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BRANCHING PARTICLE REPRESENTATION OF A CLASS
OF SEMILINEAR EQUATIONS

José Alfredo Lépez-Mimbela

We review several probabilistic techniques that were developed in a series of
papers to study blowup properties of positive (mild) solutions of semilinear
equations of the form du(t, z)/0t = Au(t,z)+u’(t,z), u(0,r) = f(z), where
A is the generator of a strong Markov process in a locally compact space
S, B > 1is an integer, and f : S — [0,+00) is bounded and measurable.
The emphasis is on probabilistic representations of positive solutions, and
on qualitative properties of solutions.

1. Introduction

This paper constitutes a report on probabilistic methods that were developed
in [6], [7], [8] and [9] to study blow-up properties of semilinear equations of the
prototype

(1) L= A+ Vi, ug =,

where A denotes the infinitesimal generator of a strong Markov process in a state
space S, V > 0 and # > 1 are constants, and the initial condition f : S — [0, +00)
is bounded and measurable. Reaction-diffusion equations of the form (1) are
related to important questions of qualitative nature in many fields of application,
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and have been studied intensively in the last three decades because of the rich
mathematical structure associated with their qualitative behavior. See [5], [12],
[14] or [15] for surveys.

Under appropriate conditions on S there exists an extended real number
Ty > 0 such that (1) has a unique solution u on S x [0,7') which is bounded on
S x [0,T] for any 0 < T < Ty, and if Ty < oo, then |usl|oc — 400 as t T T}.
When Ty = 400 we say that u is a global solution, and when Ty < +o00 we say
that u blows up in finite time, or that u is nonglobal.

In his pioneering paper [3] Fujita showed, initially for the case S = R? (where
RY is d-dimensional Euclidean space), A = A := Zle 0%/0x? and V = 1, that
the spatial dimension d and the exponent [ in the nonlinearity play a crucial
role in the asymptotic behavior of positive solutions of (1). His results state that
if d(8 —1)/2 > 1, then Equation (1) admits both global and nonglobal positive
solutions, and that if 0 < d(5—1)/2 < 1, then (1) has no nontrivial global positive
solution.

The probabilistic counterpart to Fujita’s results appeared soon after the pub-
lication of [3]. In [13] Nagasawa and Sirao expounded a probabilistic method,
based on the theory of semigroups with the branching property that was devel-
oped in [4], that allowed them to re-discover Fujita’s results in the case of integral
exponents 3 > 2, and a generator A of a Markovian migration in a compact space.
Later, the present author introduced in [6] a probabilistic representation of mild
solutions of (1), and extended the results on existence of global solutions in [13]
to certain systems of semilinear equations. The blowup of systems of equations
was treated probabilistically later on, in the papers [8] and [9]. By combining
analytic and probabilistic tools, a Dirichlet boundary value problem related to
(1) was studied in [7].

A common characteristic of the probabilistic approaches developed in these
papers (with the exception of [7]) is the use of Markov branching processes to
represent positive mild solutions of (1) as expectation functionals. This feature
restricts their scope to semilinear equations with integer exponents G > 2 in
the nonlinearities. However, they provide a way by which one can explain in
a transparent and intuitive probabilistic manner why blowup occurs under cer-
tain constellations of parameters. Moreover, by considering multitype branching
systems, one can easily extend the analysis to systems of equations.

Our purpose in this work is to review the main results in [6, 7, 8] and [13] in
a reasonably unified context. In Section 2 we briefly recall the construction of a
Markov branching process introduced by Ikeda, Nagasawa and Watanabe. After-
ward, in Section 3, we give a probabilistic representation of mild solutions of (1)
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which is used through sections 4 and 5 to derive sufficient conditions for blowup
and for existence of global solutions. Section 6 deals with systems of semilinear
equations. Section 7 constitutes an attempt to interpret blowup for the Dirichlet
boundary value problem in terms of our branching process representations.

2. Markov Branching processes

Let us describe the Markov branching processes by means of which we are going
to represent solutions of (1). We refer to [4] for a complete presentation of this
topic.

