arXiv:2208.03433v1 [math.AP] 6 Aug 2022

Global existence and finite time blowup for a mixed pseudo-parabolic p-Laplacian type equation

Jiazhuo Cheng, Qiru Wang^∗

School of Mathematics, Sun Yat-sen University, Guangzhou 510275, Guangdong, China

Abstract

This paper concerns the initial-boundary value problem for a mixed pseudo-parabolic p-Laplacian type equation. By constructing a family of potential wells, we first present the explicit expression for the depth of potential well, and then prove the existence, uniqueness and decay estimate of global solutions and the blowup phenomena of solutions with subcritical initial energy. Next, we extend parallelly these results to the critical initial energy. Lastly, the existence, uniqueness and asymptotic behavior of global solutions with supercritical initial energy are proved by further analyzing the properties of ω-limits of solutions.

Keywords: A mixed pseudo-parabolic p-Laplacian type equation; global existence, uniqueness and decay estimate; finite time blowup; potential wells 2020 MSC: 35K20, 35K58, 35K91, 35D30.

1. Introduction

In this paper, we consider the following semilinear pseudo-parabolic equation with initial-boundary conditions

u_t − div ( |∇u|^{p−2} ∇u ) − △u_t = |u|^{q−1} u − − ∫ Ω |u|^{q−1} u d x, in Ω × (0, T ) , ∂u ∂ν (x, t) = 0, on ∂Ω × (0, T ) ,

u (x, 0) = u_0 (x) ≢ 0, − ∫ Ω u_0 d x = 0, in Ω,

(1.1)

∗Corresponding author Email addresses: chengjzh5@mail2.sysu.edu.cn (Jiazhuo Cheng),

mcswqr@mail.sysu.edu.cn (Qiru Wang)

Preprint submitted to Journal August 12, 2022

where, (1) the first equation of (1.1) is a mixed pseudo-parabolic p-Laplacian type equation, p > 1, max {p − 1, 1} < q <^{np}_{n−p} − 1, T ∈ (0, ∞], Ω ⊂ R^n (n ≥ 1) is a bounded domain with smooth boundary, − ∫ Ωu d x =^1_{|Ω|} ∫ Ω u d x and − ∫ Ω |u|^{q−1} u d x is to conserve the spatial integral of the unknown function over time; (2) the second equation of (1.1) is Neumann boundary condition,^∂_{∂ν} denotes differentiation with respect to the outward normal ν on ∂Ω; (3) the third equation of (1.1) is initial boundary condition.

Problem (1.1) has attracted much attentions in recent years in the fields of population dynamics and biological sciences [3, 21, 23, 6], where the total mass is often conserved or known. Such equations can provide insight into biological and chemical problems where conservation properties predominate. Since in mathematics we do not require u(x, y) to be non-negative, we use |u|^{q−1} u instead of u^q in the problem (1.1) (see [10]). In addition, when affected by a variety of factors, such as atoms, ions, etc., the △u term in the pseudo-parabolic is usually replaced by div ( |∇u|^{p−2} ∇u ) . The pseudo-parabolic equation u_t − u_{xxt} = F (x, t, u_x, u_{xx}) (1.2) has been extensively studied by many authors [25, 1, 2, 26, 18]. From 2013 to 2018, the authors in [30, 29, 14, 31] investigated the initial boundary value problem (1.2) with F (x, t, u_x, u_{xx}) = u_{xx} +u^p. They proved global existence and asymptotic behavior of solutions with subcritical and critical initial energy J(u_0) ≤ d, further gave the global nonexistence of solutions under supercritical initial energy J(u_0) > d through comparison principle, and the upper bound of the blowup time of supercritical initial energy is estimated. In 2021, as an expansion of previous studies, Wang and Xu [27] considered the following semilinear pseudo-parabolic equation with Neumann boundary condition u_t − △u − △u_t = |u|^{p−1} u − − ∫ Ω |u|^{p−1} u d x, and proved global existence, uniqueness, asymptotic behavior and blowup of solutions with subcritical and critical initial energy J(u_0) ≤ d.

In 2007, Yin and Jin [32] studied the following equation

u_t − div ( |∇u^m|^{p−2} ∇u^m ) = λ |u|^q , (1.3)

and proved the finite time blowup when m = 1, 1 < p < 2, q > 1, λ > 0. In 2009, Jin et al. [11] considered problem (1.3) with 0 < m (p − 1) < 1, q > 0, λ > 0, and the finite time blowup was proved for q > m (p − 1). In 2014, Qu et al. [20] studied the nonlocal p-Laplace equation

u_t − div ( |∇u|^{p−2} ∇u ) = |u|^q − 1 |Ω| ∫ Ω |u|^q d x with Neumann boundary condition, and proved that the solution blows up for special initial energy, i.e., J(u_0) ≤ 0.

Compared with the above studies, there are relatively few studies on the mixed pseudo parabolic p-Laplace equations, see [7, 15, 24, 13, 12, 8]. In 2003, Liu [13] studied the following nonlinear pseudo parabolic p-Laplace equation u_t − k△u_t − div ( |∇u|^{p−2} ∇u ) = f (u) , (1.4)

and proved the existence and uniqueness of solutions for p > 2, k > 0, f (u) = 0. In 2013, Li et al. [12] extended the problem (1.4) to p ≥ 2, 0 < q < p − 1, k > 0, and proved the existence and asymptotic behavior of solutions with f (u) = u^q. In 2018, Cao and Liu [4] considered the equation (1.4) for 1 < p < 2, k ≥ 0, f (u) = |u|^{p−2} u log |u| and obtained the global existence and asymptotic behavior of solutions by constructing a family of potential wells.

In order to overcome the difficulties encountered in the prior estimation of solutions using Galerkin method, we use the potential well method proposed by Sattinger [22] in 1968. Liu et al. [16, 17] extended and improved the method by introducing a family of potential wells and taking the known potential wells as a special case. Now, it is one of the most useful methods to prove the global existence and nonexistence of solutions and the vacuum isolation of solutions for parabolic equations [5, 28].

It is interesting to consider (1.1) due to the role of the corresponding conservation properties in the real world and its connection to the biological and chemical model equations (1.4). In addition, keeping balance is an arduous task between the bad side and the good side of the strong dissipation term △u_t, which can not only help the global existence by decaying energy, but also impede blowup and delay the blowup time. In this paper, it is important to deal with the blowup situation and maintain this balance, but it is not easy. Therefore, we combine the theory of potential wells with the Galerkin method to overcome the existing difficulties, and obtain the global existence, uniqueness, asymptotic behavior and finite time blow up of solutions.

The structure of this paper is organized as follows: In Section 2, we give some notations, definitions and lemmas about the basic properties of the related functionals and sets. Also, we present the main results of this paper. In Sections 3 and 4, we are devoted to the subcritical initial energy J(u_0) < d and the critical initial energy J(u_0) = d, respectively, and prove the existence, uniqueness, decay estimate of global solutions and the blowup phenomena of solutions. In Section 5, we prove the global existence, uniqueness and asymptotic behavior of solutions for the supercritical initial energy J (u_0) > d by analyzing the properties of ω-limits of solutions. The conclusion is made in Section 6.

2. Preliminaries and main results

Throughout the whole paper, let C represent generic positive constant, which may change from line to line. Let L^p (Ω) be the set of all measurable functions on Ω and satisfying ∫ Ω |u (x)|^p d x < ∞. For 1 ≤ p ≤ ∞, denote by ‖·‖_p the L^p (Ω) norm, i.e., ‖u‖_p = (∫ Ω |u (x)|^p d x ) 1_p , if 1 ≤ p < ∞; ess sup_{x∈Ω} |u (x)| , if p = ∞,

where ∀u ∈ L^p (Ω). For 1 ≤ p ≤ +∞, denote

W^{m,p} (Ω) = { u ∈ L^p (Ω) |D^αu ∈ L^p (Ω) , ∀α ∈ Z^n_+, |α| ≤ m } , and W^{m,p}_N (Ω) = { u ∈ W^{m,p} (Ω) | ∂u ∂ν | | | ∂Ω = 0, ∫ Ω u d x = 0 } , where D^αu represents the α order weak derivative of u.

