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Abstract

This paper is concerned with the fractional Keller-Segel system in the temporal and spatial variables. We consider
fractional dissipation for the physical variables including a fractional dissipation mechanism for the chemotactic diffusion,
as well as a time fractional variation assumed in the Caputo sense. We analyze the fractional heat semigroup obtaining
time decay and integral estimates of the Mittag-Leffler operators in critical Besov spaces, and prove a bilinear estimate
derived from the nonlinearity of the Keller-Segel system, without using auxiliary norms. We use these results in order
to prove the existence of global solutions in critical homogeneous Besov spaces employing only the norm of the natural
persistence space, including the existence of self-similar solutions, which constitutes a persistence result in this framework.
In addition, we prove a uniqueness result without assuming any smallness condition of the initial data.
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1 Introduction

We consider the Keller-Segel system which describes the movement of living organisms towards higher concentration
regions of chemical attractants. This system is composed of two coupled parabolic equations describing the interaction
between the density of cells and the concentration of the chemoattractant, which reads as follows:

ne — DpAn = —xV - (nVv), in R™ x (0, 00),
v — DyAv = —yv + K1, in R™ x (0, 00), (1.1)
n(z,0) = no(x), v(z,0) =vo(x), inR™,

where n. > 1. In (II), n, v are the unknowns denoting the density of cells and the chemical concentration, respectively.
The parameters D,, and D, represent the corresponding diffusion coefficients for 7 and v, while x, -y and k are nonnegative
parameters denoting the chemotactic sensitivity, and the decay and production rates, respectively. The issues of existence
and long-time asymptotic behaviour of solutions for the Keller-Segel system have attracted the attention of many authors
(see for instance [[1} [2, 13} 14} 5 16} [7] and references therein). In particular, for n = 1 it is known the existence of global
solutions, and the blow-up is entirely ruled out. In two and three dimensions, there exist global solutions for small data.
In the two-dimensional case, solutions of (I.I)) with total mass of class m < 4 remain bounded for all times, while for
€ > 0, there exist unbounded solutions with total mass of cells m < 47 + . For n > 3, system (I.I) has unbounded
solutions for arbitrarily small mass of cells [7].
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The classical Keller-Segel model assumes that the density diffusion is not affected by the nonlocal behaviour of the
organisms. However, in many situations found in nature, organisms develop alternative search strategies, particularly when
chemoattractants, food, or other targets are sparse or rare. Then, the trajectories of the population of organisms are better
described by the so called Lévy flights than Brownian motion (see [[8,19]). Lévy flights behaviour has been suggested in
numerous biological contexts, including immune cells, ecology, and human populations (c.f. [[10] and references for a
deeper discussion). This consideration motivates the substitution of the classical diffusion in the Keller-Segel system
by a fractional diffusion. On the other hand, regarding to the flux by chemotaxis, it is also relevant to consider that the
attraction force be replaced by a less singular interaction kernel. This last consideration has been point out relevant in the
analysis of the propagation of chaos for some aggregation-diffusion models [11]]. In addition, taking into account that the
behavior of most biological systems has memory properties, which are neglected when an integer-order time derivative
is assumed, we also assume a time variation in a fractional framework. This introduces a nonlocal delay in time for the
moving population [12]]. Based on observations such as those mentioned, we are interested in the theoretical analysis of
the following Keller-Segel system in the fractional setting

D+ Dy(=A)"°n = —xV - (nG(v)), inR™ x (0, 00),
¢ D¢y + Dy(—=A)? 20 = —yv + K, in R” x (0, 00), (1.2)
n(x,0) = no(x), v(x,0) = vo(z), in R™,

where ©D§* denotes the time fractional derivative operator of order o € (0, 1) in the Caputo sense.
We recall that if f € L1(0,T; X), T > 0, and X is a Banach space, the Riemann-Liouville fractional integral of order
« of f is defined by

1o (t) = ﬁ/@ (t — 7 f(r)dr, t € [0, T].