Let S be a Hausdorff, locally compact, second countable topological space.
Let us denote by Nf(S) the space of finite counting measures on S, endowed
with the topology of vague convergence. We write supp(u) for the support of
pu € Ng(S). The space of bounded, Borel measurable functions f : S — Ry
(where Ry :=[0,00)) will be denoted by B(.S). We also write B(E) for the Borel
o-algebra in a topological space F.

To each f € B(S) we associate a new measurable function f : N§(S) — R,
defined by

fw = I f@), e N(S).

x € supp(p)

Let 7(z, B) be a function defined on S x B(N¢(S)) having the properties:

(2) 7(-,B) is B(S)-measurable for each B € B(N¢(9)),
(3) m(x,-) is a probability measure on B(N;(S)) for any = € S,
(4) m(z,Npy)) =0 for each z € S,

where ./\/M C N;(S) consists of the measures having exactly n atoms, n =1, 2, .. ..

Given a strong Markov process W =: {W,, t > 0} with values in S and
a bounded, measurable function V' : S — (0,00), there exists a unique Markov
process X := {X;, t > 0} with state space N(S) whose paths are right continuous
and have limits on the left at any point ¢ > 0, and such that

(5) EfX0) = ] Eulf(X0)l feBS), e Ns(S),
x€supp(p)
(6) {Xp, t<T}E (¥, t<T}

(g meaning equality in distribution), where Y := {Y}, ¢ > 0} is a Markov process
with state space S U {f} ( being an extra point), whose lifetime is T', has T as
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its terminal point, and obeys
P,[Y; € B] = Eyle Jo VW)ds yy, ¢ B z € S.
Moreover, for any A > 0,
(NE[e T, Xr € B|Xp-] = Eu[e | Xp- | 7n(Xp—-,B) as. on {T < oo}

for any B € B(N¢(S)) and « € S. Here E, and P, denote, respectively, condi-
tional expectation and probability given that Xy = p. In case of p = J, we
write simply E, and P,.

The process X is termed a “Markov branching process” [4]. Property (5) is
usually referred to as the branching property. The process {Y;, ¢ > 0} in (6) is
the non-branching part of X, and the function 7 satisfying (2)-(4) and (7) is the
branching law of X.

The process X starting in Xg = J, describes the evolution of a population
in S whose space-time behavior can be explained intuitively in the following
way. Initially (i.e., at time ¢ = 0) there is an individual at position = that
migrates following the process W. After an exponentially distributed lifetime of
parameter V' it branches, originating an offspring with distribution 7. The new
particles evolve independently following the same rules. The random measure X
represents the population configuration at time ¢ > 0.

3. Representation of solutions
Let us consider the branching population defined in the previous section. In order
to represent positive mild solutions of

®) WD) (@) + Vi (@), £ 0, wple) = f(a), €S,

we take a constant function V(z) = V > 0, a conservative Markov process
{Ws, t > 0} with values in S having infinitesimal generator A and semigroup
{T}, t > 0} given by

Ty () = Ealf(W)] = / F) alaedy), t>0, €S, | € By(S),

where {q:(z,dy), t > 0} is a family of transition kernels of {W;,t >
branching law is given by 7(x,dp) = 6ss5,(dp), € S, where 5 >
integral constant. For f € B(S) we define

0}. The
2

1S an

wi(p) = By [ f(X0)], 1 € Ni(S), t20,
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[43

where S; denotes the

t t
:V/ /Xs(dx)ds:V/ Nyds, t>0,
0Js 0

N; being defined as the number of individuals in the population at time ¢. When
V =1, S coincides with the time length of the ancestor’s offspring tree up to
time t.

