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Abstract

We study the initial-value problem for a general class of nonlinear nonlocal
wave equations arising in one-dimensional nonlocal elasticity. The model
involves a convolution integral operator with a general kernel function whose
Fourier transform is nonnegative. We show that some well-known examples
of nonlinear wave equations, such as Boussinesg-type equations, follow from
the present model for suitable choices of the kernel function. We establish
global existence of solutions of the model assuming enough smoothness on
the initial data together with some positivity conditions on the nonlinear term.
Furthermore, conditions for finite time blow-up are provided.

Mathematics Subject Classification: 74H20, 74J30, 74B20

1. Introduction

In this paper we focus on global existence and blow-up of solutions to the nonlocal nonlinear
Cauchy problem

uy = (B * (u+g)))x, xeR, t>0, (1.1)
u(x,0) = ¢(x), ur(x,0) =¥ (x), (1.2)

where u = u(x, t), g is a nonlinear function of u, the subscripts denote partial derivatives, the
symbol * denotes convolution in the spatial domain, § is an integrable function whose Fourier
transform satisfies a set of conditions specified in section 2.

The predictions of classical (local) elasticity theory become inaccurate when the
characteristic length of an elasticity problem is comparable to the atomic length scale. To
remedy this situation, a nonlocal theory of elasticity was introduced (see [1-3] and the
references cited therein) and the main feature of the new theory is the fact that its predictions
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were more down to earth than those of the classical theory. For other generalizations of
elasticity we refer the reader to [4—7]. Equation (1.1) models one-dimensional motion in
an infinite medium with nonlinear and nonlocal elastic properties within the context of the
nonlocal theory [8]. The well-posedness of the Cauchy problem (1.1)—(1.2) depends crucially
on the presence of a suitable kernel. However, the choice of an appropriate kernel function
remains an open problem in the nonlocal theory of elasticity and nowadays, attention is focused
on the selection of the kernel function [9]. Then the question that naturally arises is which
of the possible forms of the kernel functions are relevant for the global well-posedness of the
corresponding initial-value problem. In [8], for a special form of the kernel function which
reduces (1.1) to a higher-order Boussinesq equation, it has been proved that the corresponding
initial-value problem is globally well posed. However, the effect of more general kernel
functions on global existence and blow-up must be addressed. In this study, as a partial answer
to this question, we consider (1.1) with a general class of kernel functions (see (2.6) below)
and provide both global existence and blow-up results for the solutions of the initial-value
problem (1.1)—(1.2). The kernel functions most frequently used in the literature are particular
cases of this general class of kernel functions.

Section 2 presents a derivation of (1.1) from the one-dimensional theory of nonlinear
nonlocal elasticity. This section also presents both a discussion about the assumptions we
make about 8 and a brief overview of the kernel functions used in the literature. In section 3
we present a local existence theory for solutions of the Cauchy problem (1.1)—(1.2) for given
initial data in suitable Sobolev spaces. In section 4 we prove global existence of solutions
of (1.1)—(1.2) assuming some positivity conditions on the nonlinear function g together with
enough smoothness on the initial data. Finally, in section 5 we discuss finite time blow-up of
solutions.

In what follows H* = H*(R) will denote the L? Sobolev space on R. For the H® norm
we use the Fourier transform representation [lu]|Z = [ (1+&%)*|@(§)[* d&. We use [|u|oo, llull
and (u, v) to denote the L™ and L? norms and the inner product in L?, respectively. D, stands
for the classical partial derivative with respect to x.

2. The nonlocal nonlinear Cauchy problem

2.1. Physical motivation

We now discuss the physical motivation behind (1.1). In the classical (or local) theory of
elasticity, the stress at a spatial point depends uniquely on the strain at the same point. However,
in the nonlocal theory of elasticity the stress at a point depends on the strain field at every point
in the body and consequently it is written as a functional of the strain field (see [1] and the
references cited therein). We now show that in one space dimension, the dimensionless form
of the equation governing the resulting dynamics is given by (1.1).

