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Abstract

In this article, we study a semi-linear heat equation with the nonlinearity which is the product
of polynomial and logarithmic functions. Using the invariance of the potential well(s), we have
established the global existence and exponential decay estimates of solutions in L2 - norm
without having any restriction on the exponent in the source term under suitable conditions on
the initial data. Moreover, finite time blow up of solutions at subcritical, critical and supercritical
initial energy levels is also discussed.

1 Introduction

Partial differential equations with polynomial and logarithmic nonlinearities are studied widely
due to many applications in physics and other applied sciences such as transport and diffusion
phenomena, nuclear physics, and theory of superfluidity etc., (see [2, 4, 5, 10, 13, 24, 25]). In
this article, we study the following initial value problem of a semilinear heat equation with the
nonlinearity which is the product of logarithmic and polynomial functions:











vt −∆v = v|v|p−1 log |v|, x ∈ U, t > 0,

v(x, t) = 0, x ∈ ∂U, t > 0,

v(x, 0) = v0(x), x ∈ U,

(1.1)

where U ⊂ R
n(n ≥ 1), is a smooth domain and v0 ∈ H1

0 (U).
In the literature, many authors investigated the global existence and blow up phenomena of the
solutions to the equations of the following form











vt −∆v = f(v), x ∈ U, t > 0,

v(x, t) = 0, x ∈ ∂U, t > 0,

v(x, 0) = v0(x), x ∈ U,

(1.2)

for different choices of f using various methods (see for instance [1, 9, 19, 20, 21] and the references
therein). The “potential well method”, developed by Sattinger, is a powerful technique for studying
the global existence and finite time blow up of solutions to (1.2) (see [16, 18]). Payne and Sattinger’s
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work [16] is the most influential one which is followed by many mathematicians. In [16], the authors
introduced the potential well W , the outer potential well V , and the depth δ of the potential well
in terms of a Nihari functional I(v(·, t)) and the energy functional J(v(·, t)) associated to the
solution v(x, t) of the PDE that was considered. Using the invariance of the potential well, they
established the finite time blow up of the solutions to (1.2). After that, the method of potential
well was improved by numerous authors to analyze different types of PDEs such as nonlinear heat
equations, pseudo parabolic equations and nonlinear wave equations (see [2, 3, 4, 7, 8, 13, 14, 23,
24]). Particularly, Yacheng introduced the notion of a family of the potential wells in [24], in which
the potential well W is a member. Furthermore, the authors of [5] studied problem (1.2), when
f(v) = v|v|p−1 and used the properties of the family of potential wells to prove the global existence
and finite time blow-up of solutions. Moreover, the authors of [2] investigated the existence of
global solutions with an exponential decay to a class of degenerate parabolic equations with the
source term f(v) = v|v|p−1. Furthermore, they showed that the solutions exhibit finite time blow
up under suitable conditions. In [3], the authors considered (1.2) with f(v) = v log |v|. Using the
an appropriate family of potential wells and the logarithmic Sobolev inequality, they established
the global existence and blow up at t = +∞.

On the other hand, many authors studied the nonlinear wave equation using the potential wells
(see [13, 14, 16, 23, 24]). In particular, authors of [24] established the global existence of the solution
to nonlinear wave equation under some assumption on initial energy and source term f(v). The
authors of [13] recently studied the nonlinear wave equation with source term f(v) = |v|p log |v|.
They showed the existence of global solutions at subcritical and critical initial enegry levels. They
also established that solutions exhibit finite time blow up property for all the enegy levels. Moreover,
many authors used this method to show existence of global solutions and finite time blow up of
solutions in the context of semilinear pseudo-parabolic equations with nonlinear source terms (see
[4, 15, 22]).

In [8, 12], the authors considered a class of p-Laplacian heat equations on a bounded domain
U ⊂ R

n (n ≥ 2) with source term f(v) = v|v|p−2 log |v|, p ∈ (2,∞). The authors of [12] proved the
global existence and blow up in finite time of solution to (1.2) under the condition J(v0) < δ. In [8],
the authors established that solutions blow up in finite time for large values of J(v0). Recently in
[17], the authors considered (1.1) to investigate the global existence and blow up phenomena of its
solutions. They indeed obtained the global existence and shown blow up with a severe restriction
on the exponent p in (1.1). For instance, their results are not applicable when the source term
in (1.1) is v|v|4 log |v| and n ≥ 3. In the present article, we have proved the global existence of
solutions and shown that the solution exhibits finite time blow up without such restriction on p.
Moreover, we have obtained the decay estimates of the L2 - norm of the global solutions without
having any restriction on p and the dimension n. Furthermore, we have estimated the H1

0 -norm
of the solution with some condition on p and n. The methods to prove the decay estimates of H1

0

norm of the solution that are discussed in detail in our paper can be extended to pseudo parabolic
equations also (see [6]).

