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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:

ut +K
(
[u]s

p

)
L s

p u = |v|σ|u|σ−2u log |uv|, in U × [0, T ),
vt +K

(
[v]s

q

)
L s

q v = |u|
σ|v|σ−2v log |uv|, in U × [0,T ),

u(x, t) = v(x, t) = 0, in ∂U × [0, T ),
u(x, 0) = u0(x), v(x, 0) = v0(x), in U,

where K is Kirchhoff function, and L s
p 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.

Keywords: Global existence, stabilization, fractional Sobolev space, fractional p- Laplacian operator, Potential well
theory, parabolic system, logarithmic nonlinearity, blow-up.
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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:

ut +K
(
[u]s

p

)
L s

p u = |v|σ|u|σ−2u log |uv|, in U × [0, T ),
vt +K

(
[v]s

q

)
L s

q v = |u|
σ|v|σ−2v log |uv|, in U × [0,T ),

u(x, t) = v(x, t) = 0, in ∂U × [0, T ),
u(x, 0) = u0(x), v(x, 0) = v0(x), in U,

(1)

where U ⊂ RN being a bounded domain with Lipschitz boundary ∂U, s ∈ (0, 1), p, q, and σ are three numbers
positives verify some conditions that will be mentioned later. The main operator L s

p is the so-called the fractional p-
Laplacian operator given by

L s
pu = 2 lim

ε→0+

∫
U\Bε(x)

|u(x) − u(y)|p−2(u(x) − u(y))
|x − y|N+sp dy.

∗Corresponding author
Email addresses: ahmed.aberqi@usmba.ac.ma (Ahmed Aberqi ), abdesslam.ouaziz@usmba.ac.ma ( Abdesslam Ouaziz ),

maragusa@dmi.unict.it ( Maria Alessandra Ragusa )

ar
X

iv
:2

51
2.

01
79

2v
1 

 [
m

at
h.

A
P]

  1
 D

ec
 2

02
5

https://arxiv.org/abs/2512.01792v1


Furthermore, we considere the continuous function K : [0,∞)→ (0,∞) which satisfy the following assumptions:

(H1) The function K is non- decreasing and continuous on (0,∞).
(H2) For a given a constant β ≥ 0, z 7→ K(z)

zβ is decreasing on (0,∞).

Below, we present several examples of models that satisfy our assumptions.

Example 1.1. • K(t) = a + btc, where a, b, c > 0.

• K(t) = log(1 + t).

Furthermore, we suppose numbers p, q, β and σ satisfy the following inequality:

1 < p < q < σ < σ + 1 < p∗s and max(2, p(β + 1), q(β + 1)) < σ < 2σ ≤ min
{

p
(
1 +

2
N

)
, q

(
1 +

2
N

)
, p∗s, q

∗
s

}
, (2)

with p∗s and q∗s are the criticals Sobolev exponent given by

p∗s =

 N p
N−sp , if N > sp,

+∞, if N ≤ sp,

and

q∗s =

 Nq
N−sq , if N > sq,

+∞, if N ≤ sq.

For the sake of simplicite, we note

[u]s
p =

1
p

∫
U×U

|u(x) − u(y)|p

|x − y|N+sp dxdy, and [v]s
p =

1
q

∫
U×U

|v(x) − v(y)|p

|x − y|N+sq dxdy.

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

ρhutt + δut =

(
p0 +

Eh
L
K(u)

)
uxx + f , (3)

whereK(u) =
∫ L

0
u

2
xdx, accounts for the effect of transversal oscillations. Additionally, Alembert in [19] developped

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

εuεtt + u
ε
t − K

(∫
U

|∇uε|
2 dx

)
∆uε = f (x, t). (4)

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

vt − K

(∫
U

|∇v|2 dy
)
∆v = f (y, t). (5)

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

ut − K(∥u∥pp)
(
−∆p

)
(u) = |u|α−2

u.
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For the degenerate case, authors in [31], have proved the solvability of the fractional version

ut − K([u]p
s,p)

(
−∆s

p

)
(u) = |u|α−2

u.

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

ut = ∇u + |u|
q−2 log |u|, u : Rn × (0,∞)→ R, q, 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

ut + (−△)s
u = |u|r−2u log |u|, in U × [0, T ),

u(x, t) = 0, in ∂U × [0, T ),
u(x, 0) = u0(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:

ut + (−△) u = g(u), in U × [0, T ),
u(x, t) = 0, in ∂U × [0,T ),
u(x, 0) = u0(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 (H1) and (H2). 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:

ut +K
(
[u]s

p

)
L s

p u = |v|σ|u|σ−2u log |uv|, in U × [0, T ),
vt +K

(
[v]s

q

)
L s

q v = |u|
σ|v|σ−2v log |uv|, in U × [0,T ),

u(x, t) = v(x, t) = 0, in ∂U × [0, T ),
u(x, 0) = u0(x), v(x, 0) = v0(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 q, p, s, u0, and v0. 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 ⊂ RN be a bounded domain, and ∂U its boundary. For s ∈ (0, 1), and p ∈ [1;+∞), we define Sobolev space
fractional W s,p(U) as follows:

W s,p(U) =
{
v ∈ Lp(U) :

|v(x) − v(y)|

|x − x|
n
p+s

∈ Lp(U ×U)
}
,

3



i.e, an intermediary Banach space between Lp(U) and W1,p(U), endowed with the natural norm

∥v∥W∗,p(U) =

(∫
U

|v(x)|pdx + [v]p
W s,p(U)

) 1
p

,

where [v]W s,p(U) is the Gagliardo semi-norm given by

[v]W s,p(U) =

(∫∫
U×U

|v(x) − v(y)|p

|x − y|N+sp dxdy
) 1

p

,

and the Banach space

∥v∥W s,p
0 (U) :=

(∫
RN

∫
RN

|v(x) − v(y)|p

|x − y|N+sp dxdy
) 1

p

,

endowed with the Gagliardo semi-norm:

∥v∥W s,p
0 (U) :=

(∫
RN

∫
RN

|v(x) − v(y)|p

|x − y|N+sp dxdy
) 1

p

.

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

W s,p (U) ↪→ Lq (U) and W s,p
0 (U) ↪→ Lq (U)

which are respectively continuous for q ∈ [1, p⋆s ), q ∈ [1, p⋆s ] and both compacts for q ∈ [1, p⋆s ).

Ws,p
0 (U) :=

{
v ∈Ws,p

(
RN

)
, v = 0 a.e. in RN\U

}
and the Banach norm in the space Ws,p

0 (U) is the Gagliardo semi-norm:

∥v∥W s,p
0 (U) :=

(∫
RN

∫
RN

|v(x) − v(y)|p

|x − y|N+sp dxdy
) 1

p

.

Theorem 2.2. ( See [14]: Poincaré inequality ) Let v ∈ Ws,p
0 (U). Then, there exists a positive constant c > 0, such

that
c−1∥v∥Ws,p(RN) ≤ ∥v∥Ws,p

0 (U) ≤ c∥u∥Ws,p(RN),

Lemma 2.1. (See [10] If 1 < p0 < pµ < p1 < ∞. Then, we have

∥v∥pµ ≤ ∥v∥
1−µ
p0 ∥v∥

µ
p1 ,

for any v ∈ Lp1 (U) with µ ∈ (0, 1) and 1
µp =

1−µ
p0
+

µ
p1
.

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 < +∞, then Tmax = +∞.

2. If there exits a t0 ∈ (0,+∞) such that v exists for 0 ≤ t < t0, but does not exist at t = t0, then Tmax = t0.

Inequalities algebrics
Lemma 2.2. (See [24]) Let K be a positive function K(t) ∈ C2 ([0, T ),R) which satisfies

K′′(t)K(t) − α
(
K′(t)

)2
≥ 0, for all α > 1, and 0 < T ≤ ∞.

If K(0) > 0,K′(0) > 0, then

T ≤
K(0)

(α − 1)K′(0)
< ∞ and K(t)→ ∞ as t → T.

4



Lemma 2.3. ( See [29])
Let us consider the non-increasing function R : [0,+∞)→ [0,+∞). Suppose there exist constants η ≥ 0 and C > 0

such that ∫ ∞

t
R1+η(τ)dτ ≤

1
C

Rη(0)R(t), for all t ≥ 0.

Then, R satisfies the following decay estimates:

1) Exponential decay ( η = 0): If η = 0, then R(t) ≤ R(0)e1−Ct for all t ≥ 0.

2) Polynomial decay ( η > 0): If η > 0, then R(t) ≤ R(0)
(

1+η
1+ηCt

)1/η
, for all t ≥ 0.

3. Potential well theory

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

(i) log(t) ≤ tη
η exp(1) , for all t ∈ (1,∞).

(ii) tη| log(t)| ≤ 1
η

1
exp(1) , for all t ∈ (0, 1].

Proof. Setting the function

g(t) =
(
log(t) −

tη

η exp(1)

)
1(1,+∞),

where 1(1,+∞) is an indicatrice function. It is evident that we prove that the function g achieves its maximum at t∗ =
exp

(
1
η

)
. Thus, g(t) ≤ g (t∗) , for all t ≥ 1. Now, we prove (ii). Considering that t → tη| log(t)| is a continuous on (0, 1]

with limt→0 tη| log(t)| = 0, which achieves the maximum at t∗ = exp
(
− 1
η

)
, we can easily conclude. This completes the

proof.

Henceforward, Y denotes the Cartesian product of two fractional Sobolev spcaes W s,p (U) and W s,q (U) , that is
Y = W s,p (U) ×W s,q (U) equipped with the norm ∥ (u, v) ∥Y = ∥u∥W s,p(U) + ∥v∥W s,q(U).