Consider a one-dimensional, homogeneous, nonlinearly and non-locally elastic infinite
medium. Let a scalar-valued function u(X, ¢) be the displacement of a reference point X at
time ¢. In the absence of body forces the equation of motion for the displacement is

potty = (S(ux))x, 2.1
where py is the mass density of the medium, S = S(uy) is the (nonlocal) stress [1,8]. In
contrast with classical elasticity, we employ a nonlocal model of constitutive equation, which
gives the stress S as a general nonlinear nonlocal function of the strain e = ux. The constitutive
equation for nonlinear nonlocal elastic response considered here has the following form

S(X,t) = / a(|X —Y)Do(Y,t)dY, o(X,1) = W'(e(X,1)), 2.2)
R



where o is the classical (local) stress, W is the local strain-energy density function, Y denotes
a generic point of the medium, « is a kernel function to be specified below and the symbol
" denotes differentiation [8]. The kernel « serves as a weight on the relative contribution of
the local stress o (Y, t) at a point Y in a neighbourhood of X to the nonlocal stress S(X, ¢).
So, when the kernel becomes the Dirac delta measure, the classical constitutive relation of
a hyperelastic material is recovered. We emphasize the distinction between our proposed
constitutive relation (2.2), which involves a nonlinear dependence of the stress on both local and
nonlocal effects, and the standard constitutive relations, which include a linear term describing
nonlocal effects.

If a stress-free undistorted state is considered as the reference configuration, the strain-
energy function must satisfy W(0) = W’(0) = 0. Without loss of generality, for convenience,
we decompose the derivative of the strain-energy density function into its linear and nonlinear
parts:

W'(e) = yle +g(e)], 8(0) =0, 2.3)
where y is a constant with the dimension of stress, or equivalently

W(e) =y [’ +G(o)]
with

G(e) = /E g(s)ds. 2.4)
0

Differentiating both sides of (2.1) with respect to X we obtain the equation of motion for the
strain:

Po€n =Y {fR(X(IX —Y]le +g(6)]dY} : 2.5

XX
Now we define the dimensionless independent variables

X t |y
x=—, T=-/—
l LV po

where [ is a characteristic length and from now on, and for simplicity, we use u for € and ¢
for t. Thus, (2.5) takes the form given in (1.1), with

B*xv= /Rﬂ(x —yv(y)dy
and B(x) = la(]x]).

2.2. The kernel function

An important open question in the nonlocal theory of elasticity is how to choose the kernel
function which represents the details of the atomic scale effects. The triangular kernel, the
exponential kernel and the Gaussian kernel (see, for instance, equations (3.3), (3.4) and (3.5)
of [10], respectively) are examples of only the most commonly used kernel functions. In
general it is assumed that the kernel function « is a monotonically decreasing nonnegative
function of the distance |x — y| between x and y. We refer the reader to [9] for an example of
a non-monotone, sign-changing kernel function. In this study we consider a general class of
kernel functions, which covers both types of the kernels reported in the literature. Throughout
the rest of this work we assume that the kernel § is an integrable function whose Fourier
transform satisfies

0<BE) SCUA+EHT? for all £ (2.6)



for a suitable constant C > 0. Here the exponent » can be any real number (not necessarily an
integer). The order of B is —r, where r is the largest such exponent.

The kernels used in the literature all satisfy the positivity condition ,3 () = 0. This
is a natural consequence of the wave character of the equation of motion, which means the
nondissipative nature of the dynamics. On the other hand, in the literature the following
two conditions are imposed on the kernel: S(0) > B(x) and B(—x) = B(x). In fact, these
conditions are implied by the positivity of ,3 (&) through Bochner’s theorem [11]. In this
study we only consider kernels with r > 2. When r < 2, the model is linearly unstable with
unbounded growth rate at short wavelengths and thus this case seems to be of a different nature.

