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Abstract. This paper is concerned with a non-autonomous sup-cubic semilinear wave equation

in a smooth bounded domain of R3, using the introduced weak topology entropy, we obtain an

upper bound for the ε-entropy of the uniform attractor for the case where the external forces

are not translation-compact.

Keywords Kolmogorov ε-entropy; Uniform attractor; Non-translation compact; Wave equa-
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1. Introduction

We consider the following non-autonomous damped wave equation






∂2
t u+ γ∂tu−∆u+ f(u) = g(x, t), x ∈ Ω, t ≥ τ,

u
∣

∣

∂Ω
= 0, (u, ∂tu)

∣

∣

t=τ
= (uτ , u

′
τ ),

(1.1)

where Ω is a bounded domain in R
3 with smooth boundary, γ > 0 is a fixed dissipation rate, ∆

is the Laplacian with respect to variable x. The nonlinearity f ∈ C1(R) has a sup-cubic growth

rate, i.e.

|f ′(s)| ≤ C(1 + |s|p−1), 1 ≤ p < 5, ∀ s ∈ R, (1.2)

and satisfies the dissipative assumptions:

f(s)s ≥ −C, s ∈ R, (1.3)

and there exists α > 0 such that

F (s) ≤ αf(s)s+ C, (1.4)

where F (s) =
∫ s
0 f(r)dr. The function g(·, s) is the given external force which is assumed

translation bounded in L2
loc(R;L

2(Ω)), i.e.

‖g‖L2
b (R;L

2) := sup
t∈R

‖g‖L2(t,t+1;L2) < ∞. (1.5)

The initial data ξu(τ) = (uτ , u
′
τ ) := ξτ is taken from the standard energy space E := H1

0 (Ω) ×

L2(Ω) with energy norm

‖ξu‖
2
E := ‖(u, ∂tu)‖

2
E = ‖∇u‖2 + ‖∂tu‖

2,
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here ‖ · ‖ is the usual L2(Ω)-norm.

The long-time behavior of the autonomous systems can be described by global attractors,

which have been extensively studied in [1, 8, 9, 14, 25], and this attractor usually has finite

fractal and Hausdorff dimension.

The study becomes more complicated for the non-autonomous equations. One of the main

methods is so-called uniform attractor, which originated from the work of Haraux [15, 16] and

further developed by Chepyzhov and Vishik [6, 7, 8]. By means of constructing skew product

flow one can reduce the problem to an autonomous one in the extended phase space and keep

the invariance, but need the hull has some compactness.

The Hausdorff and fractal dimension of the uniform attractor may be infinite [7, 8, 22].

A possible way to measure the ”thickness” of infinite dimensional attractors, which has been

suggested in [8], is to estimate their Kolmogorov ε-entropy. Based on the results of the existence

and structure of uniform attractor AΣ, and under the assumptions that the symbol space Σ

is compact in the Hausdorff topological space Ξ endowed with the local uniform convergence

topology, the family of processes {Uh(t, τ), h ∈ Σ} satisfies the Lipschitz condition with respect

to symbols and is uniformly quasidifferentiable, the authors in [8] proved that the upper estimate

of ε-entropy of uniform attractor has the following form

Hε(AΣ; E) ≤ D log2
ε0
ε

+Hλε(Σ0,L log2
ε0
ε
; Ξ0,L log2

ε0
ε
), ∀ ε ≤ ε0

provided that the behavior of entropy of Π0,lΣ = Σ0,l in Ξ0,l is known. Here the positive

constants D, λ, L and ε0 depend only on the parameters of equation and the topological space

Ξ where the symbol space Σ live in, but are independent of ε.

With the progress on the wave equations obtained in recent years, there are some results

show that one can still obtain the existence and structure of the strong uniform attractor for

the system with more general external forces which are not translation compact, see e.g. [19,

21, 23, 28]. Meanwhile, based on the recent extension of the Strichartz type estimates for

the bounded domains in [2, 4], the attractor theory has been developed for semilinear wave

equations concerning sup-cubic nonlinearities in both autonomous and non-autonomous cases,

see [17, 20, 21, 23].

Based on the above existing results, it is natural to study the Kolmogorov ε-entropy of the

uniform attractors for equation (1.1) with sup-cubic nonlinearity and more general external

forces. Since for the quintic wave equations, it is still not clear the behavior of the energy-to-

Strichartz estimate as t → ∞ (crucial for the attractor theory) in bounded domain with Dirichlet

boundary conditions, so we just consider the sub-quintic case in this paper. And in particular,

we consider the following two typical cases of extra regularity for g:

g ∈ H1
b (R;L

2(Ω)) (1.6)

or

g ∈ L2
b(R;H

1(Ω)), (1.7)

which belong to the so-called time regular or space regular functions in L2
b(R;L

2(Ω)) respectively,

see [28].

As we know, the value of the ε-entropy may depend on the topology chosen. In contrast to the

translation compact case, it would brings some technical difficulties in our case. We note that the
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Lipschitz condition with respect to symbols proposed in [8] or the derivation of some estimates

for difference between solutions [11, 27] is of fundamental significance for estimate the ε-entropy,

however, is no longer suitable in our case, at least it hard to verify in a straightforward way.

Moreover, the fact that in weak topology the distance between two symbols on each subinterval

cannot be controlled by the whole interval, which leads us cannot use the method of iterated.

To this end, we introduce a new number Hw
ε (A,X; B,Y ), the weak topology entropy of the

set B in Y corresponding to the set A in X, which depends only on the spaces X, Y and the sizes

of A and B, for our application turns to depend only the bounds of symbols and the parameters

of equation (1.1). This new definition is based on an observation that by some asymptotic

smoothing property of solutions to verify that the smoothness of uniform attractors, then the

collection of the second ingredient of the difference of solutions (with same initial data and

different symbols h1, h2 ∈ Σ) is uniformly bounded in X := L∞(iT, (i+1)T ;H1
0 (Ω))∩H

1(iT, (i+

1)T ;H−1(Ω)) for all i ∈ N
+ and for some T > 0. Moreover, X can be compactly embedded into

Y ∗, and Y = L2(iT, (i + 1)T ;L2(Ω)) is the space where the symbol space Σ[iT,(i+1)T ] lives in.

Based on this, a special cover of Σ[T,(l+1)T ], l ∈ N
+ is defined and we obtain an upper bound

of the number of this cover. Meanwhile, we construct an intermediate object based on the non-

autonomous exponential attractor proposed in [10, 12], which has finite fractal dimension and

satisfies uniform forward (and also pullback) exponential attracting, and the most important is

that these two properties are independent of the specified choice of symbols that obtained by

time translations of the initial symbol.

