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THE PROFILE NEAR BLOWUP TIME
FOR SOLUTION OF THE HEAT EQUATION
WITH A NONLINEAR BOUNDARY CONDITION

BEI HU AND HONG-MING YIN

ABSTRACT. This paper studies the blowup profile near the blowup time for the
heat equation u, = Au with the nonlinear boundary condition u, = w’ on
8Q x [0, T). Under certain assumptions, the exact rate of the blowup is es-
tablished. It is also proved that the blowup will not occur in the interior of the
domain. The asymptotic behavior near the blowup point is also studied.

1. INTRODUCTION

In this paper we consider the profile near the blowup time for the solution
of the following problem:

(1.1) Z—l;zAu forxeQ, t>0,
ou _ ,
(1.2) ?97_“ forx e dQ, t>0,

(1.3) u(x,0) =up(x) forxeQ

where Q is a bounded domain in R” with boundary 6, n is the exterior
normal vector on 8Q, p > 1 and up(x) > 0.

It has been known for a long time (cf. [18], [19], [24]) that the problem
does not have a global solution in time, for certain ug(x), and in [9] for all
up(x) # 0. Moreover, if ¥? is replaced by a general nonlinear function f(u),
a necessary and sufficient condition was found in [24] for the problem to have
a finite time blowup. However, there are many important and interesting ques-
tions which have been open for some years. For examples, how does the solution
approach the blowup time? Where is the hot spot located (blowup set)? In one
space dimension as well as a radial symmetric domain in R", the questions were
answered recently in [10], under certain monotonicity assumptions on the initial
value. An improvement was given in [5] where the monotonicity condition was
removed. For several space dimensions, the problem is much more challenging
and there is no result except some partial answer obtained in a recent paper
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118 BEI HU AND H. M. YIN

[27]. To see the difficulties of the problem, let us recall some techniques used
to analyze the profile of the solution near the blowup time for the following
equation:
U — Au=u* (p>1).

For this equation, the above-mentioned questions were studied by a number of
authors (cf. [2], [4], [11], [13]-[15], [20], [21], [25], [26], etc.). In [11] various
results regarding to the blowup rate and blowup set were obtained. In deriving
the blowup rate, the monotonicity of solution with respect to ¢ was imposed.
Later, by introducing self-similarity variables, the authors of [14] eliminated
the monotonicity condition and obtained the rate estimates if p € (1, :—f%)-
Moreover, the asymptotic behavior near the blowup time was obtained in [13]
and [15]. But in their proofs, the convexity of the domain is essential in order
to derive the desired energy estimates. However, the convexity of the domain
does not provide any help in our case since our nonlinearity is located on the
boundary. By imposing the monotonicity of u(x, t) with respect to ¢, one
can show the energy E(s) is nevertheless uniformly bounded (see (5.9) for
the definition of E(s)). Another difficulty we encounter is the lack of results
for the corresponding steady state problem. It is well known that in order to
study the asymptotic behavior for the solution of an evolution equation, one
needs a lot of results for the steady state equation. But to our knowledge, there
are not many results available for an elliptic equation with nonlinear boundary
condition in an unbounded domain. To see such an example, let us consider
the following elliptic problem:

Aw=0, inQ, 6—1{:11)”, on 0Q,
an
where Q = {x = (x1,X%2,...,X,) € R" : x; > 0} and p > 1. Obviously,

there is a trivial solution w = 0. Does the problem have a positive solution?
The answer depends on the dimension n and p. In order to show that zero
is the only solution, one must study the singularity of the solution at infinity
because of the unboundedness of the domain. Indeed, when » = 1 a direct
calculation concludes that zero is the only solution. When n = 2, one can use
the maximum principle to show that there is no positive solution (see Lemma

6.1 in Section 6). However, when n > 2 and p = .25 there is indeed a positive
solution
_ c
w(x) = Ix_—xO',,_’E ;
where xo=(—1,0,...,0) and c is chosen properly.

By employing Kelvin’s transform as in [3] and [7], we are able to show that
the above elliptic problem does not have any positive solution if p € [1, 1= 2)
This uniqueness result enables us to use the “localized” maximum principle,
and deduce the blowup rate estimate:

mgx ulx, ) < C(T-1t)~ V-1

where T is the blowup time.
The second main result in this paper is concerned with blowup set. The
examples in [23] indicate that the blowup may occur in the interior of the
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PROFILE NEAR BLOWUP TIME FOR HEAT EQUATION 119

This is not too surprising if one examines the representation of the solution
and compares the boundary value with the heat kernel. Hence, in order to
answer the question, we first need to show that the growth rate near the blowup
time is not too fast. More precisely, we show that the rate does not exceed

1
T—or

for some large ¢ . Then by constructing a suitable auxiliary function, we prove
that the blowup only occurs on the boundary (it may occur only at a point or at
every point depending on the initial data and the shape of the domain). This
implies that the diffusion term is the dominating term in the interior of the
domain if the heat supply is given by a power of the temperature.

