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Abstract

This paper deals with the initial-boundary value problem to a nonlocal
semilinear pseudo-parabolic equation with conical degeneration, which has
been studied in [Global well-posedness for a nonlocal semilinear pseudo-
parabolic equation with conical degeneration, J. Differential Equations, 2020,
269(5): 4566-4597]. We first improve the regularity of the weak solution,
and then study finite time blow-up phenomenon for the problem. Our initial
condition for blow-up only depends on Nehari functional and the conserva-
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1 Introduction

Let X be a (n — 1)-dimensional closed compact C*-smooth manifold, which is
regarded as the local model near the conical points. Take B = [0, 1) X X, then
0B = {0} x X, near 0B we use the coordinates (x;, x") = (x1, xp,--+,x,) for 0 <
x1 < 1,x" € X. We denote by B, the interior of B.

In this paper, we consider the following initial-boundary value problem for a
nonlocal semilinear pseudo-parabolic equation with conical degeneration

dx

1
U — Mgy — Asu = |ulP'u — — f P lu=—dx’, t>0, x € By,
Bl Je Xy

(1.1) Veu-v =0, t>0, x € 0B,
I/l(x, O) = MO(X), X € BO’

where uy is a nontrivial function and belongs to the weighted Sobolev space
~ 1,5 .
H, 5 (B). Constant p satisfies

2<p+l<+4oo,ifn=2, 2<p+1<

2n
=:2" ifn >3,
— if n
here 2* is the critical cone Sobolev exponent. The Fuchsian type Laplace operator
is defined as

Ag = (x10,,) + 07, + -+ 05,

which is an elliptic operator with conical degeneration on the boundary x; = 0,
and the corresponding gradient operator is Vg = (x0,,,0y,, - ,0,,), v is the unit
normal vector pointing toward the exterior of B. The detail research of manifold
with conical singularities and the corresponding cone Sobolev spaces can be found

in 8,9 [10, 241 25].

To date, research on problems for pseudo-parabolic equations is rapidly de-
veloping in connection with the needs of modeling and controlling of processes
in thermophysics, hydrodynamics and continuum mechanics. Pseudo-parabolic
equations are characterized by the occurrence of a time derivative appearing in
the highest order term and describe a variety of important physical processes, such
as the seepage of homogeneous fluids through a fissured rock [2], the heat con-
duction involving two temperatures [6]. When the unknown u(x, 1) is typically the
amplitude or velocity, the corresponding pseudo-system denotes the unidirectional
propagation of nonlinear, dispersive, long waves [28]], while u(x, r) represents the



population density, the corresponding pseudo-problem can describe the aggrega-
tion of populations [20]. The authors in [26], 29] investigated the initial-boundary
value problem and Cauchy problem for the linear pseudo-parabolic equation and
established the existence and uniqueness of solutions. After those precursory re-
sults, there are many paper (for example [3} 4. (17, 22]]) studied nonlinear
pseudo-parabolic equations, like semilinear pseudo-parabolic equations and even
including singular and degenerate pseudo-parabolic equations.

Problem (I.I)) has been proposed and studied in [[11]], the authors considered
the weak solution of the problem. For convenience, we give some abbreviations,

2 2 2
| 2 flul”—dx leell” 0 =1Mlll”y  +Veull”y
@ H, 2 (B) £2(B) £ (®)
and

d
(u,v):fuvidx'.
B X1

The following definition for the weak solution to problem (I.I)) can be found
in [11], Definition 2.3].

Definition 1.1 Function u € L (0, T3 Hy g ) with u, < 120, T Hy @) is

called a weak solution of problem (1), if u(x,0) = uy € 7:[2107 B\{0} and u
satisfies (L) in the following distribution sense,

(1.2) (s, @) + (Veuy, Vep) + (Viu, VB¢)—(|M|1’ lu—®f| P~ 1u—dx go)

forany ¢ € 7:{2107 (B)and a.e. t € (0,T).

