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Abstract. In this paper, we investigate the energy decay of the solution to a viscoelastic wave

equation with variable exponents logarithmic nonlinearity and weak damping in a bounded do-
main. We establish an explicit general decay result under mild conditions on the relaxation

function g. Furthermore, under the general assumption g′(t) ≤ −ζ(t)G(g(t)) with some suit-
ably given ζ and G, we derive a refined decay estimate improving existing results. In particular,

uniform exponential and polynomial decay rates are obtained under a further special situation

g′(t) ≤ −ξ(t)gq(t) with 1 ≤ q < 2, extending earlier studies that were restricted to the case

1 ≤ q < 3
2
.

1. Introduction

Let Ω ⊂ Rn (n ≥ 3) be a bounded domain with a smooth boundary ∂Ω. This article is concerned
with the initial-boundary value problem for a nonlinear viscoelastic wave equation

utt −△u+

∫ t

0

g(t− s)△u(s) ds+ ut = α|u|p(x)−2u log |u|, (x, t) ∈ Ω× (0,∞),

u(x, 0) = u0(x), ut(x, 0) = u1(x), x ∈ Ω,

u(x, t) = 0, (x, t) ∈ ∂Ω× (0,∞),

(1.1)

where α > 0 is a constant. Here we assume that the exponent p in the nonlinear term satisfies

p1 := ess inf
x∈Ω

p(x) > 2, p2 := ess sup
x∈Ω

p(x) <
2(n− 1)

n− 2
. (1.2)

Moreover, p is further assumed to be log-Hölder continuous, i.e., there exist a constant A > 0 such
that for a.e. x, y ∈ Ω satisfying |x− y| < 1, there holds

|p(x)− p(y)| ≤ − A

log |x− y|
. (1.3)

Wave equations with logarithmic nonlinearity have attracted significant attention in recent years,
and numerous studies have explored the dynamics of problem (1.1) in the absence of the memory
effect (i.e., when g = 0). The logarithmic wave equation was first introduced by Bialynicki-Birula
and Mycielski in [5, 6], who demonstrated the existence of stable and localized solutions in one
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spatial dimension. Subsequently, Cazenave and Haraux [7] established the well-posedness of the
Cauchy problem in three spatial dimensions. Bartkowski and Górka [3] studied classical and weak
solutions to the one-dimensional Cauchy problem, while Górka [11] proved the global existence
of weak solutions for initial data (u0, u1) ∈ H1

0 (Ω) × L2(Ω) using compactness arguments. More
recently, Di [8] applied the potential well method to establish global existence for the wave equation
with logarithmic nonlinearity and derived exponential or polynomial decay by constructing an
appropriate Lyapunov functional. Moreover, blow-up in the unstable set was also established. For
further results on stability and blow-up of systems with logarithmic nonlinearities, we refer the
reader to [12,18,24–26] and the references therein.

On the other hand, under certain assumptions on the kernel function g in the memory term,
several decay and blow-up results have been established in the literature. In [14], the authors stud-
ied the stability of the initial-boundary value problem for a quasilinear viscoelastic equation. They
obtained polynomial decay under mild conditions on g, and further investigated both polynomial
and exponential decay under a more general condition on g. In [4], energy decay results for the
viscoelastic problem were derived by constructing an appropriate Lyapunov functional under suit-
able assumptions on g. Additionally, the authors in [16] considered blow-up phenomena for the
viscoelastic wave problem, while those in [22] analyzed the blow-up of solutions for a viscoelastic
problem with variable exponents. Later, Liao [17] discussed energy decay rates for solutions to a
viscoelastic wave equation with variable exponents and weak damping. Further related works can
be found e.g. in [2, 13,21,23,27].

Inspired by the aforementioned studies, in this article we investigate the stability and blow-up
behavior of problem (1.1). This manuscript contains three main contributions. First, in proving
the energy decay, we neither require the initial energy to be smaller than the depth of the potential
well d, nor restrict the analysis to a stable set as required in previous works involving logarithmic
nonlinearity, which relaxes the key structural assumptions. Second, the conditions imposed on
the kernel g are more general than those considered in earlier studies on systems with variable
exponents. Third, in Theorem 3.5, our result holds for 1 ≤ q < 2, whereas existing literature
only covered the case of 1 ≤ q < 3

2 . Indeed, our findings extend and generalize previous results,
particularly as those in [2, 14,21,25].

The organization of this paper is as follows. In Section 2, we establish the global existence of
solutions and present several auxiliary lemmas. Then Section 3 and 4 are devoted to the stability
analysis of problem (1.1), achieved through the construction of an appropriate Lyapunov functional
and the application of multiplier methods.

2. Preliminaries and some lemmas

In this section, we introduce some notations, basic definitions, essential lemmas, and function
spaces that will be used in stating and proving our main results.

Throughout, by ∥ · ∥k we denote the norm of the Lebesgue space Lk(Ω) for 1 ≤ k ≤ ∞, and
by ( · , · ) the inner product of L2(Ω). In order to study problem (1.1), we start with recalling the
Orlicz-Sobolev-type Banach spaces Lq(x)(Ω) defined as (see [9, 10])

Lp(x)(Ω) :=

{
f : a measurable real-valued function in Ω |

∫
Ω

|f |p dx < ∞
}
,

where p ∈ L∞(Ω) satisfies (1.2). The norm of Lp(x)(Ω) is given by

∥f∥p(x) := inf

{
λ > 0 |

∫
Ω

∣∣∣∣fλ
∣∣∣∣p dx ≤ 1

}
,
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and it is readily seen that

min
{
∥f∥p1

p(x), ∥f∥
p2

p(x)

}
≤
∫
Ω

|f |p dx ≤ max
{
∥f∥p1

p(x), ∥f∥
p2

p(x)

}
. (2.1)

We collect several basic facts about the function spaces in the following lemmas.

Lemma 2.1 (see [1]). Let k be a constant satisfying 2 ≤ k ≤ 2∗ := 2n
n−2 with n ≥ 3. Then there

exists an optimal constant depending only on k such that

∥v∥kk ≤ Bk∥∇v∥k2 , ∀ v ∈ H1
0 (Ω).

Lemma 2.2 (see [9,10]). Let p, q ∈ C(Ω) satisfy 1 < p ≤ q on Ω. Then the embedding Lq(x)(Ω) ↪→
Lp(x)(Ω) is continuous and its operator norm does not exceed |Ω|+ 1.

Lemma 2.3 (see [15]). Let p satisfy (1.2)–(1.3). Then the embedding H1
0 (Ω) ↪→ Lp(x)(Ω) is

continuous and compact.

Next, we fix the basic assumption on the kernel function g in the memory term.

(A1) The function g ∈ C1([0,∞); (0,∞)) is non-increasing and satisfies

g(0) > 0, ℓ := 1−
∫ ∞

0

g(s) ds > 0.

In the sequel, we denote

I(t) :=

∫ ∞

t

g(s) ds, Kδ(s) := −g′(s)

g(s)
+ δ, M(δ) :=

∫ ∞

0

g(s)

Kδ(s)
ds, (2.2)

where δ ∈ (0, 1) is a constant. To state our results, we define the energy functional associated with
problem (1.1) as

E(t) :=
1

2
∥ut(t)∥22 +

1

2

(
1−

∫ t

0

g(s) ds

)
∥∇u(t)∥22 +

1

2
(g ◦ ∇u)(t)

− α

∫
Ω

|u(t)|p log |u(t)|
p

dx+ α

∫
Ω

|u(t)|p

p2
dx, (2.3)

where

(g ◦ ∇u)(t) :=

∫ t

0

g(t− s)∥∇u(t)−∇u(s)∥22 ds.

