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Abstract

In this paper, we investigate solutions for a fractional system involving a novel class of Kirchhoff functions and
logarithmic nonlinearity:

u + ‘K([u];) Lou= ol " ulog o], in UxI[0,7),
o + K ([013) Z5v = 7ol 2vlogluol,  in U X [0,T),
u(x,n =ox,t) =0, in oU x[0,T),
u(x, 0) = up(x), v(x, 0) = vy(x), in U,

where K is Kirchhoff function, and .} is the fractional p— Laplacian operator. We prove the existence of a weak
solution using the Faedo-Galerkin method under suitable assumptions on the Kirchhoff function. We investigate the
finite-time blow-up and global existence of solutions based on critical, subcritical, and supercritical initial energy
levels. Subsequently, we establish the stabilization of the solution with positive initial energy by applying Komornik’s
integral inequality.
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1. Introduction

In this work, we are concerned with study the local and global existence solution for parabolic system with
Kirchhoff function and logarithmic nonlinearity. To be more precise, we study the following system:

w+ K ([ul}) Zyu = "l Puloghwl, in U [0,T),

o + K ([013) Z5o = W7ol 2vlog o], in U X [0,T), )
u(x,n =ox,t) =0, in oU x[0,T),
u(x, 0) = up(x), v(x, 0) = vo(x), in U,

where U c RV being a bounded domain with Lipschitz boundary 0U, s € (0, 1), p, g, and o are three numbers
positives verify some conditions that will be mentioned later. The main operator .Z)) is the so-called the fractional p-
Laplacian operator given by

- p=2 -
£ =2 lim [u(x) — u(y)| Si(x) uy))
£=0" Jaw, 0 x = y[Fer

dy.
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Furthermore, we considere the continuous function K : [0, c0) — (0, o0) which satisfy the following assumptions:

(H;) The function K is non- decreasing and continuous on (0, o).
K(z)

(H>) For a given a constant 8 > 0, z — == is decreasing on (0, co).
Below, we present several examples of models that satisfy our assumptions.

Example 1.1. e K(t) = a+ bt°, where a, b, ¢ > 0.

o Kt = log(l +1).

Furthermore, we suppose numbers p, ¢, 5 and o satisfy the following inequality:

2 2
l<p<g<o<o+1<p;and max(2,p(ﬂ+1),q(,8+1))<0'<20'£min{p(1+N),q(l+ﬁ),pﬁ,q§}, 2)

with p} and ¢ are the criticals Sobolev exponent given by

N .
ot = N_’;p, it N > sp,
s +00, if N < sp,

and

Ng .
g = Nosg® if N > sq,
s +00, if N < sq.

For the sake of simplicite, we note
1 _ p 1 _ p
[u]), = —f Juo) = ()P EQ)I dxdy, and [v]) = —f IoG) = (I :(y)l dxdy.
P Juxu X —yV+e q Juxu X —ylN+e

As of late, great attention has been paid on the study of equations involving double phase operator and variational
problems with growth conditions with variable exponent. This kind of problem arises in numerous applications,
such as, population dynamics, phase transition phenomena, continuum mechanics, typical outcome of stochastically
stabilization of Lévy processes, image processing, electro-rheological fluids and thermo-rheological fluids [4, 5, 6,
11, 13, 35]. Kirchhoff in [21] was first introduced the following model of elastic string

Eh
phu, + ou, = (po + T‘K(u)) uxx + f, 3)

L
where K(u) = f uidx, accounts for the effect of transversal oscillations. Additionally, Alembert in [19] developped

0
the model (3), and he proposed the below equation for the free vibrations:

sl +uf — 7(( f [Vue? dx) A = f(x,1). )
Uu

Setting € = 0 in equation (4) yields the Kirchhoff-type problem:

v, — 7<( f |Vo|? dy) Av = f(y,1). 5)
Uu

These models have attracted significant research interest in recent years, as they encompass various physical phenom-
ena. Before highlighting the novelty of this work, we provide a review of the existing literature. In [28], the authors
studied the p—Kirchhoff type models describing motion of a non-stationary fluid given by

1= K (=4,) (W) = 2.
2



For the degenerate case, authors in [31], have proved the solvability of the fractional version
= K([wlh ) (—A5) (1) = uf* 2,

A third fascinating aspect of our problem is the presence of a logarithmic nonlinearity term. Indeed, considering
the following parabolic equation:

= Vu+ 72 loghy, u:R"x(0,00) >R, ¢,n>2,

which it shows up in a lot of physical applications, such as theory of superfluidity, nuclear physics, diffusion phenom-
ena, and transport. See [40] for more details. Due to these reasons, the following model

o+ (-2 u=2uloglu, in  UxI[0,T),
u(x, 1) = 0, in  AUxI[0,T),
u(x, 0) = up(x), in U,

has been studied quite extensively; for example, the authors in previous papers [32, 33, 15, 30, 39] studied the asymp-
totic behavior, global existence, and finite blow up of solutions. In this context, many authors has been studied the
blow-up and global existence of solutions to the following problem:

u(x, 1) =0, in  OUX[0,T),

W+ (—A)u=gQ), in U x[0,T),
{ u(x, 0) = up(x), in U,

where g is a function satisfies some conditions. See the references [3, 8, 34, 38, 27] for more details. Inspired by
previpously works, in this present paper, we study the effect of logarithmic nonlinearity term end a new class of
Kirchhoff function that satsfies (#H;) and (). For this, we use potentiel well method what introduced by Sattinger
and Payne [37, 34] and Galerkin’s method, we show the following parabolic system:

u, + ‘K([u];) Lu= ol " ulog uv|, in UxI[0,7),
o + K ([013) Z5o = 7ol 2vlogluol,  in U X [0,T),
u(x,n =o(x,t) =0, in oU x[0,T),
u(x, 0) = up(x), v(x, 0) = vy(x), in U,

has a weak solution. However, under some conditions on the intial data, we show the existence of global solution
for system (1). An one of the main tools, Komormik’s integral inequality. In addition, we show the global solution
decays algebraically or exponentially depending on g, p, s, 11y, and vg. Otherwise, we study blow-up phenomenna in
subscritical initial energy case, and we give an upper bounded for the maximal existence time. The difficulty here is
apparently the coupling term log(uv), in our problem, and the absence of logarithmic Sobolev inequality which seems
not to exist logarithmic Sobolev inequality concerning the fractional p-Laplacian again.

The remainder of this paper is structured as follows. In Section 2, we give some preliminary results that will be used
throughout the paper. In sections 3, 4, and 5, we will prove the main results.

2. Preliminaries

Fractional Sobolev spaces

In this subsection, we review key properties of fractional Sobolev spaces. For more details, see [9, 14]. Let
U c RY be a bounded domain, and dU its boundary. For s € (0,1), and p € [1;+c0), we define Sobolev space
fractional W*?(U) as follows:

WoP(U) = {n e ey : PO =W ‘:ﬂyj'

Ix — x|

€ LP(U x 11)},



i.e, an intermediary Banach space between L”(U) and WLP(U), endowed with the natural norm

1
||n||W*.W)=( fw |n<x>|ﬂdx+[v]€w,,,(w) :

where [v]wsrq) is the Gagliardo semi-norm given by

1
[n(x) — v(y)I” ’
sp ————dxd s
R e
1
[o(x) = v()I? ’
g = 00 = YO ey
llollwpr(asy - (f LN F— X }’)

endowed with the Gagliardo semi-norm:

1
o) 0P\
ollwercan _( [ [ o dxdy) .