Roughly speaking, the authors in [11] combined the modified methods of Galerkin
approximation, potential well [19, 21, 23]], concavity [18] 30] and the classical
variational theory to prove the existence of global solutions and finite time blow-
up for problem (L)) at the three different initial energy levels, i.e., subcritical
initial energy J(ug) < d, critical initial energy J(uy) = d and high initial energy
J(ug) > d, here J(u) is the potential energy associated with problem (L)),

,d 1 d
Ju) = = fIVBul el +1f|u|l’+1xilldx',
B




and d is the depth of potential well, which can be defined by
zd.xl ,
d = inf {sup J(Au), u € 7‘[2 (B), |Veu|"—dx" #0;.
220 B X1

The energy functional J(u) plays very important role in the whole analysis pro-
cess, an other key functional is the Nehari functional

,d d
I(u) = f Vi |idx f P L gy
B B X1

The importance of J(u) and I(«) comes from the fact that they have considerable
fine characters. In fact, we can infer from [11 (2.8)], i.e.,

d
1.3 —Jw) = —|lul? .. ,
(1.3) % (1) IIutll,zlg .

that the energy functional is nonincreasing with respect to 7. Moreover, by [11}
4.17)], 1.e.,

1d dxy S (up)
PTLE f (=1Vsul + ) —=dx’ = ==l
(1.4) e Jp X1 B £l ®)
. S (uo)
= —I(u) - ——"lu ”,, -
[B|

we know there is a well relation between %||u||2~l y and —/(u), and this character
H, ;5 (B

is a powerful tool in the proofs of main results in [[11]]. Moreover, in [11, (2.6)],
the author claimed

d)C1

(1.5) — | u—dx = fu,—dx =0,
B X

this is also a significant property to the weak solution of problem (1)) since which
implies that fB u(t)‘%dx’ remains constant in time for all ¢ € (0, 7'), namely,

(1.6) S (o) ::fu@dx _fuoﬂdx
B B

X1 X1

However, in order to get (I.3), the authors in [11]] replaced ¢ by u, in (1.2),
similarly, they took ¢ by u in (I.2) to obtain (I.4). It must be point out that such
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two treatments only hold formally due to the lack of regularity of weak solution.
By the definition of weak solution, for any ¢ € (0, T'), there holds

(1.7) uwelL” (o, T H, (B)) and u, € L’ (0, T A, (B)).

Then we can infer from [3} [13]], or as proved in [I1, Page 17] by Aubin-Lions-
Simon lemma (see Corollary 4]) to obtain

(1.8) we C (10,775 ).

Further, by the continuous embedding 7:{2103 (B) — C(B) we have
(1.9) ueC(0,7),C(B)).

To the best of our knowledge, the highest regularity of weak solution with respect
to ¢ given by [11]] are (I.8)) and (I.9). Nevertheless, neither of them can not lead
ol , . Jw, [ udx e CY0,T).

i} (B) "

Actually, (I3) and (I.4) need at least the weak solution of problem (I.I)) satis-
fyingu € C! (0, T; 7:{210z (B)), and (I.3) requires the weak solution u € C! (O, T; L’l’(B)).

The first purpose of this paper is to improve the regularity of the weak solution
and then reestablish (I.3)), (L4) and (I.3), our result can be stated as follow.

Theorem 1.2. Assume u = u(x, 1) is the unique weak solution of problem (L1,
then

ueC' (0, T H, (B)).
Moreover, (3), (L4) and (1I.3) hold for any t € (0, T).

In order to introduce the second goal of the present paper naturally, we first
give some notations and definitions used in [11]]. Throughout the paper, we define
the Nehari manifold by

N = {u e Fy 2 (B) : Iw) = 0, fB |VBu|2dx—’?dx’ + 0},
which separates the two regions
N, = {u e Hy (B) : Tw) > 0} U {0},
N_ = {u e Hy (B) : I(u) < 0}.
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Moreover, it is well-known [[I]] that the depth of potential well d may also be
defined by d = inf,cy J(u). For k € R, we define the sublevels of J by

Jh = {u e FLB) | J(u) < k},

and for all @ > d, we let

2 +1
NY:=NNnJ* = {ueN IVeull 2 < M}
£2(B) p—1
For such «, we further define
(1.10) Ay = Sup{llulla y |u€ N"},
H, 5 (B)

the conclusion in [11, Lemma 3.5] tells us that A, € (0, +o0) is a constant.