As an application, for the uniform attractor AΣ of equation (1.1), under the assumptions

(1.2)-(1.4) and g satisfies either (1.6) or (1.7), we obtain the following estimate of its ε-entropy

Hε(AΣ; E) ≤ D′ log2
1

ε
+ L′ log2

1

ε
H

w
λ′εℓ(r,X; ‖g‖L2

b (R;L
2(Ω)), Y ),

where the positive constants D′, L′, λ′, ℓ and r depend only on the spaces X, Y and the

parameters of equation (1.1), but are independent of ε. We remark that the space H1
b (R;L

2(Ω))

or L2
b(R;H

1(Ω)) is much better than L2
b(R;L

2(Ω)), however, a function just belongs to such more

regular spaces still not good enough to deduce its hull is translation compact in L2
loc(R;L

2(Ω))

(e.g., see [8, 28]). Here, in this paper, we assume g ∈ H1
b (R;L

2(Ω)) or L2
b(R;H

1(Ω)) mainly

for simplifying the calculations and presenting some examples to illustrate how to using the

weak topology entropy to give an upper bound about the ε-entropy of the considered uniform

attractor.

The rest of the paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we give the symbol spaces

and recall briefly the results about uniform attractors. In Section 3, we introduce an entropy

H
w
ε (A,X; B,Y ) with respect to the weak topology of Y for the subsets-spaces pair (A,X; B,Y ).

In Section 4, we verify that the uniform attractor of equation (1.1) is more regular if the exter-

nal force g ∈ L2
b(R;L

2(Ω)) is more regular. In Section 5, we derive some asymptotic smoothing

estimates for difference of solutions of (1.1) that allows us to construct a family of discrete ex-

ponential attractor, which has uniform finite fractal dimension and enjoys uniform exponential

attracting property. Finally, an upper bound of the entropy of the attractor for equation (1.1)

is given in Section 6 by using the new defined weak topology entropy.
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2. Preliminaries

Let Ξ be a Hausdorff topological space and let {T (t), t ∈ R} be the continuous translation

operators on Ξ:

T (t)h(s) := h(s+ t), s ∈ R.

Let all time-dependent coefficients of the considered equations belonging to a set Σ with topology

from Ξ. The set Σ is called the symbol space and h ∈ Σ is the symbol.

Let us consider a typical symbol space Σ which only contains time-dependent external forces.

Let H be a reflexive Banach space and we consider functions g : R → H. Assume that g ∈

Lp
b(R;H), 1 < p < ∞. Consider the following set

Σ0 := {T (t)g(s); t ∈ R} := {g(t + s); t ∈ R}

and the closure in Ξ of the set Σ0. This closure is said to be the hull of the function g(s) in Ξ

and is denoted by H(g).

For g ∈ Lp
b(R;H), 1 < p < ∞, due to the Banach-Alaoglu theorem, the hull

H(g) := [{T (t)g, t ∈ R}]Lp,w
loc (R;H) (2.1)

is compact in Lp,w
loc (R;H). We denote by Lp,w

loc (R;H) the space Lp
loc(R;H) endowed with local

weak convergence topology, which means a sequence hn converges to h as n → ∞ in Lp,w
loc (R;H)

if and only if
∫ t2

t1

〈v(s), hn(s)− h(s)〉ds → 0 as n → ∞

for each bounded interval [t1, t2] ⊂ R and any v ∈ Lq(t1, t2;H
∗) with 1/p + 1/q = 1. We know

that H(g) is compact in Lp,w
loc (R;H) and the translation group {T (t), t ∈ R} is continuous in the

topology of Lp,w
loc (R;H). It is also not difficult to see that

‖h‖Lp
b (R;H) ≤ ‖g‖Lp

b (R;H), ∀h ∈ H(g).

Since translation boundedness is not sufficient to gain the existence of a strong uniform attractor,

the most natural and most studied is the class of translation-compact (tr.c.) external forces

introduced by Vishik and Chepyzhov, see [8]. We recall that g ∈ Lp
b(R;H) is translation-

compact if the set Σ0 is precompact in Lp
loc(R;H). In [28], the author proposed several more

general classes of external forces which are not translation compact but can still establish the

existence of strong uniform attractors. Here, we are mainly interested in the following two

classes of external forces.

Definition 2.1 ([28]). Let H be a reflexive Banach space and 1 < p < ∞. A function g ∈

Lp
b(R;H) is space regular if for every ε > 0 there exists a finite-dimensional subspace Hε ⊂ H,

dimHε < ∞ and a function gε ∈ Lp
b(R;Hε) such that ‖g − gε‖Lp

b (R;H) ≤ ε. Analogously, a

function g ∈ Lp
b(R;H) is time regular if for every ε > 0 there exists a function gε ∈ Hk

b (R;H)

for all k > 0 such that ‖g − gε‖Lp
b (R;H) ≤ ε.

Now, let us recall some concepts and results related to the uniform attractor theory, see

[8, 23, 28].

Let E be a Hausdorff topological space. Let {Uh(t, τ), h ∈ Σ} be a family of dynamical

processes on E , that is, for each h ∈ Σ, the two parameter family of operators Uh(t, τ) from E
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to E satisfy

Uh(τ, τ) = Id, Uh(t, τ) = Uh(t, s) ◦ Uh(s, τ), t ≥ s ≥ τ ∈ R.

Also, let B be a family of sets B ⊂ E such that if B ∈ B and B1 ⊂ B, then B1 ∈ B. The sets

B ∈ B are said to be bounded.

Definition 2.2 ([8]). A set AΣ ⊂ E is called a uniform attractor for the family of processes

{Uh(t, τ), h ∈ Σ} if:

1) AΣ is compact and bounded in E ;

2) AΣ is a uniformly attracting set for the processes {Uh(t, τ), h ∈ Σ}, that means, for every

B ∈ B and every neighborhood O(AΣ), there exists a time T = T (O, B) such that

∪h∈ΣUh(t, τ)B ⊂ O(AΣ), t− τ ≥ T, τ ∈ R;

3) AΣ is a minimal set with the properties 1) and 2).

Below, E will usually be a Banach space or even a Hilbert space endowed with either the

strong or the weak topology. The associated uniform attractor will be referred to as a strong

or a weak uniform attractor respectively. In both cases B consists of all bounded sets in the

Banach space under consideration.

We recall the following standard existence theorem, see [8] for details.

Theorem 2.3. Let E and Ξ be Hausdorff topological spaces and let Σ be a compact set in the

space Ξ. Let the family of processes {Uh(t, τ), h ∈ Σ} acting on E possesses a uniformly absorbing

set B ∈ B and is uniformly asymptotically compact on B. Then this family of processes has a

uniform attractor AΣ ⊂ B.

Assume, in addition, that the map (ξ, h) → (Uh(t, τ)ξ, T (t)h) is continuous for every fixed t

and τ . Then AΣ possesses the following description:

AΣ := ∪h∈ΣKh, (2.2)

where

Kh := {u : R → E , Uh(t, τ)u(τ) = u(t), t ≥ τ ∈ R}

is a set of all complete bounded trajectories of the process Uh(t, τ) (the so-called kernel of Uh(t, τ)

in the terminology of Vishik and Chepyzhov, see [8]).