Theorem 2.1. ( See [14, 17]) For 1 < p <coand 0 < s < 1 with sp < N. We have the embedding

and the Banach space

WP (U) — LI (U) and Wy" (U) — LI (U)

which are respectively continuous for q € [1, pY), q € [1, p¥1 and both compacts for q € [1, p}).

WP (U) = {o e W7 (RY), v=0ae. in RN\U}

and the Banach norm in the space Wg’p (U) is the Gagliardo semi-norm:

1
In(x) - t)(y)lp ?

Theorem 2.2. ( See [14]: Poincaré inequality ) Let v € Wg’p (U). Then, there exists a positive constant ¢ > 0, such
that

¢ Mooy < Mollwsran < clillyso(ryy.
Lemma 2.1. (See [10]If 1 < pg < pu < p; < oo. Then, we have
I10ll e < [holl ol
P ; 1l n
Sfor any v € LP'(U) with u € (0, 1) and = T

Definition 2.1. (See [28]) (Maximal existence time)
The maximal existence time of a weak solution v to the system (1) is defined as:

1. If v exists for all 0 < t < +00, then Tiyax = +00.

2. Ifthere exits a ty € (0, +00) such that v exists for 0 < t < ty, but does not exist at t = ty, then T = to.

Inequalities algebrics

Lemma 2.2. (See [24]) Let K be a positive function K(t) € C? ([0, T), R) which satisfies
K"K (1) — a/(K’(t))2 >0, foralla > 1, and 0 < T < oo.

IfK(0) > 0,K’(0) > 0, then

K(0)
_m<ooandK(t)—>ooast—>T.
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Lemma 2.3. ( See [29])
Let us consider the non-increasing function R : [0, +00) — [0, +00). Suppose there exist constantsn > 0 and C > 0
such that

0 1
f RUI(@de < ZRIORW),  forall 1> 0.
t

Then, R satisfies the following decay estimates:
1) Exponential decay (1 = 0): Ifn = 0, then R(t) < R(0)e'~C" for all t > 0.

2) Polynomial decay (1> 0): If > 0, then R(t) < RO) ()", for all 1 > 0.

3. Potential well theory

Lemma 3.1. For every n > 0, we get that

(i) log(®) < nexp(l) for all t € (1, 00).
(i) "log(t)| < ; 5oy for all t € (0, 1].

Proof. Setting the function

n exp(l

I
g = (log(t) - nex—p(l)) 11 +00)s

where 1(; ;.0 is an indicatrice function. It is evident that we prove that the function g achieves its maximum at 7, =
exp (%) . Thus, g(t) < g(t.), for all t > 1. Now, we prove (ii). Considering that + — 77| log(#)| is a continuous on (0, 1]

with lim,,o 7| log(#)| = 0, which achieves the maximum at z, = exp (—7—17) , we can easily conclude. This completes the

proof. O

Henceforward, Y denotes the Cartesian product of two fractional Sobolev spcaes W*? (U) and W54 (U), that is
Y = WP (U) x W9 (U) equipped with the norm || (11, v) [y = [[ullwsreary + [[0llwsacp).

3.1. Potential well
In this section, we introduce several key lemmas that play a crucial role in establishing our main results.

Lemma 3.2. Under assumptions (H) — (H>) , the following assertions hold:
(1) PHK@) < K(ut), forall 0 < u<1,z>0.
(2) 7((,uz) < WK (), forallu>1,z> 0.
3) X K1 min {,uﬁ,zﬁ} <K(z) < % max {yﬁ,zﬁ}.
(4) 7((z) > 0, forall 7> 0.
(5) ﬁﬁﬂ((z) < K(uz) < tK(2), forall z = 0.
(6) ‘K(,uz) > 1P VK(z), forall0 < p < 1,7 > 0.
(7) 7((,uz) < ,uﬁ”‘K(z) forallu>1,z>0.

Proof. Letu € (0,1) and z > 0. Applying the condition () . Then, we have

K@ _ K@)
P (#Z)B

Clearly, we have (1). Identically, we establish (2). Combining (1) and (2) with condition (), we obtain (3).
From (3) and the fact that K # 0, we get (4). Since K is non-decreasing, it follows that

K(z) = f K(dt < f K()dt = 7K ().
0 0



Applying the condition (H>) , we get that

0 K@D, 1
W(Z)—fo‘ ITI'Bdl‘Zfo‘ Z—ﬁfgdl‘—ﬂ_i_lz(]((z).

Let u € [0, 1], we get that

K(uz) = f ﬂz?((t)dt: f z,u?((ut)dt> p1 f Kt)dt = 1P K ().
0 0

Let us define the energy functional ¢ : W*”(U) — R and Nehari functional ¢ : W*?(U) — R by:
1 s 1= s 1 T[T 1 T[T
e, 0) := —K (uly) + =K ([o1) + = | 7lol7dx = — [ [ul7[o|” log uv]dx,
p q o Ju o Ju

and

. [u(x) — u(y)l” . [n(x) — v(y)l -
(1,0) ;== K([u]? f ——————dxdy + K ([v]} f —————dxdy -2 | " |o|”*" log [uv|dx.
g (95) Jpy iy S 000) [ Sty =2 |, :
Lemma 3.3. Let (1,v) € WSP(U) x W4(U). Then, we have the following inequality:
f [u|7|0|” log |uv]dx < log[u]x,pf |u(x)|‘7dx+log[o]s,qf [o(x)|”dx+S ([u]s + [n] + [u] + [D]?,;q + [u]‘;p + [n]f,q).
u U U

Proof. Let (u,0) € WP(U) x W(U)\{(0, 0)}.

f|u|”|n|”log|un|dx$fIuI”IDI(’IloquvIIdX
u u

|u|20' |20‘
—(I log |ul| + [log [vI)dx

<2“‘2[ f [ | og Jul| + f [ og vl + f oIl og ul |+

=29 2(11+12+I3+I4).

\4

|10g IDII] dx

S

Now, we calculate the integrals [;, forall i € {1,2,3,4}. Set U, := {x eU : ux) < [ul, p} and U, := {x €U : lux)| > [u] p}
It is easy to see that U = U; U U, and U; N U, = 0. So, we get that

f i flog “lax = [ e hog 2| ax + f 7 Jlog 2% [ dx.
Uu [u] S,p Uu, [u]s,p U, ]v D
Using Lemma 3.1, we deduce that
f i flog u(x) dx = [ul7, f u(x) ‘lo u(x) d
Uu, [u]x,p ’ Uu, [u]s,p [u]x,p

2727, ©

S _—
oexp(l)

From Lemma 3.1 with 7 = p; — o and fractional Sobolev embedding inequality, we obtain that



u(x)