By directly differentiating (2.3) and using (1.1), it is straightforward to verify that

E′(t) =
1

2
(g′ ◦ ∇u)(t)− 1

2
g(t)∥∇u(t)∥22 − ∥ut(t)∥22

≤ 1

2
(g′ ◦ ∇u)(t)− ∥ut(t)∥22 ≤ 0. (2.4)

Lemma 2.4. Let assumption (A1) hold, p satisfy (1.2)–(1.3) and µ > 0 be a constant satisfying
p2 + µ < 2∗. Let Bp2+µ be the optimal constant in Lemma 2.1 and define

B := Bp2+µℓ
− p2+µ

2 , R(λ) :=
1

2
λ2 − αB

eµp1
λp2+µ, λ(t) :=

{
ℓ∥∇u(t)∥22 + (g ◦ ∇u)(t)

} 1
2 .

Then there holds E(t) ≥ R(λ(t)).
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Proof. Splitting the domain Ω into

Ω1 := {v ∈ H1
0 (Ω) | |v| < 1}, Ω2 := {v ∈ H1

0 (Ω) | |v| ≥ 1}, (2.5)

we apply the Sobolev embedding theorem and Lemma 2.1 with k = p2 + µ to deduce∫
Ω

|v|p log |v|
p

dx =

(∫
Ω1

+

∫
Ω2

)
|v|p log |v|

p
dx ≤ 1

eµp1

∫
Ω2

|v|p2 |v|µ dx

≤ 1

eµp1

∫
Ω

|v|p2+µ dx ≤ Bp2+µ

eµp1
∥∇v∥p2+µ

2 . (2.6)

Here we used the inequality x−µ log x < (eµ)−1 for x ≥ 1, where µ > 0 is the constant stated in the
theorem. Then according to the definition (2.3) of E(t), we substitute v = u(t) in (2.6) to estimate

E(t) ≥ ℓ

2
∥∇u(t)∥22 +

1

2
(g ◦ ∇u)(t)− αBp2+µ

eµp1
∥∇u(t)∥p2+µ

2 +
α

p22

∫
Ω

|u(t)|p dx

≥ 1

2

{
ℓ∥∇u(t)∥22 + (g ◦ ∇u)(t)

}
− αB

eµp1

{
ℓ∥∇u(t)∥22 + (g ◦ ∇u)(t)

} p2+µ
2

=
1

2
λ(t)2 − αB

eµp1
λ(t)p2+µ = R(λ(t)),

by the definitions of B, λ(t) and R(λ). □

It is easily verified that R(λ) attains its maximum at

λ1 :=

(
eµp1

α(p2 + µ)B

) 1
p2+µ−2

> 0

with the corresponding maximum

E1 := R(λ1) =

(
1

2
− 1

p2 + µ

)
λ2
1 > 0.

Lemma 2.5 (see [17, Lemma 3.4]). Let assumption (A1) hold and p satisfies (1.2)–(1.3). Let u be
a solution to problem (1.1) whose initial data satisfies

E(0) < E1, λ(0) < λ1.

Then there exists a constant λ2 ∈ (0, λ1) such that

λ(t) =
{
ℓ∥∇u(t)∥22 + (g ◦ ∇u)(t)

} 1
2 ≤ λ2, ∀ t ∈ [0, Tmax),

where Tmax is the maximal existence time.

Next, we invoke the existence result for the solution to (1.1).

Proposition 2.6 (Local existence). Let (u0, u1) ∈ H1
0 (Ω)× L2(Ω) be given. Let assumption (A1)

hold and p satisfy (1.2)–(1.3). Then there exists T > 0 such that problem (1.1) admits a unique
local weak solution u on [0, T ].

Combining the Faedo-Galerkin method with the proof for logarithmic nonlinearity in [8] and
that for nonlinear damping and a memory term in [22], we can show the local existence stated in
Proposition 2.6.

We introduce an auxiliary energy

E(t) := E(t) + α

∫
Ω

|u(t)|p log |u(t)|
p

dx. (2.7)
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We prepare additional estimates for E(t) and E(t).

Lemma 2.7. Under the same assumptions of Lemma 2.5, there hold

α

∫
Ω

|u(t)|p log |u(t)|
p

dx ≤ C̃E(t) ≤ C̃E(0), (2.8)

E(t) ≤ (1 + C̃)E(t) ≤ (1 + C̃)E(0) (2.9)

for any t ∈ [0, Tmax), where

C̃ :=

2αλ
p2+µ−2
2 B
eµp1

1− 2αλ
p2+µ−2
2 B
eµp1

.

Proof. Since the second halves of (2.8) and (2.9) follow immediately from the monotonicity of E(t),
it suffices to verify the respective first halves.

We employ (2.6) and Lemma 2.5 to deduce

α

∫
Ω

|u(t)|p log |u(t)|
p

dx ≤ αBp2+µ

eµp1
∥∇u(t)∥p2+µ

2 ≤ αB

eµp1

(
ℓ

1
2 ∥∇u(t)∥2

)p2+µ−2

ℓ∥∇u(t)∥22

≤ 2αλp2+µ−2
2 B

eµp1

(
E(t) + α

∫
Ω

|u(t)|p log |u(t)|
p

dx

)
,

which implies the first half of (2.8) by a simple rearrangement. Then the first half of (2.9) is a
direct consequence of (2.8) and (2.7). □

Remark 2.8. Clearly, (2.9) indicates that E(t) is uniformly bounded for all t ∈ [0, Tmax), implying
the global existence of the solution, i.e., Tmax = ∞. At the same time, we also have 0 ≤ E(t) ≤ E(0)
for all t ∈ [0,∞).

3. Energy decay results

This section is devoted to the statements of our main results regarding the energy decay rates
of global solutions to problem (1.1). The first result is as follows.

Theorem 3.1. Under the same assumptions of Lemma 2.5, further let α be sufficiently small. then
there exists a constant C > 0 such that the energy E(t) of the solution to (1.1) satisfies the following
polynomial decay estimates∫ ∞

0

E(t) dt ≤ CE(0), E(t) ≤ CE(0)(1 + t)−1, t ≥ 0. (3.1)

Next, suppose that g(t) satisfies the following additional assumption.

(A2) Let G ∈ C1([0,∞); [0,∞)) be either linear or strictly increasing, strictly convex and of C2-
class on [0, r] (r ≤ g(0)) satisfying G(0) = G′(0) = 0, and ζ ∈ C1([0,∞); (0,∞)) be non-increasing.
The function g(t) satisfies the ordinary differential inequality

g′(t) ≤ −ζ(t)G(g(t)), ∀ t > 0.

Remark 3.2 (see [20]). If G is a strictly increasing and strictly convex C2 function on [0, r] satisfying
G(0) = G′(0) = 0, then it admits an extension G sharing the same monotonicity, convexity and
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regularity on [0,∞). For instance, if G(r) = a, G′(r) = b and G′′(r) = c, then we can construct G
for t > r as

G(t) =
C

2
t2 + (b− Cr)t+

(
a+

C

2
r2 − br

)
.

Meanwhile, in this case the convexity of G and G(0) = 0 yield

G(θt) ≤ θG(t), ∀ θ ∈ [0, 1], ∀ t ∈ (0, r].

With assumption (A2), we have the following result.

Theorem 3.3. Under the same assumptions of Theorem 3.1, further let assumption (A2) hold.
Then there exist constants k1, k2, t1 > 0 such that the energy of problem (1.1) satisfies

E(t) ≤ k2G
−1
1

(
k1

∫ t

t1

ζ(s) ds

)
(3.2)

for all t ≥ t1, where G1(t) :=
∫ r

t
1

sG′(s) ds is strictly decreasing and convex on [0, r] and satisfies

limt→0 G1(t) = ∞.

For better understanding, we provide an example to illustrate the result above.

Example 3.4. Let g(t) = a exp(−tp), where 0 < p < 1 and a > 0 is sufficiently small so that g
satisfies assumption (A1). Then assumption (A2) is fulfilled with

ζ(t) = 1, G(t) =
pt

(ln a
t )

1
p−1

.