After exploring the properties of the potential wells and the invariant sets in
cone Sobolev spaces, the authors in [11]] considered global existence, exponential
decay and blow-up of weak solution to problem (I.I)). Moreover, they estimated
the blow-up time in some cases. The following result can be found in [L1], Corol-
lary 6.2].

Proposition 1.3. Ler u(x,t) be the weak solution of problem (1) with I(uy) <
0, S (up) < 0 and one of the following two conditions holds:

(i). J(ug) <d;
(ii). J(up) > d and

1.11 2 > Ay
(1.11) ||uo||ﬂl,7(B) J(uo)

2,0

then u(x, t) blows up in finite time, where S (uo) and Ay, given by (L6) and (LI0Q)
respectively.

For above proposition, one may ask that whether conditions (I.11)) can be re-
moved? In other words, can we have

(1.12) uy € N_, S(up) <0 = u(x,t)blows up in finite time?
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Analogous question has been came up in [[14]], the corresponding initial-boundary
value problem to semilinear parabolic equation

u, — Au = |ulP~u

was studied therein, here A is the classical Laplace operator. Dickstein et al. in
[12] subsequently proved that the answer is negative and there exist solutions con-
verging to any given steady state, with initial Nehari energy I(u,) either negative
or positive. Contrary to the semilinear parabolic equation, Zhu et al. in [31]] got a
positive answer to the corresponding initial-boundary value problem with pseudo-
parabolic equation

U — Au; — Au+ u = |ulP2u.

They found a sharp result about the global existence and blow-up in finite time,
and proved u, € N_ is a sufficient and necessary condition for finite time blow-up
of solutions.

The second goal of present paper is to prove that (I.I2) holds for the weak
solution to problem (L.I). We apply and extend the method used in [31]] to the
case of nonlocal semilinear pseudo-parabolic equation with conical degeneration,
then we get rid of the conditions (I.11) and improve the blow-up result of [11]].
By (L.4) we can see the sign of initial integral S (1) may be essential for the
proofs of global existence and finite time blow-up, which is caused by the nonlocal
term @ 5 Iulp‘ludx—xl‘dx’. So the use of the idea is by far nontrivial because the
existence of nonlocal term and because more analyses are necessary to overcome
some technical points.

In fact, as claimed in [31, Remark 5.3], the weak solution with initial data in
the set N, may also blow up. Thus, we can not describe the blow-up phenomenon
completely with the means of N_ only. Let

ST = {uo € 7:(2107 (B) : there is a ty € [0, T) such that u(x, ty) € N_} ,

then one can prove that S~ is strictly larger than N_, see Remark 5.4]. For
some ty > 0, if the corresponding weak solution u(x, 7y) € N_, we have the follow-
ing theorem of blow-up phenomenon.

Theorem 1.4. Ler u(r) = u(x, t) be the weak solution of problem (L)) with S (ug) <

0, then u(t) blows up at finite time T if and only if there exists a ty € [0,T) such
that u(ty) € N_. Moreover, for all t € [ty, T), u(t) grows as the following sense

w0 = =20(u(0)e?~ 0t = 10) + [lu)I”., 4

Hy5 (B) o

2,0



Remark 1.5. As a special case, take ty = 0 in above conclusion, then for the
initial data with S (ug) < 0 we have

I(up) <0, i.e.up € N. & the weak solution blows up in finite time,

which gives a positive answer to (L12).

Remark 1.6. It is worthwhile pointing out that our regularity result also can be
applied to the weak solution of some related parabolic equations, and Theorem
has some implications about blow-up solution for pseudo-parabolic with other
types of nonlocal sources.