In the next subsection we present several examples of kernel functions, showing how the
general class of kernels defined by (2.6) covers the most common used kernels in the literature.
Before this, for convenience we rewrite (1.1) in a slightly different form. Since differentiation
and convolution commute, (8 % h(u)),, = K * h(u), where K = B, in the distribution sense.
Obviously K (§) = —£2B(£). Then (1.1)(1.2) becomes

Uy, = K x f(u), xeR, >0, 2.7
u(xv O) = (p(x)v M[(.x, O) = I//(-x)r (28)

where to shorten the notation we write f (1) = u + g(u).

2.3. Examples for the kernel
The following list of kernels contains the most commonly used kernels.

(i) The Dirac measure: B = §. In this case r = 0, and we recover the classical theory
of one-dimensional elasticity. The equation of motion, (1.1), is just a nonlinear wave
equation

Uy — Uxx = g(u)xx-
(i1) The triangular kernel [10]:

1 —1x], x| < 1
0, lx| > L.

B(x) = {
Since E &) =4/ 2 sinZ(%), we have r = 2. Abusing notation slightly, note that
Kx)=686x—1)—=25(x)+86(x+1).
So
Bxv)y =v(x—1)=2v(x)+v(x+1)

and the equation of motion, (1.1), becomes a differential-difference equation.
(iii) The exponential kernel [10]: B(x) = %e""'. Since B(&) = (1 +&>)~!, we have r = 2.
Note that g is Green’s function for the operator 1 — D? so that

(B* V) = (1= D) vex = v —v.
The equation of motion, (1.1), becomes the generalized improved Boussinesq equation,
Uyp — Uxx — Uxxit = (g(u)),m

The global existence of the Cauchy problem for this equation has been studied by many
authors (see [12-14]).



(iv) The double-exponential kernel [15]: B(x) = 1/(2(01— c%))(cle_m/"‘ — e /) where
c1 and ¢, are real and positive constants. Since B(£) = (1 + &2 + %)™, where
Y= c% + c% and y, = cfc%, we have r = 4. As above, B is Green’s function for the

operator 1 — y; D? + y, D?* and
(;3 * v)xx = (1 - lei + yzD;l)_lvxx.

The equation of motion, (1.1), becomes the higher-order Boussinesq equation,

Utr — Uxx — VilUxxr + Vollxxxxit = (g(u))xx

The global existence of the Cauchy problem of the higher-order Boussinesq equation has
been proved in [8, 16, 17].

(v) The Gaussian kernel [10]: B(x) = (1/+/27)e=*"/2. Note that (&) = e~5"/2.

(v) A sign-changing kernel [9]: B(x) = (1/+/27)(1 — x2)e=*"/2. Then B(§) = &2e5/2,

In these last two examples the kernel function § hence its Fourier transform Eis rapidly
decreasing, and we can take any r in (2.6). The equation of motion, (1.1), is an integro-
differential equation.

In order to capture the equations corresponding to the classical (local) theory of elasticity
one expects that the kernel functions must behave like the Dirac measure as the characteristic
length tends to zero. Notice that the characteristic length [ does not appear in the above
dimensionless forms of the kernel functions. However, if we rewrite the kernel functions in
terms of the original quantities X and ¢, then we indeed get the Dirac measure as / goes to zero.

The rest of this study addresses some issues related to global existence and blow-up of
solutions for the Cauchy problem (1.1)—(1.2).

3. Local well posedness

Below we will give several versions of local well posedness depending on the properties of the
kernel B. We first need two lemmas concerning the behaviour of the nonlinear term [13, 18].

Lemma 3.1. Lets > 0, f € CEFY(R) with £(0) = 0. Then for any u € H* N L™, we have
f() € H* N L*™. Moreover there is some constant A(M) depending on M such that for all
u € H* N L® with ||ulleo <M

If@lls < AD[ull;.