Then direct calculation yields

G′(t) =
(1− p) + p ln a

t

(ln a
t )

1
p

, G′′(t) =
(1− p)(ln a

t +
1
p )

(ln a
t )

1
p+1

.

Thus, G satisfies assumption (A2) on [0, r] for any 0 < r < a. Further, we calculate

G1(t) =

∫ r

t

1

sG′(s)
ds =

∫ r

t

(ln a
s )

1
p

s(1− p+ p ln a
s )

ds =

∫ ln a
t

ln a
r

σ
1
p

1− p+ pσ
dσ

=
1

p

∫ ln a
t

ln a
r

σ
1
p−1

(
σ

1−p
p + σ

)
dσ ≤ 1

p

∫ ln a
t

ln a
r

σ
1
p−1 dσ ≤

(
ln

a

t

) 1
p

.

Consequently, (3.2) implies E(t) ≤ k exp(−ktp).

Finally, we add an alternative assumption on g(t) as follows.

(A3) Let ξ ∈ C1([0,∞); (0,∞)) be non-increasing such that
∫∞
0

ξ(s) ds = ∞, and 1 ≤ q < 2.
The function g(t) satisfies the ordinary differential inequality

g′(t) ≤ −ξ(t)g(t)q, ∀ t > 0.

Replacing assumption (A2) with (A3), we obtain the following result.
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Theorem 3.5. Under the same assumptions of Theorem 3.1, further let assumption (A3) hold.
Then there exist constants K > 0 and K ′ > 0, such that the energy of problem (1.1) satisfies

E(t) ≤


E(0) exp

(
1−K

∫ t

0

ξ(s) ds

)
, q = 1,

E(0)

(
q

1 +K ′(q − 1)
∫ t

0
ξ(s) ds

) 1
q−1

, 1 < q < 2.

(3.3)

Theorem 3.5 generalizes the results in [2, 21, 25], where g′(t) was assumed to satisfy condition
(A3) with ≤ p < 3

2 , while our result holds for 1 ≤ q < 2. Moreover, the decay rates

E(t) ≤


K exp

(
1− λ

∫ t

t0

ξ(s) ds

)
, p = 1,

K

(
1

1 +
∫ t

t0
ξ2p−1(s) ds

) 1
2p−2

, 1 < p <
3

2

obtained in [21] are improved under this broader framework.

4. Proof of energy decay results

Throughout this section, by C > 0 we denote generic constants with may change line to line.

4.1. Proof of Theorem 3.1. To proceed, we shall first introduce several auxiliary functions and
prepare several lemmas accordingly.

Recall the functions I(t) and M(δ) defined in (2.2) and introduce

I1(t) :=

∫
Ω

∫ t

0

I(t− s)|∇u(s)|2 dsdx, I2(t) := M(δ)(δI1(t) + E(t)), δ > 0.

Lemma 4.1 (see [14, Lemma 2.1]). For t ≥ 0, the functions I1(t), I2(t) defined above satisfy

d

dt
I1(t) ≤ −1

2
(g ◦ ∇u)(t) + 2∥∇u(t)∥22,

d

dt
I2(t) ≤ −M(δ)

2

∫
Ω

∫ t

0

Kδ(t− s)g(t− s)|∇u(t)−∇u(s)|2 dsdx+ 2δM(δ)∥∇u(t)∥22.
(4.1)

Moreover, we have
δM(δ) −→ 0 as δ → 0. (4.2)

Next, we further introduce

I3(t) :=

∫
Ω

ut(t)u(t) dx, I4(t) := −
∫
Ω

ut(t)

∫ t

0

g(t− s)(u(t)− u(s)) dsdx.

The following two lemmas give estimates for the derivatives of I3(t) and I4(t).

Lemma 4.2. Let (u0, u1) ∈ H1
0 (Ω)× L2(Ω) be given. Under the same assumptions of Lemma 2.5,

the function I3(t) defined above satisfies

d

dt
I3(t) ≤ − ℓ

2
∥∇u(t)∥22 +

(
1 +

B2

ℓ

)
∥ut(t)∥22 +

1

ℓ

∫
Ω

∣∣∣∣∫ t

0

g(t− s)(∇u(s)−∇u(t)) ds

∣∣∣∣2 dx
+ α

∫
Ω

|u(t)|p log |u(t)| dx. (4.3)
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Proof. By direct differentiation and the governing equation in (1.1), we obtain

d

dt
I3(t) ≤ −ℓ∥∇u(t)∥22 + ∥ut(t)∥22 +

∫
Ω

∇u(t) ·
∫ t

0

g(t− s)(∇u(s)−∇u(t)) dsdx

−
∫
Ω

ut(t)u(t) dx+ α

∫
Ω

|u(t)|p log |u(t)| dx. (4.4)

For the third and fourth terms on the right-hand side of (4.4), we apply Cauchy’s inequality to
estimate ∫

Ω

∇u(t) ·
∫ t

0

g(t− s)(∇u(s)−∇u(t)) dsdx

≤ ℓ

4
∥∇u(t)∥22 +

1

ℓ

∫
Ω

∣∣∣∣∫ t

0

g(t− s)(∇u(s)−∇u(t)) ds

∣∣∣∣2 dx,
and

−
∫
Ω

ut(t)u(t) dx ≤
∫
Ω

|ut(t)u(t)| dx ≤
∫
Ω

(
1

4δ
|ut(t)|2 + δ|u(t)|2

)
dx

≤ 1

4δ
∥ut(t)∥22 + δB2∥∇u(t)∥22,

where we used Lemma 2.1 with k = 2 and δ > 0 is a constant. Substituting the above two
inequalities into (4.4), we arrive at the desired estimate (4.3) by simply choosing δ = ℓ

4B2
. □

Lemma 4.3. Let (u0, u1) ∈ H1
0 (Ω)× L2(Ω) be given. Under the same assumptions of Lemma 2.5,

the function I4(t) defined above satisfies

d

dt
I4(t) ≤ δ(1 + αξ1)∥∇u(t)∥22 + c(δ)

∫
Ω

∣∣∣∣∫ t

0

g(t− s)(∇u(t)−∇u(s)) ds

∣∣∣∣2 dx
+

(
1

4δ
+ δ −

∫ t

0

g(s) ds

)
∥ut(t)∥22 +

g(0)B2

4δ
(−g′ ◦ ∇u)(t), (4.5)

where δ > 0 is a constant to be determined later, c(δ) > 0 denotes a generic constant depending on
δ such that limδ→0 c(δ) = ∞ and

ξ1 :=
B2

e(p1 − 2)
+

B2(p2−1+µ)

eµ

(
2(1 + C̃)E(0)

ℓ

)p2−2+µ

. (4.6)

Proof. Directly differentiating I4(t) and employing the governing equation of (1.1) yield

d

dt
I4(t) = −

∫
Ω

utt

∫ t

0

g(t− s)(u(t)− u(s)) dsdx

−
∫
Ω

ut(t)

∫ t

0

g′(t− s)(u(t)− u(s)) dsdx−
∫ t

0

g(s) ds∥ut(t)∥22

=:

6∑
i=1

Ii2(t),

where

I12 (t) :=

∫
Ω

(
1−

∫ t

0

g(s) ds

)
∇u(t) ·

∫ t

0

g(t− s)(∇u(t)−∇u(s)) dsdx,
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I22 (t) :=

∫
Ω

∣∣∣∣∫ t

0

g(t− s)(∇u(t)−∇u(s)) ds

∣∣∣∣2 dx,
I32 (t) :=

∫
Ω

ut(t)

(∫ t

0

g(t− s)(u(t)− u(s)) ds

)
dx,

I42 (t) := −α

∫
Ω

|u(t)|p−2u(t) log |u(t)|
(∫ t

0

g(t− s)(u(t)− u(s)) ds

)
dx,

I52 (t) := −
∫
Ω

ut(t)

∫ t

0

g′(t− s)(u(t)− u(s)) dsdx,

I62 (t) := −
∫ t

0

g(s) ds ∥ut(t)∥22.