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 (H1) − (H2) , the following assertions hold:

(1) µβK(t) ≤ K(µt), for all 0 ≤ µ ≤ 1, z ≥ 0.
(2) K(µz) ≤ µβK(z), for all µ ≥ 1, z ≥ 0.
(3) K(µ)

µβ
min

{
µβ, zβ

}
≤ K(z) ≤ K(µ)

µβ
max

{
µβ, zβ

}
.

(4) K(z) > 0, for all z > 0.
(5) 1

β+1 zK(z) ≤ K̂(µz) ≤ tK(z), for all z ≥ 0.

(6) K̂(µz) ≥ µβ+1K̂(z), for all 0 ≤ µ ≤ 1, z ≥ 0.
(7) K̂(µz) ≤ µβ+1K̂(z), for all µ ≥ 1, z ≥ 0.

Proof. Let µ ∈ (0, 1) and z > 0. Applying the condition (H2) . Then, we have

K(z)
zβ
≤
K(µz)
(µz)β

.

Clearly, we have (1). Identically, we establish (2). Combining (1) and (2) with condition (H1) , we obtain (3).
From (3) and the fact that K , 0, we get (4). Since K is non-decreasing, it follows that

K̂(z) =
∫ z

0
K(t)dt ≤

∫ z

0
K(z)dt = zK(z).

5



Applying the condition (H2) , we get that

K̂(z) =
∫ z

0

K(t)
tβ

tβdt ≥
∫ z

0

K(z)
zβ

tβdt =
1

β + 1
zK(z).

Let µ ∈ [0, 1], we get that

K̂(µz) =
∫ µz

0
K(t)dt =

∫ z

0
µK(µt)dt ≥ µβ+1

∫ z

0
K(t)dt = µβ+1K̂(z).

Let us define the energy functional φ : W s,p(U)→ R and Nehari functional ψ : W s,p(U)→ R by:

φ(u, v) :=
1
p
K̂

(
[u]s

p

)
+

1
q
K̂

(
[v]s

q

)
+

1
σ2

∫
U

|u|σ|v|σdx −
1
σ

∫
U

|u|σ|v|σ log |uv|dx,

and

ψ(u, v) := K
(
[u]s

p

) ∫
U×U

|u(x) − u(y)|p

|x − y|N+sp dxdy +K
(
[v]s

q

) ∫
U×U

|v(x) − v(y)|q

|x − y|N+sq dxdy − 2
∫
U

|u|σ+1|v|σ+1 log |uv|dx.

Lemma 3.3. Let (u, v) ∈ W s,p(U) ×W s,q(U). Then, we have the following inequality:∫
U

|u|σ|v|σ log |uv|dx ≤ log[u]s,p

∫
U

|u(x)|σdx+log[v]s,q

∫
U

|v(x)|σdx+S
(
[u]p∗s

s,p + [v]p∗s
s,p + [u]q∗s

s,q + [v]q∗s
s,q + [u]σs,p + [v]σs,q

)
.

Proof. Let (u, v) ∈ W s,p(U) ×W s,q(U)\{(0, 0)}.

∫
U

|u|σ|v|σ log |uv|dx ≤
∫
U

|u|σ|v|σ| log |uv||dx

≤

∫
U

|u|2σ + |v|2σ

2
(| log |u|| + | log |v||)dx

≤ 2σ−2

∫
U

|u|2σ| log |u|| +
∫
U

|u|2σ| log |v|| +
∫
U

|v|2σ|| log |u|

∣∣∣∣∣∣+
∫
U

∣∣∣∣∣∣ v
∣∣∣∣∣∣2σ | log |v||

 dx

= 2σ−2 (I1 + I2 + I3 + I4) .

Now, we calculate the integrals Ii, for all i ∈ {1, 2, 3, 4}. SetU1 :=
{
x ∈ U : |u(x)| ≤ [u]s,p

}
andU2 :=

{
x ∈ U : |u(x)| > [u]s,p

}
.

It is easy to see thatU = U1 ∪U2 andU1 ∩U2 = ∅. So, we get that∫
U

|u|σ

∣∣∣∣∣∣log
u(x)
[u]s,p

∣∣∣∣∣∣ dx =
∫
U1

|u|σ

∣∣∣∣∣∣log
u(x)
[u]s,p

∣∣∣∣∣∣ dx +
∫
U2

|u|σ

∣∣∣∣∣∣log
u(x)
[u]s,p

∣∣∣∣∣∣ dx.

Using Lemma 3.1, we deduce that∫
U1

|u|σ

∣∣∣∣∣∣log
u(x)
[u]s,p

∣∣∣∣∣∣ dx = [u]σs,p

∫
U1

∣∣∣∣∣∣ u(x)
[u]s,p

∣∣∣∣∣∣σ
∣∣∣∣∣∣log

u(x)
[u]s,p

∣∣∣∣∣∣ dx

≤
2σ−2[u]σs,p
σ exp(1)

(6)

From Lemma 3.1 with η = p∗s − σ and fractional Sobolev embedding inequality, we obtain that

6



∫
U2

|u|σ

∣∣∣∣∣∣log
u(x)
[u]s,p

∣∣∣∣∣∣ dx ≤
2σ

exp
(
p∗s − σ

)
[u]p∗s−σ

s,p

∫
U

|u|p
∗
s dx

≤
2σ

exp
(
p∗s − σ

)
[u]p∗s−σ

s,p

S p∗x
p∗x

[u]σs,p,
(7)

with S p∗x is the best constant of embedding from W s,p(U) to Lp∗s (U). From (6) and (7) follow that∫
U

|u|σ

∣∣∣∣∣∣log
u(x)
[u]s,p

∣∣∣∣∣∣ dx ≤

 |U|

σ exp(1)
+

S p∗x
p∗x

exp
(
p∗s − σ

)  [u]σs,p. (8)

Using (8), we deduce that

∫
U

|u|σ| log |u(x)||dx =
∫
U

|u|σ

∣∣∣∣∣∣log
|u(x)|
[u]s,p

∣∣∣∣∣∣ + log[u]s,p

∫
U

|u|σdx

≤

 |U|

σ exp(1)
+

S p∗x
p∗x

exp
(
p∗s − σ

)  [u]σs,p + log[u]s,p

∫
U

|u|σdx.

Similarly, we prove that∫
U

|v|σ| log |v(x)||dx ≤

 |U|

σ exp(1)
+

S q∗s
q∗s

exp
(
q∗s − σ

)  [v]σσs,q + log[v]s,q

∫
U

|v|σdx

Now, we estimate I3. It is easy to show that log x ≤ x − 1, for all x > 0. remembering the numerical inequality

ab ≤
a2 + b2

2
≤ a2 + b2, for all (a, b) ∈ R+ × R+.

Using this inequality, we obtain that

∫
U

|uσ| log |v(x)|dx ≤
∫
U

|u(x)|σ(|v(x) | −1)dx

≤

∫
U

|u(x)|σ|v(x)| +
∫
U

|u(x)|σdx

≤

∫
U

(
|u(x)|2σ + |v(x)|2 + |u(x)|σ

)
dx

≤ C(σ,U)
∫
U

(
|u(x)|p

∗
x + |v(x)|p

∗
x + |u(x)|p

∗
x
)

dx

≤ C(σ,U, p, s)S p∗x
p∗s

(
[u]p∗s

s,p + [v]p∗s
s,p

)
.

Similarly, we prove that ∫
U

|v(x)|σ| log |u(x) | dx ≤ C(σ,U, q, s)S q∗s
q∗s

(
[u]q∗s

s,q + [v]q∗s
s,q

)
. (9)

Using (8)- (9), we deduce that∫
U

|u|σ|v|σ log |uv|dx ≤ log[u]s,p

∫
U

|u(x)|σdx + log[v]s,q

∫
U

|v(x)|σdx + S
(
[u]p∗s

s,p + [v]p∗s
s,p + [u]q∗s

s,q + [v]q∗s
s,q + [u]σs,p + [u]σs,q

)
,

where S := max

C(σ,U, q, s)S q∗x
q∗s
,C(σ,U, p, s)S p∗t

p∗s
, |U|

σ exp(1) +
sq∗s
ψ∗i

exp(q∗s−σ) ,
|U|

σ exp(1) +
s

p∗t
p∗t

exp(p∗s−σ)

 .
7



Lemma 3.4. Let (H1) − (H2) holds and (u, v) ∈ W s,p(U) ×W s.q(U)\{(0, 0)}. Then following results hold.

(1) There exists a unique constant ε∗ > 0 such that ψ(εu, εv) > 0 for all 0 < ε < ε∗, ψ (ε∗v, ε∗v) = 0, and
ψ(εu, εv) < 0 for all ε > ε∗.

(2) The function ε 7→ φ(εu, εv) strictly decreasing on (ε∗,∞) , and it is strictly increasing on (0, ε∗) . Furthermore,
we have limε→0∗ φ(εu, εv) = 0, and limε→+∞ φ(εu, εv) = −∞.