Theorem 1. Let

weighted occupation time”

9) ut(z) =E, {eStf(Xt)} , t>0, zeb.
Then us is the mild solution of the initial value problem

0
(10) U(;i@ = Au(z)+Vul (z), t>0,

Proof. Let Xo = p = Y ;" 05, be the initial populaton of the branching
system. Then the first branching time ¢ has exponential distribution of parameter
nV. The law of total probability gives

wy(p) = e "V'E, [est F(Xy) ‘ o> t} + /Ot nVe "*E, [estf(Xt) } o= s} ds.

Given that o > s, the evolution of the population up to time s follows a stochastic
translation originated by the motions of particles, hence the occupation time
Ss equals fos nVdr = nVs. Noting that any given particle performs the first
branching with probability 1/n, it follows that

n
wt('u) _ e—thefOt anTHth(ﬂfi) +
=1

+VZ/ —nVs [y nVdrp, (/wt ST (')(dy)) (z;) _ﬂ Tiwe—s(27) ds,

where 7(*)(dv) = 65, (dv), z € S. Therefore,

Hz;faslwz/ (/wts v)r )xl)ﬁﬂwtsxl

Putting p = §, and w(x) := wy(d,) yields

ut(q:):ﬂf(av)+V/0tTS (utﬁ75> (x)ds, z€S, t>0,

which is the integral form of (10). O
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4. Existence of global solutions
For any measurable function v : N5(S) — Ry we define the kernel ¥ by

n

/M(S})f(V)‘I’(M, ds dv) VZT (/ )(dy)> (J?i)HTsv(xl)ds,

=1
1#i

=1

In terms of our branching model, ¥(u, ds dv) represents a dynamics in which the
“initial population” p is transformed into a new one, v, by a branching at time s
of the ith particle, ¢ = 1,...,n. The remaining particles d,,, [ # 7, do not branch,
but develop independent motions according to the semigroup {7, r > 0}.

Let ui(x) be the function defined by (9). Then 4; = wy, t > 0, and, for any

f € B(S),
inlp) = Tof ) + | /N o V),

Plugging the expression for 4, into the integrals of the right-hand side of the
above equality renders

(11) () = D uk(t,p), p € Ni(S), t >0,
k=0

where ug(t, ) = fj(,u,) and

g1 (L, 1) ///\/(Rd) (t—s,v)¥(p,dsdv), k=0,1,....
f

Notice that uy(t, ) = E, [estf(Xt); K = k:}, k =0,1,..., where x; denotes the

number of branchings occurred up to time ¢. Hence, if = Y7 | 04,,

n

witon) — / . ( [Tdwn @) ) @ [T

=1
I#i

v ﬁTf( [ (swmser)
n x sup T, f(z s,
1 t l 0

IN

z€S



Branching representation of a semilinear equations 107
where we have used that 1/“,}(5,2) =T,f(z), z€ S, t > 0. Therefore,

- t B-1 n
wn) < VT [ (soTse)) ds u= 6. 120
0 i=1

z€S

Using induction, it can easily be verified that for any k > 1, p = > | d,, and
t >0,

k

T.f ().

L k—1

(12) wilt ) < o [[(n+i(5 1) [ / t (sustﬂz))ﬁl ds

=0 z€S

This and (11) yield the following theorem.

Theorem 2. The mild solution u.(z) of Equation (10) satisfies

u(x) < Tif (x <1+ka ),xES,tEO,

[ () e

In particular, for any f € B(S) satisfying

B—1
(13) g—1) V/ (supr ) ds < 1,

z€S

where

[ (1 +i(B-1)
Kl

vg(t) =

the corresponding solution of (10) is global, and
ug(x) < Const. Ty f (z), z € S, t > 0.

