arXiv:2405.16562v1 [math.AP] 26 May 2024

Global existence and nonexistence analyses for a magnetic fractional pseudo-parabolic equation

Jiazhuo Cheng^a, Qiru Wang^{a,b,∗}

aSchool of Mathematics, Sun Yat-sen University, Guangzhou 510275, Guangdong, PR China bSchool of Mathematics(Zhuhai), Sun Yat-sen University, Zhuhai 519082, Guangdong, PR China

Abstract

In this paper, we study the initial-boundary value problem for a pseudo-parabolic equation in magnetic fractional Orlicz-Sobolev spaces. First, by employing the imbedding theorems, the theory of potential wells and the Galerkin method, we prove the existence and uniqueness of global solutions with subcritical initial energy, critical initial energy and supercritical initial energy, respectively. Furthermore, we prove the decay estimate of global solutions with sub-sharp-critical initial energy, sharp-critical initial energy and supercritical initial energy, respectively. Specifically, we need to analyze the properties of ω-limits of solutions for supercritical initial energy. Next, we establish the finite time blowup of solutions with sub-sharp-critical initial energy and sharp-critical initial energy, respectively. Finally, we discuss the convergence relationship between the global solutions of the evolution problem and the ground state solutions of the corresponding stationary problem.

Keywords: A magnetic fractional pseudo-parabolic equation; global existence, uniqueness and asymptotic behavior; finite time blowup; ground state solutions; the imbedding theorems, the theory of potential wells and the Galerkin method 2020 MSC: 35R11, 26A33, 35K58, 35B44, 35D30

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

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

Preprint submitted to arXiv May 28, 2024

Contents 1 Introduction 3 2 Preliminaries and main results 6 2.1 N-functions and basic properties . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 6 2.2 Main assumptions . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 9 2.3 Lebesgue and Orlicz-Sobolev spaces . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 10 2.4 Magnetic Fractional Orlicz-Sobolev spaces . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 11 2.5 Embeddings and inequalities . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 11 2.6 The theory of potential wells . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 13 2.7 Main results . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 22 3 Local solutions 25 4 Global existence and uniqueness 32 5 Asymptotic behavior 38 6 Blowup 42 7 Convergence relations 46 8 Conclusions 50

1. Introduction

In this paper, we consider the following initial boundary value problem of fractional non-linear pseudo-parabolic equation

u_t + (−Δ)^s u_t + ( −Δ^A_g )_s u = |u|^{p−1} u, 0 < t < T, x ∈ Ω, u (x, t) = 0, 0 < t < T, x ∈ R^N \Ω, u (x, 0) = u_0(x), x ∈ Ω,

(1.1)

where Ω ⊂ R^N (N ≥ 1) is a bounded domain with smooth boundary, T ∈ (0, ∞]. The fractional operators (−Δ)^s and ( −Δ^A_g )_s are defined as

(−Δ)^s u (x) := 2P.V. ∫ R^N u (x) − u (y) |x − y|^{N+2s} dy, x ∈ R^N , and ( −Δ^A_g )_s u (x) := 2P.V. ∫ R^N g (| D^A_s u (x, y) |) |D^A_s u (x, y)| D^A_s u (x, y) dy |x − y|^{N+s} , x ∈ R^N , (1.2)

where A : R^N → R^N is a given vector field, s ∈ (0, 1), u : R^N → C is a smooth function, P.V. stands for “in principal value”, g = G^′ is the derivative of an Nfunction (see Section 2 for details regarding N-functions), and D^A_s u (x, y) = u (x) − e^{i(x−y)·A}(^{x+y2} )u (y) |x − y|^s . The operator ( −Δ^A_g )_s is called the magnetic fraction g-Laplacian operator, which appears as a gradient of the non-local magnetic energy function ρ^A_{s,G} (u) := ∫ R^{2N} G (| D^A_s u (x, y) | |) dμ, i.e.,

lim_{t→0} ρ^A_{s,G} (u + tv) − ρ^A_{s,G} (u) t = ℜ (∫ R^{2N} g (| D^A_s u (x, y) | |) |D^A_s u (x, y)| D^A_s u (x, y) D^A_s v (x, y)dμ )

= ⟨( −Δ^A_g )_s u, v ⟩ , where ℜ (z) denotes its real part for z ∈ C , dμ = dxdy/ |x − y|^N . On the other hand, the operator ( −Δ^A_g )_s can be seen as an approximate of local operator −Δ^A_g appearing as a gradient of the energy functional

I^A_G (u) = ∫ R^N G (|∇u − iAu|) dx, where g = G^′ and G is the spherical limit of G (see [12]). For example, the spherical limit of G is G (t) = K_{N,p} |t|^p when G (t) = |t|^p and p > 1, where K_{N,p} := ∫ S^{N−1} |xn| p dp. For more examples, please refer to [11]. The approximation is in the following sense (see [11, Theorem 6.17]): let u_s be the unique solution of ( −Δ^A_g )_s u = f in Ω ⊂ R^N , u = 0 on R^N \Ω

for s ∈ (0, 1) and appropriate f, then u_s → u in L^G (Ω) for s → 1, and u is the weak solution to −Δ^A_g u = f in Ω ⊂ R^N , u = 0 on ∂Ω.

When G (t) = |t|^2, the derivative of the corresponding energy functional I^A_G generates the (real part of the) magnetic Schrödinger operator, defined as − (∇ − iA)^2 u (x) = −Δu (x) + 2iA (x) · ∇u + |A (x)|^2 u + iudivA (x) . The magnetic Schrödinger operator has been extensively studied in the past few decades, see [8, 22, 50, 5, 42].

In the case the magnetic field A = 0 in (1.2), ( −Δ^A_g )_s u (x) is abbreviated as (−Δ_g)^s u (x) (see [11]), which is defined as

(−Δ_g)^s u (x) := C_{n,s}P.V. ∫ R^N g ( |u (x) − u (y)| |x − y|^s ) u (x) − u (y) |u (x) − u (y)| dy |x − y|^{N+s} , x ∈ R^N , where u is a real function and sufficiently smooth. The fractional g-Laplacian (−Δ_g)^s u (x) generalizes a large class of familiar non-local operators. For instance, when g (t) = t^{p−1}, then (−Δ_g)^s u (x) becomes the fractional p-Laplace operator (−Δ_p)^s u (x), see [41, 46, 44, 35, 20]. Furthermore, if g (t) = t, then (−Δ_g)^s u (x) reduces to the well known fractional Laplace operator (−Δ)^s u (x), we refer the reader to the following list [53, 32, 34, 3, 25] and to the references [10, 33, 39, 26, 16] for the physical background. Non-local operators can appear in modeling different physical situations such as anomalous diffusion and quasi-geostrophic flow, turbulence and water waves, molecular dynamics and relativistic quantum mechanics of stars (see [14, 23]), as well as appear in mathematical finance [4], elasticity problems [52], phase transition problems [2], and crystal dislocation structures [55]. Usually, non-local generalizations of Laplacian (linear and nonlinear) are tested using smooth kernels, and fractional Laplacian is represented as integral operator on the entire R^N . In this work, we focus on non-local operators acting on bounded domains. These bounded domains correspond to regional fractional Laplacian, which can be interpreted as a non-local version of the Laplacian equipped with Dirichlet boundary conditions, see [46]. Here, the operator (1.2) constitutes a fractional relativistic generalization of magnetic Laplacian, see [29, 30, 24].

Problem (1.1) describes a variety of important physical processes, such as the unidirectional propagation of nonlinear, dispersive, long waves [9, 54] and the aggregation of population [43]. The classic pseudo-parabolic equation is as follows u_t − Δu_t = F (x, t, ∇u, Δu) , (1.3) which has been investigated by Showalter and Ting [51] for F (x, t, ∇u, Δu) = Δu, and they proved the existence and uniqueness of solutions. From 2013 to 2018, the authors in [58, 57, 36, 59] considered the initial boundary value problem (1.3) with F (x, t, ∇u, Δu) = Δu+u^p, and proved the global existence and asymptotic behavior of solutions with subcritical and critical initial energy J(u_0) ≤ d, and also gave the global nonexistence of solutions under supercritical initial energy J(u_0) > d through comparison principle; further, the upper bound of the blowup time of supercritical initial energy was estimated. Due to the fact that u(x, y) is not required to be nonnegative in mathematics, some authors [56, 19, 20, 21] replace u^q with |u|^{q−1} u in the problem (1.3) (see [28]). In 2023, Cheng and Wang [20] studied the following fractional pseudo-parabolic equation

u_t + (−Δ)^s_p u + (−Δ)^s u_t = |u|^{q−1} u − − ∫ Ω |u|^{q−1} udx and proved the existence, uniqueness and decay estimate of global solutions and the blowup phenomena of solutions with subcritical initial energy and critical initial energy by constructing a family of potential wells (see [49, 37, 38]), and established the existence, uniqueness and asymptotic behavior of global solutions with supercritical initial energy by further analyzing the properties of ω-limits of solutions.

In addition to the above special conditions that the global solutions converging to 0 as t → ∞ when u_0 satisfies some special conditions, recently, the researchers in [60, 18] further studied the asymptotic behavior of general global solutions and found that it is related to the ground state solution of stationary problems. In 2021, Cao and Zhao [18] studied the following pseudo-parabolic equation u_t − Δu_t − M(‖∇u‖^p)div(|∇u|^{p−2}∇u) = |u|^{q−1}u − 1 |Ω| ∫ Ω |u|^{q−1}udx, proved the convergent relationship between the global solutions of the evolution problem and the ground state solutions of the corresponding stationary problem when p ≥ 2, 2p − 1 < q < p^∗ − 1, M(s) = a + bs with a > 0 and b > 0.

Contrary to the classical fractional Laplacian Schödinger equation that is widely investigated, the situation seems to be in a developing state when the new fractional g-Laplacian is presented. In this context, the natural setting for studying problem (1.1) is fractional Orlicz-Sobolev spaces. Currently, as far as we know, some results for fractional Orlicz-Sobolev spaces and fractional g-Laplacian operator are obtained in [11, 6, 40, 12, 13, 48]. Therefore, we combine the potential wells theory with the Galerkin method to establish the global existence, asymptotic behavior, and finite time blowup of the solutions in fractional Orlicz-Sobolev spaces. Furthermore, we prove some convergence relations between the global solutions of (1.1) and the ground state solutions of the following stationary problem { ( −Δ^A_g )_s u = |u|^{p−1} u, x ∈ Ω, u = 0, x ∈ R^N \Ω. (1.4)

This paper is organized as follows:

(i) In Section 2, we give some notations, necessary definitions and lemmas about the basic properties of the related functionals, sets and spaces. We also give the main assumptions and main results of this paper.

(ii) In Section 3, we prove the existence and uniqueness of local solutions by the Galerkin method and Contraction Mapping Principle.

(iii) In Section 4, we prove the existence and uniqueness of global solutions with subcritical initial energy, critical initial energy and supercritical initial energy, respectively.

(iv) In Section 5, we discuss the decay estimate of global solutions with sub-sharp-critical initial energy, sharp-critical initial energy and supercritical initial energy, respectively.

(v) In Section 6, we establish the blowup of weak solutions with sub-sharp-critical initial energy and sharp-critical initial energy, respectively.

(vi) In Section 7, we establish convergence relations between the global solutions of (1.1) and the ground state solutions of (1.4).

(vii) In Section 8, we make some conclusions.

2. Preliminaries and main results

2.1. N-functions and basic properties

Let’s recall the definition of the N-function.

Definition 2.1 (N-function). Function G : [0, ∞) → R is called an N-function, if it can be written as G (t) = ∫_t 0 g (τ) dτ, (2.1)

where the function g is positive for t > 0, right-continuous for t ≥ 0, non-decreasing and g (0) = 0 and g (t) → ∞ as t → ∞.

From [31], an N-function satisfies the following important properties (equivalent to the definition of the N-function):

(i) G is even, continuous, convex, increasing and G (0) = 0.

(ii) G is super-linear at zero and at infinite, i.e., lim_{x→0}^{G(x)}_x = 0 and lim_{x→∞}^{G(x)}_x = ∞.

Another important property of the N-function G satisfies the Δ_2 condition as follows:

Definition 2.2. The N-function G satisfies the Δ_2 condition, if there exists C > 2 such that G (2x) ≤ CG (x) for all x ∈ R_+ , where R_+ represents the set of positive real numbers.

Example 2.1 ([31]). Some examples of functions satisfying Definition 2.2 are as follows: (i) G (t) = t^q, t ≥ 0, q > 1; (ii) G (t) = t^q (|log (t)| + 1) , t ≥ 0, q > 1; (iii) G (t) = (1 + |t|) log (|t| + 1) − |t| ; (iv) G (t) = t^qχ_{(0,1]} (t) + t^pχ_{(1,∞)} (t) , t ≥ 0, q, p > 1.

Remark 2.1. Without losing generality, G can be normalized such that G (1) = 1.

As shown in [31, Theorem 4.1, Chapter 1], G satisfies the Δ_2 condition is equivalent to tg (t) G (t) ≤ q^+, ∀t > 0, (2.2)

for some q^+ > 1.

The Δ_2 condition of the complementary function of G is defined as follows ~G (s) := sup t>0 {st − G (t)} . (2.3)

The following expression formula for ~G holds: ~G (s) = ∫_s 0 g^{−1} (τ) dτ. Here, g^{−1} represents the right-continuous inverse of the function g that appears in (2.1). In particular, if G (t) = t^p (p > 1), ~G plays the same role as the conjugate exponential function.

From (2.3), it is directly concluded that the following Young-type inequality is established at ≤ G (t) + ~G (a) for every a, t ≥ 0. From [31, Theorem 4.3, Chapter 1], a necessary and sufficient condition for the N-function ~G complementary to G to satisfy the Δ_2 condition is as follows q^− ≤ tg (t) G (t) , ∀t > 0, for q^− > 1.

Based on the above analysis and our calculation needs, we make the following strong assumptions about the N-function 1 < q^− ≤ tg (t) G (t) ≤ q^+, ∀t > 0. (2.4)

Then, ~G and G both satisfy the Δ_2 condition. By using g (t) = −g (−t) for t < 0, we can extend (2.4) holding for all t ∈ R, t ≠ 0. Another assumption that used in this manuscript is as follows q^− − 1 ≤ tg^′ (t) g (t) ≤ q^+ − 1, ∀t > 0. (2.5)

Similar to (2.4), we have (2.5) established for all t ∈ R, t ≠ 0. It is easy to know that (2.5) implies (2.4). For example, the N-function g (t) = t^{q−1} satisfies (2.5) for q^− ≤ q ≤ q^+.

According to (2.4) and (2.5), we have the following comparison relation for power functions and N-functions min { a^{q−−1}, a^{q+−1} } g (b) ≤ g (ab) ≤ max { a^{q−−1}, a^{q+−1} } g (b) , (2.6) and min { a^{q−} , a^{q+} } G (b) ≤ G (ab) ≤ max { a^{q−} , a^{q+} } G (b) , (2.7) where a > 0, b > 0. The proof process of (2.6) and (2.7) can refer to [11, Lemma 2.5].

To end this subsection, we introduce one of the important symbols involved in embedding lemmas in Subsection 2.3.