Lemma 3.2. Lets > 0, f € CUFIY(R). Then for any M > 0 there is some constant B(M)
such that for all u,v € H* N L™ with lu|lec < M, |[V]lec < M and |lulls <M, ||v|; <M
we have

If @) — flly < BIM)|lu—vl; and 1f @) = fWlleo < BM)|lu — vl -

For s > % by the Sobolev embedding theorem, H® C L*. Then the bounds on L* norms
in lemma 3.2 become redundant and we get the following.

Corollary 3.3. Let s > % f e CUIU(R). Then for any M > 0 there is some constant B(M)
such that for all u,v € H* with ||ul; < M, ||v|]; < M we have

If @) — flly < BODlu — vl

We will assume throughout this paper that f € C™!(R) with £(0) = 0 for some s > 0; note
that the function g appearing in (1.1) will also satisfy the same assumptions.



Theorem 3.4. Let s > 1/2 and r > 2. Then there is some T > 0 such that the Cauchy
problem (2.7)—(2.8) (equivalently (1.1)—(1.2)) is well posed with solution in C3([0, T1, H)
for initial data ¢, € H®.

Proof. Converting the problem into an H* valued system of ordinary differential equations
U =1v u@0) =9
v =K fu) v(0) =,

we can use the standard well posedness result [19] for ordinary differential equations once we
check whether the right-hand side is Lipschitz on H*. As

K@) =1-&BE) <CE21+8)72 < C,
then
IK *vlly = [1(1+ €22 K €)0) |
< CIA+E)E)| = Clvll; - 3.1
Thus K % ( ) isabounded linear map on H*. Then from corollary 3.3, K * f(u) is locally
Lipschitz on H*. [ ]

Now we remove the restriction s > % Note that the main obstacle is the following: to
control the nonlinear term we need an L estimate. Even if we start with L data, K * ()
may not stay in L*°. We overcome this obstacle in two different cases. One case is theorem 3.5,
where we assume that the order of § is sufficiently large. This will ensure that K * f(u) is

sufficiently smooth, hence in L. The other case is in theorem 3.6.

Theorem 3.5. Lets > O andr > % Then there is some T > 0 such that the Cauchy problem
(2.7)—(2.8) (equivalently (1.1)—(1.2)) is well posed with solution in C*([0, T, H* N L™) for
initial data ¢, € H* N L.

Proof. As in the proof of theorem 3.4 we convert the problem into an ODE system on H* N L%

where the space is endowed with the norm ||v|ls.co = [[v|ls + [[V]lco- Then all we need is to
show that K % f(u) is Lipschitz on H®* N L*°. Since

K@) =1 —&BE)| < CEA+E) 72 < C(1+E) 7022,
we have

IK % vllgera = [|(1 +EHCTDRKEDE)|
< CI1+EHE) | = Clvls.

Then K * () is a bounded linear map from H* into H =2 Sinces > 0and r > % we have
s+r—2>32—2= 1. Again the Sobolev embedding theorem implies that K = ( ) isa
bounded linear map from H* N L* into H* N L*°. Lemma 3.2 implies the Lipschitz condition
on H* N L*™. [ ]

For the second case, we observe that it suffices to have K % () map from H*® N L™
into itself. This holds for K e L' as well as for the triangular and the exponential kernel of
section 2.3 where K equals an L' function plus some Dirac measures. Theorem 3.6 generalizes
this to finite measures.

Theorem 3.6. Let s > 0 and let K be a finite measure on R. Then there is some T > 0 such
that the Cauchy problem (2.7)—(2.8) (equivalently (1.1)—(1.2)) is well posed with solution in
C%*([0,T], H N L) for initial data ¢,y € H* N L*.



