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Abstract

We are interested in the so-called “combined effect” of two different
kinds of nonlinear terms for semilinear wave equations in one space
dimension. Recently, the first result with the same formulation as
in the higher dimensional case has been obtained if and only if the
total integral of the initial speed is zero, namely Huygens’ principle
holds. In this paper, we extend the nonlinear term to the general
form including the product type. Such model equations are extremely
meaningful only in one space dimension because the most cases in
higher dimensions possess the global-in-time existence of a classical
solution in the general theory for nonlinear wave equations. It is also
remarkable that our results on the lifespan estimates are partially
better than those of the general theory. This fact tells us that there is a
possibility to improve the general theory which was expected complete
more than 30 years ago.

arXiv:2305.00180v2 [math.AP] 27 Jul 2023

*Master course, Mathematical Institute, Tohoku University, Aoba, Sendai 980-8578,
Japan. email: ryuki.kido.t1@dc.tohoku.ac.jp (Kido), shu.takamatsu.r8@dc.tohoku.ac.jp
(Takamatsu).

fDepartment of Mathematical Engineering, Faculty of Engineering, Musashino Uni-
versity, 3-3-3 Ariake, Koto-ku, Tokyo 135-8181, Japan./ Mathematical Institute, Tohoku
University, Aoba, Sendai 980-8578, Japan. e-mail: t-sasaki@musashino-u.ac.jp.

fMathematical Institute, Tohoku University, Aoba, Sendai 980-8578, Japan. e-mail:
hiroyuki.takamura.al@tohoku.ac.jp.


http://arxiv.org/abs/2305.00180v2

1 Introduction
Let us consider the initial value problems;

Ut — Uz = Alug|P|u]|? + Blu|” in R x(0,7), (1.1)
u(z,0) =ef(x), u(z,0) =eg(x), = €R, ‘

where p,q,7 > 1, A,B > 0 and T > 0. We assume that f and g are
given smooth functions of compact support and a parameter € > 0 is “small
enough”. We are interested in the lifespan T'(¢), the maximal existence time,
of classical solutions of (1.1). Our results in this paper are the following
estimates for A > 0 and B > 0;

T() ~ min{Ce~PT=1) Ce=r=/2y if / g(x)dz #0 (1.2)
R
and
Ce—(P+)(r=1)/(r+1)
T(e) ~ for == 1 SPHGsT if / g(z)dx = 0. (1.3)
)/(r+1)} R

min{Ce~P+i=1) Cg—r(r—1

otherwise

Here we denote the fact that there are positive constants, C; and Cy, inde-
pendent of ¢ satisfying A(e,Cy) < T'(e) < A(e,Cy) by T'(e) ~ A(e,C). We
note that (1.2) and (1.3) are already established in the special setting ¢ = 0
by Morisawa, Sasaki and Takamura [17], but it is a non-trivial business to
extend it to (1.1) due to the first term of product type for which different
estimates from ¢ = 0 are required in the proof. Also we note that the case of
p=1,or g =1, is excluded because there is no hope to construct a classical
solution due to lack of the differentiability. If we replace |u;|P|u|? with wg|u|?
forp=1and ¢ > 1, |w|Pu for p > 1 and ¢ = 1, wyu for p = ¢ = 1, then we
may have the similar result at least of the existence part, but our method in
this paper cannot be applicable directly for such terms.
First we note that it was conjectured that

T(e) ~ Ce™®r=) for A>0and B = 0.

This was verified by Zhou [23] for the upper bound with integer p, g satisfying
p>1,¢>0,p+ ¢ > 2, and by Li,Yu and Zhou [12, 13] for the lower bound
with integer p,q satisfying p + ¢ > 2 including more general but smooth
terms. Note that [23] is a preprint version of Zhou [22] in which only the



case of ¢ = 0 is considered. But it is easy to apply its argument to the case
of ¢ > 0 by making use of

uel?[ul? = (p/(p+ q))" | (JulT2/P), | (1.4)

as in [23]. For the sake of completeness of this paper, we shall repeat its
proof in Appendix below.
On the other hand, Zhou [21] obtained

Ce=(r=1)/2 if / g(z)dz # 0,
T(e) ~ for A=0and B > 0.
Cer=0/0+) if | g(z)dxr =0
R

Therefore (1.2) and (1.3) are quite natural as taking the minimum of both
results except for the first case in (1.3), in which, we have

Ce~Pta)(r=1/r+1) < min{cgf(qufl)’ Cgfr(rfl)/(ﬂrl)}

1 1.5
Tt cprg<r (1.5)

for

We shall call this special phenomenon by “generalized combined effect” of
two nonlinearities. The original combined effect, which means the case of
g = 0, was first observed by Han and Zhou [2] which targets to show the
optimality of the result of Katayama [7] on the lower bound of the lifespan of
classical solutions of nonlinear wave equations with a nonlinear term u? + u*
in two space dimensions including more general nonlinear terms. It is known
that T'(e) ~ exp (Ce™?) for the nonlinear term u? and T'(¢) = oo for the
nonlinear term u*, but Katayama [7] obtained only a much worse estimate
than their minimum as 7'(¢) > ce~*®. Surprisingly, more than ten years later,
Han and Zhou [2] showed that this result is optimal as T'(g) < Ce™'8. They
also considered (1.1) with ¢ = 0 for all space dimensions n bigger than 1 and
obtain the upper bound of the lifespan. Its counter part, the lower bound of
the lifespan, was obtained by Hidano, Wang and Yokoyama [3] for n = 2, 3.
See the introduction of [3] for the precise results and references. We note
that the first case in (1.3) with ¢ = 0 coincides with the lifespan estimate for
the combined effect in [2, 3] if one sets n = 1 formally. Indeed, [2] and [3]
showed that

T(e) ~ Ce= =D/ +)=(n=Dp(r—1)} (1.6)
holds for n = 2, 3 provided
2
(r—l){(n—l)p—2}<4,2§p§r§2p—1,r>—1. (1.7)
n J—



Later, Dai, Fang and Wang [1| improved the lower bound of lifespan for
the critical case in [3]. They also show that T'(¢) < oo for all p,r > 1 in
case of n = 1, i.e. (1.1) with ¢ = 0. For the non-Euclidean setting of the
results above, see Liu and Wang [14] for example, in which the application
to semilinear damped wave equations is included.

Finally we strongly remark that our estimates in (1.2) and (1.3) are better
than those of the general theory by Li, Yu and Zhou [12, 13] in case of

r+1
2

<p+q<r and /g(:p)d:p:()
R

with integer p, ¢, > 2. Because our result on the lower bound of the lifespan
can be established also for the smooth terms as u; — uz, = ufu? + u”. The
typical example is (p, ¢, 7) = (2,2,6). This fact shows a possibility to improve
the general theory. For details, see the last half of the next section. We note
that this kind of observations in Morisawa, Sasaki and Takamura [17] has
an error by wrong citation in the third case in (2.24) in [17]. This paper
corrects it. We also note that, even for the original combined effect of ¢ = 0,
the integer points satisfying (1.7) are (p,7) = (2,3), (3, 3), (3,4) for n = 2 and
(p,7r) = (2,2) for n = 3, but (1.6) with p = r agrees with the case of A =0
and B > 0. See Introduction of Imai, Kato, Takamura and Wakasa [4] for
references on the case of A =0 and B > 0. Hence one can say that only the
lifespan estimates with (p,r) = (2,3),(3,4) for n = 2 are essentially in the
combined effect case. If ¢ # 0, p is replaced with p + ¢ in the results above.
Therefore it has less meaningful to consider (1.1) in higher space dimensions,
n > 2, if we discuss the optimality of the general theory.

Of course, some special structure of the nonlinear terms such as “null
condition” guarantees the global-in-time existence. See Nakamura [16], Luli,
Yang and Yu [15], Zha [19, 20] for examples in this direction. But we are
interested in the optimality of the general theory. The details are discussed
at the end of Section 2 below. This work is initiated by series of papers,
Kitamura [8], Kitamura, Morisawa and Takamura [9, 10], Kitamura, Taka-
mura and Wakasa [11], in which the weighted nonlinear terms are considered
for the purpose to be a trigger to extend the general theory to the one for
non-autonomous equations.

This paper is organized as follows. In the next section, the preliminaries
are introduced. Moreover, (1.2) and (1.3) are divided into four theorems,
and we compare our results with those of the general theory. Sections 3 is
devoted to the proof of the existence part of (1.2). Sections 4 and 5 are
devoted to the proof of the existence part of (1.3). Their main strategy is
the iteration method in the weighted L> space due to Morisawa, Sasaki and
Takamura [17] which is originally introduced by John [5]. Finally, we prove

4



the blow-up part of (1.2) and (1.3) by following essentially, Han and Zhou
[2] for the generalized combined effect, and the iteration argument in [17] for
other cases.