Definition 2.3. Let A and B be two N-functions, we say that B is essentially stronger than A, denoted by A ≪ B, if there exists x_a ≥ 0 for any a > 0 such that A (x) ≤ B (ax) , x ≥ x_a. Obviously Definition 2.3 is equivalent to lim_{t→+∞}^{A(kt)}_{B(t)} = 0 for any k > 0 (see [47, Theorem 2]).

2.2. Main assumptions

Throughout this paper, let C represent generic positive constant, which may change from line to line. We assume that the real numbers s, p, q and the N-function G satisfy the following conditions:

(H_1) 0 < s < 1 < q^− ≤ q^+ < p + 1 < q^{−∗}, max { tg (t) G (t) − 1, 1 } < p, ∀t > 0; (H_2)

∫_1 0 G^{−1} (t) t^{N+s}N dt < ∞ and ∫_{+∞} 1 G^{−1} (t) t^{N+s}N dt = ∞, where 0 < s < 1;

(H_3) The function t → G (√ t ) is convex;

where q^− := inf_{t>0}^{tg(t)}_{G(t)} , q^+ := sup_{t>0}^{tg(t)}_{G(t)} , q^{−∗} := {_{Nq−} N−sq^− , if sq − < N, ∞, if sq^− ≥ N. If (H_2) is satisfied, the Sobolev conjugate N-function G^∗ of G can be defined as

(G^∗)^{−1} (t) = ∫_t 0 G^{−1} (w) w^{(N+s)/N} dw. (2.8)

The above conjugate function will be applied to the embedding result in the Orlicz- Sobolev spaces.

Example 2.2. Some examples of functions that satisfy the above assumptions are as follows (see [6, section 1, Remark 1.1] and [42, subsection 2.2, Remark 1]):

(i) if G (t) = t^p, p > 1, then (H_2) holds for sp < N and (H_3) holds for p ≥ 2; (ii) if G (t) = t^p + t^q, p ≥ q > 1, then (H_2) holds for sp < N and (H_3) holds for q ≥ 2;

(iii) if G (t) = ∫_t 0 ( p |s|^{p−2} s (|log (s)| + 1) + |s|^{p−2} s 1 + |s| ) ds, then (H_2) holds for

s (p + 1) < N and (H_3) holds for q > 2.

2.3. Lebesgue and Orlicz-Sobolev spaces

In this subsection, we shall introduce some definitions of Lebesgue and Orlicz- Sobolev spaces.

Let Ω be an open set in R^N and Q = ( R^N × R^N ) \ (Ω^c × Ω^c) , Ω^c = R^N \Ω, then Ω × Ω is strictly contained in Q. For 1 ≤ p ≤ ∞, denote the L^p (Ω, C ) norm by ‖·‖_p. Define the set

W^{s,2}_0 (Ω, C ) := { u| u ∈ L^2 (Ω, C ) , u = 0 in Ω^c, |u(x) − u(y)| |x − y|^{N2 +s} ∈ L^2(Q) } , endowed with the norm ‖u‖_{s,2,0} = ( ‖u‖^2 + [u]^2_{s,2}

) 1_2 , where [u]_{s,2} = (∫ Q |u(x)−u(y)|^2 |x−y|^{2s} dμ ) 1_2 . It is easily known that W^{s,2}_0 is a uniformly convex reflexive Banach space and its norm is equivalent to [u]_{s,2}, and H^s_0 (Ω, C ) = W^{s,2}_0 (Ω, C ) (k = 0, 1, · · · ). Further, let G be an N-function, we define the following Lebesgue-Orlicz space

L^G (Ω, C ) := {u : Ω → C , u is measurable and ρ_G (u) < ∞} ,

where ρ_G (u) := ∫ Ω G (|u (x)|) dx. The above Lebesgue-Orlicz spaces are equipped with the following Luxemburg norm ‖u‖_G := inf { λ > 0|ρ_G ( u λ ) ≤ 1 } . We introduce D_su (x, y) = u (x) − u (y) |x − y|^s .

Correspondingly, define the following fractional Orlicz-Sobolev space

W^{s,G}_0 (Ω, C ) := { u ∈ L^G (Ω, C ) , u = 0 in Ω^c, ρ_{s,G} (u) < ∞ } , where s ∈ (0, 1), ρ_{s,G} (u) := ∫ Q G (|D_su (x, y)|) dμ. The space W^{s,G}_0 (Ω, C ) can be equipped with the the following norm ‖u‖_{s,G,0} := ‖u‖_G + [u]_{s,G}, where [u]_{s,G} := inf { λ > 0| ρ_{s,G} (_u λ ) ≤ 1 } . 2.4. Magnetic Fractional Orlicz-Sobolev spaces

Some necessary definitions of Magnetic spaces in the following are described below.

Let A : R^N → R^N be a smooth vector field, we consider the magnetic fractional Orlicz-Sobolev space defined as

W^{s,G}_{A,0} (Ω, C ) := { u| u ∈ L^G (Ω, C ) , u = 0 in Ω^c, ρ^A_{s,G} (u) < ∞ } , where ρ^A_{s,G} (u) := ∫ Q G (| D^A_s u (x, y) | |) dμ. The space W^{s,G}_{A,0} (Ω, C ) is Banach space when equipped with the following Luxemburg norm ‖u‖^A_{s,G,0} := ‖u‖_G + [u]^A_{s,G} , where [u]^A_{s,G} := inf { λ > 0| ρ^A_{s,G} (_u λ ) ≤ 1 } . Remark 2.2. Obviously, if we define the (topological) dual space of W^{s,G}_{A,0} (Ω, C ) by W^{−s,G∗} A,0 (Ω, C ), then L^{G∗} (Ω, C ) ⊂ W^{−s,G∗}_{A,0} (Ω, C ).

2.5. Embeddings and inequalities

There are some embeddings and inequalities that can be referenced in [1, 6, 7, 11, 12, 41, 42].

Theorem 2.1 ([41]). The following embedding is continuous:

W^{s,2}_0 (Ω) → L^q (Ω)

for any q ∈ [ 1,^{2n}_{n−2s} ] .

Theorem 2.2 ([6]). Let G be an N-function. If (H_1) and (H_2) hold, then the embedding W^{s,G}_0 (Ω) → L^{G∗} (Ω)

is continuous. Moreover, for any N-function B such that B ≪ G^∗(see Definition 2.3), the embedding W^{s,G}_0 (Ω) → L^B (Ω)

is compact.

Theorem 2.3 ([42]). The following embedding W^{s,G}_{A,0} (Ω, C ) → W^{s,G}_0 (Ω) is continuous, i.e., for u ∈ W^{s,G}_{A,0} (Ω, C ), we have |u| ∈ W^{s,G}_0 (Ω) and ‖|u|‖_{s,G,0} ≤ ‖u‖^A_{s,G,0}. Remark 2.3. Let B (|u|) = |u|^{p+1}, by Definition 2.3 and (2.8), it is easy to know that lim_{|u|→+∞}^{B(k|u|)}_{G∗(|u|)} = 0, i.e., B ≪ G^∗. Combining Theorems 2.2 and 2.3, we have that

the embedding W^{s,G}_{A,0} (Ω) → L^{p+1} (Ω) is compact.

In addition, there is important Poincaré inequality for the magnetic fractional Orlicz-Sobolev space (see [12, Corollary 5.7]), that is, for every u ∈ W^{s,G}_{A,0} (Ω, C ), there exists a constant C such that ‖u‖_G ≤ C [u]^A_{s,G} , which implies ‖u‖^A_{s,G,0} is equivalent to [u]^A_{s,G}.

Lemma 2.1 ([6, 7, 42]). Let G be an N-function satisfying (2.4) and ζ^± : [0, ∞) → R be defined as follows

ζ^+ (t) := max { t^{q−} , t^{q+} } , ζ^− (t) := min { t^{q−} , t^{q+} } . Then,

(i) ζ^− (‖u‖_G) ≤ ρ_G (u) ≤ ζ^+ (‖u‖_G) ; (ii) ζ^− ( ‖u‖_{~G} ) ≤ ρ_{~G} (u) ≤ ζ^+ ( ‖u‖_{~G} ) ; (iii) ζ^− ( [u]_{s,G} ) ≤ ρ_{s,G} (u) ≤ ζ^+ ( [u]_{s,G} ) ; (iv) ζ^− ( [u]^A_{s,G} ) ≤ ρ^A_{s,G} (u) ≤ ζ^+ ( [u]^A_{s,G} ) .

Lemma 2.2 ([11]). Assume that G is an N-function and satisfies (2.2), then

~G (g (t)) ≤ (q^+ − 1) G (t) . (2.9)

Lemma 2.3 (Holder’s inequality[42]). Let M = M (x, y) ∈ L^G_μ (Q) and F = F (x, y) ∈ L^{~G}_μ (Q), then ∫ Q M (x, y) F (x, y) dμ ≤ 2‖M‖_G‖F ‖_{~G},

where L^G_μ (Q) := { M (x, y) : Ω → R, M is measurable and ∫ Q G (|M (x, y)|) dμ < ∞ } , L^{~G}_μ (Q) := { F (x, y) : Ω → R, F is measurable and ∫ Q ~G (|F (x, y)|) dμ < ∞ } . 2.6. The theory of potential wells

Now, we denote the energy functional J (u) of problem (1.1) by J (u) := ρ^A_{s,G} (u) − 1 p + 1 ∫ Ω |u|^{p+1} dx, then the corresponding Nehari functional is

I (u) := ∫ Q g (| D^A_s u (x, y) | |) | |D^A_s u (x, y) | | dμ − ∫ Ω |u|^{p+1} dx, and the Nehari manifold is

N := { u ∈ W^{s,G}_{A,0} (Ω, C ) \ {0} : I (u) = 0 } . It follows from the definitions of J (u) and I (u), we introduce sets

W := { u ∈ W^{s,G}_{A,0} (Ω, C ) | | J (u) < d, I (u) > 0} ∪ {0} , V := { u ∈ W^{s,G}_{A,0} (Ω, C ) | | | J (u) < d, I (u) < 0 } , where d is the depth of the potential well, which can be defined as

d := inf_{u∈N} J (u) .

For δ > 0, we further define

I_δ (u) := δ ∫ Q g (| D^A_s u (x, y) | |) | |D^A_s u (x, y) | | dμ − ∫ Ω |u|^{p+1} dx, N_δ := { u ∈ W^{s,G}_{A,0} (Ω, C ) \ {0} : I_δ (u) = 0 } , W_δ := { u ∈ W^{s,G}_{A,0} (Ω, C ) | | | J (u) < d (δ) , Iδ (u) > 0 } ∪ {0} , V_δ := { u ∈ W^{s,G}_{A,0} (Ω, C ) | | J (u) < d (δ) , Iδ (u) < 0 } , d (δ) := inf_{u∈Nδ} J (u) .

(2.10)

Next, we define some sets and functionals for the weak solution with high energy level as follows

N_+ := { u ∈ W^{s,G}_{A,0} (Ω, C ) |I (u) > 0 } , N_− := { u ∈ W^{s,G}_{A,0} (Ω, C ) |I (u) < 0 } , J^α := { u ∈ W^{s,G}_{A,0} (Ω, C ) |J (u) ≤ α } , ∀α > d. From the definitions of N , J^α, J (u) and d, we get N^α := N ∩ J^α = {u ∈ N |J (u) ≤ α} , ∀α > d. Furthermore, define λ_α = inf { ‖u‖^2_Hs |u ∈ N^α } for α > d. Obviously, λ_α is non-increasing.

Let ⟨·, ·⟩ the dual product between W^{s,G}_{A,0} (Ω, C ) and its dual space W^{−s,G∗}_{A,0} (Ω, C ), then ⟨J^′ (ψ) , ψ⟩ = I (ψ) . (2.11)

By (1.2), similar to [18], we have

Φ = {the solutions of (1.4)} = { ψ ∈ W^{s,G}_{A,0} (Ω, C ) : J^′ (ψ) = 0 in W^{−s,G∗}_{A,0} (Ω, C ) }

= { ψ ∈ W^{s,G}_{A,0} (Ω, C ) : ⟨J^′ (ψ) , φ⟩ = 0, ∀φ ∈ W^{s,G}_{A,0} (Ω, C ) } .

It is easy to known the following equalities by the symmetry: ∫ R^N (−Δ)^s u (x) φ (x)dx = 2 ∫ R^N ∫ R^N u (x) − u (y) |x − y|^{N+2s} dyφ (x)dx = ∫ R^N ∫ R^N D_su (x, y) D_sφ (x, y)dμ, ∫ R^N ( −Δ^A_g )_s u (x) φ (x)dx = 2 ∫ R^N ∫ R^N g (| D^A_s u (x, y) | |) |D^A_s u (x, y)| D^A_s u (x, y) dy |x − y|^{N+s} φ (x)dx = ∫ R^N ∫ R^N g (| D^A_s u (x, y) | |) |D^A_s u (x, y)| D^A_s u (x, y) D^A_s φ (x, y)dμ for φ ∈ W^{s,G}_{A,0} ( R^N , C ) . Now, we give the definition of weak solutions.

Definition 2.4 (Weak solutions). We say that u = u (x, t) ∈ L^∞ ( 0, T ; W^{s,G}_{A,0} (Ω, C ) ∩H^s_0 (Ω, C )) with u_t ∈ L^2 (0, T ; H^s_0 (Ω, C )) is a weak solution of problem (1.1), if u (x, 0) = u_0 ∈ W^{s,G}_{A,0} (Ω, C ) ∩ H^s_0 (Ω, C ) and ℜ [∫ Ω u_tφdx + ∫ Q D_su_t (x, y) D_sφ (x, y)dμ + ∫ Q g (| D^A_s u (x, y) | |) |D^A_s u (x, y)| D^A_s u (x, y) D^A_s φ (x, y)dμ ]

= ℜ [∫ Ω |u|^{p−1}uφdx ] , (2.12)

for any φ ∈ W^{s,G}_{A,0} (Ω, C ) ∩ H^s_0 (Ω, C ).

Moreover, the following equality ∫_t 0 ‖u_τ ‖^2_{s,2,0} dτ + J (u) = J (u_0) (2.13)

holds for t ∈ [0, T ).

Remark 2.4. Here are some derivation calculations of J (u), d dt ρ^A_{s,G} (u) = ℜ [∫ Q g (| D^A_s u (x, y) |) |D^A_s u (x, y)| D^A_s u (x, y) D^A_s u_t (x, y)dμ ] , d dt ( 1 p + 1 ∫ Ω |u|^{p+1} dx ) = ℜ [∫ Ω |u|^{p−1} uu_tdx ] .

Definition 2.5 (Maximal existence time). Let u (t) be a weak solution of prob-

lem (1.1). Then, for maximal existence time T of u (t), we have the following inclu-

sion

(i) If u (t) exists for t ∈ [0, ∞), then T = +∞;

(ii) If there exists a t_0 ∈ (0, ∞) such that u (t) exists for t ∈ [0, t_0), but doesn’t

exist at t = t_0, then T = t_0.

Lemma 2.4 ([12, 27]). Let the Orlicz function G satisfy the Δ_2 condition, then

C^∞_0 (Ω) of smooth functions with compact support is dense in W^{s,G}_{A,0} (Ω).

Proof: The proof is similar to the proof process of [27, Theorem 7.22] with the

obvious modifications and the Δ_2 condition needs to be used.

