arXiv:2402.11546v1 [math.AP] 18 Feb 2024

Standing wave solutions and instability for the Logarithmic Klein–Gordon equation

Lijia Han^∗, Yue Qiu, Xiaohong Wang

North China Electric Power University, Beijing 102206, China

Abstract. In this paper, we study the standing wave solutions of Klein–Gordon equation with logarithmic nonlinearity. The existence of the standing wave solution related to the ground state ϕ_0(x) is obtained. Further, we prove the instability of solutions around ϕ_0(x).

Key words and phrases. Logarithmic Klein–Gordon equations; Standing wave solutions; Variational method; instability.

1 Introduction

In this paper, we study the Cauchy problem for the logarithmic Klein–Gordon equation given by

u_{tt} − Δu + u = |u|^{p−1}u ln |u|^2, (1.1)

with initial data

u(0, x) = u_0(x) ∈ H^1_r , u_t(0, x) = u_1(x) ∈ L^2_r, (1.2)

where, H^1_r = {ϕ | radially symmetric functions on R^3}, L^2_r = {ϕ | radially symmetric functions on R^3}, u is a pair of real–valued functions of (t, x) ∈ R × R^3, Δ is the Laplacian on R^3, 2 < p < 4.

Equation (1) has been applied in many branches of physics, such as nuclear physics [1], optics [2] and geophysics [3]. It is also introduced in quantum field [4]. Logarithmic nonlinearity appears naturally in inflation cosmology and in supersymmetric field theories [5-7]. Equation (1) has conservation quantum E(t) as E(t) = 1 2 ∫ R^3 |u_t|^2 dx + 1 2 ∫ R^3 |∇u|^2dx + 1 2 ∫ R^3 |u|^2dx + 2 (p + 1)^2 ∫ R^3 |u|^{p+1}dx (1.3) − 1 p + 1 ∫ R^3

|u|^{p+1} In |u|^2dx. (1.4)

There are many results about equation (1). When p = 1, [1] and [3] proved the existence of classical solutions and weak solutions for the logarithmic Klein–Gordon equation. By using Galerkin method and compactness criterion, [8] proved the existence of global solutions and the blow up of solutions for the logarithmic Klein–Gordon equation. In [9], the authors studied two regularized finite difference methods for the logarithmic Klein–Gordon equation. In [10], the authors studied the orbital stability of the standing wave for the logarithmic Klein–Gordon equation. In [11], the

∗E–mail address: hljmath@ncepu.edu.cn (L. Han)

author considered the logarithmic Klein–Gordon equation with damping term u_t, and obtained the existence of global solutions by using the potential well method. When p > 1, [12] studied the existence of global solutions and finite–time blow up solutions for logarithmic Klein–Gordon equation. In [13], the author considered equation (1.5), u_{tt} − Δu + u = −|u|^{4n−2} u log^γ ( log ( 10 + |u|^2 )) , (1.5)

for n = 3, 4, 5, γ > 0 is a constant, the blow up behavior and the global existence of solution were obtained. The logarithmic nonlinearity was also studied in many other equations, such as wave equations and so on. [14] considered the global existence and the finite time blow up of solutions for the semilinear logarithmic wave equation u_{tt} − Δu = |u|^p In |u|, where 1 < p < ∞ if n = 1, 2 and 2 < p <^4_{n−2} if n = 3, 4, 5. [15] studied the energy decay estimates and infinite blow up phenomena for a strongly damped semilinear logarithmic wave equation, u_{tt} − Δu − Δu_t = u log |u|^2. [16] concerned with the existence of positive solutions for logarithmic elliptic equation, −ε^2Δu + V (x)u = u log |u|^2, where ε > 0, N ⩾ 3 and V is a continuous function with a global minimum.

In the past decades, the classical Klein–Gordon system (p > 1) u_{tt} − Δu + u = |u|^{p−1}u, (t, x) ∈ R × R^N , (1.6) u(x, 0) = u_0(x), u_t(x, 0) = u_1(x), x ∈ R^N , (1.7)

had been widely studied by many researchers. For the results about the existence of local and global solutions, blow up behavior and scattering behavior of (1.6), we could refer to [17-25] and the references therein.

There are also some results about the standing wave solutions of Klein–Gordon equation. [26] considered the instability of standing wave solutions for nonlinear Klein–Gordon equation (1.6). Especially, [27] studied the instability of standing wave solutions for nonlinear Klein–Gordon equation (1.6) in the critical case in one dimension. [28] studied the stability of the standing waves of least energy for nonlinear Klein–Gordon equations (1.8),

u_{tt} − Δu + u + f(|u|) arg u = 0, x ∈ R^N , N > 2, (1.8)

where f satisfy lim_{η→∞}f(η)/η^l ⩾ 0. By using variational method, the sufficient conditions of the minimum energy standing wave solutions stability were obtained for (1.8). Based on the method in [28], [30] considered the standing wave solutions of nonlinear Klein–Gordon equation (1.9), u_{tt} − Δu + u = K(x)|u|^{N4} u, (1.9) and discussed the instability of standing wave solutions by establishing some sharp conditions for blow up and global existence of the solutions, where K(x) > 0 is a given C^1 function such that there is^{N 2}_4 < q < ∞ such that K(x) ∈ L^q ( R^N ) . [31] studied the stability of standing wave solutions for the coupled nonlinear Klein–Gordon equation (1.10) ϕ_{tt} − Δϕ + ϕ = (p + 1)|ϕ|^{p−1}|ψ|^{q+1}ϕ, t > 0, x ∈ R^N , ψ_{tt} − Δψ + ψ = (q + 1)|ψ|^{p−1}|ϕ|^{q+1}ψ, t > 0, x ∈ R^N , (1.10)

where (ϕ, ψ) is a pair of real–valued functions, N > 2, 0 < p, q <^2_{N−2} and p + q <^4_N . In [32], the authors studied the instability of standing wave solutions for nonlinear Klein–Gordon equation with a damping term, u_{tt} − Δu + m^2u + αu_t = |u|^{p−2}u, where p > 2, m ≠ 0, α > 0. In [10], the authors studied the orbital stability of standing wave solutions u(x, t) = e^{ict}e^{12 + 1−c2p} e^{− px24} for the logarithmic Klein–Gordon equation (1.11),

u_{tt} − Δu + u = μ log (|u|^p) u, (1.11)

where c is the frequency, p > 0, μ > 0, u : R × R → C is a complex valued function.