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

ψ(εu, εv) = K
(
[εu]s

p

) ∫
U×U

εp|u(x) − u(y)|p

|x − y|N+sp dxdy +K
(
[εv]s

q

) ∫
U×U

εq|v(x) − v(y)|q

|x − y|N+sq dxdy − ε2σ+2
∫
U

|uv|σ+1 log
∣∣∣ε2uv

∣∣∣ dx

≤ εP(β+1)K
(
[u]s

p

) ∫
U×U

|u(x) − u(y)|p

|x − y|N+sp dxdy + εq(β+1)K
(
[v]s

q

) ∫
U×U

|v(x) − v(y)|q

|x − y|N+sq dxdy − ε2σ+2
∫
U

|uv|σ+1 log
∣∣∣ε2uv

∣∣∣ dx

≤ εη
[
K

(
[u]s

p

) ∫
U×U

|u(x) − u(y)|p

|x − y|N+sp dxdy +K
(
[v]s

q

) ∫
U×U

|v(x) − v(y)|q

|x − y|N+sq dxdy
]
− ε2σ+2

∫
U

|uv|σ+1 log
∣∣∣ε2uv

∣∣∣ dx,

where η := max(p(β + 1), q(β + 1)). Due to η < 2(σ + 1), we have that

lim
ε→∞

ψ(εu, εv) = −∞. (10)

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

ψ(εu, εv) = K
(
[εu]s

p

) ∫
U×U

εP|u(x) − u(y)|p

|x − y|N+sp dxdy +K
(
[εv]s

q

) ∫
U×U

εq|v(x) − v(y)|q

|x − y|N+sq dxdy − ε2σ+2
∫
U

|uv|σ+1 log
∣∣∣ε2uv

∣∣∣ dx

≥ εp(β+1)K
(
[u]s

p

) ∫
U×U

|u(x) − u(y)|p

|x − y|N+sp dxdy + εq(β+1)K
(
[v]s

q

) ∫
U×U

|v(x) − v(y)|q

|x − y|N+sq dxdy − ε2σ+2
∫
U

|uv|σ+1 log
∣∣∣ε2uv

∣∣∣ dx

≥ εη
[
K

(
[u]s

p

) ∫
U×U

|u(x) − u(y)|p

|x − y|N+sp dxdy +K
(
[v]s

q

) ∫
U×U

|v(x) − v(y)|q

|x − y|N+sq dxdy
]
− ε2σ+2

∫
U

|uv|σ+1 log
∣∣∣ε2uv

∣∣∣ dx,

where ρ := min {q(β + 1), p(β + 1)} , which yields that ψ(εu, εv) > 0, for all 0 < ε < 1. Thanks to the intermediate
value theorem and (10), there exists a ε∗ > 0 such that ψ (ε∗u, ε∗v) = 0. For any ε > ε∗, we get that ε

ε∗
> 1. Using (2)

in Lemma 3.2, we obtain that
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ψ(εu, εv) = K
(
[εu]s

p

) ∫
U×U

εp|u(x) − u(y)|p

|x − y|N+sp dxdy +K
(
[εv]s

q

) ∫
U×U

εq|v(x) − v(y)|q

|x − y|N+sq dxdy − ε2σ+2
∫
U

|uv|σ+1 log
∣∣∣ε2
uv

∣∣∣ dx

= K


(
ε
ε∗

)p

p

∫
U×U

ε
p
∗ |u(x) − u(y)|p

|x − y|N+sp dxdy

 ∫
U×U

(
ε

ε∗

)p
ε

p
∗ |u(x) − u(y)|p

|x − y|N+sp dxdy

+K


(
ε
ε∗

)q

q

∫
U×U

ε
q
∗ |v(x) − v(y)|q

|x − y|N+sq dxdy

 ∫
U×U

(
ε

ε∗

)q
ε

q
∗ |v(x) − v(y)|q

|x − y|N+sq dxdy

−

(
ε

ε∗

)2σ+2 ∫
U

|ε∗u|
σ+1 |ε∗v|

σ+1 log

∣∣∣∣∣∣∣ε2
∗uv

(
ε

ε∗

)2
∣∣∣∣∣∣∣ dx

≤

(
ε

ε∗

)p(β+1)

K
(
[εεu]s

p

) ∫
U×U

ε
p
∗ |u(x) − u(y)|p

|x − y|N+sp dxdy +
(
ε

ε∗

)q(β+1)

K
(
[ε∗v]s

q

) ∫
U×U

ε
q
∗ |v(x) − v(y)|q

|x − y|N+sq dxdy

−

(
ε

ε∗

)2σ+2 ∫
U

|ε∗u|
σ+1 |ε∗v|

σ+1 log
∣∣∣ε2
∗uv

∣∣∣ dx

≤

(
ε

ε∗

)δ [
K

(
[εεu]s

p

) ∫
U×U

ε
p
∗ |u(x) − u(y)|p

|x − y|N+sp dxdy +K
(
[ε∗v]s

q

) ∫
U×U

ε
q
∗ |u(x) − v(y)|q

|x − y|N+sq dxdy
]

−

(
ε

ε∗

)2σ+2 ∫
U

|ε∗u|
σ+1 |ε∗v|

σ+1 log
∣∣∣ε2
∗uv

∣∣∣ dx

≤

( εε∗
)δ
−

(
ε

ε∗

)2σ+2 ∫
U

|ε∗u|
σ+1 |ε∗v|

σ+1 log
∣∣∣ε2
∗uv

∣∣∣ dx +
(
ε

ε∗

)δ
ψ (ε∗u, ε∗v) ,

where δ := max{p(β + 1), q(β + 1)}. Since ε
ε∗
> 1 and δ < 2(σ + 1), we get that ψ(εu, εv) < 0. Similarly, for any

0 < ε < ε∗. Using (i) in Lemma 3.2, we get that

ψ(εu, εv) = K
(
[εu]s

p

) ∫
U×U

εp|u(x) − u(y)|p

|x − y|N+sp dxdy +K
(
[εv]s

q

) ∫
U×U

εq|v(x) − v(y)|q

|x − y|N+sq dxdy − ε2σ+2
∫
U

|uv|σ+1 log
∣∣∣ε2
uv

∣∣∣ dx

= K


(
ε
ε∗

)p

p

∫
U×U

ε
p
∗ |u(x) − u(y)|p

|x − y|N+sp dxdy

 ∫
U×U

(
ε

ε∗

)p
ε

p
∗ |u(x) − u(y)|p

|x − y|N+sp dxdy

+K


(
ε
ε∗

)q

q

∫
U×U

ε
q
∗ |v(x) − v(y)|q

|x − y|N+sq dxdy

 ∫
U×U

(
ε

ε∗

)q
ε

q
∗ |v(x) − v(y)|q

|x − y|N+sq dxdy

−

(
ε

ε∗

)2σ+2 ∫
U

|ε∗u|
σ+1 |ε∗v|

σ+1 log

∣∣∣∣∣∣∣ε2
∗v

(
ε

ε∗

)2
∣∣∣∣∣∣∣ dx

≥

(
ε

ε∗

)p(β+1)

K
(
[εεu]s

p

) ∫
U×U

ε
p
∗ |u(x) − u(y)|p

|x − y|N+sp dxdy +
(
ε

ε∗

)q(β+1)

K
(
[ε∗v]s

q

) ∫
U×U

ε
q
∗ |v(x) − v(y)|q

|x − y|N+sq dxdy

−

(
ε

ε∗

)2σ+2 ∫
U

|ε∗u|
σ+1 |ε∗v|

σ+1 log
∣∣∣ε2
∗u

∣∣∣ dx

≥

(
ε

ε∗

)µ [
K

(
[εεu]s

p

) ∫
U×U

ε
p
∗ |u(x) − u(y)|p

|x − y|N+sp dxdy +K
(
[ε∗v]s

q

) ∫
U×U

ε
q
∗ |v(x) − v(y)|q

|x − y|N+sq dxdy
]

−

(
ε

ε∗

)2σ+2 ∫
U

|ε∗u|
σ+1 |ε∗v|

σ+1 log
∣∣∣ε2
∗uv

∣∣∣ dx

≥

( εε∗
)µ
−

(
ε

ε∗

)2σ+2 ∫
U

|ε∗u|
σ+1 |ε∗v|

σ+1 log
∣∣∣ε2
∗v

∣∣∣ dx +
(
ε

ε∗

)µ
ψ (ε∗u, ε∗v) ,
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with µ := min{p(β + 1), q(β + 1)}. Since ε
εt
< 1 and µ < 2(σ + 1), we get that ψ(εu, εv) > 0. Now, we prove (2).

According to the definition of φ, we get that

φ(εu, εv) =
1
p
K̂

(
[εu]s

p

)
+

1
q
K̂

(
[εv]s

q

)
+

1
σ2

∫
U

|εu|σ|εv|σdx −
1
σ

∫
U

|εu|σ|εv|σ log |εuεv|dx.

Then one can verify that

d
dε
φ(εu, εv) =

1
ε
ψ(εu, εv). (11)

Combining (11) with (1) in Lemma 3.4, we deduce that the map ε 7→ φ(εu, εv) attains its maximum at ε = ε∗, is
strictly decreasing on (ε∗,∞) , and is strictly increasing on (0, ε∗) . By using a similar discussion as (1) in Lemma 3.4,
one can verify that limε→0+ φ(εu, εv) = 0, and limε→+∞ φ(εu, εv) = −∞.

Considering the following elliptic system:
K

(
[u]s

p

)
L s

pu = |v|
σ|u|σ−2

u log |vu|, in U,

K
(
[v]s

q

)
L s

q v = |u|
σ|v|σ−2v log |uv|, in U,

u(x) = u(x) = 0, in ∂U,

(12)

By Lemma 3.4, the problem (12) has a weak solution in W s,p(U) ×W s,q(U).