27 .
[u]” {log dx < — f [u]Psdx
v, [uls.p exp (p; — o) [ulf), " Ju )
< S
s Ps—0  Dx sp
exp (p.s - 0—) [u]s,p
with § p: is the best constant of embedding from W*?(U) to LPS(U). From (6) and (7) follow that
Px
f 1 log 20 | g < | 1YL Pk w17, 8)
u [u]s,p oexp(l) exp (p§ - 0-) 7
Using (8), we deduce that
f [l log [u(x)lldx = f lul” |log ool log[u]y, f |ul”dx
u Uu s.p U
Px
< + [u]], + log[u];. f [u]”dx.
[aexp(l) exp (p; - cr)] TR
Similarly, we prove that
q;
| woritogeonax <| L+ "0 jagry + togiol [ porax
u oexp(l)  exp(q;—o)) ™ * Ju
Now, we estimate I3. It is easy to show that logx < x — 1, for all x > 0. remembering the numerical inequality
252
ab<® ;b <d® + 1, forall (a,b) € R X R*.
Using this inequality, we obtain that
f [u”]log |o(x)|dx < f [ux)|”(v(x) | —1)dx
u u
< f GOl (x)] + f lu(x)|” dx
u u
< [ (MOOP” + GO + o) éx
u
< (o, U) f (InCOIP* + [l + ()| ) dx
u
Px s s
<C(o,U,p, s)Sp; ([u]s,p + [D]S!p).
Similarly, we prove that
f oI log lu(x) | dx < C(e, U, g, )SE (W], + [01%,). ©)
u

Using (8)- (9), we deduce that

fw [ul”[o|” log Juvldx < log[ul,,, fu u(x)|”dx + log[v], L GO dx + S ([u]?, + [0155, + (]2 + [0]%, + I, + [u7,).

ps’ oexp(l)  exp(gs—0)’ oexp(l) * exp(pi—o)

. . % o
where S := max {C(o’, U,q,s)S Zi, C(o, U, p,)S" R oy __n } . O
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Lemma 3.4. Let (H;) — (H>) holds and (u,v) € WP (U) x WU(U)\{(0, 0)}. Then following results hold.

(1) There exists a unique constant &, > 0 such that y(eu,ev) > 0 for all 0 < & < &,y (ev,&0) = 0, and
Y(ew, ev) < 0 forall € > e..

(2) The function € — ¢(eu, ev) strictly decreasing on (&,, ), and it is strictly increasing on (0, ) . Furthermore,
we have limg_,o- ¢(eu, ev) = 0, and lim,_, ., @(el, £D) = —oco.

Proof. For (1). From (2) in Lemma 3.2, we have, for all € > 1,

Y(eu, ev) = W([gu];)f dedy + (I(([SD];)I dedy _ g2 L luvl”*! Tog |82uv| dx

uxu X = y[Ntsp wuxu X —y[Ntsa

— P — q
< 8P(ﬁ+1)(]( ([u]s) |11(X) u(y)| dXdy + SCI(ﬁJrl)r](‘ ([D]S) |D(X) U(Y)| dXdy _ 820+2 |uv|0'+l 10g |82uV| dx
Pl Juxu Ix = yIV*sp Y Juu Ix =yl u

<ég [‘K([u]i,) L Jutx) = uy)I” dxdy + W([n];)f IoGx) = o) dxdy] - g7t f(u luv|”*! log |82uv| dx,

wu X —=y[Ntsp wuxu X —y[Ntsa

where 17 := max(p(8 + 1),q(B + 1)). Due ton < 2(c + 1), we have that
lim y(eu, ev) = —co. (10)

Using (i) in Lemma 3.2, for any € € (0, 1), we obtain that

gPlu(x) — u(y)lP &lo(x) — o(y)l
e, ev) = K ([eu]® f — 7~ dxdy + K ([ev]} f 2 U7 (gxdy — 22 f uv|”! log |e2uv| dx
wenen) =K (o) | T axdy + K ([eoly) | T dxdy |l og [s7uy]

n s [u(x) — u(y)l” 1 s [n(x) — v(y)l? 2042 o+l 2
> e W([u]p) Lxru [x — y[N+sp dxdy + % 7(([0]4) uxu X —y[N*tsa drdy =& u v og 7] dx

‘K([u];) L dedy + ‘K([n];) j;l dedy] _ o2 L uvi”* log |82uv| dx,

>l
s |x = yINtsp wu X = y[Vtsa

where p := min{g(8 + 1), p(8 + 1)}, which yields that y(eu, ev) > 0, for all 0 < & < 1. Thanks to the intermediate
value theorem and (10), there exists a €, > 0 such that ¥ (.1, £,0) = 0. For any & > &,, we get that f > 1. Using (2)
in Lemma 3.2, we obtain that



' Plu(x) — u(y)|? ' 9p(x) — v(y)|?
W(eu, o) = 7(([811];,) wa dedy + W([sn];)f %dxdy — g2 L luo|”*! log |ezun| dx

[x — y[N*sp Uxu

P
(2) () — uy)P’ f (s)P () — uy)P
=K dxd — ] ——————————dxd
[ P wa = yver y] wa\e.) Xy
q
(£) £2l0(x) - v(y)e £\ eo(x) — oyl
+7([ [ dXdy]fuw(Z) oy oY

£\ 2 2
— 7 |e,0/7* log [¢2up

| | g
& &,

PEED e u(x) — u(y)l” g\ 7o(x) - v(y)l
) K (oot )Lxﬂ X — y[ver dm”(ei) W([S*D]Q)fou x—yea A

dx

s
£ gl lu(x) — u(y)l s f g?lu(x) — o(y)|?
£, ) 7(( g‘pu] ﬂx’L{ Ix — y[V+sp dxdy + W([s*n]q) uxu X —yNtse dxdy

8 2042 )
( f le.u|7 |e,07 ! log |s un|dx +( ) W (8.1, &,0),

where ¢ := max{p(B + 1), g(8 + 1)}. Since f > 1 and 6 < 2(o + 1), we get that y(eu, ev) < 0. Similarly, for any
0 < € < &,. Using (i) in Lemma 3.2, we get that

gPlu(x) — u(y)l” f £o(x) — o(y)|? ) f 1 2
a1, ev) = K ([eu]? f ——————dxdy + K ([ep]¢ - 7 dxdy - &t up|”* log [e*uv| dx
e G e e i L O W v M el

& )4
(2) &P ux) — u(y)l? &\ & lux) — u(y)l?
= 7< f _ y|N+sp dXdy - _—N+517dXdy
P Juxu |x-Yl UxU \ Ex [x =yl
=) &) - uye &\ eo(x) — u(y)l
+ K f — N dxdy f —| T —ovng dxdy
q UxU Ix Y| UxU \ Ex Ix Y|
s 20042 c 2
—) f le.u|7H |e,07  log |e n( )
E u Ex

g " 7Ju(x) — u(y)l g \"h &lo(x) — v(y)l
— K ([e]? f = 7 dxd +(—) K ([e.0]} f = V7 dxd
s) O P e T (1:00) Jpy ~ =y

dx

g ) £l lu(x) = u(y)l” ’ £:0(x) — v(y)I
> *) 7(([8511]1,) wa dedy + W([S*D]q) Lx(u dedy]

M
(i) ¥ (s, 8,0),
£
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with u := min{p(B + 1), g(B + 1)}. Since ft < land u < 2(o + 1), we get that y(eu, ev) > 0. Now, we prove (2).
According to the definition of ¢, we get that

1 -~ 1— 1 1
(e, ev) = —‘K([su];) + —7(([51)];) +—= f leu|“|en|”dx — — f leu|” ev|” log |euen|dx.
p q o= Ju o Ju

Then one can verify that

i<,0(¢9u, en) = 1L//(su, £D). (11)
de &

Combining (11) with (1) in Lemma 3.4, we deduce that the map € — (e, &v) attains its maximum at € = &,, is
strictly decreasing on (&, o), and is strictly increasing on (0, €,) . By using a similar discussion as (1) in Lemma 3.4,
one can verify that lim,_,+ ¢(eu, &) = 0, and lim,_, . p(el, EV) = —oo0. O

Considering the following elliptic system:

‘K([u];) ZLou= " 2ulog|ou|, in U,
‘K([n]j]‘) 2o = 7" *vlog uo], in U, (12)
ux) = u(x) =0, in  0U,

By Lemma 3.4, the problem (12) has a weak solution in W*?(U) x W*4(U).