We now turn to the damped wave equation (1.1). Recall some known results related with the

non-autonomous system (1.1) and the corresponding uniform attractors, see e.g., [21, 23, 28].

We start with the following linear wave equation

∂2
t v + γ∂tv −∆v = G(t), ξv

∣

∣

t=τ
= ξτ , v

∣

∣

∂Ω
= 0. (2.3)

Theorem 2.4 ([23]). Let the initial data ξτ ∈ Eα and G ∈ L1
loc(R; E

α) for some α ∈ R. Then

there exist a unique solution ξv ∈ Cloc(R; E
α) of the problem (2.3). Also, the solution v belongs

to the space L4
loc(R;H

α,12(Ω)). Moreover, the following estimate holds:

‖ξv(t)‖Eα +

(
∫ t

τ
e−4β(t−s)‖v(s)‖4Hα,12 ds

)1/4

≤

≤ C‖ξτ‖Eαe−β(t−τ) + C

∫ t

τ
e−β(t−s)‖G(s)‖Hα ds, (2.4)
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where the positive constants C and β are independent of t ≥ τ , G and ξτ .

The well-posedness and dissipativity of problem (1.1) is verified in [21, 23] in the class of the

so-called Shatah-Struwe (SS) solutions, see [2, 4, 24]. We recall that u(t) is a SS-solution of

problem (1.1) if ξu ∈ C([τ, T ], E) and

u ∈ L4(τ, T ;L12(Ω)) for all T > τ

and if it satisfies equation (1.1) in the sense of distributions.

Theorem 2.5 ([21, 23]). Under the assumptions (1.2)-(1.5), for any ξτ ∈ E there exists a unique

Shatah-Struwe solution of problem (1.1) defined for all t > τ . Moreover, this solution possesses

the following dissipative estimate

‖ξu(t)‖E + ‖u‖L4(t,t+1;L12(Ω)) ≤ Q(‖ξτ‖E )e
−β(t−τ) +Q(‖g‖L2

b (R;L
2(Ω))), (2.5)

where the positive constant β and the monotone increasing function Q are independent of t, τ ,

ξτ and g.

According to the general scheme of [8] to construct the uniform attractor, we consider a family

of equations with symbols h ∈ Σ = H(g):






∂2
t u+ γ∂tu−∆u+ f(u) = h(t),

u
∣

∣

∂Ω
= 0, ξu

∣

∣

t=τ
= ξτ .

(2.6)

Problem (2.6) is well-posed for each h ∈ Σ and then generate a family of dynamical processes

{Uh(t, τ), h ∈ Σ} in the energy phase space E which satisfy the translation identity

Uh(t+ s, τ + s) = UT (s)h(t, τ), t ≥ τ, τ ∈ R, s ≥ 0. (2.7)

Moreover, estimate (2.5) implies that the family of processes {Uh(t, τ), h ∈ Σ} corresponding to

(2.6) has a bounded uniformly absorbing set B0 in E . Since E is a reflexive Banach space, the

absorbing set B0 is compact and metrizable in the weak topology of E . It is straightforward to

verify the maps (ξ, h) → Uh(t, τ)ξ are weakly continuous from E × Σ to E for every fixed t and

τ . Then, the family of processes {Uh(t, τ), h ∈ Σ} possesses a weak uniform attractor Aw
Σ which

satisfies (2.2).

Theorem 2.6 ([21, 23]). Let the assumptions (1.2)-(1.5) hold, and in addition let the external

force g be space or time regular. Then there exists a uniform attractor AΣ for equation (1.1) in

the strong topology of the energy space E and it coincides with the weak attractor Aw
Σ constructed

above.

Let us recall the definition of the Kolmogorov ε-entropy of a (pre)compact set K in a metric

space X. For a given ε > 0, let Nε(K;X) = Nε(K) be the minimal number of ε-balls in X

which is necessary to cover K. Since K is (pre)compact, the number Nε(K) < ∞ for all ε > 0

due to Hausdorff’s criteria.

Definition 2.7 ([8, 18]). The Kolmogorov ε-entropy of the set K in the space X is the number

Hε(K;X) = Hε(K) = log2 Nε(K).
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3. The weak topology entropy H
w
ε (A,X; B,Y )

Let X and Y be two Banach spaces with the embedding X to Y ∗ is compact (w.r.t. the

strong topology of Y ∗) and Y is reflexive.

In the following, for the bounded subsets A ⊂ X and B ⊂ Y , we will define an entropy

H
w
ε (A,X; B,Y ) with respect to the weak topology of Y for the subsets-spaces pair (A,X; B,Y ).

Definition 3.1. Let A ⊂ X and B ⊂ Y and ε > 0 be given. An (A,X; B,Y ; ε)-weak partition

of B is a partition ∪i∈ΛVi which satisfies B ⊂ ∪i∈ΛVi and for each Vi (i ∈ Λ), the following

estimate hold:

|〈f, v − v̄〉| < ε ∀ f ∈ A, v, v̄ ∈ B ∩ Vi.

For any ε > 0, let Nw
ε (A,X; B,Y ) be the minimal number of the cardinality of Λ with ∪i∈ΛVi

is an (A,X; B,Y ; ε)-weak partition of B.

If A is bounded in X and B is bounded in Y , then by the compactness of the embedding

X →֒ Y ∗ and reflexive property of Y , we have that the number Nw
ε (A,X; B,Y ) < ∞ for all

ε > 0.

Indeed, we will construct a special weak partition of B that each Vi, i ∈ Λ can be presented

as the form of a neighborhood in weak topology. So let us first recall that for any v0 ∈ Y , given

η > 0 and a finite set {f1, f2, · · · , fk} ⊂ Y ∗, the set

Vv0 = V (f1, f2, · · · , fk; η) := {v ∈ Y : |〈fi, v − v0〉| < η, ∀ i = 1, 2, · · · , k} (3.1)

is an open neighborhood of v0 for the weak topology of Y , and we can obtain a basis of neigh-

borhoods (w.r.t. weak topology of Y ) of v0 by varying η, k and the f ′
is in Y ∗. Here 〈·, ·〉 is the

dual product of Y ∗ and Y .