When p = 2, we can write H^k (Ω) = W^{k,2} (Ω) (k = 0, 1, · · · ). Let (·, ·) be the inner product in L^2 (Ω) and ‖·‖_H1 be the norm of H^1 (Ω). That is (u, v) = ∫ Ω u (x) v (x) d x, ∀u, v ∈ L^2 (Ω) , and ‖u‖_H1 = ( ‖u‖^2 + ‖∇u‖^2

) 1_2

, ∀u ∈ H^1 (Ω) ,

then the norm ‖·‖_H1 is equivalent to the norm ‖∇ (·)‖_2.

Next, we define the energy functional J (u) and the Nehari functional I (u) as

J (u) =^1_p ‖∇u‖^p −^1_{q+1} ‖u‖^{q+1}_{q+1} , I (u) = ‖∇u‖^p − ‖u‖^{q+1}_{q+1} , (2.1)

and define the Nehari manifold as N = { u ∈ W^{1,p}_N (Ω) | | I (u) = 0, ‖∇u‖_p ≠ 0 } .

By J (u) and I (u), we set W = { u ∈ W^{1,p}_N (Ω) | | J (u) < d, I (u) > 0} ∪ {0} , V = { u ∈ W^{1,p}_N (Ω) | | J (u) < d, I (u) < 0} , where d = inf_{u∈N} J (u)

is the depth of the potential well.

For δ > 0, we introduce a family of potential wells as follows I_δ (u) = δ ‖∇u‖^p − ‖u‖^{q+1}_{q+1} , N_δ = { u ∈ W^{1,p}_N (Ω) | I_δ (u) = 0, ‖∇u‖_p ≠ 0 } , W_δ = { u ∈ W^{1,p}_N (Ω) | | J (u) < d (δ) , I_δ (u) > 0} ∪ {0} , V_δ = { u ∈ W^{1,p}_N (Ω) | J (u) < d (δ) , I_δ (u) < 0 } , d (δ) = inf_{u∈Nδ} J (u) . (2.2)

In what follows, we give some sets and functionals for weak solutions with high energy levels. Set

N_+ = { u ∈ W^{1,p}_N (Ω) |I (u) > 0 } , J^α = { u ∈ W^{1,p}_N (Ω) |J (u) ≤ α } , N^α = N ∩ J^α = {u ∈ N |J (u) ≤ α} , ∀α > d, λ_α = inf { ‖u‖^2_H1 |u ∈ N^α } , ∀α > d. Obviously, λ_α is non-increasing with respect to α.

Integrating the first equation of (1.1) with respect to x over Ω and then with respect to t from 0 to t, we obtain ∫ Ω u d x = ∫ Ω u_0 d x = 0. That is, we have the conservation law for problem (1.1). Before stating the main theorems, we first give some definitions and lemmas.

As in [9, Page 8], “In general, as we shall see, the conservation law has no classical solutions, but is well-posed if we allow for properly defined generalized or weak solutions. This is all to say that we may be forced by the structure of the particular equation to abandon the search for smooth, classical solutions. We must instead, while still hoping to achieve the well-posedness conditions (a)-(c), investigate a wider class of candidates for solutions. And in fact, even for those PDE which turn out to be classically solvable, it is often most expedient initially to search for some appropriate kind of weak solution.”

Definition 2.1 (Weak solution [9]). Function u (x, t) is called a weak solution to problem (1.1) on Ω × [0, T ), if u ∈ L^∞ ( 0, T ; W^{1,p}_N (Ω) ) , u_t ∈ L^2 ( 0, T ; W^{1,2}_N (Ω) ) , u (x, 0) = u_0 (x) ∈ W^{1,p}_N (Ω) and satisfies ∫_t 0 ( (u_τ , φ) + (∇u_τ , ∇φ) + ( |∇u|^{p−2} ∇u, ∇φ )) d τ = ∫_t 0 ( |u|^{q−1} u − − ∫ Ω |u|^{q−1} u d x, φ ) d τ, (2.3)

for any φ ∈ W^{1,p}_N (Ω) ∩ W^{1,2}_N (Ω).

Moreover, the following equality ∫_t 0 ‖u_τ ‖^2_H1 d τ + J (u) = J (u_0)

holds for t ∈ [0, T ).

Definition 2.2 (Maximal existence time). If u (t) is a weak solution of problem (1.1), for maximal existence time T of u (t), we have the following definition.

(i) For 0 ≤ t < ∞, if u (t) exists, then T = +∞;

(ii) For 0 < t_0 < ∞, if 0 ≤ t < t_0, then u (t) exists, but doesn’t exist at t = t_0, then T = t_0.

Lemma 2.1 (Relations between I_δ (u) and ‖∇u‖_p). Let u ∈ W^{1,p}_N (Ω).

(i) If 0 < ‖∇u‖_p < r (δ), then I_δ (u) > 0; (ii) If I_δ (u) < 0, then ‖∇u‖_p > r (δ);

(iii) If I_δ (u) = 0 and ‖∇u‖_p ≠ 0, then ‖∇u‖_p ≥ r (δ),

where r (δ) = (_δ C^{q+1}_∗ ) 1_{q+1−p} , C_∗ is the imbedding constant for W^{1,p} (Ω) → L^{q+1} (Ω) and satisfies 1 C_∗ = inf u∈W^{1,p}_N ,u≠0 ‖∇u‖_p ‖u‖_{q+1} . (2.4)

Proof: (i) By 0 < ‖∇u‖_p < r (δ), we obtain ‖u‖^{q+1}_{q+1} ≤ C^{q+1}_∗ ‖∇u‖^{q+1}_p = C^{q+1}_∗ ‖∇u‖^{q+1−p}_p ‖∇u‖^p < δ ‖∇u‖^p , then I_δ (u) > 0.

(ii) From I_δ (u) < 0, we know that ‖∇u‖_p ≠ 0. Then δ ‖∇u‖^p < ‖u‖^{q+1}_{q+1} ≤ C^{q+1}_∗ ‖∇u‖^{q+1}_p = C^{q+1}_∗ ‖∇u‖^{q+1−p}_p ‖∇u‖^p i.e., ‖∇u‖_p > r (δ). (iii) If I_δ (u) = 0, ‖∇u‖_p ≠ 0, we see that δ ‖∇u‖^p = ‖u‖^{q+1}_{q+1} ≤ C^{q+1}_∗ ‖∇u‖^{q+1}_p = C^{q+1}_∗ ‖∇u‖^{q+1−p}_p ‖∇u‖^p , which implies ‖∇u‖_p ≥ r (δ).

Lemma 2.2 (Properties of J(λu)). Assume u ∈ W^{1,p}_N (Ω) and ‖u‖_{q+1} ≠ 0. Then (i) J (λu) is increasing on λ ∈ [0, λ^∗] and decreasing on λ ∈ [λ^∗, ∞), λ = λ^∗ is the maximum point of J (λu). Furthermore, lim_{λ→0}J (λu) = 0, lim_{λ→+∞}J (λu) = −∞;

(ii) I (λu) > 0 for 0 < λ < λ^∗ and I (λu) < 0 for λ^∗ < λ < ∞, and I (λ^∗u) = 0, where λ^∗ = ( ‖∇u‖^p ‖u‖^{q+1}_{q+1} ) 1_{q−p+1} . Proof: From the definition of J(u), we can find that J (λu) = λ^p p ‖∇u‖^p − λ^{q+1} q + 1 ‖u‖^{q+1}_{q+1} , which gives lim_{λ→0}J (λu) = 0, lim_{λ→+∞}J (λu) = −∞. On the other hand, we see that dJ (λu) dλ = λ^{p−1} ( ‖∇u‖^p − λ^{q−p+1} ‖u‖^{q+1}_{q+1} ) . (2.5)

Considering^{dJ(λu)}_{dλ} | | |_{λ=λ∗} = 0, we have

λ^∗ = ( ‖∇u‖^p ‖u‖^{q+1}_{q+1} ) 1_{q−p+1} . Taking into account (2.5), we obtain dJ(λu) dλ > 0, for 0 < λ < λ^∗, dJ(λu) dλ < 0, for λ^∗ < λ < ∞. In addition, it is easy to see that I (λu) = λ dJ (λu) dλ = > 0, 0 < λ < λ^∗, = 0, λ = λ^∗, < 0, λ^∗ < λ < ∞.