The paper is written in the following manner. In Section 2, for completeness
we give a new proof for the blowup property. Section 3 deals with the blowup
rate of the solution. In Section 4, the blowup set is studied. The asymptotic
behavior near the blowup time is considered in Section 5. The final section pro-
vides some uniqueness results for elliptic problems with a nonlinear boundary
condition, which are of independent interest.

2. BLOWUP AT FINITE TIME

Throughout this paper, we shall use C and ¢ to denote various generic con-
stants if there is no confusion. A solution of (1.1)-(1.3) is always understood
in the classical sense.

We assume that Q is a bounded smooth domain in R”. Although the fol-
lowing result is known (see [9], for example), we present a simple argument
below. The argument will also be used in Section 4.

Theorem 2.1. For any nonzero, nonnegative initial data uy(x), the solution of
the system (1.1)-(1.3) blows up in a finite time.
Proof- Local existence is clear. By the maximum principle, inf,cq u(x, &) > 0

(for small ¢ > 0). Replacing ¢t = 0 by ¢t = ¢ if necessary, we may assume
without loss of generality that inf,cq #o(x) = c > 0. Take v(x) such that

ianv >0,
611 =v? forxedQ,
an

%S’U(X)SC for x € Q.

The existence of such a v(x) can be obtained, for example, by the variational
method. Then the comparison principle implies that u(x, t) > ¢(x, t), where
@(x, t) is the solution of (1.1 )-(1.2) with initial condition ¢(x, 0) = v(x).
Clearly, ¢:(x, t) > 0, by maximum principle. As a consequence, @(x,t) >
o(x,0)>c/2. Let w(x,t) =¢@x,t)—dpP(x,t). Then a direct calculation
shows that

oy
En

oy rxedQ, t>0,

License or copyright restrictions may apply to re@lnnuhon ?e htlp‘g///www ams.org/journal- -termd-of-Usé
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120 BEI HU AND H. M. YIN

and w(x,0) > 0 if J is small enough. It follows that w(x, t) > 0, which
implies that ¢, > d¢?. Thus ¢(x, t) blows up in a finite time, and u(x, ¢t)
must blow up at a finite time. O

3. BLOWUP RATE

Suppose that T is the blowup time. We first derive the blowup rate from
above.

Theorem 3.1. Let Q be a bounded domain in R" such that 0Q € C2+a for
some 0 < o < 1. Suppose that | < p < oo for n=2 and 1 <p < 2= for

n > 3. We assume that the initial value uy € C*(Q) satisfies
(3.1) up >0, Aug>0 forxeQ,

Buo
(3.2) W=u5 for x € 8Q.
Then
33 0 < ¢
> T = e

Remark 3.1. The restriction on p comes from a nonexistence result for elliptic
equations in Section 6.

Proof. Considering the equations for the functions ¥ and u, and using the
maximum principle, we immediately obtain

u('x’t)zoa ut(x7t)20-

Thus the function M(#) = max, gu(x,t) is monotone nondecreasing and
M(t) - o© as t — T — 0. The maximum principle implies that M (1) =
max,egq U(x, t).

We shall use the scaling argument analogous as in [8]. Take T/2 < * < T,
and let M* = M(t*). Take any point x* € 9Q such that M(¢*) = u(x*, t*)
(there may be more than one choice of such x* for each ¢*) and introduce the
rescaled function

1 * * el
(3'4) (/’i(Y>s)=Fu(lRy+x ,125+t) foryEQA, —"2—}.—2<S<0
where Q; = {y; ARy + x* € Q} and R is a rotation operator such that
(-1,0,0,...,0) is the exterior normal vector of 9Q; at 0. We choose 4 -
such that ‘

AMHP=D =1,

Then ¢; solves

99, T
(3.5) Bs - M0 fory € , —2—125S50,

8(/),1 T

= ———<s<

(3.6) an =¢) foryedQ,, 512 s<0,
(3.7) 91(0,0) =1,

L\CC%é%y)copyright restrictions may apgyéregﬁrmianfgle &pslwaw.an(s%é)@(n)él-?eﬂ%Q-Oaseo'



PROFILE NEAR BLOWUP TIME FOR HEAT EQUATION 121

By assumption, the boundary 8; N {|y| < K} is uniformly in the class of
C?** and approaches the hyperplane {y; = 0} as A — 0+. Recalling (3.8),
and using Schauder’s estimates, we obtain

(3-9) Il(ol”clm,1+(u/2>(§1n{|y|§K}x[—K2,0]) < Ck,

where the constant Ck is independent of 4.
Next we claim that there exist ¢ >0, § > 0 (independent of the choices of
x* and the rotation R) such that

(3.10) %(0,0)ZC for T—6 <t <T.