Now we estimate the each of the 6 terms above. For I12 (t), we apply Cauchy’s inequality with
δ > 0 to deduce

I12 (t) ≤ δ∥∇u(t)∥22 +
1

4δ

∫
Ω

∣∣∣∣∫ t

0

g(t− s)(∇u(t)−∇u(s)) ds

∣∣∣∣2 dx. (4.7)

Similarly, we estimate I32 (t) as

I32 (t) ≤ δ

∫
Ω

(∫ t

0

g(t− s)(u(t)− u(s)) ds

)2

dx+
1

4δ
∥ut(t)∥22

≤ B2δ

∫
Ω

∣∣∣∣∫ t

0

g(t− s)(∇u(t)−∇u(s)) ds

∣∣∣∣2 dx+
1

4δ
∥ut(t)∥22, (4.8)

where we used the Poincaré inequality. In a same manner, we first estimate I52 (t) as

I52 (t) ≤ δ∥ut(t)∥22 +
1

4δ

∫
Ω

∣∣∣∣∫ t

0

g′(t− s)|u(t)− u(s)|ds
∣∣∣∣2 dx. (4.9)

By assumption (A1) on g, we apply the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality to treat∣∣∣∣∫ t

0

g′(t− s)|u(t)− u(s)|ds
∣∣∣∣2 ≤

∫ t

0

(−g′(t− s)) ds

∫ t

0

(−g′(t− s))|u(t)− u(s)|2 ds

≤ g(0)

∫ t

0

(−g′(t− s))|u(t)− u(s)|2 ds.

Then we employ the Poincaré inequality and recall the definition of (g ◦∇u)(t) to treat the second
term on the right-hand side of (4.9) as∫
Ω

∣∣∣∣∫ t

0

g′(t− s)|u(t)− u(s)|ds
∣∣∣∣2 dx ≤ g(0)

∫ t

0

(−g′(t− s))∥u(t)− u(s)∥22 dx ≤ g(0)B2(−g′ ◦∇u)(t),

indicating

I52 (t) ≤ δ∥ut(t)∥22 +
g(0)B2

4δ
(−g′ ◦ ∇u)(t). (4.10)

Next, we deal with I42 (t). For v ∈ H1
0 (Ω), we split Ω as that in (2.5) and utilize the assumption

(1.2) on p to obtain ∣∣|v|p−2v log |v|
∣∣ ≤ { ∣∣|v|p1−2v log |v|

∣∣ in Ω1,∣∣|v|p2−2v log |v|
∣∣ in Ω2.
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For Ω1, we use the inequality |xp1−2 log x| < 1
e(p1−2) for 0 < x < 1 to bound∣∣|v|p−2v log |v|
∣∣ ≤ |v|

e(p1 − 2)
in Ω1.

For Ω2, we take advantage of the inequality |x−µ log x| < 1
eµ for x > 1, where µ > 0 is sufficiently

small such that 2(p2 − 1 + µ) < 2n
n−2 . Then we can bound∣∣|v|p−2v log |v|

∣∣ ≤ |v|p2−1+µ

eµ
in Ω2.

Combining the above two cases, we obtain∣∣|v|p−2v log |v|
∣∣ ≤ |v|

e(p1 − 2)
+

|v|p2−1+µ

eµ
in Ω.

Therefore, we apply the above estimate with v = u(t) to I42 (t) and employ again Cauchy’s inequality
with δ > 0 to deduce

I42 (t) ≤
∫
Ω

(
|u(t)|

e(p1 − 2)
+

|u(t)|p2−1+µ

eµ

) ∣∣∣∣∫ t

0

g(t− s)(u(t)− u(s)) ds

∣∣∣∣dx
≤ δ

∫
Ω

(
|u(t)|2

e(p1 − 2)
+

|u(t)|2(p2−1+µ)

eµ

)
dx

+
1

4δ

(
1

e(p1 − 2)
+

1

eµ

)∫
Ω

∣∣∣∣∫ t

0

g(t− s)(u(t)− u(s)) ds

∣∣∣∣2 dx
≤ δ

 ∥u(t)∥22
e(p1 − 2)

+
∥u(t)∥2(p2−1+µ)

2(p2−1+µ)

eµ

+
C

4δ

∫
Ω

∣∣∣∣∫ t

0

g(t− s)(u(t)− u(s)) ds

∣∣∣∣2 dx.
Finally, we apply Lemma 2.1 with k = 2 and k = 2(p2 − 1 + µ) to dominate

I42 (t) ≤ δ

(
B2

e(p1 − 2)
∥∇u(t)∥22 +

B2(p2−1+µ)

eµ
∥∇u(t)∥2(p2−1+µ)

2

)
+

C

4δ

∫
Ω

∣∣∣∣∫ t

0

g(t− s)(∇u(t)−∇u(s)) ds

∣∣∣∣2 dx.
For ∥∇u(t)∥2(p2−1+µ)

2 , we further employ the same argument as that for Lemma 2.7 to estimate

∥∇u(t)∥2(p2−1+µ)
2 = ∥∇u(t)∥2(p2−2+µ)

2 ∥∇u(t)∥22 ≤

(
2(1 + C̃)E(0)

ℓ

)p2−2+µ

∥∇u(t)∥22.

Then we conclude

I42 (t) ≤ δξ1∥∇u(t)∥22 +
C

4δ

∫
Ω

∣∣∣∣∫ t

0

g(t− s)(∇u(t)−∇u(s)) ds

∣∣∣∣2 dx, (4.11)

where ξ1 was defined in (4.6).
Combining all the estimates (4.7), (4.8), (4.10) and (4.11), we eventually arrived at (4.5). □

Now, we are well prepared to proceed to the proof of Theorem 3.1. We start with introducing
an auxiliary function

L(t) := N1E(t) + I3(t) +N2I4(t),
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where N1, N2 > 0 are constants to be determined later. By Hölder’s and Cauchy’s inequalities, it
is easy to verify that L(t) ∼ E(t), i.e., L(t) is equivalent to E(t) in the sense of energy comparison.

Fix t1 > 0 and set g1 :=
∫ t1
0

g(s) ds > 0. Combining (2.4), (4.3) and (4.5) with δ = ℓ
4N2(1+αξ1)

,

we estimate L′(t) for all t ≥ t1 that

L′(t) ≤ − ℓ

4
∥∇u(t)∥22 −

{
N1 − 1− B2

ℓ
−N2

(
1

4δ
+ δ − g1

)}
∥ut(t)∥22

+

(
N1

2
− g(0)B2N2

4δ

)
(g′ ◦ ∇u)(t) + α

∫
Ω

|u(t)|p log |u(t)| dx

+

(
1

ℓ
+ c(δ)N2

)∫
Ω

∣∣∣∣∫ t

0

g(t− s)(∇u(t)−∇u(s)) ds

∣∣∣∣2 dx.
At this point, we can choose sufficiently large N1, N2 > 0 such that

N3 := N1 − 1− B2

ℓ
−N2

(
1

4δ
+ δ − g1

)
> 0,

N1

2
− g(0)B2N2

4δ
> 0.

