €2, and obtain a necessary and sufficient condition for
F-concavity to be preserved by the Dirichlet parabolic flow.

Theorem 6.2 Let F' be admissible on I = [0,a) with a € (0,00] such that F € C?(intI). Let
Q be a conver domain in R™ and the elliptic operator L satisfy conditions (L1’) and (L2’) with
c=01in Q. Then F-concavity is preserved by the Dirichlet parabolic flow associated with L in
if and only if the following conditions hold:

(1) (log fr) (2){A(2)6,0) are concave with respect to (z,z) € Q x Jr for any 6 € R™;
(2) b is affine in Q fori=1,...,n;
(3) limy 4o F(r) = —oo, F' > 0 inint I, and (log f}.)" is concave in Jp.

Proof. Assume that F-concavity is preserved by the Dirichlet parabolic flow associated with L
in Q under conditions (L1’) and (L2’). By Proposition (2) we see that condition (3) holds.
Furthermore, thanks to parabolic regularity theorems (see e.g. [38, Chapter IV, Theorem 10.1}),
we see that assumption (II’) in Proposition holds. Then Proposition implies that, for
any 6 = (01,...,0,) € R” and ¢ € R, the function

Zbi(w)ei + (log f7)'((0,2) + £){A(2)0,6) (6.1)

is concave in {z € Q| (0, z)+¢ € Jp}. Then we observe that the function Y"1 | b*(z)6; is concave
with respect to x € Q for any 6 = (61, ...,6,) € R", which implies that b’ is concave and convex
in Q for i« = 1,...,n. Thus condition (2) holds. Furthermore, by (G.I) we see that, for any
0 € R",

(log f7) ({0, z) + £){A(x)0,0) are concave in {z € Q| (0,z) + ¢ € Jr}. (6.2)

Then we obtain condition (1). Indeed, if not, we find A € (0,1), z, y € Q, and z, w € Jp such
that

(log f7) (1 = N)z + Aw){A((1 = Nz + \y)6,6)

< (1 X)(log J)' (:)(A(2)0.6) + Allog f+) (1) (A(4)6. ). (63)
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Thanks to the continuity of A, we can assume that x # y. Then we find # € R such that
z—w=(xr —y,0). Setting £ = z — (A, z), we obtain

z=(0,z)+ ¢, w=(0,y)+".

This together with (6.3)) implies that (6.2]) does not hold, which is a contradiction. Thus condi-
tion (1) holds.

Conversely, under conditions (1)—(3), by Proposition we see that, if Q is a smooth,
bounded, and convex domain in R”, and ¢ € Co[F]N BCy(Q), then etr2¢ € Cq[F] for t > 0. For
any convex domain 2, we apply the same argument as in Step 2 of the proof of Theorem [E.1] to
see that F-concavity is preserved by the Dirichlet parabolic flow associated with L in £2. Thus
Theorem follows. O

Similarly, we obtain a sufficient and necessary condition for log-concavity to be preserved by
the Dirichlet parabolic flow in every convex domain in R™ under conditions (L1’) and (L2’).

Theorem 6.3 Let the elliptic operator L satisfy conditions (L1’) and (L2’) with Q replaced
by R™. Assume that log-concavity is preserved by the Dirichlet parabolic flow associated with L
in R™ under conditions (L1’) and (L2’). Then the following conditions hold:

(1) the matriz A is constant in R™;
(2) b is affine in R™ fori=1,...,n;
(3) c is convex in R™.

Conversely, under conditions (1), (2), and (3), log-concavity is preserved by the Dirichlet parabolic
flow associated with L in every conver domain in R™.

Proof. Assume that log-concavity is preserved by the Dirichlet parabolic flow associated with
L in R™. Proposition implies that, for any 6 = (61,...,6,,) € R™, the function

D 6 ()6; — c(x) + (A(x),06)
i=1

is concave in R"™. Then, for any § € R", (A(x)d,0) is concave and nonnegative in R™. This
implies condition (1). Furthermore, we see that for any § € R™, >°"  b'(x)6; is concave in R",
and we obtain condition (2). Then condition (3) also holds.