Corollary 3.1. Let us define the Nehari manifold set

= {(u,v) € W*P(U) x W*U(U) : Y(u,0) =0} # 0, and d := ( 1r}f (1, v).

The number d is called the depth of potential well.

In what follows, we prove an essential lemma for proving the strict positivity of depth of potential well.

Lemma 3.5. If Kirchhoff’s function satisfies the conditions (H;) — (H>) and the numbers q, p, o satisfy the condition
(2). Then, we obtain the following results:

1) ¢(u,0) = Ly(u,v) < (l - l)[ ([u ) fww ‘“f:) y};(kyp)lp dxdy + K ([n ) fww ‘Ul(f);ﬁg;'q dxdy] + 1 f(” [u|”[o]” dx,

2) (ut0) = 2p00) 2 (g = ) [K(00)) fyp g dxdy + K (1003) g, S5r-dxdy]
3) If y(n,0) < 0 = @(u,0) — ;zﬁ(u, V) > d,,
4) Ifyp(,0) > 0 = &7 - €' (e.,0,d,1,0) < p(u,0) = Ly(u,v) and

XU uxu X —

ot = (1= 0200 e () [ B0 ety (o) [ B0 ey

10



Proof. According to ¢ and y ’s definition, we get that

|~ P 1 1
) = 2R (0l + R () + — [ olrdx = = [ ol loguld
.8) =~ (1) + <R (1) + =5 [ o0~ [ i gl

< () L LU e [ LSO L L .

wu P 1x = yNrep wuxu g |x—yNtsa

1
——f [u|7[0|” log |up|dx
o Ju

1 s [u(x) — u(y)| s [o(x) — v(y)l?
< [‘K([u]p) L o ——— 2 dxdy + K ([v];) f 22 P gxdy

Ix — y[N*sp wux X —yNtsa

1
——f [u|”|v]” log |uv|dx
o Ju

11 s [u(x) — uy)l” s [o(x) — ()l
< (— - ;)[W([u]p)fﬂ —dxdy+‘](([n]q)f ————=dxdy

p wu X = y[Ntsp wuxu X = y[Ntsa

1
+—f [u]”|v]” dx.
o Ju

From (13), we deduce that

1
+— f |7 o] dx (13)
g Ju

+ lLp(u, D)
o

(11, v) — Ol_z//(u, 0) < (l - l) [W([u];) fﬂ 3 OO = U 4 4y + % ([v1;) f wdxdy}

p o [x — y[N*sp uxu X = y[Nrsa
[u

1
+—f [”|v]” dx.
o Ju

Now, we prove (2). Using (5) in Lemma 3.2, we have that
(1,0) = l7A<([u]6')+ 17?([n]s)+ RS f | o|”dx — 1 f [l 0| Tog [uldx
= p P q 7o Jy o Ju &
— — 1
> (]{‘ s (](‘ s o o (7'1 d
> ([u]p) + ([u]q) - L [u|7[0|” log [uv|dx

1 s 1 |u(x) — u(y)l? 1 S 1 |o(x) — o(y)|? 1 o
> B+ 17(([11][,)L dxdy + B+ ]W([U]q)L ——————dxdy — = L'ul [0]” log |uldx

wu P 1x = y[Ntsp wu q X —y[Ntsa
1

s [u(x) — u(y)” s [o(x) — p(y)| 1 oo
6D 7(([11][,) L Ty dxdy+7(([n]q) L v dxdy} - L |7 |v]” log uvldx

1 s 100 = ()P S 19(x) = oY)l
= (q(ﬂ D 5) [W(M") fw iy 9y + K ([01;) fw dxdy

XU |X - Y|N+Sq

>

+ l1//(11, ).
(oa

(14)

From (14), we deduce that

I Lo s 00 — ()P s 10(x) = vyl
#lL ) = TP o) 2 (q(ﬂ T 5) [7(([“]") wa oy dxdy + K (o) f T d"dy]

Uu

Suppose that ¥(u,v) < 0. Thanks to Lemma 3.4, there exists &, € (0, 1) such that ¢ (¢,u,&,0) = 0. From the
definition of d and (1) and (2) in Lemma 3.5, we obtain that
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d < p(e,&,0)
= @ (&, €,0) — Ol_z//(s*u, £.D)
1 1 s ) — u(y)P s elu(x) - n(y)l‘17
< (; — 5_) [‘K([s*u],,) ffuxru —|x — Y dxdy + W([a*n]q) fwxw X =y

1 1 P [w(x) — u(y)? P [o(x) — n(y)lq
= (E - 5) [7(([“]") fwu x -y B W([n]q)f

uxu X — Y|N+w
1 1) @) = Ly 1 o
<|l=-=)|—F"FF—+= | W,
p o ! ! o Ju

f|s*u|‘7|s*0|‘7dx
f 1] |0l dx

q(B+1) o

s)

which implies that

(d-C(o,u,0,U)) (m)

1
d* = < QD(u, D) - ;W(u’ 0)3

< =
Sl=

with C(o,u,0,U) = é f,u [u|”|v|”dx. Now, we prove (4). Assume that (11, v) > 0. From Lemma 3.4, there exist
&, > 1 such that ¥ (.1, &,0) = 0. So, we get that

1
d < ¢ (&1, &.0) = @ (&1, 8.0) — = (£,11, £,D)
(oa

1o , £ ux) — u(y)P , o) oyl |
(5= ) e team) [, SRt e i) [, SR

UxU

(l_l)[gfm%([u]z) f MO) WO 4 957 (1) f 0o = vt |
(o

p uxu X = yNrep S

IA

f le. 1] |e,n|” dx
f le. 1|7 |e.n]” dx

IA

11 [u(x) — u(y)|” [o(x) — U(}’)lq el
Y e P [7( [u]® f 2T dxdy + K ([ f |u|"|n|"dx
(P 0') ( p) Uxu |X—Y|N”” Y ( q) usu X - Y|N”q
1,0) — =¥, o
< SZ(;B-H) (l ) SO( )1 ¢,( |U|O'dx
p o q(,B+1) o

(16)

From (16), we deduce that

_ 1
d.& 9% ¢ (s,,0,d,1,0) < @(u,0) — —y(u,v),

where C’ (g,, 0, d,u,0) = s(ir f'u [u]”|v]”dx. Finally, we prove the second inequality of (4). Due to &, > 1, we get that