This paper is organized as follows. Preliminaries, as well as the modified family of potential
wells are discussed in Section 2. Global existence and finite time blow up of weak solutions to the
problem (1.1) under the condition J(v0) < δ are discussed in Section 3. Similar results are found
in Section 4 when J(v0) = δ. Finally, in Section 5, we presented the finite-time blow-up under the
condition J(v0) > δ.
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2 Preliminaries

For 1 ≤ p < ∞, g ∈ Lp(U), we denote the Lp- norm of g by ||g||p = (
∫

U |g|pdx)
1

p , and the L2-inner

product by (h, g)2 =
∫

U hgdx, ∀g, h ∈ L(U). If p = 2, we simply write ||g|| instead of ||g||2.

Definition 2.1 (Weak solution). A function v(x, t) is called a weak solution to problem (1.1) on
U × [0, T ), if v ∈ L∞(0, T ;H1

0 (U)) with vt ∈ L2(0, T ;L2(U)) such that v(x, 0) = v0(x) and satisfies
(1.1) in the distribution sense, i.e.,

(∇v,∇w)2 + (vt, w)2 = (v|v|p−1 log |v|, w)2,

for every t ∈ (0, T ), w ∈ H1
0 (U).

For completeness, we recall here the definitions of the maximal existence time, and the notion of
the finite time blow up which are quite standard.

Definition 2.2 (Maximal existence time). The maximal time of existence T of a weak solution
v(x, t) to (1.1) is defined as follows:
(i) If v(x, t) exists for all 0 ≤ t < ∞, then T = ∞.
(ii) If there exists t̃ ∈ (0,∞) such that v(x, t) exists for 0 ≤ t < t̃, but does not exist at t = t̃, then
T = t̃.

Definition 2.3 (Finite time blow-up). A weak solution v of (1.1) is said to blow up in finite time
if the maximal existence time T is finite and

lim
t→T−

||v(·, t)|| = ∞.

2.1 Potential wells

In this subsection, we define the family of the potential wells and the energy functionals corre-
sponding to the nonlinear term f(v) = v|v|p−1 log |v|.
First, we define the Nehari functional I and the potential energy functional J as follows:

I(v) = ||∇v||2 −

∫

U

|v|p+1 log |v|dx, (2.1)

and

J(v) =
1

2
||∇v||2 −

1

p+ 1

∫

U

|v|p+1 log |v|dx+
1

(p+ 1)2
||v||p+1

p+1. (2.2)

Observe that

J(v) =
p− 1

2(p+ 1)
||∇v||2 +

1

p+ 1
I(v) +

1

(p+ 1)2
||v||p+1

p+1. (2.3)

Moreover, the Nehari manifold is defined as

N (v) = {v ∈ H1
0 (U) | ||∇v||2 6= 0, I(v) = 0},

and the depth of the well is
δ = inf

v∈N
J(v).

We now introduce the outer potential well

V = {v ∈ H1
0 (U) | J(v) < δ, I(v) < 0},
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and the potential well
W = {v ∈ H1

0 (U) | J(v) < δ, I(v) > 0} ∪ {0}.

Observe that, if v is a weak solution to (1.1), then on multiplying (1.1) with vt and integrating over
U × [0, t), we find that

J(v(·, t)) +

t
∫

0

||vt(·, τ)||
2dτ = J(v0), t ∈ [0, T ). (2.4)

Set the associated energy functional to (1.1) as follows:

E(v(·, t)) =

t
∫

0

||vt(·, τ)||
2dτ + J(v(·, t)).

In view of (2.4), we immediately get E(v(·, t)) = E(v0). Henceforth we refer to (2.4) as the
conservation of energy.
Next, we define a family of potential energy functionals to extend the concept of a single potential
well to a family of potential wells by

Jρ(v) =
ρ

2
||∇v||2 −

1

p+ 1

∫

U

|v|p+1 log |v|dx +
1

(p+ 1)2
||v||p+1

p+1, (2.5)

where ρ > 0. Moreover, we define a family of Nehari functional

Iρ(v) = ρ||∇v||2 −

∫

U

|v|p+1 log |v|dx, (2.6)

the corresponding Nehari manifolds

Nρ(v) = {v ∈ H1
0 (U) | ||∇v||2 6= 0, Iρ(v) = 0},

and depth of family potential wells
δ(ρ) = inf

v∈Nρ

J(v). (2.7)

We also introduce the outer of the family of potential wells

Vρ = {v ∈ H1
0 (U) | J(v) < δ(ρ), Iρ(v) < 0},

and the family of potential wells

Wρ = {v ∈ H1
0 (U) | J(v) < δ(ρ), Iρ(v) > 0} ∪ {0}.

Since the functionals I and J defined in (2.1)–(2.2) are the same as those in [13] (in the context
of semilinear wave equation), we recall the results proved in that paper which can be used in our
analysis.

Lemma 2.1. (Cf. [13], Lemma 2.1) Set g(ζ) = J(ζv), then for any nonzero v ∈ H1
0 (U) we have

the following:
(i) lim

ζ→∞
J(ζv) = −∞, lim

ζ→0
J(ζv) = 0.