Lemma 2.3 (Depth d of potential well). Let p and q satisfy the conditions given by (1.1). For the depth d of potential well, we have d = q + 1 − p p (q + 1) C^− p(q+1) q+1−p ∗ > 0. Proof: If u ∈ N , then ‖∇u‖_p ≠ 0 and I (u) = 0 (or ‖∇u‖^p − ‖u‖^{q+1}_{q+1} = 0). It follows that

J (u) = 1 p ‖∇u‖^p − 1 q + 1

‖u‖^{q+1}_{q+1} = ( 1 p − 1 q + 1 ) ‖∇u‖^p , which says J (u) > 0.

From Lemma 2.2 (ii), we see that u ∈ N must be of the form u = λ^∗v for

v ∈ W^{1,p}_N (Ω), v ≠ 0 and λ^∗ = (_{‖∇v‖p} p ‖v‖^{q+1}_{q+1} ) 1_{q−p+1} . Hence, we have

d = inf_{u∈N} J(u) = inf_{u∈N} [( 1 p − 1 q + 1 ) ‖∇u‖^p ]

= ( 1 p − 1 q + 1 ) inf_{u∈N} ( ‖∇u‖^{q+1}_p ‖u‖^{q+1}_{q+1} ) p_{q+1−p}

= ( 1 p − 1 q + 1 ) inf v∈W^{1,p}_N (Ω),v≠0 ( ‖∇ (λ^∗v) ‖^{q+1}_p ‖ (λ^∗v) ‖^{q+1}_{q+1} ) p_{q+1−p}

= q + 1 − p p (q + 1) C^− p(q+1) q+1−p ∗ . The proof is complete.

Lemma 2.4. For d(δ) in (2.2), we have

(i) d(δ) ≥^1_p (1 − δ)r^p(δ) +^{q+1−p}_{p(q+1)} δr^p(δ). In particular, d(1) ≥^{q+1−p}_{p(q+1)}

(_1 C^{q+1}_∗ ) p_{q+1−p} ; (ii) there is a unique b, b ∈ (1,^{q+1}_p ] such that d(b) = 0, and d(δ) > 0 for 1 ≤ δ < b; (iii) d(δ) is increasing on 0 < δ ≤ 1, decreasing on 1 ≤ δ ≤ b, and δ = 1 is the maximum point of d(δ).

Proof: (i) If u ∈ N_δ, that is, I_δ (u) = 0 and ‖∇u‖_p ≠ 0. By Lemma 2.1 (iii), we find J (u) =^1_p (1 − δ) ‖∇u‖^p +^δ_p ‖∇u‖^p −^1_{q+1} ‖u‖^{q+1}_{q+1} ≥^1_p (1 − δ) r^p (δ) +^{q+1−p}_{p(q+1)} δr^p (δ) , which implies d(1) ≥^{q+1−p}_{p(q+1)}

(_1 C^{q+1}_∗ ) p_{q+1−p} . (ii) Let λ (δ) = (_{δ‖∇u‖p} ‖u‖^{q+1}_{q+1} ) 1_{q+1−p} , then I_δ (λ (δ) u) = δλ (δ)^p ‖∇u‖^p − λ (δ)^{q+1} ‖u‖^{q+1}_{q+1} = λ (δ)^p ( δ ‖∇u‖^p − λ (δ)^{q+1−p} ‖u‖^{q+1}_{q+1} ) = 0,

i.e., I_δ (λ (δ) u) = 0. For λ (δ) u ∈ N_δ, we have

d (δ) ≤ J (λ (δ) u) ≤^1_p λ (δ)^p ‖∇u‖^p −^1_{q+1} λ (δ)^{q+1} ‖u‖^{q+1}_{q+1} = (_1 p −^δ_{q+1} ) λ (δ)^{p(x)} ‖∇u‖^p . Then d (δ) ≤ 0 for δ =^{q+1}_p . On the other hand, d (1) = d > 0. Since d (δ) is continuous with respect to δ, there is a b ∈ (1,^{q+1}_p ] satisfying d (b) = 0.

(iii) If we can prove that inf_{Nδ′} J (u) = d (δ^′) < d (δ^{′′}) = inf_{Nδ′′} J (u) for 0 < δ^′ < δ^{′′} < 1 and 1 < δ^{′′} < δ^′ < b, respectively, then the lemma is proved.

In fact, for 0 < δ^′ < δ^{′′} < 1, from the definition of λ (δ), we see that J (λ (δ^{′′}) u) − J (λ (δ^′) u) =^1_p ∫ Ω(λ (δ^{′′})^p |∇u|^p − λ (δ^′)^p |∇u|^p) d x −^1_{q+1} ∫ Ω(λ (δ^{′′})^{q+1} |u|^{q+1} − λ (δ^′)^{q+1} |u|^{q+1}) d x = ∫ Ω |∇u|^p ∫_{λ(δ}′′_) λ(δ^′) λ (δ) p−1 d λ d x − ∫ Ω |u|^{q+1} ∫_{λ(δ}′′_) λ(δ^′) λ (δ) q d λ d x = ∫_{λ(δ}′′_) λ(δ^′) ( λ (δ)^{p−1} ‖∇u‖^p − λ (δ)^q ‖u‖^{q+1}_{q+1} ) d λ = ∫_{λ(δ}′′_) λ(δ^′) λ (δ) p−1 (1 − δ) ‖∇u‖^p d λ.

(2.6)

By the definition of λ (δ), we know that λ (δ) is increasing with respect to δ. Therefore, from (2.6), we have J (λ (δ^{′′}) u) − J (λ (δ^′) u) > 0.

Similarly, for 1 < δ^{′′} < δ^′ < b, we get J (λ (δ^{′′}) u) − J (λ (δ^′) u) > 0. From Lemma 2.4, we can define d_0 = lim_{δ→0+}d(δ) ≥ 0.

Lemma 2.5. For u ∈ W^{1,p}_N , let d_0 < J(u) < d, and δ_1 < 1 < δ_2 be the two roots of equation d(δ) = J(u), then the sign of I_δ(u) is invariable in δ_1 < δ < δ_2.

Next, we prove that W_δ and V_δ are invariant sets of (1.1) when 0 < J(u_0) < d. The following discussion is divided into two parts: J(u_0) being in the monotonic interval of d (δ) and J(u_0) being in the non-monotonic interval of d (δ).

Proposition 2.1 (Inspired by [4]). Assume that u is a weak solution of (1.1), and the initial value satisfies u_0 ∈ W^{1,p}_N and J (u_0) = σ. Then we get the following results.

(i) If 0 < σ ≤ d_0, then there is a unique δ ∈ (1, b) satisfying d ( δ ) = σ, where b is the constant in Lemma 2.4 (ii). Further, if I (u_0) > 0, then u ∈ W_δ for any 1 ≤ δ < δ. Otherwise, if I (u_0) < 0, then there is u ∈ V_δ for any 1 ≤ δ < δ;

(ii) If d_0 < σ < d, then δ_1 and δ_2 satisfy δ_1 < 1 < δ_2 and d (δ_1) = d (δ_2) = σ. Further, if I (u_0) > 0, then there is u ∈ W_δ for any δ_1 < δ < δ_2. Otherwise, if I (u_0) < 0, then u ∈ V_δ for any δ_1 < δ < δ_2.

Proof: Case 1. If 0 < J (u_0) = σ ≤ d_0, that is, J (u_0) is in the monotonic interval of d (δ). By Lemma 2.4, there is a unique δ ∈ (1, b) satisfying d ( δ ) = σ. For any 1 ≤ δ < δ, we have

I_δ (u_0) = (δ − 1) ‖∇u_0‖^p + I (u_0) ≥ I (u_0) , J (u_0) = σ = d ( δ ) < d (δ) . (2.7)

Multiplying the equation of (1.1) by u_t, and integrating on Ω × [0, t], we obtain that ∫_t 0 ( ‖u_τ ‖^2 + ‖∇u_τ ‖^2 ) d τ + J (u) = J (u_0) = d ( δ ) < d (δ) , (2.8)

for any t ∈ (0, T ) and any δ ∈ [1, δ), where T is the maximal existence time.