In addition, if f € C([0,T); X),0 < T < oo, is such that I} ~*f € W'(0,T; X), the Caputo fractional derivative of
order « of f is defined by

D) = L ne 1) — o)) = 2 { / (t—T)‘a[f(T)—f(O)]dT}-

dt Tt
In (L2), (—A)?/2,6 € (0, 2], denotes the fractional laplacian operator of order /2 defined by (—A)?/2 f (x) = F~1(|¢] f(€))(x),
where f(€) = F(f)(€) and F~1(f)(£) denote the Fourier transform and the inverse Fourier transform of f, respectively.
In addition, G(v) is also a nonlocal term defined by

Gw)(z) =V ((—A)_el/zv) (x), x€R™

for §; € [0,n), which can be alternatively represented by G(v)f = K(z) x f, K(z) ~ |m|+91 The case § = 2 and
61 = 0 corresponds to the classical Keller-Segel system (I.I). For #; = 0, = 1 and n = 2, in [13] the authors proved
a result of local existence and uniqueness of solution for in homogeneous Besov spaces by using some estimates
of the linear dissipative equation in the framework of mixed temporal-spatial spaces, the Chemin mono-norm methods,
the Fourier localization and the Littlewood-Paley theory. Later, in [14], the author proved the existence, uniqueness and
stability of solutions for in critical Besov spaces under smallness condition on the initial data. The results of [14]],
are based on the LP-L9 time decay for the semigroup e~ =2)"% in Besov spaces, which leads to use auxiliar norms of
Besov type and Kato-time-weighted norms. Some results of global existence and blow-up for the particular case of

with a = 1 and without considering the v-equation, have been obtained in [15}[16] and some references therein.

On the other hand, the time fractional Keller-Segel system has not been extensively studied. In [17] the authors studied
the global existence and long time behaviour of solutions for the particular case of assuming § = 2,6; = 0 and
a € (0,1), with small initial data in the Besov-Morrey space NTT){’)OO X Boo,oo withn >2,0<A<n—-2,b=2— "T_)‘
and % < r < mn — ], in the same spirit of the results of [3] for the classical Keller-Segel system (LI). Some regularity
properties of solution for (T.2) assuming § = 2,6; = 0 and o € (0, 1), with initial data in L™ N L™/? N L™ x BOO,OO
where recently obtained in [18]]. It is worthwhile to observe that the existence space in [17] includes auxiliary norms a
la Kato, like in [[14]. In that approach, the fixed point argument is applied by considering a suitable time-dependent X
whose norm is given by the sum of a norm L>°(0, co; X1) and a norm of kind sup, ¢ t*||u|| x, , for some a # 0. With this
type of norm is possible to deal with the bilinear term coming from the cross-difussion term; however, the uniqueness in



the natural class C([0, T'); X ), where X corresponds to the maximal closed subspace of X in which the heat semigroup is
continuous, is not possible.

Motivated by the above considerations, the aim of this paper is to analyze the existence, uniqueness and persistence
of global solutions for the spatio-temporal fractional Keller-Segel system in the framework of critical Besov spaces
without using auxiliary norms. In order to get this aim, we first derive time decay and integral estimates of the Mittag-
Leffler operators in critical Besov spaces, and prove a bilinear estimate derived from the nonlinearity of the Keller-Segel
system employing only the norm of the natural persistence space. In order to estimate the bilinear operator, in addition
to dealing with the action of the fractional heat semigroup, is necessary to prove a product estimate in the homogeneous
Besov setting.