Corollary 3.1. Let us define the Nehari manifold set

N := {(u, v) ∈ W s,p(U) ×W s,q(U) : ψ(u, v) = 0} , ∅, and d := inf
(u,v)∈N

φ(u, 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 (H1)− (H2) and the numbers q, p, σ satisfy the condition
(2). Then, we obtain the following results:

1) φ(u, v) − 1
σ
ψ(u, v) ≤

(
1
p −

1
σ

) [
K

(
[u]s

p

) ∫
U×U

|u(x)−u(y)|p

|x−y|N̂ sp dxdy +K
(
[v]s

q

) ∫
U×U

|v(x)−v(y)|q

|x−y||+sq dxdy
]
+ 1

σ

∫
U
|u|σ|v|σdx,

2) φ(u, v) − 1
σ
ψ(u, v) ≥

(
1

q(β+1) −
1
σ

) [
K

(
[u]s

p

) ∫
U×U

|u(x)−u(y)|p

|x−y|N+sp dxdy +K
(
[v]s

q

) ∫
U×U

|v(x)−v(y)|q

|x−y|N+sq dxdy
]
,

3) If ψ(u, v) < 0⇒ φ(u, v) − 1
σ
ψ(u, v) > d∗,

4) If ψ(u, v) ≥ 0⇒ ε
−q(β+1)
∗ −C′ (ε∗, σ, d, u, v) ≤ φ(u, v) − 1

σ
ψ(u, v) and

ψ(u, v) ≥
(
1 − εq(β+1)−2(σ+1)

∗

) [
K

(
[u]s

p

) ∫
U×U

|u(x) − u(y)|p

|x − y|N+sp dxdy +K
(
[v]s

q

) ∫
U×U

|v(x) − v(y)|q

|x − y|N+sq dxdy
]
.
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Proof. According to φ and ψ ’s definition, we get that

φ(u, v) =
1
p
K̂

(
[u]s

p

)
+

1
q
K̂

(
[v]s

q

)
+

1
σ2

∫
U

|u|σ|v|σdx −
1
σ

∫
U

|u|σ|v|σ log |u|dx

≤ K
(
[u]s

p

) ∫
U×U

1
p
|u(x) − u(y)|p

|x − y|N+sp dxdy +K
(
[v]s

q

) ∫
U×U

1
q
|v(x) − v(y)|q

|x − y|N+sq dxdy +
1
σ

∫
U

|u|σ|v|σdx

−
1
σ

∫
U

|u|σ|v|σ log |uv|dx

≤
1
p

[
K

(
[u]s

p

) ∫
U×U

|u(x) − u(y)|p

|x − y|N+sp dxdy +K
(
[v]s

q

) ∫
U×

|v(x) − v(y)|q

|x − y|N+sq dxdy
]
+

1
σ

∫
U

|u|σ|v|σdx

−
1
σ

∫
U

|u|σ|v|σ log |uv|dx

≤

(
1
p
−

1
σ

) [
K

(
[u]s

p

) ∫
U×U

|u(x) − u(y)|p

|x − y|N+sp dxdy +K
(
[v]s

q

) ∫
U×U

|v(x) − v(y)|q

|x − y|N+sq dxdy
]
+

1
σ
ψ(u, v)

+
1
σ

∫
U

|u|σ|v|σdx.

(13)

From (13), we deduce that

φ(u, v) −
1
σ
ψ(u, v) ≤

(
1
p
−

1
σ

) [
K

(
[u]s

p

) ∫
U×U

|u(x) − u(y)|p

|x − y|N+sp dxdy +K
(
[v]s

q

) ∫
U×U

|v(x) − v(y)|q

|x − y|N+sq dxdy
]

+
1
σ

∫
U

|u|σ|v|σdx.

Now, we prove (2). Using (5) in Lemma 3.2, we have that

φ(u, v) =
1
p
K̂

(
[u]s

p

)
+

1
q
K̂

(
[v]s

q

)
+

1
σ2

∫
U

|u|σ|v|σdx −
1
σ

∫
U

|u|σ|v|σ log |u|dx

≥ K̂
(
[u]s

p

)
+ K̂

(
[u]s

q

)
−

1
σ

∫
U

|u|σ|v|σ log |uv|dx

≥
1

β + 1
K

(
[u]s

p

) ∫
U×U

1
p
|u(x) − u(y)|p

|x − y|N+sp dxdy +
1

β + 1
K

(
[v]s

q

) ∫
U×U

1
q
|v(x) − v(y)|q

|x − y|N+sq dxdy −
1
σ

∫
U

|u|σ|v|σ log |u|dx

≥
1

q(β + 1)

[
K

(
[u]s

p

) ∫
U×U

|u(x) − u(y)|p

|x − y|N+sp dxdy +K
(
[v]s

q

) ∫
U×U

|v(x) − v(y)|q

|x − y|N+sq dxdy
]
−

1
σ

∫
U

|u|σ|v|σ log |uv|dx

≥

(
1

q(β + 1)
−

1
σ

) [
K

(
[u]s

p

) ∫
U×U

|u(x) − u(y)|p

|x − y|N+sp dxdy +K
(
[v]s

q

) ∫
U×U

|v(x) − v(y)|q

|x − y|N+sq dxdy
]
+

1
σ
ψ(u, v).

(14)

From (14), we deduce that

φ(u, v) −
1
σ
ψ(u, v) ≥

(
1

q(β + 1)
−

1
σ

) [
K

(
[u]s

p

) ∫
U×U

|u(x) − u(y)|p

|x − y|N+sp dxdy +K
(
[v]s

q

) ∫
U×U

|v(x) − v(y)|q

|x − y|N+sq dxdy
]

Suppose that ψ(u, v) < 0. Thanks to Lemma 3.4, there exists ε∗ ∈ (0, 1) such that ψ (ε∗u, ε∗v) = 0. From the
definition of d and (1) and (2) in Lemma 3.5, we obtain that
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d ≤ φ (ε∗u, ε∗v)

= φ (ε∗u, ε∗v) −
1
σ
ψ (ε∗u, ε∗v)

≤

(
1
p
−

1
σ

) [
K

(
[ε∗u]s

p

) ∫
U×U

ε
p
∗ |u(x) − u(y)|p

|x − y|N+sp dxdy +K
(
[ε∗v]s

q

) ∫
U×U

ε
q
∗ |v(x) − v(y)|q

|x − y|N+sq dxdy
]
+

1
σ

∫
U

|ε∗u|
σ |ε∗v|

σ dx

≤

(
1
p
−

1
σ

) [
K

(
[u]s

p

) ∫
U×U

|u(x) − u(y)|p

|x − y|N+sp dxdy +K
(
[v]s

q

) ∫
U×U

|v(x) − v(y)|q

|x − y|N+sq dxdy
]
+

1
σ

∫
U

|u|σ|v|σdx

≤

(
1
p
−

1
σ

)
φ(u, v) − 1

σ
ψ(u, v)

1
q(β+1) −

1
σ

+
1
σ

∫
U

|u|σ|v|σdx,

(15)

which implies that

d∗ :=
(d −C(σ, u, v,U))

(
1

q(β+1)− 1
σ

)
1
p −

1
σ

≤ φ(u, v) −
1
σ
ψ(u, v),

with C(σ, u, v,U) = 1
σ

∫
U
|u|σ|v|σdx. Now, we prove (4). Assume that ψ(u, v) ≥ 0. From Lemma 3.4, there exist

ε∗ > 1 such that ψ (ε∗u, ε∗v) = 0. So, we get that

d ≤ φ (ε∗u, ε∗v) = φ (ε∗u, ε∗v) −
1
σ
ψ (ε∗u, ε∗v)

≤

(
1
p
−

1
σ

) [
K

(
[ε∗u]s

p

) ∫
U×U

ε
p
∗ |u(x) − u(y)|p

|x − y|N+sp dxdy +K
(
[ε∗v]s

q

) ∫
U×U

ε
q
∗ |v(x) − v(y)|q

|x − y|N+sq dxdy
]
+

1
σ

∫
U

|ε∗u|
σ |ε∗v|

σ dx

≤

(
1
p
−

1
σ

) [
ε

p(β+1)
∗ K

(
[u]s

p

) ∫
U×U

|u(x) − u(y)|p

|x − y|N+sp dxdy + εq(β+1)
∗ K

(
[v]s

q

) ∫
U×U

|u(x) − y(y)|q

|x − y|N+sq dxdy
]
+

1
σ

∫
U

|ε∗u|
σ |ε∗v|

σ dx

≤

(
1
p
−

1
σ

)
ε

q(β+1)
∗

[
K

(
[u]s

p

) ∫
U×U

|u(x) − u(y)|p

|x − y|N+sp dxdy +K
(
[v]s

q

) ∫
U×U

|v(x) − v(y)|q

|x − y|N+sq dxdy
]
+
ε2σ
∗

σ

∫
U

|u|σ|v|σdx

≤ ε
q(β+1)
∗

(
1
p
−

1
σ

)
φ(u, v) − 1

σ
ψ(u, v)

1
q(β+1) −

1
σ

+
ε2σ
∗

σ

∫
U

|u|σ|v|σdx.

(16)

From (16), we deduce that

d∗ε
−q(β+1)
∗ −C′ (ε∗, σ, d, u, v) ≤ φ(u, v) −

1
σ
ψ(u, v),

where C′ (ε∗, σ, d, u, v) =
ε2σ
∗

σ

∫
U
|u|σ|v|σdx. Finally, we prove the second inequality of (4). Due to ε∗ > 1, we get that
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0 = ψ (ε∗u, ε∗v)

= K
(
[ε∗u]s

p

) ∫
U×U

ε
p
∗ |u(x) − u(y)|p

|x − y|N+sp dxdy +K
(
[ε∗v]s

q

) ∫
U×U

ε
q
∗ |v(x) − v(y)|q

|x − y|N+sq dxdy − 2
∫
U

|ε∗u|
σ+1 |ε∗v|

σ+1 log
∣∣∣ε2
∗uv

∣∣∣ dx

≤ ε
p(β+1)
∗ K

(
[u]s

p

) ∫
U×U

|u(x) − u(y)|p

|x − y|N+sp dxdy + εq(β+1)
∗ K

(
[v]s

q

) ∫
U×U

|v(x) − v(y)|q

|x − y|N+sq dxdy

− 2
∫
U

|ε∗l|
σ+1 |ε∗v|

σ+1 log
∣∣∣ε2
∗vu

∣∣∣ dx

≤ ε
q(β+1)
∗

[
K

(
[u]s

p

) ∫
U×U

|u(x) − u(y)|p

|x − y|N+sp dxdy +K
(
[v]s

q

) ∫
U×U

|v(x) − v(y)|q

|x − y|N+sq dxdy
]
− 2

∫
U

|ε∗u|
σ+1 |ε∗v|

σ+1 log
∣∣∣ε2
∗uv

∣∣∣ dx

≤ ε
q(β+1)
∗

[
K

(
[u]s

p

) ∫
U×U

|u(x) − u(y)|p

|x − y|N+sp dxdy +K
(
[v]s

q

) ∫
U×U

|v(x) − v(y)|q

|x − y|N+sq dxdy
]
− ε2(σ+1)
∗

∫
U

|u|σ+1|v|σ+1 log |uv|dx

≤
(
ε

q(β+1)
∗ − ε2(σ+1)

∗

) [
K

(
[u]s

p

) ∫
U×U

|u(x) − u(y)|p

|x − y|N+sp dxdy +K
(
[v]s

q

) ∫
U×U

|v(x) − v(y)|q

|x − y|N+sq dxdy
]
+ ε2(σ+1)
∗ ψ(u, v).