Proof. When K is a finite measure
(K xv)(x) = / v(x —y)dK(y),
R

sothatfor v € L™, || K *v| s < ||v||oof d|K| = ||K|||[v]lco, Where || K || is the total variation
of K. Also,

k@) = / e dK (x)
R

so that |K (£)| < |K||. Then for v € H°,
IK s vl = [|(1+E22KEDE) < KNI +E)2TE) = 1K vl

Thus K () is a bounded linear map on H* N L*> and the Lipschitz condition follows from
lemma 3.2. u

When 8 € L! and K is a finite measure, we have (1 + £2)B(€) < ||l + | K|, so that
r=2.

Remark 3.7. In theorems 3.4, 3.5 and 3.6 we have not used the assumption 3(5) > 0; soin
fact these results hold for more general kernels.

Remark 3.8. Going back to the kernels given in section 2.3, we see that r > % in (iv), (v) and
(vi) so theorem 3.5 applies; whereas for (ii) and (iii), r = 2. In (ii) K is a finite measure so
theorem 3.6 applies. In (iii) computation shows that K = g — § so that dK = e dx — d§
and theorem 3.6 applies again.

By the Sobolev embedding theorem H* N L>*° = H* for s > %, and the norm || 5,00
is equivalent to the H® norm. The solution in theorems 3.4, 3.5 and 3.6 can be extended to a
maximal interval [0, Tin,x) Where finite Ty, is characterized by the blow-up condition

lim sup(llue () lls,00 + lluts () [l5,00) = 00.
t— Tnax

Clearly Thax = 00, i.e. there is a global solution iff

forany T < oo, we have lim sup(||u(#)|ls.00 + [tt/ () |l5,00) < 00.
t—>T-

Lemma 3.9. Suppose the conditions of theorems 3.4, 3.5 or 3.6 hold and u is the solution of
the Cauchy problem (2.7)—(2.8) (equivalently (1.1)—(1.2)). Then there is a global solution if
and only if

forany T < oo, we have lim sup ||u(t)||s < 0.
t—T-

Proof. Clearly if lim sup,_, ;- ([l (£)|l5.00 + |4 () ||5.00) < 00 thenlimsup,_, ;- [|u(t)]leo < 00.
Conversely, assume the solution exists for t € [0, T) and ||u(t)]lco < M forall0 <t < T.
Integrating the equation twice and calculating the resulting double integral as an iterated
integral, we have

u(x,t) =@x)+ty(x) +/ t —1)(K * f(u)(x,r)dr (3.2)
0

ui(x,t) =¥(x) +/t(K * f(u))(x, t)dr. 3.3)
0



Hence forallt € [0, T)

luOlls < llells +Tlwlls +T ; (K s f@)(D)]]s dr,

e, D 1ls < M1l +/O (K = f ) ()]l dz.

But [[(K* f()(D)]ls < ClI(f@)(®)]ls < CAM)|lu(r)|ls where the first inequality follows
from (3.1) and the second from lemma 3.1. Then

lu(@lls + llu Olls < ll@lls + (T + DIVl + (T + 1)CA(M)/ llu(o)lls dz,
0

and Gronwall’s lemma implies
le@)lls + e @)l < Alls + (T + DI ll)e VAT < 00
forallt € [0, T). [ ]

4. Conservation of energy and global existence

In the rest of the study we will assume that
0<BE) <CU+eH™"

We define the operator P as Pv = F~!(|€|7(B(€))~"/*D(£)) with the inverse Fourier
transform F~!. Then P~%2v = —K * v.

Lemma 4.1. Suppose the conditions of theorems 3.4, 3.5 or 3.6 hold and the solution of the
Cauchy problem (1.1)—(1.2) exists in C>([0, T), H* N L>®) forsomes > 0. If Py € L?, then
Pu, € C'([0, T), L?). If moreover P € L?, then Pu € C' ([0, T), L?).