12



0=y (e, &)
p _ 4 —
- ‘K([s*u];)f &) v 4y ‘K([s*n];)f £:1000) = X 4y — zf e
Uu

wuxu X = yNep uxu X —y[Ntsa

< PP ([u];)f [u(x) — u(y) dxdy + SZ(ﬁH)?(([D]f,)f [o(x) — o(y)|? dxdy

wuxu 1x = yINtsp uxu X —yN*sa

-2 f le. 17+ |e,0|7 ! log |e2ou] dx
Uu

, — u(y)l : [o(x) — p(y)l?
< gD [7( [u]? f W00 = WD 4y + ¢ (ol f PR dxd }—2 f " e,
(05) Jyy oy S+ K (0R) | Sy =2 |,
: — u(y)l : [o(x) — o(y)| 2or+1
< gD [7{ [u]? f W00 = WP 44y 4 ¢ (ol f P dxd }—gj : f 7+ Jol”*! Tog Juoldx
(05) Jyps ey S0+ K (0 | S ety u ¢
o y — P y [o(x) — ()l 2o+l
< (104D _ g2e+D [7( [l f 00 = WD 44y 4 ¢ (ol f PRV dxdy | + 827 Dy, v).
( ) ( p) wuxy X —yINtP Y ( q) war x—yper #i®)
a7
From (17), we deduce that
-2 - i | o(x) — o(y))?
> (1 — gdB+D-2+D) s f | ux) — u(y)p dxd s f dxdv |
Y(u,0) 2 (1- & )% (1u13) o T y + % ([015) s =y
0

Theorem 3.1. If Kirchhoff’s function satisfies the conditions (H,) — (H,) and the numbers q, p, o satisfy the condition
(2). Then, the potential well depth d is positive.

Proof. We assume that K'(1) > 0. Using (1) and (3) in Lemma 3.2, we get that

([u] ) fﬂ O gy o) [N

[ = yIVeer wxu X =y
- q _ p
( Iox) = o dy) f W60 WP gy
uxu X =y uxu X —yIveP
q — q
LRI f [0 = oI o
wa [x — y|N+sa wxu X =yt
7<( ) K(1) e
> 5 min 0 {1 g ||';;€:(2,)}+q—ﬁmm{nnuww(w||n||3v“€:(12,)}
K1) q p(B+1) a(B+1)
> = min {0y + 100 It + 91 |
Kd ; q q(B+1)
> —= min {lIt, ), lw, I}

13



Let (1,v) € N. Using Lemma 3.3 and embedding compact theorem, we have that

‘K([u];) L dedy + ‘K<[n];)f o(x) = oI 4 4

wu X —y[Ntsp wuxu X —y[N*sa

=2 f [u[7*! [ log |uv] dx
Uu

< 2 [log[ul,, f "+ dx + log[ ], f ol dx + 8 ([l + (012, + ()%, + [0]%, + (W7, + [u];fq)] (19)
Uu Uu

<2

c1(u, 5, p, U) f 7 dx + c2(v, 5,9, U) f o7 dx + S|
Uu Uu

. 1 1
< ST (G ) + CallolgES ) + 1)

"o |
<SGl o) [IFT,

where C’1 := max(cy, ), ¢1, and ¢, are embedding constant of W*P(U), WHI(U) — L7 (U). If ||, v)|ly < 1.
Combining (18) with (19), we obtain that

(1) s .
q—ﬂll(U,D)HyH < S Cil ) I+,
which yields that
1
B
||<u,n)||yz( Zg(lé) "
a0,y

Using the fact || (i, v) ||y > O and o + 1 > g(B + 1). We get that, for any (11,v) € N

1

%K(1) )w> |

I (1, 0) |ly > min {(qﬁS—C } =¢€(0,1].
149

Thanks to Lemma 3.5, we have that

1
(1, 0) = (1, 0) = —ih(11, v)

Lo S () = u(y)I? s 10(x) = o(y)f
Z(q(ﬁ+1>_5)[7(([“]")ﬁw X~y d"dy”(([”]‘1>f x—ya Y| 20

UXU
> 1 — l S-Q(ﬂ+1).
“\gB+1) o
Using the definition of d and (20), we have that
d= inf @) > 1 g16D > 0
(u,0)eN T q(ﬁ +1) a ’

O

Theorem 3.2. Assume that (19, vo) € Y. Under assumptions (H,)—(H,) . Then, there exists T > O such that the system
(1) has a weak solution in Y. Moreover, there holds

fo (IR ds + fo og(s)IE ds + p(u(t), v() < ¢ (o, o). forall 1 € [0,T]. @1)

. . . . . I
Proof. Since Y is separable space and is dense in L2(U) x L*(U), there exist a base Z "= Yand (wi, wj) = (zi, zj) =
i, forall j,i = 1,2,... where 6;; denotes the Kronecker symbol. For any n € N, we construct the approximation
m

solutions 1,,(X, #) = W, (£) = X2 gim(O)wi(x) and vy, (X, 1) = v, (1) = 27, him(£)z;(X) satistying

14



)
f utmwidX + <um’ Wi)W‘V»ﬂ('L[) = erI |Dm|0- |um|(r U, w; 10g |um0m| dx
-2
J:Z nthidX + <Dm, Zi)WWI("LI) = fﬂ |um|0- |Um|(r DnZi log |umvm| dx (22)
U(0) = Uom,  0,(0) = o,

U (5D =1 (Y| (it (D) =100 (7,0 ) (i ()= ()
where (i, wiy-r = K ([unl?) £y [t L dxdy, v = 20,(0),

- % q [0 (5,00, 3D (0,0 (7.0 (2 (X)) dxdv and _ 9 Si Y
<nm’ Zi)WW(ﬂ) = ([Dm]s)fﬂx'll [x—y[V5a Xay and Uy, = Eum(t) mce (110,‘00) € 1,

there exists {(&xis $mi) 1 = 1, ..., m} such that

m

= 3 W0 > i in W) and v = 3 i) - 0 in WAL, 23)

i=1 i=1
Then (22) is equivalent to the following initial value problem for a system of nonlinear ordinary differential system:

g, =Gi(g,h),i=1,....m
h;m(t) = Hl(g’h)J = ],. ..,m,

gim(o) = é:im’ him(0) = {im; i=1,....,m

with G; (g, h) = — (W, Wi wswep) + f(u [0, 1114|7210, w; lOg 11,,0,,,|dx and

Hi(g,h)=—(Dm,zi>ws.p(w+f (14| 10,1214, 2; 108 [11,,0,,]dX.
Uu

From the Picardo iteration method, there exists #,, > 0 depending on |£| and |{| such that the system (22) admits a
local solution (gim» gim) € C' ([0, to.m]) X C' ([0, to,]) . The following is an attempt to obtain some a priori estimations
of the approximate solutions. We multiply the first equation in (22) by g;,, and the second equation by #;,,, after that
summing with respect to i, we get that

_ p _ q
1d 2 + %Ilnmll%w([um]ﬁ’)f | (X, 1) = 1y, ) dxdy+7<([nm]‘§)f 0%, 1) = vy, 1) dxdy

2dt UxU [x — y[N*sp UxU [x — y|[N+sa

-2 f [l [0l” 108 [t 0] dx.
Uu
(24)

Considering set

U = {x €U : [uuw(X)] < 1} and Uy = {x € U : 10, (x)] > 1.
It is easy to see that U = U, U U, and U, N U, = 0. So, we get that

f|um|0|0m|010g|um0m|dx= |11m|0|0m|010g|umnm|dx+f [1|” [0,2]7 10g 110, | dx
u U,

U
1

1 1
< [ Pl ol ——dx + f 1 i
au, exp(1) a, o exp(l)

1
S IR f 14,0, " dx.
oexp(l) oexp(l) Jy

Using Holder’s inequality and the classical interpolation inequality, we get that
1 - 1-
f T B T [ A [ [ (25)

where u, k € (0,1), and r > 0 satisfy 2( o = =L+ L ” +;4 s+ 7 and 2 < 2(o + r) < min{g, p}. From (25) ,
and the compacts embeddings W*?(U) — LP (”L[) W“] U) — L1 (11) we have that
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+1 + 1- + (1=p)(o+7r)
fu [l [0]” 10g [0l dx < C latlly™ llomlls ™" Tomlliggry” tmllpehogn™ -

If [wllwsagzsy » 10mllwsaeer < 1. Once that is done, there is nothing more to prove. From now, we distinguish three

cases:
Case 1: [[Waullwsazpy > 1 and [y |lysaeer < 1.

f [l 1017 108 [ty 0,] dx < f il Log () dx.
Uu 7
Considering the following sets

U ={xeU: u,(x)| <1} and U :={x € U : |u,,(x)] > 1}.