It is clear that (¢;);(0, 0) > 0 by Hopf’s lemma. Therefore if (3.10) is not
true, then there exists a sequence t; = T — 0 such that

(91,)5(0,0) = 0,

where 4; = 1/[M(¢;)]*~" . Using (3.9) and compactness, the family {;,} has
a subsequence which converges to a function ¢(y, s). Taking this subsequence,
still denoted by the subscript 4;, we have

lloa, — ¢”C2+ﬂ,l+(B/2)(§ln{|y|§K}x[_K2,0]) -0,

for 0 < p < a and for any K > 0. It follows that ¢ satisfies

(3.11) %%: yp for0<y <oo, —c0<s<0,
o9

(3.12) %=(p1’ fory, =0, —00<s5<0,

(3.13) p(0,0)=1, ¢40,0)=0

(3.14) 0<py,s)<1, osy,s)>0.

The regularity theory of parabolic PDEs implies that ¢ is in C* for the y
and s directions up to the boundary y; = 0. Differentiating (3.12) in 5 we
obtain

(3.15) %(/:: =peP~lp, fory; =0, —c0<s<0,

which implies that d¢,(0, 0)/8n = 0. Notice that ¢;(0, 0) = 0 is the mini-
mum of the function ¢;. It follows that ¢s(y,s) =0 for s <0, y; >0 by
Hopf’s lemma. Thus we obtain a function ¢(y) = ¢(s, y) which satisfies the
equations

(3.16) Ayp=0 forO0<y <oo,
00 _ —

(3.17) In=? fory, =0,

(3.18) p(0)=1, 0<o(y)<L

This is a contradiction to the nonexistence result which will be proved in Section
6. Thus (3.10) is established. We can rewrite (3.10) as

(3.19) OU i 1y > c(M*)?P=1 for T—8<t* <T.

License or copyright restrictions magaﬂp\y to redistribution; see https://www.ams.org/journal-terms-of-use



122 BEI HU AND H. M. YIN

Foreach A >0,

(3.20)
M@ +h)—-M(t*) M@ +h)—u(x*, ) S u(x*, t*+h) —u(x*, t*)
h - h - h )
Letting 2 — 0+ (noticing that M(t) is Lipschitz continuous), we obtain
(3.21) M (t*) > w(x*, t*) > cMP~1(1).

Integrating the above equation, we conclude (3.3). O

We can also get the lower bound of the blowup rate. The proof from Theorem
3.1 can be used here if we assume u, > 0 (it will be true for any 1 < p < 00).
However, the assumption u, > 0 will no longer be needed if we use the integral
equation.

Theorem 3.2. Suppose that Q is a bounded domain in R" such that 3Q € C'**
Jor some 0 < a< 1, and up(x) > 0. Then

c
(3.22) Te% u(x, t) > _(T — 1)1/2p=1i"

Proof. We use the integral equation for u(x, t). Let I'(x, ¢) be the fundamen-
tal solution for the heat equation, namely,

I'(x, 1) = ﬁ] .

(@nt)erm P [“ a
Then for 0 < z <t < T and x € Q, we have Green’s identity:

u(x,t>=/r<x—y,t—z>u(y,z)dy

Q
!

(3.23) +/ /Qup(y,T)F(x—y,t—t)dSydr
z J@

t
—// u(y,r)—a—r—(x—y,t—r)dSydr.
2 Jag ony

Letting x — 0Q and using the jump relation for the third term on the right-
hand side of (3.23) (cf. [12]), we obtain

(3.24)
Jube, 0= [Ty, 1= 2uly. 2)dy
2 Q
{
+// Wy, OT(x -y, t —7)dS, d
z JIQ
! or
—// uy,)=—(x -y, t—1)dSydt forx €0Q,
z JOQ an,"
O<z<t.
We now set

M(t) =maxu(x,t), M) = mgeé u(x, t).