(ii) There exists a unique ζ∗ = ζ∗(v) in the interval (0,∞) such that

d

dζ
J(ζv) |ζ=ζ∗= 0.
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(iii) The function ζ 7→ J(ζv) is decreasing on ζ∗ ≤ ζ < ∞, increasing on 0 ≤ ζ ≤ ζ∗, and attains
its maximum at ζ = ζ∗.
(iv) The function I satisfies I(ζv) = ζ d

dζJ(ζv) < 0 when ζ∗ < ζ < ∞, I(ζv) > 0 when 0 < ζ < ζ∗,
and I(ζ∗v) = 0.

Lemma 2.2. (Cf. [13], Lemma 2.3) The function ρ 7→ δ(ρ) defined in (2.7) has the following
properties:
(i) There exists a unique ρ0 >

p+1
2 such that δ(ρ) > 0 for 0 < ρ < ρ0, and δ(ρ0) = 0.

(ii) The function ρ 7→ δ(ρ) is strictly decreasing on 1 ≤ ρ ≤ ρ0, increasing on 0 < ρ ≤ 1, and at
ρ = 1 this function attains a local maximum, and δ(1) = δ.

Lemma 2.3. (Cf. [13], Lemma 2.4) If 0 < J(v) < δ for some v ∈ H1
0 (U), then the sign of Iρ(v)

does not change in ρ1 < ρ < ρ2, where ρ1 < 1 < ρ2 are two roots of the equation J(v) = δ(ρ).

Remark 2.1. To prove Lemma 2.1 – 2.3, we do not need the Gagliardo–Nirenberg–Sobolev inequal-
ity.

Lemma 2.4. (Cf. [11], Theorem 8.1) Assume f : R+ → R
+ be a non-increasing function, and

there exists a positive constant K such that
∞
∫

t

f(τ)dτ < Kf(t), t ≥ 0, (2.8)

then f(t) ≤ f(0)e1−t/K , t ≥ 0.

Lemma 2.5. (Cf. [15], Lemma 2.1) For any positive number θ, we have the inequality

log x ≤
xθ

eθ
, (2.9)

where x ∈ [1,∞).

Now we are ready to prove the following invariant property of the sets Wρ and Vρ.

Theorem 2.1 (Invariant sets). Assume that 0 < η < δ and v0 ∈ H1
0 (U). Let ρ1 < ρ2 are the two

roots of the equation δ(ρ) = η, then the following hold true.
(i) If I(v0) > 0 and 0 < J(v0) ≤ η, then all weak solutions to problem (1.1) belong to Wρ for
ρ1 < ρ < ρ2.
(ii) If I(v0) < 0 and 0 < J(v0) ≤ η, then all weak solutions to problem (1.1) belong to Vρ for
ρ1 < ρ < ρ2.

Proof. (i) Let v be a weak solution to (1.1) with I(v0) > 0, and 0 < J(v0) ≤ η < δ. Suppose
v(·, t) exists in [0, T ). In view of Lemma 2.2 (iii), we deduce that ρ1 < 1 < ρ2. Moreover, from
Lemma 2.3, one can easily get that Iρ(v0) > 0, since I(v0) > 0. Therefore for ρ1 < ρ < ρ2, we
obtain v0 ∈ Wρ. Next we prove that for any ρ ∈ (ρ1, ρ2), we have v(·, t) ∈ Wρ, 0 < t < T . On the
contrary, we assume that for ρ1 < ρ < ρ2 there exists t0 ∈ (0, T ) such that v(·, t0) ∈ ∂Wρ. Hence,
either J(v(·, t0)) = δ(ρ) or Iρ(v(·, t0)) = 0 holds. From the conservation of energy (2.4), we have

J(v(·, t)) +

t
∫

0

||vt||
2dt = J(v0) ≤ η < δ(ρ), 0 < t < T, ρ1 < ρ < ρ2, (2.10)

which is a contradiction to J(v(·, t0)) = δ(ρ). On the other hand, if Iρ(v(·, t0)) = 0, then by the
definition of δ(ρ), we obtain J(v(t0)) ≥ δ(ρ), which is a contradiction to conservation of energy
(2.10).
(ii) One can easily prove (ii) using the same arguments used in the proof of (i), and the details are
omitted.
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3 Subcritical case J(v0) < δ

In this section, we establish the global existence, and finite time blow up of the solutions to (1.1)
under subcritical initial energy level J(v0) < δ depending on the sign of I(v0). We first consider
the case I(v0) > 0 and establish the global existence of solution. We also prove decay estimates
whenever global solutions exist.