From Remark 2.3, we can define 1 C_∗ := inf u∈W^{s,G}_{A,0} (Ω,C ),u≠0 [u]^A_{s,G} ‖u‖_{p+1} . (2.14)

According to the above definitions, we will give the following lemmas and proposition.

Lemma 2.5 (Relations between I_δ (u) and ∫ Q g (| D^A_s u (x, y) | |) | |D^A_s u (x, y) | | dμ). For any u ∈ W^{s,G}_{A,0} (Ω, C ), we have

(i) if 0 < ∫ Q g (| D^A_s u (x, y) | |) | |DA_s u (x, y) | | dμ < h (δ), then I_δ (u) > 0;

(ii) if I_δ (u) < 0, then ∫ Q g (| D^A_s u (x, y) | |) | |D^A_s u (x, y) | | dμ > h (δ); (iii) if I_δ (u) = 0 and ∫ Q g (| D^A_s u (x, y) | |) | |DA_s u (x, y) | | dμ ≠ 0, then ∫_Q g ( | |DA_s u (x, y) | |) | |D^A_s u (x, y) | | dμ ≥ h (δ) , where h (δ) is a function of δ and satisfies

h (δ) = min ( (q^−)^{p+1q−} δ C^{p+1}_∗ )^{q−}_{p+1−q−} , ( (q^−)^{p+1q−} δ C^{p+1}_∗ )^{q+}_{p+1−q+} .

Proof: (i) From 0 < ∫ Q g (| D^A_s u (x, y) | |) | |D^A_s u (x, y) | | dμ < h (δ) and (2.4), we have ∫ Ω |u|^{p+1}dx = ‖u‖^{p+1}_{p+1} ≤ C_∗^{p+1} ( [u]^A_{s,G} )_{p+1}

≤ C_∗^{p+1} max {(∫ Q G (| D^A_s u (x, y) |) dμ ) p+1_{q+} , (∫ Q G (| D^A_s u (x, y) |) dμ ) p+1_{q−} }

≤ C_∗^{p+1} (q^−)^{p+1q−} ∫ Q g (| D^A_s u (x, y) | |) | |D^A_s u (x, y) | | dμ max (∫ Q g (| D^A_s u (x, y) | |) | |D^A_s u (x, y) | | dμ ) p+1−q^+_{q+} , (∫ Q g (| D^A_s u (x, y) |) | D^A_s u (x, y) | dμ ) p+1−q^−_{q−}

< C_∗^{p+1} (q^−)^{p+1q−} ∫ Q g (| D^A_s u (x, y) |) | D^A_s u (x, y) | dμ max { (h (δ))^{p+1−q} + q+ , (h (δ))^{p+1−q} − q− }

= δ ∫ Q g (| D^A_s u (x, y) |) | D^A_s u (x, y) | dμ, i.e., I_δ (u) > 0.

(ii) By I_δ (u) < 0, we know that ∫ Q g (| D^A_s u (x, y) | |) | |DA_s u (x, y) | | dμ ≠ 0. Then, δ ∫ Q g (| D^A_s u (x, y) |) | D^A_s u (x, y) | dμ < ∫ Ω |u|^{p+1}dx

≤ C_∗^{p+1} (q^−)^{p+1q−} ∫ Q g (| D^A_s u (x, y) |) | D^A_s u (x, y) | dμ max (∫ Q g (| D^A_s u (x, y) |) | D^A_s u (x, y) | dμ ) p+1−q^+_{q+} , (∫ Q g (| D^A_s u (x, y) |) | D^A_s u (x, y) | dμ ) p+1−q^−_{q−} , which implies ∫ Q g (| D^A_s u (x, y) |) | D^A_s u (x, y) | dμ > h (δ). (iii) If I_δ (u) = 0, ∫ Q g (| D^A_s u (x, y) | |) | |DA_s u (x, y) | | μ ≠ 0, we obtain δ ∫ Q g (| D^A_s u (x, y) |) | D^A_s u (x, y) | dμ = ∫ Ω |u|^{p+1}dx

≤ C_∗^{p+1} (q^−)^{p+1q−} ∫ Q g (| D^A_s u (x, y) | |) | |D^A_s u (x, y) | | dμ max (∫ Q g (| D^A_s u (x, y) | |) | |D^A_s u (x, y) | | dμ ) p+1−q^+_{q+} , (∫ Q g (| D^A_s u (x, y) |) | D^A_s u (x, y) | dμ ) p+1−q^−_{q−} , which implies ∫ Q g (| D^A_s u (x, y) | |) | |DA_s u (x, y) | | dμ ≥ h (δ). Lemma 2.6 (Properties of J(λu)). Assume that u ∈ W^{s,G}_{A,0} (Ω, C ) and ∫ Ω |u|^{p+1}dx ≠ 0, there exists a constant β ∈ [q^− − 1, q^+ − 1], such that

(i) lim_{λ→0}J (λu) = 0, lim_{λ→+∞}J (λu) = −∞. In addition, there exists a λ^∗ with

λ^∗ := (∫ Q g (| D^A_s u (x, y) | |) | |D^A_s u (x, y) | |dμ ∫ Ω |u|^{p+1}dx ) 1_{p−β} ,

such that^{dJ(λu)}_{dλ} | | |_{λ=λ∗} = 0, and J (λu) is decreasing on λ ∈ [λ^∗, ∞), increasing on

λ ∈ [0, λ^∗], λ = λ^∗ is the maximum point of J (λu);

(ii)I (λ^∗u) = 0, I (λu) < 0 for λ^∗ < λ < ∞ and I (λu) > 0 for 0 < λ < λ^∗.

Proof: From the definition of J(u) and (2.7), we get J (λu) = ∫ Q G ( λ | |D^A_s u (x, y) | |) dμ − λ^{p+1} p + 1 ∫ Ω |u|^{p+1}dx ≤ max { λ^{q−} , λ^{q+} } ∫ Q G (| D^A_s u (x, y) |) dμ − λ^{p+1} p + 1 ∫ Ω |u|^{p+1}dx, which yields lim_{λ→0}J (λu) = 0 and lim_{λ→+∞}J (λu) = −∞. In addition, by the mean value

theorem of integrals and (2.6), we have dJ (λu) dλ = ∫ Q g ( λ | D^A_s u (x, y) |) | D^A_s u (x, y) | dμ − λ^p ∫ Ω |u|^{p+1}dx = λ^β ∫ Q g (| D^A_s u (x, y) | |) | |D^A_s u (x, y) | |dμ − λ^p ∫ Ω |u|^{p+1}dx = λ^β (∫ Q g (| D^A_s u (x, y) | |) | |D^A_s u (x, y) | |dμ − λ^{p−β} ∫ Ω |u|^{p+1}dx ) , (2.15)

where β ∈ [q^− − 1, q^+ − 1]. When^{dJ(λu)}_{dλ} | | |_{λ=λ∗} = 0, we obtain

λ^∗ = (∫ Q g (| D^A_s u (x, y) | |) | |D^A_s u (x, y) | |dμ ∫ Ω |u|^{p+1}dx ) 1_{p−β} .

From (2.15), we can infer that dJ (λu) dλ > 0, for 0 < λ < λ^∗; dJ (λu) dλ < 0, for λ^∗ < λ < ∞, which implies I (λu) = λ dJ (λu) dλ = { > 0, 0 < λ < λ^∗; < 0, λ^∗ < λ < ∞. Let M :=

(_1

q^+ − 1 p+1 ) min {h (1) , 1}, we have the following lemma.

Lemma 2.7 (Depth d of potential well). For the depth of the potential well d, we have d ≥ M. Proof: If u ∈ N , then I (u) = 0 and u ≠ 0. From the definitions of J (u) and I (u), combined with (2.4), we have ∫ Q g (| D^A_s u (x, y) |) | D^A_s u (x, y) | dμ = ∫ Ω |u|^{p+1}dx and J (u) ≥ 1 q^+ ∫ Q g (| D^A_s u (x, y) | |) | |D^A_s u (x, y) | | dμ − 1 p + 1 ∫ Ω |u|^{p+1}dx = ( 1 q^+ − 1 p + 1 ) ∫ Q g (| D^A_s u (x, y) | |) | |D^A_s u (x, y) | | dμ. From Lemma 2.5 (iii) and (2.4), we obtain

d = inf_{u∈N} J(u) ≥ inf_{u∈N} [( 1 q^+ − 1 p + 1 ) ∫ Q g (| D^A_s u (x, y) |) | D^A_s u (x, y) | dμ ]

≥ ( 1 q^+ − 1 p + 1 ) h (1) ,

(2.16)

which yields d ≥ M.

Remark 2.5. If^{tg(t)}_{G(t)} is a constant, we can define M more precisely as

(_1

q^+ − 1 p+1 ) h (1),

then d = M (see [19, Lemma 2.3]). In this case, d is called critical initial energy

and M is called sharp-critical initial energy, respectively.

Lemma 2.8. Let d(δ) be defined as in (2.10), we have

(i) d(δ) ≥^1_{q+} (1 − δ)h(δ) +^{p+1−q+}_{q+(p+1)} δh(δ) for 0 < δ ≤ 1. In particular, d(1) ≥ M;

(ii) there is a constant b, b ∈ (1,^{p+1}_{q−} ] such that d(b) = 0, d(δ) is decreasing on

1 ≤ δ ≤ b and increasing on 0 < δ ≤ 1.

Proof: (i) If u ∈ N_δ, that is, I_δ (u) = 0 and ∫ Q g (| D^A_s u (x, y) | |) | |DA_s u (x, y) | | dμ ≠ 0.

From Lemma 2.5 (iii) and (2.4), we have

J (u) = ∫ Q (1 − δ) G (| D^A_s u (x, y) | |) dμ + ∫ Q δG (| D^A_s u (x, y) | |) dμ − 1 p + 1 ∫ Ω |u|^{p+1}dx ≥ 1 q^+

(1 − δ) ∫ Q g (| D^A_s u (x, y) |) | D^A_s u (x, y) | dμ + ( 1 q^+ − 1 p + 1 ) ∫ Ω |u|^{p+1}dx ≥ 1 q^+

(1 − δ) h (δ) + p + 1 − q^+

q^+ (p + 1) δh (δ) , which implies d(1) ≥ M.

(ii) Let

λ (δ) = ( δ ∫ Q g (| D^A_s u (x, y) | |) | |D^A_s u (x, y) | | dμ ∫ Ω |u|^{p+1} dx ) 1_{p−γ} , then |I_δ (λ (δ) u)| = | | |δ ∫ Q g (| λ (δ) D^A_s u (x, y) |) | λ (δ) D^A_s u (x, y) | dμ − λ (δ)^{p+1} ∫ Ω |u|^{p+1} dx | | | = | | | |δλ (δ)^{γ+1} ∫ Q g (| D^A_s u (x, y) | |) | |D^A_s u (x, y) | | dμ − λ (δ)^{p+1} ∫ Ω |u|^{p+1} dx | | | | = | | |λ (δ)^{γ+1} ( δ ∫ Q g (| D^A_s u (x, y) |) | D^A_s u (x, y) | dμ − λ (δ)^{p−γ} ∫ Ω |u|^{p+1} dx )| | | = 0,

(2.17) where γ ∈ [q^− − 1, q^+ − 1]. For λ (δ) u ∈ N_δ, combining equation (2.4), we obtain d (δ) ≤ J (λ (δ) u) = ∫ Q G (| λ (δ) D^A_s u (x, y) | |) dμ − λ (δ)^{p+1} p + 1 ∫ Ω |u|^{p+1} dx ≤ ( 1 q^− − δ p + 1 ) ∫ Q g (| λ (δ) D^A_s u (x, y) | |) | |λ (δ) D^A_s u (x, y) | | dμ, then d (δ) ≤ 0 for δ =^{p+1}_{q−} . Since d (δ) is continuous with respect to δ, and d (1) =

d > 0, there exists an b ∈ (1,^{p+1}_{q−} ] satisfying d (b) = 0.

Next, we will prove that d (δ^′) < d (δ^{′′}) for 0 < δ^′ < δ^{′′} < 1 and 1 < δ^{′′} < δ^′ < b, respectively.

According to the definition of λ (δ) and N-function, for 0 < δ^′ < δ^{′′} < 1, we have J ( λ ( δ^{′′} ) u ) − J ( λ ( δ^′ ) u )

= ∫ Q ∫_{λ(δ}′′_)|_DA_{s u(x,y)}| 0 g (τ) dτdμ − ∫ Q ∫_{λ(δ}′_)|_DA_{s u(x,y)}| 0 g (τ) dτdμ − ( λ (δ^{′′})^{p+1}

p + 1 ∫ Ω |u|^{p+1} dx − λ (δ^′)^{p+1}

p + 1 ∫ Ω |u|^{p+1} dx )

= ∫ Q ∫_{λ(δ}′′_)|_DA_{s u(x,y)}| λ(δ^′)|D^A_s u(x,y)| g (τ) dτdμ − ∫_{λ(δ}′′_) λ(δ^′) λ (δ)^p dλ ∫ Ω |u|^{p+1} dx = ∫ Q ∫_{λ(δ}′′_) λ(δ^′) g ( λ (δ) | |D^A_s u (x, y) | |) | |D^A_s u (x, y) | | dλdμ − ∫_{λ(δ}′′_) λ(δ^′) λ (δ)^p ∫ Ω |u|^{p+1} dxdλ = ∫_{λ(δ}′′_) λ(δ^′ )

(1 − δ) (∫ Q g ( λ (δ) | |D^A_s u (x, y) | |) | |D^A_s u (x, y) | | dμ ) dλ, (2.18)

since λ (δ) is increasing with respect to δ, we have J (λ (δ^{′′}) u) − J (λ (δ^′) u) > 0.

Similar to the above proof process, we can obtain J (λ (δ^{′′}) u) − J (λ (δ^′) u) > 0 for 1 < δ^{′′} < δ^′ < b. By Lemma 2.8, define d_0 = lim_{δ→0+}d(δ) ≥ 0.

Lemma 2.9. Let d_0 < J(u) < d, u ∈ W^{s,G}_{A,0} (Ω, C ) and δ_1 < 1 < δ_2, δ_1 and δ_2 are the two roots of equation d(δ) = J(u), then the sign of I_δ(u) is invariable in δ_1 < δ < δ_2.

Similar to [19, Proposition 2.1] and [17, Proposition 3.7], we have the following proposition.

Proposition 2.1. Suppose that u is the weak solution of (1.1), u_0 ∈ W^{s,G}_{A,0} (Ω, C ) and J (u_0) = σ. Then we have

(i) if 0 < σ ≤ d_0, there exists a unique δ ∈ (1, b) that satisfies d ( δ ) = σ, where b is the constant in Lemma 2.8 (ii). Furthermore, if I (u_0) > 0, then for any 1 ≤ δ < δ, there is u ∈ W_δ. Otherwise, if I (u_0) < 0, then for any 1 ≤ δ < δ, there is u ∈ V_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. Furthermore, if I (u_0) > 0, then for any δ_1 < δ < δ_2, there is u ∈ W_δ. Otherwise, if I (u_0) < 0, then for any δ_1 < δ < δ_2, there is u ∈ V_δ.

Lemma 2.10 (Estimate of nonlinear term |u|^{p−1} u). Let p satisfy 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|^{p−1} u_1 − |u_2|^{p−1} u_2 | ≤ p (|u_1| + |u_2|)^{p−1} |u_1 − u_2| .