2 Preliminaries and main results

Throughout this paper, we assume that the initial data (f,g) € CZ(R) x
C}(R) satisfies

supp f, suppg C{z € R:|z| <R}, R>1. (2.1)

Let u be a classical solution of (1.1) in the time interval [0, 7]. Then the
support condition of the initial data, (2.1), implies that

supp u(x,t) C {(x,t) e R x [0,T] : |z| <t + R}. (2.2)

For example, see Appendix of John [6] for this fact.
It is well-known that u satisfies the following integral equation.

u(w,t) = eu’(2,t) + L(AJu,"|u|* + Blu|")(2, 1), (2.3)
where u° is a solution of the free wave equation with the same initial data,
0 1 1 T+t
W)= e+ -0y [ gy 24
r—t

and a linear integral operator L for a function v = v(x,¢) in Duhamel’s term
is defined by

L) (@, 1) = %/0 ds/x oy, s)dy. (2.5)

—t+s
Then, one can apply the time-derivative to (2.3) to obtain

uy(z,t) = eud (z,t) + L' (Alug[P|ul? + Blu|")(x,t) (2.6)

and
(1) = %{f’(x +t) = flla—t) +glz+t)+glz—1)},  (27)

where L’ for a function v = v(z,t) is defined by

L'(v)(z,t) := % /0 {v(x+t—s,5)+v(r—t+s,s)}ds. (2.8)



On the other hand, applying the space-derivative to (2.3), we have
Ug(x,t) = eul (2, t) + L' (Aluy|P|u|? + Blu|")(x,t) (2.9)

and
Wat) = S0+ o= bgle ) —gle—0), (210

where I/ for a function v = v(z,t) is defined by

L'(v)(x,t) :== % /0 {v(x+t—s,8)—v(xr—t+s,s)}ds. (2.11)

Therefore, u, is expressed by v and u;. Moreover, one more space-derivative
to (2.6) yields that

U (2, 1) = eul (z,1)
FAL (plugPPupuie [ul? + qlu|Puug JuP) (x, 1) (2.12)
+BL (r|u|"2uu,) (z, 1)

and
1
up(2,0) = S @+ ) = e =)+ g @+ )+ gz -0} (213)
Similarly, we have that

walo,t) = cu (1) + Ao, Oz, O + Blu(e, )"
+A£(plut|p_2ututmIUIq + qlu] " Pung|uP) (2, t)
+BL (r|u|" *uu, ) (z,t)

and
Wy, 0) = S{F w4 1)+ )+ a4 1) — g = 1))

Therefore, uy is expressed by u, uy, Uy, uy, and so is u,,, because of

Upe (2, 1) = eul (7,1
AL (plue " *upursul” + qlul®uug ") (2, 1)
+BL (r|u|" *uu, ) (z, t)

and

ugm(‘ra t) - ugt(xa t)'

First, we note the following fact.



Proposition 2.1 Assume that (f,g) € C*(R) x C*(R). Let (u,w) be a C!
solution of a system of integral equations;

— 0 Ply|q r
{ u = cu’ + L(Alw|P|u|? + Blul"), in R x [0, 7] (2.14)

w = eu} + L'(Alw/|u]” + Blul|")

with some T > 0. Then, w = u; in R x [0,T] holds and u is a classical
solution of (1.1) in R x [0,T].

Proof. It is trivial that w = u; by differentiating the first equation with
respect to t. The rest part is easy along with the computations above in this
section. 0

Our results in (1.2) and (1.3) are divided into the following four theorems.

Theorem 2.1 Let A >0 and B > 0. Assume (2.1) and

/Rg(a:)dx £ 0. (2.15)

Then, there ezists a positive constant €1 = e1(f, g,p,q, A, B, R) > 0 such that
a classical solution v € C*(R x [0,T]) of (1.1) exists as far as T satisfies

ce=Pta=l) forp+q < rr 1,
T < 2 (2.16)
ce™ " for <p+gq

2

where 0 < e < g1, and ¢ is a positive constant independent of €.

Theorem 2.2 Let A >0 and B > 0. Assume (2.1) and

/Rg(a:)dx =0. (2.17)

Then, there ezists a positive constant eo = e5(f, g,p,q, A, B, R) > 0 such that
a classical solution uw € C*(R x [0,T]) of (1.1) exists as far as T satisfies

1
e forprg< 7L
T'<q o-ra)r=1)/(r+1) for r+1 <pt+q<r (2.18)

2
0677’(7‘71)/(7'4’1) fO’f’p +q > r,

where 0 < & < g9, and ¢ is a positive constant independent of €.
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Theorem 2.3 Let A >0 and B > 0. Assume (2.1) and

/ g(x)dz > 0. (2.19)

Then, there exists a positive constant e3 = 3(f, g,p,q, A, B, R) > 0 such that
any classical solution of (1.1) in the time interval [0,T] cannot exist as far
as T satisfies

CE_(p+q_1) fOT’ p + q S il’
T> 2 (2.20)
—(r-1)/2 r+1
Ce™ " for 5 <p-+g,

where 0 < ¢ < e3, and C' is a positive constant independent of ¢.
Theorem 2.4 Let A >0 and B > 0. Assume (2.1) and

f(x) 2 0(#0), g(x) =0,
f(@) = fo and — f'(z) = fo for x € (=R/2,0),

with some positive constant fo. Then, there exists a positive constant €4 =
es(f,p,q, A, B,R) > 0 such that any classical solution of (1.1) in the time
interval [0, T cannot exist as far as T satisfies

(2.21)

Cg_(p+q_1) fOT D + q S %’
T Z Cg—(P-HJ)(T’—l)/(?"-i-l) fOT r —; 1 S D + q S T, (222>
Cg—r(r—l)/(r—i—l) fOT’p +q>r,

where 0 < & < ey, and C' is a positive constant independent of €.

Remark 2.1 [t is trivial that Theorem 2.1 and Theorem 2.3 imply (1.2).
On the other hand, we have that

N _1_r(r—1) PN N i1
b r+1 b r+1
and
r+1 7241
< T.
2 r+1
Moreover, we see that
+q)(r—1 r+1
p+q—1§w — p+q< .
r+1 2

Therefore Theorem 2.2 and Theorem 2.4 imply (1.3).
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The proofs of four theorems above appear in the following sections. Form
now on, we shall compare our results with those of the general theory by
Li, Yu and Zhou [12, 13], in which the following problem of general form is
considered:

{ Uy — Uy = F(u, Du, 0, Du) in R x (0,00),

u(z,0) = ef(x), w(z,0) =eg(z), zeR, (2.23)

where we denote D := (9;,0,) and F' € C*(R’) satisfies
F(\) = O(]A|*™) with @ € N near A = 0.

(2.23) requires f,g € C3°(R). Then, the lifespan of the classical solution of
(2.23) defined by T'(¢) has estimates from below as

ce0/? in general,
T(e) > { ceolita/@ra) jp / g(z)dz =0, (2.24)
_ R
cemintfo/2atif 9PF(0) =0 for 1 +a < VB < fo.
This is the result of the general theory. If one applies it to our problem (1.1)

with
F(u, Du,0,Du) = ufu? +u" with p,q,r € N, (2.25)

one has the following estimates in each cases.

e When p+q¢q <,
then, we have to set « =p+ ¢ —1 and By = r — 1 which yield that

ce~(pra—1)/2 in general,

~ ce—Pta)(p+q—1)/(p+q+1) if/g(x)dx:(],

T(e) >
)= it 07 F(0) = 0

ce™ min{(r—1)/2,p+q¢—1}
forp+q <V <r—1.

We note that the third case is available for (2.25). Therefore, for p+¢q <
(r+1)/2, we obtain that

whatever the value of / g(x)dz is. On the other hand, for (r+1)/2 <
R
p+q,ie.

r—1
?<p+q—1,



we obtain

) ce=r-1)/2 if

T(e) > f“

g(x)dx # 0,

ce—min{(r—=1)/2,(p+¢)(p+q-1)/(p+a+1)} if g(z)dr = 0.

e When p+q > r,

then, similarly to the case above, we have to set a = r—1, which yields
that

ce~(r=1/2 in general,
T(e) > cerr=D/r+1) if / g(x)dz =0,
_ R
ce~™indBo/2.(r=D} if 98 [7(0) = 0 for r < VB < fBy.
We note that the third case does not hold for (2.25) by 0! F'(0) # 0.
In conclusion, for the special nonlinear term in (2.25), the result of the general

theory is

1
" Cg*(er(I*l) for P —+ q S i’

T(e) > I 2 if /Rg(x)dx # 0

ce~r=D/2 for <p+gq

and

cemwra for p+¢ < Tgl,

T(e) 2 4 o max{r-1)/2.pra)pra- 1)/t )} gop "1 <p+q<r
ce =D/ (r+1) for r é p+q
if / g(x)dx = 0.
R
Therefore a part of our results,
T(e) ~ Ce=rar=1/(r+)
if / g(x)dz =0 and % <p+gqg<r, (2.26)
R

is better than the lower bound of T'(¢) because of

p+qg—1 <r—1
p+qg+1 r+1

10



If one follows the proof in the following sections, one can find that it is easy
to see that our results on the lower bounds also hold for a special term (2.25)
by estimating the difference of nonlinear terms from above after employing
the mean value theorem. We note that we have infinitely many examples of
(p,q,r) = (m,m,2m + 1) as the inequality

r+1
2

=m+1<ptg=2m<r=2m+1

holds for m = 2,3,4,.... This fact indicates that we still have a possibility
to improve the general theory in the sense that the optimal results in (2.26)
should be included at least.

3 Proof of Theorem 2.1

We basically employ the argument in Morisawa, Sasaki and Takamura [17]
here. According to Proposition 2.1, we shall construct a C! solution of (2.14).
Let {(u;, w;)};en be a sequence of {C*(R x [0,T])}? defined by

{ wpr = eu® + LA Plus|? + Blug "), wn = e, (3.1)

wyar = 20+ L(AluglPluglt + Blugl), wy = =ul.
Then, in view of (2.9) and (2.12), ((u;),, (w;),) has to satisfy

((ujs1)e = eud + L' (Alw;|P|u;|? + Bluy|"),
(u1)e = eu?,
(Wjt1)e = eug, + L' (Ap|w; |P~>w; (w;) o |u;]?)
+ L (Aqlug| T (1) | w;]P)
+ L' (Brlu;|"?u;(u;)) ,
[ (w1)e = cug,,

(3.2)

so that the function space in which {(u;,w;)} converges is

X = {(u,w) e {C'R [0, T}* + |[[(u, w)]x < o0,
supp (u,w) C {(z,t) e R x [0,T] : |z| <t+ R}},

which is equipped with a norm

| (u, w) || x = [Jully + [[uells + [wlle + |well2,
where
fully == sup  |u(x,1)],
(z,)ERX[0,T]
Jwlly == sup  |(t = [z + 2R)w(x, 1)|.
(z,t)ERX[0,T]

11



First we note that supp (u;,w;) C {(z,t) € R x [0,T] : |z| < t+ R}
implies supp (w1, wj41) C {(x,t) €e R x [0,T] : |z| <t+ R}. It is easy to
check this fact by assumption on the initial data (2.1) and the definitions of
L,L, L' L' in the previous section.