As far as we know, there are no results about the existence and instability for the standing wave solution related to ground state of logarithmic Klein–Gordon equation (1.1). Study for the ground state of equation (1.1) is very important. The ground state solution is the lowest energy state of a system in quantum mechanics. A solution is said to be a ground state if it has the least energy among all solutions. From physical point of view, it is the most stable configuration of a quantum–mechanical system. Inspired by [28-29], in this paper we study the existence for the standing wave solution of equation (1.1) related to ground state by using the variational method, Gagliardo–Nirenberg inequality, compactness theorem, Sobolev embedding theorem, stretching transformation and so on. Further, we prove the instability of solutions around the ground state.

This paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we state some preliminaries and the main results. In Section 3, we prove the existence of standing wave solutions of equation (1.1) related to ground state ϕ_0(x) by using the variational method. In Section 4, we prove the instability of solutions around ϕ_0(x).

2 Preliminaries and statement of main results

2.1 Notations

We start by giving some definitions of H^r_1 and L^r_p,

H^1_r = { u ∈ H^1 ( R^3 ) ; u(x) = u(|x|) } , L^p_r = { u ∈ L^p ( R^3 ) ; u(x) = u(|x|), p > 2 } , which are radially symmetric spaces with the norm

‖u‖^2_H1_r = ∫ R^3 |∇u(x)|^2dx + ∫ R^3 |u(x)|^2dx < ∞, ‖u‖^p_Lp_r = ∫ R^3 |u(x)|^pdx < ∞. Next, we introduce the Gagliardo–Nirenberg inequality in R^N , N > 2, ‖u‖_Lr ⩽ C‖∇u‖^θ_Lp ‖u‖^{1−θ}_Lq , (2.1) where 1 < p < N, θ ∈ [0, 1],^1_r =^θ_{p∗} +^{1−θ}_q , p^∗ =^{Np}_{N−p} , C is the best constant. When p = q = 2, r = α, we get

‖ϕ_k‖_Lα ⩽ C_1 ‖ϕ_k‖^{1− N (α−2)2α}_{L2} ‖∇ϕ_k‖^{N (α−2)2α}_{L2} , (2.2)

for 2 ¡α <^{2N}_{N−2} .

In this paper, C_i > 0(i = 1, 2, 3 . . . , 20) is a constant. For f(u) = o(u) means that |f(u)/u| → 0 as |u| → 0, for f(u) = O(u) means that |f(u)/u| is bounded as |u| → 0.

2.2 The main results

Consider the nonlinear logarithmic Klein–Gordon equation (1.1), which has nontrivial standing wave solutions u(x, t) = e^{iωt}ϕ(x), where ϕ(x) is a ground state solution of the equation −Δϕ + ( 1 − ω^2 ) ϕ = |ϕ|^{p−1}ϕ In |ϕ|^2. (2.3) If there is a solution ϕ(x) such that the functional J_ω(ϕ) is minimum, then the solution ϕ(x) is said to be a ground–state solution of equation (2.3). Here we define the functional J_ω(ϕ) J_ω(ϕ) = 1 2 ∫ R^3 |∇ϕ|^2dx + 1 − ω^2 2 ∫ R^3 |ϕ|^2dx + 2 (p + 1)^2 ∫ R^3 |ϕ|^{p+1}dx − 1 p + 1 ∫ R^3 |ϕ|^{p+1} In |ϕ|^2dx, and the functional K_ω(ϕ) K_ω(ϕ) = 1 2 ∫ R^3 |∇ϕ|^2dx + 3 ( 1 − ω^2 ) 2 ∫ R^3 |ϕ|^2dx + 6 (p + 1)^2 ∫ R^3 |ϕ|^{p+1}dx − 3 p + 1 ∫ R^3 |ϕ|^{p+1} In |ϕ|^2dx. In addition, we define the set M_ω = { ϕ ∈ H^1_r | K_ω(ϕ) = 0, ϕ ≠ 0 } , then we consider the constrained variational problem d(ω) = inf_{ϕ∈Mω} J_ω(ϕ). First, we have the existence of the standing wave solution related to the ground state ϕ_0(x).

Theorem 2.1. Let 2 < p < 4, N = 3 and ω ∈ [0, 1],

(i) variational problem d(ω) = inf_{ϕ∈Mω} J_ω(ϕ) (2.4) are equivalent to minimization problems ~d(ω) = inf_ϕ { 1 3 ∫ R^3 |∇ϕ|^2dx, K_ω(ϕ) ⩽ 0, ϕ ≠ 0 } , (2.5) (ii) there exists ϕ_0 ∈ M_ω such that d(ω) = inf_{ϕ∈Mω} J_ω(ϕ) = J_ω (ϕ_0), (iii) ϕ_0 is a solution of −Δϕ + ( 1 − ω^2 ) ϕ = |ϕ|^{p−1}ϕ ln |ϕ|^2. Second, let X = { u ∈ H^1_r | ∫ R^3 G(|u|)dx < ∞ } , where are equivalent to minimization problems G(|u|) = 2 (p + 1)^2 |u|^{p+1} − 1 p + 1

|u|^{p+1} In |u|^2. (2.6)

We define an invariant set R_1 = {u ∈ X, u_t ∈ L^p_r | E (u, u_t) < d(0), K_0(u) < 0, u ≠ 0} , and obtain the instability of solutions around ϕ_0.

Theorem 2.2. Let ϕ(x) be a ground state solution of equation (2.3). For any ε > 0, there exists (u_0, u_1) ∈ R_1 that satisfies

‖(u_0, u_1) − (ϕ, 0)‖_H1_{r ×L}2_r < ε. (2.7)

And if the solutions u(t, x) of equation (1.1) satisfy (u(0, x), u_t(0, x)) = (u_0, u_1) ∈ R_1 and radially symmetric. Then either

(i) the solutions exist only locally in time [0, T_0), T_0 < ∞, with {t_n} such that ‖u (t_n)‖_H1_r → ∞ as t_n → T_0 for some sequence {t_n}; or

(ii) the solutions exist globally, then there exists a sequence {t_n} such that ‖u (t_n)‖_H1_r → ∞ as t_n → ∞. 3 Existence of Standing Wave Solutions

In this section, we prove Theorem 2.1, first, we give some lemmas.