2.7. Main results

We provide the following five main theorems, including the existence and uniqueness of local solutions; the existence and uniqueness, asymptotic behavior of global solutions; the finite time blowup of solutions; the convergence relationship between global solutions and ground state solutions.

Theorem 2.4. [Local existence and uniqueness] Let u_0 ∈ W^{s,G}_{A,0} (Ω, C ) ∩ H^s_0 (Ω, C ) and p ≤^{N+2s}_{N−2s} , then there exist T > 0 and a unique solution of (1.1) over [0, T ].

Theorem 2.5. [Global existence and uniqueness] Assume that u_0 ∈ W^{s,G}_{A,0} (Ω, C ) ∩ H^s_0 (Ω, C ).

(i) If J (u_0) < d and I (u_0) > 0, then problem (1.1) has a global weak solution u ∈ L^∞ ( 0, ∞; W^{s,G}_{A,0} (Ω, C ) ∩ H^s_0 (Ω, C ) ) with u_t ∈ L^2 (0, ∞; H^s_0 (Ω, C )); and the weak

solution is unique for p ≤^{N+sq−}_{N−sq−} ;

(ii) If J (u_0) = d and I(u_0) ≥ 0, then (1.1) admits a global weak solution u(t) ∈ L^∞ ( 0, ∞; W^{s,G}_{A,0} (Ω, C ) ∩ H^s_0 (Ω, C ) ) with u_t ∈ L^2 (0, ∞; H^s_0 (Ω, C )); and the

weak solution is unique for p ≤^{N+sq−}_{N−sq−} ;

(iii) If J (u_0) is finite and J (u_0) > d, I (u_0) > 0 and ‖u_0‖^2_{s,2,0} ≤ λ_{J(u0)}, then

there exists a global weak solution u ∈ L^∞ ( 0, ∞; W^{s,G}_{A,0} (Ω, C ) ∩ H^s_0 (Ω, C ) ) with u_t ∈

L^2 (0, ∞; H^s_0 (Ω, C )); and the weak solution is unique for p ≤^{N+sq−}_{N−sq−} .

Remark 2.6. For Theorem 2.5, we only need to study the case of 0 < J (u_0) < d and I (u_0) > 0. If 0 < J (u_0) < d and I (u_0) = 0, it is contradict with the definition of d; if J (u_0) = 0 and I (u_0) ≥ 0, from (4.9), we have u_0 ≡ 0, which implies that it is a trivial solution; if J (u_0) < 0 and I (u_0) ≥ 0, it is contradict with (4.9).

Theorem 2.6. [Asymptotic behavior] Let u(x, t) be the global bounded weak solution of (1.1).

(i) If J (u_0) < M, I (u_0) > 0 and ∫ Q |D_su (x, y)|^2 dμ ≤ C ∫ Q g (| D^A_s u (x, y) | |) | D^A_s u (x, y) | dμ, then there exist constants δ_1 > 0 and δ_2 > 0 such that ‖u‖^2_{s,2,0} < ‖u_0‖^2_{s,2,0} e^{−δ1t}, J (u) + ‖u‖^2_{s,2,0} < ( J (u_0) + ‖u_0‖^2_{s,2,0} ) e^{−δ2t}, ‖u‖_{p+1} < C_∗ ( q^+ (p + 1) q^− (p + 1 − q^+) )_q− ( J (u_0) + ‖u_0‖^2_{s,2,0} )_q− e^{−δ2q−t}, where t ∈ [0, ∞);

(ii) If J (u_0) = M, I(u_0) > 0 and ∫ Q |D_su (x, y)|^2 dμ ≤ C ∫ Q g (| D^A_s u (x, y) |) | |DA_s u (x, y) | | dμ, then there exist constants t_1 > 0, ς_1 > 0 and ς_2 > 0 such that ‖u‖^2_{s,2,0} < ‖u (t_1)‖^2_{s,2,0} e^{−ς1(t−t1 )}, J (u) + ‖u‖^2_{s,2,0} < ( J (u (t_1)) + ‖u (t_1)‖^2_{s,2,0} ) e^{−ς2(t−t1 )}, ‖u‖_{p+1} < C_∗ ( q^+ (p + 1) q^− (p + 1 − q^+) )_q− ( J (u (t_1)) + ‖u (t_1)‖^2_{s,2,0} )_q− e^{−ς2q−(t−t1)}, where t ∈ (t_1, +∞);

(iii) If J (u_0) is finite and J (u_0) > d, I (u_0) > 0 and ‖u_0‖^2_{s,2,0} ≤ λ_{J(u0)}, then u (t) → 0 as t → +∞.

Remark 2.7. In Theorem 2.6, we present the following examples to ensure that the assumption ∫ Q |D_su (x, y)|^2 dμ ≤ C ∫ Q g (| D^A_s u (x, y) | |) | |D^A_s u (x, y) | | dμ holds. It

should be noted that ∫ Q |D_su (x, y)|^2 dμ ≤ C ∫ Q | |D^A_s u (x, y) | |^2 dμ may exist by ||u (x)| − |u (y)|| ≤ | | |u (x) − e^{i(x−y)A}(^{x+y2} )u (y) | | |([42, subsection 2.5]).

(i) If ∫ Q |D_su (x, y)|^2 dμ ≤ C ∫ Q | D^A_s u (x, y) |_2 dμ, q^− ≥ 2 and | D^A_s u | > 1, by (2.4) and (2.7), we have ∫ Q |D_su (x, y)|^2 dμ ≤ C ∫ Q | D^A_s u (x, y) |_2 dμ ≤ C ∫ Q | |D^A_s u (x, y) | |^{q−} dμ ≤ C ∫ Q G (| D^A_s u (x, y) | |) dμ ≤ C ∫ Q g (| D^A_s u (x, y) |) | D^A_s u (x, y) | dμ; (ii) If ∫ Q |D_su (x, y)|^2 dμ ≤ C ∫ Q | |D^A_s u (x, y) | |^2 dμ, 1 < q^+ < 2 and | |D^A_s u | | ≤ 1, from (2.6), we obtain ∫ Q |D_su (x, y)|^2 dμ ≤ C ∫ Q | |D^A_s u (x, y) | |^2 dμ ≤ C ∫ Q | D^A_s u (x, y) |_q+ dμ ≤ C ∫ Q G (| D^A_s u (x, y) | |) dμ ≤ C ∫ Q g (| D^A_s u (x, y) | |) | |D^A_s u (x, y) | | dμ.

Theorem 2.7. [Blowup] Let u_0 ∈ W^{s,G}_{A,0} (Ω, C ).

(i) If J (u_0) < M and I (u_0) < 0, then the weak solution u(t) of (1.1) blows up in

finite time;

(ii) If J(u_0) = M and I(u_0) < 0, then the weak solution u(t) of (1.1) blows up in

finite time.

Theorem 2.8. [Convergence relations] Let u(x, t) be a global solution of (1.1), if

W^{s,G}_{A,0} (Ω, C ) ∩ H^s_0 (Ω, C ) = W^{s,G}_{A,0} (Ω, C ), then there exist a function u^∗ ∈ Φ and an

increasing sequence {t_k}^∞_{k=1} with t_k → +∞ as k → +∞ such that lim k→+∞ [u (·, t_k) − u^∗]^A_{s,G} = 0. Remark 2.8. Taking M ( ρ^A_{s,G} (u) ) = 1, V (x) = 0, f (x, |u|) = |u|^{p−1} for the equa-

tion (1.3) in the reference [42], similar to the proof process in the reference [42,

Theorem 2], it is easy to know that the ground state solutions of (1.4) exist.

In addition, the weak solution of the modified formula in [42] will be in space W^{s,G}_{A,0} (Ω, C ). For consistency, it is necessary to change the space of the global solution in W^{s,G}_{A,0} (Ω, C ) ∩ H^s_0 (Ω, C ) to W^{s,G}_{A,0} (Ω, C ).

3. Local solutions

In this section, we use the Galerkin method to prove the local existence and uniqueness of solutions for problem (1.1).

Proof of Theorem 2.4. The proof of the theorem is divided into two steps. First we need to prove the existence and uniqueness of weak solutions of the following problem (3.1) corresponding to problem (1.1) by Galerkin method, then from the Contraction Mapping Principle, we prove the existence and uniqueness of local solutions to problem (1.1).

Step I: Consider space H = C ([0, T ] ; H^s_0 (Ω, C )) for every T > 0, and define the norm on H as follows

‖u‖^2_H = max_{t∈[0,T ]} ∫ Q |D_su (x, y)|^2 dμ. Next for every T > 0 and u ∈ H, we shall prove that there exists a unique v ∈ H satisfying

v_t + (−Δ)^sv_t + ( −Δ^A_g )_s v = |u|^{p−1} u, 0 < t < T, x ∈ Ω, v (x, t) = 0, 0 < t < T, x ∈ R^N \Ω, v (x, 0) = u_0 (x) , x ∈ Ω.

(3.1)

Existence. Let {ω_j (x)}_{j∈N} be the Laplace operator subject to the Dirichlet boundary condition: { (−Δ)^s ω_j = λ_jω_j, x ∈ Ω, ω_j = 0, x ∈ R^N \Ω, j = 1, 2, · · · , where λ_j(j = 1, 2, · · · ) are the characteristic values. Then (ω_k, ω_j)_Hs_{0 (Ω)} = (1 + λ_j) (ω_k, ω_j)_{L2(Ω)}, which means that {ω_j (x)}_{j∈N} are orthogonal in W^{s,G}_{A,0} (Ω, C ) ∩H^s_0 (Ω, C ) and in L^2 (Ω, C ). Construct the approximate solution v_m (x, t) of (1.1) as follows v_m (x, t) = m∑ j=1 g_{jm} (t) ω_j (x), m = 1, 2, · · · , where g_{jm} (t) satisfies ℜ [∫ Ω v_{mt}ω_sdx + ∫ Q D_sv_{mt} (x, y) D_sω_s (x, y)dμ + ∫ Q g (| D^A_s v_m (x, y) | |) |D^A_s v_m (x, y)| D^A_s v_m (x, y) D^A_s ω_s (x, y)dμ ] = ℜ [∫ Ω |u|^{p−1} uω_sdx ] , (3.2)

v_m (x, 0) = m∑ j=1 a_{jm}(0)ω_j(x) → u_0(x) in W^{s,G}_{A,0} (Ω, C ) ∩ H^s_0 (Ω, C ) , (3.3)

for 1 ≤ s ≤ m, in which a_{jm}(0) = g_{jm}(0).

Equations (3.2) and (3.3) give an initial value problem for a system of ordinary differential equations

(1 + λ_s) d dt ℜ [g_{sm} (t)] = ℜ [f^∗ (g_{1m}, g_{2m}, · · · , g_{mm} (t) , u (t))] ,

g_{sm} (0) = ∫ Ω u_0ω_sdx, (3.4)

where f^∗ (g_{1m} (t) , g_{2m} (t) , · · · , g_{mm} (t) , u (t)) = − ∫ Q g(|D^As vm(x,y)|) |D^A_s v_m(x,y)| D A s v_m (x, y) D^A_s ω_s (x, y)dμ + ∫ Ω |u|^{p−1} uω_sdx for all j, the initial value problem (3.4) admits a local solution by standard existence theory for ordinary differential equations.

Multiplying (3.2) by g_{jm} (t) and summing for j from 1 to m, we get 1 2 d dt ‖v_m‖^2_{s,2,0} + ∫ Q g (| D^A_s v_m (x, y) | |) | |D^A_s v_m (x, y) | | dμ = ℜ [∫ Ω |u|^{p−1} uv_mdx ] . (3.5)

By Hölder and Young’s inequalities, we can obtain | | | ∫ Ω |u|^{p−1} uv_mdx | | | ≤ ∫ Ω |u|^p |v_m| dx ≤ (∫ Ω |u|^{2NpN+2s} dx ) N+2s_{2N} (∫ Ω |v_m|^{2NN−2s} dx ) N−2s_{2N}

≤ ‖u‖^p_{2NpN+2s} ‖v_m‖ 2N_{N−2s} ≤ C [v_m]_{s,2} ≤ C + 1 2 [v_m]^2_{s,2} .

(3.6)

From (3.5) and (3.6), we have d dt ‖v_m‖^2_{s,2,0} ≤ C + [v_m]^2_{s,2} . (3.7)

Then combining Gronwall’s inequality and (3.7), we have

‖v_m‖^2_{s,2,0} ≤ e^T (CT + C) . (3.8)

Multiplying (3.2) by g^′_{jm} (t), summing up with respect to j and integrating with respect to the time variable from 0 to t, we have ∫_t 0 ‖v_{mτ} ‖^2_{s,2,0} dτ + ρ^A_{s,G} (v_m) = ℜ [∫_t 0 ∫ Ω |u|^{p−1} uv_{mτ} dxdτ ] + ρ^A_{s,G} (v_m (0)) , 0 ≤ t ≤ T. (3.9)

Similar to (3.6), we can get | | | | ∫_t 0 ∫ Ω |u|^{p−1} uv_{mτ} dxdτ | | | | ≤ CT + 1 2 ∫_t 0 [v_{mτ} ]^2_{s,2} dτ. (3.10)

Combining (3.9) and (3.10) gives ∫_t 0 ‖v_{mτ} ‖^2_{s,2,0} dτ + ρ^A_{s,G} (v_m) ≤ CT. (3.11)

Review Lemma 2.1, combining (2.9) and (3.11), we have ‖ ‖ ‖ ‖ g (| D^A_s v_m |) |D^A_s v_m| D^A_s v_m ‖ ‖ ‖ ‖_{~G} ≤ max {(∫ Q ~G (g (|D^A_s v_m|)) dμ ) 1_{q+} , (∫ Q ~G (g (|D^A_s v_m|)) dμ ) 1_{q−} }

≤ max {( ( q^+ − 1 ) ∫ Q G (| D^A_s v_m | |) dμ ) 1_{q+} , ( ( q^+ − 1 ) ∫ Q G (| D^A_s v_m | |) dμ ) 1_{q−} }

≤ C max { (T )^{1q+} , (T )^{1q−} } . (3.12)

Hence, from (3.8) (3.11) and (3.12), there exists a v and a subsequence {v_m} of {v_m} such that v_m ⇀ v in L^∞ ( [0, T ] ; W^{s,G}_{A,0} (Ω, C ) ∩ H^s_0 (Ω, C ) ) weak star, g (| D^A_s v_m (x, y) | |) |D^A_s v_m (x, y)| D^A_s v_m (x, y) ⇀ ξ in L^∞ ( [0, T ] ; L^{G∗}_μ (Ω, C ) ) weak star,

v_{mt} ⇀ v_t in L^2 ([0, T ] ; H^s_0 (Ω, C )) weakly.

In (3.2) we fixed s, letting m → ∞, we get ℜ [∫ Ω v_tω_sdx + ∫ Q D_sv_t (x, y) D_sω_s (x, y)dμ + ∫ Q ξD^A_s ω_s (x, y)dμ ] = ℜ [∫ Ω |u|^{p−1} uω_sdx ] , and ℜ [∫ Ω v_tφdx + ∫ Q D_sv_t (x, y) D_sφ (x, y)dμ + ∫ Q ξD^A_s φ (x, y)dμ ] = ℜ [∫ Ω |u|^{p−1} uφdx ]

(3.13) for any φ ∈ W^{s,G}_{A,0} (Ω, C ) ∩ H^s_0 (Ω, C ) , a.e. t > 0. In addition, according to Aubin- Lions lemma, we have v ∈ C ([0, T ] ; H^s_0 (Ω, C )).