Conversely, under conditions (1), (2), (3), applying the same argument as in Step 2 of the
proof of Theorem [(.I] we see that log-concavity is preserved by the Dirichlet parabolic flow
associated with L in every convex domain in R™. Thus Theorem follows. O

6.2 Semilinear heat equation

In this subsection we consider the Cauchy—Dirichlet problem for a semilinear heat equation
Ou = Au+rklulP~u  in Qx(0,7),
u(x,t) =0 on 90 x[0,T)ifdQ#0, (SH)
u(z,0) = ¢(x) >0 in Q,

where T' € (0,00], ¢ € L>®(Q2), k € R, and p > 1. Problem (SH) possesses a unique classical

L*>(Q)-solution Sq(-)¢ for some T' € (0,00] (see [42, Section 15] for the existence and the
uniqueness of classical L>(€2)-solutions of problem (SH)). Then

Sa()6 € BCH(Q x (0,T) N C@x (0,7)),  Jim [1Sa(t)é — ¢/ 6]|1<(a) =0,
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and

($a(00)@) = | Ganlirv:0)0(0) dy
[ [ Gantent = 9l(Sa)0) )P (Sa(s)6) ) dy ds

for all (z,t) € 2 x (0,T). Let z be a solution of the ODE 2" = k|z[P~'z with 2(0) = ||¢|| (0,
that is,
1
_1 "
2(0) = 9llp=q) (1= vl = VelloF ) 7
Let Ths (resp. Tj;) be the maximal existence time of the solution Sq(-)¢ (resp. z). Then it
follows from the comparison principle that

0 < (Sa(t)g)(x) < z(t) for (x,t) € Qx(0,Tx),

Tar > Thy = ﬁumuﬁf@’ if k>0, Ty=T; =00 if K<0. (6.4)
Notice that, if k > 0, then it does not necessarily hold that Th; = co (see e.g. [18,46]). We
also observe from the strong maximum principle that (Sq(t)¢)(z) > 0 for (z,t) € Q x (0,Ty) if
¢ #0in L>®(Q).

Problem (SH) has been studied from various points of view (see e.g. the monograph [42] and
references therein). Behavior of solutions of problem (SH) depends on the exponent p, the sign
of k, the behavior of the initial datum ¢, and the shape of the domain 2. In the case where
k> 0 and p > 1+ 2/n, the large time behavior of solutions with Q = R™ depends on the size
of the initial datum (see e.g. [29,[44]). On the other hand, in the case x < 0, the large time
behavior of solutions with 2 = R" varies widely with the behavior of the initial datum ¢ at the
space infinity and the sign of p — (1 +2/n) (see e.g. [19,28,[37]).

Concavity properties of solutions of problem (SH) have been studied only in the case k < 0,
where the preservation of log-concavity by solutions of problem (SH) has been established in
[20L22]. In the case k > 0, Corollary [4.7] implies that log-concavity is not preserved by classical
solutions of problem (SH). The aim of this section is to characterize F-concavities, in particular,
the strongest and the weakest ones, preserved by solutions of problem (SH).

Definition 6.4 Let F' be admissible on I = [0,a) with a € (0,00] and Q a conver domain in R™.
We say that F-concavity is preserved by solutions of problem (SH) if

Sa(t)p € CalF) holds for all ¢ € Co[F] N L>(Y) and t € (0,Thr).

We start with proving that the disruption of F-concavity by DHF implies the same by
solutions of problem (SH).

Proposition 6.5 Let F' be admissible on I = [0,a) with a € (0,00] and Q a convexr domain

in R™. If F-concavity is not preserved by DHF in R™, then there exists ¢ € CqlF| N BCy(£2)
such that Sq(t)¢ is not F-concave in Q for some t € (0,Tr).