Since for any ǭ > 0, A has finite ǭ-net {f1, · · · , fm} in Y ∗, that is, for every f ∈ A there exists

fi, i ∈ {1, · · · ,m} such that

‖f − fi‖Y ∗ 6 ǭ. (3.2)

Then, for each v0 ∈ B and η > 0, we define

Ov0 = Ov0(f1, · · · , fm; η) = {v ∈ Y ; |〈fi, v − v0〉| < η, i = 1, · · · ,m}. (3.3)

Clearly, Ov0 is a neighborhood of v0 for the weak topology of Y . By the reflexive property of Y

we know that B is weak compact, thus, there exist finite v1, · · · , vM ∈ B such that

B ⊂ ∪M
j=1Ovj . (3.4)

Note that, for any f ∈ A and any v, v̄ ∈ Ovj ∩B, we have that

|〈f, v − v̄〉| 6 |〈f − fi, v − v̄〉|+ |〈fi, v − v̄〉|

6 |〈f − fi, v − v̄〉|+ |〈fi, v − vj〉|+ |〈fi, vj − v̄〉|

6 2‖B‖Y ǭ+ 2η,

(3.5)

where ‖B‖Y is the bound of B in Y . Then, by taking first ǭ small, e.g., ǭ < ε/4‖B‖Y , to find

f1, · · · , fm, then taking η small enough, e.g., η < ε/4, we can find that the special partition

defined in (3.4) is an (A,X; B,Y ; ε)-weak partition of B with finite neighborhoods.
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Definition 3.2. Let A ⊂ X and B ⊂ Y and ε > 0 be given. The (A,X; B,Y ; ε)-weak topology

entropy H
w
ε (A,X; B,Y ) of the set B in Y corresponding to set A in X is the number

H
w
ε (A,X; B,Y ) = log2 N

w
ε (A,X; B,Y ).

Remark 3.3. The definitions proposed above still valid if only know A ⊂ Y ∗ is compact. Here,

we involve the additional space X is just designed for our application in Sections 4 and 5, and

we will estimate this bound explicitly and to make clear its dependencies for system (1.1). For

example, if A and B are some balls in X and Y respectively, e.g., for given r, s > 0, denote

Ar := {u ∈ X : ‖u‖X 6 r} and Bs := {v ∈ Y : ‖v‖Y 6 s},

then the (Ar,X; Bs, Y ; ε)-weak topology entropy H
w
ε (Ar,X; Bs, Y ) will depends only on the

spaces X and Y and the size r, s. For this situation, we will denote H
w
ε (Ar,X; Bs, Y ) by

H
w
ε (r,X; s, Y ).

4. Smoothness of uniform attractors

Proposition 4.1. Let the assumptions of Theorem 2.6 hold, and in addition, let the external

force g satisfies (1.6) or (1.7). Then, if R is large enough, the closed ball B1 of radius R in

the space E1 := [H2(Ω) ∩H1
0 (Ω)] ×H1

0 (Ω) is a uniformly attracting set for the process Ug(t, τ)

associated with equation (1.1). Namely, there are positive constant β and a monotone increasing

function Q such that, for any bounded set B ⊂ E,

distE(Ug(t+ τ, τ)B,B1) ≤ Q(‖B‖E )e
−βt, t ≥ 0

holds uniformly with respect to τ ∈ R.

Proof. We split the solution u(t) as u(t) = v(t) + w(t), where v(t) solves the linear problem

∂2
t v + γ∂tv −∆v = 0, ξv

∣

∣

t=τ
= ξτ , (4.1)

the reminder w satisfies

∂2
tw + γ∂tw −∆w + f(u) = g, ξw

∣

∣

t=τ
= 0. (4.2)

Multiplying (4.1) by ∂tv + βv with sufficiently small β > 0, we obtain that the solution v(t)

satisfies the following estimate

‖ξv(t)‖E ≤ Q(‖ξτ‖E )e
−β(t−τ), t ≥ τ, (4.3)

where the positive constant β and the monotone increasing function Q are independent of t, τ

and ξτ .

Now, we turn to the equation (4.2). In the case of (1.7), using the standard Eα-energy estimate

(2.4), we have

‖ξw(t)‖Eα ≤ C

∫ t

τ
e−β(t−s)(‖f(u)‖Hα + ‖g(s)‖Hα)ds ≤ C(‖f(u)‖L1

b(R;H
α) + ‖g‖L2

b (R;H
α)).
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Using the Hölder inequality, the growth condition of f and estimate (2.5), we have

‖f(u)‖L1(t,t+1;W 1,κ) ≤ C‖f ′(u)∇u‖L1(t,t+1;Lκ)

≤ C(1 + ‖u‖4L4(t,t+1;L12))‖∇u‖L∞(t,t+1;L2)

≤ Q(‖ξτ‖E)e
−β(t−τ) +Q(‖g‖L2

b (R;L
2)), t ≥ τ,

(4.4)

where 1
κ = 1

2 +
p−1
12 . Using the embedding

W 1,κ ⊂ Hα with
1

2
=

1

κ
−

1− α

3
,

i.e.

α =
5− p

4
> 0,

we obtain that

‖f(u)‖L1(t,t+1;Hα) ≤ Q(‖ξτ‖E )e
−β(t−τ) +Q(‖g‖L2

b (R;L
2)).

Finally, we arrive at the estimate

‖ξw(t)‖Eα ≤ Q(‖ξτ‖E )e
−β(t−τ) +Q(‖g‖L2

b (R;H
α)), (4.5)

where the constant β and the monotone function Q are independent of t, τ , g and ξτ .

Now let (1.6) be satisfied. We split the solution w(t) of equation (4.2) as w(t) = y(t) + z(t),

where z(t) solves the linear wave equation

∂2
t z + γ∂tz −∆z = g, ξz

∣

∣

t=τ
= 0 (4.6)

and the function y(t) solves

∂2
t y + γ∂ty −∆y + f(u) = 0, ξy

∣

∣

t=τ
= 0. (4.7)

Similar to the proof of estimate (4.5), we have

‖ξy(t)‖Eα ≤ Q(‖ξτ‖E )e
−β(t−τ) +Q(‖g‖L2

b (R;L
2)). (4.8)

Then by differentiating (4.6) with respect to time and writing z̄ := ∂tz, we get that

∂2
t z̄ + γ∂tz̄ −∆z̄ = g′(t), ξz̄

∣

∣

t=τ
= (0, g(τ)).

Using the standard energy estimate and together with the Sobolev embedding H1
b (R;L

2(Ω)) ⊂

L∞
b (R;L2(Ω)), we have

‖ξz̄(t)‖E ≤ C‖g‖H1
b (R;L

2), t ≥ τ. (4.9)

Expressing the term ∆z(t) from equation (4.6) and taking the L2-norm from the both sides of

the equation obtained, and combining with (4.9) we have that, for all t ≥ τ

‖z(t)‖H2 ≤ C‖g‖H1
b (R;L

2(Ω)). (4.10)

Combining (4.9) and (4.10), we obtain that

‖ξz(t)‖E1 ≤ C‖g‖H1
b (R;L

2(Ω)). (4.11)

From (4.5), (4.8) and (4.11), we conclude that

‖ξw(t)‖Eα ≤ Q(‖ξτ‖E )e
−β(t−τ) +Q(‖g‖W ), (4.12)
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where the symbol W means the space H1
b (R;L

2(Ω)) if (1.6) is satisfied or L2
b(R;H

1(Ω)) if (1.7)

is satisfied, the positive constant β and the monotone increasing function Q are independent of

t, τ , g and u. According to the estimates (4.3) and (4.12), the set

Bα := {ξ ∈ Eα; ‖ξ‖Eα ≤ R}

is a compact uniformly (w.r.t. τ ∈ R) attracting set for the process Ug(t, τ) in E if R is large

enough.