Lemma 3.1. [34] Let N > 2, under radially symmetric condition, H^1 → L^p is compact for 2 < p < 2 + 4/(N − 2).

Lemma 3.2. If ϕ_ω ∈ H^1_r is a solution of −Δϕ + ( 1 − ω^2 ) ϕ = |ϕ|^{p−1}ϕ In |ϕ|^2, then

K_ω (ϕ_ω ) = 0.

Proof. Let ψ_β (x) = ϕ_ω (_x β ) , we have

J_ω (ψ_β ) = 1 2 ∫ R^3 |∇ψ_β |^2 dx + 1 − ω^2 2 ∫ R^3 |ψ_β |^2 dx + 2 (p + 1)^2 ∫ R^3 |ψ_β |^{p+1} dx − 1 p + 1 ∫ R^3

|ψ_β |^{p+1} In |ψ_β |^2 dx = β 2 ∫ R^3 |∇ϕ_ω |^2 dx + β^3 ( 1 − ω^2 ) 2 ∫ R^3 |ϕ_ω |^2 dx + 2β^3 (p + 1)^2 ∫ R^3 |ϕ_ω |^{p+1} dx − β^3 p + 1 ∫ R^3 |ϕ_ω|^{p+1} In |ϕ_ω|^2 dx. Since ϕ_ω is a solution of equation (2.3), then

δJ_ω (ϕ_ω) = 0 ⇒ d (J_ω (ψ_β )) dβ | | | |_{β=1} = 0, so d (J_ω (ϕ_β )) dβ | | |_{β=1} = 1 2 ∫ R^3 |∇ϕ|^2dx + 3 ( 1 − ω^2 ) 2 ∫ R^3 |ϕ|^2dx + 6 (p + 1)^2 ∫ R^3 |ϕ|^{p+1}dx − 3 p + 1 ∫ R^3 |ϕ|^{p+1} In |ϕ|^2dx = K_ω (ϕ_ω ) = 0.

This completes the proof of the Lemma 3.2.

Proof of Theorem 2.1. We divide the proof of Theorem 2.1 into three steps. Step1: Let ~d(ω) = inf

{_1 3 ∫ R^3 |∇ϕ| 2dx, K_ω(ϕ) ⩽ 0, ϕ ≠ 0 } , we prove the equivalence of d(ω) and ~d(ω). By the definition of d(ω) and ~d(ω), we have ~d(ω) ⩽ d(ω). For any ϕ ∈ H 1_r satisfying K_ω(ϕ) < 0, let ψ_β (x) = ϕ (_x β ) , K_ω (ψ_β ) = 1 2 ∫ R^3 |∇ψ_β |^2 dx + 3 ( 1 − ω^2 ) 2 ∫ R^3 |ψ_β|^2 dx + 6 (p + 1)^2 ∫ R^3 |ψ_β |^{p+1} dx − 3 p + 1 ∫ R^3

|ψ_β |^{p+1} In |ψ_β |^2 dx = β 2 ∫ R^3 |∇ϕ|^2dx + 3β^3 ( 1 − ω^2 ) 2 ∫ R^3 |ϕ|^2dx + 6β^3 (p + 1)^2 ∫ R^3 |ϕ|^{p+1}dx − 3β^3 p + 1 ∫ R^3 |ϕ|^{p+1} In |ϕ|^2dx. When β = 1, K_ω (ψ_1) = K_ω(ϕ) < 0. When β → 0,

K_ω (ψ_β ) = β [ 1 2 ∫ R^3 |∇ϕ|^2dx + 3β^2 ( 1 − ω^2 ) 2 ∫ R^3 |ϕ|^2dx + 6β^2 (p + 1)^2 ∫ R^3 |ϕ|^{p+1}dx − 3β^2 p + 1 ∫ R^3 |ϕ|^{p+1} In |ϕ|^2dx ] > 0. So there exists β^∗ ∈ (0, 1) such that K_ω (ψ_β∗ ) = 0 such as 1 3 ∫ R^3 |∇ψ_β∗ |^2 dx = β^∗ 3 ∫ R^3 |∇ϕ|^2dx < 1 3 ∫ R^3 |∇ϕ|^2dx, which implies d(ω) ⩽ ~d(ω). Thus, d(ω) = ~d(ω) holds. Step2: We prove there exists ϕ_0 ∈ M_ω such that

d(ω) = inf_{ϕ∈Mω} J_ω(ϕ) = J_ω (ϕ_0) .

Let ϕ_k be a minimum sequence for the minimization problem (2.5), then ∫ R^3 |∇ϕk | 2 dx is bounded.

Since K_ω (ϕ_k ) ⩽ 0, then

K_ω (ϕ_k) = 1 2 ∫ R^3 |∇ϕ_k |^2 dx + 3 ( 1 − ω^2 ) 2 ∫ R^3

|ϕ_k|^2 dx (3.1) + 6 (p + 1)^2 ∫ R^3 |ϕ_k|^{p+1} dx − 3 p + 1 ∫ R^3

|ϕ_k |^{p+1} In |ϕ_k|^2 dx ⩽ 0, (3.2) this indicates 1 2 ∫ R^3 |∇ϕ_k|^2 dx + 3 ( 1 − ω^2 ) 2 ∫ R^3

|ϕ_k|^2 dx (3.3) ⩽ 3 p + 1 ∫ R^3

|ϕ_k|^{p+1} In |ϕ_k |^2 dx + 6 (p + 1)^2 ∫ R^3

|ϕ_k |^{p+1} dx. (3.4)

Notice that u In u^2 ⩽ C_2 ( 1 + u^2 ) , u > 0, then 1 2 ∫ R^3 |∇ϕ_k |^2 dx + 3 ( 1 − ω^2 ) 2 ∫ R^3

|ϕ_k |^2 dx (3.5) ⩽ 3C_2 p + 1 ∫ R^3 |ϕ_k |^p dx + 3C_2 p + 1 ∫ R^3 |ϕ_k|^{p+2} dx + 6 (p + 1)^2 ∫ R^3

|ϕ_k|^{p+1} dx. (3.6)

By using the Gagliardo–Nirenberg inequality, we obtain ‖ϕ_k‖_Lp_r ⩽ C_3 ‖ϕ_k‖^{1−} 3(p−2) 2p L^2_r ‖∇ϕk ‖ 3(p−2) 2p L^2_r , (3.7)