Theorem 3.1. Assume that I(v0) > 0, J(v0) < δ then problem (1.1) admits a global weak solution
v ∈ L∞(0,∞;H1

0 (U)). Moreover, we have v(·, t) ∈ W for 0 ≤ t < ∞, and there exist constants
γ > 0 and C > 0 such that

||v(·, t)|| ≤ Ce−γt, 0 ≤ t < ∞. (3.1)

Proof. The proof is divided into two steps.
Step 1: In this step, we prove global existence of a solution to (1.1).
Let {wj(x)}

∞
j=1 be an orthogonal basis of H1

0 (U). Using the Galerkin method employed in [2, 24],
we can construct a sequence (vm) of approximate solutions to (1.1) given by

vm(x, t) =
m
∑

j=1

wj(x)gjm(t), m = 1, 2, . . . , (3.2)

which satisfy

(
∂vm
∂t

, wk)2 + (∇vm,∇wk)2 = (vm|vm|p−1 log |vm|, wk)2, k = 1, 2, . . . , (3.3)

vm(0, t) =
m
∑

j=1

wj(x)gjm(0) → v0(x) in H1
0 (U). (3.4)

On substituting (3.2) in (3.3)–(3.4), we find that (gjm)mj=1 solves an initial value problem whose
solution is guaranteed in [0, T1] for some T1 > 0. On multiplying (3.3) by g′km and summing over
k, we get

t
∫

0

||
∂vm
∂t

(·, τ)||2dτ + J(vm(·, t)) = J(vm(·, 0)) < δ, 0 ≤ t < T1. (3.5)

We next show that there exists m0 ∈ N such that vm(·, t) ∈ W , m ≥ m0, 0 ≤ t < T1. For, we
observe that vm(·, 0) ∈ W, for sufficiently large m. On the contrary, assume that vm(·, t̃) /∈ W for
some t̃. Then one can easily get that either vm(·, t̃) ∈ N or J(vm(·, t̃)) = δ. In the both cases we
obtain J(vm(·, t̃)) ≥ δ, which is a contradiction. Therefore vm(·, t) ∈ W , and we have

J(vm(·, t)) =
1

(p+ 1)2
||vm(·, t)||p+1

p+1 +
1

p+ 1
I(vm(·, t)) +

p− 1

2(p + 1)
||∇vm(·, t)||2 (3.6)

≥
p− 1

2(p + 1)
||∇vm(·, t)||2. (3.7)

Moreover, from (3.7), we conclude that there is no finite time blow up for vm, i.e., vm(·, t) exists
for 0 ≤ t < ∞. Furthermore, using (3.5)–(3.7), one readily obtains

t
∫

0

||
∂vm
∂t

(·, τ)||2dτ +
p− 1

2(p+ 1)
||∇vm(·, t)||2 < δ, 0 ≤ t < ∞, m ≥ m0. (3.8)
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Let U1 = {(x, t) ∈ U : |vm(x, t)| ≥ 1}. For the choice r = 1 + 1
2p+1 > 1, and using (3.5) –(3.6) and

Lemma 2.5, we deduce
∫

U1

(|vm(x, t)|p log |vm(x, t)|)rdx ≤

∫

U1

(
2

e
|vm(x, t)|p+

1

2 )rdx

=
(2

e

)r
∫

U1

|vm(x, t)|p+1dx

≤ ||vm||p+1
p+1

(2

e

)r

≤ δ(p + 1)2
(2

e

)r
, 0 ≤ t < ∞. (3.9)

Moreover, for U2 = {(x, t) ∈ U : |vm(x, t)| < 1}, we estimate

∫

U2

(−|vm(x, t)|p log |vm(x, t)|)rdx ≤
meas(U1)

(pe)r
, 0 ≤ t < ∞. (3.10)

Now using (3.10)–(3.9), one can easily get that

∫

U

∣

∣|vm(x, t)|p+1 log |vm(x, t)|
∣

∣

r
dx ≤

meas(U2)

(pe)r
+ δ(p + 1)2

(2

e

)r
, 0 ≤ t < ∞. (3.11)

From (3.8) and (3.11) it follows that there exist a function v and a subsequence of (vm), which is
still denoted by (vm), such that























vm
w∗

⇀ v in L∞(0,∞;H1
0 (U)) and a.e. in U × [0,∞),

∂vm
∂t

w∗

⇀ vt in L2(0,∞;L2(U)),

vm|vm|p−1 log |vm|
w∗

⇀ v|v|p−1 log |v| in L∞(0,∞;Lr(U)),

(3.12)

as m → ∞. In (3.3), for fixed k, let m → ∞ to deduce

(∇v,∇wk)2 + (vt, wk)2 = (v|v|p−1 log |v|, wk)2.