In order to get the higher regularity, we will use standard bootstrap arguments. If we take

ξτ ∈ Bα from the very beginning, we have

‖ξv(t)‖Eα ≤ Q(‖ξτ‖Eα)e−β(t−τ), t ≥ τ,

which together with (4.12) shows that the dynamical process Ug(t, τ) is well defined and dissi-

pative in the higher energy space Eα as well. Due to that Hα ⊂ L
6

3−2α , we can improve estimate

(4.4) as follows:

‖f(u)‖L1(t,t+1;W 1,κ1 ) ≤ C(1 + ‖u‖4L4(t,t+1;L12))‖∇u‖
L∞(t,t+1;L

6
3−2α )

≤ Q(‖ξτ‖Eα)e−β(t−τ) +Q(‖g‖W ), t ≥ τ,

where 1
κ1

= 3−2α
6 + p−1

12 . Using the embedding W 1,κ1 ⊂ Hα1 with α1 =
5−p
4 + α, we have

‖f(u)‖L1(t,t+1;Hα1 ) ≤ Q(‖ξτ‖Eα)e−β(t−τ) +Q(‖g‖W ).

Thus, we get

‖ξw(t)‖Eα1 ≤ Q(‖ξτ‖Eα)e−β(t−τ) +Q(‖g‖W ). (4.13)

By the transitivity of an exponential attraction established in [13], the dynamical process Ug(t, τ)

on Bα has an exponentially attracting set Bα1 ⊂ Eα1 . Then iterating the above procedure in

finitely many steps, we get the exponentially attracting ball B1 in the space E1. �

Corollary 4.2. Let the assumptions of Proposition 4.1 hold, and in addition let the initial data

ξτ ∈ E1. Then the solution u of problem (1.1) satisfies ξu(t) ∈ E1 for all t ≥ τ and the following

estimate holds:

‖ξu(t)‖E1 ≤ Q(‖ξτ‖E1)e−β(t−τ) +Q(‖g‖W ), (4.14)

where the symbol W means the space H1
b (R;L

2(Ω)) if (1.6) is satisfied or L2
b(R;H

1(Ω)) if (1.7)

is satisfied, the positive constant β and the monotone increasing function Q are independent of

t, τ , g and u.

The proof of estimate (4.14) can be verified analogously to the proof of the estimation of

w-component in the higher energy space in Proposition 4.1.

Then, we will prove that B1 is actually a compact uniformly (w.r.t. h ∈ Σ) attracting set in

E for the family of processes {Uh(t, τ), h ∈ Σ}.

Lemma 4.3. Let the family of processes {Uh(t, τ), h ∈ Σ} satisfies translation identity (2.7)

and be weakly continuous. Then any compact uniformly (w.r.t. τ ∈ R) attracting set for the

process Ug(t, τ) is a simultaneously compact uniformly (w.r.t. h ∈ Σ) attracting set for the

family {Uh(t, τ), h ∈ Σ}.
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Proof. Due to the translation identity (2.7), any compact uniformly (w.r.t. τ ∈ R) attracting

set for the process Ug(t, τ) is a simultaneously compact uniformly (w.r.t. h ∈ Σ0) attracting set

for the family {Uh(t, τ), h ∈ Σ0}.

If P is a compact uniformly (w.r.t. h ∈ Σ0) attracting set for the family {Uh(t, τ), h ∈ Σ0},

that is, for every ε > 0 and every bounded set B ⊂ E , there exists T0 = T0(B, ε) > 0 such that

∪h∈Σ0 Uh(t, 0)B ⊂ Oε/2(P ), ∀t ≥ T0. (4.15)

We will prove that

∪h∈Σ Uh(t, 0)B ⊂ Oε(P ), ∀t ≥ T0. (4.16)

For any y ∈ ∪t≥T0 ∪h∈Σ Uh(t, 0)B, there exist t ≥ T0, h ∈ Σ and x ∈ B such that y = Uh(t, 0)x.

For such h ∈ Σ, there exists {hn} ∈ Σ0 such that hn → h in the weak topology of L2
loc(R;H) as

n → ∞. Then the weak continuity of processes implies that

Uhn(t, 0)x ⇀ Uh(t, 0)x in E as n → ∞. (4.17)

For every η > 0, we have P ⊂ ∪x∈PB(x, η). Since P is a compact set in E , we have a finite

subcovering such that P ⊂ ∪N
i=1B(xi, η), xi ∈ P . Then, Oε/2(P ) ⊂ ∪N

i=1B(xi, η + ε/2). Due

to that {Uhn(t, 0)x} ⊂ Oε/2(P ) if t ≥ T0, there exists a subsequence of {Uhn(t, 0)x} belongs to

some ball B(xi, η + ε/2). By Mazur theorem, we know that its weak limit

Uh(t, 0)x = y ∈ [B(xi, η + ε/2)]E ⊂ [Oη+ε/2(P )]E .

Let η → 0, we have that y ∈ [Oε/2(P )]E ⊂ Oε(P ). This means that (4.16) holds, thus P is

a compact uniformly (w.r.t. h ∈ Σ) attracting set. On the other hand, (4.16) always implies

(4.15) since Σ0 ⊂ Σ. �

Then by the minimality of the uniform attractor among closed uniformly attracting sets we

know that AΣ ⊂ B1 and is bounded in the space E1. Moreover, by Corollary 4.2 we have

∪h∈Σ Uh(t, 0)AΣ ⊂ ∪h∈ΣUh(t, 0)B1 ⊂ B1, t ≥ T0. (4.18)

5. Uniform exponential attracting sets

In this section, we will construct a family of sets which enjoys uniform exponential attracting

property and has uniform finite fractal dimension.

Lemma 5.1. Let X0 and X1 be two Banach spaces such that X1 is compactly embedded into

X0 and B be a bounded subset of X0. For any fixed h ∈ Σ, let Uh(n) := Uh(n + 1, n), n ∈ Z be

a family of discrete dynamical processes on X0 satisfying the following properties:

(a) for every h ∈ Σ, the process Uh(n) : B → B;

(b) the process Uh(n) admits a decomposition of the form

Uh(n) = Ch(n) + Lh(n),

where Ch(n) : B → X0 satisfies

‖Lh(n)ξ1 −Lh(n)ξ2‖X0 ≤ κ‖ξ1 − ξ2‖X0 , ∀ ξ1, ξ2 ∈ B (5.1)

for some κ < 1
2 and Ch(n) : B → X1 satisfies

‖Ch(n)ξ1 − Ch(n)ξ2‖X1 ≤ L‖ξ1 − ξ2‖X0 , ∀ ξ1, ξ2 ∈ B (5.2)
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for some L > 0.