In order to establish the main result, we start by recalling the mild formulation of (I.2) in the fractional setting.
According to Duhamel’s principle, the system (I.2)) is formally equivalent to the following integral formulation:

{n(t) = Ea(—1(=8)")n0 = [5(t = 7)1V - Ea,a(—=(t = 7)*(=2)"/2)(nG(v))(7)dr,

0() = Ea(—t%((— )72 — 7))o+ [1(t — 110 B a(—(t — 1) (~A)2 — 2))(r)d. 4

Here {Eo(—t*(—=A)?/?)}1>0 and { By o (—t%(—A)%/2)},5¢ denote the Mittag-Leffler families defined by
Ea(~1°(-8)") = [ Ma(r)Us(rt®)dr
0
Eoo—t*(=A)%) = / at My (T)Up (7t%)dT,
0

where Uy (t) is the fractional heat semigroup defined in Fourier variables as mf = etlel’ f, and M, : C — Cis the
Mainardi function which is defined by

oo n

z

M, () = Z; AT —a(l+ 1)

In the classical case « = 1, according to Duhamel’s principle, the system (1) is formally equivalent to the following
integral formulation:

n(t) = Us(tyo — / - Uy(t — 7)(nG(v))(7)dr,

B (1.4)
o) = To(t)vo + /O To(t — T)n(r)dr,

where Uy(t) = e Uy (1).
A solution [, v] of the integral system (L.3) is called a mild solution of the differential system (I.2). In the rest of this
work, we will denote the bilinear and linear operators appearing in (L.3)) as:

By(n, v)(t)

- / (t = 7)Y - Ea o~ (t — 1) (- A)%/2)(nG () (r)dr, (1.5)

To(n)(t) /O (t =) Baa(=(t = 7)*((=A)"2 = 3))n(r)dr. (1.6)

Thus, we rewrite system (L.3)) as follows

{n(t) = Ba(—t*(=4)"2)n0 + By(n, v) (1) 07

v(t) = Ba(=t*((=2)"% = 3))vo + To(n)(1).

Note that if v = 0, the system (L.2) has a scaling property. Indeed, it is not difficult to check that if [, v] is a regular
solution of (I.2) (with v = 0), then the pair [1,, v,] defined by

No(z,t) == o2 T01=2 (ox, O'%t) and v, (2,1) == o172y (ox, O'%t) , (1.8)



is also a solution of (T.2). In this case, the map

[, v] — o, V], (1.9)

is called the scaling of (L2), and solutions invariant by the scaling, this is, solutions [n, v] such that [n,v] = [5,, vs| for
all ¢ > 0, are called self-similar solutions. Note that if [n, v] is a self-similar solution, the initial data [, vo] must be
invariant by the scaling

[0, v0] ¥ [100, Vo0], (1.10)
and from (L8} it must have

no(x) = o292, (o) and vo(z) = o012y, (o),
this is, a necessary condition to obtain self-similar solutions is that the data g and vg be homogeneous functions of degrees
2 — 260 — 61 and 2 — 6 — 04, respectively.

In the case v # 0 the system (I.2) has not a scaling property; however, we can use the “intrinsic scaling” (I.9) in order
to choose the function spaces of initial data. Explicitly, we consider the following class of initial data (see the notations in

Section 2):
222001 +2 22—0—01+2
€ Bpoo and vy € Byoo | °.

Now, we are in position to establish the main results of this paper.

Theorem 1.1. (Product estimate) Let n. > 1, 6; € [0,n), =22~ < p < q < p/, max{l -3 - 0—1 + %} <0<

5n+61
2— 20 0 - 2—60—-6
14+ 2= 91, and p1,p2 > 0 small enough. Then, for f € B G and g € quo 1+ +p2, we have that
3—-30—6
fG( )eBpoo 1+ 5 +p1tp2 and
”fG( )” 3-30—-01+ 2 +p1+p2 SCH][” 2-20-01+ 2 +p1 Hg” 2-0-61+%+p2 - (L.11)
Byp,co Bpoo quo

Theorem 1.2. (Bilinear estimate) Let n > 1, 0 < T < oo, 61 € [0,n), a > 0, 5n6f91 <p<gq<pand

max {1, 1-35 - 92—1 + %} <f#<1l+ ”%91. Then, there exists a constant K > 0 (independent of T') such that