The following lemma contains some useful a priori estimates.

Proposition 3.1 Let (u,w) € {C(R x [0,T])}* and supp (u,w) C {(x,t) €
R x[0,7T]: |x| <t+ R}. Then there exists a positive constant C independent
of T and ¢ such that

IL(JwlPlul)lly < Cllwlblwlli(T + R), [ L(lul")llh < Cllulli(T + R)?
L (JwlPlul)]l2 < Cllwllalull{(T + B), L (ju]")ll2 < Cllul[i(T
L (JwlPlul)]l < Cllwlalull{(T + B), 1L (ul")]lx

o ™

+ R)?,
< Cllulli(T + R)*.
(3.3)
Proof. The proof of Proposition 3.1 is completely same as the one of Propo-
sition 3.1 in Morisawa, Sasaki and Takamura [17] because ||u||; has no weight,
so that ||w|5 in [17] is simply replaced with |Jw]|5]|w]/{. O
Let us continue to prove Theorem 2.1. Set

2 1
M= [ F N em + lgllom + > 199 -
a=0 p=0

The convergence of the sequence {(u;, w;)}.
First we note that ||uq||1, ||wi]la < Me by (2.4) and (2.7). Since (3.1) and
(3.3) yield that

lujialls < Me + A|[L(Jw; Pl |) |+ BILL(|uy[")]1

< Me + AC||w;[[5]|u;|[1(T + R) + BC||uy |1 (T + R)?,
[wisilla - < Me + AL (Jw; |Plu;| )2 + BIIL (Ju;|")|2

< Me + AC|Jw;|[5]lu; 11(T + R) + BC|u;[[5(T + R)?,

the boundedness of {(u;,w,)}, i.e.
[ujllas l[wslla < 3Me (5 € N), (3-4)
follows from
AC(3BMe)*™(T + R), BC(3Me)" (T + R)* < Me. (3.5)

Assuming (3.5), one can estimate (u;31 — u;) and (w;41 — w;) as follows.
Making use of

;[P |ui|? — |wj—1[P|uj_1]7
= (Jw; [P — |wj—1|P)u; | + w1 [P(Jus|? — |u;—1]7)

12



and
" — i || < 2771 (Jug "™t + o |") Juy — wjy

together with Proposition 3.1, we have that

w1 — ujlla

< [ L(AJw;[Plus|? = Alwj1[Pluj-1]|? + Blug|" — Bluj_1|")|lx

< 227 A||L ((Jw; [P~ 4 |wj—a [P~ 1) [wy — wja]|us]9) [y
F297 AL (Jwj—a [P(Jug |+ Juj 1T g — uja]) [
+27 7 B L (| A ") g — wjal) [1a

< 227 pAC(T + R)(wjl5~" + w1 |5~ sl lw; — wj—1]l
+297 g AC(T + R)|Jwj—a 5 ([lui 17 + Ny Iy — wj—a
+27 1 BO(T + R)*(J|lus |7 + [Juj—a |7y — wjals

S 2ppAC(3M€)p+q—1<T + R) Hw] — U}j,1 H2
+2qqAC<3M8)p+q_1(T + R) HU] — Uj,1H1
+2rTBC<3M€)T_1<T + R)ZHUJ — Uj,1”1

and similarly

lwjrr — w2 < 2PpAC(BMe)P T + R)||w; — w12
+21gAC(3Me)P* YT + R)|luj — uj—1 |1
+2"rBC(3Me)" 1T + R)?|lu; — uj—1]1-

Here we employ Hoélder’s inequality to obtain
L (s P~ w; — wjia )|y ,
= ||L (Jlwy P~ D%y — w77 u]?) ||y

<C(T+ R)|||wj|(p_’1”/ple — w77 [E ;]
< C(T + R)lJwslly™ [Jw; — wjallaJus]{

and so on. Therefore the convergence of {u;} follows from

w1 — uglls + [lwjzr — wjlf2

(J>2) (3.6)
< 5 Ul = wjmally + llws = wjall2)
provided (3.5) and
1
2P (p + ) AC(BMe)P™ YT + R),2"rBC(3Me)" YT + R)* < S (3.7)

are fulfilled.

The convergence of the sequence {((u;)qs, (wj)z)}.
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First we note that ||(u1):||1, ||(w1)z]2 < Me by (2.10) and (2.13). Assume
that (3.5) and (3.7) are fulfilled. Since (3.2) and (3.3) yield that

I(ujin)alls < Me + AL (Jwy[Plu]?]) [l + BIIL (Jug]"]) I
< Me + AC(T + R)||lw;[3]lu;l[] + BC(T + R)*|luy[7
< Me + AC(3Me)P*(T + R) + BC(3Me)" (T + R)?

because of a trivial property |L/(v)| < L'(Jv|) and

l(wi+1)allz < Me + pAL (Juw; [P~ | (w))a] u;]9) ||2

+q AL (|wy Pl 7 ()a]) [l2
+rBIIL (Ju " [(ug)a]) [|2

< Me + pAC(T + R)wylly " |(wj) |2 l1uy ]
+gAC(T + R) [lw; 5]l l1 | (uj)eln
+rBC(T + R us 177" |(uz)e 14

< Me + pAC(3Me)P =1 (T + R)|[(w;)a]l2
+qAC(BMe)* 11T + R)||(u))z |1
+rBCBMe)" YT + R)?||(u;)alr-

The boundedness of {((u;)s, (w;).)}, ie.
1(ws)all1s [[(w))ell2 < 3Me - (5 € N), (3.8)
follows from
(p+ q)AC(3Me)P*(T + R),rBC(3Me) (T + R)* < Me. (3.9)

Assuming (3.9), one can estimate {(uj11), — (u;),} and {(w;41), — (w;),} as
follows. It is easy to see that

[(wjs1)e = ()l < AN (Jw;Plug® — wia[Plug]9) )
+B|[L'(Juy]" = |wj—1|") I,

which can be handled like (w;41 — w;) as before, so that we have that

[(wj1)e = (Wy)ells < 2PpAC(BMe) YT + R)||w; — wj1]2
+21gAC(3Me)P* T + R)|luj — uj—1 |1
+2”"BC(3M€)T71(T + R)2||U] — Uj_1||1

because of [I/(v)| < L'(|v]), which implies that
1
1Ctj1)e = (el = O { 55 (3.10)

14



as j — oo due to (3.6).
On the other hand, we have that

[(wj41)2 — (w;)z]l2

< pAIL (JwyP~2w; (wy) o |us]? — w2 [P~2w; 1 (wj-1)e) ;1] ]2
Fq AL (Jw Pl | 2w (uy) o — fwja[Plug 1|1 (w5 1)) |12
+r B L (Jug )" 2uj(uy)e — uj [ >uj 1 (uj-1)z)[|2-

The first term on the right hand side of this inequality is divided into three
pieces according to

|w; [P w; (w; ) [us] — [wiy [P2w; 1 (wj1)aluj |
= (Jw;[P"2w; — [wj—1[P"2w; 1) (wy) | u;]?

Fwi PP w;i o (w)e — (wj-1))uj?

w1 [P w1 (wj1) 2 (Jug|? — Juj]?).

Since one can employ the estimate

[wj[P~2w; — w1 [P~?w; 4
< [ =022 (Ju[P™? + w1 [P7) Jw; — wja| forp>2,
=\ 2lw; — w4 P! for 1 <p< 2,

and the same one in which w is replaced with u, we obtain that

[(wjt1)e — (W))zll2
< pAC(T + R)||(wy)z|2]luy[{x
X { (p — 1272wy |57 + w5~ Jw; — wja ||z for p > 2,
2||w; — wj_1||1’22_1 for 1 <p<?2
+pAC(T + R) w157 [(w;)e — (wj—1)all2flus ¢
+29pg AC(T + R)[Jw; 1[5~ [[(w;—1)all2x
X ([l 11971+ 1T g — w1l
+qAC(T + R) || (1)) ]2 [Jw; [[5%
G0 Il sl 22
2lju; — uj,lH({*l for 1 <g<?2
+qAC(T + R)Juj—a |7 1 (uy)e = (uj—1)all1 llwylfb
+2°pg AC(T + R) [l 1 ||| (1)1 X
X ([Jwi |57+ [lwj—1 |5~ lw; — wjall2
+rBO(T + R)*|| (u))|1%
" { (r = 1272 (g7 + Nyl g = wjally for r > 2,
2||u; — u]-,lel forl<r<?2
+rBO(T + R)?[|Juj|[77 1 (wg)e = (1)1

15



Hence it follows from (3.6) and (3.10) that
[(wjs1)e = (Ws)alla < pAC(3M€)”+q11(T + R)[[(wy)e = (wj1)a]l2
+0

2jmin{p—1,g—1,r—1,1}

pAC(3Me)P™ Y (T + R) < . (3.11)

as j — 0o. Therefore we obtain the convergence of {((u;)s, (w;),)} provided
1
2

Continuation of the proof.
The convergence of the sequence {(u;,w;)} to (u,w) in the closed sub-
space of X satisfying

[[ll, (w1 [[wll2; [[(w)ell < 3Me
is established by (3.5), (3.7), (3.9), and (3.11), which follow from
Coe? " (T +R)<1 and Coe" HT +R)*< 1,

where

Co :=max {3PTIACMPTI=1 3" BOM™ 1,
2p+q+33p+q71 (p + q)ACMerqfl’ 2r+33r717,,BCMr71’
37+9(p + q) ACMPHe=1 37 BOM™,
2. 3pta-1p AC MPHa-1},

Therefore the statement of Theorem 2.1 is established with
1 _
¢=5min{Cy, 2y
g1 := min{(2C,R)~V/P+a=1) (22C, R?)~1/(r=1)}

because 1
R< 5 min{C(]_le_(p+q_1), 00—1/25—(7"—1)/2}

holds for 0 < ¢ < ¢4. O

4 Proof of Theorem 2.2

In this section also, we basically employ the argument in Morisawa, Sasaki
and Takamura [17]. But the different estimates for the product term are
required here. First we note that the strong Huygens’ principle

u(xz,t) =0 in D (4.1)
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holds in this case of (2.17), where
D :={(z,t) e R x[0,00) : t—|z| > R}.