License or copyright restrictions may apply to redistripp@d® see htlps://www.ams.org/lournal-termsm



PROFILE NEAR BLOWUP TIME FOR HEAT EQUATION 123

Since 0Q € C'**, T satisfies (cf. [12])

C 1

((—f [x —pi—2ia for x,y € 8Q.

any(x y,t—-1)| <

We fix 4 such that 1 — a/2 <u<1. Then (3.24) implies that

—M,,(t)<M +C/ d+C/ ?[_”:))ﬂd

<M(z)+C (max Mb(r)> 2V/t-z+C (max Mb(r)) (t—z)l-#
z<1<t z<1<t
<M(z)+C (max My(t ) 2VT —z+C <r21a§th(t)) (T — z)I=*,
z<t<
Forany z<n <1,
%Mb(n) <M(z)+C (max My( )) 2vT -z+C <r§a<x Mb(‘t)> (T - z)!7#
ZSTS
<M(z)+C (max Mb(‘r)> 2T —z+C (max Mb(r)> (T - z)!=#,
z<1<t z<1<t
which implies that

?
1 max My(t) <M(z)+ C | max My(7) ) 2vVT -z
2z z<t<t z<t<t
(3.25)
_ -z
+C (zrgfgth(r)) (T —z)' ~*#,
By assumption, T is the blowup time; therefore
h(t) = E?i(th(T) —o0 ast— T -0.
Since h,(z) = My(z) < M(z), we can choose ¢ < T such that max;<.<; Mp(7)
=4M(z), and the inequality (3.25) becomes
M(z) <22 \CVT —zZMP(z) + 4C(T - z)'"*M(z2).
The above inequality implies that
M(z) <2%22CVT —zMP(z2),
provided T — z is small enough. The theorem follows. O

The integral equation (3.24) will also give us the estimate for the upper
bound for the integral |u(-, ¢)|| Lr(5Q) - There is no restriction on p.

Theorem 3.3. Suppose that Q is a bounded domain in R" such that 9Q € Cl+a
Jor some 0 < a <1, uy(x)>0, and Aug(x) > 0. Then

/p C
3.26 uP(x,t dS) <
( ) i pg/éasmbut(lon see r?nps /Iwiw.ams. org/Jo(r Itermglf U/JZ(p 1
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124 BEI HU AND H. M. YIN

Proof. Let A(t) = ||u(-, t)|| (a0 - Under our assumptions, u#, > 0. It follows
that A'(t) > 0. Holder’s 1nequa11ty implies that

A(t) > c/aQ u(x, t)ds.

Integrating ( 3.24) over 92, we obtain

L AP(7) " A7)
c/aﬂu(x,t)dSZC/Z\/z__T T C/z |t—r|l‘d

t
> c/z \f_;(f_)t dt— C*A(D)|T - z|'~*.

Taking z so that C*|T — z|!=# = 1/2, we obtain

(3.27) A(t) > ¢ /t j;(_j)r dt = col(2).

Clearly,
AP(1) S chP(t)'
VT —t = VT -1t

I'e) =

It follows that

/ d:_Zc" T-—t.
i T

Assuming that I(T) = oo (otherwise there is nothing to prove), the above
inequality implies that
I(2) <27 MW@=1=pI®=D(p _ 1)=1/e=1)(T _ p=1/2(p-1)]
(3.28) (1)< 0 ( ) ( )
=C*(T — 1)~ V/R=Di,

On the other hand, for 1=2¢(—T (we assume that ¢ is close to T here),

=2(V2 - )WT —14°(1).

10 > / (’) _d > A47(F)

u-T VT
Combining this inequality with (3.28), we obtain
A@D) < (CH'P2(V2 = DI7VP(T = 1)~ 20D
<(C )l/p[2(\/__1)] Upl/2p=0)(T — 7)=1/2p=1)],

The theorem follows. O

Remark 3.2. The above argument can be applied to the following integral equa-
tion:
t
A
A(f) = Ao+ ———f( @) 4,
0 —

c‘ehrgggr copy! gh mct\ons m app>\y tc! rldls%g%n sth\%s /Mwwiw.ams.org/journal-terms-of-use



PROFILE NEAR BLOWUP TIME FOR HEAT EQUATION 125

Without any condition, one can prove that A(¢) will blow up in a finite time.
Moreover, there exist two constants C; and C, such that

C\(T - )%1 < A(1) < Co(T — )%,

where T is the blowup time.

4. BLOWUP SET

We shall prove in this section that the blowup will occur only at the boundary
of the domain.

Theorem 4.1. Suppose that the function u(x,t) is continuous on the domain
Q x [0, T) and satisfies

u=Au for(x,t)eQx[0,T),

u< (Tf—t)q Jor (x,1)€e8Qx[0,T), forsomegq>0.

Then for any Q' cc Q,

sup{u(x, t); (x,t)eQ x[0, T)} < .