(17)

From (17), we deduce that

ψ(u, v) ≥
(
1 − εq(β+1)−2(σ+1)

∗

) [
K

(
[u]s

p

) ∫
U×U

| u(x) − u(y)pp

|x − y|(+sp dxdy +K
(
[v]s

q

) ∫
U×U

| v(x) − v(y))q

|x − y|(y+qq dxdy
]
.

Theorem 3.1. If Kirchhoff’s function satisfies the conditions (H1)−(H2) and the numbers q, p, σ 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

K
(
[u]s

p

) ∫
U×U

|u(x) − u(y)|p

|x − y|N+sp dxdy +K
(
[v]s

q

) ∫
U×U

|v(x) − v(y)|q

|x − y|N+sq dxdy

≥
1
pβ
K

(∫
U×U

|v(x) − v(y)|q

|x − y|N+sq dxdy
) ∫
U×U

|u(x) − u(y)|p

|x − y|N+sp dxdy

+
1
qβ
K

(∫
U×U

|v(x) − v(y)|q

|x − y|N+sq dxdy
) ∫
U×U

|v(x) − v(y)|q

|x − y|N+sq dxdy

≥
K(1)

pβ
min

{
∥u∥

p
W s,p(U), ∥u∥

p(β+1)
W s,p(U)

}
+
K(1)

qβ
min

{
∥v∥

q
W s,q(U), ∥v∥

q(β+1)
W s,q(U)

}
≥
K(1)

qβ
min

{
∥u∥

p
W s,p(U) + ∥v∥

q
W s,q(U), ∥u∥

p(β+1)
W s,p(U) + ∥v∥

q(β+1)
W s,q(U)

}
≥
K(1)

qβ
min

{
∥(u, v)∥qY , ∥(u, v)∥

q(β+1)
Y

}
.

(18)

13



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

K
(
[u]s

p

) ∫
U×U

|u(x) − u(y)|p

|x − y|N+sp dxdy +K
(
[v]s

q

) ∫
U×U

|v(x) − v(y)|q

|x − y|N+sq dxdy

= 2
∫
U

|u|σ+1 |v|σ+1 log |uv| dx

≤ 2
[
log[u]s,p

∫
U

|u|σ+1dx + log[v]s,q

∫
U

|v|σ+1dx + S
(
[u]p∗s

s,p + [v]p∗s
s,p + [u]q∗s

s,q + [v]q∗s
s,q + [u]σs,p + [u]σs,q

)]
≤ 2

[
c1(u, s, p,U)

∫
U

|u|σ+1dx + c2(v, s, q,U)
∫
U

|v|σ+1dx + S
′

1

]
≤ S

′′

1

(
C1∥u∥

σ+1
Lσ+1(U) +C2∥v∥

σ+1
Lσ+1(U) + 1

)
≤ S

′′

1C
′

1∥ (u, v) ∥σ+1
Y ,

(19)

where C
′

1 := max(c1, c2), c1, and c2 are embedding constant of W s,p(U),W s,q(U) ↪→ Lσ+1(U). If ∥(u, v)∥Y ≤ 1.
Combining (18) with (19), we obtain that

K(1)
qβ
∥ (u, v) ∥σ+1

Y ≤ S
′′

1C
′

1∥ (u, v) ∥σ+1
Y ,

which yields that

∥ (u, v) ∥Y ≥
(
K(1)

qβS ′′1C′

1

) 1
σ+1−q(β+1)

.

Using the fact ∥ (u, v) ∥Y > 0 and σ + 1 > q(β + 1). We get that, for any (u, v) ∈ N

∥ (u, v) ∥Y ≥ min


(
K(1)

qβS ′′1C′

1

) 1
σ+1−q(β+1)

, 1

 := ς ∈ (0, 1].

Thanks to Lemma 3.5, we have that

φ(u, v) = φ(u, v) −
1
σ
ψ(u, v)

≥

(
1

q(β + 1)
−

1
σ

) [
K

(
[u]s

p

) ∫
U×U

|u(x) − u(y)|p

|x − y|N+sp dxdy +K
(
[v]s

q

) ∫
U×U

|v(x) − v(y)|q

|x − y|N+sq dxdy
]

≥

(
1

q(β + 1)
−

1
σ

)
ςq(β+1).

(20)

Using the definition of d and (20), we have that

d = inf
(u,v)∈N

φ (u, v) ≥
(

1
q(β + 1)

−
1
σ

)
ςq(β+1) > 0.

Theorem 3.2. Assume that (u0, v0) ∈ Y.Under assumptions (H1)−(H2) . Then, there exists T > 0 such that the system
(1) has a weak solution in Y. Moreover, there holds

∫ t

0
∥us(s)∥22 ds +

∫ t

0
∥vs(s)∥22 ds + φ(u(t), v(t)) ≤ φ (u0, v0) , for all t ∈ [0, T ]. (21)

Proof. Since Y is separable space and is dense in L2(U)×L2(U), there exist a baseZ
|1·∥Y
= Y and

(
wi,w j

)
=

(
zi, z j

)
=

δi, j, for all j, i = 1, 2, . . . where δi, j denotes the Kronecker symbol. For any n ∈ N, we construct the approximation
solutions um(x, t) = um(t) =

∑m
i=1 gim(t)wi(x) and vm(x, t) = vm(t) =

∑m
i=1 him(t)zi(x) satisfying

14




∫
U
utmwidx + ⟨um,wi⟩W s,p(U) =

∫
U
|vm|

σ |um|
σ−2
umwi log |umvm| dx∫

U
vtmzidx + ⟨vm, zi⟩W s,q(U) =

∫
U
|um|

σ |vm|
σ−2
vmzi log |umvm| dx

um(0) = u0m, vm(0) = v0m,

(22)

where ⟨um,wi⟩W s,p(U) = K
(
[um]p

s

) ∫
U×U

|um(x,t)−um(y,t)|
q−2(um(x,t)−um(y,t))(wi(x)−wi(y))
|x−y|N+sq dxdy, vtm = ∂

∂tvm(t),

⟨vm, zi⟩W s,q(U) = K
(
[vm]q

s

) ∫
U×U

|vm(x,t)−vm(y,t)|
q−2(vm(x,t)−vm(y,t))(zi(x)−zi(y))
|x−y|N+sq dxdy and utm =

∂
∂tum(t). Since (u0, v0) ∈ Y,

there exists {(ξmi, ζmi) , i = 1, . . . ,m} such that

u0m =

m∑
i=1

ξmi(t)wi(x)→ u0 in W s,p(U) and v0m =

m∑
i=1

ζmizi(x)→ v0 in W s,q(U). (23)

Then (22) is equivalent to the following initial value problem for a system of nonlinear ordinary differential system:
g′im(t) = Gi(g, h), i = 1, . . . ,m,
h′im(t) = Hi(g, h), i = 1, . . . ,m,
gim(0) = ξim, him(0) = ζim, i = 1, . . . ,m,

with Gi (g, h) = − ⟨um,wi⟩W s,p(U) +
∫
U
|vm|

σ||um|
σ−2umwi log |umvm|dx and

Hi (g, h) = − ⟨vm, zi⟩W s,p(U) +

∫
U

|um|
σ||vm|

σ−2
umzi log |umvm|dx.

From the Picardo iteration method, there exists t0,m > 0 depending on |ξ| and |ζ | such that the system (22) admits a
local solution (gim, gim) ∈ C1 ([

0, t0,m
])
×C1 ([

0, t0,m
])
. The following is an attempt to obtain some a priori estimations

of the approximate solutions. We multiply the first equation in (22) by gim and the second equation by him, after that
summing with respect to i, we get that

1
2

d
dt
∥um∥

2
2 +

1
2

d
dt
∥vm∥

2
2 +K

(
[um]p

s

) ∫
U×U

∣∣∣um(x, t) − um(y, t)
∣∣∣p

|x − y|N+sp dxdy +K
(
[vm]q

s

) ∫
U×U

∣∣∣vm(x, t) − vm(y, t)
∣∣∣q

|x − y|N+sq dxdy

= 2
∫
U

|um|
σ |vm|

σ log |umvm| dx.

(24)

Considering set

U1 := {x ∈ U : |umvm(x)| ≤ 1} andU2 := {x ∈ U : |umvm(x)| > 1} .

It is easy to see thatU = U1 ∪U2 andU1 ∩U2 = ∅. So, we get that∫
U

|um|
σ |vm|

σ log |umvm| dx =
∫
U1

|um|
σ |vm|

σ log |umvm| dx +
∫
U2

|um|
σ |vm|

σ log |umvm| dx

≤

∫
U1

|um|
σ |vm|

σ 1
exp(1)

dx +
∫
U2

1
σ

1
exp(1)

dx

≤
|U|

σ exp(1)
+

1
σ exp(1)

∫
U

|umvm|
σ+1 dx.