Proof. Thanks to (I.2), we can assume, without loss of generality, that 0 € €. Set €, := (€ for

¢=1,2,.... Assume that there exists ¢ € Crn[F] N L>®(R") such that e™*2" ¢ is not F-concave
in R™ for some 7 > 0, that is,
F((e™ 9)((1 = A€+ An) < (1= NF (™" ¢)(€)) + AF((e7=" ) (n)) (6.5)
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for some &, n € R™ and A € (0,1). By the same argument as in the proof of Proposition B:ﬂ_we

find a sequence {/;} C {¢} with lim;_, ¢; = oo such that there exists ¢y, € Cq, [F] N BCy(fy;)
J

satisfying

sup [|6¢; [l oo @) < 191l 2o ), (6.6)
j
A
lim (et o ¢gj> (z) = (e"®*" ¢)(x) uniformly on compact sets in R™ x (0, oc).
J—0Q

We write €2; := €y, and ¢; := ¢, for simplicity.
Since £; — 0o as j — oo, taking large enough j, by (6.4) and (6.6)) we find a unique L>°(€2;)-
classical solution v; of the problem

0w = Av + ﬁ€;2|v|p_1v in Q; x(0,1),
v=20 on 09Q; x (0,1) if 0Q; # 0, (6.7)
v(z,0) = ¢;(x) in Q.

Set

e
V() = (1 T sl 2 (p— 1) / (i ¢]HL<><>(Q ) o V() == (1) <etAQj¢j> (z),
for (x,t) € ; x (0,1). Since
OV = AVFE = £l F 0 1 657 0 e My i 2 (0,1),
we have
AV AV 2 WGV PV, Yy AV S sV Y

. . —+ — . . .
in @ x (0,1), that is, V;" (resp. V;7) is a supersolution (resp. subsolution) of problem (6.7).
Furthermore,

v; = VjjE on 08 x (0,1) if 9Q; # 0 and on ©; x {0}.
Then the comparison principle for problem (6.7) implies that

Vi (z,t) <wvj(z,t) < Vf(m,t) in Q; x(0,1). (6.8)
On the other hand, by (6.6]) we have
|7ji(7') -1 < C€j2/0 Hgiji;l(Qj) ds —0 as j— oo, (6.9)
where 7 is as in (6.5]). Combining (6.5]), (6.8), and (6.9), we obtain
Foj((1 = A&+ A, 7)) < (1= A F(v(€,7)) + AF(v;(n, 7)) (6.10)

for large enough j.
Set uj(x,t) = vj(ﬁjm,@t) for (z,t) € Q x [0,6]»_2). Then u; is a solution of problem (SH)
such that u;(+,0) € Cq[F] N BCy(2). Furthermore, it follows from (6.I0) that
F (ui (1= M)+ Anjy 7)) < (1= A F(u;(&5,75)) + AF (u; (1, 7))

for large enough j, where &; := ej—lg M= 6]»_177, and 7; := 6]»_27'. These mean that F-concavity
is not preserved by solutions of problem (SH). Thus Proposition follows. O

Similarly to the proof of Proposition [6.5] we see that the disruption of quasi-concavity by DHF
implies the same by solutions of problem (SH).
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Proposition 6.6 Let F' be admissible on I = [0,a) with a € (0,00] and Q a convex domain
in R™. Assume that there exists ¢ € Crn|[F] N L>(R™) such that €™ 8" ¢ is not quasi-concave

in R™ for some 7 > 0. Then there exists 1 € Cq[F| N BCy(S2) such that Sq(t)y is not quasi-
concave in § for some t € (0,Tar).

Combining Propositions 6.1 [6.5] and with Theorems B.1] and £.2], we have:
Theorem 6.7 Let F' be admissible on I = [0,a) with a € (0,00] and Q a conver domain in R™.

(1) Assume that F-concavity is preserved by solutions of problem (SH). Then the following
properties hold.

(i) F-concavity is weaker than Hgy-concavity in Aq(I) and lim,_, o F(r) = —oc.

(ii) Let n > 2. Then F-concavity is stronger than log-concavity in Aq(I). Furthermore,
if a function f is F-concave in Q, then so is kf for k € (0,1).

(iii) If F € C?(intI), then F satisfies conditions (1)~(3) of Proposition 6.1

(2) If F-concavity is not stronger than log-concavity in Aq(I) and n > 2, then there exists

¢ € ColF| N BCy(Q2) such that Sq(t)¢ is not quasi-concave in Q for some t € (0,Ty).