Proof. By approximating the domain from inside if necessary, we may assume
without loss of generality that 8Q is smooth, say C2.
Let d(x) = dist(x, Q) and

v(x) =d?*(x) for x € N,(8Q),

where N (0Q) = {(x € Q, d(x) < &}. Since Q is C?, the function v(x) is
in C?(N,(6Q)) if ¢ is small enough. Clearly,

2
Av_w=2—4(q+l) on 8Q.
Since v € C?(N,(0Q)),
2 I
NCE: IJIVUI > —4(g+1) in N (9Q)

if g is small enough. We next extend v(x) to a function on Q such that
v € C*Q) and v >¢o >0 on Q\ N, (8Q). Then

2 —_—
Av — wjj_l_ > —-C* on Q
for some C* > 0. Set
_ Ci
RN TES EY T T
Then
Cigq Q (g + D)|Vo|? )
w; — Aw = C'+Ay— —————1}>0.
License orcopyr;ht restrictions ma;[g'g;gyxf)re-r!i—stg;o(nLeﬁl&){l\/(v‘vlvj.-aln?s.oy /journal-terms-of-use v + C*( T - t)



126 BEI HU AND H. M. YIN

Take C; to be large enough so that w(x, 0) > u(x, 0) and C, > (C*)?. Then
the maximum principle implies that w(x, t) > u(x, t), and

sup{u(x, t); (x,t)eQ’x[O,T)}gClsup{ﬁ; er’}<oo. O

Corollary 4.2. Assume that ug(x) > 0 and Aug(x) > O (which implies that
u; > 0). Then no blowup will occur in the interior of the domain Q.

Proof. As in the proof of Theorem 2.1, we can easily establish u, > du? for
t > ¢ for small § and ¢. It then follows that

C
. oo
@ e = T

Although (4.1) does not give us the best rate at the boundary, it is enough for
us to apply Theorem 4.1. 0O

5. ASYMPTOTIC BEHAVIOR NEAR THE BLOWUP POINT

We first establish some preliminary estimates. We will assume throughout
this section that

C 1
(5.1) maxu(x, ) < g B=5p Ty

This condition will be satisfied if the assumptions of Theorem 3.1 are in force.
As in Giga and Kohn [14], we introduce the scaled solution:

w(y, s) = (T —0)fu(x, 1),
x—a=yvT—-t, T-—t=e",

where a is a fixed point on 9Q. If u solves (1.1), then w solves

3} 1
(5.2) aw—Aw+§y-Vw+,Bw—0

in the domain

w=JQ.),

5$>80

where
Qis)={(y,s); ey+aecQ}, s=-InT.

From the proof of Theorem 3.1 (cf. (3.9)) we have the following estimates:

3] C
— < P P —
’ : ju(x, l)' Cr;leaxu (X, t) (T l)pﬂ s

2
___?_u(x’ l)

License or copyright restrctLQM p}%ko redistribution
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PROFILE NEAR BLOWUP TIME FOR HEAT EQUATION 127

As a consequence,

(5.3) 0<w(y,s)<C for(y,s)eW,
(5.4) ’iw(y,s) <C for(y,s)e W,
ayj
2
5.5 wy,s)| <C for(y,s)eW.
(5.5) 9,99 ¥, s) (v, s)

We need the following formulae;

Lemma 5.1. If f(s,y): W — R is a smooth function, then

d 1
58 5 fo 6 ndr= [ e ndves [ s n0-mas,

d
(5.7) ds a%)f(s,y )as = /3 Q(S)J‘S(s, y)dS

+% [(n—1)f(s, )+ Vf(s,y)-y]dS,
Q(s)

where m is the exterior normal vector of dQ(s) and dS is the surface area
element.

Proof. The proof of (5.6) can be found in Liu [20], and (5.7) can be proved
in a similar manner. 0O
Let us rewrite equation (5.2) in divergence form:

(5.8) pws —V - (pVw) + pw =0,

where p = e~"I’/4. Now we introduce the “energy” functional as in Giga and
Kohn [14]:

(5:9)  E(s)= l/ (pIvwP + ppw?) dy - pwPids.
2 Jags)

P+ 1 Joqy

First of all, multiplying ( 5.8) with w; and integrating over Q(s), we have the
following identity:

/ plws|>dy + / [pVWwVw; + Bpwwi]dy = / pwPwsds.
Q(s) Q(s) Q(s)

Using formulae (5.6)-(5.7) and the above identity, we now obtain
(5.10)

E'(s) = / (PVwVw, + Bpww,)dy + 5 / (vl + Bpu?) (v -y ds
Q(s) Qi

(s)

1
- wPw dS——/ n— Dpw?P* + V(pw?*) . y| dS
m(s)p s D) an(s)[( )P (p ) y]

plwsPdy + J(s),

License or copyright 754%(11913 may apply to redistribution; see https://www.ams.org/journal-terms-of-use



128 BEI HU AND H. M. YIN

where

1

J$)=7 [ (plvwl + pow?) (v -m)dsS

QY s)
: /

. S n— Dpw?*! + V(pw?tH . y| ds.