Proof. The assertion follows from (12) and the fact that > 7, vk(t) < oo
uniformly in ¢ > 0 due to (13). O

5. Finite time blowup
Lemma 1. Let K > 0, and let

wi(p) = E, [ K], t>0,
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where =" 1 0z, € Ni(S). Then,

00 k 5_1k
1+Z<H(n+(z’—1)(ﬁ—1))> %] T n=12....
k

=1 \i=1

() = K

1
In particular, w(d,) = oo for any x € S provided that K > (m) ot

Proof. Notice that both S; and N; are independent of the space variable.
Hence, if g =>"1" | 0z, then

(n) (n)
n(p) = dy(n) = E [ KN

where St(n) and Nt(n) denote, respectively, the quantities Sy and Ny corresponding

to an initial configuration consisting of n > 1 particles. As before, conditioning
on the first branching time we obtain

E [est(n)KNén)} — e WieWVIgn L Y /t dse "VsenVs i E {est@jﬁ_l)[{]\fﬁjﬁ_l) 7
0 i=1
namely,
t
(14) ﬁt(n):K”—i—nV/ ds(n+ B—1)ds, n=1,2,....
0
By iteration of (14) we find that @;(n) admits the series expansion
(15) i) = () + () +

where u§°) (n) = K™ and ugkﬂ)(n) =nV fot ugk)(n +B—1)ds, n > 1. Therefore,

(VikA-1)*

9] k
1+Z(H(n+(z’—1)(ﬁ—1))> T] ,n=12....
k=1 \i=1 ’

ﬂt(n) = K"

Taking n = 1 in the above expression and using that § > 2, we obtain

0 B—1\F
1+ ;(ﬁ — 1) (k- 1)!%]

00 . B—1 k-1
1+ VitKPA-1 Z (Vi(o 1});( ) ] .
k=1

E KN > K

= K
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The right-hand side of the last equality is infinite for K > <W_1)) - O

Thus, in the absence of motion, Eq. (10) always blows up in finite time if
f > 0and f # 0. This follows by a direct verification, or from Lemma 1 and the
fact that

t
he = E [ fN] :f+V/ hdr, t>0,
0

is the mild solution of ok
a—tt = Vhtﬂ? hO = fa

which blows up at tg = V(8 — 1)"'K'=# provided K := f(x) >0

Lemma 2. Let T = {7y, t > 0} be the offspring tree of an ancestor d,, and
let f € B(S). For any realization T of T andt >0,

Eolf(X) | T =m] = (Tif (@)™,
where N denotes the number of individuals at the top of .

Proof. We use induction over the number of edges of ;. If 7¢ consists of a
single edge, then N/* = 1 and

Tt

B, (70| Ti=n] = [ f) o dy) = (T ()™

where ¢;(z, dy), t > 0, are the transition kernels of the particle migration process.
If 7, has two or more edges, let ¢; < ¢t denote the length of the edge containing

the root, and let 7M. ... 7% be the subtrees of 7; that stem from the first

+M +P)
Te—tq

branching point of 7. Then we have N/* = Ntttlt1 +--+ N, , and, using
the branching property, the induction hypothe&s and Jensen’s inequality,

E. [F(x)| % =]
= /Ez [f(thtl) Tty = Tt(i)tl} By [J?(Xt*tl)

e LB
T t1 t—1tq

> [ f@) T 7@ ()
- / (Trn )N gy (2. d2)
> (Tif(2)™

775*751 = Tt(le] qtq (ﬁa dz)
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Theorem 3. Let ui(x), t > 0, x € S be the mild solution of the Fujita
equation (10), with ug > 0 bounded and measurable. If for somet >0 and x € S,

Tyup(z) > (VE(B — 1))/,

then u blows up at x in finite time.

Proof. From Theorem 1 we know that u(z) = E,[e5 f(X;)], where
E,[e% f(X0)] = Eo[Eule™ f(X0) | Ti]] = Eole™Eu[f(X0) | Ti] -
The proof is finished by applying the lemmas 1 and 2. O

6. Global solutions and finite-time blow up of systems of Fujita
equations

In this section we consider systems of semilinear equations. For simplicity, we
restrict ourselves to systems of the form