Now, we prove ℜ [∫ Q ξD^A_s φ (x, y)dμ ] = ℜ [∫ Q g (| D^A_s v (x, y) | |) |D^A_s v (x, y)| D^A_s v (x, y) D^A_s φ (x, y)dμ ] . (3.14)

For any ϕ ∈ L^∞ ( [0, T ] ; W^{s,G}_{A,0} (Ω, C ) ∩ H^s_0 (Ω, C ) ) , we have

ℜ [∫ Q ( g (| D^A_s v_m (x, y) | |) |D^A_s v_m (x, y)| D^A_s v_m (x, y) − g (| D^A_s ϕ (x, y) | |) |D^A_s ϕ (x, y)| D^A_s ϕ (x, y) )

( D^A_s v_m (x, y) − D^A_s ϕ (x, y) ) dμ ] ≥ 0. Integrating equation (3.5) with respect to time t from 0 to T , we obtain ∫_T 0 ∫ Q g (| D^A_s v_m (x, y) |) | D^A_s v_m (x, y) | dμdt = ℜ [∫_T 0 ∫ Ω |u|^{p−1} uv_mdxdt ] − 1 2 ‖v_m (T )‖^2_{s,2,0} + 1 2 ‖v_m (0)‖^2_{s,2,0} .

According to the weak lower semi-continuity of the L^2 (Ω), it can be concluded that

lim sup m→∞ ℜ [∫_T 0 ∫ Q ( g (| D^A_s v_m (x, y) | |) | |D^A_s v_m (x, y) | | − g (| D^A_s v_m (x, y) |) |D^A_s v_m (x, y)| D^A_s v_m (x, y)

D^A_s ϕ (x, y) − g (| D^A_s ϕ (x, y) | |) |D^A_s ϕ (x, y)| D^A_s ϕ (x, y) ( D^A_s v_m (x, y) − D^A_s ϕ (x, y) ) ) dμdt ]

≤ ℜ [∫_T 0 ∫ Ω |u|^{p−1} uvdxdt − 1 2 ‖v (T )‖^2_{s,2,0} + 1 2 ‖v (0)‖^2_{s,2,0} − ∫_T 0 ∫ Q ξD^A_s ϕ (x, y)dμdt − ∫_T 0 ∫ Q g (| D^A_s ϕ (x, y) |) |D^A_s ϕ (x, y)| D^A_s ϕ (x, y) ( D^A_s v (x, y) − D^A_s ϕ (x, y) ) dμdt ] . (3.15)

Let φ = v in (3.13) and integrate equation (3.13) with respect to t from 0 to T , then it can be rewritten as ℜ [∫_T 0 ∫ Q ξD^A_s v (x, y)dμdt ] = ℜ [∫_T 0 ∫ Ω |u|^{p−1} uvdxdt ] − 1 2 ‖v (T )‖^2_{s,2,0}+ 1 2 ‖v (0)‖^2_{s,2,0} . (3.16) Combining (3.15)) and (3.16), it can be concluded that ℜ [∫_T 0 ∫ Q ξ ( D^A_s v (x, y) − D^A_s ϕ (x, y) ) dμdt − ∫_T 0 ∫ Q g (| D^A_s ϕ (x, y) | |) |D^A_s ϕ (x, y)| D^A_s ϕ (x, y) ( D^A_s v (x, y) − D^A_s ϕ (x, y) ) dμdt ] ≥ 0. (3.17)

Let ϕ = v − λτ in (3.17), λ ≥ 0, then ℜ [∫_T 0 ∫ Q ( ξ − g (| D^A_s (v − λτ) (x, y) | |) |D^A_s (v − λτ) (x, y)| D^A_s (v − λτ) (x, y) ) D^A_s τ (x, y)dμdt ] ≥ 0. Let λ → 0, we have ℜ [∫_T 0 ∫ Q ( ξ − g (| D^A_s v (x, y) | |) |D^A_s v (x, y)| D^A_s v (x, y) ) D^A_s τ (x, y)dμdt ] ≥ 0. Obviously, let λ ≤ 0, we can derive a similar inequality using ≤ instead of ≥, then (3.13) holds.

Uniqueness. Suppose that (3.1) admits two weak solutions ψ_1 and ψ_2 with the same initial value condition. By subtracting the two equations corresponding to ψ_1 and ψ_2 respectively, and testing it with ψ_1 − ψ_2, we have ℜ [∫_t 0 ∫ Ω [ (ψ_{1τ} − ψ_{2τ} ) ( ψ_1 − ψ_2 )] dxdτ + ∫_t 0 ∫ Q D_s (ψ_{1τ} − ψ_{2τ} ) D_s ( ψ_1 − ψ_2 ) dμdτ + ∫_t 0 ∫ Ω [( −Δ^A_g )_s ψ_1 − ( −Δ^A_g )_s ψ_2 ] ( ψ_1 − ψ_2 ) dxdτ ] = 0,

where ℜ [∫_t 0 ∫ Ω (( −Δ^A_g )_s ψ_1 − ( −Δ^A_g )_s ψ_2 ) ( ψ_1 − ψ_2 ) dxdτ ]

= ℜ [∫_t 0 ∫ Q ( g (| D^A_s ψ_1 | |) |D^A_s ψ_1| D^A_s ψ_1 − g (| D^A_s ψ_2 | |) |D^A_s ψ_2| D^A_s ψ_2 ) ( D^A_s ψ_1 − D^A_s ψ_2 ) dμdτ ]

≥ 0. Then, it is easy to know that ψ_1 ≡ ψ_2.

Step II: Let R^2 = 2 ‖u_0‖^2_{s,2,0}, for any T > 0, set X_T := {u ∈ H |‖u‖_H ≤ R} . According to Step I, for any u ∈ X_T and the unique solution v ∈ H of the problem (3.1), we can define v = Λ (u). Now, we prove that Λ (X_T ) ⊂ X_T is a contractive map.

(i) For given u ∈ X_T , Multiplying the equation of (3.2) by g_{jm} (t), summing up with respect to j, we get 1 2 d dt ‖v‖^2_{s,2,0} + ∫ Q g (| D^A_s v (x, y) | |) | |D^A_s v (x, y) | | dμ − ℜ [∫ Ω |u|^{p−1} uvdx ] = 0 (3.18)

By similar estimates as (3.6), we have | | | ∫ Ω |u|^{p−1} uvdx | | | ≤ CR^{2p} + 1 2 [v]^2_{s,2} . (3.19)

Combining (3.18) and (3.19), from Gronwall’s inequality, we obtain ‖v‖^2_H ≤ e^T ( 1 2 R^2 + CT R^{2p} ) .

Select a sufficiently small T such that ‖v‖_H ≤ R, then Λ (X_T ) ⊂ X_T .

(ii) Next, we prove that such map is contractive. Taking z_1, z_2 ∈ X_T to be the known functions in the right term of (3.1) respectively, subtracting the two equations in form of (3.1) for v_1 = Λ (z_1) and v_2 = Λ (z_2) respectively, from (i), we know v_1, v_2 ∈ X_T . Setting ^v = v_1 − v_2 and testing the both sides by ^v, we have ℜ [ 1 2 ‖^v‖^2_{s,2,0} + ∫_t 0 ∫ Q ( g (| D^A_s v_1 | |) |D^A_s v_1| D^A_s v_1 − g (| D^A_s v_2 | |) |D^A_s v_2| D^A_s v_2 ) ( D^A_s v_1 − D^A_s v_2 ) dμdτ ]

= ℜ [∫_t 0 ∫ Ω ( |z_1|^{p−1} z_1 − |z_2|^{p−1} z_2 ) ^vdxdτ ] . (3.20) From Lemma 2.10, making use of Hölder, Sobolev and Young’s inequalities, we obtain | | | | ∫_t 0 ∫ Ω ( |z_1|^{p−1} z_1 − |z_2|^{p−1} z_2 ) ^vdxdτ | | | | ≤ ∫_t 0 ∫ Ω p (|z_1| + |z_2|)^{p−1} |z_1 − z_2| |^v| dxdτ ≤ C ∫_t 0 (∫ Ω (|z_1| + |z_2|)^{(p−1)A1} dx

) 1_{A1}

‖z_1 − z_2‖_{A2} ‖^v‖_{A3} dτ ≤ C ∫_t 0 (∫ Ω (|z_1| + |z_2|)^{(p−1)A1} dx

) 1_{A1}

‖z_1 − z_2‖_{A2} [^v]_{s,2} dτ ≤ C ∫_t 0 ‖|z_1| + |z_2|‖^{(p−1)}_{(p−1)A1} ‖z_1 − z_2‖_{A2} [^v]_{s,2} dτ ≤ CR^{2(p−1)} ∫_t 0 [z_1 − z_2]^2_{s,2} dτ + 1 2 ∫_t 0 [^v]^2_{s,2} dτ,

(3.21)

where A_1 =^N_{2s} , A_2 = A_3 =^{2N}_{N−2s} by p ≤^{N+2s}_{N−2s} .

From (3.20) and (3.21), we have ‖^v‖^2_{s,2,0} ≤ CR^{2(p−1)} ∫_t 0 [z_1 − z_2]^2_{s,2} dτ + ∫_t 0 [^v]^2_{s,2} dτ, which gives

‖Λ (z_1) − Λ (z_2)‖^2_H = ‖^v‖^2_H = max_{t∈[0,T ]} [^v]^2_{s,2} ≤ CR^{2(p−1)} ∫_t 0 [z_1 − z_2]^2_{s,2} dτ + ∫_t 0 [^v]^2_{s,2} dτ

≤ CR^{2(p−1)}T max_{t∈[0,T ]} [z_1 − z_2]^2_{s,2} + T max_{t∈[0,T ]} [^v]^2_{s,2} , i.e.,

‖Λ (z_1) − Λ (z_2)‖^2_H ≤ CR^{2(p−1)}T 1 − T max t∈[0,T ] [z_1 − z_2]^2_{s,2} △ = δ_T ‖z_1 − z_2‖^2_H , for some δ_T < 1 as long as T is sufficiently small. Thus the map v = Λ (u) is contractive. Using the Contraction Mapping Principle, there exists a unique local weak solution to (1.1) defined on [0, T ]. Theorem 2.4 is proved.

4. Global existence and uniqueness

In this section, we deal with the global existence and uniqueness of the weak solution to (1.1) under the subcritical initial energy, the critical initial energy and the supercritical initial energy, respectively.

Proof of Theorem 2.5.

(i) Global existence. Similar to the proof process of Theorem 2.4, let {ω_j (x)}_{j∈N} be the orthogonal basis in W^{s,G}_{A,0} (Ω, C ) ∩ H^s_0 (Ω, C ). We look for the approximate solutions of the following form u_m (x, t) = m∑ j=1 g_{jm} (t) ω_j(x), m = 1, 2, · · · , where g_{jm} (t) : [0, T ] → R satisfies the system of ODEs ℜ [∫ Ω u_{mt}ω_sdx + ∫ Q D_su_{mt} (x, y) D_sω_s (x, y)dμ + ∫ Q g (| D^A_s u_m (x, y) | |) |D^A_s u_m (x, y)| D^A_s u_m (x, y) D^A_s ω_s (x, y)dμ ] = ℜ [∫ Ω f (u_m) ω_sdx ] , (4.1)

u_m (x, 0) = m∑ j=1 a_{jm}ω_j(x) → u_0(x) in W^{s,G}_{A,0} (Ω, C ) ∩ H^s_0 (Ω, C ) , (4.2)

for 1 ≤ s ≤ m, in which a_{jm} = g_{jm}(0) and f (u) = |u|^{p−1} u.

Multiplying the equation of (4.1) by g_{jm} (t) and summing for j, we have 1 2 d dt ‖u_m‖^2_{s,2,0} + I (u_m) = 0. (4.3)

Observe that by Proposition 2.1, we obtain u_m ∈ W , i.e., I (u_m) > 0. Then from (4.3) we have 1 2 d dt ‖u_m‖^2_{s,2,0} < 0, which applying Gronwall’s inequality gives ‖u_m‖^2_{s,2,0} < C, 0 ≤ t < ∞. (4.4) Multiplying both sides of (4.1) by g^′_{jm} (t) and summing on j, integrating with respect to t from 0 to t, we obtain ∫_t 0 ‖u_{mτ} ‖^2_{s,2,0} d τ + J (u_m) = J (u_m (0)) . (4.5)

From (4.2), we have J (u_m (0)) → J (u_0) < d and I (u_m (0)) → I (u_0) > 0, which combining (4.5) yields that ∫_t 0 ‖u_{mτ} ‖^2_{s,2,0} dτ + J (u_m) < d. (4.6)

Combining (4.6) and J (u_m) ≥ ( 1 q^+ − 1 p + 1 ) ∫ Q g (| D^A_s u_m (x, y) |) | D^A_s u_m (x, y) | dμ+ 1 p + 1

I (u_m) , (4.7)

we obtain ∫_t 0 ‖u_{mτ} ‖^2_{s,2,0}dτ + ( 1 q^+ − 1 p + 1 ) ∫ Q g | D^A_s u (x, y) | | D^A_s u (x, y) | dμ < d, where m is sufficiently large, which implies a priori estimate ∫_t 0 ‖u_{mτ} ‖^2_{s,2,0} dτ < d, ∫ Q g (| D^A_s u (x, y) | |) | |D^A_s u (x, y) | | dμ < p + 1 − q^+

q^+ (p + 1) d, ‖u^p_m‖^γ = ‖u_m‖^{p+1}_{p+1} ≤ C^{p+1}_∗ (q^−)^{p+1q−} max {( p + 1 − q^+ q^+ (p + 1) d ) p+1_{q+} , ( p + 1 − q^+ q^+ (p + 1) d ) p+1_{q−} } , γ = p + 1 p . (4.8)

An estimation process similar to (3.12), we have ‖ ‖ ‖ ‖ g (| D^A_s u_m | |) |D^A_s u_m| D^A_s u_m ‖ ‖ ‖ ‖_{~G} ≤ C max {( (p + 1 − q^+) q^+ (p + 1) d ) 1_{q+} , ( (p + 1 − q^+) q^+ (p + 1) d ) 1_{q−} } . (4.9) Therefore, from (4.4), (4.8) and (4.9), there exist a u and a subsequence of {u_m}, which is still denoted by itself, such that u_m ⇀ u in L^∞ ( 0, ∞; W^{s,G}_{A,0} (Ω, C ) ∩ H^s_0 (Ω, C ) ) weak star, g (| D^A_s u_m (x, y) | |) |D^A_s u_m (x, y)| D^A_s u_m (x, y) ⇀ ξ in L^∞ ( [0, T ] ; L^{G∗}_μ (Ω, C ) ) weak star,

u_{mt} ⇀ u_t in L^2 (0, ∞; H^s_0 (Ω, C )) weak, |u_m|^{p−1} u_m ⇀ |u|^{p−1} u in L^∞ ( 0, ∞; L^{p+1p} (Ω, C ) ) weak star.