T mwk )p (pw?*h)-y]

The estimate on J(s) is crucial for taking the limit as s — oo.

Lemma 5.2. There exists a constant C* such that

(5.11) J(s) < C*e /4,
Proof. Without loss of generality, we may assume that ¢ = 0 € 9Q and
(-1,0,...,0) is the exterior unit normal vector of Q at 0. Then 38Q near

0 is represented by the formula
(5.12) X1 =g(X2, X3, ..., Xn) forxf'+-~~+x,%§52,
where g € C** and g(0) =0, Vg(0) = 0. We can represent 9€Q(s) by

(5.13)

y=e?

g'e™2)=G(y') for |y'|<ée’?, ¥ =2, V3,0’ Vn).
Clearly,

G(0)=0, VG0)=0, |G,,|<Ce™? 2<k,j<n),

1 VG
= . N dS= 1+ VG2d Ia
" <\/1+|VG|2 \/1+|VG|2> VI+IVGEdy

yon= =G +y2Gy, + - + Gy,
V1I+|VG]
From now on, the generic constants C will depend only on the given data
like 8Q, up(x),and p.
We split the integrals in J(s) on 8Q(s) into dQ(s) N {|y’| < e’} and
0Q(s) N {|y’| > de*/3} . Recalling (5.3)—(5.5),

|the integrals in J(s) on 8Q(s) N {[y'| > de*/¥}

<C e~ VPR gs

Q(s)n{|y |>6e’/8}

”ﬂ 109(s)

205/8 4 (n-1)s
2

(5.14)
exp

co 1
<c6xp(

OOI'—‘ OOI

Now we write

License or copyrlgmgnmqg{m é%dd[&}g)n s(e)eqn? pv(ﬁg;)nq J/Lyrn |-terms- gu/s} = 11 + 12 (S)
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where I;(s) is estimated as follows:

In(s)l =3

/ (pIvuP + gpw?) (v-m) dS|
aQ(s)N{|y’|<des/3}

<c [ ol - m)|dsS
()N {1y’ |<de*/3}

<C G-VG-y|)dy'
(5.15) {,y,lsaem”(' Dy

<C ply'* max |Gy, | dy’
{Iy'|<dess) .

SCe—s/Z(es/8)2/ pdy/
{ly'|<des/s}

<Ce™s/4,

To estimate I,(s), we let ¢(y, s) = pwP*! and compute

(5.16)
2(p — 1)|Ix(s)|

/ [(n — DpwPt! + V(pw?*!) -y] dSl
aQs)N{[y’|<des/8}

= ‘Al |<5 /8}[(n_ 1)¢+(¢YIG+¢y2y2+~c.+¢ynyn)] 1+|VG|2dyl
y'|<des

n
= n—1g+ Gy, +
/{lyllsdes/g} [( )¢ Z(¢yl Yk (oJ’k)yk

k=2
n
+9), (G - ZykGyk) V1+|VG2dy
k=2
< Ki(s) + Kz(s),
where
n
K> (s) =/ @y, (G - ZykGyk) V1+IVG2dy'
{ly'1<des/®} k=2
<C — 1Y 13/814,12 _ ’
(5.17) - {|y:'559:13}e ly | male}’JYk' dy
SC€_S/2(€S/8)2/ e—ly’|2/8 dy'
Rn—1

—s/4
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Finally, let us estimate K(s) using integration by parts on the (n — 1) dimen-
sional disk:

(5.18)

\V1+|VG2dy'

Ki(s) = |

(n—1e+ G +
{y’ |<6e5/5}[ ) Z 2y, Gy, + 03,) Vi

(n— 1)
{Iy |<des/8}

+Zykay (P[G(yz,---,Yn),J/z,---,J’n])}\/1+|VG|2dyl

/ Z yk 1+|VG]? dy’
{ly'|=des8} 1 5

/{ 0> o (1 +1v6E) av

v'1<8e58} 1y

< Ces/S/ pdy’ + Ce‘s/z/ ply'|dy’
{1y'|=des/3} {ly'1<des/8}

< Ce*dexp <—%62e5/4 + @) + Ce™s/2.