0
ﬁ = A1Ut+V1Utll Pz t>0
ot
0

(16) % = Aguy + VaulPol2 | ¢ > 0,
up = f7 vo = G,

where A; is the generator of a strong Markov process in S with transition semi-
group {T}, t > 0}, V; > 0 and 3;; € {1,2,...} are constants, i,j = 1,2, and
fyg € B(S). The probabilistic representation of system (16), as well as its blowup
properties, are derived in a manner similar to the univariate case, employing a
multitype branching population instead of the monotype one that we used in pre-
ceding sections. To be precise, let us consider a population living in S, consisting
of individuals of types 1 and 2. Any individual of type i lives an exponential
lifetime of parameter V; during which it develops a Markov motion with genera-
tor A;. At the end of its life it branches, leaving an offspring constituted by (&;1
individuals of type 1 and (;2 individuals of type 2. The newborns appear where
the parent individual died and evolve independently in the same fashion.

We denote by X; the configuration at time ¢ > 0 of the two-type population
described above. Note that X; takes values in the space Nf(S x {1,2}) of finite
counting measures on S x {1,2}, where the first component of a point (z,i) €
S x {1,2} stands for the position, and the second component for the type of an
individual 4, ;. Recall that

t t
Sy = Vl/ NS,1d8+V2/ Nsads, t >0,
0 0
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represents the (weighted) length of the ancestor’s offspring tree, where Ny; is
the number of individuals of type ¢ in X;. We define V; := Ny 1 + Nyo, t > 0.

6.1. Existence of global solutions

Theorem 4. Let (ug,v:) be the mild solution of System (16), and let ¢ :
S x {1,2} — Ry be defined by o(x,1) = f(z), ¢(x,2) = g(x). Then (us,vy)
admits the representation

(17) ut(:c) = E5(z,1) [estg?) (Xt)] s 'Ut(x) = E(S(m,?) [estgb (Xt)] N t > 0, reS.
Moreover, if ¢ is bounded by 1, then the mild solution of (16) satisfies

T} f() (1 " ka@)) ,

k=1

wle) < TPg() (1 +ka<t>> ,
k=1

IN

ug ()

where

t Bu—1 71k
V/ <sup ngo(z)> ds|
0 \zeS§

with V- = V1V Va, Bi = (B11+ P12) A(Ba1 + B22), and 5% = (B11+ P12) V (Ba1 + Ba22).
In particular, if ¢ is bounded by 1 and satisfies

[ (1 +i(s - 1)
k!

vg(t) =

(18) (' — 1)V /O h <sustso(Z)>H*l ds <1,

z€S

then the corresponding mild solution of system (16) is global.

Proof. The proof of (17) is very similar to that of Theorem 1 and will not be
given here. To prove the remaining assertions let us define the kernels ¥, and
¥y by

sdv)v(v) = — Sn 1 o) 7Y (dy .
/Wsm,g})lmw’d dv)v(v) (1= 0n0)Vids Y T, (/ ) (d ))( )

=1

n m
< [ 7o) [T T2v(wn),
=1 h=1

[
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sdv)v(v) = — Sm 2 () 702 (dy ]
/Nf(5x{1,2}) Wy, ds dv)v(v) (1= 6mo)Vads » T: (/ (v) (d )> ()

j=1

x [T 7o) [ T3v(yn)
= hti
for =311 0z, 1) T2 71 O(y;.2) € Ne(Sx{1,2}), where v : N§(Sx{1,2}) — Ry
is measurable and

W(z’i)(dy) = 5,3i15(z,1)+,3¢25(z,2)(dy)u (z,4) € § x {1,2}.
Ifu= Z?:l 6(.%7;,1) + Z;nzl 6(y.’2), then
Ey le [ HT f (s H Tg ) / Uy (p, dsdv)E, [est_s‘/s (Xt—S)]

Ne(5x{1,2})

t
+/ Uy (p,dsdv)E, [e St—s 5 (X s)] -
0JNe(Sx{1,2})

Hence, E,, [e%% (X;)] can be expanded as E,, [e%¢ (X;)] = 372, uk(t, p1), where
ug(t, 1) = [Ty T f (i) T2y TP 9(y;), and

t
up1(t, ) = // Wy (u, dsdv)ug(t — s,v)
0 JNf(Sx{1,2})

t
// Wy (u,dsdv)ug(t — s,v), k=0,1,....
0 JN;(Sx{1,2})