Proof. Assume that F-concavity is preserved by solutions of problem (SH). Proposition im-
plies that F-concavity is preserved by DHF in R™. Then, combing Theorem (.1l Theorem [5.2]
and Proposition [6.1] with Lemma 2.6], we obtain assertion (1). Assertion (2) follows from Theo-
rem [5.2] and Proposition The proof is complete. O

Now we are in position to state the main results of this subsection: Theorem and Theo-
rem [6.91 The former concerns with the case of k > 0 and the latter with x < 0.

Theorem 6.8 Let F be admissible on I = [0,a) with a € (0,00 such that F € C?*(intI).
Let Q be a convexr domain in R™ and k > 0. Then F'-concavity is not preserved by solutions of
problem (SH).

Proof. Assume that F-concavity is preserved by solutions of problem (SH). It follows from
Theorem and Proposition that F-concavity is preserved by DHF in Q. This together
with Theorem (1) yields lim,_, 1o F(r) = —oc and F’ > 0 in int I. By parabolic regularity
theorems (see e.g. [38, Chapter IV]) we see that assumption (II’) in Proposition holds for
problem (SH). Then, by Proposition [L.5] for any § € R™ and ¢ € R, we see that

Srl(6,2) 1 0P fh((6,2)+ )
TelOa)+0 " fl(0,2)+0)

is concave in {z € Q|(0,z) + ¢ € Jp}. This implies that fr(2)?/f}(z) is concave with respect
to z € Jrp. Then we see that

012

<§i(8;>/ (e <p _ %ﬁ?@) is non-increasing in Jp. (6.11)

On the other hand, it follows from Theorem [6.7] (1)-(iii) (see also Proposition 6.1 (3)) that fr/fF
is convex in Jg, which implies that

(fF(Z)>/ _,_ fr&)fp()
fp(2) fp(2)?

is non-decreasing in Jp. (6.12)
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Since fr is strictly increasing in Jp, by (6.11) and (6.12) we see that
!/
<f—f> =—(p-1) in Jp,
fr
that is, there exists C7 € R such that

fr(2)
fr(2)

Since fr/fr > 0in Jp, we see that —(p — 1)F(a) + Cy > 0. Then there exists Cy > 0 such that

=—(p—1)z+C, for ze€Jp.

f(z)=Co(—(p—1z+ Cl)fp_il for ze Jp,

that is,

1 r\~®Y Cy
Firy=———+= fi el.
(r) p—1<02> +p—1 or 7
Lemma [Z.5] implies that F-concavity coincides with —(p — 1)-concavity in Aq(I). On the other
hand, Theorem (1)-(iii) implies that F-concavity is stronger than log-concavity in Aq(I).
This is a contradiction (see Example 211 (1)). Thus F-concavity is not preserved by solutions
of problem (SH), and Theorem [6.8] follows. O

In the case k < 0, we have:
Theorem 6.9 Let F be admissible on I = [0,a) with a € (0,00] and F € C?(intI). Let Q2 be a

convex domain in R"™ and k < 0. Then F-concavity is preserved by solutions of problem (SH) if
and only if lim,_, o F(r) = —oo, F' >0 inint I, and

P
the functions Fy := (log f) and Fo := ﬁf—F are concave in Jp. (6.13)

i
In particular,
(1) log-concavity is preserved by solutions of problem (SH):
(2) a-log-concavity is preserved by solutions of problem (SH) if and only if o € [1/2,1]:
(3) for any a € (0,00], Hq-concavity is preserved by solutions of problem (SH).

Proof. Assume that lim, 1o F(r) = —oo, F/ > 0 in int I, and (6I3]) holds. It follows from
(613) that the function

fr(z)P 7(2) o2 2
e TR R AR

is concave with respect to z € Jp for any 6 € R™. Then Proposition implies that F-concavity
is preserved by solutions of problem (SH) in the case  is a smooth bounded convex domain.
Then, by the same argument as in Step 2 of the proof of Theorem [5.1]we obtain the preservation
of F-concavity by solutions of problem (SH) for a generic convex domain.