Then the negativity of (g′ ◦ ∇u)(t) indicates

L′(t) ≤ − ℓ

4
∥∇u(t)∥22 −N3∥ut(t)∥22 + α

∫
Ω

|u(t)|p log |u(t)|dx

+N4

∫
Ω

∣∣∣∣∫ t

0

g(t− s)(∇u(t)−∇u(s)) ds

∣∣∣∣2 dx, (4.12)

where N4 := 1
ℓ + c(δ)N2. Recalling the definition of M(δ) in (2.2), we further bound∫

Ω

∣∣∣∣∫ t

0

g(t− s)(∇u(t)−∇u(s)) ds

∣∣∣∣2 dx
≤
∫
Ω

∫ t

0

g(s)

Kδ(s)
ds

∫ t

0

Kδ(t− s)g(t− s)|∇u(t)−∇u(s)|2 dsdx

≤ M(δ)

∫
Ω

∫ t

0

Kδ(t− s)g(t− s)|∇u(t)−∇u(s)|2 dsdx,

which, together with (4.12), indicates

L′(t) ≤ − ℓ

4
∥∇u(t)∥22 −N3∥ut(t)∥22 + α

∫
Ω

|u(t)|p log |u(t)| dx

+N4M(δ)

∫
Ω

∫ t

0

Kδ(t− s)g(t− s)|∇u(t)−∇u(s)|2 dsdx. (4.13)

Next, we further introduce

J(t) := L(t) +
ℓ

32
I1(t) + 2N4I2(t).

Then it follows from (4.1) and (4.13) that

J ′(t) ≤ −
(
ℓ

4
− ℓ

16
− 2N4δM(δ)

)
∥∇u(t)∥22 −N3∥ut(t)∥22 −

ℓ

64
(g ◦ ∇u)(t)

+ α

∫
Ω

|u(t)|p log |u(t)|dx.
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Owing to the convergence (4.2), we can choose sufficiently small δ > 0 such that 2N4δM(δ) = ℓ
16 .

Therefore, in view of the original energy E(t), we obtain

J ′(t) ≤ − ℓ

8
∥∇u(t)∥22 −N3∥ut(t)∥22 −

ℓ

64
(g ◦ ∇u)(t) + α

∫
Ω

|u(t)|p log |u(t)| dx

≤ −εE(t)−
(
ℓ

8
− ε

2

)
∥∇u(t)∥22 −

(
N3 −

ε

2

)
∥ut(t)∥22 −

(
ℓ

64
− ε

2

)
(g ◦ ∇u)(t)

+ α

∫
Ω

(
1− ε

p

)
|u(t)|p log |u(t)| dx+

αε

p21

∫
Ω

|u(t)|p dx, (4.14)

where ε ∈ (0, p1) is a constant. Employing the same domain splitting argument as that for (2.6),
we estimate∫

Ω

(
1− ε

p

)
|u(t)|p log |u(t)| dx =

(∫
Ω1

+

∫
Ω2

)(
1− ε

p

)
|u(t)|p log |u(t) dx

≤ 1

eµ

∫
Ω2

(
1− ε

p

)
|u(t)|p2 |u(t)|µ dx ≤ 1

eµ

∫
Ω

|u(t)|p2+µ dx

≤ Bp2+µ

eµ
∥∇u(t)∥p2+µ

2 ≤ ξ2∥∇u(t)∥22, (4.15)

where

ξ2 :=
Bp2+µ

eµ

(
2(1 + C̃)E(0)

ℓ

) p2+µ−2
2

and µ > 0 is a sufficiently small constant such that p2 + µ < 2∗ = 2n
n−2 .

On the other hand, according to Lemma 2.3, there exists a constant Bp(x) > 0 such that

∥v∥p(x) ≤ Bp(x)∥∇v∥2, ∀ v ∈ H1
0 (Ω).

Hence, making use of (2.1), we deal with the last term in (4.14) in a similar manner as above as∫
Ω

|u(t)|p dx ≤ max
{
∥u(t)∥p1

p(x), ∥u(t)∥
p2

p(x)

}
≤ max

{
Bp1

p(x)||∇u(t)∥p1

2 , Bp2

p(x)||∇u(t)∥p2

2

}
≤ ξ3∥∇u(t)∥22, (4.16)

where

ξ3 := max

Bp1

p(x)

(
2(1 + C̃)E(0)

ℓ

) p1−2
2

, Bp2

p(x)

(
2(1 + C̃)E(0)

ℓ

) p2−2
2

 .

Plugging (4.15) and (4.16) into (4.14), we arrive at

J ′(t) ≤ −εE(t)−
(
ℓ

8
− ε

2
− αξ2 −

αεξ3
p21

)
∥∇u(t)∥22 −

(
N3 −

ε

2

)
∥ut(t)∥22 −

(
ℓ

64
− ε

2

)
(g ◦ ∇u)(t).

Choosing ε and α sufficiently small such that

ℓ

8
− ε

2
− αξ2 −

αεξ3
p21

> 0, N3 −
ε

2
> 0,

ℓ

64
− ε

2
> 0,

we eventually conclude

J ′(t) ≤ −εE(t).
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Since J(t) ≥ 0 for all t ≥ 0 and J(t0) ≤ CE(0), we integrate the above inequality over [t0, τ) for
any τ > t0 to obtain ∫ τ

t0

E(t) dt ≤ CE(0).

Passing τ → ∞ yields the first estimate in (3.1), which, together with E′(t) ≤ 0, implies the second
estimate in (3.1). The proof of Theorem 3.1 is completed.

4.2. Proof of Theorem 3.3. The proof of Theorem 3.3 relies on the following key lemma.

Lemma 4.4 (see [23, Equation (44)]). Let assumptions (A1)–(A2) be satisfied. Then for all t > 0,
there holds

(g ◦ ∇u)(t) ≤ 1

c
G

−1
(
c(−g′ ◦ ∇u)(t)

ζ(t)

)
,

where c ∈ (0, 1) is a sufficiently small constant, G and ζ are defined in (A2), and G is a strictly
increasing and strictly convex extension of G.

Now we can proceed to the proof of Theorem 3.3. By the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality and
assumption (A1), first we obtain∫

Ω

∣∣∣∣∫ t

0

g(t− s)(∇u(t)−∇u(s)) ds

∣∣∣∣2 dx ≤
∫
Ω

∫ t

0

g(s) ds

∫ t

0

g(t− s)|∇u(t)−∇u(s)|2 dsdx

≤ (1− ℓ)(g ◦ ∇u)(t),

which, together with (4.13)–(4.16), indicates

L′(t) ≤ −εE(t) + C(g ◦ ∇u)(t).

According to Lemma 4.4, we deduce

L′(t) ≤ −εE(t) + CG
−1
(
c(−g′ ◦ ∇u)(t)

ζ(t)

)
.

Next, defining

F (t) := G
′
(
ε1

E(t)

E(0)

)
L(t)

with a constant ε1 ∈ (0, r), we immediately see F (t) ∼ E(t). Noting that G
′′
(t) ≥ 0 and E′(t) ≤ 0,

we obtain

F ′(t) = G
′
(
ε1

E(t)

E(0)

)
L′(t) + ε1

E′(t)

E(0)
G

′′
(
ε1

E(t)

E(0)

)
L(t)

≤ −εE(t)G
′
(
ε1

E(t)

E(0)

)
+ CG

′
(
ε1

E(t)

E(0)

)
G

−1
(
c(−g′ ◦ ∇u)(t)

ζ(t)

)
. (4.17)

Let G
∗
be the convex conjugate of G in the sense of Young, that is,

G
∗
(s) := s(G

′
)−1(s)− (G ◦ (G′

)−1)(s), s ∈ (0, G
′
(r)]. (4.18)

Then it is known that G
∗
satisfies the generalized Young inequality

AB ≤ G
∗
(A) +G(B), ∀A ∈ (0, G

′
(r)], ∀B ∈ (0, r].

Thus, taking

A = G
′
(
ε1

E(t)

E(0)

)
, B = G

−1
(
c(−g′ ◦ ∇u)(t)

ζ(t)

)
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in the above inequality and using (4.18), we can further estimate (4.17) as

F ′(t) ≤ −εE(t)G
′
(
ε1

E(t)

E(0)

)
+ CG

∗
(
G

′
(
ε1

E(t)

E(0)

))
+ C

(−g′ ◦ ∇u)(t)

ζ(t)

≤ −εE(t)G
′
(
ε1

E(t)

E(0)

)
+ Cε1

E(t)

E(0)
G

′
(
ε1

E(t)

E(0)

)
+ C

(−g′ ◦ ∇u)(t)

ζ(t)
.