For readers’ convenience, in Section 2, we first introduce some definitions and
properties of cone Sobolev spaces. The proofs of Theorem and [L.4] will be
given in Section 3 and Section 4, respectively.

2 Preliminaries

The detail research of manifold with conical singularities and the corresponding
cone Sobolev spaces can be found in 8,9} [10, 24} 23]]. In this subsection, we shall
introduce some definitions and properties of cone Sobolev spaces briefly, which
is enough to make our paper readable.

Let X be a closed, compact, C* manifold, we set X* = (R, x X)/({0} x X) as
a local model interpreted as a cone with the base X. We denote X = R, X X as
the corresponding open stretched cone with X. An n-dimensional manifold B with
conical singularities is a topological space with a finite subset By = {by, -+ , by} C
B of conical singularities. For simplicity, we assume that the manifold B has
only one conical point on the boundary. Thus, near the conical point, we have a
stretched manifold B, associated with B.

Definition 2.1. Let B = [0, 1) X X be the stretched manifold of the manifold B
with conical singularity, then for any cut-off function w, supported by a collar
neighborhood of (0, 1) x 0B, the cone Sobolev space H,”(B), for m € N,y €
Rand 1 < p < +oo, is defined as H,”(B) = {u € W, (Bo)| wu € H," (X7)}.

loc

Moreover, the subspace H, ' (B) of H,"" (B) is defined by

Hyo (B) = wH T (X7) + (1 — w)W" (Bo),



where W' (Bo) denotes the closure of CJ’(By) in Sobolev spaces WmP(X), here
X is a closed compact C* manifold of dimension n that containing B as a sub-
manifold with boundary.

Definition 2.2. We say u(x) € L,(B) with1 < p < +c0 andy € R if

||M||Ly(B) fxnlx u(x)l”—dx < +o0.

Observe that if u(x) € £} (B), v(x) € L5(B) with p,q € (1, +e0) and 1 + 1 = 1,
then we have the following Holder’s inequality

VIl 2

L”(B) £ B)

flu(X)V(X)I—dx < lull =

Integration by parts in cone Sobolev spaces is consistent with the one in clas-
sical Sobolev spaces, see [11, Lemma 2.1].

. ~ 1,8
Lemma 2.3. Assume that functions u,v € 7-(2 o (B), then

d d
vaBuidx ——fVBv VBuidx
B B

X1 X1

By [7, Propositions 2.2], or see [11, Lemma 2.4] directly, the corresponding
cone Sobolev embedding can be stated as follows.

Lemma 24. For 1 < p+1 < n%"z, the embedding 7-{2 (B) — 7-{ ”” (B) =

L”“ (B) is continuous.

3 Proof of Theorem 1.2

We begin this section with following lemma.

Lemma 3.1. Ler u = u(x, t) be the weak solution of problem (1)), then
ueC (0,T; LI(B)),

and (L.3) holds for all t € (0, T).



Proof. We prove our conclusion with choosing suitable test function. Let #, €
(0,T),t, € (t), T) and 0 € (0, 69) with 69 = min{ty, T — t;}. Setting

0, t € (—00,tg — 6) U (f] + 6, +0),
_ y, te [tO - 6’ tO]a
Xs = 1, t € (t, 1),
tH—t+0

5 re [tl’tl + 5]3

then by a simple calculation we can see

0, t € (—00,t) —0) U (t) + 0, +00),
%, t e[ty —0,t],
0, t € (ty, 1),

—=< telt,t +0].