Conversely, assume that F-concavity is preserved by solutions of problem (SH). Then, simi-
larly to the proof of Theorem 6.8, we see that, for any § € R™ and ¢ € R, the function

KfF(<9’x>+£)p %((0,1‘>+£)
fr(0,2) +6)  frp((0,7) +0)

107 = F2({0, ) +€) + F1((0,z) + 0)6]”
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is concave in {z € Q|(0,z) + ¢ € Jp}. Since 0 and ¢ are arbitrary, we observe that each of
the functions F; and F» is concave in Jp, that is, (€.I3) holds. Furthermore, it follows from
Theorem [6.7] (1)-(iii) that lim,_, o F(r) = —ooc and F’ > 0 in int I.

It remains to prove assertions (1)—(3). We prove assertion (1). It suffices to prove that (6.13)
holds in the case F' = ®¢: since fr(z) = e for z € Jp = R, we have

Fi(z) =1, Folz) = ke V?  for zeR,

which are concave in R since k¥ < 0. Thus (6.I3]) holds, and assertion (1) follows.

We prove assertion (2). We write f, := fr, and J, := Jp, for simplicity. By the above
arguments we see that a-log-concavity is preserved by solutions of problem (SH) if and only if
lim, 40 Lo(r) = —o0o, L, > 0 in int I, and the functions (log f7,)" and L/ f, are concave in J,.

If @ <0, then Ly(r) = 1/a as r — +0. If o = 0, since

—e™ % ! —e -z " —e % -2z —e % _—z f(g(z) -z
fa(z) =€ , Jalz) =€ e folz) =€ e —e e, T =e -1,
fa(2)
for 2 € J, = R, we see that (log f/)" is not concave in J,. Therefore, by (6I3]) we see that
a-log-concavity is not preserved by solutions of problem (SH) if o < 0.
Let @ > 0. Then J, = (—o0,1/a) and

fa(z) = exp (—(1 — ozz)é> for z € J,.

It follows that

71 = (0= 1)1 - 022 + (1 =022 ful2),
Filz)=(a—1)(1—-az) '+ (1 —az) T,
Fo(z) = k(1 — az)? éfa(z)p_l,

for z € J,. Then

Fl(z) =2a%*(a—1)(1 —az) 4+ (a —1)(2a — 1)(1 — az)*‘%é,
Fy(z) = —r(a—1)(1 — 042')_éfoé(z)1”_1 + k(p — 1) fal(2)P7H,

) (1= 02) "% fal2)!
— (o= 1)(p = D)1 = a2) " a2 5~ 1’1~ 02) " E fal2)P
for z € J,. We observe that F}' < 0in J, if and only if o € [1/2,1]. Furthermore, if o € [1/2,1],
then 7Y < 0 in J,. Therefore we deduce that a-log-concavity is preserved by solutions of
problem (SH) if and only if o € [1/2,1]. Thus assertion (2) follows.

We prove assertion (3). It suffices to consider the case of a < oco. Indeed, assertion (3)
follows assertion (1) if @ = co. Since ah is the inverse function of H, in R, by (2.5) we have

Y PG 1h(z)
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Then F; is concave in R. Furthermore, it follows from (23] that

_ _ _ n'(z _ _ aP~t h(z)P
Fh(2) = kaP " ph(2)P~! — kaP T h(z)P h’((z))2 = ka? ph(z)P7 + & 5 2%7

1 5 a” T h(z)P aP! L1, @ Sh(z)P
Fl(2) = kaP"'p(p — Dh(2)P*H (2) + > W) +r 5 pzh(2)P7" + K T W)

for z € R, and we see that FJ < 0 in [0,00). On the other hand, it follows from (2.7)) that
1
h'(z) > —§zh(z) for zeR.
Then we have

a’~1p aP~1 h(z)P aP~1 S h(z)P
—9 p—1 2
5 (p—2)zh(z)P"" +k > W) K% W)

Fy(2) < —k (6.14)
for z € (—00,0), and we see that F5 < 0 in (—o0,0) if p > 2. We deduce that F}(z) < 0 in R if
p =2