For s fixed and we can pass to the limit in (4.1) to get ℜ [∫ Ω u_tω_sdx + ∫ Q D_su_t (x, y) D_sω_s (x, y)dμ + ∫ Q ξD^A_s ω_s (x, y)dμ ] = ℜ [∫ Ω f (u) ω_sdx ]

and ℜ [∫ Ω u_tvdx + ∫ Q D_su_t (x, y) D_sv (x, y)dμ + ∫ Q ξD^A_s v (x, y)dμ ]

= ℜ [∫ Ω f (u) vdx ] for all v ∈ W^{s,G}_{A,0} (Ω, C ) ∩ H^s_0 (Ω, C ) , t ∈ (0, ∞) .

Similar to the proof of Theorem 2.4, we have ℜ [∫ Q ξD^A_s v (x, y)dμ ] = ℜ [∫ Q g (| D^A_s u (x, y) | |) |D^A_s u (x, y)| D^A_s u (x, y) D^A_s φ (x, y)dμ ] .

In addition, (4.2) gives u(x, 0) = u_0(x) in W^{s,G}_{A,0} (Ω, C ) ∩ H^s_0 (Ω, C ). The global existence is proved.

Uniqueness. Assuming that η_1 and η_2 are two weak solutions to (1.1) with the same initial data. We define v = η_1 − η_2 and obtain η_1, η_2, v ∈ L^∞ ( 0, ∞; W^{s,G}_{A,0} (Ω, C ) ∩ H^s_0 (Ω, C ) ) , η_{1t}, η_{2t}, v_t ∈ L^2 (0, ∞; H^s_0 (Ω, C )) , v_t + (−Δ)^s v_t + ( −Δ^A_g )_s η_1 − ( −Δ^A_g )_s η_2 = |η_1|^{p−1} η_1 − |η_2|^{p−1} η_2. (4.10)

Multiplying (4.10) by v and integrating over (0, t) × Ω, we have ℜ [∫_t 0 ∫ Ω ( v_τ v + (−Δ)^s v_tv + (( −Δ^A_g )_s η_1 − ( −Δ^A_g )_s η_2 ) v ) dxdτ ]

= ℜ [∫_t 0 ∫ Ω ( |η_1|^{p−1}η_1 − |η_2|^{p−1}η_2 ) vdxdτ ] . (4.11)

By Lemma 2.10, we have | | | ∫_t 0 ∫ Ω ( |η_1|^{p−1} η_1 − |η_2|^{p−1} η_2 ) vdxdτ | | | ≤ ∫_t 0 ∫ Ω p (|η_1| + |η_2|)^{p−1} |η_1 − η_2| |v| dxdτ ≤ C ∫_t 0 ‖ ‖(|η_1| + |η_2|)^{p−1} ‖ ‖_{B1} ‖η_1 − η_2‖_{B2} ‖v‖_{B3} dτ = C ∫_t 0 ‖|η_1| + |η_2|‖^{p−1}_{(p−1)B1} ‖η_1 − η_2‖_{B2} ‖v‖_{B3} dτ ≤ C ∫_t 0 ‖η_1 − η_2‖_{s,2,0}‖v‖_{s,2,0}dτ ≤ C ∫_t 0 ‖v‖^2_{s,2,0} dτ,

(4.12)

where B_1 =^N_{2s} and B_2 = B_3 =^{2N}_{N−2s} by p ≤^{sq−+N}_{N−sq−} . Noticing that v(x, 0) = 0, we get ℜ [∫_t 0 ∫ Ω (v_τ vdx + (−Δ)^s v_tv) dτ ] = 1 2 ‖v (t)‖^2_{s,2,0} . (4.13)

On the other hand, we obtain ℜ [∫ Ω (( −Δ^A_g )_s η_1 (x) − ( −Δ^A_g )_s η_2 (x) ) v (x) dx ]

= ℜ [∫ Q ( g (| D^A_s η_1 (x, y) | |) |D^A_s η_1 (x, y)| D^A_s η_1 (x, y) − g (| D^A_s η_2 (x, y) | |) |D^A_s η_2 (x, y)| D^A_s η_2 (x, y) ) D^A_s v (x, y)dμ ]

≥ 0. (4.14)

Then from (4.11)-(4.14), we find ‖v‖^2_{s,2,0} ≤ C ∫_t 0 ‖v‖^2_{s,2,0} dτ. It follows from Gronwall’s inequality that ‖v‖^2_{s,2,0} ≤ 0, i.e., ‖v‖^2_{s,2,0} = ‖η_1 − η_2‖^2_{s,2,0} = 0. Thus η_1 = η_2 = 0 a.e. in Ω × (0, ∞). The uniqueness is proved.

(ii) Let 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, · · · . (4.15)

We assert I(u_{s0}) > 0 and J(u_{s0}) < d. In fact, by the condition J (u_0) = d, we know ρ^A_{s,G} (u_0) ≠ 0. If ∫ Ω |u_0|^{p+1} d x = 0, combining

J (u_0) ≤ ( 1 q^− − 1 p + 1 ) ∫ Q g (| D^A_s u_0 (x, y) | |) | |D^A_s u_0 (x, y) | | dμ + 1 p + 1

I (u_0)

and J (u_0) = d, we have I (u_0) ≥ (p + 1) d. Then from (2.6) and (2.7), we obtain

I(u_{s0}) = I(μ_su_0) = ∫ Q g (| μ_sD^A_s u_0 (x, y) |) | μ_sD^A_s u_0 (x, y) | dμ ≥ min { μ^{q−}_s , μ^{q+}_s } ∫ Q g (| D^A_s u_0 (x, y) | |) | |D^A_s u_0 (x, y) | | dμ = min { μ^{q−}_s , μ^{q+}_s } I (u_0) > 0, and J(u_{s0}) = J(μ_su_0) = ∫ Q G (| μ_sD^A_s u_0 (x, y) | |) dμ ≤ max { μ^{q−}_s , μ^{q+}_s } ∫ Q G (| D^A_s u_0 (x, y) |) dμ = max { μ^{q−}_s , μ^{q+}_s } d < d. If ∫ Ω |u_0|^{p+1} d x ≠ 0, then from Lemma 2.6 and the initial data I(u_0) ≥ 0, we have λ^∗ ≥ 1. Then, I(u_{s0}) = I(μ_su_0) > 0 and J(u_{s0}) = J(μ_su_0) < J(u_0) = d.

Using the similar arguments as in (i), we know that problem (1.1) with initial condition (4.15) has a unique global solution u_s ∈ L^∞ ( 0, ∞; W^{s,G}_{A,0} (Ω, C ) ∩ H^s_0 (Ω, C ) ) with u_{st} ∈ L^2 (0, ∞; H^s_0 (Ω, C )) for each s = 2, 3, · · · . According to Proposition 2.1, we can easily know that u_s ∈ W . Similar to the proof in (i), we can easily obtain ‖u_s‖^2_{s,2,0} < C, ∫_t 0 ‖u_{sτ} ‖^2_{s,2,0} dτ < d, ∫ Q g (| D^A_s u_s (x, y) | |) | |D^A_s u_s (x, y) | | dμ < p + 1 − q^+ q^+ (p + 1) d,

‖u^p_s‖^γ = ‖u_s‖^{p+1}_{p+1} ≤ C^{p+1}_∗ (q^−)^{p+1q−} max {( p + 1 − q^+ q^+ (p + 1) d ) p+1_{q+} , ( p + 1 − q^+ q^+ (p + 1) d ) p+1_{q−} } , γ = p + 1 p , and ‖ ‖ ‖ ‖ g (| D^A_s u_s |) |D^A_s u_s| D^A_s u_s ‖ ‖ ‖ ‖_{~G} ≤ C max {( (p + 1 − q^+) q^+ (p + 1) d ) 1_{q+} , ( (p + 1 − q^+) q^+ (p + 1) d ) 1_{q−} } . The rest is proved similar to (i).

(iii) Consider the basis u_m (x, t) as (i), we assert that u_m ∈ N_+. If it is false, there exists a t_0 > 0 such that u_m ∈ N_+ for t ∈ (0, t_0) and u_m (t_0) ∈ N . Taking φ = u_m, we obtain 1 2 d dt ‖u_m‖^2_{s,2,0} + ∫ Q g (| D^A_s u_m (x, y) |) | D^A_s u_m (x, y) | dμ = ∫ Ω |u_m|^{p+1} dx, Thus, 1 2 d dt ‖u_m‖^2_{s,2,0} = −I (u_m) , (4.16)

which means that ‖u_m‖^2_{s,2,0} are bounded for Ω × (0, t_0). Hence, we deduce that u_m(t_0) ∈ J^{J(um(0))} from (4.5). Therefore, u_m(t_0) ∈ N^{J(um(0))}.By the definition of λ_{J(u0)}, we get ‖u_m (t_0)‖^2_{s,2,0} ≥ λ_{J(u0)}. (4.17) Based on fact I (u_m) > 0 and combined with (4.16), we reach

‖u_m (t_0)‖^2_{s,2,0} < ‖u_m (x, 0)‖^2_{s,2,0} ≤ λ_{J(u0)}, which contradicts (4.17). Therefore, for all t_0 > 0, u_m ∈ N_+.

Furthermore, we can obtain u_m (t) ∈ J^{J(um(0))} ∩ N_+. On the other hand, it can be inferred from (4.5) that

J (u_m (0)) ≥ J (u_m (t)) ≥ ( 1 q^+ − 1 p + 1 ) ∫ Q g (| D^A_s u_m (x, y) |) | D^A_s u_m (x, y) | dμ + 1 p + 1

I (u_m) and J (u_m (0)) ≥ ∫_t 0 ‖u_{mτ} ‖^2_{s,2,0} d τ, which means that

(_1

q^+ − 1 p+1 ) ∫ Q g (| D^A_s u_m (x, y) | |) | |D^A_s u_m (x, y) | | dμ and ∫^t_0 ‖u_{mτ} ‖^2_{s,2,0} d τ

are bounded. Similar to the proof process in (i), the problem (1.1) has a unique global weak solution u.

Theorem 2.5 is proved.

5. Asymptotic behavior

In this section, we shall prove the asymptotic behavior of solutions to problem (1.1) under sub-sharp-critical initial energy, sharp-critical initial energy and supercritical initial energy, respectively.

The following lemma gives the key inequality required by the theorem, and is the reason why we need to take the J (u_0) < M condition instead of J (u_0) < d.

Lemma 5.1. Let J (u_0) < M, I (u) > 0 and u(t) be a weak solution of (1.1), then ∫ Q g (| D^A_s u (x, y) |) | D^A_s u (x, y) | dμ < 1. Proof: From the definitions of J (u) and I (u) and I (u) > 0, we have J(u) > ( 1 q^+ − 1 p + 1 ) ∫ Q g (| D^A_s u (x, y) |) | D^A_s u (x, y) | dμ, which from (2.13) implies ∫ Q g (| D^A_s u (x, y) |) | D^A_s u (x, y) | dμ < q^+ (p + 1) p + 1 − q^+ J (u) ≤ q^+ (p + 1) p + 1 − q^+

J (u_0) . (5.1)

By (5.1) and J (u_0) < M, we get

max { C^{p+1}_∗ (q^−)^{p+1q−} , 1 } (∫ Q g (| D^A_s u (x, y) | |) | |D^A_s u (x, y) | | dμ ) p+1−q^+_{q+}

< max { C^{p+1}_∗ (q^−)^{p+1q−} , 1 } ( q^+ (p + 1)

p + 1 − q^+

J (u_0) ) p+1−q^+_{q+}

< 1,

(5.2)

which says ∫ Q g (| D^A_s u (x, y) | |) | |DA_s u (x, y) | | dμ < 1. Proof of Theorem 2.6.

(i) Recalling Proposition 2.1, it is easy to know 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 from (4.16) and

Lemma 5.1, we have 1 2 d dt ‖u‖^2_{s,2,0} = −I (u) = − ∫ Q g (| D^A_s u (x, y) | |) | |D^A_s u (x, y) | | dμ + ∫ Ω |u|^{p+1} dx ≤ − ∫ Q g (| D^A_s u (x, y) | |) | |D^A_s u (x, y) | | dμ + C^{p+1∗} (q^−)^{p+1q−} (∫ Q g (| D^A_s u (x, y) | |) | |D^A_s u (x, y) | | dμ ) p+1_{q+}

≤ C^{p+1∗} (q^−)^{p+1q−} (∫ Q g (| D^A_s u (x, y) | |) | |D^A_s u (x, y) | | dμ ) p+1−q^+_{q+} − 1 ∫ Q g (| D^A_s u (x, y) | |) | |D^A_s u (x, y) | | dμ. (5.3)

From (5.2), we obtain

max { C^{p+1}_∗ (q^−)^{p+1q−} , 1 } (∫ Q g (| D^A_s u (x, y) |) | D^A_s u (x, y) | dμ ) p+1−q^+_{q+} − 1 < 0. (5.4)

Considering (5.1), (5.3) and (5.4), we get 1 2 d dt ‖u‖^2_{s,2,0} ≤ C max { C^{p+1}_∗ (q^−)^{p+1q−} , 1 } (∫ Q g (| D^A_s u (x, y) | |) | |D^A_s u (x, y) | | dμ ) p+1−q^+_{q+} − 1 [u]^2_{s,2}

< C max { C^{p+1}_∗ (q^−)^{p+1q−} , 1 } ( q^+ (p + 1) p + 1 − q^+

J (u_0) ) p+1−q^+_{q+} − 1 [u]^2_{s,2} .

Then, there exists δ > 0 such that d dt ‖u‖^2_{s,2,0} < −δ_1 ‖u‖^2_{s,2,0} , where

−δ_1 := C max { C^{p+1}_∗ (q^−)^{p+1q−} , 1 } ( q^+ (p + 1) p + 1 − q^+

J (u_0) ) p+1−q^+_{q+} − 1 .

Using Gronwall’s inequality, we have ‖u‖^2_{s,2,0} < ‖u_0‖^2_{s,2,0} e^{−δ1t}, 0 ≤ t < ∞ for −δ_1 > 0.