From (3.4), we have v(x, 0) = v0(x) in H1
0 (U). Hence v is a global weak solution to (1.1). Moreover,

we get v(x, t) ∈ W for 0 ≤ t < ∞ from Theorem 2.1.
Step 2: In this step, we prove decay estimate (3.1).
From the fact that I(v(·, t)) > 0, we have 0 < J(v(·, t)) < δ. Therefore from Theorem 2.1, we get
Iρ(v(·, t)) > 0 for 0 < ρ < 1. In other words, if 1− β = ρ, then it follows that

∫

U

|v(x, t)|p+1 log |v(x, t)|dx < (1− β)||∇v(·, t)||2,

or
β||∇v(·, t)||2 < I(v(·, t)). (3.13)

On the other hand, it is easy to observe that

d

dt
||v(·, t)||2 = −2I(v(·, t)). (3.14)
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Now using (3.13)–(3.14), we obtain

d

dt
||v(·, t)||2 = −2I(v(·, t)) < −2β||∇v(·, t)||2 ≤ −2βλ1||v(·, t)||

2, (3.15)

where λ1 is the optimal constant in the Poincaré inequality. Finally, Gronwall’s lemma gives

||v(·, t)|| ≤ ||v0||e
−γt, t ≥ 0,

where γ = βλ1. This completes the proof.

We next prove a decay estimate of the solutions to (1.1) which is stronger than the one given
in (3.1). In particular, we prove exponential decay of H1

0 (U) norm of v.

Proposition 3.1. Let the power index p in the source term satisfy

1 < p <

{

∞, if n ≤ 2,
n+2
n−2 , if n > 2.

(3.16)

Assume that I(v0) > 0 and J(v0) < δ, then there exist constants K > 0 and γ > 0 such that the
weak solution to (1.1) satisfies

||∇v(·, t)|| ≤ Ke−γt, 0 ≤ t < ∞. (3.17)

Proof. In view of Theorem 3.1, there exists a global solution to (1.1). Let v be a global solution to
(1.1). From conservation of energy (2.4), and using the fact that v(·, t) ∈ W, t ≥ 0, we deduce

J(v0) ≥ J(v(·, t)) =
1

(p + 1)2
||v(·, t)||p+1

p+1 +
1

p+ 1
I(v(·, t)) +

p− 1

2(p + 1)
||∇v(·, t)||2

≥
p− 1

2(p + 1)
||∇v(·, t)||2. (3.18)

From the hypothesis on p, and the Sobolev embedding theorem there exists C1 > 0 such that

||v(·, t)||p+1 ≤ C1||∇v(·, t)||, t ≥ 0. (3.19)

Now using (3.13), (3.19) and (3.18), we obtain

||v(·, t)||p+1
p+1 ≤ Cp+1

1

(

2(p+ 1)

p− 1
J(v0)

)
p−1

2

||∇v(·, t)||2 < θI(v(·, t)), (3.20)

where θ =
Cp+1

1

β

(

2(p+1)
p−1 J(v0)

)
p−1

2

. By (2.3), (3.13) and (3.20), we get

J(v(·, t)) <

(

θ

(p+ 1)2
+

1

p+ 1
+

p− 1

2β(p + 1)

)

I(v(·, t)) = CI(v(·, t)), (3.21)

where C =
(

p−1
2β(p+1) +

1
p+1 +

θ
(p+1)2

)

. Since d
dt ||v||

2 = −2I(v(·, t)), integration over [t, T ] yields

T
∫

t

I(v(·, t))dt =
1

2

∫

U

|v(·, t)|2dx−
1

2

∫

U

|v(·, T )|2dx ≤
1

2
||v(·, t)||2 ≤

1

2λ1
||∇v(·, t)||2, (3.22)
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where λ1 is the optimal constant in the Poincaré inequality. By (3.13) and (3.22), we have

T
∫

t

I(v(·, t))dt <
1

2λ1β
I(v(·, t)), T > 0,

which immediately gives
∞
∫

t

I(v(·, t))dt <
1

2λ1β
I(v(·, t)). (3.23)

Now (2.3) and (3.21) together imply

1

C

∫ ∞

t
J(v(·, t))dt <

p+ 1

2λ1β
J(v(·, t)), 0 ≤ t ≤ T.

Now choose A = C(p+1)
2λ1β

and observe from (2.4) that t 7→ J(v(·, t)) is a non-increasing function.
Due to Lemma 2.4, one can arrive at

J(v(·, t)) ≤ e1−
t
AJ(v0), t ≥ 0.

Using (2.3) and (3.13), one can conclude that there exist constants K > 0 and γ > 0 such that

||∇v(·, t)|| ≤ Ke−γt, t ≥ 0.

This completes the proof.

Theorem 3.2. Let I(v0) < 0 and J(v0) < δ. Then any weak solution to (1.1) blows up in finite
time, i.e., there exists T > 0 such that

lim
t→T−

||v(·, t)|| = ∞.

Proof. Let v(x, t) be any weak solution to (1.1) with I(v0) < 0 and J(v0) < δ.