We consider the case of 1 < p < 2. Since Hj-concavity is preserved by DHF in €, by
Proposition (3) we see that (logh)" is (—1)-concave in R, which together with (Z35]) implies

that
M\, h@E'E\ () h(z) |z zh(2)h(2)
o< (w) = (") = (v0) =i 5 2 615)
_ h(z) |z Z%h(2) ‘
= W) + 3 + 10 (2) for zeR.
By (6.14) and (6.15]) we obtain
ap~1 aP~t h(z)P aP~t z)P
Fy(z) < —k |z|h(2)P! + 5 ZE(;) + K 1 22 ZE(;)
z z 22h(z
= kaP " h(z)P7? 3+ 2% (z) + 4hf,b((z)) <0

for z € (—00,0). Thus FY <0 in R if 1 < p < 2. Therefore, each of F; and JF is concave in R,
and H,-concavity is preserved by solutions of problem (SH). Thus assertion (3) follows, and the
proof of Theorem is complete. O

By a direct consequence of Theorem with £ = 0 we have:

Corollary 6.10 Let Q) be a convexr domain in R™ and a € R. Then a-log-concavity is preserved
by DHF in Q if and only if o € [1/2,1].

6.3 Porous medium equation and parabolic p-Laplace equation

In this subsection we discuss the preservation of concavity property by solutions of the Cauchy—
Dirichlet problem for the porous medium equation and the parabolic p-Laplace equation.
Consider the Cauchy—Dirichlet problem for the porous medium equation
Oru = A(u™) in Qx(0,00),
u=0 on 90 x (0,00) if IQ # 0, (PM)
u(,0)=¢>0 in £,
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where m > 1 and ¢ € L*°(Q2). The porous medium equation provides a simple model in many
physical situations and the preservation of power concavity by solutions of problem (PM) has
been studied in many papers, see e.g. [5L8[1TL14H16,22,[241[40] and references therein. (See also
the monograph [45] for the the existence and the uniqueness of solutions of problem (PM) and
for related topics.) Among others, Bénilan and Vazquez [5, Theorem 1] proved the preservation
of (m — 1)-concavity by solutions of (PM) in the case 2 = R. Furthermore, Daskalopoulos,
Hamilton, and Lee [16, Theorem 1.1] proved that (m — 1)/2-concavity is preserved by solutions
of problem (PM) in the case 2 = R™ with n > 1 under the following non-degeneracy condition

on ¢y, == ¢m L

¢m has a compact support D;
(6.16)

¢m is smooth on D and rr}:i)n (pm + |Vbm|?) > 0.

On the other hand, it was also proved in [22, Theorem 1.3] that (m —1)/2-concavity is preserved
by solutions of problem (PM) in the case where  is a smooth, bounded, and convex domain

in R” and ¢ € BCy(R2) with ¢ > 01in €. Then, similarly to DHF, the following question naturally
arises:

(Q5) if a # (m — 1)/2, is a-concavity preserved by solutions of problem (PM)?

(See [45], Page 520] for related questions.) A partial negative answer to question (Q5) was given
in [24] Theorem 1.1] for the case of n > 2. Recently, question (Q5) was negatively and perfectly
resolved by [I1, Theorem 1.1] in the case where 2 = R?, but it remains open in the other cases.

Although problem (PM) is outside the framework of the previous sections, as a direct applica-
tion of the argument in the proof of Proposition 4] we obtain a negative answer to question (Q5)
for all dimension.

Theorem 6.11 Let n > 1, m > 1, and —oco < a < (m —1)/2.

(1) Let Q be a bounded convex domain in R™. Then there exists ¢ € Cq[Py] N BCy(2) with
¢ > 0 in Q such that the corresponding solution of problem (PM) is not a-concave in
for some t > 0.

(2) Let D be compact and convex in R™. There exists ¢ € Crn|®4] such that ¢, = ¢™ !
satisfies condition ([6.16]) and the corresponding solution of problem (PM) with = R™ is
not a-concave in R™ for some t > 0.

Proof. We prove assertion (1). Thanks to the boundedness of © and (LZ), we can assume,
without loss of generality, that
(er,z) >0 for x€Q.

Let —oo < a < (m —1)/2. Set

P(z) := { e zpe it a0, (6.17)

eleno) if a=0,

for x € Q). Then ¢ is a-concave in ().