From (2.4), we get J (u) + ‖u‖^2_{s,2,0} ≤ ρ^A_{s,G} (u) + C ∫ Q g (| D^A_s u (x, y) | |) | |D^A_s u (x, y) | | dμ ≤ ( 1 q^− + C ) ∫ Q g (| D^A_s u (x, y) | |) | |D^A_s u (x, y) | | dμ. (5.5)

By (2.13), (5.3) and (5.5), we have d dt ( J (u) + ‖u‖^2_{s,2,0} ) = − ‖u_t‖^2_{s,2,0} + d dt ‖u‖^2_{s,2,0} ≤ d dt ‖u‖^2_{s,2,0} ≤ C^{p+1∗} (q^−)^{p+1q−} (∫ Q g (| D^A_s u (x, y) | |) | |D^A_s u (x, y) | | dμ ) p+1−q^+_{q+} − 1 ∫ Q g (| D^A_s u (x, y) | |) | |D^A_s u (x, y) | | dμ

≤ C^{p+1∗} (q^−)^{p+1q−} (∫ Q g (| D^A_s u (x, y) |) | D^A_s u (x, y) | dμ ) p+1−q^+_{q+} − 1 q^− 1 + Cq^− ( J (u) + ‖u‖^2_{s,2,0} ) . Applying Gronwall’s inequality, we obtain J (u) + ‖u‖^2_{s,2,0} < ( J (u_0) + ‖u_0‖^2_{s,2,0} ) e^{−δ2t}, (5.6)

where

−δ_2 := q^− 1 + Cq^− C^{p+1∗} (q^−)^{p+1q−} (∫ Q g (| D^A_s u (x, y) |) | D^A_s u (x, y) | dμ ) p+1−q^+_{q+} − 1 . Furthermore, by (2.4), (2.14), (5.1), (5.6) and Lemma 5.1, we get

‖u‖_{p+1} ≤ C_∗ [u]^A_{s,G} ≤ C_∗ max {( ρ^A_{s,G} )_q− , ( ρ^A_{s,G} )_q+ }

≤ C_∗ max {( 1 q^− ∫ Q g (| D^A_s u (x, y) | |) | |D^A_s u (x, y) | | dμ )_q− , ( 1 q^− ∫ Q g (| D^A_s u (x, y) |) | D^A_s u (x, y) | dμ )_q+ }

≤ C_∗ ( 1 q^− ∫ Q g (| D^A_s u (x, y) |) | D^A_s u (x, y) | dμ )_q−

≤ C_∗ ( q^+ (p + 1) q^− (p + 1 − q^+) J (u) )_q−

< C_∗ ( q^+ (p + 1) q^− (p + 1 − q^+) )_q− ( J (u_0) + ‖u_0‖^2_{s,2,0} )_q− e^{−δ2q−t}.

(ii) Since the existence of the global solution u(t) for (1.1) has been proven, then we claim that u ∈ W for t > 0. If the assertion of u is false, take t_0 > 0 as the first time such that I(u(t_0)) = 0. By the definition of M, we get J(u(t_0)) ≥ M. But,

0 < J(u(t_0)) = M − ∫_{t0} 0 ‖u_τ ‖^2_{s,2,0} dτ = d_1 ≤ M (5.7)

for any t_0 > 0. Then, we get J(u(t_0)) = M. (5.8) From (5.7) and (5.8), we infer that ∫_{t0} 0 ‖u_τ ‖^2_{s,2,0} dτ = 0,

namely, u_t ≡ 0 for 0 ≤ t ≤ t_0, recalling (4.16), which contradicts I(u_0) > 0. Then we infer that u ∈ W for 0 < t < ∞.

Taking t_1 > 0 as the initial time, we have J (u) < M and I (u) > 0 for t > t_1. The proof process similar to (i), we know that there exist constants ς_1 > 0 and ς_2 > 0 such that ‖u‖^2_{s,2,0} < ‖u (t_1)‖^2_{s,2,0} e^{−ς1(t−t1 )}, J (u) + ‖u‖^2_{s,2,0} < ( J (u (t_1)) + ‖u (t_1)‖^2_{s,2,0} ) e^{−ς2(t−t1 )}, ‖u‖_{p+1} < C_∗ ( q^+ (p + 1) q^− (p + 1 − q^+) )_q− ( J (u (t_1)) + ‖u (t_1)‖^2_{s,2,0} )_q− e^{−ς2q−(t−t1)}, where t ∈ (t_1, +∞).

(iii) We use ω (u_0) = ∩_{t≥0}{u (s) : s ≥ t} to represent the ω-limit of u_0. From (4.5) and (4.16), we obtain

‖ω‖^2_{s,2,0} < ‖u_0‖^2_{s,2,0} ≤ λ_{J(u0)}, J (ω) ≤ J (u_0) ,

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

Theorem 2.6 is proved.

6. Blowup

In this section, we prove that the solution blows up in finite time with the subsharp-critical initial energy and sharp-critical initial energy, respectively.

Lemma 6.1. If u(t) is a weak solution of (1.1) with J (u_0) < d and u_0 ∈ V , then ∫ Q g (| D^A_s u (x, y) | |) | |D^A_s u (x, y) | | dμ > q^+ (p + 1) p + 1 − q^+ M. 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. By Proposition 2.1, we can know that u(x, t) ∈ V_δ, namely, I(u) < 0 for 0 < t < T . Coming back to Lemma 2.5 (ii), take δ = 1, we obtain ∫ Q g (| D^A_s u (x, y) | |) | |D^A_s u (x, y) | | dμ > min ( (q^−)^{p+1q−} C^{p+1}_∗ )^{q−}_{p+1−q−} , ( (q^−)^{p+1q−} C^{p+1}_∗ )^{q+}_{p+1−q+} .

From Lemma 2.7, we have M < p + 1 − q^+ q^+ (p + 1) ∫ Q g (| D^A_s u (x, y) |) | D^A_s u (x, y) | dμ.

Proof of Theorem 2.7.

(i) We shall 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, +∞). We define a functional as follows

F (t) := ∫_t 0 ‖u‖^2_{s,2,0} dτ + (T_0 − t) ‖u_0‖^2_{s,2,0} , t ∈ [0, T_0] ,

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

F^′ (t) = ‖u‖^2_{s,2,0} − ‖u_0‖^2_{s,2,0} = 2ℜ [∫_t 0 ∫ Ω uu_τ dxdτ + ∫_t 0 ∫ Q D_suD_su_τ dxdτ ] , (6.1)

and (4.16) gives

F^{′′} (t) = 2ℜ [∫ Ω uu_τ dx + ∫ Q D_suD_su_τ dμ ] = −2I (u) . (6.2)

By (6.1) and Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, we reach

(F^′ (t))^2 = 4 { ℜ [∫_t 0 ∫ Ω uu_τ d xdτ + ∫_t 0 ∫ Q D_suD_su_τ d xdτ ]}_2

= 4 {{ ℜ [∫_t 0 ∫ Ω uu_τ dxdτ ]}_2 + { ℜ [∫_t 0 ∫ Q D_suD_su_τ dxdτ ]}_2

+2 { ℜ [∫_t 0 ∫ Ω uu_τ dxdτ ]} { ℜ [∫_t 0 ∫ Q D_suD_su_τ dxdτ ]}}

≤ 4 [∫_t 0 ‖u‖^2 dτ ∫_t 0 ‖u_τ ‖^2 dτ + ∫_t 0 [u]^2_{s,2} dτ ∫_t 0 [u_τ ]^2_{s,2} dτ +2 (∫_t 0 ‖u‖^2 dτ

) 1_2 (∫_t 0 ‖u_τ ‖^2 dτ

) 1_2 (∫_t 0 [u]^2_{s,2}

) 1_2 (∫_t 0 [u_τ ]^2_{s,2} dτ

) 1_2 ]

≤ 4 [∫_t 0 ‖u‖^2 dτ ∫_t 0 ‖u_τ ‖^2 dτ + ∫_t 0 [u]^2_{s,2} dτ ∫_t 0 [u_τ ]^2_{s,2} dτ + ∫_t 0 ‖u‖^2 dτ ∫_t 0 [u_τ ]^2_{s,2} dτ + ∫_t 0 [u]^2_{s,2} dτ ∫_t 0 ‖u_τ ‖^2 dτ ]

≤ 4 (∫_t 0 ‖u‖^2 dτ + ∫_t 0 [u]^2_{s,2} dτ ) (∫_t 0 ‖u_τ ‖^2 dτ + ∫_t 0 [u_τ ]^2_{s,2} dτ )

≤ 4 ∫_t 0 ‖u‖^2_{s,2,0} dτ ∫_t 0 ‖u_τ ‖^2_{s,2,0} dτ ≤ 4F (t) ∫_t 0 ‖u_τ ‖^2_{s,2,0} dτ. (6.3)

Considering (6.2) and (6.3), it is easy to see that F^{′′} (t) F (t) − p + 3 4 (F^′ (t))^2 ≥ F (t) ( F^{′′} (t) − (p + 3) ∫_t 0 ‖u_τ ‖^2_{s,2,0} dτ )

= F (t) ( −2I (u) − (p + 3) ∫_t 0 ‖u_τ ‖^2_{s,2,0} dτ ) . Let ξ (t) = −2I (u) − (p + 3) ∫_t 0 ‖u_τ ‖^2_{s,2,0} dτ.

Using (2.4), it is easy to see that J (u) ≥ 1 q^+ ∫ Q g (| D^A_s u (x, y) | |) | |D^A_s u (x, y) | | dμ − 1 p + 1 ∫ Ω |u|^{p+1} dx ≥ ( 1 q^+ − 1 p + 1 ) ∫ Q g (| D^A_s u (x, y) | |) | |D^A_s u (x, y) | | dμ + 1 p + 1 I (u) . (6.4)

Hence, from (2.13) and (6.4), we can have ξ (t) ≥ 2 ( p + 1 q^+ − 1 ) ∫ Q g (| D^A_s u (x, y) |) | D^A_s u (x, y) | dμ − 2 (p + 1) J (u_0) + (p − 1) ∫_t 0 ‖u_τ ‖^2_{s,2,0} dτ. Now, we shall discuss the following two cases. Case 1: 0 < J(u_0) < M. By Lemma 6.1, we find

ξ (t) ≥ 2 (p + 1) M − 2 (p + 1) J (u_0) + (p − 1) ∫_t 0 ‖u_τ ‖^2_{s,2,0} dτ = ρ > 0. (6.5)

Then F^{′′} (t) F (t) − p + 3 4 (F^′ (t))^2 ≥ θρ > 0, t ∈ [0, T_0] ,

which yields ( F^{−ϑ} (t) )_{′′} = − ϑ F^{ϑ+2} (t) ( F^{′′} (t) F (t) − (ϑ + 1) (F^′ (t))^2 ) < 0, ϑ = p − 1 4 . Similar to the proof of [45, Theorem 4.3], there exists a T > 0 such that

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

which is a contradiction with T = +∞.

Case 2: J(u_0) ≤ 0. It is easy to get (6.5) directly. The rest is similar to the proof of Case 1.

(ii) By the continuity of J(u) and I(u) with respect to t, there exists a sufficiently small t_0 > 0 such that J(u(t_0)) > 0 and I(u(t_0)) < 0 for J(u_0) = M > 0 and

I(u_0) < 0. From (6.2), for 0 < t ≤ t_0, we can see that u_t ≠ 0 for 0 < t ≤ t_0. Hence, we obtain J(u(t_0)) = M − ∫_{t0} 0 ‖u_τ ‖^2_{s,2,0} dτ = d_0 < M.

Taking t = t_0 as the initial time and recalling Proposition 2.1, we get u(x, t) ∈ V for t > t_0. The rest is proved similar to (i).

The proof of Theorem 2.7 is complete.

7. Convergence relations

In this section, we prove the convergence relationship between the global solution of (1.1) and the corresponding ground state solution.

The following lemma will play an important role in the proof of Theorem 2.8.

Lemma 7.1 ([42]). Let G is an N-function that satisfies (2.4), (2.5), and (H_1), then there exists a constant C > 0, such that for all a, b ∈ R^N , we have ⟨ g (|a|) |a| a − g (|b|) |b| b, a − b ⟩ ≥ CG (|a − b|) . Proof of Theorem 2.8. Let u = u(t) be a global solution of (1.1). From (2.13) there holds J (u) ≤ J (u_0) for t ∈ [0, +∞).

(i) We assert that if t ∈ [0, +∞), then J (u) ≥ 0.

Assuming that the assertion is not tenable, then there exists a t_0 > 0 such that J (u (t_0)) < 0. In fact, according to the definitions of I and J, we have J (u) ≥ 1 q^+ ∫ Q g (| D^A_s u (x, y) | |) | |D^A_s u (x, y) | | dμ − 1 p + 1 ∫ Ω |u|^{p+1} dx = 1 q^+

I (u) + ( 1 q^+ − 1 p + 1 ) ∫ Ω |u|^{p+1} dx, which shows that I (u (t_0)) < 0. Thus u will blow up in finite time. This contradicts with the assumption that u is global solution. Then 0 ≤ J(u) ≤ J(u_0), t ∈ [0, +∞). From (2.13), we deduce d dt J (u) = − ‖u_t‖^2_{s,2,0} , which implies J (u) is decreasing with respect to t, that is, lim t→+∞ J (u (t)) = C, where C ∈ [0, J (u_0)]. Letting t → +∞ in (2.13), we obtain ∫_{+∞} 0 ( ‖u_t‖^2 + [u_t]^2_{s,2} ) dt = J (u_0) − C ≤ J (u_0) . (7.1)

From (7.1), there exists an increasing sequence {t_k}^∞_{k=1} with t_k → +∞ as k → ∞ such that lim_{k→∞} ‖u_t (t_k)‖^2 + [u_t (t_k)]^2_{s,2} = 0. (7.2)

On the other hand, from (2.12), for any φ ∈ W^{s,G}_{A,0} (Ω, C ), there holds ⟨J^′ (u) , φ⟩ = d dτ J (u + τφ) = ℜ [∫ Q g (| D^A_s u (x, y) | |) |D^A_s u (x, y)| D^A_s u (x, y) D^A_s φ (x, y)dμ − ∫ Ω |u|^{p−1} uφ d x ]

= ℜ [ − ∫ Ω u_tφdx − ∫ Q D_su_tD_sφdμ ] . Applying the Sobolev imbedding inequality and the Hölder inequality, taking into account (7.2), we obtain that as k → ∞,

‖J^′ (u (t_k))‖^A_{−s,G}∗_{,0} = sup ‖φ‖^A_{s,G,0}≤1 |⟨J^′ (u (t_k)) , φ⟩| ≤ sup ‖φ‖^A_{s,G,0}≤1 |⟨−u_t (t_k) − (−Δ)^s u_t (t_k) , φ⟩| ≤ sup ‖φ‖^A_{s,G,0}≤1 [ ‖u_t (t_k)‖_2‖φ‖_2 + [u_t (t_k)]_{s,2}[φ]_{s,2} ]

≤ C [ ‖u_t (t_k)‖_2 + [u_t (t_k)]_{s,2} ] → 0.

(7.3)

Combining (2.11) and (7.3), we can get 1 p + 1 |I (u (t_k))| = 1 p + 1 |⟨J^′ (u (t_k)) , u (t_k)⟩| ≤ C‖J^′ (u (t_k))‖^A_{−s,G}∗_{,0}‖u (t_k)‖^A_{s,G,0} ≤ C‖u (t_k)‖^A_{s,G,0}.

Applying the above inequality and considering (2.13), we find that

J (u_0) + C ‖u (t_k)‖^A_{s,G,0} ≥ J (u (t_k)) −

I (u (t_k)) p + 1 ≥ p + 1 − q^+ q^+ (p + 1) ∫ Q g (| D^A_s u (t_k) |) | D^A_s u (t_k) | dμ, which implies

p + 1 − q^+ q^+ (p + 1) ∫ Q g (| D^A_s u (t_k) | |) | |D^A_s (t_k) | | dμ − C ‖u (t_k)‖^A_{s,G,0} − J (u_0) ≤ 0. (7.4) (ii) We assert that ‖u (t_k)‖^A_{s,G,0} ≤ C, k = 1, 2, . . . . (7.5) Assuming that the assertion is not tenable, then there is a sufficiently large ∫ Q g (| D^A_s u (t_k) | |) | |DA_s (t_k) | | dμ such that

p + 1 − q^+ q^+ (p + 1) ∫ Q g (| D^A_s u (t_k) |) | D^A_s (t_k) | dμ − C ‖u (t_k)‖^A_{s,G,0} − J (u_0) > 0, which contradicts with (7.4). Then ∫ Q g (| D^A_s u (t_k) | |) | |DA_s (t_k) | | dμ is bounded. By

(2.4), ρ^A_{s,G} (u) is bounded. Hence, from Lemma 2.1, (7.5) has been proven.