This is almost trivial if one takes a look on the representation of u° in (2.4)
and the support condition on the data in (2.1). But one can see it also by
Proposition 2.2 in Kitamura, Morisawa and Takamura [9] for the details. So,
our unknown functions are U := u — eu® and W := w — eu? in (2.14). Let

{(U;,W;)};en be a sequence of {C'(R x [0,T1])}? defined by

{ Uj+1 :L(A|Wj+€u?|p|Uj+5u0|q+B|Uj+€u0|r), U1 :0, <4 2)

VV]‘_H = L/(A|Wj + 5u?|p|Uj + €u0|q + B|Uj + €u0|r), W1 =0.
Then, {((U;)s, (W;).)} has to satisty

[ (Ujs1)e = L (AW + eufP|U; + eu®|* + BJU; + eu’[")
(Ul)x - 07
(Wiia)e = L' (ApIW; + 2 2(W,; + cad) (W) + 2 |U; + 200
+ L' (Ag|W; + eud|P|U; 4+ eu®|72(U; + eu®)((U)) + eul))
+ L' (Br|U; + eu®|"2(U; + eu®) (U;) + €ul)),
L (Wl)x = 07

(4.3)
so that the function space in which {(U;, W;)} converges is
Vo= {UW) e {C' (R x[0,T])}* : (U W)y < oo,
supp (U, W) C {|z| <t + R}}
which is equipped with a norm
IO W)ly = Ulls + 1Ualls + [[Wlla + [[Wella,
where
[Ulls == sup  (t+ ol + R)'|U(z, 1),
(,t)ERX[0,T]
Wlls:= sup  {xp(@,t) + (1= xpl@, )t + || + B) " HW(z, )],
(x,t)€RX[0,T]

and xp is a characteristic function of D. Similarly to the proof of Theorem
2.1, we note that supp (U;, W;) € {(z,t) € Rx[0,T] : |z| <t+ R} implies
supp (Ujs1, Wit1) € {(z,t) e R x [0,T] : |z| <t+ R}.

The following lemmas are a priori estimates in this case.

Proposition 4.1 Let (U, W) € {C(R x [0,T])}* with
supp (U, W) C {(z,t) e R x [0,T]: |z| <t+ R}
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and U° € C(R x [0,T]) with
supp U° C {(z,t) e R x [0,T] : (t — |z|); < |2| <t + R}.
Then there exists a positive constant E independent of T such that

(ILAUel= W™ s < B[ [WE(T + R)™,
ILAUCP=m{U™)ls - < ENUIEZ"|UI5(T + R)™,
L (OO =W ™) le < ENUCIES™ W (T + R)™,
L (UOP=m U™ s < ENUPIEE™ (U5H(T + R)™,
L (OO = W) ls - < EUCIE™ W (T + R)™,
L IL(UeP=mumlls - < ENUOlEZm 1UNI5(T + R)™,

(4.4)

where p —m,q—m >0 (m =0,1,2) and the norm || - ||~ is defined by

HUOHOO = sup |Uo(a:,t)|.

(z,t)eRx[0,T]

Proof. This lemma is exactly same as Proposition 5.1 in Morisawa, Sasaki
and Takamura [17]. O

We note that U” in the theorem above will be replaced with u” or u) and

their spatial derivatives later due to (4.1).
Proposition 4.2 Let (U, W) € {C(R x [0,T])}* with
supp (U, W) C {(z,t) e R x [0,T] : |z| < t+ R}.

Then there exists a positive constant C independent of T such that

(LW PIUID)s < CIIWIEIU(T + R
IL(UT") I3 < CIU|5(T + R)"™,
L (WPl < CIWIEINTNE(T + R)P™, (4.5)
L' (U4 < C||UJ[5(T + R)™1,
/
IL(WPITI s < CIWIEIUIIT + ~)P,
LU < CIIU5(T + R)".
The proof of Proposition 4.2 is established in the next section.
Let us proceed the proof of Theorem 2.2. Set
1
No= 2200y AB(|uf 155 g | o luoll + e B [1u® 17 2 1 2)
v=0

1
+> 2 BE|uC(|5 7 U,
v=0

18



where E is the one in (4.4). We note that

Hquoo ) < fllewy + lgllzimy < oo,
[ lloos 1uglloe <l + 1lgllzo®m) < 00,
1y |loo <N flzewy + 19| Lem) < 00
Assume that
0<e<l.

The four quantities, eq; (i = 1,2, 3,4), are defined in the following;

91 ;= min [{2p+ch(5N)p+qul(2R)p+q}—1/[min{p+q,7"}(p+q—1)} ’

{2PHIAE ||uf||2 (5N)IN Y (2R)9}~/lla= D) min{p+a.ritp]
{2PHIAE||u||2 (5N)P N~ (2R)P} 1/ (p=1) min{ptar}+a] (4.6)

{QTBC(E)N)TN_l (2R>7’+1}_1/[min{p+q7r}(r_1)}i|

and
€22 1= min{€221> €222, 5223}, (4-7)

where

€991 := min |:{2‘I+53p—1pAC<5N)p+q—1(2R)p—i—q}*1/[min{p+qy7’}(P+Q*1)} :
{20037 pAE [uf |25 (5N)IN (2R)e+1 =1/,
{20437~ pAE||u||2, (5N )P~ (2R)P} Y/ Imintrtar} =),

{213 pAB | ol |4, 2R)} o]
and

€999 1= Min [{2p+43qqAC(5N)p+q—1(2R)p+q}—1/[min{p+q7r}(p+q—1)]’
{27330 AB [u|| 15 (5N (2R)r+1 )~ lpminii ko)
{20319 A B w2, (5N )~ (2R) 7}y 1/l Dy mintotark 2],
{29319 AR [} 7|1 (2R)} ]
€23 := min [{2°3"rBC(5N)"*(2R)" 1} -1/ (=),
{298 BE||u® |55} (2R)} /Y] .

Moreover, we set
€93 1= min{ey, €231, €232, €233, €234 5 (4.8)
where €9; is the one in (4.6) and e43; (i = 1,2,3,4) are defined by

€931 1= [{2p+q_1pAC(5N)p+qN_1 (2R)Pta}-1/min{ptarhpta—1)]
{orta=lg AC(5N)PHaN—1(2R)PHa} 1/ (mindpta,rt(p+a—1)]
{27"—1qAC(5N)7"N—1<2R)7"+1}—1/[min{p+q,r}(r—1)}] ’
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€932 = min [
{279 132p AE ||uf, || oo (BN )PHI-I N~ (2 R)PHa— 1}~ 1/ [(p+a—1) min{ptq,r}+1]
{2P+a132p AR ||uP||2 (5N)PN 1 (2R)P} ~/ (pmin{ptarita)
{2r 12 AE |10, || oo|[10]| % (5N )P~ N~ (2R)P— 1}~/ (o= 1) min{ptq,r}+a-+1]
(2P a132p AR ||uf||2- (5N ) Tt N~ (2 R) a1}~ /a1 min{p+ari+p—1]
{27412 p AR |15 |[uf [l oo (BN )IN 1 (2R) )~V min{prariae),
{2132 p AB w55 [uf]| &, 5(2R)} ~ Y/ mintetaritrra=i]

€933 :— min [
{2Pr 11320 AB||10, || oo (NPT LN L (2 R)PHa—1} 1/ [(pra—1) min{pq.r}+1]
{(2r 182 A B o |1 (SN LN 2Ry i) s
{20407 32 AR |ul | 4 [ul]| o (BN )P N~ (2R)P} Y/ (pmintotarita),
{2r 182 A |l [, (SN)IN ! (2R)e) M amintorart o),
{2047 B2 AR [uf |2 [|ud]| o (BN )N 1 (2R) et -/ D mintptar o],
{27412 AR [uf |2 [u® |4 15 (2R) } -/ tmintprarkipta-y]
and
€934 = min [
{2 13r BEl oo (5N) LN 2Ry 1)~ Ml minlpbark)
{27"—137,BEHu0H;15<2R)}—1/(min{p+q,r}+r—1)} )
Finally, we also set
94 := Mmin [{2p+q+2pAC(5N)p+Q*1(2R)p+q}*1/[min{p+q,r}(p+q71)]’
(P2 AR |1} (N2} lamintrar)),
(PR AR a1 (BN)1(2R)7 1} M- mintorar)
{272 pAB|up |5 w1 (2R)} 1 -

(4.9)

The convergence of the sequence {(U;, W;)}.
It follows from (4.2), Proposition 4.1 and 4.2 that

1Ujsills < AIL(W; + eu?P|U; + eu®|9)|s + Bl L(|U; + eu®|")|[3

< 2PHUA| LW P + [eu?|P) (10519 + [eu®] D)} 3
+2"B||L(|U;]" + |eu®)]]3

< PHA{L(W[P|U; 1) |Is + P || L(ud [P1U;19) |l

| L(|u®| W [P)|[3 4 P9 L(|u?[P|u’|9)]] 3}

+2" BLIL(|U;]")3 4 €| L([u°|") |5 }

< 27HA{C| W[5 | AT + R)P* + Ee?||u |2 | U |5(T + R)*
+ Bl L W lI5(T + R)P 4 Ee?*|ju ||, [[u]|%,}
+2"B{C||U;[|5(T + R)"™ + Ee"||u°||.} -

< 22T ACWS[EIUS15(T + R)P*
F2HAE w5, P | U ]15(T + R)*
F2PHAE |4, |W5|[5(T + R)P
+2" BO||U; |[5(T + R)™! + Neminiptar}
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and similarly