Using induction one can prove that for ¢ > 0, = 21" 0z, 1) + 250 Oy, 2) and
k=01,...,

vk k—1 t Bi—1 kn m
ur(t, 1) < g(n+m+i(ﬁ*—1))[/0 (225 Tsw(Z)) ds l:[T flz; l;[
From here the proof proceeds as in the monotype case. O

6.2. A sufficient condition for blowup

Let Ef,,, denote expectation when the initial two-type population consists of n
type-1 and m type-2 individuals. We put 31 := (11 + B12, B2 := P21 + (o2, and
define

WK = By e KN, 120, K20, nome{0,1,..}
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Lemma 3. For anyt >0, K >0, and n,m € {0,1,...},

ZKGZ ) H T + Z ﬂ'YJ'Yz - ’YJ’YZ )

=1 (7’1, om)E{1,2}

W (K >

(19)
where 0(y1,...,m) = (L= Yoy (vi = 1B — 1) + Xiy (3 — (B2 — 1),

n =n and N2 = m.

The proof of (19) follows closely the method of proof of Lemma 1, and will not
be developed here. The details appear in [8].

Corollary 1. Assume that 2 < 51 < (5.

(a) If By = (B2 or P11 > 2, then E[l’o][eStKNt] = oo for K > ct_ﬁ,
t>0. ,

(b) If P11 = B2 = 0, then EpgleS K] = oo for K > 't Pt
t>0.

Here ¢ y ¢ are constants that may depend on [;; and Vi := Vi A Vo but
not on t.

Proof. If i = (2 consider a monotype population with exponential life-
times of parameter V, and branching numbers § := (1. The first assertion in (a)
then follows from the results in Section 5. For the proof of the second assertion
in (a) we use Lemma 3. Indeed, it suffices to keep in the right side of (19) only
those terms K% [TL_ (1, + Zé;ﬁ(ﬁyj% — 0y;4;)) for which (y1,...,7) is
of the form (1,...,1). Lemma 3 renders

u"K) = K

oo 1 B1—1\1
1+ZHWHFM%—m%grlI

1=11i=1

1
Hence, if ¢t > 0 and K > (Vit(B11 —1))” ®-D, then (VitKA— 1)l > (ﬁTl—l)l

and therefore

! l

(VitKA—hHt 1 , n 1
[[(n+G-1) 611—1))7 —|| +i—1) > =
ey s 511—1 Pi1—11

[n,m]

1
It follows that for any ¢ > 0 and K > (Vit(Bi1 — 1)) A1, u; " (K) = oo
for all n > 1 and m > 0. The proof of (b) is similar. a
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The extension of Theorem 3 to systems of equations is more delicate. We are
not aware of a multivariate version of Lemma 2 in the generality of our setting.
For this reason, in the remaining of this section we restrict ourselves to the
particular case S = R%. Moreover, we assume that the motion process of particles
of type i has transition densities {qi(x,y), t > 0}, where ¢i(z,y) = ¢i(x — y) and
¢i(-) is symmetric unimodal, i = 1, 2. Spherically symmetric stable processes,
and continuous-time random walks with symmetric unimodal jump distributions
meet these assumptions.

Suppose {X;, t > 0} starts with an ancestor J, and let 7 = {7;, t > 0}
denote its offspring tree. For each fixed realization 7 of 7 let us denote by J7my
the set of branches of 74, where by a branch we understand a set of edges leading
from the root to an individual in the top of 7¢. Notice that the edges of 7 are
of types 1 and 2; we denote by € the type of edge e. For any branch b; € 07 let
{w&b 0 < s < t} be the process starting in € R? which follows the motion
Wlth generator Az along the edge e of b;, where W?’bt, by € 01y, are assumed to
be independent. We denote by {X;“, t > 0} the branching population in R?
indexed by 7, starting with an ancestor at position z € R?, and whose individuals
follow the motion of generator Az along the edge e of 7. Using induction on the
number of edges of 7 and our assumptions on {gi(z —y), t > 0}, one can show
that for any symmetric and unimodal f € B(R%), the function

r — E[f(X]), zeRY,

is symmetric and unimodal as well. Since the convolution of symmetric unimodal
functions is again symmetric and unimodal (see [10], page 98), similarly as in the
proof of Lemma 2 it follows that