Consequently, there exist u^∗ ∈ W^{s,G}_{A,0} (Ω) and an increasing subsequence of {t_k}^∞_{k=1}, still denoted by {t_k}^∞_{k=1}, for k → ∞ such that { u (t_k) ⇀ u^∗ weakly in W^{s,G}_{A,0} (Ω) ,

u (t_k) → u^∗ strongly in L^{p+1} (Ω) .

(iii) We prove that u_k → u^∗ strongly in W^{s,G}_{A,0} (Ω). It is easy to know that

⟨J^′ (u (t_k)) , u (t_k) − u^∗⟩ = ℜ [∫ Q g (| D^A_s u (t_k) | |) |D^A_s u (t_k)| D^A_s u (t_k) D^A_s (u (t_k) − u^∗)dμ − ∫ Ω |u (t_k)|^{p−1} u (t_k) (u (t_k) − u^∗)dx ] , ⟨J^′ (u^∗) , u (t_k) − u^∗⟩ = ℜ [∫ Q g (| D^A_s u^∗ |) |D^A_s u^∗| D^A_s u^∗D^A_s (u (t_k) − u^∗)dμ − ∫ Ω |u^∗|^{p−1} u^∗(u (t_k) − u^∗)dx ] .

(7.6)

Considering (7.3) and (7.5), we deduce that as k → ∞, |⟨J^′ (u (t_k)) , u (t_k) − u^∗⟩| ≤ ‖J^′ (u (t_k))‖^A_{−s,G}∗_{,0} ( ‖u (t_k)‖^A_{s,G,0} + ‖u^∗‖^A_{s,G,0} )

≤ ( C + ‖u^∗‖^A_{s,G,0} ) ‖J^′ (u (t_k))‖^A_{−s,G}∗_{,0} → 0. (7.7)

Due to u_k ⇀ u^∗ weakly in W^{s,G}_{A,0} (Ω), we get that as k → ∞,

⟨J^′ (u^∗) , u (t_k) − u^∗⟩ → 0. (7.8)

By (7.6)-(7.8), we conclude that as k → ∞,

⟨J^′ (u (t_k)) − J^′ (u^∗) , u (t_k) − u^∗⟩ = ℜ [∫ Q ( g (| D^A_s u (t_k) | |) |D^A_s u (t_k)| D^A_s u (t_k) − g (| D^A_s u^∗ | |) |D^A_s u^∗| D^A_s u^∗ ) D^A_s (u (t_k) − u^∗)dμ − ∫ Ω ( |u (t_k)|^{p−1} u (t_k) − |u^∗|^{p−1} u^∗ ) (u (t_k) − u^∗) d x ] → 0. (7.9)

From the Sobolev imbedding inequality, the Hölder inequality and (7.5), we have that as k → ∞, | | | | ∫ Ω ( |u (t_k)|^{p−1} u (t_k) − |u^∗|^{p−1} u^∗ ) (u (t_k) − u^∗)dx | | | | ≤ ( ‖u (t_k)‖^p_{+1} + ‖u^∗‖^p_{+1} ) ‖u (t_k) − u^∗‖_{p+1} ≤ ( C ( ‖u (t_k)‖^A_{s,G,0} )_p + ‖u^∗‖^p_{+1} ) ‖u (t_k) − u^∗‖_{p+1} ≤ ( C + ‖u^∗‖^p_{+1} ) ‖u (t_k) − u^∗‖_{p+1} → 0.

(7.10)

By (7.9) and (7.10), we deduce that as k → ∞, ℜ [∫ Q ( g (| D^A_s u (t_k) | |) |D^A_s u (t_k)| D^A_s u (t_k) − g (| D^A_s u^∗ | |) |D^A_s u^∗| D^A_s u^∗ ) D^A_s (u (t_k) − u^∗)dμ ] → 0 From Lemma 7.1, we get ℜ [∫ Q ( g (| D^A_s u (t_k) | |) |D^A_s u (t_k)| D^A_s u (t_k) − ∫ Q g (| D^A_s u^∗ | |) |D^A_s u^∗| D^A_s u^∗ ) D^A_s (u (t_k) − u^∗)dμ ]

≥ Cρ_G ( D^A_s (u (t_k) − u^∗) ) .

Hence, lim_{k→∞} [u (t_k)]^A_{s,G} = [u^∗]^A_{s,G} and then by [15, Proposition 3.32], we have

u (t_k) → u^∗ strongly in W^{s,G}_{A,0} (Ω) .

Therefore, together with (7.3), J^′ (u^∗) = lim_{k→∞}J^′ (u (t_k)) = 0, i.e., u^∗ ∈ Φ. The proof of Theorem 2.8 is complete.

8. Conclusions

In this paper, we study the existence and uniqueness of local solutions and global solutions. Also, we investigate the asymptotic behavior and blowup phenomenon of global solutions. Furthermore, we provide the convergence relationship between the ground state solutions and the global solutions.

Compared to previous researches on fractional p-Laplacian parabolic equations and pseudo-parabolic equations (e.g. [20, 35]), we replace the fractional p-Laplace operator (−Δ_p)^s with the magnetic fraction g-Laplacian operator ( −Δ^A_g )_s for the first time in pseudo-parabolic equations, and give a detailed introduction to the magnetic space.

The imbedding theorems play an important role in this paper. It is worth noting that ‖u‖^A_{s,G,0} is equivalent to [u]^A_{s,G}. The spatial region considered in this paper is Ω, while the spatial region considered in [42] is R^N , and the equivalence of ‖u‖^A_{s,G,0} and [u]^A_{s,G} is not given in [42]. In this paper, we follow the steps of [12], which proved the Poincaré inequality in Ω, to conclude the equivalence of ‖u‖^A_{s,G,0} and [u]^A_{s,G}. In addition, due to the complexity of the definition of magnetic spaces, various estimates are difficult. This paper overcomes these difficulties well.

In order to make this paper widely applicable, we define u (x) in the complex field, provide the definition of weak solutions in the complex field and overcome various proof difficulties brought by the complex field.

Further, the pseudo-parabolic equations in [19, 20, 21, 56] all contain the − ∫ Ω |u|^{q−1} udx term. However, the value of D^A_s 1 in this paper depends on A (_{x+y} 2 ) and is not necessarily equal to 0, the Conservation Law in [56, Lemma 2] may not hold. Therefore, if the − ∫ Ω |u|^{q−1} udx term is added to the equation (1.1), how to properly handle the computational difficulties caused by − ∫ Ω |u|^{q−1} udx is a major problem, and will be a direction for future works.

Statements and Declarations

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.

Acknowledgments: The first author was supported by the China Scholarship Council (No. 202306380199) and would like to thank Professor Peter C. Gibson and York University for her one-year visiting study at York University.

References

[1] A. Alberico, A. Cianchi, L. Pick, L. Slavíková, Fractional Orlicz-Sobolev embeddings, J. Math. Pures Appl. 149 (2021) 216–253.

[2] G. Alberti, G. Bellettini, A nonlocal anisotropic model for phase transitions, I.

The optimal profile problem, Math. Ann. 310 (1998) 527–560.

[3] V. Ambrosio, Multiplicity of positive solutions for a class of fractional Schrödinger equations via penalization method, Ann. Mat. Pura Appl. 196 (2017) 2043–2062.

[4] D. Applebaum, Lévy Processes and Stochastic Calculus, Cambridge Studies in Advanced Mathematics, vol. 116, 2nd edn. Cambridge University Press, Cambridge (2009).

[5] G. Arioli, A. Szulkin, A semilinear Schrödinger equation in the presence of a magnetic field, Arch. Rational Mech. Anal. 170 (2003) 277–295.

[6] S. Bahrouni, H. Ounaies, Embedding theorems in the fractional Orlicz-Sobolev space and applications to non-local problems, Discrete Contin. Dyn. Syst. 40 (2020) 2917–2944.

[7] S. Bahrouni, H. Ounaies, L.S. Tavares, Basic results of fractional Orlicz-Sobolev space and applications to non-local problems, Topol. Methods Nonlinear Anal. 55 (2020) 681–695.

[8] T. Bartsch, Y. Ding, On a nonlinear Schrödinger equation with periodic potential, Math. Ann. 313 (1999) 15–37.

[9] 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.

[10] J. Bertoin, Levy Processes, volume 121 of Cambridge Tracts in Mathematics.

Cambridge University Press, Cambridge (1996).

[11] J.F. Bonder, A.M. Salort, Fractional order Orlicz-Sobolev spaces, J. Funct. Anal.

277 (2019) 333–367.

[12] J.F. Bonder, A.M. Salort, Magnetic Fractional order Orlicz-Sobolev spaces, Studia Math. 259 (2021) 1–24.

[13] J.F. Bonder, M.P. Llanos, A.M. Salort, A Hölder infinity Laplacian obtained as limit of Orlicz fractional Laplacians, Rev. Mat. Complut. 35 (2022) 447–483.

[14] J.P. Bouchaud, A. Georges, Anomalous diffusion in disordered media: statistical mechanisms, models and physical applications, Phys. Rep. 195 (1990) 127–293.

[15] H. Brezis, Functional Analysis, Sobolev Spaces and Partial Differential Equations, Springer, New York, 2010.

[16] L. Caffarelli, Non-local diffusions, drifts and games, Nonlinear partial differential equations, 37–52, Abel Symp., 7, Springer, Heidelberg, 2012

[17] 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.

[18] Y. Cao, Q. Zhao, Asymptotic behavior of global solutions to a class of mixed pseudo-parabolic Kirchhoff equations, Appl. Math. Lett. 118 (2021) 107119.

[19] J.Z. Cheng, Q.R. Wang, Global existence and finite time blowup for a mixed pseudo-parabolic p-Laplacian type equation, Nonlinear Anal. Real World Appl. 73 (2023) 103895.

[20] J.Z. Cheng, Q.R. Wang, Global existence and finite time blowup for a fractional pseudo-parabolic p-Laplacian equation, Fract. Calc. Appl. Anal. 26 (2023) 1916– 1940.

[21] J.Z. Cheng, Q.R. Wang, Global existence and finite-time blowup for a mixed pseudo-parabolic r (x)-Laplacian equation, Adv. Nonlinear Anal. 13 (2024) 20230133.

[22] S. Cingolani, S. Secchi, Semiclassical limit for nonlinear Schrödinger equation with electromagnetic fields, J. Math. Anal. Appl. 275 (2002) 108–130.

[23] P. Constantin, Euler equations, Navier-Stokes equations and turbulence. Mathematical foundation of turbulent viscous flows, Lecture Notes in Math., 1871, Springer, Berlin, 2006.

[24] P. D’Avenia, M. Squassina, Ground states for fractional magnetic operators, ESAIM Control Optim. Calc. Var. 24 (2018) 1–24.

[25] M. Daoud, E.H. Laamri, Fractional Laplacians: A short survey, Discrete Contin.

Dyn. Syst. Ser. S 15 (2022) 95–116.

[26] G. Gilboa, S. Osher, Nonlocal operators with applications to image processing, Multiscale Model. Simul. 7 (2008) 1005–1028.

[27] E. H.Lieb, M. Loss, Analysis, second ed., Graduate Studies in Mathematics, vol.

14, American Mathematical Society, Providence, RI, 2001.

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

Circ. Mat. Palermo 44 (1995) 479–505.

[29] T. Ichinose, Essential selfadjointness of Weyl quantized relativistic Hamiltonian, Ann. Inst. H. Poincaré Phys. Théor. 51 (1989) 265–297.

[30] T. Ichinose, Magnetic relativistic Schorödinger operators and imaginary-time path integrals. Mathematical Physics, spectral theory and stochastic analysis, Oper. Theory Adv. Appl., pp. 247–297 232. Birkhäuser/Springer Basel, AG, Basel (2013).

[31] M.A. Krasnoselskii, Rutickii, Ja. Convex Functions and Orlicz Spaces. P. Noordhoff Ltd., Groningen, The Netherlands (1961).

[32] N. S. Landkof, Foundations of Modern Potential Theory, vol. 180 of Grundlehren Math. Wiss. Springer, Berlin (1972).

[33] N. Laskin, Fractional quantum mechanics and Lévy path integrals, Phys. Lett.

A 268 (2000) 298–305.

[34] N. Laskin, Fractional Schrödinger equation, Phys. Rev. E (3) 66 (2002) 056108.

[35] M.L. Liao, Q. Liu, H.L. Ye, Global existence and blow-up of weak solutions for a class of fractional p-Laplacian evolution equations, Adv. Nonlinear Anal. 9 (2020) 1569–1591.

[36] 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.

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

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

[39] R. Metzler, J. Klafter, The restaurant at the end of the random walk: recent developments in the description of anomalous transport by fractional dynamics, J. Phys. A 37 (2004) R161–R208.

[40] P.D. Nápoli, J.F. Bonder, A. Salort, A Pólya-Szegö principle for general fractional Orlicz-Sobolev spaces, Complex Var. Elliptic Equ. 66 (2021) 546–568.

[41] E.D. Nezza, G. Palatucci, E. Valdinoci, Hitchhiker’s guide to the fractional Sobolev spaces, Bull. Sci. Math. 136 (2012) 521–573.

[42] P. Ochoa, Existence and multiplicity of solutions to magnetic Kirchhoff equations in Orlicz-Sobolev spaces, Fract. Calc. Appl. Anal. 26 (2023) 800–836.

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

[44] N. Pana, B. Zhang, J. Cao, Degenerate Kirchhoff-type diffusion problems involving the fractional p-Laplacian, Nonlinear Anal. Real World Appl. 37 (2017) 56–70.

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

[46] D. Puhst, On the evolutionary fractional p-Laplacian, Appl. Math. Res. Express.

AMRX (2015) 253–273.

[47] M.M. Rao, Z.D. Ren, Theory of Orlicz Spaces, Marcel Dekker, Inc, New York, 1991.

[48] A.M. Salort, Eigenvalues and minimizers for a non-standard growth non-local operator, J. Differential Equations 268 (2020) 5413–5439.

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

Rational Mech. Anal. 30 (1968) 148–172.

[50] I. Schindler, K. Tintarev, A nonlinear Schrödinger equation with external magnetic field, Rostock. Math. Kolloq. 56 (2002) 49–54.

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

[52] A. Signorini, Questioni di elasticità. Statica non lineare; Vincoli unilaterali, statica semilinearizzata; Complementi. (Italian) Confer. Sem. Mat. Univ. Bari 48–49 (1959), 42 pp.

[53] E. Stein, Singular Integrals and Differentiability Properties of Functions, Princeton University Press, Princeton, New Jersey (1970).

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

Anal. 14 (1963) 1–26.

[55] J.F. Toland, The Peierls-Nabarro and Benjamin-Ono equations, J. Funct. Anal.

145 (1997) 136–150.

[56] 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.

[57] 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.

[58] 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.

[59] 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.

[60] J. Zhou, Global asymptotical behavior of solutions to a class of fourth order parabolic equation modeling epitaxial growth, Nonlinear Anal. Real World Appl. 48 (2019) 54–70.