Then, there exists a family of time-dependent sets Mh(n), n ∈ Z, which satisfy

(1) Mh(n) ⊂ B for every n ∈ Z and their fractal dimension is uniformly bounded

dimF (Mh(n);X0) ≤ C1, (5.3)

where the constant C1 is independent of n ∈ Z;

(2) the uniform exponential attraction property:

distX0(Uh(n+ k, n)B,Mh(n+ k)) ≤ C2e
−σk, (5.4)

where the positive constants C2 and σ are independent of n ∈ Z and k ∈ N.

Proof. The proof is similar to [10, 12]. For the convenience of the reader, we present the details

below. Since B is bounded in X0, there exists a ball B(x0, R;X0) of radius R centered at x0 ∈ B

in X0 such that B ⊂ B(x0, R;X0). We set V0 := {x0} ⊂ B. We also fix an arbitrary dynamical

process Uh satisfying the above assumptions (a) and (b).

Now we construct a family of the sets Vk(n) ⊂ B by induction with respect to k such that

Vk(n) is an Rk := R(κ + 1
2)

k-net of Uh(n, n − k)B. Assume that the required sets are already

been constructed for some k = l, then we construct the next set Vl+1(n + 1) preserving these

properties.

It follows from (5.2) that

Ch(n)(Uh(n, n− l)B) ⊂ ∪x∈Vl(n)B(Ch(n)x,LRl;X1).

Since the embedding X1 ⊂ X0 is compact, we cover this ball by a finite number of 1−2κ
4 Rl-balls

in X0 with centers yi and the minimal number of balls in this covering can be estimated as

follows:

N 1−2κ
4

Rl
(B(Ch(n)x,LRl;X1);X0) = N 1−2κ

4L
(B(0, 1;X1);X0) := N.

Crucial for us that the number N is independent of l, R, κ and L. It follows from (5.1) that the

family of balls with centers Lh(n)x, x ∈ Vl(n) and with radius κRl covers Lh(n)(Uh(n, n− l)B).

Consequently, we conclude that

Uh(n+ 1, n− l)B = Uh(n)Uh(n, n− l)B

⊂ ∪x∈Vl(n)B(yi + Lh(n)x,
1− 2κ

4
Rl + κRl;X0)

= ∪x∈Vl(n)B(yi + Lh(n)x,
1 + 2κ

4
Rl;X0),

and the number of balls in this system is not greater than N · ♯Vl(n).

Increasing the radius of every ball in this covering by a factor of two, we can assume that the

centres of this covering belong to Uh(n + 1, n − l)B. We denote by Vl+1(n + 1) the new centres

of this covering and condition (a) for Uh(n) guarantees that Vl+1(n+ 1) ⊂ B, we also note that

Rl+1 = 1+2κ
2 Rl = R(κ + 1

2)
l+1. Thus, the required sets Vk(n) are constructed for every n ∈ Z

and k ∈ N.
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According to the above construction, we have

♯Vk(n) ≤ Nk, k ∈ N, n ∈ Z,

distX0(Uh(n, n− k)B, Vk(n)) ≤ R(κ+
1

2
)k.

(5.5)

We define the sets Ek(n) = Eh
k (n) by

E1(n) := V1(n), Ek+1(n+ 1) := Vk+1(n+ 1) ∪ Uh(n)Ek(n), k ∈ N, n ∈ Z. (5.6)

From (5.5) and (5.6), we have

♯Ek(n) ≤ kNk,

distX0(Uh(n, n− k)B, Ek(n)) ≤ R(κ+
1

2
)k.

(5.7)

The required family of sets Mh(n) can be defined by

Mh(n) := ∪∞
k=1Ek(n), n ∈ Z. (5.8)

Let us verify that Mh(n) defined by (5.8) satisfies (5.3) and (5.4).

Indeed, since Ek(n) ⊂ Mh(n) and κ + 1
2 < 1, the uniform exponential attraction property

follows from (5.7):

distX0(Uh(n, n− k)B,Mh(n)) ≤ R(κ+
1

2
)k = Re

−k ln 1

κ+1
2 .

Now, there remains to verify the finite dimensionality of Mh(n). We fix ε > 0 and choose the

smallest integer k = k(ε) such that R(κ+ 1
2)

k ≤ ε. Since, by definition (5.6),

Ek(n) = ∪k−1
l=0 Uh(n, n− l)Vk−l(n− l)

and from the construction of Vk(n), we have Vk−l(n− l) ⊂ Uh(n− l, n− k)B. Then, by (5.5) we

obtain

∪k≥k(ε)Ek(n) ⊂ ∪k≥k(ε) ∪
k−1
l=0 Uh(n, n− l)Uh(n− l, n− k)B

= ∪k≥k(ε)Uh(n, n− k)B

⊂ ∪v∈Vk(n)B(v, ε;X0).

Thus,

Nε(Mh(n);X0) ≤ Nε(∪k≤k(ε)Ek(n)) +Nε(∪k>k(ε)Ek(n))

≤
∑

k≤k(ε)

♯Ek(n) + ♯Vk(ε)+1(n)

≤ (k(ε) + 1)2Nk(ε)+1.

Consequently,

dimF (Mh(n);X0) := lim sup
ε→0+

log2Nε(Mh(n);X0)

log2
1
ε

≤ (log2
1

κ+ 1
2

)−1 log2N.

�

Then, we will apply Lemma 5.1 to problem (1.1).
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Lemma 5.2. Let assumptions (1.2)-(1.5) hold. Then, there exists some T > 0 such that, for

any arbitrary fixed h ∈ Σ and τ ∈ R, the family of discrete dynamical processes U τ
h (m,n) :=

Uh(τ +mT, τ + nT ), m,n ∈ Z,m ≥ n possesses a family sets Mτ
h(n), n ∈ Z which satisfies

distE(U
τ
h (m,n)B1,M

τ
h(m)) ≤ νe−σ(m−n)T , (5.9)

where the positive constants ν and σ are independent of m,n ∈ Z, m ≥ n and τ ∈ R. And for

every δ > 0, there exists ε0 > 0 such that

Nε(M
τ
h(n); E) ≤ (

1

ε
)N+δ, for all 0 < ε ≤ ε0, (5.10)

where the positive constant N is independent of n ∈ Z and τ ∈ R.

Proof. Thanks to the translation identity (2.7), we know that for any fixed τ ∈ R and h ∈ Σ,

we can find h′ ∈ Σ such that

Uh′(t+ τ, τ)x = Uh(t, 0)x, ∀ t ≥ 0, x ∈ E .