Define the function N : [0,∞) → R
+ by N(t) =

t
∫

0

||v(·, τ)||2dτ . Then an easy computation yields

Ṅ(t) = ||v(·, t)||2, N̈(t) = −2I(v(·, t)). (3.24)

From (2.3), conservation of energy (2.4), and the Poincaré inequality, there exists λ1 > 0 such that

N̈(t) = (p− 1)||∇v(·, t)||2 − 2(p + 1)J(v(·, t)) +
2

p+ 1
||v(·, t)||p+1

p+1

≥ (p− 1)λ1Ṅ(t) + 2(p+ 1)

t
∫

0

||vt(·, τ)||
2dτ − 2(p + 1)J(v0). (3.25)

Since





t
∫

0

(vt(·, τ), v(·, τ))2dτ





2

=





1

2

t
∫

0

d

dt
||v(·, τ)||2dτ





2

=
1

4

(

Ṅ2(t)− 2||v0||
2Ṅ(t) + ||v0||

4
)

, (3.26)
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we have

NN̈ −
p+ 1

2
Ṅ2

≥ 2(p+ 1)











t
∫

0

||v(·, τ)||2dτ

t
∫

0

||vt(·, τ)||
2dτ −





t
∫

0

(vt(·, τ), v(·, τ))2dτ





2










− 2(p + 1)J(v0)N + (p − 1)λ1NṄ − (p+ 1)||v0||
2Ṅ +

p+ 1

2
||v0||

4.

By Hölder’s inequality, one can deduce that

NN̈ −
p+ 1

2
Ṅ2 ≥ (p− 1)λ1NṄ − (p + 1)||v0||

2Ṅ − 2(p + 1)J(v0)N. (3.27)

Claim: For large enough t > 0, it follows that

NN̈ −
p+ 1

2
Ṅ2 > 0. (3.28)

To prove this claim, we consider two cases and argue separately.
Case-1: Assume J(v0) ≤ 0. From (3.25), we get N̈ ≥ 0. Since Ṅ(t) = ||v(·, t)||2 ≥ 0, then there
exists t0 ≥ 0 such that Ṅ(t0) > 0 and

N(t) ≥ N(t0) + Ṅ(t0)(t− t0) > Ṅ(t0)(t− t0), t ≥ t0.

Thus we get (p− 1)λ1N > (p+1)||v0||
2, whenever t is large enough and (3.28) follows immediately

from (3.27).
Case-2: Assume that 0 < J(v0) < δ. From Theorem 2.1, it is straightforward to obtain v(·, t) ∈ Vρ

for t > 0, 1 < ρ < ρ2, where ρ2 is the same as the one introduced in Theorem 2.1. In other words, we
get Iρ(v(·, t)) < 0, for t ≥ 0, 1 < ρ < ρ2. Next we prove that ||∇v(·, t)||2 > λ1||v0||

2 > 0, t ≥ 0. For,
since I(v(·, t)) < 0, from (3.14) we deduce that t 7→ ||v(·, t)||2, t ≥ 0 is a strictly increasing function.
On the other hand, the Poincaré inequality gives ||∇v(·, t)||2 ≥ λ1||v(·, t)||

2 > λ1||v0||
2 > 0. From

(3.24) and the definition of Iρ, we find that

N̈(t) = 2(ρ− 1)||∇v(·, t)||2 − 2Iρ(v(·, t)) ≥ 2(ρ− 1)λ1||v0||
2 > 0,

Ṅ(t) ≥ 2(ρ− 1)λ1||v0||
2t+ Ṅ(0) ≥ 2(ρ− 1)λ1||v0||

2t,

and
N(t) ≥ (ρ− 1)λ1||v0||

2t2 +N(0) ≥ (ρ− 1)λ1||v0||
2.

Thus we have
{

(p− 1)λ1N(t) > 2(p + 1)||v0||
2,

(p− 1)λ1Ṅ(t) > 4(p+ 1)J(v0),
(3.29)

for sufficiently large t. On substituting (3.29) in (3.27), we conclude that (3.28) holds for all
sufficiently large t which proves Claim.
On the other hand, observe that

d2

dt2

(

N−
p−1

2

)

= −
p− 1

2
N−

p+3

2

(

NṄ −
p+ 1

2
Ṅ2

)

< 0,
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for all sufficiently large t due to (3.28). Hence for t > t̃, we can write

N−
p−1

2 (t) < N−
p−1

2 (t̃)

(

1−

(

p− 1

2

)

Ṅ(t̃)

N(t̃)
(t− t̃)

)

,

which implies that there exists T > 0 such that

lim
t→T−

N−
p−1

2 (t) = 0,

which completes the proof.

4 The critical case J(v0) = δ

In this section, we discuss the global existence and finite time blow up of the solutions to (1.1) at
the critical initial energy level J(v0) = δ.

Theorem 4.1. Assume that I(v0) ≥ 0 and J(v0) = δ, then problem (1.1) admits a global weak
solution v ∈ L∞(0,∞;H1

0 (U)). Moreover, we have v(·, t) ∈ W for 0 ≤ t < ∞. Furthermore, if
I(v0) > 0 then there exist two positive constants C and γ such that

||v(·, t)|| ≤ Ce−γt, 0 ≤ t < ∞. (4.1)

Proof. Let µm = 1− 1
m and v0m = µmv0, m = 2, 3, . . . . We consider the following problem











vt − ρv = v|v|p−1 log |v|, x ∈ U, t > 0,

v(x, t) = 0, x ∈ ∂U, t > 0,

v(x, 0) = v0m(x), x ∈ U.