Taking y; as a test function in (I.2) and integrating from 0 to 7" we see

T
d dx; dx;
f (fut)((;ﬂdx’+fVBu,VB)(5—dx +fVBuVBX5—dx)dt
0 B X1 B
T
d d d
:f (flul” %midx - f| - 1uid f éidx)dz
0 B X1

Combining the fact x5(0) = x5(T) = Vex;(t) = Vgxs(t) = 0, and using integration
by parts with respect to ¢ we arrive at

T
d
f fu)(gidx'dt =0,
0 B X1
d d
——f fuidxdt f fuidxdt—
Io— 1+

It follows from (I.8)) that the left side of above equality converges ﬁa u(tl)dx—xl‘dx’ -
fB u(to)dx—xl‘dx’ as o — 0, then

1.e.,

f(u(tl) — u(ty)) @dx’ =0.
B X1

Upon division by #; — #, and taking limits #; — ¢y, we infer from the arbitrariness
of 1y € (0, T) that [} u(n®tdx’ € C'(0,T) with 4 [ u(n)“tdx’ = 0.

O
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Now, we prove our main theorem.

Proof of Theorem[L2l Let u = u(x,t) be the weak solution of problem (LI). We
first claim that

(3.1) wec' (0.1 Li@).
Indeed, for all ¢z, s € (0,T), s # t, we can see

lu@IF , = llu(s)IP
L (B) L

:® :j ! f (W) = u(s)ut) + u(s) Ly
t—s Jp X1

r—s

< sup sup |u(t) + u(s)| M@dx’.

1€(0,T) x€B B - X1

Let s — ¢ in above inequality, then (I.9) and Lemma[3.1l1eads to (3.1 with

d
3.2 —lu@I?., <O.
(3.2) dt”u( )IILE(B)

Then we can use similar way to get
(33) we (07375 (®).

In fact, for all t, s € (0,T), s # t again, using integration by parts and the Holder
inequality in cone Sobolev spaces we can obtain
IIVBM(I)IIi%(B) - “VBM(S)”ig(B) d
2 2 42 f w () Apu(t) =——dx’
B X1

t—s
- | Ve (u(t) — u(s) Ve(u(®) + M(S))ﬂdx’ +2 f ut(t)ABu(t)@d.x/
t—sJs X1 ) -
) f O ) (u(®) + M(S))@dX’ +2 f ut(t)ABu(t)@dxl
B r—s X1 R x
- fB [(@ _ ut(t)) (=Ag) (u(t) + u(s)) + u,(t) (Agu(t) — Agu( S))] dx_’il d x,‘
u(t) — u(s)
<\ - uy(t) do | Ag (u(t) + u(s))||£2% .
+ ||ut(t)||£2g - |Asu(t) — ABM(S)Hzf .

11



Since there holds (3.1)), then

let s — £ to get

(1) —u(s
-],

% — 0 as s — t. Hence, we can

d d
(3.4) —||Veu(®)||? =-2 f Mt(t)ABM(I)_XI dx’'.
dt B X1

L2(B) B

This togethers with (3.1)) deduces to (3.3), then use the first equation in (L) it is
easy to get (I4). Furthermore, by the continuous embedding from 7:{2107 B) —

£77,B) we see w € (0, Ty Hy @) = € (0,7 £]7,(®)).
Finally, we prove (1.3). We aim to show

d d d
(35) Ztlll/t(t)”[”'il — (P + 1) ut(|u|P lu - — f| |p 1 Xl ) XId ’,
B

ol ® Bl

because if it holds, then (3.4]) and the first equation in (I.I)) give (I.3])) immediately.
By (I.3) we know

1 d d d
(P+1)fuz(|u|”_1u——f|ul”‘1u i ) ay —(p+1)fut|ul”‘luﬂdx’
- Bl J: " ; .

+1
||u(t)||” :
e

so we complete our proof. O

4 Proof of Theorem 1.4

We first claim that N_ is an invariant set if S (1) < 0.

Lemma 4.1. Let u(t) be the weak solution of problem (I1)) with ug € S, S (ug) <
0, then for all t € [ty, T), u(t) € N_.

Proof. By the definitions of J(u(1)), I(u(1)), (L3), (L4), 3.2) and (3.3) we have

12



that for all ¢ € [ty, T),

d 3 i _P- 1 2
Ztl(u(l)) = ((P"‘ DJ(u()) > ||VBM(I)||£2%(B))

p p

4 ] R
_d4@+nﬂmm z”“mém)

- DS
<-(p+ 1)||u(t)||fﬁl,g(B) +(p = DI(u(®) + WHM(I)HZ;@)

< (p = DI(u(1)).