If I (u_0) > 0, it is easy to know from (2.7) that there is u_0 ∈ W_δ for δ ∈ [1, δ). We assert that if t ∈ (0, T ) and δ ∈ [1, δ), then u ∈ W_δ. Assuming that the assertion is not tenable, then there exists δ^∗ ∈ [1, δ) and t_0 ∈ (0, T ), such that u ∈ W_δ∗ for t ∈ (0, t_0), but u (x, t_0) ∈ ∂W_δ∗ , i.e.,

I_δ∗ (u (t_0)) = 0, ‖∇u (t_0)‖^p ≠ 0, or J (u (t_0)) = d (δ^∗) .

In fact, from (2.8), we can see that J (u (t_0)) ≤ J (u_0) < d (δ^∗), which implies I_δ∗ (u (t_0)) = 0 and ‖∇u (t_0)‖^p ≠ 0, i.e. u (x, t_0) ∈ N_δ∗ . Therefore, by the definition of d (δ^∗), we can get J (u (t_0)) ≥ d (δ^∗), which is a contradiction.

Next, we prove that if I (u_0) < 0, then u_0 ∈ V_δ for δ ∈ [1, δ), and u ∈ V_δ for any t ∈ (0, T ) and any δ ∈ [1, δ). Assuming that the assertion about u_0 is not tenable, combined with (2.7), we can know that δ_∗ ∈ [1, δ) being the first number such that u_0 ∈ V_δ for δ ∈ [1, δ_∗) and u_0 ∈ ∂V_{δ∗} , i.e.,

I_{δ∗} (u_0) = 0, or J (u_0) = d (δ_∗) .

Because J(u_0) is in the strict decreasing interval of d(δ), then J(u_0) = d(δ) < d(δ_∗), which implies that I_{δ∗} (u_0) = 0. Because I_δ(u_0) < 0 for δ ∈ [1, δ_∗), then from Lemma 2.1 (ii) we have ‖∇u_0‖_p > r(δ) > 0, that is, u_0 ∈ N_{δ∗} . According to the definition of d (δ_∗), we get J(u_0) = d(δ) ≥ d(δ_∗), which is contradict with the monotonicity of d(δ). Assuming that the assertion about u is not tenable, then for t ∈ (0, t_0), there exists δ^∗ ∈ [1, δ) and t_0 ∈ (0, T ), such that u ∈ V_δ∗ , but u(x, t_0) ∈ ∂V_δ∗ , that is,

I_δ∗ (u(t_0)) = 0, or J(u(t_0)) = d(δ^∗ ).

In fact, J(u(t_0)) ≤ J(u_0) < d(δ^∗ ) is obtained from (2.8), which implies I_δ∗ (u(t_0)) = 0. Because I_δ(u(t_0)) < 0 for δ ∈ [1, δ^∗ ), then from Lemma 2.1 (ii) we get ‖∇u(t_0)‖_p > r(δ) > 0, that is, u(x, t_0) ∈ N_δ∗ . From the definition of d(δ^∗ ), we get J(u(t_0)) ≥ d(δ^∗ ), which is a contradiction.

Case 2. d_0 < J(u_0) = σ < d, that is, J(u_0) is in the non-monotonic interval of d(δ). By Lemma 2.4, it is known that there exist δ_1 < 1 < δ_2 being two roots of d(δ) = σ, and d_0 < J(u_0) = d(δ_1) = d(δ_2) < d(δ) for δ ∈ (δ_1, δ_2). If I(u_0) > 0, then from Lemma 2.5, the sign of I_δ(u) remains unchanged for δ_1 < δ < δ_2. Thus I_δ(u_0) > 0 for δ ∈ (δ_1, δ_2). Therefore, we have u_0 ∈ W_δ for δ ∈ (δ_1, δ_2). The proof of u ∈ W_δ is similar to Case 1. If I(u_0) < 0, by lemma 2.5, we can still get I_δ(u_0) < 0 for δ ∈ (δ_1, δ_2) and J(u_0) < d(δ) for δ ∈ (δ_1, δ_2), imply that u_0 ∈ V_δ for δ ∈ (δ_1, δ_2). The proof of u ∈ V_δ is similar to Case 1.

By Lagrange mean value theorem, the following lemma can be obtained directly.

Lemma 2.6 (Estimate of nonlinear term |u|^{q−1} u). If q satisfies the conditions given by (1.1), |u_1| + |u_2| > 0 and u_1 ≠ u_2 for any u_1 (x, t), u_2 (x, t) with (x, t) ∈ Ω × [0, T ], then

|u_1|^{q−1} u_1 − |u_2|^{q−1} u_2 ≤ q (|u_1| + |u_2|)^{q−1} |u_1 − u_2| .

The main results of global existence, uniqueness, decay estimate and blowup for the case J (u_0) < d are stated in the following two theorems.

Theorem 2.1. Assume that u_0 ∈ W^{1,p}_N (Ω), J (u_0) < d and I (u_0) > 0, then problem (1.1) has a global weak solution u ∈ L^∞ ( 0, ∞; W^{1,p}_N (Ω) ) with u_t ∈ L^2 ( 0, ∞; W^{1,2}_N (Ω) ) , and the weak solution of problem (1.1) is unique for p ≤ 2.

Moreover, if ‖∇u‖^2 ≤ C ‖∇u‖^p, there exists a constant δ > 0 such that ‖u‖^2_H1 < ‖u_0‖^2_H1 e^{−2δt} for t ∈ [0, ∞).

Theorem 2.2. Let u_0 ∈ W^{1,p}_N (Ω), J (u_0) < d and I (u_0) < 0, then the weak solution u(t) of problem (1.1) blows up in finite time.

The main results for the case J (u_0) = d are given in the following two theorems.

Theorem 2.3. Assume that u_0 ∈ W^{1,p}_N (Ω) and J (u_0) = d. If I(u_0) ≥ 0, then problem (1.1) admits a global weak solution u(t) ∈ L^∞(0, ∞; W^{1,p}_N (Ω)) with u_t ∈ L^2 ( 0, ∞; W^{1,2}_N (Ω) ) , and there exists a unique weak solution for p ≤ 2.

Moreover, if I(u_0) > 0 and ‖∇u‖^2 ≤ C ‖∇u‖^p, there exist constants t_1 > 0 and κ > 0 such that ‖u‖^2_H1 < ‖u (t_1)‖^2_H1 e^{−2κ(t−t1 )} for t ∈ (t_1, +∞).

Theorem 2.4. Let u_0 ∈ W^{1,p}_N (Ω), J(u_0) = d and I(u_0) < 0, then the weak solution u(t) of problem (1.1) blows up in finite time.

The following theorem gives the main result for case J (u_0) > d.

Theorem 2.5. Assume that u_0 ∈ W^{1,p}_N (Ω), J (u_0) is finite and J (u_0) > d, I (u_0) > 0 and ‖u_0‖^2_H1 ≤ λ_{J(u0)}, then problem (1.1) has a global weak solution u ∈ L^∞ ( 0, ∞; W^{1,p}_N (Ω) ) with u_t ∈ L^2 ( 0, ∞; W^{1,2}_N (Ω) ) , and the weak solution is unique for p ≤ 2.

Moreover, we have that u (t) → 0 as t → +∞.

3. Subcritical initial energy J(u_0) < d

In this section, we shall consider the global existence, uniqueness and decay estimate, and blowup of solutions to problem (1.1) for the subcritical initial energy J (u_0) < d.

Proof of Theorem 2.1.