Combining the estimates from ( 5.14)—-(5.18), we conclude the lemma. O

Remark 5.1. The estimates are uniformly valid for a € Q2.
From Lemma 5.2 and (5.10),

d *,—s5/4
- (E(s)+4c e ) <0.
It follows that the function E(s) + 4C*e~*/* is monotone decreasing. Clearly
E(s) is bounded from below. Therefore the limit lim,_(E(s) + 4C*e~%/4)
exists. So the limit

(5.19) sll.rglo E(s) = E(o00) exists.

Integrating (5.10), we also conclude

Lemma 5.3.

(5.20) /oo plws2dyds < C < oo.
o JQ(s)

Notice that (5.19) claims that the “energy E(s)” has a limit. The energy
E(s) is the difference of two terms. In fact, the limits of both terms exist. Let

Eyfw](s) = /Q . (plvwp + pow?) dy,

E>[w](s) = / pwP+lds.
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Theorem 5.4.

2(p+ 1)
-1

Lim Ey[w](s) =
Proof. By (5.19)

E(c0), lim Ep[w](s) = zg’jll)E(oo).

(5.21) lim (%E1 (s) —

§—00

E2<s>) — E(c0)

By (5.3)-(5.5), we can take a subsequence sj — oo such that w(y, s +s,)
converges weakly to a function we(y,s). Lemma 5.3 implies that we is
independent of s. Hence

(5.22) —V(pVWeo) + fpWoo =0 fory; >0, —0co <y <00 (2< k <n),

OWeo
(5.23) “on
It follows that Ej[w](s +s;) — ¢1 and E;[w](s +s;) — ¢; as sj = o0, where
= E[Woo] and ¢; = E»[we]. Multiplying (5.22) by we and integrating,

we obtain

=wh ony =0.

C—C = 0.
Combining it with (5.21) we find that
2(p+1)

=0= 1 E(o0).

Since ¢; and c; are uniquely determined by E(oo), the limits

lim E [w](s+s;) and lim Ej[wl(s +s;)

§j—00 §j—00
are actually independent of the choices of the subsequence s;. The theorem is
proved. O :

As in the proof of Giga and Kohn [14], w(y, s) will have to converge 10 Weo
uniformly on any bounded subset as s — oo, if the solution we in (5.22 ) -
(5.23) is independent of the choices of the subsequence s;. This is the case
if the positive solution to the system is unique.

Theorem 5.5. Let the assumption (5.1) be in force. If a bounded positive solu-
tion with bounded gradient to the system

%y-V:/H»Bw:O foryy >0, —co<yp <oo (2<k<n),

(5.25) g;f/—y/" foryi =0, —co<yr <00 (2<k<n),

(5.24) —Ay +

is unique, then for the solution u of (1.1) and a € 3Q (assuming without loss
of generality that the exterior normal at the point a is (-1,0,...,0)),

(5.26) lim (T - t)fu(a +yvT —1t, 1)

t—=T-0

exists and equals either 0 or w. The limit in (5.26) is taken uniformly on
L\ceﬁwgpbg“&dﬁdssg;apbf lo gji@ution; see https://www.ams.org/journal-terms-of-use
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The one-dimensional positive solution (i.e., the solution which is a function
of y; only) of (5.24)-(5.25) is unique [10]. Therefore we have the following
corollary, which is a slight generalization (the assumptions on the sign of third
and fourth order derivatives of the initial data are no longer required here) of
the main result proved in [10]. The corollary does not assume (5.1).

Corollary 5.6. Suppose that Q = Bg(0) is a ball and that the initial data is
radially symmetric with uy >0, ug 20 and Aug > 0. Then for the solution u
of (1.1) and a=(-R,0,...,0)€0Q,

(5.27) tli;nO(T—t)ﬂu(a +yVT =1, 1)

exists and equals v, where y is the one-dimensional positive solution. The
limit in (5.27) is taken uniformly on each bounded set |y| < C.

Proof. We need assumption (5.1) in order to use Theorem 5.5. Clearly, (5.1)
is valid if Theorem 3.1 is valid. We first claim that Theorem 3.1 is valid in
this radially symmetric case without the restriction on p. The restriction on
p comes from the nonexistence result for the system (3.16)—(3.18). In the
radially symmetric case, it is easy to see that the function ¢ in (3.16)—(3.18)
is a function of the y; variable only, and hence we obtain a contradiction
immediately. This proves the claim.

Now it suffices to prove that the solution w,, is independent of the choices
of the subsequence s;. Since w, is independent of the variables (y,, ..., yx)
on y; = 0, the maximum principle implies that (wy),, =0 for k=2, ..., n.
Therefore w, is uniquely determined as a one-dimensional solution of y; .