(4.2)

Since I(v0) ≥ 0, in view of Lemma 2.1, we have µ∗ = µ∗(v0) ≥ 1. This immediately gives I(v0m) > 0
and J(v0m) = J(µmv0) < J(v0). Moreover, we notice that

J(v0m) =
p− 1

2(p + 1)
||∇v0m||2 +

1

p+ 1
I(v0m) +

1

(p + 1)2
||v0m||p+1

p+1 > 0.

Thus from Theorem 3.1, it follows that for each m, problem (4.2) admits a global solution vm ∈
L∞(0,∞;H1

0 (U)) with ∂vm
∂t ∈ L2(0,∞;L2(U)), and vm(·, t) ∈ W for 0 ≤ t < ∞. In other words,

we have

(
∂vm
∂t

, v)2 + (∇vm,∇v)2 = (vm|vm|p−1 log |vm|, v)2, for any v ∈ H1
0 (U), t ∈ (0, T ),

and

J(vm(·, t)) +

t
∫

0

||
∂vm
∂t

(·, τ)||2dτ = J(vm(·, 0)) < δ, 0 ≤ t < ∞. (4.3)

On the other hand, from Theorem 2.1, we deduce that I(vm(·, t)) > 0. By following the arguments
presented in Theorem 3.1, one can easily prove that (3.8) and (3.11) hold for each m, and there
exist a function v and a subsequence of (vm) which is still denoted by (vm), such that























vm
w∗

⇀ v in L∞(0,∞;H1
0 (U)) and a.e. in U × [0,∞),

∂vm
∂t

w∗

⇀ vt in L2(0,∞;L2(U)),

vm|vm|p−1 log |vm|
w∗

⇀ v|v|p−1 log |v| in L∞(0,∞;Lr(U)),

(4.4)

11



as m → ∞. Now it is straightforward to get that v is indeed a global solution and v(·, t) ∈ W for
0 ≤ t < ∞.
Decay estimate

Assume that v is a global solution to (1.1) with I(v0) > 0, J(v0) = δ, then we get I(v(·, t)) ≥ 0 for
0 ≤ t < ∞. We complete the proof by considering following two cases.
Case 1. Assume that I(v(·, t)) > 0 for 0 ≤ t < ∞. Then from the relation (vt, v) = −I(v(·, t)) < 0,
it follows that ||vt|| > 0 and

∫ t
0 ||vt||

2dτ is strictly increasing in [0,∞). Therefore from (2.4), we
obtain

J(v(·, t1)) = −

∫ t1

0
||vt(·, τ)||

2dτ + J(v0) < δ. (4.5)

Using the arguments that are employed in the proof of the decay estimate in Theorem 3.1, we can
obtain the exponential decay (4.1).
Case 2. Let if possible there exists t1 > 0 such that I(v(·, t)) > 0 for 0 ≤ t < t1 and I(v(·, t1)) = 0.
Now two possibilities can arise, they are: (i) ||∇v(·, t1)|| = 0, (ii) ||∇v(·, t1)|| > 0.
We now prove that ||∇v(·, t1)|| > 0 can not hold. For, it is enough to show that if ||∇v(·, t1)|| > 0
then I(v(·, t1)) > 0.
Claim. If ||∇v(·, t1)|| > 0 then I(v(·, t1)) > 0.
As (vt, v) = −I(v(·, t)) it follows that t 7→

∫ t
0 ||vt||

2dt is strictly increasing, for 0 ≤ t < t1 . Owing
to (2.4), we obtain

J(v(·, t1)) = −

∫ t1

0
||vt(·, τ)||

2dτ + J(v0) < δ. (4.6)

Since ||∇v(·, t1)|| > 0 and I(v(·, t1)) = 0, from the definition of δ we have J(v(·, t1)) ≥ δ, which is
contradiction to (4.6). This proves Claim.
Therefore we conclude ||∇v(·, t1)|| = 0. Hence one can easily deduce that v satisfies (4.1).

As we have done in the subcritical case, we prove a result pertaining to the asymptotic behavior
of the solutions to (1.1) which is stronger than (4.1) under an additional assumption on p.

Proposition 4.1. Let the power index p of the source term satisfy (3.16). Assume that I(v0) > 0
and J(v0) = δ, then there exist two positive constants K and γ such that the weak solution to (1.1)
satisfies

||∇v(·, t)|| ≤ Ke−γt, 0 ≤ t < ∞. (4.7)

Proof. Using the arguments that are employed in the proof of the decay estimate in Theorem 4.1,
and the arguments used in Proposition 3.1, we can obtain the exponential decay (4.7).

Theorem 4.2. Assume that I(v0) < 0 and J(v0) = δ, then the weak solution to (1.1) blows up in
finite time i.e., there exists T > 0 such that

lim
t→T−

||v(·, t)|| = ∞.