Global existence. Consider a orthonormal basis {ω_j (x)} on W^{1,p}_N (Ω), which is also orthogonal in L^2 (Ω). Define u_m (x, t) = m∑ j=1 g_{jm} (t) ω_j (x) , m = 1, 2, · · · ,

where g_{jm} (t) satisfies the initial value problem of the following equations (u_{mt}, ω_s) + (∇u_{mt}, ∇ω_s) + ( |∇u_m|^{p−2} ∇u_m, ∇ω_s ) = (f (u_m) , ω_s) , (3.1)

u_m (x, 0) = m∑ j=1 a_{jm}ω_j (x) → u_0 (x) in W^{1,p}_N (Ω) , (3.2) for 1 ≤ s ≤ m, in which

a_{jm} = g_{jm}(0) and f (u) = |u|^{q−1} u − − ∫ Ω |u|^{q−1} udx. Multiplying the j^{th} equation of (3.1) by g^′_{sm} (t), summing up with respect to j, and integrating with respect to the time variable from 0 to t, we readily get the equality ∫_t 0 ‖u_{mτ} ‖^2_H1 d τ + J (u_m) = J (u_m (0)) , 0 ≤ t < ∞. (3.3)

From (3.2), we obtain J (u_m (0)) → J (u_0) < d and I (u_m (0)) → I (u_0) > 0, which combining (3.3) implies that ∫_t 0 ‖u_{mτ} ‖^2_H1 d τ + J (u_m) < d, 0 ≤ t < ∞. (3.4)

In fact, we obtain u_m (t) ∈ W for sufficiently large m. If the above is false, then there exists t_0 > 0 to satisfy u_m(x, t_0) ∈ ∂W , i.e.

I(u_m(t_0)) = 0, ‖∇u_m(t_0)‖_p ≠ 0, or J(u_m(t_0)) = d.

On the one hand, from (3.4), it is easy to know that J(u_m(t_0)) = d is not tenable. On the other hand, if I(u_m(t_0)) = 0 and ‖∇u_m(t_0)‖_p ≠ 0, it can be seen from the definition of d that J(u(t_0)) ≥ d, which is also contradict with (3.4). Thus we get u_m (t) ∈ W .

With the help of (3.4) and

J (u_m) = 1 q + 1

I (u_m) + ( 1 p − 1 q + 1 ) ‖∇u_m‖^p , we have ∫_t 0 ‖u_{mτ} ‖^2_H1 d τ + ( 1 p − 1 q + 1 ) ‖∇u_m‖^p < d, 0 ≤ t < ∞, where m is sufficiently large, which yields a priori estimate ∫_t 0 ‖u_{mτ} ‖^2_H1 d τ < d, 0 ≤ t < ∞,

‖∇u_m‖^p < p (q + 1) q + 1 − p d, 0 ≤ t < ∞,

‖ ‖u^q_m ‖ ‖^γ = ‖u_m‖^{q+1}_{q+1} ≤ C^{q+1}_∗ ( p (q + 1) q + 1 − p d ) q+1_p , γ = q + 1 q , 0 ≤ t < ∞. Then, there exists a subsequence of {u_m}, denoted by the same symbol satisfying

u_m → u in L^∞(0, ∞; W^{1,p}_N (Ω)) weak star and a.e. in Q = Ω × (0, ∞),

u_{mt} → u_t in L^2(0, ∞; W^{1,2}_N (Ω)) weak,

|∇u_m|^{p−2} ∇u_m → χ in L^∞(0, ∞; L^{pp−1} (Ω)) weak star,

|u_m|^{q−1} u_m → |u|^{q−1} u in L^∞(0, ∞; L^{q+1q} (Ω)) weak star.

We fixed s in (3.1) and letting m → ∞, there hold

(u_t, ω_s) + (∇u_t, ∇ω_s) + (χ, ∇ω_s) = (f (u) , ω_s) for all s, and (u_t, v) + (∇u_t, ∇v) + (χ, ∇v) = (f (u) , v) for all v ∈ W^{1,p}_N (Ω) , t ∈ (0, ∞) . (3.5)

Next, we only need to prove that there is χ = |∇u|^{p−2} ∇u in the weak sense, i.e. (χ, ∇v) = ( |∇u|^{p−2} ∇u, ∇v ) , ∀v ∈ W^{1,p}_N (Ω) . (3.6)

In fact, for any ψ ∈ L^∞(0, T ; W^{1,p}_N (Ω)), ς ∈ W^{1,p}_N (Ω) , 0 ≤ ς ≤ 1, we obtain ∫ Ω ς ( |∇u_m|^{p−2} ∇u_m − |∇ψ|^{p−2} ∇ψ ) ∇ (u_m − ψ) d x ≥ 0, i.e. ∫ Ω ς |∇u_m|^{p−2} |∇u_m|^2 d x − ∫ Ω ς |∇u_m|^{p−2} ∇u_m∇ψ d x − ∫ Ω ς |∇ψ|^{p−2} ∇ψ∇ (u_m − ψ) d x ≥ 0. (3.7)

Noticing that ∫ Ω ς |∇u_m|^{p−2} |∇u_m|^2 d x = − ∫ Ω ∇ς |∇u_m|^{p−2} ∇u_mu_m d x − ∫ Ω ς∇ ( |∇u_m|^{p−2} ∇u_m ) u_m d x = − ∫ Ω ∇ς |∇u_m|^{p−2} ∇u_mu_m d x − ∫ Ω ςu_{mt}u_m d x − ∫ Ω ς∇u_{mt}∇u_m d x − ∫ Ω ∇ς∇u_{mt}u_m d x + ∫ Ω ς |u|^{q−1}_m u_mu_m d x, (3.8)

Letting m → ∞ in (3.7), combined with (3.8),we find − ∫ Ω ∇ςχu d x − ∫ Ω ςu_tu d x − ∫ Ω ς∇u_t∇u d x − ∫ Ω ∇ς∇u_tu d x + ∫ Ω ς |u|^{q−1} uu d x − ∫ Ω ςχ∇ψ d x − ∫ Ω ς |∇ψ|^{p−2} ∇ψ∇ (u − ψ) d x ≥ 0. (3.9)

Choosing v = uς in (3.5), we have ∫ Ω u_tuς d x + ∫ Ω ∇u_t∇uς d x + ∫ Ω ∇u_tu∇ς d x + ∫ Ω χ∇uς d x + ∫ Ω χu∇ς d x = ∫ Ω |u|^{q−1} uuς d x. (3.10)

Combining (3.9) with (3.10), we get ∫ Ω ς ( χ − |∇ψ|^{p−2} ∇ψ ) ∇ (u − ψ) d x ≥ 0. Taking ψ = u − λv, λ ≥ 0, v ∈ W^{1,p}_N (Ω) in the above inequality, we obtain ∫ Ω ς ( χ − |∇ (u − λv)|^{p−2} ∇ (u − λv) ) ∇v d x ≥ 0. (3.11)

Choosing λ → 0 in (3.11), we get ∫ Ω ς ( χ − |∇u|^{p−2} ∇u ) ∇v d x ≥ 0, ∀v ∈ W^{1,p}_N (Ω) . Obviously, if we choose λ ≤ 0, we can deduce the similar inequality replacing ≥ by

≤. Hence, (3.6) holds. Furthermore, (3.2) gives u(x, 0) = u_0(x) in W^{1,p}_N (Ω).

Uniqueness. Let u_1 and u_2 be the weak solutions of (1.1) with the same initial

data. Define v = u_1 − u_2, we have

v_τ + ∇v_τ + div ( |∇u_1|^{p−2}∇u_1 ) − div ( |∇u_2|^{p−2}∇u_2 ) = |u_1|^{q−1}u_1 − |u_2|^{q−1}u_2, (3.12) u_1, u_2, v ∈ L^∞ ( 0, ∞; W^{1,p}_N ) , u_{1t}, u_{2t}, v_t ∈ L^2 ( 0, ∞; W^{1,2}_N ) . Multiplying (3.12) by v, integrating over (0, t) × Ω, we get ∫_t 0 ∫ Ω (v_τ v + ∇v_τ ∇v + (|∇u_1|^{p−2}∇u_1 − |∇u_2|^{p−2}∇u_2) ∇v ) d x d τ = ∫_t 0 ∫ Ω (|u_1|^{q−1}u_1 − |u_2|^{q−1}u_2) v d x d τ.