‖ϕ_k‖_Lp+1_r ⩽ C_4 ‖ϕ_k‖^{1−} 3(p−1) 2(p+1) L^2_r ‖∇ϕk ‖ 3(p−1) 2(p+1)

L^2_r , (3.8)

‖ϕ_k ‖_Lp+2_r ⩽ C_5 ‖ϕ_k ‖^{1−} 3p 2(p+2) L^2_r ‖∇ϕk ‖ 3p 2(p+2)

L^2_r , (3.9)

where 2 < p < 4. Then from Young’s inequality in (3.7)–(3.9), we have

‖ϕ_k‖^p_Lp_r ⩽ C_6 ‖ϕ_k‖^{p− 3(p−2)2}_{L2r} ‖∇ϕ_k ‖^{3(p−2)2}_{L2r} ⩽ C_6 ( ε ‖ϕ_k‖^{m(6−p)2}_{L2r} + ε^{− nm} ‖∇ϕ_k ‖^{3n(p−2)2}_{L2r} ) , (3.10)

‖ϕ_k ‖^{p+1}_{Lp+1r} ⩽ C_7 ‖ϕ_k‖^{p+1− 3(p−1)2}_{L2r} ‖∇ϕ_k‖^{3(p−1)2}_{L2r} ⩽ C_7 ( ε ‖ϕ_k ‖^{m(5−p)2}_{L2r} + ε^{− nm} ‖∇ϕ_k‖^{3n(p−1)2}_{L2r} ) , (3.11)

‖ϕ_k‖^{p+2}_{L+2r} ⩽ C_8 ‖ϕ_k‖^{p+2− 3p2}_{L2r} ‖∇ϕ_k ‖^{3p2}_{L2r} ⩽ C_8 ( ε ‖ϕ_k‖^{m(4−p)2}_{L2r} + ε^{− nm} ‖∇ϕ_k ‖^{3np2}_{L2r} ) , (3.12)

where ε is sufficiently small, m, n satisfy m > 1, n > 1,^1_m +^1_n = 1. If ‖ϕ_k‖_L2_r < 1, ‖ϕ_k‖_H1_r is obviously bounded. If ‖ϕ_k‖_L2_r > 1, from (3.7)–(3.12), we have 1 2 ‖∇ϕ_k ‖^2_L2_r + 3 ( 1 − ω^2 ) 2 ‖ϕ_k ‖^2_L2_r − C_9ε ‖ϕ_k ‖^{m(6−p)2}_{L2r} p + 1 − C_9ε ‖ϕ_k ‖^{m(4−p)2}_{L2r} p + 1 − C_9ε ‖ϕ_k‖^{m(5−p)2}_{L2r} (p + 1)^2

(3.13)

⩽ C_9ε^{− nm} ‖∇ϕ_k‖^{3n(p−2)2}_{L2r} p + 1 + C_9ε^{− nm} ‖∇ϕ_k ‖^{3np2}_{L2r} p + 1 + C_9ε^{− nm} ‖∇ϕ_k‖^{3n(p−1)2}_{L2r} (p + 1)^2

. (3.14)

Choose 1 < m <^4_{6−p} , we obtain max { 2, m(6 − p) 2 , m(5 − p) 2 , m(4 − p) 2 } = 2,

so (3.13) can be written as 3 ( 1 − ω^2 ) 2 ‖ϕ_k‖^2_L2_r ⩽ C_9 ‖∇ϕ_k ‖^{3n(p−2)2}_{L2r} + C_9 ‖∇ϕ_k ‖^{3np2}_{L2r} + C_9 ‖∇ϕ_k ‖^{3n(p−1)2}_{L2r} . (3.15)

Since ∫ R^3 |∇ϕk | 2 dx is bounded, then ‖ϕ_k‖_H1_r is bounded by (3.15), so there must be a convergent subsequence, also denoted as ϕ_k , such that

ϕ_k → ϕ_0 weakly in H^1_r , (3.16)

from Lemma 3.1,

ϕ_k → ϕ_0 strongly in L^p_r, 2 < p < 6. (3.17)

By the lower semicontinuity of the limit, we have

K_ω (ϕ_0) = 1 2 ∫ R^3

|∇ϕ_0|^2 dx + 3 ( 1 − ω^2 ) 2 ∫ R^3

|ϕ_0|^2 dx (3.18) + 6 (p + 1)^2 ∫ R^3 |ϕ_0|^{p+1} dx − 3 p + 1 ∫ R^3

|ϕ_0|^{p+1} In |ϕ_0|^2 dx (3.19) ⩽ lim_{k→∞} ( 1 2 ∫ R^3 |∇ϕ_k |^2 dx + 3 ( 1 − ω^2 ) 2 ∫ R^3

|ϕ_k|^2 dx (3.20) + 6 (p + 1)^2 ∫ R^3 |ϕ_k|^{p+1} dx − 3 p + 1 ∫ R^3

|ϕ_k |^{p+1} In |ϕ_k|^2 dx ) (3.21)

= lim_{k→∞} K_ω (ϕ_k) ⩽ 0, (3.22)

according to Step1, we can obtain K_ω (ϕ_0) = 0. Next we prove ϕ_0 ≠ 0. By contradiction, if ϕ_0 = 0, we get

ϕ_k → 0 ∈ H^1_r , ϕ_k → 0 ∈ L^p_r, 2 < p < 6. (3.23)

However, by Sobolev embedding theorem, when 2 ⩽ p ⩽ 4, we get

‖ϕ_k‖^p_Lp_r ⩽ C_{10} ‖ϕ_k‖^p_{H1r} , ‖ϕ_k ‖^{p+1}_Lp_r ⩽ C_{11} ‖ϕ_k ‖^{p+1}_{H1r} , ‖ϕ_k‖^{p+2}_Lp_r ⩽ C_{12} ‖ϕ_k‖^{p+2}_{H1r} . (3.24)

So, from (3.5) we obtain

α ‖ϕ_k ‖^2_H1_r ⩽

C_{13} p + 1 ‖ϕ_k ‖^p_{H1r} + C_{13} p + 1

‖ϕ_k‖^{p+2}_{H1r} +

C_{13} (p + 1)^2

‖ϕ_k‖^{p+1}_{H1r} , (3.25)

where α = min { 1 2 ,^3(^{1−ω2})_2 } . Since ϕ_k ≠ 0 and ‖ϕ_k‖_H1_r is bounded, then