Wil < AL (W) + eudP|U; + eu®|9)|la + B L'(JU; + euol")[|4
< 2 AC| W EIT 14T + Ry
+2PHIAE||w 5P| U | 5(T + R)?
2B W0 L W [F(T + Ry
+2TBC||Uj||§(T+ R)r+1 + Ngmin{erq,r}

Hence the boundedness of {(U;, W;)}, i.e.
1T lls, W4 < BNemmHert - (j e N), (4.10)

follows from

P4 AC (5 Nemindrtartypta(T 4 Ryprta < Nemin{ptar}
HIAE||ud |2 el (5 Ne™iMptrarhya(T 4 R)1 < Nemindprart
AR ||ul|9, e9(5Ne™mpHarhp(T 4 R)yP - < Nemindprart
2" BO (5 Nemmiptarhyr (T 4 R)r+1 < Nemin{ptar},

(4.11)

Since (4.6) yields that

R< Cimin {e~min{ptartpte=1)/(pt+qe) o—[(g=1)min{ptart+pl/a
g~ [(p=D)min{ptqr}+ql/p o—min{ptgri(r—1)/(r+1) }

for 0 < € < €91, where

1
Ch = 5 min [{2p+qAC(5N)p+qN*1}*1/(p+q)’

{27+ AE|[w?||5 (5N )IN—} =1, (4.12)
{2PHAE|W||4 (SN N P,
{2ch(5N)rN71}fl/(r+1)] ’

we find that (4.11) as well as (4.10) follows from

T < Cymin {emin{ptar}ete—1)/(pte) o~[lg-1)min{p+ari+pl/q
e lo-Dmingrrariafp cmminGrrarye-n/e+ny  (413)

for 0 < e < éeq.
Let us write down (4.13) in each cases.

o When p+q < (r+1)/2(<r),
min{p +¢,r} = p+ ¢ and
ptg—1 r—1_ 2(p+q) —(r+1)
p+qg r+1 (p+a)(r+1)

<0
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imply that (4.13) is equivalent to
T < Clg—(p+q—1)

because of

(q—l)(];—l-q)—l-p: (p—1>(1;+q>_q:p+q—1.

e When (r+1)/2<p+q¢<r,
min{p +¢,r} = p+ ¢ and

ptg—1 r—-1_2(p+q —(r+1)

= >0
p+q T+l P+g)(r+1) —
imply that (4.13) is equivalent to
T < Oy~ Pratr=1/(r+1)
e When 7 <p+g,
min{p + ¢, 7} = r implies that (4.13) is equivalent to
T S Cle—r(r—l)/(r—i—l)
because of
rg=D+p rlr=1) rlpte-r)+tartp—r _,
q r+1 q(r+1)

and similarly
rp—1)+q r(r—1)

> 0.
P r+1

Next, assuming (4.13), one can estimate (U; 1 — U;) and (W1, — W;) as
follows. It follows from the inequality

|W; + ew?|P|U; 4 eul|? — [W;_y + ew)|P|U; + eu®|9|
< Wy 4 eud]P — Wiy + eu || |U; + eu|?
HWiir + ewd P ||Uj + eu®|? — |Uj—1 + eu®|]
< 293Pp([W5 [P+ (W [P + &P Had [P~ ) W — W [(|U17 + e[| )
+2739 (W1 [P + eP|ud|P) (|U; 1971 + U1 |71 + 97 Hul ) |U; — Uj],
that
|Uj+1 — Ujlls
< 293 p AN L{ (W1 [P~ 4 [W [P~ 4 &P~ Hud [P~ 1) x
X |Wy = W1 |(|U;]7 + €9[u®[?) } |5
+2P39 g A| L (W1 [P + €Plug[P) x
X(|Uj—o |77+ U197 + e 1D U; — U} ls
+3 1 B[ L{(|Uj "' + U™ 4 " Hul DU — Uyl }s.
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Hence Propositions 4.1 and 4.2 yield that

1Uj1 = Ujlls
< 2937 pA|US |S{C Wi i (T + Ry + C|[Wy |5 (T + R)P*
+EeP w5 (T + R)™ W5 — Wil
+2930 pAB W ||4 I Wy—llf (T + R)P + |Will5 (T + R)?
B w5 (T + R)HIW; — Wi ls
+2°30 g AW |[H{CI U |15 (T + RPH + CUs |15 (T + R)PH
+ETH WP (T + RPFH|U; = Uil
+2°30 7 qABE? QB [N U |57 (T + R)* + || U; 1157 (T + R)?
+EH WP |ITHT + R)MIU; — Uil
+3" ' B{C|| U1 [l5™H(T + R + C||UylI5~(T + R)"™*
+E Wl [SHT + R)MIU; = Ujalls.

Therefore (4.11) implies that

1Uj 41— Ujl3
< {2q+13p7lpAc(5NEmin{p+q,r})p+q71(T + R)p+q
+2137 pAE|Jud || (5N e trtarhigr =1 (T R)IFHW,; — W[5
+{20H1 3P I A B ||u|| 9 e9(5 Nemmtprarhyp=1(T 4 R)P
+293P I p AB w155 w12 e? (T + R)HIW; — Wiials
4+-{2P 13971 AC (5 Ngmindptarhypta=1(T 4 R)p+a
T2 AR]u 5 (SNt e et (T Ry U — Uyl
{23 AB [ (SN 4T e (T 4 R)s
+2737 1 AE | u |5 [[u®| e (T + R)MU; — Ujalls
+{2 - 371y BC(5Ne™irlrtarhyr=1( 4 R)r+1
+3rBE|W| e (T + R)}MU; — Ujalls-

We note that ||W;11 — W,||4 has the same upper bound as ||U;11 — Ujl|3 in
view of Propositions 4.1 and 4.2. Here we employ Holder’s inequality like
the one in the proof of Theorem 2.1.

Therefore the convergence of {(U;, W;)} follows from

[Uje1 = Ujlls + W1 — Willa

1 j>2 4.14
< S0~ Ul + W Wiy V=2 (10

23



provided (4.11) and

2q+13p71pAC(5N€min{p+q,.r})p+q71(T + R)erq’ 3\
203 p AE||uf| |2 (5N emnlrrar yucry (T - Ryrvt |1
20H13P I AE||u®]| 2, e (5Nemmptarhyp= (T + R)P, - ( = 16’

293P pAE ||ug |55 || 4e? (T + R)
ort130-1g AC(5Nemn{ptarhypta=1(T 4 Ry,

AN

20301 g AE|[u0|[1-1 (5 Neminlorartypea-1 (T 4 R)r+1, (4.15)
P31 AR ||ud ||P eP (5 Ne™iMptarhya=1(T + R)4, - 1
23 g AE[ug |5 [|u®||45 e (T + R), T
2.3\ BC(5Nemmdptarhyr=1(T 1 Ryr+1,
31 BE|u | & (T + ) J
are fulfilled. Since (4.7) yields that
R < Cymin {e~min{ptartpte=1)/(p+a) o—(gmin{ptqri+p—1)/(a+1)
5*[(p71)min{p+qm}+q]/p’ 5*(p+q71)’
e—(p min{p+q,r}+q71)/(p+1)’ 5*[(q71)min{p+q,r}+p}/q’
e min(prarl D/ o~
for 0 < € < €99, where
Cy = % min [{2‘1+53p—1pAC<5N)p+q—1}—1/(1’7"1“1)7
{20713 pAE w55 (5N )} 1/,
{20537 p AL ||u® || 4, (BN )P~ 1,
{2083 p AR |55 |2},
{2r 1314 AC (5N )P Ha— 111/ (vta)
{27539 AR ||| (BN )P}~V P+,
{27139 AE ||uf |2 (5N )~} /e,
{20239 AE | ||B |u® |25}
{2337 BC(5N) 1} -1+t
{223 BE[W®[I551 71,
we find that (4.15) as well as (4.14) follows from
T < Cymin {e~miniptartpte=1)/(pta) o—(gmin{pteri+p—1)/(g+l)
g~ [(p=1) min{p+q,r}+ql/p —(p+q—1)
- pmin{prar)ta-1)/(41) —la-Dminfprariple  (416)

for 0 <5§€22.

e min{prar}r=1/0+1) o~(r-1)})

Let us write down (4.16) in each cases.
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e When p+¢ < (r+1)/2(<r),
min{p+ ¢,r} = p+ ¢ and the same reason as the argument after (4.13)
imply that (4.16) is equivalent to

T < 025—(p+q—1)

because of

dp++p—1 p+gd+aq-1
qg+1 p+1

=p+qg—1

e When (r+1)/2<p+q¢<r,
similarly to the argument above, we find that (4.16) is equivalent to

T < Cye~Pror=1/(r+1),
e When r < p+gq,

min{p + ¢,r} = r and the same reason as the argument after (4.13)
imply that (4.16) is equivalent to

T < 02877‘(7’71)/(7‘4’1)

because of

gr+p—1 r(r=1) rlp+q—r)+qr+p—1

= >0
g+1 r+1 (g+1)(r+1)

and similarly
pr+q—1 r(r—1)

> 0.
p+1 r+1

The convergence of the sequence {((U;)., (W;).)}-
Assume (4.13) and (4.16). Then we have (4.10) and (4.14). Since it
follows from (4.3) that

(Uja)e| - < 27 ALL(JW5[P|U;|) 4 €2 L (|ue[P|U;?)