(3.13)

By Lemma 2.6, we get ∫_t 0 ∫ Ω ( |u_1|^{q−1} u_1 − |u_2|^{q−1} u_2 ) v d x d τ ≤ ∫_t 0 ∫ Ω q (|u_1| + |u_2|)^{q−1} |u_1 − u_2| |v| d x d τ ≤ C ∫_t 0 ‖ (|u_1| + |u_2|)^{q−1} ‖ A_1 ‖u1 − u2‖A2 ‖v‖A3 d τ = C ∫_t 0 ‖|u_1| + |u_2|‖^{q−1}_{(q−1)A1} ‖u_1 − u_2‖_{A2} ‖v‖_{A3} d τ ≤ C ∫_t 0 ‖u_1 − u_2‖_H1 ‖v‖_H1 d τ ≤ C ∫_t 0 ‖v‖^2_H1 d τ,

(3.14) where (q − 1)A_1 = q + 1 and A_2 = A_3 = q + 1 <^{2n}_{n−2} by p ≤ 2. As v(x, 0) = 0, we obtain ∫_t 0 ∫ Ω (v_τ v + ∇v_τ ∇v) d x d τ =^1_2 ∫ Ω (v^2 (τ)|^{v(t)}_{v(0)} + |∇v (τ)|^2 | |^{v(t)}_{v(0)}) d x

=^1_2 ∫ Ω (v^2 (t) + |∇v (t)|^2) d x =^1_2 ‖v (t)‖^2_H1 .

(3.15)

Let^−v = θ_1u_1 + (1 − θ_1) u_2, θ_1 ∈ [0, 1] , i.e., ∫ Ω ( |∇u_1|^{p−2} ∇u_1 − |∇u_2|^{p−2} ∇u_2 ) ∇v d x = ∫ Ω (p − 1) | | |∇^−v | | |^{p−2} |∇v|^2 d x. (3.16)

It follows from (3.13), (3.14), (3.15) and (3.16) that ‖v‖^2_H1 ≤ C ∫_t 0 ‖v‖^2_H1 d τ. By Gronwall’s inequality, we obtain ‖v‖^2_H1 ≤ 0, that is, ‖v‖^2_H1 = ‖u_1 − u_2‖^2_H1 = 0. Thus u_1 = u_2 = 0 a.e. in Ω × (0, ∞).

Asymptotic behavior. Letting φ = u in (2.3) and ∫_t 0 ∫ Ω ( − ∫ Ω |u|^{q−1} u d x ) u d x d τ = ∫_t 0 ( − ∫ Ω |u|^{q−1} u d x ) ∫ Ω u d x d τ = 0,

we find 1 2 ‖u‖^2_H1 − 1 2 ‖u_0‖^2_H1 + ∫_t 0 ( ‖∇u‖^p − ‖u‖^{q+1}_{q+1} ) d s = 0,

then 1 2 d dt ‖u‖^2_H1 = −I (u) . (3.17)

By Proposition 2.1, we know that u ∈ W_δ for 1 ≤ δ < δ or δ_1 < δ < δ_2 with δ_1 < 1 < δ_2, and particularly I(u) > 0. Then, the norm ‖u‖_H1 is equivalent to the norm ‖∇u‖_2 on H^1 (Ω) and combining (2.4), we get 1 2 d dt ‖u‖^2_H1 = −I (u) = − ‖∇u‖^p + ‖u‖^{q+1}_{q+1} ≤ − ‖∇u‖^p + C^{q+1}_∗ ‖∇u‖^{q+1}_p = ( C^{q+1}_∗ ‖∇u‖^{q−p+1}_p − 1 ) ‖∇u‖^p ≤ C ( C^{q+1}_∗ ‖∇u‖^{q−p+1}_p − 1 ) ‖∇u‖^2 ≤ C ( C^{q+1}_∗ ‖∇u‖^{q−p+1}_p − 1 ) ‖u‖^2_H1 . (3.18)

Now, we will discuss C^{q+1}_∗ ‖∇u‖^{q−p+1}_p − 1 < 0. Taking into account (2.1) and I(u) > 0 we deduce that J(u) > ( 1 p − 1 q + 1 ) ‖∇u‖^p , that is, ‖∇u‖^p < p (q + 1) q + 1 − p J (u) ≤ p (q + 1) q + 1 − p J (u_0) . (3.19)

By (3.19), we see that C^{q+1}_∗ ‖∇u‖^{q+1−p}_p < C^{q+1}_∗ ( p (q + 1) q + 1 − p J (u_0) ) q−p+1_p < 1. (3.20)

From (3.18) it follows that 1 2 d dt ‖u‖^2_H1 < C ( C^{q+1}_∗ ( p (q + 1) q + 1 − p J (u_0) ) q−p+1_p − 1 ) ‖u‖^2_H1 . Considering (3.20), we can know that there exists δ > 0 such that −δ := C ( C^{q+1}_∗ ( p (q + 1) q + 1 − p J (u_0) ) q−p+1_p − 1 ) . Applying Gronwall’s inequality, we infer for δ > 0 ‖u‖^2_H1 < ‖u_0‖^2_H1 e^{−2δt}, 0 ≤ t < ∞. Theorem 2.1 is proved.

Next, in order to prove u(t) blowing up in finite time, we give a relationship between ‖∇u‖^p and the depth d of potential well with u_0 ∈ V .

Lemma 3.1. Let u_0 ∈ V , then ‖∇u‖^p > p (q + 1) q + 1 − p d. Proof: Assume that u(t) is a weak solution of (1.1) with J(u_0) < d and I(u_0) < 0, T is the maximal existence time. Recalling Proposition 2.1, it is easy to see that u(x, t) ∈ V_δ, that is, I(u) < 0 for 0 < t < T . From Lemma 2.1, take δ = 1, we have ‖∇u‖^p > ( 1 C^{q+1}_∗ ) p_{q+1−p} .

Coming back to Lemma 2.3, we conclude that d < q + 1 − p p (q + 1) ‖∇u‖^p .

Proof of Theorem 2.2. We will prove u(t) blowing up in finite time with u_0 ∈ V . Arguing by contradiction, assume that the solution is global in time.

Taking into account u_0 ∈ V and Proposition 2.1, we obtain u ∈ V_δ for t ∈ [0, +∞). Denoting

G (t) = ∫_t 0 ‖u‖^2_H1 d τ + (T_0 − t) ‖u_0‖^2_H1 , t ∈ [0, T_0] ,

where 0 < T_0 < +∞. Obviously, for any t ∈ [0, T_0] we get G(t) > 0. Applying the continuity of G(t) with respect to t, we infer that there exists a constant θ > 0, for t ∈ [0, T_0] such that G(t) ≥ θ. Then

G^′ (t) = ‖u‖^2_H1 − ‖u_0‖^2_H1

= ‖u‖^2 + ‖∇u‖^2 − ‖u_0‖^2 − ‖∇u_0‖^2 = 2 ∫_t 0 (u, u_τ ) d τ + 2 ∫_t 0 (∇u, ∇u_τ ) d τ, (3.21)

and (3.17) gives G^{′′} (t) = 2 (u, u_t) + 2 (∇u, ∇u_t) = −2I (u) . (3.22)

By (3.21) and Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, we deduce

(G^′ (t))^2 = 4 (∫_t 0 (u, u_τ ) d τ + ∫_t 0 (∇u, ∇u_τ ) d τ )_2

= 4 [( ∫_t 0 (u, u_τ ) d τ

)_2 + (∫_t 0 (∇u, ∇u_τ ) d τ )_2 + 2 ∫_t 0 (u, u_τ ) d τ ∫_t 0 (∇u, ∇u_τ ) d τ ]

≤ 4 [ ∫_t 0 ‖u‖^2 d τ ∫_t 0 ‖u_τ ‖^2 d τ + ∫_t 0 ‖∇u‖^2 d τ ∫_t 0 ‖∇u_τ ‖^2 d τ +2 (∫_t 0 ‖u‖^2 d τ