‖ϕ_k ‖^{p−2}_{H1r} + ‖ϕ_k‖^p_{H1r} + ‖ϕ_k‖^{p−1}_{H1r} ⩾ α(p + 1)

C_{13}

, (3.26)

which contradicts to (3.23). Therefore ϕ_0 ≠ 0 and combine with K_ω (ϕ_0) = 0, we deduce that ϕ_0 ∈ M_ω. By the lower semicontinuity of the limit, we have

d(ω) = inf_{ϕ∈Mω} J_ω(ϕ) ⩽ J_ω (ϕ_0) = 1 3 ∫ R^3 |∇ϕ_0|^2 dx ⩽ lim_{k→∞} 1 3 ∫ R^3

|∇ϕ_k|^2 dx = d(ω). (3.27)

Step3: We prove ϕ_0 is a solution of −Δϕ + ( 1 − ω^2 ) ϕ = |ϕ|^{p−1}ϕ In |ϕ|^2. By step2, we consider inf J_ω(ϕ) under condition K_ω (ϕ) = 0. Using lagrange multiplier method, we have

δJ_ω (ϕ_0) = λδK_ω (ϕ_0) , (3.28) that is

−(1 − λ)Δϕ_0 + (1 − 3λ) ( 1 − ω^2 ) ϕ_0 − (1 − 3λ) |ϕ_0|^p In |ϕ_0|^2 = 0. (3.29) Let J_{1ω} (ϕ) = 1 − λ 2 ∫ R^3 |∇ϕ|^2dx + (1 − 3λ) ( 1 − ω^2 ) 2 ∫ R^3

|ϕ|^2dx (3.30) + 2(1 − 3λ) (p + 1)^2 ∫ R^3 |ϕ|^{p+1}dx − 1 − 3λ p + 1 ∫ R^3

|ϕ|^{p+1} In |ϕ|^2dx, (3.31)

similar to the proof of Lemma 3.2, we obtain 1 2 ∫ R^3

|∇ϕ_0|^2 dx + 3 ( 1 − ω^2 ) 2 ∫ R^3

|ϕ_0|^2 dx + 6 (p + 1)^2 ∫ R^3

|ϕ_0|^{p+1} dx (3.32) − 3 p + 1 ∫ R^3

|ϕ_0|^{p+1} In |ϕ_0|^2 dx (3.33) = λ 2 ∫ R^3

|∇ϕ_0|^2 dx + 9λ ( 1 − ω^2 ) 2 ∫ R^3

|ϕ_0|^2 dx (3.34) + 18λ (p + 1)^2 ∫ R^3 |ϕ_0|^{p+1} dx − 9λ p + 1 ∫ R^3

|ϕ_0|^{p+1} In |ϕ_0|^2 dx. (3.35)

Thanks to K_ω (ϕ_0) = 0 , we show that 3λK_ω (ϕ_0) = 0, 3λ 2 ∫ R^3

|∇ϕ_0|^2 dx + 9λ ( 1 − ω^2 ) 2 ∫ R^3

|ϕ_0|^2 dx (3.36) + 18λ (p + 1)^2 ∫ R^3 |ϕ_0|^{p+1} dx − 9λ p + 1 ∫ R^3

|ϕ_0|^{p+1} In |ϕ_0|^2 dx = 0. (3.37)

From (3.32)–(3.36), we have −λ ∫ R^3

|∇ϕ_0|^2 dx = 0.

It implies λ = 0, from (3.28) we obtain J_ω (ϕ_0) = 0, therefore ϕ_0 is a solution of −Δϕ+ ( 1 − ω^2 ) ϕ = |ϕ|^{p−1}ϕ In |ϕ|^2. This completes the proof of Theorem 2.1. □

From Theorem 2.1, we get the following corollary.

Corollary 3.1. Let G_ω be the solution set of (2.4), G_ω is also the solution set of problem (3.38),

inf J_ω(ϕ) = d(ω), ω ∈ (0, 1), 1 3 ∫ R^3 |∇ϕ|^2dx = d(ω). (3.38) Proof. Assuming that ϕ satisfies 1 3 ∫ R^3 |∇ϕ|^2dx = d(ω), J_ω(ϕ) < d(ω), (3.39) then 1 3 K_ω(ϕ) = J_ω(ϕ) − 1 3 ∫ R^3 |∇ϕ|^2dx = J_ω(ϕ) − d(ω) < 0.

According to Theorem 2.1,

d(ω) = inf { 1 3 ∫ R^3 |∇ϕ|^2dx, K_ω(ϕ) ⩽ 0, ϕ ≠ 0 } , we obtain d(ω) <^1_3 ∫ R^3 |∇ϕ| 2dx, which contradicts to (3.39), then

inf J_ω(ϕ) = d(ω), 1 3 ∫ R^3 |∇ϕ|^2dx = d(ω). Next, we prove that G_ω is also the solution set of problem (3.38). Let ϕ be the solution to problem (3.38), then δJ_ω(ϕ) + λδ ∫ R^3

|∇ϕ|^2dx = 0. (3.40)

We calculate the (3.40) and obtain ∫ R^3

−(1 + λ)Δϕ + ( 1 − ω^2 ) ϕ − |ϕ|^{p−1}ϕ In |ϕ|^2dx = 0. Let J_{2ω}(ϕ) =

1 + λ 2 ∫ R^3 |∇ϕ|^2dx + 1 − ω^2 2 ∫ R^3

|ϕ|^2dx (3.41) + 2 (p + 1)^2 ∫ R^3 |ϕ|^{p+1}dx − 1 p + 1 ∫ R^3

|ϕ|^{p+1} In |ϕ|^2dx, (3.42)

similar to the proof of Lemma 3.2, we obtain

1 + λ 2 ∫ R^3 |∇ϕ|^2dx + 3 ( 1 − ω^2 ) 2 ∫ R^3

|ϕ|^2dx (3.43) + 6 (p + 1)^2 ∫ R^3 |ϕ|^{p+1}dx − 3 p + 1 ∫ R^3

|ϕ|^{p+1}In|ϕ|^2dx = 0. (3.44)

According to (3.43) and the definition of J_ω(ϕ), we get

J_ω(ϕ) = 2 − λ 6 ∫ R^3 |∇ϕ|^2dx = d(ω) = 1 3 ∫ R^3 |∇ϕ|^2dx, therefore λ = 0. From (3.43), we obtain K_ω(ϕ) = 0, ϕ ∈ G_ω. This completes the proof of the Corollary 3.1.