Multiplying both sides of the above inequality by ζ(t) and using the facts that

(−g′ ◦ ∇u)(t) ≤ −CE′(t), ε1
E(t)

E(0)
< r, G

′
(
ε1

E(t)

E(0)

)
= G′

(
ε1

E(t)

E(0)

)
,

we derive

ζ(t)F ′(t) ≤ −εζ(t)E(t)G
′
(
ε1

E(t)

E(0)

)
+ Cε1ζ(t)

E(t)

E(0)
G

′
(
ε1

E(t)

E(0)

)
+ C(−g′ ◦ ∇u)(t)

≤ −(εE(0)− Cε1)ζ(t)
E(t)

E(0)
G′
(
ε1

E(t)

E(0)

)
− CE′(t). (4.19)

Next, we further introduce F1(t) := ζ(t)F (t) +CE(t). Then it is readily seen that F1(t) ∼ E(t),
i.e., there exist constants β1, β2 > 0 such that

β1F1(t) ≤ E(t) ≤ β2F1(t). (4.20)

Choosing ε1 > 0 sufficiently small such that β3 := εE(0) − Cε1 > 0, we differentiate F1(t) and
utilize (4.19) to deduce

F ′
1(t) ≤ −β3ζ(t)

E(t)

E(0)
G′
(
ε1

E(t)

E(0)

)
= −β3ζ(t)G2

(
E(t)

E(0)

)
, (4.21)

where we put G2(t) := tG′(ε1t). Since G′
2(t) = G′(ε1t) + ε1tG

′′(ε1t), it follows from the strict
monotonicity and the strict convexity of G on (0, r] that G2(t) > 0 and G′

2(t) > 0 for all t ∈ (0, 1].

Therefore, further defining F2(t) :=
β1F1(t)
E(0) , we see F2(t) ∼ E(t) and the combination of (4.20) and

(4.21) implies

F ′
2(t) ≤ −k1ζ(t)G2

(
E(t)

E(0)

)
≤ −k1ζ(t)G2

(
β1F1(t)

E(0)

)
= −k1ζ(t)G2(F2(t)),

where k1 := β1β3

E(0) . Hence, integrating both sides over (t1, t] yields∫ ε1F2(t1)

ε1F2(t)

1

τG′(τ)
dτ =

∫ t

t1

− F ′
2(s)

G2(F2(s))
ds ≥ k1

∫ t

t1

ζ(s) ds,

where we performed a change of variables with τ = F2(s). Finally, we conclude

F2(t) ≤
1

ε1
G−1

1

(
k1

∫ t

t1

ζ(s) ds

)
,

where G1(t) :=
∫ r

t
1

sG′(s) ds and we used the fact that G1 is strictly decreasing on (0, r]. This

eventually lead us to (3.2) in view of the equivalence F2(t) ∼ E(t), which finalized the proof of
Theorem 3.3.
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4.3. Proof of Theorem 3.5. Similarly as the previous subsection, we first prepare a key lemma
for the proof of Theorem 3.5.

Lemma 4.5 (see [19]). Let E : [0,∞) −→ (0,∞) be a non-increasing function and ϕ : [0,∞) −→
[0,∞) be a strictly increasing C1 function such that

ϕ(0) = 0, lim
t→∞

ϕ(t) = ∞.

Suppose that there exist constants σ ≥ 0 and ω > 0 such that∫ ∞

t

ϕ′(s)E(s)1+σ ds ≤ 1

ω
E(0)σE(t).

Then the following decay estimates hold for E(t).
(1) If σ = 0, then E(t) ≤ E(0) e1−ωϕ(t) for all t ≥ 0.

(2) If σ > 0, then E(t) ≤ E(0)( 1+σ
1+ωσϕ(t) )

1
σ for all t ≥ 0.

We now proceed to the proof of Theorem 3.5 based on the above lemma.
Fixing some T > 0, we multiply the governing equation in (1.1) by ξ(t)E(t)q−1u(t) and integrate

over Ω× (τ, T ) with some τ ∈ (0, T ) to derive∫ T

τ

ξ(t)E(t)q−1

∫
Ω

utt(t)u(t) dxdt+

∫ T

τ

ξ(t)E(t)q−1

∫
Ω

ut(t)u(t) dxdt

+

∫ T

τ

ξ(t)E(t)q−1∥∇u(t)∥22 dt−
∫ T

τ

ξ(t)E(t)q−1

∫
Ω

∇u(t) ·
∫ t

0

g(t− s)∇u(s) dsdxdt

= α

∫ T

τ

ξ(t)E(t)q−1

∫
Ω

|u(t)|p log |u(t)| dxdt, (4.22)

where it is straightforward to see∫ T

τ

ξ(t)E(t)q−1

∫
Ω

∇u(t) ·
∫ t

0

g(t− s)∇u(s) dsdxdt

=

∫ T

τ

ξ(t)E(t)q−1

∫
Ω

∫ t

0

g(t− s)(∇u(s)−∇u(t)) · ∇u(t) dsdxdt

+

∫ T

τ

ξ(t)E(t)q−1

∫ t

0

g(s) ds∥∇u(t)∥22 dt.

Then we substitute the above identity into (4.22) and rearrange to obtain∫ T

τ

ξ(t)E(t)q−1

(
1−

∫ t

0

g(s) ds

)
∥∇u(t)∥22 dt

= −
∫ T

τ

ξ(t)E(t)q−1 d

dt

∫
Ω

ut(t)u(t) dxdt+

∫ T

τ

ξ(t)E(t)q−1∥ut(t)∥22 dt

+

∫ T

τ

ξ(t)E(t)q−1

∫
Ω

∫ t

0

g(t− s)(∇u(s)−∇u(t)) · ∇u(t) dsdxdt

−
∫ T

τ

ξ(t)E(t)q−1

∫
Ω

ut(t)u(t) dxdt+ α

∫ T

τ

ξ(t)E(t)q−1

∫
Ω

|u(t)|p log |u(t)|dxdt.
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Then we turn to the definition of E(t) in (2.3) and employ the above identity to calculate

2

∫ T

τ

ξ(t)E(t)q dt =

∫ T

τ

ξ(t)E(t)q−1

{
∥ut(t)∥22 +

(
1−

∫ t

0

g(s) ds

)
∥∇u(t)∥22 + (g ◦ ∇u)(t)

− 2α

∫
Ω

|u(t)|p log |u(t)|
p

dx+ 2α

∫
Ω

|u(t)|p

p2
dx

}
dt

=

7∑
i=1

Ji(τ), (4.23)

where

J1(τ) := 2

∫ T

τ

ξ(t)E(t)q−1∥ut(t)∥22 dt,

J2(τ) := −
∫ T

τ

ξ(t)E(t)q−1

∫
Ω

ut(t)u(t) dxdt,

J3(τ) := −
∫ T

τ

ξ(t)E(t)q−1 d

dt

∫
Ω

ut(t)u(t) dxdt,

J4(τ) :=

∫ T

τ

ξ(t)E(t)q−1(g ◦ ∇u)(t) dt,

J5(τ) :=

∫ T

τ

ξ(t)E(t)q−1

∫
Ω

∫ t

0

g(t− s)(∇u(s)−∇u(t)) · ∇u(t) dsdxdt,

J6(τ) := α

∫ T

τ

ξ(t)E(t)q−1

∫
Ω

(
1− 2

p

)
|u(t)|p log |u(t)| dxdt,

J7(τ) := 2α

∫ T

τ

ξ(t)E(t)q−1

∫
Ω

|u(t)|p

p2
dxdt.