) 1_2 (∫_t

0 ‖u_τ ‖^2 d τ

) 1_2 (∫_t

0 ‖∇u‖^2 d τ

) 1_2 (∫_t

0 ‖∇u_τ ‖^2 d τ

) 1_2 ] ≤ 4 ( ∫_t 0 ‖u‖^2 d τ ∫_t 0 ‖u_τ ‖^2 d τ + ∫_t 0 ‖∇u‖^2 d τ ∫_t 0 ‖∇u_τ ‖^2 d τ + ∫_t 0 ‖u‖^2 d τ ∫_t 0 ‖∇u_τ ‖^2 d τ + ∫_t 0 ‖∇u‖^2 d τ ∫_t 0 ‖u_τ ‖^2 d τ ) ≤ 4 (∫_t 0 ‖u‖^2 d τ + ∫_t 0 ‖∇u‖^2 d τ ) (∫_t 0 ‖u_τ ‖^2 d τ + ∫_t 0 ‖∇u_τ ‖^2 d τ ) ≤ 4 ∫_t 0 ‖u‖^2_H1 d τ ∫_t 0 ‖u_τ ‖^2_H1 d τ ≤ 4G (t) ∫_t 0 ‖u_τ ‖^2_H1 d τ. (3.23)

Considering (3.22) and (3.23), it is easy to see that

G^{′′} (t) G (t) −^{q+3}_4 (G^′ (t))^2 ≥ G (t) ( G^{′′} (t) − (q + 3) ∫_t 0 ‖u_τ ‖^2_H1 d τ ) = G (t) ( −2I (u) − (q + 3) ∫_t 0 ‖u_τ ‖^2_H1 d τ ) . Let ξ (t) = −2I (u) − (q + 3) ∫_t 0 ‖u_τ ‖^2_H1 d τ.

Recalling (2.1), it follows that

J (u) = ( 1 p − 1 q + 1 ) ‖∇u‖^p + 1 q + 1 I (u) , Therefore,

ξ (t) = 2 ( q + 1 p − 1 ) ‖∇u‖^p − 2 (q + 1) J (u_0) + (q − 1) ∫_t 0 ‖u_τ ‖^2_H1 d τ.

Now, we will discuss in two cases.

(i) If 0 < J(u_0) < d, from Lemma 3.1 it follows that

ξ (t) > 2 (q + 1) d − 2 (q + 1) J (u_0) + (q − 1) ∫_t 0 ‖u_τ ‖^2_H1 d τ = ρ > 0. (3.24)

Then we get G^{′′} (t) G (t) − q + 3 4 (G^′ (t))^2 ≥ θρ > 0, t ∈ [0, T_0] ,

which yields ( G^{−ϑ} (t) )_{′′} = − ϑ G^{ϑ+2} (t) ( G^{′′} (t) G (t) − (ϑ + 1) (G^′ (t))^2 ) < 0, ϑ = q − 1 4 . Thus, from the proof of [19, Theorem 4.3], there exists a T > 0 such that

lim_{t→T} G^{−ϑ} (t) = 0, and lim_{t→T} G (t) = +∞,

which is a contradiction with T = +∞.

(ii) If J(u_0) ≤ 0, it is easy to get (3.24) directly. The rest is proved similar to case (i).

The proof of Theorem 2.2 is complete.

4. Critical initial energy J (u_0) = d

In this section, we shall prove the global existence, uniqueness and decay estimate, and blowup of solutions to problem (1.1) for the critical initial energy J (u_0) = d.

Proof of Theorem 2.3.

Global existence and uniqueness. From the condition J (u_0) = d, it follows that ‖u_0‖_W 1,p ≠ 0. Denote μ_s = 1 −^1_s and u_{s0} = μ_su_0 for s = 2, 3, · · · . We consider the problem (1.1) with the condition

u (x, 0) = u_{s0} (x) , s = 2, 3, · · · . (4.1)

Coming back to Lemma 2.2 and the initial data I(u_0) ≥ 0, we obtain λ^∗ ≥ 1. Further, we deduce I(u_{s0}) = I(μ_su_0) > 0 and J(u_{s0}) = J(μ_su_0) < J(u_0) = d. Due to Theorem 2.1, the problem (1.1) with the initial condition (4.1) exists a unique global solution u_s(t) ∈ L^∞(0, ∞; W^{1,p}_N (Ω)) with u_{st}(t) ∈ L^2 (0, ∞; W^{1,2}_N (Ω)) for each s = 2, 3, · · · . By Proposition 2.1, we can know that u_s (x, t) ∈ W . As in the proof of Theorem 2.1, we readily get ∫_t 0 ‖u_{sτ} ‖^2_H1 d τ < d, 0 ≤ t < ∞, and ‖∇u_s‖^p < p (q + 1) q + 1 − p d, 0 ≤ t < ∞. The rest is proved similar to Theorem 2.1.

Asymptotic behavior. The existence of the global solution u(t) of (1.1) is proved by the above, then we claim that u ∈ W for t > 0.

Arguing by contradiction, let t_0 > 0 is the first time that I(u(t_0)) = 0. Through the definition of d, we can know that J(u(t_0)) ≥ d. But

0 < J(u(t_0)) = d − ∫_{t0} 0 ‖u_τ ‖^2_H1 d τ = d_1 ≤ d (4.2)

for any t_0 > 0. Then, we have J(u(t_0)) = d. (4.3)

Considering (4.2) and (4.3), gives ∫_{t0} 0 ‖u_τ ‖^2_H1 d τ = 0, that is, u_t ≡ 0 for 0 ≤ t ≤ t_0, which contradicts I(u_0) > 0 (from (3.22)). Then, we infer u ∈ W for 0 < t < ∞. Let t_1 > 0 as the initial time, it generates u(x, t) ∈ W for t > t_1. Then by (3.18)-(3.20) we can know that there exists a constant ς > 0 as −ς = C ( C^{q+1}_∗ ( p (q + 1) q + 1 − p J (u (t_1)) ) q−p+1_p − 1 )

such that ‖u‖^2_H1 < ‖u (t_1)‖^2_H1 e^{−2ς(t−t1 )}, t ∈ (t_1, +∞) .

Theorem 2.3 is proved.

Proof of Theorem 2.4. By the continuity of I(u) and J(u) with respect to t, there exists a sufficiently small t_0 > 0 such that I(u(t_0)) < 0 and J(u(t_0)) > 0 for I(u_0) < 0 and J(u_0) = d > 0. Considering (3.22), it is easy to see that u_t ≠ 0 for 0 < t ≤ t_0. Then, we have

J(u(t_0)) = d − ∫_{t0} 0 ‖u_τ ‖^2_H1 d τ = d_0 < d.

Applying Proposition 2.1 and taking t = t_0 as the initial time, we obtain u(x, t) ∈ V for t > t_0.

The rest is similar to the proof of Theorem 2.2.

5. Supercritical initial energy J (u_0) > d

In this section, we shall prove the global existence, uniqueness and asymptotic behavior of solutions to problem (1.1) for the supercritical initial energy J (u_0) > d by the properties of ω-limits of solutions.

Proof of Theorem 2.5.

Global existence and uniqueness. Consider the basis u_m (x, t) as in Theorem 2.1, we claim that u_m ∈ N_+.

Assuming that the assertion is not tenable, then there exists a t_0 > 0 such that u_m ∈ N_+ for t ∈ (0, t_0) and u_m (t_0) ∈ N . By (3.17), we have ∫_t 0 ‖u_{mτ} ‖^2_H1 d τ ≠ 0 for Ω × (0, t_0). Further, it follows from (3.3) that u_m(t_0) ∈ J^{J(um(0))}. Hence, u_m(t_0) ∈ N^{J(um(0))}. Due to the definition of λ_{J(u0)}, we have

‖u_m (t_0)‖^2_H1 ≥ λ_{J(u0)}. (5.1)

Combining (3.17), by the fact I (u_m) > 0, gives

‖u_m (t_0)‖^2_H1 < ‖u_m (x, 0)‖^2_H1 ≤ λ_{J(u0)}, which contradicts with (5.1). Then, for all t_0 > 0, u_m ∈ N_+.