Lemma 4. For any symmetric unimodal f € B(R?) and any realization T of

E[ X”} I1 E[ (vabtﬂ, reRL >0

bieoTy

Therefore By g% f (X7*)] = Bpuo[e5Ep g F(X77)| T]] 2 Egle® 5]
This renders the following result.

T

)

Proposition 1. Let {W}, t >0} and {W?, t > 0} be independent processes
in RY with generators Ay and As respectively, both initiating in the origin. Let
f € B(R?) be symmetric and unimodal. If for some x € R* and t > 0 the number

K := inf E[f(z+W,}+WZ,)]

0<r<t
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satisfies the conditions of Corollary 1 (a) or (b), then Epy g [est]?<XtT’x>} = 00.

A criterion for blowup of System (16), similar to Theorem 3, can be proved
provided the initial values in (16) satisfy f A g > h, where h # 0 is nonnegative,
symmetric and unimodal. Alternatively, if in addition to our assumptions on the
transition densities {qi(z — y), t > 0} we suppose that gi(-) is strictly positive
and continuous for each ¢ > 0, ¢ = 1,2, then there exist ¢ty > 0 such that f A g
is bounded from below on the unit ball by a positive constant k. Restarting
the system at time ¢ if necessary, we can assume f A f > klpg, () := h, where
B1(0) € R? denotes the unit ball centered at the origin. This, combined with
Proposition 1 proves the following theorem.

Theorem 5. Suppose that for any ball B C R¢ centered at the origin, the
number K = info<,<¢ P [er +WZ, € B] satisfies the conditions of Corollary 1
(a) or (b), where {W}, t >0} and {W2, t > 0} denote independent processes in
R? with generators Ay and As respectively, with W01 = VVO2 = 0. If the transition
densities {qt, t > 0} of {W}, t > 0} satisfy

(a) ¢i(x,y) = qi(x —vy), z,y € R, and qi(-) is symmetric unimodal,
(b) gi(-) is contiuous and satisfies ¢i(z) > 0, v € R?

fori=1,2 and allt > 0, then the mild solution of System (16) blows up in finite
time for all initial values (f,g) satisfying f(x) > kilp(x), g(x) > kelp/(x),
x € R?, for some constants ki, ks > 0 and balls B, B’ C R,

7. Blow up of the Dirichlet boundary value problem

In this section we are interested in blowup of mild solutions of the Dirichlet
boundary value problem

(20) %:Au—k‘/uﬁ, t >0, u(0,z) = f(x), z € G, ulge =0,
where G C R? is a bounded domain. Let B = (B;) be the Brownian motion in R?
with variance parameter two, and let {7}, ¢ > 0} denote the strongly continuous
semigroup in Lo(G) corresponding to the process B killed at 7 := inf{t > 0|B; €
OG}. Suppose that G is regular in the sense that B hits the complement of G
immediately after time zero when started from any point in G. Then one can
show that the semigroup {7}, ¢ > 0} is strongly continuous in the space Cy(G)
of continuous functions on G vanishing at 9G.
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Let {¢n}2y € Co(G) and 0 < A\g < A\; < --- be the nontrivial solutions of
the eigenvalue problem

Ap(z)+ Ap(x) =0, x € G, ¢(x)=0, x € 0G,

where ¢, is normalized by [|¢y||2 =1 (here | - ||, stands for the norm in L,). It
is well known that the eigenvalue Ag has multiplicity one and that the function
@ is strictly positive on G. Moreover, for any ¢ > 0 and any f € Cy(G),

@) Tf@ Ze—% @) [ Fenn)dy. t>0, a € G.