Using Hölder’s inequality and the classical interpolation inequality, we get that∫
U

|um|
σ |vm|

σ log |umvm| dx ≤ ∥um∥
((σ+1)
2 ∥vm∥

κ(σ+r)
2 ∥vm∥

(1−κ)(σ+r)
q ∥um∥

(1−µ)(σ+r)
p , (25)

where µ, κ ∈ (0, 1), and r > 0 satisfy 1
2(r+µ) =

µ
2 +

1−µ
p , 1

2(r+µ) =
κ
2 +

1−κ
q , and 2 < 2(σ + r) < min{q, p}. From (25) ,

and the compacts embeddings W s,p(U) ↪→ Lp(U),W s,q(U) ↪→ Lq(U), we have that
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∫
U

|um|
σ |vm|

σ log |umvm| dx ≤ C ∥um∥
(σ+1)
2 ∥vm∥

κ(σ+r)
2 ∥vm∥

(1−κ)(σ+r)
W s,p(U) ∥um∥

(1−µ)(σ+r)
W s,q(U) .

If ∥um∥W sq(U) , ∥vm∥W s,q(U) ≤ 1. Once that is done, there is nothing more to prove. From now, we distinguish three
cases:
Case 1: ∥um∥W s,q(U) > 1 and ∥vm∥W s,q(U) ≤ 1.∫

U

|um|
σ |vm|

σ log |umvm| dx ≤
∫
U

|um|
σ log (|um|) dx.

Considering the following sets

U′1 := {x ∈ U : |um(x)| ≤ 1} andU′2 := {x ∈ U : |um(x)| > 1} .

Lemma 3.1 follows that

∫
U

|um|
σ log (|um|) dx =

∫
U′1

|um|
σ log (|um|) dx +

∫
U′2

|um|
σ log (|um|) dx

≤
1
ρ

∫
U′1

|um|
σ+ρ dx,

(26)

where ρ is chosen sufficiently such that 0 < ρ < sσ2

N and σ < σ + ρ < p∗s. Combining (26) with continuous
embedding W s,p(U) ↪→ Lp∗s (U), we get that∫

U

|um|
σ log (|um|) dx ≤ C ∥um∥

µ(σ+ρ)
Lp∗s

∥um∥
(1−µ)(σ+ρ)
Lσ

≤ C1 ∥um∥
µ(σ+ρ)
W s,p(U) ∥um∥

(1−µ)(σ+ρ)
Lσ ,

where µ = sρ
Nσ(σ+ρ) ∈ (0, 1). Since 0 < ρ < sσ2

N , it follows that µ(σ + ρ) < σ. Thanks to Young inequality for any
ε ∈ (0, 1), we get that

∫
U

|um|
σ |vm|

σ log |umvm| dx ≤
∫
U

|um|
σ log (|um|) dx ≤ ε ∥um∥

σ
W s,p(U) +C(ε)

(
∥um∥

2
L2

)γ
, (27)

with γ = (1−µ)(σ+ρ)
σ−µ(σ+ρ) > 1.

- Case 2: ∥um∥W s,q(U) < 1 and ∥vm∥W s,q(U) ≥ 1.
Similarly, we show that

∫
U

|um|
σ |vm|

σ log |umvm| dx ≤
∫
U

|vm|
σ log (|vm|) dx ≤ ε∥ vm|σW s,q(U) +C(ε)

(
∥vm∥

2
L2

)γ
. (28)

- Case 3: ∥um∥W s,q(U) > 1 and ∥vm∥W s,q(U) > 1.
From (25) , we get that

∫
U

|um|
σ |vm|

σ log |umvm| dx ≤ C ∥um∥
µ(σ+1)
2 ∥vm∥

κ(σ+r)
2 ∥vm∥

(1−κ)
W s,p(U) ∥um∥

(1−µ)(σ+r)
W s,q(U) . (29)

Recalling the numeral inequality

abc ≤
a3 + b3 + c3

3
≤ a3 + b3 + c3, for all a, b, c ∈ R+. (30)
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Using (29) and (30), we obtaint that

∫
U

|um|
σ |vm|

σ log |umvm| dx ≤ C ∥um∥
3µ(σ+1)
2 ∥vm∥

3κ(σ+r)
2 + ∥vm∥

3(σ+r)
W s,p(U) + ∥um∥

3(1−µ)(σ+r)
W s,q(U) . (31)

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

∫
U

|um|
σ |vm|

σ log |umvm| dx ≤ C ∥um∥
6µ(σ+1)
2 +C ∥vm∥

6κ(σ+r)
2 + ε ∥vm∥

p
W s,p(U) + ε ∥um∥

q
W s,q(U) , for all ε > 0. (32)

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

∫
U

|um|
σ |vm|

σ log |umvm| dx ≤ ε
(
∥vm∥

p
W s,p(U) + ε ∥um∥

q
W s,q(U)

)
+Cε

(
∥um∥

2
2 + ∥vm∥

2
2

)λ
≤ ε

(
1 +min

{
∥um∥

p
W s,p(U) , ∥um∥

p(β+1)
W s,p(U)

}
+min

{
∥vm∥

q
W s,q(U) , ∥vm∥

q(β+1)
W s,q(U)

})
+Cε

(
∥um∥

2
2 + ∥vm∥

2
2

)λ
≤ ε

pβ

K(1)

K (
[um]p

s

) ∫
U×U

∣∣∣um(x, t) − um(y, t)
∣∣∣p

|x − y|N+sp dxdy


+ ε

qβ

K(1)

K (
[vm]q

s

) ∫
U×U

∣∣∣vm(x, t) − vm(y, t)
∣∣∣q

|x − y|N+sq dxdy

 +Cε

(
∥um∥

2
2 + ∥vm∥

2
2

)λ
.

(33)

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

1
2

(
d
dt
∥um∥

2
2 +

d
dt
∥vm∥

2
2

)
≤

(
εqβ

K(1)
− 1

)
K

(
[um]p

s

) ∫
U×U

∣∣∣um(x, t) − um(y, t)
∣∣∣p

|x − y|N+sp dxdy

+

(
εqβ

K(1)
− 1

)
K

(
[vm]q

s

) ∫
U×U

∣∣∣vm(x, t) − vm(y, t)
∣∣∣q

|x − y|N+sq dxdy

+Cε

(
∥um∥

2
2 + ∥vm∥

2
2

)λ
.

By choosing ε < K(1)
qβ , it follows from the above inequality that

1
2

(
d
dt
∥um∥

2
2 +

d
dt
∥vm∥

2
2

)
≤ 2Cε

(
∥um∥

2
2 + ∥vm∥

2
2 + 1

)λ
. (34)

Therefore, we arrive at the following differential inequality

Z′n(t) ≤ 4C (Zn(t) + 1)λ . (35)

with Zn(t) = ∥um∥
2
2 + ∥vm∥

2
2 . We distinguish three cases:

- If λ ∈ (0, 1), then there exists C′1 = supnN Zn(0) ∈ (0,∞) such that

Zn(t) ≤
((

C′1 + 1
)1−λ
+ 2(1 − λ)tC

) 1
1−λ , for all t ∈

(
0, t0,n

)
.

- If λ = 1, using (35), we arrive at the following inequality

Zn(t) ≤ (1 + c1) exp(2Ct), for all t ∈
(
0, t0,n

)
.
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- If λ ≥ 1. Then, by integrating the inequality (34) with respect to time from 0 to t, we have

∥um∥
2
2 + ∥vm∥

2
2 ≤ 2C′(λ)

∫ t

0

(
∥um(z)∥2λ2 dz + ∥vm(z)∥2λ2 dz

)
+ λ

∫ t

0
dz. (36)

By using the Gronwall- Bellman inequality, it follows from (36) that there exists T0 > 0 such that

∥um∥
2
2 + ∥vm∥

2
2 ≤ C6 (T0) , for all t ∈

(
0, t0,n

)
.

We next multiply the first equation in (22) by g′in (t) and the second equation by h′in(t), summing over i and integrate
with respect to time from 0 to t, we obtain that

∫ t

0
∥ums(s)∥22 ds + ∥vms∥

2
2 ds + φ (um(t), vm(t)) = φ (um(0), vm(0)) , for all t ∈ (0, T0) . (37)

Using (37), we have that

φ (um(0), vm(0)) ≥ φ (um(t), vm(t))

=
1
p
K̂

(
[um]s

p

)
+

1
q
K̂

(
[vm]s

q

)
+

1
σ2

∫
U

|um|
σ |vm|

σ dx −
1
σ

∫
U

|um|
σ |vm|

σ log |umvm| dx

≥ K̂
(
[um]s

p

)
+ K̂

(
[vm]s

q

)
−

1
σ

∫
U

|um|
σ |vm|

σ log |umvm| dx

≥
1

p(β + 1)
K

(
[um]p

s

) ∫
U×U

∣∣∣um(x, t) − um(y, t)
∣∣∣p

|x − y|N+sp dxdy

+
1

q(β + 1)
K

(
[vm]p

s

) ∫
U×U

∣∣∣vm(x, t) − vm(y, t)
∣∣∣p

|x − y|N+sp dxdy −
1
σ

∫
U

|um|
σ |vm|

σ log |umvm| dx

≥
1

q(β + 1)

K (
[um]p

s

) ∫
U×U

∣∣∣um(x, t) − um(y, t)
∣∣∣p

|x − y|N+sp dxdy +K
(
[vm]q

s

) ∫
U×U

∣∣∣vm(x, t) − vm(y, t)
∣∣∣p

|x − y|N+sp dxdy


−

1
σ

∫
U

|um|
σ |vm|

σ log |umvm| dx

≥

(
1

q(β + 1)
−

εqβ

K(1)σ

)
K(1)

qβ
min

{
∥um∥

p
W s,p(U) +

∥∥∥∥vm|qW s,q(U) ,
∥∥∥∥ um

∥∥∥∥p(β+1)
W s,p(U)+

∥∥∥∥ vm∣∣∣∣q(β+1)

W s,q(U)

}
−

Cγ

σ

≥

(
1

q(β + 1)
−

εqβ

K(1)σ

)
K(1)

qβ
min

{
∥um∥

p
W s,p(U) + ∥ vm|

q
W s,q(U) − 1

}
−

Cγ

σ

≥ −

(
1

q(β + 1)
−

εqβ

K(1)σ

)
K(1)

qβ
−

Cγ

σ
.