B <K n n 1.12

| 0(’77“)” <(OT) BN ) ||77||<Lm OB 2t )H v <(OT) s ) (1.12)
foralln € L™ ((O T); B B 29 nty ) andv € L™ ((O,T);Bi;:ieﬁE) )
Theorem 1.3. (Well-posedness) Letn > 1, 61 € [0,n), a > 0, 5716%01 < p < q < p' andlet 6 such that max {1, 1-3 - 02—1
<O<1+ "_Tel. There exist € > 0 and 6 > 0 such that, if

||770||Bi;iefel+% <e and ||v0|\Bz;:,91+% <e,
then there exists a unique mild solution [n, v] for (L2) such that
|\77||Loo< oo BT ) <40 and |\U|\Lm< et ) < 4.
0 0 n

Corollary 1 4 (Self-similarity) Assume the hypotheses of Theorem[L3with v = 0, and consider 19 € Bi o<2> " and
V9 € Bq oo Bt being homogeneous functions with degrees 2 — 20 — 01 and 2 — 0 — 01, respectively. Then the solution

[n, v] obtained through Theorem[L3lis self-similar.

Remark 1.5. 1. Theorem[[2plays a central role in the persistence part of Theorem[[3|and is also central to the proof
of Theorem[L.8 below. Moreover, to our knowledge, this type of bilinear estimate for the Keller-Segel system is new
in the context of critical spaces.

+

3



2. Theorem[[3| additionally to existence and uniqueness, establishes a persistence result because we do not use auxil-
iary norms in the solution spaces as it is used in previous works (cf. [14)[17]). In particular, considering 6 #* 2 and
01 # 0, Theorem[L.3 complements the existence and uniqueness result in [[I7], as well as for a # 1, Theorem[[.3l
complements the existence and uniqueness result in [14]].

3. The proof of Theorem in the case o = 1 is carried out taking into account the mild formulation (L4). If we
denote by o, Vo], the mild solution of (L2) in the sense of (L3) for a € (0,1), and |1, v1] the mild solution of
in the sense of (L4) for o = 1, it is not clear if limy_,1-[Na,va] = [n1,v1]. This is an open question that
beyond being raised in this model, can be formulated in general parabolic problems (cf. [19]).

4. The analysis carried out in the proof of Theorem[[3] allows us to include negative values for the parameter 01,
namely, 01 € (—2n,0) (¢f. Lemmall 1l and Remark[39). However, we do not know the possible physical meaning
in the description of the model.

Using the estimates developed in the proof of Theorem we prove the following uniqueness theorem without
assuming any smallness condition of the initial data. The existence of solutions for arbitrary large initial data is an open
problem. This uniqueness result seems new for chemotaxis problems in the context of critical spaces, including the
classical Keller-Segel system (LI). This issue has been raised in the context of Navier-Stokes equations (see [20] and
some references therein).

In general, given a Banach space X we denote by X the maximal closed subspace of X in which the family of operators
{Eo(—t*(=A)?/?)};>0 is continuous.

Theorem 1.6 (Uniqueness). Letn > 1,0 < T < 00,61 € [0,n), a > 0, 5716Tn91 <p<q<yp andmax{l, 1-2— 971 4 % <
n

0 < 1+2=2 If [t v] and [n?, v?] are two mild solutions of (L2) in C ([0, T); B,Q,I,i9791+%) xC ([0, Ty Ba

Y920-014"  T2-0-60,4n L2200, 47
with the same initial data [y, vo] € Bp,co T By, 9 then [t (), ' (t)] = [n*(t),v2(t)] in Bp,oo T
L2002

Baoe " forallt € 0, 7).

The rest of this paper is organized as follows. In Section 2] we give some preliminaries about Besov spaces. Section
[lis devoted to the proof of the linear and nonlinear estimates; in particular, we prove the product and bilinear estimates
established. Finally, in Sectiond] we prove our results about existence and uniqueness of mild solutions (L.3)).