We say that (T}) is intrinsically ultracontractive (IUC) provided that for all
t > 0 there exists a positive constant c¢; such that

(22) Tef (@) < cill fllzpo(x), @ € G, f € Co(G).

The following assertions have been proved in [2].

Proposition 2. If G obeys both an exterior and an interior cone conditions,
then G is regular and (Ty) is IUC.

In [1] it is proved that the IUC property holds for a large class of domains G.
The following theorem, where V' > 0 and § > 1 are constants, is proved in [7].

Theorem 6. Assume that {Ty, t > 0} is IUC and let f € Co(G) be nonneg-
ative. If

DY A
(23) (fio)r, > (7) lleoll1,
then the mild solution u(t,x) of (20) blows up in finite time.

A probabilistic interpretation of blowup of mild solutions of (20) is as follows.
Let

Qug() = o5 (2)Ty(g¢0) (@), = € G, g € Cy(G).
Then {Q¢, t > 0} is a strongly continuous contraction semigroup on Cj(G) having
©¢(z)dz as its (unique) invariant measure. In fact, for any g € Cp(G) and
[ = 9%0,

on(T)
eo(z)

1(f> on)l

zeG zeG

sup |Qg(w i ( ~(n— )‘O)t> sup
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by (21), and the series in the last inequality goes to 0 as t | 0 due to IUC of
{T};, t > 0}. The generator H of {Q, t > 0} is given by

Hg = ¢y (A% + Xo)(g¢0), 9 € Dom(H) = {g € C,(G) : gpo € Dom(A)},

where A is the generator of the killed Brownian motion. From the self-adjoint-
ness of A% it follows that [ Hg(z)p(z)3 d:c = 0 for each g G Dom(H ), which yields

the Q-invariance of ¢?(x)dz. Writing E[g] := [ g(z x) dx, we conclude that
E[Qug] =Elg], t > 0, g € Cy(G).
We define
t

(24) w(t,x) = e’\otqﬁo—éj)) and z(t,x) = e Mlpy(z), z € G, t >0,
where .
25 ult) =Ty f+V Tou(t —s)Pds, t >0,
(25) (t)

0

is the mild solution of (20). Multiplying both sides of (25) by ¢, ' (z)e*? yields

(26)w(t, ) = Qug(x) + v/o Quu(t —s,-)°2(t — 5, )0 (@) ds, 2 € G, t > 0.

If 8 > 1 is an integer it is possible to represent the solution of Equation (26)
as an expectation functional of a related branching particle system, similarly as
we did in theorems 1 and 4. Indeed, consider a two-type population in G with
the individuals evolving independently in the following way: a particle of type 1
lives an exponential lifetime of mean 1/V during which it moves according to the
semigroup {Q¢, t > 0}. At the end of its life it branches producing 3 individuals
of type 1 and 8 — 1 individuals of type 2, all appearing at the mother’s death
position. The particles of type 2 develop independent killed Brownian motions
and do not branch. For i = 1,2, let X", denote the random finite point measure
on G representing the population of type-i individuals present at time ¢ > 0,
starting with an ancestor of type 1 at position z € G. Then the solution w(t, =)
of (26) is given by

(27)  w(t,x) =K |5 H 9(2) H wo(2)|, t>0, z€G,
z€supp(X{ ;) z€supp(X{,)

where V~18¥ =: fo | XZ.(dy) ds represents the total time length of the family
tree of type 1 up to time t. Since @ (z) dx is the invariant measure of {Q, t > 0},
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if ¢ decays sufficiently fast near G and the points x € G for which g(x) =
f(z)/po(x) is large lie on regions where ¢3(z)dz puts little mass (equivalently,
if (f,p0) is small), then the decay of HzesuprfZ ©o(z) when ¢ — oo is able to

counteract the contribution of the factor et II

zEsuppX7, g(2) to the expectation

in (27), thus preventing blowup of w(t) and hence of u(t).
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