(38)

On the other hand, we deduce from (23) that φ (um(0), vm(0))→ φ (u0(x), v0(x)) as m→ ∞. So, we have that

φ (um(0), vm(0)) ≤ C7. (39)

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

∥um∥
p
W s,p(U) + ∥vm∥

q
W s,q(U) ≤ C8. (40)

From continuous embedding and Lemma 3.1, we deduce that
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∫
U

|um|
σ |vm|

σ log |umvm| dx =
∫
U1

|um|
σ |vm|

σ log |umvm| dx +
∫
U2

|um|
σ |vm|

σ log |umvm| dx

≤
|U|

σ exp(1)
+

1
exp(1)

∫
U

|um|
σ |vm|

σ dx

≤
|U|

σ exp(1)
+

1
exp(1)

∫
U

|um|
σ+1 |vm|

σ+1 dx

≤
|U|

σ exp(1)
+

1
exp(1)

∫
U

(
|um|

2(σ+1) | + |vm
∣∣∣2(σ+1)

|

)
dx

≤
|U|

σ exp(1)
+

1
exp(1)

(
M1C2(σ+1)

1 + M2C2(σ+1)
)
,

(41)

with M1 = supm>1 ∥um∥
2(σ+1)
L2(σ+1)(U) , M2 = supm>1 ∥vm∥

2(σ+1)
L2(σ+1)(U) ,C, and C1 are the embeddings constants of W s,p(U) ↪→

L2(σ+1)(U) and W s,q(U) ↪→ L2(σ+1)(U). It follows from (38), (40), and (41) that there exist a functions (u, v) ∈
L∞ (0, T ; W s,p(U)) × L∞ (0, T ; W s,q(U)) and a sub-sequence of (um, vm)m∈N still denote by itself such that

(um, vm)→ (u, v), weakly star in L∞ (0, T ; W s,p(U)) × L∞ (0, T ; W s,q(U)) ,
(umt, vmt)→ (ut, vt) , weakly in L2

(
0, T ; L2(U)

)
× L2

(
0, T ; L2(U)

)
,

K
(
[um]p

s

) ∫
U×U

|um(x,t)−um(y,t)|
p−2(um(x,t)−um(y,t))

|x−y|N+sp dxdy→ χ1, weakly in L∞
(
0, T ; L

p
p−1 (U)

)
,

K
(
[vm]q

s

) ∫
U×U

|vm(x,t)−vm(y,t)|
q−2(vm(x,t)−vm(y,t))

|x−y|N+sq dxdy→ χ2,weakly in L∞
(
0, T ; L

q
q−1 (U)

)
,

(42)

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

(um, vm)→ (u, v) in C ([0, T0] ; Lr1 (U)) ×C ([0, T0] ; Lr2 (U)) , for all 2 < r1, r2 < σ and x ∈ U. (43)

We followed the same method appearing in Lemma 8 [3], we get that

|vm|
σ |um|

σ−2
um log |umvm| → |v|

σ|u|σ−2
u log |uv| weakly in L

σ
σ−1 (U × (0, T0)) , and (44)

|um|
σ |vm|

σ−2
vm log |umvm| → |u|

σ|v|σ−2
v log |uv| weakly in L

σ
σ−1 (U × (0, T0)) . (45)

Using (44), (45), and (42), and letting m→ ∞ in (22) and (23) we have that
⟨ut,w1⟩ + ⟨χ1,w1⟩ =

∫
U
|v|σ|u|σ−2uw1 log(|u|)dx

⟨vt,w2⟩ + ⟨χ2,w2⟩ =
∫
U
|u|σ|v|σ−2vw2 log(|uw|)dx

(u(0), v(0)) = (u0, v0)
(46)

for all (w1,w2) ∈ W s,p(U) ×W s,q(U) and t ∈ (0, T0) . We followed the same method appearing in Lemma 4.3 [3],
we get that

χ1 = K
(
[u]p

s

) ∫
U×U

|u(x, t) − u(y, t)|p−2(u(x, t) − u(y, t))
|x − y|N+sp dxdy and

χ2 = K
(
[v]q

s

) ∫
U×U

|v(x, t) − v(y, t)|q−2(v(x, t) − v(y, t))
|x − y|N+sq dxdy.

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

φ (u0m, v0m)→ φ (u0, v0) as m→ ∞.
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Furthermore, due to the weak lower semicontinuity of the Y-norm (44), and (45), we conclude

φ(u, v) ≤ lim
m→∞

φ (um, vm)

Letting m→ ∞ in (37), we obtain∫ t

0

(
∥us(s)∥22 + ∥vs(s)∥22

)
ds + φ(u(t), v(t)) ≤ lim inf

m→∞

[∫ t

0

(
∥ums(s)∥22 + ∥vms(s)∥22

)
ds + φ (um(t), vm(t))

]
≤ φ (u0, v0) , for all t ∈ [0, T ].

4. Global Existence and Asymptotic Behavior

Theorem 4.1. Let (H1) − (H2) hold. if φ (u0, v0) < d′∗ and ψ (u0, v0) ≥ 0. Then, we have

1) Tmax = +∞

2) the energy functional φ satisfies the following estimates

φ(u(t), v(t)) ≤

φ (u0, v0)
(

p(β+1)
2+(p(β+1)−2)αt

) p(β+1)
p(β+1)−2 , if q > 2

(β+1)

φ (u0, v0) e1−µt, if q ≤ 2
(β+1)

with α and µ are some positive constants.

Proof. Firstly, we prove that ψ(u(t), v(t)) ≥ 0, for all t ∈ [0, Tmax) . Considering the following sets

W := {(u, v) ∈ Y : φ(u, v) < d, ψ(u, (v) > 0} ∪ {0}, andM := {(u, v) ∈ Y : φ(u, (v) < d, ψ(u, (v) < 0}

Due to φ (u0, v0) < d′∗ < d and ψ (u0, v0) > 0, we have (u0, v0) ∈ W. Using a contradiction for proving (u(t), v(t)) ∈
W, for all t ∈ [0, Tmax) . We suppose that there exist a t0 ∈ [0, Tmax) such that (u (t0) , v (t0)) ∈ ∂W. Noticing that
0 is an interior of W. So, we get that φ (u (t0) , v (t0)) = d or ψ (u (t0) , v (t0)) = 0 and (u (t0) , v (t0)) , (0, 0). Using
(21), we obtain that φ (u (t0) , v (t0)) ≤ (u0, v0) < d, and hence ψ (u (t0) , v (t0)) = 0. So, we deduce that (u (t0) , v (t0)) ∈
N . Using the definition of d, we have φ (u (t0) , v (t0)) ≥ d. We arrive that contradiction. Finally, we deduce that
ψ (u (t0) , v (t0)) ≥ 0 for all t ∈ [0, Tmax) . Now, we show that Tmax = ∞. Using Lemma 3.5, we get that

d∗ > φ(u0, u0) ≥ φ (u(t), u(t))

≥ φ (u(t), u(t)) −
1
σ
ψ (u(t), u(t))

≥

(
1

q(β + 1)
−

1
σ

) [
K

(
[u(t)]s

p

) ∫
U×U

|u(x, t) − u(y, t)|p

|x − y|N+sp dxdy +K
(
[v(t)]s

q

) ∫
U×U

|v(x, t) − v(y, t)|q

|x − y|N+sq dxdy
]

≥

(
1

q(β + 1)
−

1
σ

) [
K(1)

pβ
min

{
∥u∥

p
W s,p(U), ∥u∥

p(β+1)
W s,p(U)

}
+
K(1)

qβ
min

{
∥v∥

q
W s,q(U), ∥u∥

q(β+1)
W s,q(U)

}]
≥

(
1

q(β + 1)
−

1
σ

)
K(1)

qβ
min

{
∥u∥

q
W s,p(U) + ∥v∥

q
W s,q(U), ∥u∥

q(β+1)
W s,q(U) + ∥v∥

q(β+1)
W s,q(U)

}
≥

(
1

q(β + 1)
−

1
σ

)
K(1)

qβ
min

{
∥(u, v)∥qY , ∥(u, v)∥

q(β+1)
Y

}
,

(47)

which yields that

∥(u, v)∥Y ≤ max

1,
(

d∗qβ+1(β + 1)σ
(σ − q(β + 1))K(1)

) 1
q
 := C1. (48)
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In the other words, (u(t), v(t)) is uniformly bounded in time in W s,p(U) × W s,q(U). So, we have Tmax = +∞. Using
(4) of Lemma 3.5, we get that

φ(u(t), v(t)) −
1
σ
ψ(u(t), v(t)) ≥ ε−q(β+1)

∗ −C. (49)

However, we also have

φ (u(t), u(t)) −
1
σ
ψ (u(t), u(t)) ≤ φ (u(t), u(t)) ≤ φ(u0, u0). (50)

It follows from (49) and (50) that

ε∗ ≥

(
d∗

φ(u0, v0) +C

) 1
q(β+1)

. (51)

Applying (4) of Lemma 3.5, we get that

ψ(u(t), v(t)) ≥
(
1 − ε−q(β+1)−2(σ+1)

∗

) [
K

(
[u(t)]s

p

) ∫
U×U

|u(x, t) − u(y, t)|p

|x − y|N+sp dxdy +K
(
[v(t)]s

q

) ∫
U×U

|v(x, t) − v(y, t)|q

|x − y|N+sq dxdy
]

≥

1 − (
d∗

φ(u0, v0)

)1− 2(σ+1)
q(β+1)

 [K (
[u(t)]s

p

) ∫
U×U

|u(x, t) − u(y, t)|p

|x − y|N+sp dxdy +K
(
[v(t)]s

q

) ∫
U×U

|v(x, t) − v(y, t)|q

|x − y|N+sq dxdy
]
.