Proof. Suppose v is a weak solution to (1.1) with I(v0) < 0 and J(v0) = δ. Moreover, assume
that T is the existence time of v. We have to show that T < ∞. From the continuity of I(v(·, t))
and J(v(·, t)) as functions of t, it follows that there exists a sufficiently small t1 ∈ (0, T ) such that

I(v(·, t)) < 0 and J(v(·, t1)) > 0 for 0 ≤ t ≤ t1. Therefore t 7→
t
∫

0

||vt(·, τ)||
2dτ is strictly increasing

for 0 ≤ t ≤ t1. From the conservation of energy (2.4), we can choose t1 such that

0 < J(v(·, t1)) = −

t1
∫

0

||vt(·, τ)||
2dτ + J(v0) < J(v0) = δ. (4.8)
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In view of Theorem 3.2, one can easily get that the maximal existence time T of v is finite, i.e.,

lim
t→T−

||v(·, t)|| = ∞.

This completes the proof.

5 Finite time blowup

In the previous section, we have proved that the weak solution exhibits finite time blow up when
I(v0) < 0 in the subcritical case and the critical case. In this section, we would like to prove a
similar result when J(v0) > δ. However, when the L2 norm of the initial data is sufficiently larger
than the initial potential energy then we observe finite time blow up irrespective of the magnitude
of J(v0). Details are given in the following theorem.

Theorem 5.1. Let the initial data v0 satisfy
(i) J(v0) > δ,

(ii) ||v0||2 >
2(p+1)
λ1(p−1)J(v0),

(iii) I(v0) < 0,
where λ1 is the optimal constant in the Poincaré inequality. Then any weak solution to (1.1) blows
up in finite time.

Proof. As in the proof of Theorem 3.2, we work with the quantity N(t) =
t
∫

0

||v(·, τ)||2dτ . The

following two steps are used to prove the theorem.
Step 1. In this step, we show ||v(·, t)||2 > 2(p+1)

λ1(p−1)J(v0) and I(v(·, t)) < 0, t ∈ (0, T ).

Suppose there exists t0 ∈ (0, T ) such that I(v(·, t)) < 0 for 0 ≤ t < t0 and I(v(·, t0)) = 0. From the
definition it is clear that N is increasing, and N̈(t) = −2I(v(·, t)) > 0 for t ∈ [0, t0). Therefore, Ṅ
is increasing in [0, t0]. Thus we obtain

Ṅ(t0) > Ṅ(0) = ||v0||
2 >

2(p + 1)

λ1(p− 1)
J(v0). (5.1)

Since I(v(·, t0)) = 0, the conservation of energy gives

J(v0) ≥ J(v(·, t0))

=
p− 1

2(p + 1)
||∇v(·, t0)||

2 +
1

(p+ 1)2
||v(·, t0)||

p+1
p+1

≥
p− 1

2(p + 1)
||∇v(·, t0)||

2

≥
(p− 1)λ1

2(p+ 1)
||v(·, t0)||

2.

Hence we get Ṅ(t0) = ||v(·, t0)||
2 ≤ 2(p+1)

λ1(p−1)J(v0), which is a contradiction to (5.1). Therefore we
have

I(v(·, t)) < 0, t ∈ (0, T ),

and (5.1) holds for every t ∈ (0, T ). Consequently, it implies that N is strictly increasing. Therefore
if t is large enough, we get

N(t) >
2(p + 1)

(p− 1)λ1
||v0||

2. (5.2)
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Step 2. In this step, for sufficiently large t, we prove N̈N − p+1
2 Ṅ2 > 0.

For, from (3.27), (5.1) and (5.2), we deduce that

N̈N −
p+ 1

2
Ṅ2 ≥ λ1(p − 1)NṄ − 2(p + 1)J(v0)N − (p + 1)||v0||

2Ṅ > 0, (5.3)

for sufficiently large t, proving Step 2. By considering N−
p−1

2 and using the convexity arguments
that are presented in the proof of Theorem 3.2, it is straightforward to show the finite time blow
up of the weak solution v.

Conclusions

We have proved the existence of global solutions to the initial value problem of a semi-linear heat
equation (1.1) without having any restriction on p and the dimension at two different energy levels
(subcritical and critical) provided I(v0) > 0. Moreover, an exponential decay estimate on L2 -
norm of the global solutions has been obtained for all p > 1 and n ∈ N. We have also estimated
the H1

0 - norm of the solution under the condition 1 < p < n+2
n−2 , if n > 2. On the other hand,

we have established that if I(v0) < 0, then any solution exhibits the finite time blow property
at subcritical and critical initial energy levels. Besides we have proved that solution blows up in
finite time, provided ||v0|| is sufficiently larger than J(v0) > δ, and I(v0) < 0. It is an interesting
problem to prove that any solution exhibits the finite time blow property without the condition
||v0|| >> J(v0) > 0 in the supercritical case (J(v0) > δ). Moreover, investigation of the global
existence in the super critical case is also an interesting problem.
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