4 The Instability of Standing Wave Solutions

In this section, we consider the Cauchy problem for equation (1.1), and define the energy of equation (1.1) as E (u, u_t) = 1 2 ∫ R^3

|u_t|^2 dx + J_0(u).

where

J_0(ϕ) = 1 2 ∫ R^3 |∇ϕ|^2dx + 1 2 ∫ R^3 |ϕ|^2dx + 2 (p + 1)^2 ∫ R^3 |ϕ|^{p+1}dx − 1 p + 1 ∫ R^3 |ϕ|^{p+1} In |ϕ|^2dx. Fristly, we give the following lemmas.

Lemma 4.1. If the solutions of Cauchy problem (1.1)–(1.2) satisfy E (u_0, u_1) = E (u, u_t), then R_1 is an invariant set under the flow of problems (1.1)–(1.2).

Proof. Let (u_0, u_1) ∈ R_1, according to the conservation of energy, we obtain

E (u_0, u_1) = E (u, u_t) < d(0). (4.1)

Assume there exists a t_1 such that (u (t_1) , u_t (t_1)) /∈ R_1, then K (u (t_1)) ⩾ 0. From the lower semi–continuity of K(u(t)), there is a maximum value t_0, which satisfies K (u (t_0)) ⩾ 0. So for t ∈ (t_0, +∞), we have K(u(t)) < 0, 1 3 ∫ R^3 |∇u (t_0)|^2 dx ⩽ lim_{t→t0} t<t_0 1 3 ∫ R^3 |∇u(t)|^2dx (4.2)

⩽ lim_{t→t0} t<t_0 ( 1 3 ∫ R^3 |∇u(t)|^2dx + 1 3 K(u(t)) ) (4.3)

= lim_{t→t0} t<t_0 J(u(t)) ⩽ lim_{t→t0} t<t_0 ( J(u(t)) + 1 2 ∫ R^3 |u_t(t)|^2 dx ) (4.4)

= lim_{t→t0} t<t_0 E (u, u_t) < d(0), (4.5)

which contradicts the definition of d(0), so R_1 is an invariant set under the flow of Cauchy problem (1.1)–(1.2).

Lemma 4.2. [34] let u ∈ H^1_r , then |u(x)| ⩽ C_N |x|^{1−N2} ‖u‖_H1_r , where, C_N only depends on N.

Lemma 4.3. Let ϕ_m(r, t) = rH(m − r) + In(m)r In(r) [H(r − m) − H(r − (t + 2m))] − In(m)(t + 2m)

In(t + 2m) [H(r − (t + 2m))], where, if s ⩾ 0, H(s) = 1, if s < 0, H(s) = 0. Then we obtain Re ∫ R^3 u_tϕ_mū_rdx − Re ∫ R^3

u_t(0)ϕ_m(r, 0)ū_r(0)dx (4.6) = ∫_t 0 ∫ r<m − 3 2 |u_t|^2 + 1 2 |∇u|^2 + 3 2 |u|^2 + 3G(|u|)dxds (4.7) + In m In r ∫_t 0 ∫ m<r<2m+t − 3 2 |u_t|^2 + 1 2 |∇u|^2 + 3 2 |u|^2 + 3G(|u|)dxds (4.8) + In m (In r)^2 ∫_t 0 ∫ m<r<2m+t 1 2 |u_t|^2 + 1 2 |∇u|^2 − 1 2 |u|^2 − G(|u|)dxds (4.9) + ∫_t 0 ∫ r>2m+t − Re e_{1m}ū_ru_t + e_{2m} [ − 1 2 |u_t|^2 + |∇u|^2 − |u|^2 − 2G(|u|) ] dxds. (4.10)

Proof. We multiply equation (1.1) by ϕ_m(r, t)ū_r, then integrate on R^3, take the real part, we obtain d dt Re ∫ R^3 u_tϕ_mū_rdx − Re ∫ R^3 u_t d dt (ϕ_m) ū_rdx − Re ∫ R^3 u_tϕ_m d dt (ū_r) dx (4.11)

− Re ∫ R^3

Δuϕ_mū_rdx + Re ∫ R^3 uϕ_mū_rdx + Re ∫ R^3 f(|u|) u |u| ϕ_mū_rdx = 0, (4.12)

where, f(|u|) = −|u|^p In |u|^2.

Let G^′(|u|) = f(|u|), we calculate equation (4.11) and obtain d dt Re ∫ R^3 u_tϕ_mū_rdx + ∫ r<m 3 2 |u_t|^2 − 1 2 |∇u|^2 − 3 2 |u|^2 − 3G(|u|)dx + In m In r [∫ m<r<2m+t 3 2 |u_t|^2 − 1 2 |∇u|^2 − 3 2 |u|^2 − 3G(|u|)dx ]

− In m (In r)^2 [∫ m<r<2m+t 1 2 |u_t|^2 + 1 2 |∇u|^2 − 1 2 |u|^2 − G(|u|)dx ]

+ ∫ r>2m+t Re e_{1m}ū_ru_t + e_{2m} [ 1 2 |u_t|^2 − |∇u|^2 + |u|^2 + 2G(|u|) ] dx = 0, where e_{im} (i = 1, 2) is a constant and |e_{im}| ⩽ C_{17} for r > 2m + t. Integrating with respect to t we obtain (4.6).