(52)

Combining (52) with Lemma 3.5, one has

φ(u(t), u(t)) −
1
σ
ψ (u(t), u(t)) ≤

(
1

p(β + 1)
−

1
σ

)
K

(
[u(t)]s

p

) ∫
U×U

|u(x, t) − u(y, t)|p

|x − y|N+sp dxdy

+

(
1

p(β + 1)
−

1
σ

)
K

(
[v(t)]s

q

) ∫
U×U

|v(x, t) − v(y, t)|q

|x − y|N+sq dxdy

≤

(
1

p(β + 1)
−

1
σ

) 1 − (
d∗

φ(u0, v0)

)1− 2(σ+1)
q(β+1)


−1

ψ (u(t), u(t)) .

(53)

So, we get that

φ (u(t), u(t)) ≤ C2ψ (u(t), u(t)) , (54)

with C2 :=
(

1
p(β+1) −

1
σ

) (
1 −

(
d∗

φ(u0,v0)

)1− 2(σ+1)
q(β+1)

)−1

> 0. Now, our contribution is the decay estimates of the functional

φ (u(t), u(t)) . Using (47) and (48), we have that

φ (u(t), u(t)) ≥
(

1
q(β + 1)

−
1
σ

)
K(1)

qβ
min

{
∥(u, v)∥qY , ∥(u, v)∥

q(β+1)
Y

}
(55)

≥ C3∥(u, v)∥
q(β+1)
Y , (56)

where C3 :=
(

1
q(β+1) −

1
σ

)
K(1)

qβ Cqβ
1 . Conversely, however. By using the embedding W s,p(U) × W s,q(U) ↪→ L2(U) ×

L2(U), we have that

∥ (u, v) ∥L2(U) ≤ C4∥ (u, v) ∥Y . (57)
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Combining (55) with (57), we get that

∥ (u, v) ∥L2(U) ≤ C5
[
φ (u(t), u(t))

] 2
q(β+1) , (58)

where C5 = C
− 2

p+ (s+1)

3 C2
4 > 0. Let be z a number such that t < z. Combining (54) with (58), we obtain that∫ z

t
φ (u(h), v(h)) dh ≤ C2

∫ z

t
ψ (u(h), v(h)) dh

=
C2

2

[(
∥u(t)∥22 + ∥v(t)∥

2
2

)
−

(
∥u(z)∥22 + ∥v(z)∥22

)]
≤

C2C5

2
[
φ (u(t), u(t))

] 2
q(β+1)

(59)

Letting z→ ∞, we obtain ∫ ∞

t
φ (u(h), v(h)) dh ≤ C6φ (u(t), u(t))

2
q(β+1) , (60)

where C6 =
C2C5

2 > 0.
It is easy yo show that t 7→ φ (u(t), u(t)) is non-increasing with respect to t. Next, we separate the following two

cases.
Case 1: If q ≤ 2

β+1 .

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

t
φ (u(h), v(h)) dh ≤ C5

[
φ (u0, v0)

] 2
q(β+1)−1 φ (u(t), u(t)) =

1
µ
φ (u(h), v(h)) ,

where

µ = C−1
6

[
φ (u0, v0)

]1− 2
q(β+1) > 0.

Then using Lemma 2.3 to G(t) = φ (u(t), u(t)) and γ = 0, we obtain

φ (u(t), u(t)) ≤ φ (u0, v0) e1−µt.

Case2: If q > 2
β+1 .

Considering the function G(t) =
[
φ (u(t), u(t))

] 2
q(β+1) . Using (60), one has∫ ∞

t
G

q(β+1)
2 (h)dh ≤

1
η

G
q(β+1)

2 −1(0)G(t),

where

η =

[
φ (u0, v0)

]1− 2
q(β+1)

C6
> 0.

Then applying Lemma 2.3 to F(t) = G(t) and γ = q(β+1)
2 − 1 > 0, we obtain

G(t) ≤ G(0)
(

q(β + 1)
2 + (q(β + 1) − 2) γt

) 2
q(β+1)−2

.

Then, we deduce that

φ (u(t), u(t)) ≤ φ (u0, v0)
(

q(β + 1)
2 + (q(β + 1) − 2) γt

) q(β+1)
q(β+1)−2

.
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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 (H1) − (H2) hold. If φ (u0, v0) < d∗ and ψ (u0, v0) < 0. Then, we have
Tmax < +∞. Moreover, we also give an upper bound for the maximal existence time as follows

Tmax ≤
4(σ − 1)

(
∥u0∥

2
2 + ∥v0∥

2
2

)
σ (d∗ − φ (u0, v0)) (σ − 2)2

Proof. We show that ψ(u(t), v(t)) < 0 for all t ∈ [0, Tmax) . Indeed, suppose by contradiction that, there exist t0 ∈
(0, Tmax) such that ψ(u(t), v(t)) < 0 for all t ∈ [0, t0) and ψ (u (t0) , v (t0)) = 0. Testing by (u, v) in (46), we get that

d
dt
∥u(t)∥22 +

d
dt
∥v(t)∥22 = 2 (⟨ut, u⟩ + ⟨vt, v⟩)

= −2ψ (u(t), v(t)) > 0, for all t ∈ [0, t0) .

So, the map t → ∥u(t)∥22 + ∥v(t)∥
2
2 is strictly increasing on [0, t0] . Therefore, ∥u (t0)∥22 + ∥v (t0)∥22 . So, we get that

(u (t0) , v (t0)) ∈ N . Using the definition of d, we obtain

φ (u (t0) , v (t0)) ≥ d. (61)

However, it follows from (21)

φ (u (t0) , v (t0)) ≤ φ (u0, v0) < d∗ ≤ d. (62)

Using (61) and (62), we arrive at a contradiction. So, we have ψ(u(t), v(t)) < 0 for all t ∈ [0, Tmax) . Now, we give
an upper bound of Tmax. Fixing T ∈ (0, Tmax) and considering the function L defined by

L(t) =
∫ t

0

(
∥us(s)∥22 + ∥vs(s)∥22

)
ds + (T − t)

(
∥u0∥

2
2 + ∥v0∥

2
2

)
+ (at + b)2, for all t ∈ [0, T ]

with a, b are positive constents. By a direct computation, we have

L′(t) = ∥us(s)∥22 + ∥vs(s)∥22 −
(
∥u0∥

2
2 + ∥v0∥

2
2

)
+ 2a(at + b)

= 2
[∫ t

0
(⟨us(s), u(s)⟩ + ⟨vs(s), v(s)⟩) ds + a(at + b)

]
> 0.

and

L′′(t) = 2
(
⟨us(s), u(s)⟩ + ⟨vs(s), v(s)⟩ + a2

)
= 2(−ψ(u(t), v(t))) + a2 > 0.

(63)

Thanks to Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, we get that
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(
L′(t)

)2
= 4

[∫ t

0
(⟨us(s), u(s)⟩ + ⟨vs(s), v(s)⟩) ds + a(at + b)

]2

≤ 4


√∫ t

0
∥us(s)∥22 ds

√∫ t

0

∥∥∥u(s)2
2

∥∥∥ ds +

√∫ t

0
∥vs(s)∥22 ds

√∫ t

0
∥v(s)∥22ds + a(at + b)


2

≤ 4
[∫ t

0

(
∥u(s)∥22 + ∥v(s)∥22

)
ds + (at + b)2

] [∫ t

0

(
∥us(s)∥22 + ∥vs(s)∥22

)
ds + a2

]
= 4L(t)

[∫ t

0

(
∥us(s)∥22 + ∥vs(s)∥22

)
ds + a2

]
.

(64)

On the other hand, using (3) of Lemma 3.5, we have

φ(u(t), v(t)) −
1
σ
ψ(u(t), v(t)) > d∗. (65)

Using (21), (63), (64), and (65) we obtain that

L′′(t) =2
(
−2ψ(u(t), v(t)) + a2

)
≥ 2

[
σ (d∗ − φ(u(t), v(t))) + a2

]
≥ 2

[
σ

∫ t

0

(
∥u(s)∥22 + ∥v(s)∥22

)
ds + σ (d∗ − φ (u0, v0)) + a2

]
≥

[
σ

((
L′(t))2

4L(t)
− a2

)
+ σ (d∗ − φ (u0, v0)) + a2

]
.

(66)

Usin (66), we have that

L′′(t)L(t) −
σ

2
(
L′(t)

)2
≥ 2L(t)

[
σ

(
d∗ − φ (u0, v0) + a2

]
(67)

Putting

0 < a <

√
σ (d∗ − φ (u0, v0))

σ
. (68)

Combining (67)) with (68), we have the above inequality

L′′(t) −
σ

2
(
L′(t)

)2
≥ 0

By a direct computation, we have L(0), L′(0) > 0.Using Lemma 2.2, we have that T ≤ L(0)
( σ

2 −1)L′(0)
=

T(∥u0∥
2
2+∥v0∥

2
2)+b2

ab( σ
2 −1) ,

which implies that T ≤ b2

ab( σ
2 −1)−(∥u0∥

2
2+∥u0∥

2
2)

:= ξ(b), for all b ∈
(
∥u0∥

2
2+∥v0∥

2
2

a( σ
2 −1) ,∞

)
.Minimizing ξ(b) for all b ∈

(
∥u0∥

2
2+∥v0∥

2
2

a( σ
2 −1) ,∞

)
.

So, we get that

T ≤
4
(
∥u0∥

2
2 + ∥v0∥

2
2

)
(
a
(
σ
2 − 1

))2 := ς(a), for all 0 < a <

√
σ (d∗ − φ (u0, v0))

σ
.

Minimizing ς(a) and letting T → Tmax, we deduce that

Tmax ≤
4(σ − 1)

(
∥u0∥

2
2 + ∥v0∥

2
2

)
σ (d∗ − φ (u0, v0)) (σ − 2)2 .
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