+L([W5[P[u|7) + e L (Jug|?|u®]7) }
+2"B{L/(|U;]" + "L (Ju°[")}
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and

(Wi)al < 25 pALL (W, 2| (W)Ll |US 1) + L (W2~ | U )
4L (WP (W)l u0]0) -+ <7 LW, )
e L (W), 09 + Ll [0 1)
e L (W) [00]) + L Py o))}
PR AW W)u]) + L (W, P ]
T LW PP U)u]) + L (W7l )
LU 1Y (Upa) + P4 L[]
e (PO -+ P )
#2 B0 + e (U )
e PO + 2 Ll ),

Proposition 4.1 and 4.2 yield that

1(Uj1)ells - < 277 A{CIWS G| U; |[3(T + R)™
+e || B U; [15(T + R)?
+e 1 B|[W 5[ 12(T + R)
+e7 B g |15 [[u”1%) }
+2"B{C|U;[[5(T + R)™" + " E|u’([5) }

and
[(Wit1)alls < 21+ Z5 + Zs,
where Z; (i = 1,2, 3) are defined by

Zy = 2 pA{C|| W llH( ellallUs 13(T + R)P™
+eBl|uf llool W11 1HU I5(7" + Ryr*a~
H B IWill I (Wyalla(T + R)?
+ET By [loo [l 14 W55 (T + R)P~
+eP LB |u B (W) || U5 15(T + R)*
ter Bl |z el U 4T + R)?
+er I 2 [P (W))ela(T + R)
et Bl Tl o 012,

Zy = 27 g A{CI W RIS (U)o l5(T + R)PH

e B|ul oo W [FIU; 15 (T + R)PHa~!

+e LBl [l W1 (Uy)alls (T + R)P*
e Bl [ g o ||V 5T+ Ry
+eP a8 I U5 15 I(U)) 15 (T + )
+er LB |15, ||u0||oo||U 15T + R)*!
+er B0 |15 e 1 (U)o ll3(T' + R)
serta Bl oo ]l
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and
Zy = 2 B{CO|Ull5H[(Uy)ells(T + R)"™
+eBl|u|oo||U; 15T + R)™
+e" B[l [T (T + R)
e Elull5s Hluglloo }-

Hence the boundedness of {((U;)., (W;).)}, i.e.
(U alls, [(W))alla < BNemmErard (5 € N),

follows from (4.11) for the (U;),-component,

2p+q71pAC(5N5m.in{p+qm})p+q(T + R)Pte < Ngm?n{pﬂ,r}’
2p+q71qA0<5Né?m1n{p+q,r})p+q<T_|_ R)p+q < NEan{ijq’r}’
27"717,Bc<5N8m1n{p+q,r})r<T+ R)rJrl < Ngmln{pqtq,r}

and the following three groups of conditions for the (1V;),-component;

&'E”U?mHOO(E)Ngmiln{p-l—q,r})P-i-q—l(T_'_R)p_,_q_l’ \
1B ||ul||2 (5Neminirtarhyp(T 4+ R)P,

e o [, (SN o1 (T 4 Ry,
gp_lE”u?"51(5N&7min{P+qu})q+l(T_'_ R)q“’

e T Bl |5 ul & (BN e (T + R) )
2 1 1

min{p+q,r
< gmntprar),

3 6 2rteipA

eE||ul || oo (5Nemin{ptartypta=t(T 4 Rypta—1 )

etV E||ul|| 4t (5 NemintptarhypH (T R)pHL

el B|[u®]| 47 [ud]| oo (BNe™mPHLrh )P (T 4 R)P,

e E|[uf |2, (5Nemmprartyi(T 4 R,

e E||u |5, [[ud] oo (SNemmprery)a=t(T 4 R)a-1,

eP I Bl ||7, [[u®]| it (SNemMrterh (T + R) )
2 1 1

N ewmin{p+a.r}

S e = e
36 2rtalgA

and _
€ B[l (5Neminlr a1y =4 (T 4 By,
e E|ul it (ENemindrtary) (T + R)

2 1 1

Ngmin{p-‘rq,r}

<

)

3 2 2-1rB
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(4.18)

(4.19)

(4.20)

(4.21)



Note that (4.8) yields

R < C3min {5* min{p+¢.r}(p+¢-1)/(p+q) g~ min{pte,r}(r—1)/(r+1)
~lptg=2) min{p+qr}+1l/(p+q—1) o—[(p—1) min{p+q:r}+al/p
(p=2) min{p+q,r}-+¢+1]/(p—1) c—lgmin{p+a,r}i+p—1]/(g+1)
(g-D)min{p+a.r}+pl/q g—(pta-1)
—lpmin{pt+q,r}+g—1]/(p+1) c—[(a=2) min{p+q,r}+p+1]/(g—1)
—l(r=2) min{p+q,r}+1l/(r—1) o—(r-1) }

n

-
-

M ™

m M

for 0 < ¢ < e93. Here we set
1 .
Cs = 5 mln{2017 Cs1, Csa, 0337034}7

where ] is the one in (4.12) and C3; (i = 1,2, 3,4) are defined by

Csp :=min [{2PF1pAC(EN)PHIN—1} -1/ ra),
{orta-lqAC(5N)PraN—1}—1/+a),
{27’_17’80(5]\7)7’]\7_1}_1/(7"“)] ,

Copi=min  [{2H1132p A Bl | oo (5 )P H9- LN -1} 1/ 0401,
{27913 AB |04, (5N N 1) /e,
{27913 AB |l [ 1, (5N = N1} =1/,
{29132 A B |l 2 (5N )7+ N1} -,
{20+ 132 AB [l 125 ufl2,5) ]

(53 := min [{2p+q*132qAEHu2HOO(5N)p+q’1N*1}*1/(p+q71)7
{2rt 132G AR |l || (BN )PHIN 1= er ),
{27t 132G AR ||l |9 |ud || oo (BN)PN 1} -1/,
{20132 AE | uf |5 (BN )IN 1},
{27t 132G A || |2, |1l oo (BN )T I N1}~/ a1,
{2Pr 132 AB [ uf |7 lu® || 415} ]

and
Cs34 := min [{2r*13TBE||u2||Oo(5N)"*1N*1}*1/(T*1),
{27 13rBE||u°||"c 15} 1.

Therefore we find that (4.18), (4.19), (4.20) and (4.21) as well as (4.17) follow
from
T < Cy min {e~win{pteripre=1)/(p+q) o= min{ptqr}(r—1)/(r+1)

g~ [(pta=2) min{ptq,r}+1]/(ptq-1) o—[(p—1) min{p+q:r}+al/p
g~ [(P=2) min{ptqri+q+1]/(p—1) o—lgmin{pta,rit+p—1]/(a+1)
g~ a1 min{p+qr}+pl/g —(p+a—1)
g~ lpmin{pta,r}t+g—1]/(p+1) o—[(q=2) min{p+a,r}+p+1]/(a—1)
g~ [(r=2) min{p+g,r}+1]/(r=1) 5—(7‘—1)}

(4.22)
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for0<e < £93.
Let us write down this inequality in each case. First we note that

(y =1V min{p+q,7} +p+q—7

) +q—min{p+q,r
—min{p g} — 14 P {p+aqr}

y
p+q—min{p+q,r}
p+q

> min{p +¢,7} — 1+
(p+q—1)min{p +q,7}
p+q

holds for any ~y satisfying 0 < v < p+ ¢q. Therefore (4.22) can be diminished
as

T < Cymin {e~min{ptertpta=1)/(p+a) o—min{ptqr}(r—1)/(r+1)
8—[(7"—2) min{p+q,7"}+1]/(r—1)’ 8—(7’—1)}

e When 2 <)p+¢q < (r+1)/2(<r),
min{p+ ¢,r} = p+ ¢ and the same reason as the argument after (4.13)
imply that (4.22) is equivalent to

T < 035*(p+q*1)

because of
(r=2)p+tg+1 (p+q(r—1)

r—1 B r+1

(rP—r=2)p+g +r+1-@+q(*—2r+1)
(r—=1(r+1)

_ =3t tr+l (r=2)ptq+1

(r—=1)(r+1) — (r=1D(r+1)

> 0.

e When (r +1)/2 < p+ ¢ < r, similarly to the argument above, we find
that (4.22) is equivalent to

T < Cge~@Hor=1/(r+1),

e When p+¢ > r, min{p+¢q,r} = r and the argument after (4.13) imply
that (4.22) is equivalent to

T < 03877‘(7’71)/(7‘4’1)
because of min{p + ¢,r} = r and

(r=2)r+1 r(r—1)

r—1 r+1
(r=3)r+r+1 r—1

C—Dr+1) r+1

0.

29



Next, assuming (4.13), (4.16) and (4.22), we shall estimate {(U;4+1),

(Uj)s }and {Wjt1)s — (W;),}. First we deal with {(Uj31), — (Uj).}. It is
easy to see

|(Uj+1)ﬂc - (Uj)m|
< L(A||W; + eudP|U; + eu|? — [W;_y + eud [P[|U;—1 + eu®|))
+L/(BI||U; + eu®|" — |Uj_y + eu®|"|)
< 293P p AL {(|W;a [P~ + [W; P71+ ePHud [P~ x
X (|U;|9 + e|u®|?)[W; — W;_1]}
+2P31 L g AL { (WP + P |uf |P) (U517 4 U |[971 + €9 HuP|971) x
x|Uj = Ujal}
+3 7 BL{ (U |1 + U7 + e Hu® )| U — U}

Hence it follows from Propositions 4.1 and 4.2 that

1Uj1)e = (Upalls 1
< 293P~ pAC([Wiallf + W[ ONTS W5 = Wy [la(T + R)P*H
+293P p ABP w15 | U515 (V5 = Wisalla(T + R)H
+2937 " p At | |2 (W[5~ + (W5 15 DIW; = Wi lla(T + R)P
+293P Ip AP w15 P G W5 — Wiaallao(T + R)
- —1 1
+2030 g AC W EITG 15 + 1Ull§)NT; = Ujmal[s(T + R)P*4
+2030 g ABH [u | I [WS|EIIU; — Uja [l3(T + R)P*
_ -1 —1
+230 g AEEP |0 15 (NU5 115 + |U;1l15)IIU; — Usalls(T + R)?
+2730 7 qARP I [ [[ul || Wy — Wisa [[o(T + R)
+3 7 rBO(| Ui |l + U 15 U; = Us—alls(T + R)™!
+3" " BEe [ u |5 HIU; = Ujalls(T + R)

Since (4.13) and (4.16) yield (4.14), we have that
1 .
U1 = Ujlls + [Wjsa = Wills < O (5) as j — 0o,
This fact implies that