Further, we can get u_m (t) ∈ J^{J(um(0))} ∩ N_+. On the other hand, (3.3) yields

J (u_m (0)) ≥ J (u_m (t)) ≥ ( 1 p − 1 q + 1 ) ‖∇u_m‖^p + 1 q + 1 I (u_m) , and J (u_m (0)) ≥ ∫_t 0 ‖u_{mτ} ‖^2_H1 d τ, which imply boundedness of ‖∇u_m‖^p and ∫_t 0 ‖u_{mτ} ‖^2_H1 d τ.

Similar to the proof of Theorem 2.1, then problem (1.1) has a unique global weak solution u.

Asymptotic behavior. We denote by ω (u_0) = ∩_{t≥0}{u (s) : s ≥ t} the ω-limit of

u. By (3.3) and (3.17), we have

‖ω‖^2_H1 < ‖u_0‖^2_H1 ≤ λ_{J(u0)}, J (ω) ≤ J (u_0) ,

for any ω ∈ ω (u_0), which means that ω ∉ N^{J(u0)} and ω ∈ J^{J(u0)}, i.e., ω ∉ N . Then, ω (u_0) ∩ N = ∅, which implies ω (u_0) = {0}. Therefore, u (t) → 0 as t → +∞.

Theorem 2.5 is proved.

6. Conclusions

In this paper, we’ve studied the global existence and finite time blowup of solutions for a mixed pseudo-parabolic p-Laplacian type equation. Compared with the research in [27], we replace the △u term in the equation with the div ( |∇u|^{p−2} ∇u ) term according to actual physical background. By combining the Galerkin method and the theory of potential wells, we first present the explicit expression for the depth d of potential well, and then overcome the difficulties in a priori estimation of p-Laplacian term and nonlinear term − ∫ Ω |u|^{q−1} u d x in the equation. In Section 5, we overcome the limitation of the potential well family method in the J (u_0) > d case by further analyzing the properties of ω-limits of solutions. However, there exist many problems to be further studied such as in fractional order equations and others.

Availability of data and material

Not applicable.

Competing interests

The authors declare that they have no competing interests.

Funding

This research was supported by the National Natural Science Foundation of China (No. 12071491).

Author’s contributions

The authors contributed equally to the writing of this paper. All authors read and approved the final manuscript.

References References [1] G.I. Barenblatt, Y.P. Zheltov, I.N. Kochina, Basic concepts in the theory of seepage of homogeneous liquids in fissured rocks, J. Appl. Math. Mech. 24 (1960) 1286-1303.

[2] T.B. Benjamin, J.L. Bona, J.J. Mahony, Model equations for long waves in nonlinear dispersive systems, Philos. Trans. Roy. Soc. London Ser. A 272 (1972) 47-78.

[3] C. Budd, B. Dold, A. Stuart, Blowup in a partial differential equation with conserved first integral, SIAM J. Appl. Math. 53 (1993) 718-742.

[4] Y. Cao, C.H. Liu, Initial boundary value problem for a mixed pseudo-parabolic p-Laplacian type equation with logarithmic nonlinearity, Electron. J. Differential Equations 2018 (2018) 1-19.

[5] H. Chen, P. Luo, G.W. Liu, Global solution and blow-up of a semilinear heat equation with logarithmic nonlinearity, J. Math. Anal. Appl. 422 (2015) 84-98.

[6] S. Childress, Chemotactic Collapse In Two Dimensions, Springer, Berlin, Heidelberg, 1984.

[7] P.L. Davis, A quasilinear parabolic and a related third order problem, J. Math.

Anal. Appl. 40 (1972) 327-335.

[8] H. Ding, J. Zhou, Global existence and blow-up for a mixed pseudo-parabolic p-Laplacian type equation with logarithmic nonlinearity, J. Math. Anal. Appl. 40 (2019) 393-420.

[9] L.C. Evans, Partial Differential Equations, American Mathematical Society, Providence, Rhode Island, 2010.

[10] B. Hu, H.M. Yin, Semilinear parabolic equations with prescribed energy, Rend.

Circ. Mat. Palermo 44 (1995) 479-505.

[11] C.H. Jin, J.X. Yin, Y.Y. Ke, Critical extinction and blow-up exponents for fast diffusive polytropic filtration equation with sources, Proc. Edinburgh Math. Soc. 52 (2009) 419-444.

[12] Y.H. Li, Y. Cao, J.X. Yin, A class of viscous p-Laplace equation with nonlinear sources, Chaos Solitons Fractals 57 (2013) 24-34.

[13] C.C. Liu, Weak solutions for a viscous p-Laplacian equation, Electron. J. Differential Equations 63 (2003).

[14] W.J. Liu, J.Y. Yu, A note on blow-up of solution for a class of semilinear pseudoparabolic equations, J. Funct. Anal. 274 (2018) 1276-1283.

[15] Y.C. Liu, A class of multidimensional nonlinear sobolev-galpern equations, Acta Math. Appl. Sin. 17 (1994) 569-577.

[16] Y.C. Liu, On potential wells and vacuum isolating of solutions for semilinear wave equations, J. Differential Equations 192 (2003) 155-169.

[17] Y.C. Liu, J.S. Zhao, On potential wells and applications to semilinear hyperbolic equations and parabolic equations, Nonlinear Anal. 64 (2006) 2665-2687.

[18] V. Padron, Effect of aggregation on population recovery modeled by a forwardbackward pseudoparabolic equation, Trans. Amer. Math. Soc. 356 (2004) 2739- 2756.

[19] L.E. Payne, D.H. Sattinger, Saddle points and instability of nonlinear hyperbolic equations, Israel J. Math. 22 (1975) 273-303.

[20] C.Y. Qu, X.L. Bai, S.N. Zheng, Blow-up versus extinction in a nonlocal p- Laplace equation with Neumann boundary conditions, J. Math. Anal. Appl. 412 (2014) 326-333.

[21] J. Rubenstein, P. Sternberg, Nonlocal reaction-diffusion equations and nucleation, IMA J. Appl. Math. 48 (1992) 249-264.

[22] D. H. Sattinger, On global solution of nonlinear hyperbolic equations, Arch.

Ration. Mech. Anal. 30 (1968) 148-172.

[23] R. Schaaf, Stationary solutions of chemotaxis systems, Trans. Amer. Math. Soc.

292 (1985) 531-556.

[24] Y.D. Shang, Blow-up of solutions for the nonlinear sobolev-galpern equations, Math. Appl. (Wuhan) 13 (2000) 35-39.

[25] R.E. Showalter, T.W. Ting, Pseudoparabolic partial differential equations, SIAM J. Math. Anal. 1 (1970) 1-26.

[26] T.W. Ting, Certain non-steady flows of second-order fluids, Arch. Ration. Mech.

Anal. 14 (1963) 1-26.

[27] X.C. Wang, R.Z. Xu, Global existence and finite time blowup for a nonlocal semilinear pseudo-parabolic equation, Adv. Nonlinear Anal. 10 (2021) 261-288.

[28] R.Z. Xu, Initial boundary value problem for semilinear hyperbolic equations and parabolic equations with critical initial data, Quart. Appl. Math. 68 (2010) 459-468.

[29] R.Z. Xu, Y. Niu, Addendum to ”Global existence and finite time blow-up for a class of semilinear pseudo-parabolic equations” [J. Funct. Anal. 264 (12) (2013) 2732-2763], J. Funct. Anal. 270 (2016) 4039-4041.

[30] R.Z. Xu, J. Su, Global existence and finite time blow-up for a class of semilinear pseudo-parabolic equations, J. Funct. Anal. 264 (2013) 2732-2763.

[31] R.Z. Xu, X.C. Wang, Y.B. Yang, Blowup and blowup time for a class of semilinear pseudo-parabolic equations with high initial energy, Appl. Math. Lett. 83 (2018) 176-181.

[32] J.X. Yin, C.H. Jin, Critical extinction and blow-up exponents for fast diffusive p-Laplacian with sources, Math. Methods Appl. Sci. 30 (2007) 1147-1167.