Proof. From (3.3) we get
Pui(x,t) = Py (x) —/ (P~ f)(x, 7)dT.
0

But for fixed 7, we have f(u) € H*. Also P~'v = F-1(£|(B(€))"/*3(8)) thus P~ (f () €
H’*371 ¢ L?. The second statement follows similarly from (3.2). n

Lemma 4.2. Suppose the conditions of theorems 3.4, 3.5 or 3.6 hold and u satisfies (1.1)—(1.2)
on some interval [0, T). If Py € L?* and the function G(¢) defined by (2.4) belongs to L,
then for any t € [0, T) the energy

E@t) = | Pu,(0)|* + ||u(t)||2+2/ G(u) dx
R

is constant in [0, T).

Proof. By lemma 4.1 Pu,(t) € L>. The equation of motion, (1.1), can be rewritten as
P%u, +u + g(u) = 0. Multiplying by 2u,, integrating in x and using Parseval’s identity we
get that dE/dr = 0. [ ]

Theorem 4.3. Let s > O andr > 3. Let ¢, € H N L™, Py € L> and G(p) € L'. If
there is some k > 0 so that G(r) > —kr? for all r € R, then the Cauchy problem (1.1)—(1.2)
has a global solution in C*([0, 00), H* N L™).



Proof. Sincer > 3, by theorem 3.5 we have local existence in C2([0, T), L?) for some T > 0.
The hypothesis implies that £(0) < oo. Assume that u exists on [0, 7). Since G (u) > —ku?,
we getforallr € [0, T)

I Pu, () 11* + lu(@®) > < EQO) + 2k|lu(®)|*. .1
Since 3(3;) < CA +E»H7/%; we have

I Pu,(t))* = fR E2(B(E) (@, (5, 1) d&
> ¢! A; E2(1+ £ (5, 1)) dE
>c /}; (1+EH)2P (@, 5, 1) dg

> C M DI, 4.2)

By the triangle inequality, for any Banach space valued differentiable function v we have

d|| M < d ()
ar'’ S’

Then putting together (4.1)-(4.2)

d llu(t)|I7 2u@)|l d lu@)l

—||U r = u r_1—||U r_

dt 27! = !
<20l (Ol 51 (@)l -1
<Oy + w3,
< CIPu I + lu @I,
< C(E0) + 2ku)?) + lu@®I)%_,
< CEO) +QCk+ D]u®]_,.

Gronwall’s lemma implies that ||u(t)||%_1 stays bounded in [0, 7). But since (r/2) — 1 > %,

we conclude that [|u() || also stays bounded in [0, 7). By lemma 3.9 this implies a global
solution. [ ]

Remark 4.4. If ¢’(r) is bounded from below, g’(r) > —2k, then integrating we get G(r) >
—kr?. Hence the condition is satisfied when g is a polynomial of odd order with positive
leading term.

When r = 2, we can prove global existence in a certain case; typically when the kernel
is of the form B(x) = w(|x|) with some smooth p that is decreasing sufficiently fast. Then
K = Bix = 1 (Ix]) — 21’ (0)8 will satisfy the condition in the following theorem.

Theorem 4.5. Let s > 0 and let the kernel 8 be such that B,; xv = K xv = h x v — Av for
some X > 0 and for some h € L' N L™®. Let ¢, € H* NL>®, Py € L? and G(p) € L'.
If there is some C > 0 and g > 1 so that |g(r)|? < CG(r) for all r € R; then the Cauchy
problem (1.1)—(1.2) has a global solution in C*([0, 00), H* N L™®).

Proof. As K is a finite measure by theorem 3.6 we have a local solution. We follow the idea
in [13]. Suppose the solution u exists for ¢ € [0, T'). For fixed x € R let

e(t) = 2 (x, ) + A (3u(x, ))* + Gu(x, 1)) .



Then

e/ (1) = (uy + 2(u + g()))u,
= ((B* (u+g)))ex +A(u+gu))u,
= (h % wyu, + (h * g(u))u,
<uf+ 2 ullZ, + 17 * g@)llZ).