Proof of Theorem 2.2. We prove Theorem 2.2 by contradiction. Statement (i) is just a consequence of the local existence of the solution. Now we proof (ii). Assuming u(t, x) is bounded in H^1_r ( R^3 ) , then there exists an ε > 0 such that K_0(u(t)) < −ε for any t. Otherwise, since R_1 is an invariant set, there exists an sequence {t_k} that satisfies K_0 (u (t_k)) → 0, so there is a convergent subsequence u (t_k),

u (t_k) → u^∗ weakly in H^1_r ( R^3 ) , from Lemma 3.1, we have

u (t_k) → u^∗ strongly in L^p_r ( R^3 ) , 2 < p < 6, then we get 1 3 ∫ R^3 |∇u^∗|^2 dx ⩽ lim_{k→∞} 1 3 ∫ R^3

|∇u (t_k)|^2 dx (4.13)

= lim_{k→∞} [ J_0 (u (t_k)) − 1 3 K (u (t_k)) ] (4.14)

= lim_{k→∞} J_0 (u (t_k)) (4.15) ⩽ lim_{k→∞} [ J_0 (u (t_k)) + 1 2 ∫ R^3

|u_t (t_k)|^2 dx ] (4.16)

= E (u_0, u_1) < d, (4.17)

which contradicts the definition of d(0). Therefore such an ε > 0 exists. According to Lemma 4.2, we can get that |u(r, t)| ⩽ C_N ‖u(t)‖_H1_r r^{−1} < C_{18}r^{−1}, when r is sufficiently large, we have |u(r, t)| ⩽ 1, so G(|u|) = 2 (p + 1)^2 |u|^{p+1} − 1 (p + 1) |u|^{p+1} In |u|^2 > 0. We estimate the (4.6) and obtain ∫ m<r<2m+t In m 2 In r |∇u|^2dx + ∫ m<r<2m+t In m 2(In r)^2 |∇u|^2dx (4.18) < 1 2 ∫ m<r<2m+t |∇u|^2dx + 1 2 In m ∫ m<r<2m+t |∇u|^2dx, (4.19) ∫ m<r<2m+t 3 In m 2 In r |u|^2dx − ∫ m<r<2m+t In m 2(In r)^2 |u|^2dx < 3 2 ∫ m<r<2m+t |u|^2dx, (4.20) ∫ m<r<2m+t 3 In m In r G(|u|)dx − ∫ m<r<2m+t In m (In r)^2 G(|u|)dx < 3 ∫ m<r<2m+t G(|u|)dx. (4.21) Finally, since the radially symmetric solution is strong outside the optical cone containing the origin, at the base of the optical cone, we have the following estimates, ∫ r>2m+t − Re e_{1m}ū_ru_t + e_{2m} [ − 1 2 |u_t|^2 + |∇u|^2 − |u|^2 − 2G(|u|) ] dx (4.22)

⩽ C_{19} ∫ r>2m+t |ū_ru_t| − 1 2 |u_t|^2 + |∇u|^2 − |u|^2 − 2G(|u|)dx (4.23) ⩽ C_{19} ∫ r>2m+t |ū_ru_t| + 1 2 |u_t|^2 + |∇u|^2 + |u|^2 + 2G(|u|)dx (4.24)

⩽ C_{19} ∫ r>2m+t |u_1|^2 + |∇u_0|^2 + |u_0|^2 + 2G (|u_0|) dx. (4.25)

From estimates (4.18)–(4.21), (4.6) can be written as Re ∫ R^3 u_tϕ_mū_rdx − Re ∫ R^3

u_t(0)ϕ_m(r, 0)ū_r(0)dx = ∫_t 0 ∫ r<m − 3 2 |u_t|^2 + 1 2 |∇u|^2 + 3 2 |u|^2 + 3G(|u|)dxds + ∫_t 0 ∫ m<r<2m+t 1 2 |∇u|^2 + 3 2 |u|^2 + 3G(|u|)dxds + C_{19} ∫_t 0 ∫ r>2m+t |u_1|^2 + |∇u_0|^2 + |u_0|^2 + 2G (|u_0|) dxds + ∫_t 0 ∫ m<r<2m+t 1 2 In m |∇u|^2dxds = I_1 + I_2 + I_3 + I_4.

According to K(u(t)) < −ε, we get I_1 < 0 and

I_2 = ∫_t 0 ∫ m<r<2m+t 1 2 |∇u|^2 + 3 2 |u|^2 + 3G(|u|)dxds = ∫_t 0 K_0(u(s))ds ⩽ −εt.

When m is large enough, we get

I_3 = C_{19} ∫_t 0 ∫ r>2m+t |u_1|^2 + |∇u_0|^2 + |u_0|^2 + 2G (|u_0|) dxds ⩽ ∫_t 0 ε 4 ds ⩽ εt 4 ,

I_4 = ∫_t 0 ∫ m<r 1 2 In m |∇u|^2dxds ⩽ ∫_t 0 ε 4 ds ⩽ εt 4 , so Re ∫ R^3 u_tϕ_mū_rdx − Re ∫ R^3

u_t(0)ϕ_m(r, 0)ū_r(0)dx ⩽ − εt 2 . (4.26)

In addition, when t is sufficiently large, we can get |ϕ_m(r, t)| ⩽ C_{20}t In t

. (4.27)

Thus, (4.26) can be written as ∫ R^3 ∇u · u_tdx ⩾ C(ε) In t. (4.28) By H?lder’s inequality, we have (∫ R^3 |∇u|^2dx ) 1_2 · (∫ R^3 |u_t|^2 dx ) 1_2

⩾ C(ε) In t, (4.29)

which contradicts the assumption that u(t, x) is bounded in H^1_r (R^3), so there is a sequence {t_n}, when t_n → ∞, ‖u (t_n)‖_H1_r → ∞.

Take u_0(x) = ϕ (_x λ ) , u_1(x) = 0, λ > 1, where ϕ(x) is the ground state solution of (2.3), we obtain

‖(u_0, u_1) − (ϕ, 0)‖_H1_{r ×L}2_r < ε. (4.30)

Then we prove (u_0, u_1) ∈ R_1, from the proof process of Lemma 3.2, we can get that J_0 (u_λ(x)) is a decreasing function of λ(λ > 1), so

E (u_0, u_1) = E (u_0, 0) = J_0 (u_0(x)) = J_0 ( ϕ ( x λ )) < J_0(ϕ(x)) = d(0), (4.31)

1 3 ∫ R^3

|∇u_0|^2 dx = 1 3 ∫ R^3 | |∇ϕ ( x λ )| |^2 dx = λ 3 ∫ R^3 |∇ϕ(x)|^2dx > 1 3 ∫ R^3

|∇ϕ(x)|^2dx = d(0). (4.32)

(4.31) and (4.32) indicate (u_0, u_1) ∈ R_1, so we get Theorem 2.2. Then the instability of the standing wave solutions is obtained .

Acknowledgment

The first author is supported in part by the National Science Foundation of China, grant 11971166.