Lemma 3.1 follows that

f ltnl” Tog () dx = f [l Tog () dx + f [l Tog () dx
u u u,

1
<! f [l dx,
P Ju

’
1

(26)

sa?
N

where p is chosen sufficiently such that 0 < p <
embedding WS (U) < LPs(U), we get that

and o < 0 + p < pi. Combining (26) with continuous

+ 1- +
f [l 10g (l) dx < C IS [ 7,77
y :

@) 1 (=)
< Cr by Ml ™7

where y = W’r’ﬂ)) €(0,1). Since 0 < p < %, it follows that u(o- + p) < o Thanks to Young inequality for any

€€ (0,1), we get that

a a (on o Y
f [l 10l 10g 0] dx < f ll” 1og () dX < &1l + C@) (Inl7.)” @7)
u Uu

with y = S0 >

- Case 2: |[wpllwsaary < 1 and |[o,|lysaqsy = 1.
Similarly, we show that

o (on a (on Y
L 417 10,41 10 It 0,,] dx < fw [0l 10g ([0 dx < ell Vufagqyy + C(@) (I0mll%) - (28)

- Case 3: ”umnw.\-.q(ru) > 1 and ”Dm”W“l(‘U) > 1.
From (25) , we get that

(o+1) +7 1- (I=w)(o+r)
L Il [0l T0g 0l dx < C Ity ™ 10,lls " 1ol Ml (29)

Recalling the numeral inequality

3+b3+ 3
abe < % <& +b+6, foralla,b,c € R*. (30)
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Using (29) and (30), we obtaint that

3 +1 3k(o+ 3(o+ 3(1— +r)
fﬂ [l [0]” 10g [t 0] dx < €t ol 37 + llom 557 + mllyeatery ™

Using the Young inequality and (31), we get that

6u(o+1 6k(o+
f [l [0l 10g [0l dx < C Il + Cllonll37 + & l0mllhyer g,
Uu

From (27), (28), and (32), there exist A > 0 such that

A
2 2
L [l 10| 10g [t 0] dX < & ([0l ) + & 1l ) + Co (Intll3 + l0l13)

. +1) . +1)
< &1+ min {Inllh., g Il b+ min {llomld . qp - lonlls )

2 2\4
+ Ce (Ilunll3 + lloml13)

_ p
PB («([um]f)f 'um(xJ) um(yJ)| dXdy)

= °%m Xy
UxU y

x — y[V+sa

_ q
tie qﬂ [«([Dm]?)f |Dm(X, t) Dm(y’ t)| dXdy] " C(o (”um”% + ||Um||§)/l -

W(l) UxU

From (24), (33), we have that

l i 2 i 2 gqﬁ _ P f |1IM(x’t)_um(y’t)|p
2( -l + dtunmnz)s(m) 1)%([um]s) I v =

L ] Jon (% 5) = oy, D[
+(7<(1) 1)7(([nm]s)fww oy axdy

A
2 2
+ Ce (Itnll3 + lloml3) "

dxdy

By choosing € < %, it follows from the above inequality that

1(d d 2
3 (Enumné + d—tunmné) < 2C, (Jlunll3 + llowl3 + 1)

Therefore, we arrive at the following differential inequality

Z() < 4C (Z,(t) + D*.

with Z,,(t) = ||um||§ + ||nm||§ . We distinguish three cases:
-If 1 € (0, 1), then there exists C| = sup,y Z,(0) € (0, o0) such that

1
Z,(t) < ((c; + D)™ 201 - /1)tC> = for all 7 € (0, fo.,) -
-If A = 1, using (35), we arrive at the following inequality

Z,(t) < (1 + cy)exp(2C), for all ¢ € (0,1,,) .

17

p +e ||11,,,|I€V.\_q(w) , foralle> 0.

3D

(32)

(33)

(34)

(35)



- If A > 1. Then, by integrating the inequality (34) with respect to time from O to 7, we have
! !
Itll3 + llowlly < 2C°) | (@3 dz + (21" dz) + 2 f dz. (36)
0 0
By using the Gronwall- Bellman inequality, it follows from (36) that there exists Ty > 0 such that

l[tnll5 + lomll5 < Cs (To) , for all 7 € (0, 9,1) -

We next multiply the first equation in (22) by g7 (?) and the second equation by /; (¢), summing over i and integrate

with respect to time from 0 to ¢, we obtain that

f s ()5 ds + 1osll3 ds + @ (n(0), v()) = @ (1, (0), 0, (0)) , for all 7 € (0, Tp) (37

Using (37), we have that

@ (,(0), 0,(0)) = @ (W (1), V(1))
=%7?([um] )+ 7<([nm f [l [0l dx = — f [l [02]” 10g [t,0,,] dx

> K () + K ((0a]}) - f il 1 Tog 0, dx
Uu

1 ) (X, 1) = w(y, )]
W([um]s)fuxw ey

>

pB+1)
1 |Dm(X, t) - Dm(ys t)|p 1

+ K [Dm]f f dxdy — — f [1]7 [0,]7 1Og |10,50,,] dX

X ) | e o Ju &

|on(x, 1) = vu(y, 1)|” i dy]

1 (X, 1) = iy, 1)|
> K ([w,]? f dxdy + K ([v.17 f
ey A G N W e y R (o) |y
- l f |um|0_ |Um|0— 10g |umnm| dX
o Ju
1 ELTB 7(( ) p(B+1) q(B+1) CV
(q(ﬁ-l— 1) - 7((1)0_) qﬁ mn{“llm”va(ru) ”nmlqu((u) Hum ||err(fl,() H 'W“I('Z()}
1 sqﬁ K(1) g (o4
(q(ﬁ+ - 7<(1)a) Pl 41 onln = 1} =
B 1 3 gd® \ KQ) _g
gqB+1) Ko) ¢ o
(38)

On the other hand, we deduce from (23) that ¢ (11,,,(0), v,,(0)) — ¢ (1p(x), vo(X)) as m — oo. So, we have that

@ (U (0), v,(0)) < C7. (39)

From (37) and (39), it follows that
(40)

“um”[;[/.r,p(ru) + ||Dm||;]/VA.q((L{) S CS-

From continuous embedding and Lemma 3.1, we deduce that
18



f il [01” 108 [ty 0] dx = f il [01” 108 ] dx + f il 101" 108 [0] dx
'L( 'l/] (LIZ