Since h € L' N L™, we have h € L” for all p > 1. By Young’s inequality
e(t) < up+ SR Null? + 1717, 1817,

where (1/p) + (1/q) = 1. Now the last two terms may be estimated as ||«]|> < E(0) and

g2, = ( /R g ) dx)" < (c /R G(u)dx) " < (CEWO))

¢(t) < D+2et)

so that

for some constant D depending on ||/]|.», ||2] and E(0). This inequality holds for all x € R,
t € [0, T). Gronwall’s lemma then implies that e(¢) and thus u(x, t) stays bounded. [ |

2n+1

The condition |g(r)|? < CG(r) is satisfied in particular when g(r) = cr with ¢ > 0

and positive integer 7.

We want to conclude with some comments on the condition Pys € L?. The estimate (4.2)
shows that when Py € L?, we will have ¥ € H>~!. The converse is not necessarily true
since, without any further assumptions on the kernel, the factor (E (€))7 may be quite large.
In examples (v) and (vi) of section 2.3, Py € L? implies a very strong smoothness condition

on .

5. Blow-up in finite time

We will use the following lemma to prove blow-up in finite time.

Lemma 5.1 ([20]). Suppose H(t), t > 0 is a positive, twice differentiable function satisfying
H'H — (1+v)(H)? >0, wherev > 0. If H(0) > 0 and H'(0) > 0, then H(t) — oo as
t — t for some t; < H(0)/vH'(0).

We first rewrite the energy identity as
E(r) = IIPuz(t)||2+2/ F(u)dx = E(0),
R

where F(r) = for f(p)dp with f(u) = u + g(u) as before.

Theorem 5.2. Suppose that the conditions of theorems 3.4, 3.5 or 3.6 hold, Pp, Py € L?
and G(¢) € L'. If there is some v > 0 such that

pf(p) <2(1+2v)F(p) for all p € R,
and

E©0) = | Py|? +2/ F(p)dx <0,
R

then the solution u of the Cauchy problem (2.7)—(2.8) blows up in finite time.



Proof. Assume that there is a global solution. Then Pu(t), Pu,(t) € L? forallt > 0. Let
H(t) = ||Pu(t)||®> +b(t +1y)* for some positive b and , that will be determined later. We have

H'(1) = 2(Pu, Pu,) +2b(t +1y),
H'(t) = 2||Pu,||* + 2(Pu, Pu,) + 2b.

Note that
2(Pu, Pu;;) = 2{u, qu,,) = —2u, f(u) = —2] uf(u)dx
R
> —4(1+2v)/F(u)dx
R
= 2(1 +2v) ([ Pu, || — E(0)),
so that

H" (1) > 4(1 + )| Pu,||* — 2(1 + 2v) E(0) + 2b.
On the other hand, we have
(H'(1))? = 4[(Pu, Pu,) + b(t +19)]
S A[IPullll Puy || +b(t + 10)]?
= 40| Pull* | Pul® + 2| Pulll| Pu |b(t + to) + b (¢ + 1p)°]
S APl Pug|® + b Pull® + b Pug|* (1 + 10)* + b (1 +10)°].
Thus
H'(O)H(t) — (1+v)(H' (1))
> [4(1+ )| Pu,])® = 2(1 + 2v) E(0) + 2b1[|| Pul|®> + b(t + t0)*]
—4 + VI Pull?| Pus||* + bl Pull® + bl Pu ||*(t + 10)* + b*(t + 10)*]
= [—2(1 +2v)E(0) + 2b — 4b(1 + v)1[|| Pu|l® + b(t + 19)*]
=-201+2v)(b+ EO)H() .
Now if we choose b < —E(0), this gives
H'()H(1) — (1+v)(H'(1))> 2 0.
Moreover
H'(0) =2(Po, PY)+2bty > 0

for sufficiently large #y. According to lemma 5.1, this implies that H(¢), and thus || Pu(¢) II?
blows up in finite time contradicting the assumption that the global solution exists. [ ]
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