Let u be the solution of (PM) with the initial datum ¢. It follows from the comparison
principle that w > 0 in © x [0,00). Then parabolic regularity theorems (see [38, Chapter V])
imply that u € C%1(Q x [0,00)). Assume that u(-,t) is a-concave in Q for all £ > 0, that is,

Dau((1— N + Ay, 1) — (1= N (ule, 1)) — A®a(uly, 1)) > 0
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for 7, € Q, t > 0, and A € (0, 1). Furthermore, by (GI7) we have
Do (u((1 =Nz + Ay, 0)) = (1 = N)@a(u(x,0)) = Ala(u(y,0)) =0
for z, y € Q. Then we observe that
(0:®a(u)) (1 =Xz + Ay, 0)) — (1 = A) (01 Pa(u)) (,0) = A (A®a(w)) (,0) =0 (6.18)

for x, y € Q.
On the other hand, it follows from (PM) and (6.17)) that

m <m - 1) <e1,z>_1+m7_1 if a#0,
(0:Pa(u)) (2,0) = ¢(2)*H(Ag")(2) = ¢ @ @
m2e(m—1){e1,2) if a=0,

for z € Q. Then relation (GI8]) leads the concavity of (9P, (u)) (+,0), and we have

m—1

0<—1+ <1 if a#0, m*m-12<0 if a=0.

These are both contradictions. Thus a-concavity is not preserved by the solution w. Finally,
similarly to Lemma [3.4] we approximate ¢ by positive functions belonging to Cq[®,|NBCy(2) to
obtain assertion (1). Applying a similar argument with 2 replaced by D, we obtain assertion (2).

Thus Theorem follows. O
Finally, we consider the Cauchy—Dirichlet problem for the parabolic p-Laplace equation

Opu = div (|Vul[P~2Vu) in Qx(0,00),
u=0 on 90 x (0,00) if O # 0, (PP)
u(-,0) =¢ >0 in €,

where p > 2 and ¢ € L*™°(Q). See e.g. [17] for the existence, the uniqueness, and the regularity
of solutions of problem (PP). Little is known concerning the preservation of concavity properties
by solution of the parabolic p-Laplace equation, and the only available result is in [39], where
Lee proved that (p — 2)/p-concavity is preserved by solutions of problem (PP) with Q = R"
under the following non-degeneracy condition on ¢, := pP=2)/ (1),

¢p has a compact support D;
(6.19)

¢p is smooth on D and Hgn (pp + [Vp|) > 0.

On the other hand, by the same argument as in the proof of Theorem [6.11] we have the following
result for problem (PP).

Theorem 6.12 Letn > 1, p > 2, and —oco < a < (p — 2)/p.

(1) Let Q be a bounded convexr domain in R™. Then there exists ¢ € Cq|®q] N BCy(Q) with
¢ > 0 in Q such that the corresponding solution of problem (PP) is not a-concave in Q for
some t > 0.

(2) Let D be convex and compact in R™. There exists ¢ € Crn|[®,] such that @, = ¢P~2/P=1)
satisfies (©19) and the corresponding solution of problem (PP) with Q = R"™ is not a-
concave in R™ for some t >0
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Proof. We prove assertion (1). Thanks to the boundedness of © and (LZ), we can assume,
without loss of generality, that
(er,z) >0 for x€Q.

Let —oco < a < (p—2)/p and let ¢ be as in the proof of Theorem [6.11] Since V¢ # 0 in Q, for

any x € Q, the corresponding solution u of problem (PP) is C?%!-smooth in a neighborhood of

(x,0) in 2 x [0,00). (See e.g. [17] and [38, Chapters IV and V].) Furthermore,

P __1 1ma a(el, z>%*(p*1) if a#0,

$(2)° " 1div (|V[P2Ve)(z) = { lalP7?a a (6.20)
(p — 1)eP=2)e12) it a=0,

for z € Q.
Assume that u(-,t) is a-concave in ) for all ¢ > 0. Applying the same argument as in the
proof of Theorem [G.1T], by (6.20) we see o # 0 and

~9
0<% po1<1
[0

This implies that o > (p—2)/p, which yields a contradiction. Thus a-concavity is not preserved
by the solution u. Finally, we approximate ¢ by functions belonging to Cqo[®,]NBCy(£2) to obtain
assertion (1). Applying a similar argument with € replaced by D, we obtain assertion (2) is

similar. Thus Theorem [6.12] follows. O
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