< Gl + ! f|u |7 |0, dx
Toexp(l) exp(l) Joy "
U

1
< + f |um|0'+l |Dm|(r+l dx
rexp(D)  exp(D) Ju

U| 1 o
< | | n f (lum|2(0'+1) | + |Um|2( +1) |)dX
oexp(l) exp(l) Jy

|U| 1
“oexp(l)  exp(1)

(1‘41 Cf(o‘+1) + M2C2(o-+l)) ,

2(c+1)
LZ(:r+ 1) ((L{) b

2o+1)

with M| = sup,,.; [l L)

My = sup,,.; ol

(41)

C, and C| are the embeddings constants of W7 (U) —

L2@ D) and WS9(U) — LD (Y). Tt follows from (38), (40), and (41) that there exist a functions (u,v) €

L> (0, T; WSP(U)) x L™ (0, T; WHI(U)) and a sub-sequence of (11,,,, v,,),,en Still denote by itself such that

(W, ) — (u, 1), weakly star in L™ (0, T; WP (U)) x L™ (0, T; WH(U)),
(s Or) = (1, 0;), weakly in L2 (0, T3 LA(U)) x L2 (0, T; LA(U)),

p-2 p
‘K([um]f) f(uxru [ =1y, D" (i (X, 1 (1)) dxdy — yi, weakly in L® (O, T: L,,‘j ((1/()) ,

|X_y|N+A]1

q [0 (5,0 (.| (0 (X0 (y.1) L e L
W([nm]s) waw dxdy — x»,weakly in L (O, T; LT ("L{)),

|x_y|N+.rq

Then by using Aubin-Lions-Simon lemma and (42), we have that

(1, 0,) = (u,0) in C ([0, Tol; L (U)) x C ([0, Tl ; L*(U)), forall2<r,rm<ocandxeU.

We followed the same method appearing in Lemma 8 [3], we get that
10,1 1,72 1, 10€ 14,0, — [0 [ul” ulog Juv]  weakly in L7 (U x (0, Ty)) , and

1] 0,72 0, log |u,,0,,| — [u|” |v|” %0 log lun|  weakly in L7 (U % (0,Ty)).

Using (44), (45), and (42), and letting m — oo in (22) and (23) we have that

(o wry + Qe wi) = [ 1ol 2wy log(jul)dx
(0, w2) + (Y2, w2) = [, [0 ow; log(juw])dx
(u(0), 0(0)) = (g, vp)

(42)

(43)

(44)

(45)

(46)

for all (wy, w;p) € WSP(U) x W*4(U) and ¢ € (0, Ty) . We followed the same method appearing in Lemma 4.3 [3],

we get that

- -2 -
o =K (1) fﬂ ﬂ|u<x,t> Gy OP 000~ 0 0) g g

|x_y|N+sp
0 = o(y, D92 (0(x, 1) — v(y, ¢
)(2=7(([U]?)wa o) D(ylx)ly|§jll£j )y ))dxdy.

Hence, our system (1) admits solution (1, v) € Y. Now we turn to show inequality (21). In view of (23), (44), and

(45), we have

@ (Mo, Do) — ¢ (119, D) as m — oo,
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Furthermore, due to the weak lower semicontinuity of the Y-norm (44), and (45), we conclude

e, 0) < lim ¢ (1, vy)
Letting m — oo in (37), we obtain

!

fo (It (I3 + lIos()I5) ds + (@), v(D) < lim inf [ fo (Ims(IB + Ioms()Z) s + @ (n(0), 0 (1))

<p,v9), foralltel0,T].

4. Global Existence and Asymptotic Behavior

Theorem 4.1. Let (H;) — (H,) hold. if ¢ (g, v9) < d. and (119, v9) > 0. Then, we have

]) Trax = +00
2) the energy functional ¢ satisfies the following estimates

PB+1)
PB+D) _ \ 2 . 2
@(u(t), o(1)) < "D(uo’UO)(2+(p(ﬁ+l)—2)m)/ - Fa> G
¢ (u, vg) ', ifg< (53_1)

with a and p are some positive constants.

Proof. Firstly, we prove that ¢(u(z), v(¢)) > 0, for all ¢ € [0, Thax) - Considering the following sets

={u,v) €Y :p,v) <d, iy, (® >0U{0}, and M:={(0,v)e Y : o, () <d, () <0}

Due to ¢ (119, vg) < d, < d and ¢ (19, v9) > 0, we have (119, v9) € ‘W. Using a contradiction for proving (u(z), v(¢)) €
W, for all ¢ € [0, Tnax) . We suppose that there exist a 7y € [0, Timax) such that (1t (¢y), v (f9)) € dW. Noticing that
0 is an interior of “W. So, we get that ¢ (u (fy), v (ty)) = d or ¥ (u(ty), v (tp)) = 0 and (u(fy), v (tp)) # (0,0). Using
(21), we obtain that ¢ (11 (fp) , v (f9)) < (19, v9) < d, and hence ¥ (11 (tp) , v (fp)) = 0. So, we deduce that (u (#y), v (#)) €
N. Using the definition of d, we have ¢ (1 (f),v(t)) > d. We arrive that contradiction. Finally, we deduce that
¥ (u(ty),v(f)) > 0 forall £ € [0, Thyax) - Now, we show that Ty,,x = co. Using Lemma 3.5, we get that

d. > ¢(ug, 1) 2 ¢ (u(), u(®))

1
2 ¢ (), () = —r (u(@), u())

z( ! —l)[«([u(t)];) L wwdxdww(w;) f [p(, 1) = o0y, Dl | dy]

qB+1) o x = y[N+sp wxu X —ylNt

L\ [K(D) p(B+1) 'K( ) qB+1) (47)

(q(ﬁ T (T) [— min ([l g Il b+ = min (1ol g IMIEES 0 )
1

q(B+1) q(B+1)

(q(ﬁ + 1) - ;) qﬁ min ”u”W”’(’L() + ”D”qu(ru)s ||ullwsq(ru) + ” ”qu(ru)}

1) K(1
= L)V i i, o i, i),
(ﬁ +) o) ¢
which yields that

(48)

dF B+ o 1|
||<u,n>||ySmax{l,((g_q(ﬁﬂ))m)) }._ c.
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In the other words, (11(f), v(#)) is uniformly bounded in time in W*?(U) x W*4(U). So, we have Ty ,x = +oo. Using
(4) of Lemma 3.5, we get that

D), 00) ~ L), 1) = 6775 - (49)
However, we also have
1
@ (u(n), u(@®) - ;l!/ (u@®), (1) < @ (1), 1) < @i, Ug). (50
It follows from (49) and (50) that
d. W
o2 care) eb