2 Preliminaries

Briefly we recall some preliminaries about Besov spaces. In what follows ¢ denotes a radially symmetric function

such that 5 g
pe o @\ o c {o: § <ol <3},

and

Y @i(6) =1, Ve € R"\ {0}, where () == ¢ (£27).

JEZL

Recall the localization operators A; and S, defined by

Ajf =i (D)f = ()" = f and Sif =D A;f.

i<k
One can check easily the identities
ANjALf=0if |j — k| >2and A (Sg—29Arf) =01if |[j — k| > 5.
Moreover, we have the Bony’s decomposition (see [21])

fg=Trg+Tyf + R(f9), 2.1



where

Trg=> SjafDjg, R(fg) = A;fA;g andAjg= > Ayg.
JEL JEL li—3"1<1
We also denote ¢; = ¢j_1 + ¢; + ¢j41 and D; = D;_y UD; U Djyq where j € Zand D; = {x; 327 < || < §27}.
Notice that ¢; = 1 on D;.

Lemma 2.1. (Bernstein inequality) [22|] Assume that 1 < q < p < oo. Then
17l gy < C2C ) 1 Fll g - 22)

forall f € L9 (R™) such that suppf C D;.

Definition 2.2. Let 1 < p,r < co and s € R. The homogeneous Besov space B;,r = B;,r (R™) is defined as

B, = {f € S'®R")/P; lIfll;, < OO}’

where 1

(Z 27 |A4jf|2p> if r < oo,
JEZL

sup 20° A fll,, ~ ifr=oe.
JEZ

Ifllg, . = 23)

Lemma 2.3. [23] Let 1 < p < 00,1 < 1,19,71 < 00 and s, 8¢, $1 € R be such that s = (1 — 0) so + 60sy with 6 € (0,1).
Then . . .
(Byos B ), = By

Lemma24. [23]Let1 <p<oo,1 <r<ooands € R. Then
o N s
(By) =By
3 Key estimates

3.1 Time decay estimates of Mittag-Leffler operators

In order to estimate the bilinear operator By (-, -) and the linear operator Ty(-) introduced in (L3) and (L.6), we need
to deal with the action of the operators E,, (—t* (—A)0/2) and Egy o (—t¢ (—A)0/2) in Besov spaces.

Lemma 3.1. [I4)] Let 0 > 0 and ¢ > 0 and consider the fractional heat operator Uy(t) defined in Fourier variables as
Ug(t)f = e’tmef. Ifs1 < 89,1 <p; <pgs<ooandl <r < oo, then the following inequality holds

s2—s1+¢_1( n

ot B il 3.1)

<
552 T r
B2, P1,

|(=2)"200(t)f]

Lemma 3.2. [I9] Let o« € (0,1) and —1 < r < 00. Then M, (t) > 0 forall t > 0 and

. _Tr+1)
/0 " M (t)dt = Far 71

Lemma 3.3. Let6 > 0and ( > 0.
Ifs1 <s3,1<p; <p2<o00,1<r<o0and %(81 —so+(+ p—"l - ;0—"2) < 1, then the following inequality holds

|-ar 2B ayy|,, < om0t GEm) g, (3.2)

p2,T




Moreover, if s1 < 52,1 < p; <py <o00,1 <r < ooand %(51 —s9+C+ ;oll — p%) < 2, then the following inequality
holds

Ct — G (s2— 51+C)—*(*— )”f”le ) (33)

P17

|2 2 Baa(—t =001,

p27

Proof. Let f € B! . From Lemma[3.2 and estimate (3.1)) in Lemma[3.1] it holds

p1,7°

H(—A)“QEa(—ta( NG f] </ MQ<T>H<—A></QUG<#°‘> dr
P27 0

N ST Tty s

<ot T 5”0“(—* | fllper >0,

P17

Wich prove (3.2). The proof of (3.3) follows analogously.