Therefore, we set τ = 0 for simplicity.

Let u1(t) and u2(t) be two solutions of (1.1) with different initial data ξ10 , ξ
2
0 ∈ B1 starting at

t = 0 and with the same external force h ∈ Σ. Let θ(t) = u1(t)−u2(t), then this function solves

∂2
t θ + γ∂tθ −∆xθ + l(t)θ = 0, ξθ

∣

∣

t=0
= ξ10 − ξ20 , (5.11)

where l(t) :=
∫ 1
0 f ′(su1(t)+ (1− s)u2(t)) ds. We split the solution θ(t) = v(t) +w(t), where v(t)

satisfies the equation

∂2
t v + γ∂tv −∆v = 0, v

∣

∣

∂Ω
= 0, ξv

∣

∣

t=0
= ξ10 − ξ20 (5.12)

and the function w(t) satisfies

∂2
t w + γ∂tw −∆w + l(t)θ = 0, w

∣

∣

∂Ω
= 0, ξw

∣

∣

t=0
= 0. (5.13)

For the linear equation (5.12), we get

‖ξv(t)‖E ≤ C‖ξ10 − ξ20‖Ee
−βt, (5.14)

where the positive constants C and β are independent of t, g and ξ10 , ξ
2
0 . From Corollary 4.2, we

know that

‖ξui(t)‖E1 ≤ C, ∀t ≥ τ, i = 1, 2,

where the constant C is independent of t, ui and h. Using the embedding H2 ⊂ C, we find that

‖ξw(t)‖E1 ≤ C

∫ t

0
e−β(t−s)‖l(t)θ‖H1

0
ds ≤ C‖∇θ‖L∞(0,t;L2) ≤ C‖ξθ‖L∞(0,t;E). (5.15)

Next, we estimate the term ‖ξθ‖L∞(0,t;E). Multiplying (5.11) by ∂tθ and integrating over Ω, we

end up with
d

dt
‖ξθ(t)‖

2
E + 2γ‖∂tθ‖

2 = 2(l(t)θ, ∂tθ).

Using the growth condition (1.2), we get

2|(l(t)θ, ∂tθ)| ≤ C((1 + |u1|
p−1 + |u2|

p−1)|θ|, |∂tθ|)

≤ C‖∂tθ‖L2‖θ‖L6(1 + ‖u1‖
4
L12 + ‖u2‖

4
L12)

≤ C‖ξθ‖
2
E(1 + ‖u1‖

4
L12 + ‖u2‖

4
L12),
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By applying the Gronwall inequality, we obtain

‖ξθ(t)‖E ≤ CeKt‖ξ10 − ξ20‖E .

Inserting this into estimate (5.15), we have

‖ξw(t)‖E1 ≤ CeKt‖ξ10 − ξ20‖E ,

where the positive constants C and K are independent of t, h, ξ10 and ξ20 .

Taking T1 > 0 such that T1 =
1
β ln(4C) and fixing

T := max{T0, T1}, (5.16)

then the relation

∪h∈Σ Uh(t, 0)AΣ ⊂ ∪h∈ΣUh(t, 0)B1 ⊂ B1, t ≥ T (5.17)

together with estimates

‖ξv(T )‖E ≤
1

4
‖ξ10 − ξ20‖E

and

‖ξw(T )‖E1 ≤ CeKT‖ξ10 − ξ20‖E

implies that Uh(T, 0) satisfies the assumptions of Lemma 5.1 with κ = 1
4 and L = CeKT . Thus,

we can apply Lemma 5.1 to the family of discrete dynamical processes U0
h(m,n), m,n ∈ Z,

m ≥ n, which implies that these processes possess a family of sets M0
h(n), n ∈ Z satisfies (5.9)

and (5.10) with τ = 0. �

Remark 5.3. We have the following translation invariance:

M0
T (s)h(l) = Ms

h(l) (5.18)

for all l ∈ Z and s ∈ R. Thus, the estimates (5.9) and (5.10) are independent of the specific

choice of h ∈ Σ0.

6. Estimates of the ε-entropy

First, we will obtain a weak partition of ΣiT,(i+1)T , i ∈ N
+.

let u1(t) and u2(t) be two solutions of (2.6) staring from the same initial data ξ ∈ AΣ at t = 0,

but with different external forces h, h′ ∈ Σ. Then the function θ(t) = u1(t)− u2(t) satisfies

∂2
t θ + γ∂tθ −∆θ + l(t)θ = h− h′, ξθ

∣

∣

t=0
= 0. (6.1)

Then we have the following result which is immediately from (5.17).

Corollary 6.1. Let the assumptions of Proposition 4.1 hold. Then the second ingredient ∂tθ of

the solution ξθ for equation (6.1) satisfying that

∂tθ ∈ L∞
b (T,+∞;H1

0 ) ∩H1
b (T,+∞;H−1)

and

‖∂tθ‖L∞

b (T,+∞;H1
0 )∩H

1
b (T,+∞;H−1) ≤ r, (6.2)

where T is defined in (5.16) and the positive constant r only depends on ‖g‖W .
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Denote the set

A =

(

A1

A2

)

= {ξθ|ξθ(s), s > 0 satisfies (6.1) with ξθ(0) = 0, h, h′ ∈ Σ}.

According to Corollary 6.1, we infer that A ⊂ L∞
b (T,+∞; E1). From equation (6.1) we know

that {∂2
t θ|∂tθ ∈ A2} ⊂ L2

b(T,+∞;H−1(Ω)). That is,

A2 ⊂ L∞
b (T,+∞;H1

0 (Ω)) ∩H1
b (T,+∞;H−1(Ω)).

Denote by

X := L∞(iT, (i + 1)T ;H1
0 ) ∩H1(iT, (i + 1)T ;H−1) and Y := L2(iT, (i + 1)T ;L2). (6.3)

Then for any i ∈ N
+,

A2

∣

∣

[iT,(i+1)T ]
⊂ Br := {u ∈ X; ‖u‖X ≤ r} and Σ[iT,(i+1)T ] ⊂ Bs := {v ∈ Y ; ‖v‖Y ≤ s},

where the positive constants r given in (6.2) and s = ‖g‖L2
b (R;L

2(Ω)).

Thus, from Section 3, for any given ε̃ > 0, we obtain a (r,X; ‖g‖L2
b (R;L

2(Ω)), Y ; ε̃)-weak

partition of Σ[iT,(i+1)T ], i ∈ N
+. Here we denote by Σ[iT,(i+1)T ] ⊂ ∪n∈ΛV

(i)
n , i ∈ N

+ and

Nw
ε̃ (r,X; ‖g‖L2

b (R;L
2(Ω)), Y ) be the minimal number of the cardinality of Λ. Then, for any given

l ∈ N
+, we will construct a special cover of ΣT,(l+1)T in the following way such that

Σ[T,(l+1)T ] ⊂ ∪M
j=1Wj ;

Σ[iT,(i+1)T ] ∩Wj

∣

∣

[iT,(i+1)T ]
⊂ ∪n∈ΛV

(i)
n , j = 1, · · · ,M, i = 1, · · · , l.