-1 )
IR,
2 H, 7 (B)

Therefore, it follows from the Gronwall inequality that
4.1) I(u(t)) < I(u(ty))e"" vt € (ty, T).
Since I(u(ty)) < 0, then our claim is true. O

Proof of Theorem[L4] Let u = u(x, ) be the weak solution of problem (L)) with
S(up) <0, T € (0, +o0] be the maximal existence time of u.

We first the sufficiency, i.e., we prove that u blows up at finite time 7 under
ug € S~. By Lemma .1l we know I(u(t)) < O for all ¢ € [ty, T), so we can infer
from Proposition [[.3(i) that if J(u(zy)) < d, then take , as initial time, u blows
up at finite time 7. Therefore, to finish the proof of this theorem, we need only
consider the case that

d < Ju() < Ju(ty)), Vtelt,T).
Arguing with contradiction, suppose that u exists globally, i.e., T = +c0. Above

inequalities and (L.4]) suggest that J(u(¢)) is non-increasing and bounded on [7y, +0),
so the limit A := lim,_,, J(u(?)) exists and there holds

(4.2) _f eI,y = Ju(ty)) - A,
o H, 5 B)

where A = %Al — ﬁAz and

(43) A :=Lm||Vau®dl?, <+, Ay :=lim|u@)|’t) < +oo.
—00 _£22 (B) {—00 -Epl;+11 (B)

+

13



Moreover, @.2) yields that f e, (0] 2 < +oo, which further deduces that

20
there exists a diverging sequence {7,} such that

: 2
lim [, (2|, » = 0.
n—oo H. 2 )

2,0

By (L7) we know u € L*([tg, 0), 7:{210z (B)). Thus, by (I.3) we can obtain that

)] = |G, w(t)) + (Vaus(t,), Vaultn)) + |§B|)|| @iy
1S (up)l
S )5, I3, + s
< Ml IG5, -+ COEDIS o) ||u<t,,>||”+1 -

where we also used the Holder inequality in cone Sobolev spaces and C(|B)) is a
positive constant with respect to |B|. Taking n — oo, we can see

[I(u(t)] < C(BDIS (uo)|Az < 400,

here A, is the constant given by (@.3). However, by (4.1)) we know as n — oo there
holds that

()] 2 =1(u(tp))e”™ " — +oo.
So a contradiction occurs. Therefore, T < 4+oc0 and u blows up in finite time.

The exponential growth of u(z) for all ¢t € [ty, T) comes from (L4) and .1,
that is,

do oo 25 (o),
GO s = —210) - =5

> —21(u(to))e "™,

integrating from ¢, to ¢, we arrive at the desired result.

Finally, we aim to obtain the necessity, i.e.,
u(x,t) blows up at finite time 7' = up € S .
In this end, we will prove the corresponding equivalent proposition that

4.4) Uy ¢S~ = T = +oo.

14



By uy ¢ S~ we know I(u(t)) > O for all r € [0, T). If I(u(z)) > O for all r € [0,T),
then we can infer from [[11, Theorem 4.1 and 5.1] that 7 = +oco under J(uy) < d.
While when I(u(t)) = O for all ¢+ € [0,T), then I(uy) = 0, this combines uy €
H, 2 (B)\{0} imply that uy € N, then J(ug) > d. If J(ug) = d, then [T} Theorem
5.1] tells us the weak solution exists globally. Hence, in order to claim (£.4) we
need only prove that

J(uo) > d, I(u(t)) > 0forallt € [0,T) = T = +oo.

By the fact that J(u(t)) < J(up), it holds that

lJu ()H A 7 1(®)

<2(+DHOH_)+
= J(u(t)) < J(uo).

2( +1)

This implies that ||u(t)||2~1 s is uniformly bounded on [0, T'), so u exists globally.
H, 2 (B)

2,0
O
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