Since the solution is now radially symmetric, the maximum of the solution
u(r, t) is attained at the boundary 9Q . Therefore Theorem 3.2 yields that the
limit in (5.27) is nonzero. O

Remark 5.2. 1f the positive solutions of (5.24)-(5.25) are “discrete” (which
will guarantee that w,, is independent of the choices of s;), then the limit in
(5.26) will converge to one of the nonnegative solutions. By “discrete” we
mean that ||y, — w3|l > ¢ > 0 for any two distinct solutions ¥, and y;,
where ¢y is independent of the solutions. The norm || || could be any norms
like |yl =llpwllcz, lwll = llpwlile: +11oVwlie:, or |yl = [wliLe .

6. NONEXISTENCE RESULT FOR THE ELLIPTIC EQUATIONS

In this section we prove the nonexistence result used in Section 3. We first
consider the case n = 2 ; the proof is very simple.

Lemma 6.1. Suppose that n =2 and

(6.1) Ayp=0 forO0<y <oo, -0 <y; <00,
o9

6.2 -2 >0 fo =0,

(6.2) G20 fory

(6.3) 0<o(»)< 1.

Then
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Proof. Take yg € [0, 0) x (-0, ). Forany 0 < e <1, 0<d <1, we
construct the auxiliary function

_ 2
v =etog (L5200 ) 4 ¢

where Cj; = max,_,-s[¢(yo) — ¢(y)]. Note that y = C; on {|y — yo| =6},

w(y) > 12> 9y0)—e() on |y—y| = el/¢ . A direct calculation also shows
that —y,, (0, y2) > 0. Thus by the maximum principle,

9(¥o) — 9(¥) < w(») in the region {y; >0, J < |y — yo| < e'/%}.

Letting ¢ — 0+ and then 6 — 0+, we conclude ¢(y) — ¢(¥) < 0 for any y
and yg. O

Lemma 6.2. Suppose that n >3, p < =1, and

(6.5) A yp=0 forO0<y <oo,-oco<y<o0 (2<k<n),
d¢

6.6 ———=¢7 fory;=0,

(6.6) 5 = Jorn

(6.7) p(») 2 0.

Then

(6.8) p(y)=0.

Proof. Assume on the contrary that ¢ Z 0. Then we claim that
(6.9) P) 2 oy foryi >0, 15y <o,

for some ¢ > 0. In fact, if we take ¢ = min),.; ¢(y), then by the maximum
principle, ¢ > 0. The function w(|y|) = c¢/|y|"~? satisfies

Aw=0 for0<y;<oo, 1<yl <oo,
Sw 3¢

—>—=0<-——-— fory =0,

oy - 9y N
w(y)<e(y) only =1

Therefore by the maximum principle,
w(lyl) —w(R) < p(y) for0<y <oo,1<|y[<R.

Letting R — oo, we obtain (6.9).
In order to study the behavior of ¢(y) near oo, we introduce the Kelvin

inversion:

w(z)= " 2p), z= l—yy—‘f

The function y(z) may have a singularity at 0. It satisfies the equations:

(6.10) Ay =0 for0<z;<o0,-0<zp<o(2<k<n),

)
(6.11) —o2 =|z|~*y? forz, =0, |z| >0, wherea=n—p(n—2).
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Recalling (6.9), we have

(6.12) w(z)>2c>0 for0<z <1, 0<|z|< 1.

For any ¢ > 0, we take a smooth cut-off function {(z) such that
{(z)=0 for|z| <eand|z]|> 4e,

{(z)=1 for2e<|z| < 3¢,

0st@ <1, IvEE)ls <

Multiplying equation (6.10) with {2y ~! and integrating over Q = {z; >
0,0 < |z| < 1}, we obtain

2|VV/| dz / 2| y|—a,,p—1
+ ds
L gy - Y

_2/ gvcwdzngczlv"" dz +2/|VC|2dz

Hence
/ 2z~eyP=1dS < 2/ \V¢Rdz,
{z1=0} Q
which implies that
8n—18—-a < aniz
£
Noticing that « > 1, we obtain a contradiction if & is small enough. O

Remark 6.1. The restriction on p in Lemma 6.2 may not be optimal. We
conjecture that the uniqueness holds for 1 <p < 25 if n> 2.

Note. The uniqueness for 1 <p < ;%5 (n > 2) 1s indeed valid. The detail of
the proof is given by the first author in a paper which appeared in Differential
and Integral Equations 7 (1994), pp. 301-313.
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