(6.4)

By combination the partitions on each subinterval [iT, (i+ 1)T ], i = 1, · · · , l, we obtain a cover

of set Σ[T,(l+1)T ], and the upper bound of the number of such cover can be estimated by

M ≤ (Nw
ε̃ (r,X; ‖g‖L2

b (R;L
2(Ω)), Y ))l. (6.5)

Lemma 6.2. For every ε > 0 and any given l ∈ N
+, for the cover of Σ[T,(l+1)T ] constructed in

(6.4), we have that if ε̃ ≤ ε2/32el(K+1), then for any h, h′ ∈ Wj , j = 1, · · · ,M ,

distE(Kh((l + 1)T ), Uh′((l + 1)T, T )Kh(T )) ≤ ε/4. (6.6)

Proof. If y ∈ Kh((l+1)T ), then we have y = ξ((l+1)T ) = Uh((l+1)T, T )ξ(T ) for some ξ ∈ Kh.

Consider

‖Uh((l + 1)T, T )ξ(T ) − Uh′((l + 1)T, T )ξ(T )‖E .

Let ξu1(t) = Uh(t, T )ξ(T ) and ξu2(t) = Uh′(t, T )ξ(T ) for t ≥ T . Then θ = u1 − u2 satisfying the

equation (6.1). Multiplying (6.1) by ∂tθ, using (1.2) we get

d

dt
‖ξθ(t)‖

2
E + 2γ‖∂tθ(t)‖

2 ≤ C‖ξθ‖
2
E(1 + ‖u1‖

4
L12 + ‖u2‖

4
L12) + 2(h− h′, ∂tθ).
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Applying the Gronwall inequality and let t = (l + 1)T , from (6.4) and estimate (2.5) we obtain

‖ξθ((l + 1)T )‖2E ≤ 2

∫ (l+1)T

T
eC

∫ (l+1)T
s

(1+‖u1‖4
L12+‖u2‖4

L12 )dr(h− h′, ∂tθ)ds

≤ 2eC
∫ (l+1)T
T (1+‖u1‖4

L12+‖u2‖4
L12 )dr

l
∑

i=1

∫ (i+1)T

iT
(h− h′, ∂tθ)ds

≤ 2elKT lε̃ ≤ 2el(K+1)T ε̃ ≤ (ε/4)2

provided that

ε̃ ≤
ε2

32el(K+1)T
,

where

K := C

∫ t+1

t
(1 + ‖u1(s)‖

4
L12 + ‖u2(s)‖

4
L12)ds ≤ Q(‖g‖L2

b (R;L
2(Ω))). (6.7)

�

Remark 6.3. Note that we find an upper bound for the number of a partition that covers the

set Σ[T,(l+1)T ], which may not be a sharp upper bound, but it depends only on the spaces X, Y

and the size r given in (6.2) and s = ‖g‖L2
b (R;L

2(Ω)).

Finally, we obtain the following theorem which is the main result of this paper.

Theorem 6.4. Let the assumptions (1.2)-(1.4) be valid and g satisfy either (1.6) or (1.7). Then

the process generated by (1.1) has a compact uniform attractor AΣ, and for any arbitrary and

fixed δ > 0, there exist T > 0 and ε0 > 0 such that

Hε(AΣ) ≤ (N + δ) log2
2

ε
+ (

1

σ
ln

4ν

ε
+ T )Hw

ε[2+(K+1)/σ]

32eT (K+1)(4ν)(K+1)/σ+1

(r,X; ‖g‖L2
b (R;L

2(Ω)), Y )

for all ε ≤ ε0, where N , ν and σ > 0 satisfying (5.9) and (5.10), the positive constants r and

K are given in (6.2) and (6.7) respectively, and all of them depend only on the parameters of

equation (1.1) and ‖g‖W ; the spaces X and Y are defined in (6.3).

Proof. According to (6.4), we set

Σj := Σ ∩Wj , j = 1, · · · ,M.

The representation (2.2) can be written as

AΣ = ∪M
j=1KΣj(t), t ∈ R, (6.8)

where KΣj := ∪h∈Σj
Kh.

Since the estimates (5.9) and (5.10) is uniformly for h ∈ Σ0, then there exists k = k(ε) >
1
σT ln 4ν

ε and k ∈ N, here T is given in (5.16) and we take

k = [
1

σT
ln

4ν

ε
] + 1 (6.9)

such that for any hj ∈ Σ0 ∩ Σj,

distE(Uhj
((k + 1)T, T )B1,M

0
hj
(k + 1)) ≤ νe−σkT < ε/4, (6.10)

and for every δ > 0, there exists ε0 > 0 such that

Nε/2(M
0
hj
(k + 1); E) ≤ (2/ε)N+δ , for all 0 < ε ≤ ε0. (6.11)
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Combining with the estimates (6.6) for l = k and (6.10), we obtain that

distE(Kh((k + 1)T ),M0
hj
(k + 1)) ≤ distE(Kh((k + 1)T ), Uhj

((k + 1)T, T )Kh(T ))

+ distE(Uhj
((k + 1)T, T )Kh(T ),M

0
hj
(k + 1))

≤ ε/4 + ε/4 = ε/2, ∀ h ∈ Σj.

That is,

Kh((k + 1)T ) ⊂ Oε/2(M
0
hj
(k + 1); E), ∀ h ∈ Σj. (6.12)

Thus from (6.11) and (6.12), for all 0 < ε ≤ ε0, we have

Nε(KΣj ((k + 1)T ); E) ≤ Nε(Oε/2(M
0
hj
(k + 1); E); E) = Nε/2(M

0
hj
(k + 1); E) ≤ (2/ε)N+δ .

Using (6.8) for t = (k + 1)T , let ε̃ = ε2

32ekT (K+1)+1
and from (6.5), (6.9), we find that

Nε(AΣ; E) ≤ Nε(KΣj ((k + 1)T ); E)M

≤ (2/ε)N+δ · (Nw
ε2/(32ekT (K+1)+1)

(r,X; ‖g‖L2
b (R;L

2(Ω)), Y ))k, ∀ 0 < ε ≤ ε0.

Hence the Kolmogorov ε-entropy Hε(AΣ) = log2 Nε(AΣ; E) of AΣ satisfies the estimate

Hε(AΣ) ≤ (N + δ) log2
2

ε
+ (

1

σ
ln

4ν

ε
+ T )Hw

ε[2+(K+1)/σ]

32eT (K+1)(4ν)(K+1)/σ+1

(r,X; ‖g‖L2
b (R;L

2(Ω)), Y ).

�
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