Applying (4) of Lemma 3.5, we get that

xJ/(u(t), 0(t)) > (1 _ 8;4(ﬁ+1)*2(0’+1)) [W([u([)];)f wdxdy + W([D(t)];)f wdxdy]
Uu

wu X = yNrep uxu X =yVrsa

-8 _ -
> (1 _( d, ) @ )][‘K([u(t)];)f wdxdy + ‘K([U(l‘)]‘;)f wdmy]_

(1, vp) uxu (X —yNtse uxu X =yVrse
(52)
Combining (52) with Lemma 3.5, one has
1 1 1 . lu(x, 1) — u(y, )
e(u(®), u(@®)) - ;ll’(u(t), u(?)) < (p(ﬂ D E)W([ll(l)]p) fﬂxw dedy
1 1 s [o(x, 1) — o(y, )|
: (p(ﬂ D 5)7((["(”]") S e sty (53)
I 1 4 \"wn)
< - —]|1- - (@), ().
(p(ﬁ+ ) cr)[ (90(110,00)) ) v
So, we get that
@ (), u(®) < Cagp (W), u()), (54)
|- 2r=n)\
with C, := (p(ﬁlﬂ) - i) (1 - (50(13)*,00)) R > 0. Now, our contribution is the decay estimates of the functional
@ (u(®),u(?)) . Using (47) and (48), we have that
1 1 1
o (u®),u) > (q(ﬁ D ;) % min {Il(u, )|, I, n)||‘§(ﬁ+”} (55)
> Csll(u, )7, (56)
where C3 := (q(ﬁlﬂ) - (lr) %C‘fﬁ . Conversely, however. By using the embedding W*?(U) x WSI(U) — L*(U) x
L*(U), we have that
1t 0) |22y < Call (1, 0) ||y (57)
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Combining (55) with (57), we get that
Il (1, 0) ll220) < Cs [ (D), u(2)] @D (58)

2

where Cs = C; 700 C2 > 0. Let be z a number such that # < z. Combining (54) with (58), we obtain that

f "y, v dh < s f "y (uh), o) dh

C
= 5 [(W@IE + Io@)15) = (@15 + IeIE)] (59)
< C22C5 [ip (u(t), u(e)] 7
Letting z — oo, we obtain
f @ (u(h), 0(h) dh < Cogp (u(r), u(D) T (60)

where C¢ = % > 0.

It is easy yo show that r — ¢ (u(¢), u(#)) is non-increasing with respect to ¢. Next, we separate the following two
cases.

. 2

Case 1: If g < g

Using (21) and (60), we obtain that

°° 2 1
f @ (u(h), v(h)) dh < Cs [¢ (119, 09)] @D Lo (u(n), u(t) = ;‘P (u(h), v(h)),

where

1 = C5' [ (19, 00)] "7 > 0.
Then using Lemma 2.3 to G(7) = ¢ (u(#), u(r)) and y = 0, we obtain

@ (u(r), u(0)) < @ (119, 1) .

. 2
Case2: If ¢ > B

Considering the function G(¢) = [¢ (u(?), u(t))]ﬁ . Using (60), one has

g(B+1)

0 q(B+1 1
f G" (Wydh < -G (0)G (),
t n

where

1——2_
B+
n= [‘70(1'10’12‘)6)] ! > 0.

Then applying Lemma 2.3 to F(¢) = G(¢) and y = @ — 1> 0, we obtain

2
B+ 1) w2
< .
o < G(O)(z @B+ - Z)yt)
Then, we deduce that

9B+

qB+1) e
2+(q(ﬁ+1)—2)7t) '

@ (u(@®), u(®)) < ¢ (up, vp) (
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5. Blow-up Phenomena

In this section, applying Nehari manifold and the potential well theory combined , we show that the local weak
solution of system (1) exist Blow-up phenomena.

Theorem 5.1. Assume that the assumptions (Hy) — (H,) hold. If ¢ (19, v9) < d, and ¥ (1, v9) < 0. Then, we have
Timax < +00. Moreover, we also give an upper bound for the maximal existence time as follows

Gt (Iuoll3 + llool13)
" g (d — ¢ (19, 00)) (07— 2)2

Proof. We show that ¢(u(?),v(¢)) < O for all # € [0, Tha) - Indeed, suppose by contradiction that, there exist ¢y €
(0, Timax) such that y(u(z), (¢)) < 0 for all ¢ € [0, #y) and ¥ (1 (%y) , v (tp)) = 0. Testing by (u, v) in (46), we get that

SOOI + S I0IR = 2 ) + (4,0
= =2 (u(r), v(1)) > 0, forall t € [0, 1p) .

So, the map t — ||u(t)||§ + ||n(t)||§ is strictly increasing on [0, 7] . Therefore, ||u (t0)||§ + v (t0)||§. So, we get that
(u (%), 0 (t9)) € N. Using the definition of d, we obtain

e u(ty),v(ty)) = d. (61)

However, it follows from (21)

@ (u(ty) , v (1)) < ¢ (M9, 0) < du < d. (62)

Using (61) and (62), we arrive at a contradiction. So, we have ¥ (u(z), v(¢)) < O for all ¢ € [0, Thyax) - Now, we give
an upper bound of Ty,.x. Fixing T € (0, Thhax) and considering the function L defined by

L) = fot (Is()I3 + llos()113) ds + (T = 1) (1Iuoll3 + llwoll3) + (at + )%, forall £ € [0, T]
with a, b are positive constents. By a direct computation, we have
L'(#) = Is()I + os()I13 = (Iluol3 + lIooll3) + 2ata + b)
=2 [f (us(9), u(s)) + (v5(s), v(5))) ds + alat + b)
> 0. O

and

L"(1) = 2((11,(5), u(s)) + (v,(s), 0(5)) + @*)

(63)
= 2(—=y(u(r), 0(1))) + @ > 0.

Thanks to Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, we get that
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2

(L'(t))2 =4 fo’ (ug(8), u(s)y + (v(s), 0(s))) ds + alat + b)

=4 \/ fo ”“-v“)"%ds\/ fo [[ucs)3l[ s + \/ fo ||nx(s)||§ds\/ fo lIo(s)I3ds + atar + b)

2

(64)
[ ! !
<4 f ()13 + llo()I13) ds + (at + b)? [ f (Il (IB + loy(9)I3) ds + a®
[ JO 0
!
= 410 [ | (e + o) as + a2] .
0
On the other hand, using (3) of Lemma 3.5, we have
1
e(u(®), v(®)) - ;tﬁ(u(t), o(f)) > d.. (65)
Using (21), (63), (64), and (65) we obtain that
L (1) =2 (~20(u(®), v(1)) + a*)
> 2[0 (d. (), 0(1))) + |
3
>2 [cr f (B + 10()B) ds + o (e = @ (0, v0)) + @ (66)
0
@)
> [a’ (( 2L0) —a*|+ o (d. — ¢ (1, 09) + a*|.
Usin (66), we have that
L'(OL(0) = 5 (L®Y > 2L0) | (d. - p (0. v0) + ] (67)
Putting
0<a< \/ o (d. = ¢ (9, %)) (68)
(on
Combining (67)) with (68), we have the above inequality
L'()- 3 (L0) 20
By a direct computation, we have L(0), L’(0) > 0. Using Lemma 2.2, we have that T < @ fl(g)z'm) = T(“”‘;IE(J'EHILOIIE)”Q ,
2 2
T »? " lltol3+llvol13 ) P (||uo||§+uno||§ )
which implies that 7 < Yy T &(b), forall b € (—a(%il) , 00| . Minimizing £(b) forall b € (i) )
So, we get that
4 (IIuoll5 + llvoll3 d, -
< (2—22) = ¢(a), forall 0 < a < \/w.
o g
(a(3-1)
Minimizing ¢(a) and letting 7 — Ty, we deduce that
N (Ihsoll3 + I1voll3)
"7 o (dy - @ (g, v9)) (07 = 2)%
O
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