In the sequel, we estimate each of the 7 terms above.

Step 1 We first estimate J1(τ) and J2(τ). Since (2.4) implies ∥ut(t)∥22 ≤ −E′(t), it follows
immediately from the monotonicity of ξ(t) and E(t) that

J1(τ) ≤ −2

∫ T

τ

ξ(t)E(t)q−1E′(t) dt ≤ 2ξ(0)

[
E(t)q

q

]t=τ

t=T

≤ 2ξ(0)

q
E(τ)q ≤ 2ξ(0)E(0)q−1

q
E(τ). (4.24)

For J2(τ), we apply Cauchy’s inequality with δ ∈ (0, 1) and the above inequality to deduce

J2(τ) ≤
∫ T

τ

ξ(t)E(t)q−1

∫
Ω

(
1

4δ
|ut(t)|2 + δ|u(t)|2

)
dxdt =

1

8δ
J1(τ) + δ

∫ T

τ

ξ(t)E(t)q−1∥u(t)∥22 dt

≤ ξ(0)E(0)q−1

4δq
E(τ) + δB2

∫ T

τ

ξ(t)E(t)q−1∥∇u(t)∥22 dt,

where again we used the Poincaré inequality. To deal with the last term above, we recall the
definition (2.7) of E(t) and apply Lemma 2.7 to bound

ℓ

2
∥∇u(t)∥22 ≤ 1

2

(
1−

∫ t

0

g(s) ds

)
∥∇u(t)∥22 ≤ E(t) ≤ (1 + C̃)E(t). (4.25)
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Thus it reveals that

J2(t) ≤
ξ(0)E(0)q−1

4δq
E(τ) +

2δB2(1 + C̃)

ℓ

∫ T

τ

ξ(t)E(t)q dt. (4.26)

Step 2 Next, we deal with J3(τ). Differentiating ξ(t)E(t)q−1
∫
Ω
ut(t)u(t) dx, we divide J3(τ) =

J1
3 (τ) + J2

3 (τ) + J3
3 (τ) with

J1
3 (τ) := −

∫ T

τ

d

dt

(
ξ(t)E(t)q−1

∫
Ω

ut(t)u(t) dx

)
dt,

J2
3 (τ) := (q − 1)

∫ T

τ

ξ(t)E(t)q−2E′(t)

∫
Ω

ut(t)u(t) dxdt (q > 1),

J3
3 (τ) :=

∫ T

τ

ξ′(t)E(t)q−1

∫
Ω

ut(t)u(t) dxdt.

For J1
3 (τ), again we employ the monotonicity of ξ(t), E(t) and the Poincaré inequality to deduce

J1
3 (τ) =

[
ξ(t)E(t)q−1

∫
Ω

ut(t)u(t) dx

]t=τ

t=T

≤ ξ(0)E(0)q−1

∫
Ω

(|ut(τ)u(τ)|+ |ut(T )u(T )|) dx

≤ ξ(0)E(0)q−1

2

(
∥ut(τ)∥22 + ∥u(τ)∥22 + ∥ut(T )∥22 + ∥u(T )∥22

)
dx

≤ ξ(0)E(0)q−1

2

{
∥ut(τ)∥22 + ∥ut(T )∥22 +B2

(
∥∇u(τ)∥22 + ∥∇u(T )∥22

)}
.

Similarly to the argument for (4.25), we have

∥ut(t)∥22 ≤ 2(1 + C̃)E(t), ∥∇u(t)∥22 ≤ 2(1 + C̃)

ℓ
E(t), ∀ t ≥ 0,

and hence

J1
3 (τ) ≤ 2(1 + C̃)

(
1 +

B2

ℓ

)
ξ(0)E(0)q−1E(τ). (4.27)

In an analogous manner, we estimate J2
3 (t) as

J2
3 (τ) ≤ −(q − 1)

∫ T

τ

ξ(t)E(t)q−2E′(t)

∫
Ω

|ut(t)u(t)| dxdt

≤ −q − 1

2

∫ T

τ

ξ(t)E(t)q−2E′(t)
(
∥ut(t)∥22 +B2∥∇u(t)∥22

)
dt

≤ −(q − 1)(1 + C̃)

(
1 +

B2

ℓ

)∫ T

τ

ξ(t)E(t)q−1E′(t) dt.

Owing to the estimate of
∫ T

τ
ξ(t)E(t)q−1E′(t) dt obtained in (4.24), we immediately get

J2
3 (τ) ≤

(q − 1)(1 + C̃)ξ(0)E(0)q−1

q

(
1 +

B2

ℓ

)
E(τ)

≤ (1 + C̃)ξ(0)E(0)q−1

(
1 +

B2

ℓ

)
E(τ). (4.28)
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For J3
3 (τ), we repeat the same argument and perform integration by parts to derive

J3
3 (τ) ≤

1

2

∫ T

τ

ξ′(t)E(t)q−1
(
∥ut(t)∥22 +B2∥∇u(t)∥22

)
dt ≤ −(1 + C̃)

(
1 +

B2

ℓ

)∫ T

τ

ξ′(t)E(t)q dt

= (1 + C̃)

(
1 +

B2

ℓ

){[
ξ(t)E(t)q

]t=τ

t=T
+ q

∫ T

τ

ξ(t)E(t)q−1E′(t) dt

}

≤ (1 + C̃)

(
1 +

B2

ℓ

)
ξ(0)E(0)q−1E(τ). (4.29)

Therefore, summing up (4.27)–(4.29) yields

J3(τ) ≤ 4(1 + C̃)

(
1 +

B2

ℓ

)
ξ(0)E(0)q−1E(τ). (4.30)

Step 3 To investigate J4(τ) and J5(τ), we shall divide the estimates into 2 cases, i.e., q = 1
and 1 < q < 2.

Case 1 For q = 1, assumption (A3) reduces to g′(t) ≤ −ξ(t)g(t). Since (2.4) gives (−g′◦∇u)(t) ≤
−2E′(t), the monotonicity of ξ(t) indicates

J4(τ) ≤
∫ T

τ

∫ t

0

ξ(t− s)g(t− s)∥∇u(s)−∇u(t)∥22 dsdt ≤
∫ T

τ

(−g′ ◦ ∇u)(t) dt

≤ −2

∫ T

τ

E′(t) dt ≤ 2E(τ). (4.31)

As for J5(τ), we apply Cauchy’s inequality with ε > 0 and make use of (4.25) and (4.31) to derive

J5(τ) ≤
ε

2

∫ T

τ

ξ(t)

∫ t

0

g(t− s)∥∇u(t)∥22 dsdt+
1

2ε

∫ T

τ

∫ t

0

ξ(t− s)g(t− s)∥∇u(s)−∇u(t)∥22 dsdt

≤ ε(1 + C̃)(1− ℓ)

ℓ

∫ T

τ

ξ(t)E(t) dt+
1

ε
E(τ) ≤ ε(1 + C̃)

∫ T

τ

ξ(t)E(t) dt+
1

ε
E(τ). (4.32)

Case 2 Now let us consider the case of 1 < q < 2. Applying Hölder’s inequality with q and
q∗ = q

q−1 , we employ (4.25) and (3.1) to deduce

(g ◦ ∇u)(t) =

∫ t

0

∥∇u(s)−∇u(t)∥
2(q−1)

q

2 g(t− s)∥∇u(s)−∇u(t)∥
2
q

2 ds

≤
(∫ t

0

∥∇u(s)−∇u(t)∥22 ds
)1− 1

q
(∫ t

0

g(t− s)q∥∇u(s)−∇u(t)∥22 ds
) 1

q

≤
(
2

∫ t

0

(
∥∇u(t)∥22 + ∥∇u(s)∥22

))1− 1
q

(gq ◦ ∇u)(t)
1
q

≤ C

(∫ t

0

(E(t) + E(s)) ds

)1− 1
q

(gq ◦ ∇u)(t)
1
q ≤ CE(0)1−

1
q (gq ◦ ∇u)(t)

1
q .