References

[1] K. Bartkowski, P. Gorka, One-dimensional Klein–Gordon equation with logarithmic nonlinearities, Journal of Physics A: Mathematical and Theoretical. 41 (2008), no. 35, 201-355.

[2] I. Bialynicki, J. Mycielski, Wave equations with logarithmic nonlinearities, Theoretical Physics. 23 (1975), no. 4, 461-466.

[3] P. Gorka, Logarithmic Klein–Gordon equation, Acta Physica Polonica B. 40 (2009), no. 1, 60-66.

[4] G. Rosen, Dilatation covariance and exact solutions in local relativistic field theories, Physical Review. 183 (1969), no. 5, 1186.

[5] John D. Barrow, P. Parsons, Inflationary models with logarithmic potentials, Physical Review D. 52 (1995), no. 10, 5577-5587.

[6] K. Enqvist, J. McDonald Q-balls and baryogenesis in the MSSM, Physical Letters B. 425 (1998), 309-321.

[7] A. Linde, Strings, textures, inflation and spectrum bending, Physical Letters B. 284 (1992), 215-222.

[8] Y. Ye, L. Li, Global existence and blow-up of solutions for logarithmic Klein-Gordon equation, AIMS Mathematics. 6 (2021), no. 7, 6898-6914.

[9] J. Yan, H. Zhang, Regularized finite difference methods for the logarithmic Klein-Gordon equation, East Asian Journal on Applied Mathematics. 11 (2021), no. 1, 119-142.

[10] F. Natali, E. Cardoso, Orbital stability of periodic standing waves for the logarithmic Klein- Gordon equation, Journal of Mathematical Analysis and Applications. 482 (2020), no. 2, 1-42.

[11] Y. Ye. Global solution and blow–up of logarithmic Klein–Gordon equation, Bulletin of the Korean Mathematical Society. 57 (2020), no. 2, 281-294.

[12] M. Khuddush, K. Prasad, B. Bharathi, Global existence and blow up of solutions for a semilinear Klein–Gordon equation with the product of logarithmic and power–type nonlinearity, Annali dell universita di ferrara. 68 (2022), no. 1, 187-201.

[13] T. Roy, Global existence of solutions of a Loglog energy–supercritical Klein–Gordon equation, Journal of Dynamics and Differential Equations. (2022), 1-44.

[14] L. Wei, M. Salik, R. Xu, Global existence and blow up of solution for semi–linear Klein–Gordon hyperbolic equation with the product of logarithmic and power-type nonlinearity, Opuscula Mathematica. 40 (2020), no. 1, 111-130.

[15] L. Ma, Z. Fang Energy decay estimates and infinite blow-up phenomena for a strongly damped semilinear wave equation with logarithmic nonlinear source, Math Meth Appl Sci. (2018), 1-15.

[16] O. Alves and F. Morais, Existence and concentration of positive solutions for a Schrodinger logarithmic equation, Z. Angew. Math. Phys. (2018) 69:144.

[17] J. Zhang, Sharp conditions of global existence for nonlinear Schrodinger and Klein–Gordon equations, Nonlinear Analysis. 48 (2002), no. 2, 191-207.

[18] H. Pecher, Lp–Abschtzungen und Klassische Lsungen fur Nichtlineare Wellengleichungen, Manuscripta Mathematica. 20 (1977), no. 3, 227-244.

[19] N. Hayashi, P. Naumkin, Final state problem for the cubic nonlinear Klein–Gordon equation, Journal of mathematical physics. 50 (2009), no. 10, 2476-2488.

[20] S. Zhu, Sharp energy criteria of blow–up for the energy–critical Klein–Gordon equation, Journal of Inequalities and Applications. 2015 (2015), no. 1, 1-9.

[21] X. Luo, Blow up of solutions of initial boundary value problem for a class of nonlinear Klein- Gordon equations, Journal of Southwest University for Nationalities.Natural Science Edition. 36 (2010), no. 1, 22-24.

[22] J. Zhao, S. Li, Sharp condition for global existence and blow-up on Klein-Gordon equation, Mathematical Problems in Engineering. 2009 (2009), 1–9.

[23] X. Cheng, Z. Guo, S. Masaki, Scattering for the mass-critial nonlinear Klein-Gordon equations in three and higher dimensions, Analysis of PDEs. (2022), 1–34.

[24] S. Ibrahim, N. Masmoudi, K. Nakanishi, Scattering threshold for the focusing nonlinear Klein- Gordon equation, Analysis and PDE. 4 (2011), no. 3, 1–34.

[25] K. Nakanishi, Scattering Theory for Nonlinear Klein–Gordon Equation with Sobolev Critical Power, International Mathematics Research Notices. 1999 (1999), no. 1, 139-147.

[26] O. Masahito, T.Grozdena, Strong instability of standing waves for nonlinear Klein–Gordon Equations, Discrete and Continuous Dynamical Systems. 12 (2005), no.2, 315-322.

[27] Y. Wu, Instability of the standing waves for the nonlinear Klein–Gordon equation in one dimension, Mathematics Subject Classification. (2018), 1-18.

[28] J. Shatah, Stable standing waves of nonlinear Klein–Gordon equations, Communications in Mathematical Physics. 91 (1983), no. 3, 313-327.

[29] J. Shatah, Unstable ground state of nonlinear Klein–Gordon equations, Transactions of the American Mathematical Society. 290 (1985), no.2, 701-710.

[30] Z. Gan, J. Zhang, Standing waves of the inhomogeneous Klein–Gordon equations with critical exponent, Acta Mathematica Sinica. 22 (2006), no. 2, 357-366.

[31] J. Zhang, Z. Gan, B. Guo, Stability of the standing waves for a class of coupled nonlinear Klein–Gordon equations, Acta Mathematicae Applicatae Sinica, English Series. 26 (2010), no. 3, 427-442.

[32] W. Huang, J. Zhang, Instability of the standing waves for nonlinear Klein–Gordon equations with damping term,Applied mathematics and computation. 213 (2009), no. 2, 522-528.

[33] H. Berestycki, P. L. Lions Nonlinear scalar field equations I, II, Communications in Arch. Rat.

Mech. Anal, 55 (1983), no. 82, 313-375.

[34] W.A. Strauss, Existence of solitary waves in higher dimensions, Communications in Mathematical Physics, 55 (1977), no. 2, 149-162.