1 .
T = @)l =0 () a5 (1.23)
Next, we estimate {(W;41), — (W;),}. It is also easy to see

|(Wig1)z — (W)l
< pAL{J|W; + ew) [P (W; + eud) (W) + eu,)|Uj 4 cu®|?
Wiy + eud P2 (W + eud) (W) o1)a + cud,)|U;j 1 4 eu|9]}
+qAL'{||W; +€ug|p|Uj+€u0|q 2(U + cu )((Uj)x+€u2)
— W1+ eu? |Ua 1+€U0|q 2(Ujar +eu?)(Uj-1)e +cud) [}
+rBL'{||U; + eul|™™ 2(U + cu )((Uj) + eu?)
—|Uj 1 4 eu|" (U1 + eu®)(Uj-1)e +cug)|}-

30



In order to estimate the quantities in the right hand side of this inequality,
we employ

W 4 eud [P~ (W 4 eud ) (W) + cul,)|U; + cu®|

— Wi+ ewd P2 (W1 + euf ) (W)o1)s + eug,)|Uj—1 + u’|]

< W+ eu P2 (W) + euf) — Wiy + eud P2 (W1 + eu)| x
X|(W))a + eul,||U; + eu® |
FWi1 + eu PH(Wy)o — (Wy1)a||U; + cul|
H W1 + eud P (Wis1)e + eu||[|U; + eul|? — |Uj—1 + eu]d)

and
(W + eud P2 (W 4 euf) — W1 4 eud P72 (W; 1 + eu)]
372 (p — D([Wy[P2 + (Wi [P72 + eP2[udP~2) x
< X|Wj — W4
2‘Wj_Wj71|p—1 for 1 <p<2.

for p > 2,

Hence the same manner as estimating {(U;41), — (U;).} yields that

[(W5)z = (Wj—1)zlla
< TP A L (W [P~ + &P Hug [P x

MW#+wmwmwm—ﬂ%qmm+O( 1 )

97 min{p—1,¢g—1,r—1,1}

as j — oo. Then it follows from (4.13) as well as (4.10) that

P p A L{ (W1 [P~ 4 P~ ud [P~
(U517 + e9u®[)|[(W))e — (Wi—1)al)lla

< 2 AC|W, 1 |5 U 3N W;)e — (W—1)a[la(T + R)PH
+27 T p AEE [ B UG 15 (W ) — (W—1)ala(T + R)*H
+ortatp AR [0l Wi |l [(W))e — (W—1)olla(T + R)?
ortalp ABeP T [ud B WO |4 | (W) — (Wim)2lla(T + R).

Therefore we obtain that

1 1
10740 = 0930 < 10932 = V-0l + 0 (G ) (420

as j — 0o, which shows the convergence of {(}),}, provided

2r+a—lp AC (5 Nemidptarypta=1(T 4 Ryp+a,
rra-ip ABer |5t (ENemm P arh)(T 4 R)iH,
P +a-1p A Ped||o0)|4_(5Nemin{ptarhyp=1(T 4 R)P,
2t ip ABer w185 [l 1% (T + R)

IA

(4.25)
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holds. Since (4.9) yields that

R < Cymin {e~mindrtartpta-1/(+a) o—lamin{p+eritp=1]/(a+1)
g~ lp=1) min{p+grital/p o—(p+a-1)}

for 0 < & < e94, where

1
Cy:= 5 min [{2PF9F2pAC (5N )pra-1} -1/ ta)

[P AR fu 2 (5N)7) M0,
(2P AR ful (5N},
{2442 AB a2} ]

we find that (4.25) as well as (4.23) and (4.24) follows from

T < Cymin {5*min{p+q7r}(p+q71)/(p+q) g~ lamin{p+q,r}+p-1]/(q+1)
a ~((p—1) min{p+arta/p_o—(r+a-1) ’ (4.26)

€ ’ € }
for 0 < € < e94. We note that (4.26) is a part of (4.16) for which Cj is replace

Continuation of the proof.
The convergence of the sequence {(U;, W;)} to (U, W) in the closed sub-
space of Y satisfying

U113, 10 3, W lla, [|(W )]l < 5Nemintrrars

is established by (4.6), (4.7), (4.8), (4.9), (4.13), (4.16), (4.22) and (4.26).
Therefore the statement of Theorem 2.2 is established with

{ ¢ =min{Cy, Cy, Cs,Cy},

€2 = min{l, €21, €922, €23, 524}-

5 Proof of Proposition 4.2

In this section, we prove a priori estimate (4.5). Note that three estimates
with |U|" are already obtained by Proposition 5.2 in Morisawa, Sasaki and
Takamura [17], so that we shall prove other three estimates with |V |?|U|.
Here a positive constant C' independent of 7" and € may change from line to
line.

It follows from the assumption on the supports and the definition of L
that

[ILAWPIU) (2, )] < CIW U3 (2, 8) - for || <t + R,
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where we set

r+t—s
“/dg/ {xp(5,9) + (1 = xp(5,9))(s + ly] + R}

t+s
(s +lyl + R)? Xsupp(UW)(S y)dy.

First, we consider the case of x > 0. From now on, we employ the change of
variables

a=s+y, f=s—1y. (5.1)
For (x,t) € D, extending the domain of the integral, we have that

J@t) <C /_ z 44 /_ jt(a + R)da
+C / B+ RyHap / Z do

R
t—x t+x

e / a8 / (0 + R)%da

<C(t —I—Rx + B’)i’ﬁq+1
+C(t — x + R)rratt
+C(t+z+ R)"(t —z+ R)
< C(T+ R)PM(t +x+ R).

For t +x > R and |t — z| < R, we also have that

J(z,t) <C+ C/t_gﬁ dp /t+$<& + R)Pda
< C(T+ Rt + o+ R).
For t + z < R, it is trivial that
J(z,t) < C.
Summing up, we obtain that

LW PO (2, )| < CIIW[ZIUN5(T + R)PTU(t + = + R)
for0 <z <t+ R.

The case of x < 0 is similar to the one above, so we omit the details. There-
fore we obtain the first inequality in (4.5).

Next, we shall show the third inequality in (4.5). It follows from the
assumption on the supports and the definition of L’ that

[ (W PIU) (2, )]

for |z| <t+ R,
< CIWIENUI4L T (2 £) + T (2 1)} 7 1
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where the integrals J, and J_ are defined by

Je(z,t) = [ {xe(@ tis) + (1= xux(@, 639))(s + |t — s £ [ + R)P}x
Xxg+(x,t;8)(s+ |t —s x|+ R)ds

and the characteristic functions x;y, X7, xg+ and yg_ are defined by

XI:I:(xa t; 5) ‘= X{s:s—|t—s*z|>R}>
XE:I:(xa l; 5) ‘= X{s:|t—stx|<s+R}

respectively. First we note that it is sufficient to estimate J. for x > 0 due
to its symmetry,
J+(_.§U, t) = J,(x, t)

For (z,t) € DN {x > 0}, we have

(t+z+R)/2
Ji(x,t) < C/ (t+x + R)P"ds
(t+:£:fR)/2
+C/ (t+ 2+ R)ds
(t+z+R)/2
<C(t+z+ RPH 4+ C(t+x+ R)T™

S C(T + R)p+q

and
(t—z+R)/2
Luawgc/ (s 4|t — 5 — 2| + R)P*ds
(t—atc—R)/Z
+C/ (s+|t—s—a|+ R)ds
(t—z+R)/2

<C(t+z+ RPH 4+ C(t+x+ R)*™
< C(T + R)P*.

For t +x > R and |t — z| < R, we have

t
Ji(x,t) < C/ (t+x+ R)P"ds < C(T + R’ (t + z + R)
(t+z—R)/2
and
t
T (0,t) < /@+n—&ﬂm4wﬂ@
0

(t — x4+ R)p+q+1 + C(t + +_]§)p+q+1

C
t—x t
SC/ (t—:c+R)p+qu+C/ (2s —t + 2+ R)P"ds
0 t
C
C(T + R)P™(t + x + R).
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It is trivial that Jy(z,t) < C for t + x < R. Therefore we obtain the third
inequality in (4.5).

The fifth inequality in (4.5) readily follows from the computations above.
The proof of Proposition 4.2 is now completed. O

6 Proofs of Theorem 2.3 and Theorem 2.4

The essential argument to obtain the upper bound of the lifespan is the
following. Let u be a classical solution of (1.1) in a time interval [0, T]. If T
is bigger than some quantity depending on ¢, we will meet a contradiction to
the fact that u is a classical solution. This situation gives us that the lifespan
should be less than the quantity due to its definition.

Proof of Theorem 2.3.
Neglecting the second term of our equation as

Alw?lul® + Blu|” = Afug[Plul?,

in (1.1), we have that there exists a constant e3; = e31(f, g, p, ¢, A, R) such
that the contradiction appears provided

T > Cye el if / g(z)dz >0 (6.1)
R

holds for 0 < ¢ < e31 and some positive constant C3; independent of e.
Because it is already obtained by Zhou [23] for the equation
Ut — Uge = |ut|p|u|q'

2

in which it is trivial that “=" can be replaced with “> Ax”. As stated in
Introduction, we shall repeat its proof in Appendix below.
By virtue of the same reason and Zhou [21], making use of

Alult|ul + Blu|" = Blul",

we have that there exists a constant 35 = e32(f, g,7, B, R) such that the
contradiction appears provided

T > Cye =D/2if / g(x)dz > 0 (6.2)
R

holds for 0 < ¢ < &35 and some positive constant C3, independent of e.
Therefore, taking

g3 = min{&?gl, €39, 1} and C = min{031, 032},
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we have the desired lifespan estimate by (6.1) and (6.2). O

Proof of Theorem 2.4.
First we shall prove that there exists a constant €41 = e41(f,p,¢, A, R)
such that the contradiction appears provided

T > Cype Pt if (2.21) is fulfilled (6.3)
holds for 0 < € < e4; and some positive constant C; independent of . To
this end, define the blow-up set

R
Y= {(x,t) eRx[0,T] : 2>0,t+2>R, 0<t—z< 5} (6.4)

Then, it follows from the positiveness of the nonlinear term and representa-
tion of u,u; in (2.3), (2.6) that

ue,t) 2 S{f(e +1) + f(e = 1)
and
wla,t) > S{f(@+1) = flla—1)}.