Then we apply Young’s inequality with ϵ > 0 to estimate J4(τ) as

J4(τ) ≤ CE(0)1−
1
q

∫ T

τ

ξ(t)E(t)q−1(gq ◦ ∇u)(t)
1
q dt
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= CE(0)1−
1
q

∫ T

τ

(ξ(t)E(t)q)
q−1
q (ξ(t)(gq ◦ ∇u)(t))

1
q dt

≤ CE(0)1−
1
q ϵ

∫ T

τ

ξ(t)E(t)q dt+ C(ϵ)

∫ T

τ

ξ(t)(gq ◦ ∇u)(t) dt.

For the last term above, we utilize assumption (A3) and the same argument for (4.31) to deduce∫ T

τ

ξ(t)(gq ◦ ∇u)(t) dt ≤
∫ T

τ

∫ t

0

ξ(t− s)g(t− s)q∥∇u(s)−∇u(t)∥22 dsdt

≤
∫ T

τ

(−g′ ◦ ∇u)(t) dt ≤ −2

∫ T

τ

E′(t) dt ≤ 2E(τ),

and hence

J4(τ) ≤ CϵE(0)1−
1
q

∫ T

τ

ξ(t)E(t)q dt+ C(ϵ)E(τ). (4.33)

As for J5(τ), we mimic the estimate in (4.32) and use (4.33) to derive

J5(τ) ≤
ε

2

∫ T

τ

ξ(t)E(t)q−1

∫ t

0

g(t− s)∥∇u(t)∥22 dsdt+
1

2ε

∫ T

τ

ξ(t)E(t)q−1(g ◦ ∇u)(t) dt

≤ ε(1 + C̃)

∫ T

τ

ξ(t)E(t)q dt+
1

2ε
J4(τ)

≤ ε(1 + C̃)

∫ T

τ

ξ(t)E(t)q dt+
1

2ε

{
CϵE(0)1−

1
q

∫ T

τ

ξ(t)E(t)q dt+ C(ϵ)E(τ)

}

≤ ε
(
1 + C̃ + CE(0)1−

1
q

)∫ T

τ

ξ(t)E(t)q + C(ε)E(τ), (4.34)

where we took ϵ = ε2 in the last inequality.

Step 4 Now it remains to deal with the two nonlinear terms J6(τ) and J7(τ). To start with,
again we take advantage of the same argument in (2.5)–(2.6) to estimate∫

Ω

(
1− 2

p

)
|u(t)|p log |u(t)| dx ≤

∫
{|u(t)|≥1}

(
1− 2

p

)
|u(t)|p log |u(t)| dx

≤
(
1− 2

p2

)∫
{|u(t)|≥1}

|u(t)|p2 log |u(t)| dt

≤
(
1− 2

p2

)
1

eµ

∫
Ω

|u(t)|p2+µ dx ≤ (p2 − 2)Bp2+µ

eµp2
∥∇u(t)∥p2+µ

2 ,

where µ > 0 satisfies p2 + µ < 2∗. Then it follows from (4.25) that

J6(τ) ≤ α
(p2 − 2)Bp2+µ

eµp2

∫ T

τ

ξ(t)E(t)q−1∥∇u(t)∥p2+µ
2 dx

≤ α
(p2 − 2)Bp2+µ

eµp2

(
2(1 + C̃)

ℓ

) p2+µ
2 ∫ T

τ

ξ(t)E(t)q+
p2+µ−2

2 dt ≤ αξ4

∫ T

τ

ξ(t)E(t)q dt, (4.35)
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where

ξ4 :=
(p2 − 2)Bp2+µ

eµp2

(
2(1 + C̃)

ℓ

) p2+µ
2

E(0)
p2+µ−2

2 .

Finally, for J7(τ), we invoke the estimate (4.16) to deduce

J7(τ) ≤
2α

p21

∫ T

τ

ξ(t)E(t)q−1

∫
Ω

|u(t)|p dxdt ≤ 2αξ3
p21

∫ T

τ

ξ(t)E(t)q−1∥∇u(t)∥22 dt

≤ 4α(1 + C̃)ξ3
p21ℓ

∫ T

τ

ξ(t)E(t)q dt. (4.36)

At this stage, we are in a position to complete the proof of Theorem 3.5.

Case 1 For q = 1, we substitute (4.24), (4.26), (4.30)–(4.32), (4.35) and (4.36) into (4.23) to
dominate

2

∫ T

τ

ξ(t)E(t) dt ≤
{
2 +

1

ε
+

(
2 + 4(1 + C̃)

(
1 +

B2

ℓ

)
+

1

4δ

)
ξ(0)

}
E(τ)

+

{
(1 + C̃)

(
ε+

2δB2

ℓ

)
+ α

(
ξ4 +

4(1 + C̃)ξ3
p21ℓ

)}∫ T

τ

ξ(t)E(t) dt. (4.37)

Therefore, if α > 0 is sufficiently small such that

α <

(
ξ4 +

4(1 + C̃)ξ3
p21ℓ

)−1

, (4.38)

then we can suitably choose sufficiently small ε, δ > 0 such that

(1 + C̃)

(
ε+

2δB2

ℓ

)
+ α

(
ξ4 +

4(1 + C̃)ξ3
p21ℓ

)
= 1.

Thus, we can rearrange (4.37) as∫ T

τ

ξ(t)E(t) dt ≤ 1

K
E(τ), K :=

{
2 +

1

ε
+

(
2 + 4(1 + C̃)

(
1 +

B2

ℓ

)
+

1

4δ

)
ξ(0)

}−1

.

Since T > 0 was chosen arbitrarily, we passing T → ∞ to obtain∫ ∞

τ

ξ(t)E(t) dt ≤ 1

K
E(τ).

Finally, setting ϕ(t) =
∫ t

0
ξ(s) ds, σ = 0 and ω = K in Lemma 4.5, we arrive at the first inequality

in (3.3).

Case 2 For 1 < q < 2, we follow the same line as above to substitute (4.24), (4.26), (4.30) and
(4.33)–(4.36) into (4.23) to dominate

2

∫ T

τ

ξ(t)E(t)q dt ≤
{
C(ε) + ξ(0)E(0)q−1

(
2

q
+

1

4δq
+ 4(1 + C̃)

(
1 +

B2

ℓ

))}
E(τ)

+

{
2δB2(1 + C̃)

ℓ
+ Cε2E(0)1−

1
q + ε

(
1 + C̃ + CE(0)1−

1
q

)
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+α

(
ξ4 +

4(1 + C̃)ξ3
p21ℓ

)}∫ T

τ

ξ(t)E(t) dt, (4.39)

where we set ϵ = ε2 in (4.33). Therefore, if α > 0 satisfies the same condition (4.38) as above, we
can still choose ε, δ > 0 suitably such that

2δB2(1 + C̃)

ℓ
+ Cε2E(0)1−

1
q + ε

(
1 + C̃ + CE(0)1−

1
q

)
+ α

(
ξ4 +

4(1 + C̃)ξ3
p21ℓ

)
= 1.

Then we can rearrange (4.39) as∫ T

τ

ξ(t)E(t)q dt ≤ 1

K ′E(0)q−1E(τ),

where

K ′ :=

{
C(ε) + ξ(0)E(0)q−1

(
2

q
+

1

4δq
+ 4(1 + C̃)

(
1 +

B2

ℓ

))}−1

.

Thus, passing T → ∞ yields ∫ ∞

τ

ξ(t)E(t)q dt ≤ 1

K ′E(0)q−1E(τ).

where As a result, the application of Lemma 4.5 with ϕ(t) =
∫ t

0
ξ(s) ds, σ = q − 1 and ω = K ′

implies the second inequality in (3.3).
The proof of Theorem 3.5 is completed.
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