Hence the assumption on the initial data, (2.21), implies that
1
u(z,t), up(z, t) > §f0€ in X. (6.5)

From now on, we employ the routine iteration procedure. Assume an
estimate

u(z,t) > My(t+x— R)™(t — ),
{ w(@t) > My(t+o— Ry (t— gy OF @D EX (66)

holds, where a,, b,,c, > 0 and M, > 0. All the sequences {a,}, {b,}, {cn}
and {M,} are defined later. Then it follows from (2.3), (2.6) and (5.1) that

t—x t+x
AM,I;JF‘I / ﬂqb”+pc”dﬁ/ (a o R)(p-i—q)anda
0 R

4
A M£+q

> X
~ Hp+qan +1}{qgb, + pe, + 1}
% (t Lo — R)(p-l—q)an-i-l(t _ x)qbn—l—an-i-l

u(x,t) >

and
A t
w(z,t) > —/ lug(x —t + s, 9)|P|u(x —t + s,5)|%ds
A
> AT pyatntren / (25— t + & — R)PH0ungs
2 (t—z+R)/2
AMngq

> t - R (p+q)an+1 t— gbn+pcn
2 Hotoarnite—h (t~2)
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for (z,t) € ¥. Hence (6.6) holds for all n € N provided

an+1 = (p + q)a’n + 17 ay = 07
bnt1 = qb, +pc, +1, by =0,
Cny1 = qbn + PCn, =0

and
AMPHa 1

p+ Q)CLn + 1}{<p_|_ q)(bn T Cn) + 1}7 Ml = §f0€.

Mnlg
A

It is easy to see that

n—l_l
an:bn+cn:(p+q) (n € N),
p+qg—1

which implies

{0+ @an + 1H{p+ @) (bn + cn) + 1}

p+q)*"
<{(p+qa,+1}*=d> < o™
_{(p ‘J) } +1 > (p+q—1)2

Therefore M,, should be defined by
1
My = ACs(p +q) "M, My = 5 foe,

where we set )
(p+q—1)

05 = 4

>0,
so that (6.6) implies that

u(z, t)uy(z, t)
> M2(t+x — R)* (t — )
> Ce{(t + 2 — R)*(t — )} Dexp {Z(x, 1) (p + ¢)" '}

for (z,t) € £, where

1
Z(z,t) = P log{(t + = — R)*(t — )}
1
—i—p — log(AC5) — 4S,14log(p + q) + 2log <§f05) ’
2
C 1= ——————1log(AC5) | > 0.
6 exp( p+q—10g( 5))
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Indeed, M, satisfies
log M1 = log(AC5) — 2nlog(p + q) + (p + ¢) log M,
which implies

log Mn+1
={l+(@+q)+-+(p+q" "}1og(ACs)
2{n+ P+ —-1)+---+(@+q" (n—(n—-1))}log(p+q)

+(p + q)" log M,

(p+qm—1 . — j+1

=LY " T og(ACs) — 2(p + q)" log(p + g

p— (ACs5) —2( ) ( )jo(P+‘1)J
+(p +1Q)" log M,

— log(AC,

pt+q—1 Og(l 5)
+(p+q)" { — 10g(ACS5) — 25,4 log(p + ) + log Ml} :

where we set

—Jj+1
S, = Z]rjﬂ < 00.
=0
In view of (6.7), if there exists a point (xg, tg) € X such that Z(xg,ty) > 0,
we have a contradiction u(zg, to)u(zo, to) = 0o to the fact that u is a classical
solution on the time interval [0,7] with 7" > ¢, of (1.1) by letting n — oo.
Let us set

R SR
t0:x0+z and ty > I(> 1)

Then, since we have

R
(to + 20 — R)*(to — 7o) > Zt%,

Z(xg,t9) > 0 follows from

f}g > é . (p + q)4(p+q71)5p+q —2(p+q—1)

R (AC5)?(21 f0)2(p+q—1)6

Therefore this inequality completes the proof of (6.3) with

2 (p + q)2(p+(I*1)SP+lI
T VR ACs(271fo)prat

C141
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and £4; > 0 satisfying
—(p+q-1) _ DR

Now we note that there exists a constant e40 = €42(f, 7, B, R) such that
a contradiction appears provided

T > Cyoe "=/ if (2.21) is fulfilled (6.8)

holds for 0 < € < 49 and some positive constant Cys independent of €. The
assumption (2.21) is stronger than the one of Theorem 5.1 in Takamura [18§]
for the equation wy —u,, = |u|". Its proof is available also for w; —u,, > Blu|”
with a trivial modification.

Finally, we shall deal with the case of the generalized combined effect,

namely
r+1

2

<ptqg<r.
Set

F(t) = /R w(w, ).

Then the equation in (1.1) and the support of the solution (2.2) yield that
Pt /{A\ut o, O)Plu(e, O + Blu(e, £)["}da

Neglecting the first term in the integrand and making use of Holder’s in-
equality, we have that

F"(t) > B/ lu(z,t)|"de > 2"B(t+ R)" " Y|F@)|" fort>0. (6.9)
R
On the other hand, neglecting the second term of the integrand, we have that
t
F"(t) > A/ lug(z, t)|P|u(x, t)|dz > A/ lug(z, t)|P|u(x, t)|dx
R t—R/2

for t > R/2. Then it follows from (6.5) that

pr+q

"
F ( ) — 2ptatl

R
— 9 _Pta for ¢ > X

Integrating this inequality and employing the fact that F”(t) > 0 for ¢t > 0
and

F'(t) > F'(0 =0,
fort >0,
F(t) f Ydz >0



we have that

pr+q
/ -
F'(t) > ———- Srrat? ePrit fort > R
which yields that
Apr+q oo
F(t) > Y eP*at* for t > 2R. (6.10)

We are now in a position to employ Lemma 2.2 in Takamura [18]. The
assumption in (2.9) in [18] is satisfied by (6.10) and setting

Apr+q
Sprard ePtits = 2F(0) = 25/Rf(a:)dx

Also with
p=r, q:T_]-a (122,

the blow-up condition (2.1) in [18] implies the trivial inequality

—1 —1 1
M:T .2_7“ +1:r+
2 2 2

> 0.

If we put

+ —(r=1)/(r+1)
C/ <Apr q q)

Ip+q+4

where C, = C{(r, B) > 0 is the )y in Lemma 2.2 in [18], we have

To > max{ty, 2R}

provided
(T*l)/(TH) 1/2
AR fp+q op+q+5 (p4a-1)
C ( op+a+4 e Apr+q/ f (@) dae v > 2R

holds. This inequality can be possible to be established for small £ by the
fact that

p+q—1 r—1
— <
2 W+ a7
is equivalent to
(p+a)—7 <

This inequality is trivial when r > 3 and also follows from a trivial inequality

3—r

<1
r+1

r
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for 1 < r < 3 in this case, (r +1)/2 < p+ ¢ < r. Therefore it is possible
to take Ty = Tj in Lemma 2.2 in [18], so that there exists a constant g43 =
ew(f,p,q,r, A, B, R) such that the contradiction appears provided

T > Cye "=/ if (2.21) is fulfilled (6.11)

holds for 0 < & < e43 and some positive constant Cy3 independent of .
According to the computations above, we can choose

€43 = min{s431, 5432}7

where €431 and e43o are defined by

Apr+q pt+q S Qptats —(p+q-1) 2
o ( op+q+4 5431) - (Apr-i-q/ f(a)dwe g )
0

and N
op+Ha+5
<ARf”*q/ fa)dazf" 1) o
0

Also it is possible to set

Apr—i—q (r=1)/(r+1)
op+aq+4 ) > 0.

C _ 24/ (r+1) C/ (
Recall Remark 2.1. Summing up (6.3), (6.8) and (6.11), we obtain the
statement of Theorem 2.4 by taking
gy = min{1,541,542,543} and C = min{C41,C42,C43}.

The proof of Theorem 2.4 is completed now. O

Appendix

As stated in Introduction, we repeat here the result and its proof, restricted
in one space dimension although, of the unpublished paper by Zhou [23], for
the sake of the completeness of this paper.

Theorem 6.1 (Zhou [23]) Let A > 0 and B = 0. Assume (2.1) and
(2.19). Then, there exists a positive constant 5 = e5(f,9,p,q, A, R) > 0
such that the lifespan T'(€) of a classical solution of (1.1) satisfies

T(e) < Ce~pta-l) (6.12)

where 0 < e < e5, and C' is a positive constant independent of €.
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Proof. The proof is almost same as Zhou [22] in which only the nonlinear
term |u|? is considered.
Let u be a classical solution of (1.1) in the time interval [0, 7]. Set

G := B /Rg(:c)d:c > 0.
From now on, we restrict ourselves in the domain
D":={(x,t) e Rx[0,T] : >R and t—x> R}.
Then, it follows from (2.1) and (2.3) that
u = Ge + AL(Jw|P|u|?) in D'

Inverting the order of variables and diminishing the domain in L, we have

1 T y+R
L(v)(z,t) > —/ dy/ v(y,s)ds for (z,t) € D'
2 R y—R

for any non-negative function v = v(z,t) Applying v = |u.|P|ul? to the equa-
tion above and making use of (1.4), we obtain that

P(z) > Ge + C7/ |P(y)[P*dy for x > R, (6.13)
R
where we set

Because we have employed Holder’s inequality to have
y+R y+R 1/p
/ (luly, s)|P+97) ds < {/ | (uly, s)|"*77) | dS} (2R)17
y—R ° y—R °
and (2.2) implies that
y+R
[ () 07), ds = futyy + B
y—R

Once (6.13) is obtained, it is easy to reach to the desired conclusion by
completely the same argument in [22] in which p is replaced with p + ¢. The
proof is now completed. 0.
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