3.2 Integral Estimates

In order to estimate the integral terms in (I.3) we present a version in Besov spaces of the Yamazaki estimate obtained
in [24]] in the context of Lorentz spaces L®®. In the contex of Besov-Lorentz-Morrey spaces and working in the non
frational case, a related estimate was proved in [20]. We remark that the estimate presented here is more general and we do
not need (although it is possible) to use Lorentz spaces as base space for Besov, and therefore our way of prove is different
to that presented in [20].

Lemma34. Let1 <p<oo, (>0, a>00>C(andsy,s € R be such that —s + 0 — { = —sq. Then, there exists a
constant C > 0 such that
[l

Proof. Let f € B; ] and define the function h¢ by

o 1( A)C/QE NETEN 9/2 fH dTﬁchHB—i,

*50

forall f € B;i

hy (T)=‘

Ta—l (_A)</2Ea,a(_7'a(_A)9/2)fHB,

Thus, for —s; < —sg (i = 1,2) and using Lemma3.3] we have

hy (1) = [ M B e
—a(_g, s; (—oa) C1)
S T P
Taking, for example, —s; = —s — € and —sy = —s + ¢ for € small enough, we have that —s; < —sg, and defining

1

Zi

= 4 (=s0 + s; + () we obtain

L a(—So—f—sl—i—C—i—%ﬁ) B a(—so+s+g+g+¥9)
21 0 o 0

g(9+s+Me>=1+3a>1,
0 o

0



and

1 oa(—so—l—SQ—l—C—l—(l;—a)G) a(—so—l—s—s—l-é—l-%@)
0< —
zZ9 0 0

_g(0—5+(1_a)9>_1—g5<1.
«

0 0

Therefore 0 < z; < 1 < 23 < o0, and for ¢ = 1/2 we have 1 = Zi + % and —s = (1 — ¢)(—s1) + ¢(—s2).
Thus, for ¢ = 1,2, it follows that hy € L*>° (0, co) with the estimate |fhf|\m,m(0 o) < Cfll 5+ and we can use
: oa

interpolation in Lorentz spaces and Lemma[2.3]in order to get
1l 0oey < ClLFl s

which finishes the proof. o

Remark 3.5. Under the same conditions in Lemma we also have
oo
/]

The next lemma concerns with an estimate for the operator 3 defined by

TN () Bo o (1 (A) = )| ., dr < Clflls;

forall f € B;i

B(f):= /OOO o1y Ea)a(—To‘(—A)e/z)f(-, T)dT. (3.4)

Lemma 3.6. Letr 1 < p <oo,a>0,60>1andsp,s € R be suchthat —s + 0 — 1 = —sg. Then, there exists C > 0 such
that

IB(f)l5, _ < Csup|f(t)
P t>0

Bp%
forall f € L™ ((o, ) ;B;?OO).

Proof. Using duality and Lemma[3.4] with ¢ = 1 we have

I1B(llgs = sup  [(B(f),m)|<C sup / ‘<7-0‘_1V . Ea,a(_Ta(—A)0/2)f(T), h>‘ dr
T ke =1 Il =10

<C  sup /Ooo ’<f(7_)77_a71v . Ea’a(_ra(_A)e/z)hM dr

Hh”st =1
P/l

<c s [l

TV Bgo(—7(=A))h||  dr
|‘h||37/31:1 B, 1

7Y B (<7 (=82, dr
P/l

oo
< Csup||f(T)l g0, sup / ‘
>0 Il - =10

< Csup || f(T)l gz, sup Az
>0 ’ = i1

Al - =
Boia

B - (3.5)

< Csup | f(7)|
7>0

O

Now we consider the operator 7 defined by 7(n) := [ 89 Eq o (=5 ((—A)%/2 —4))n(s)ds. We have the follow-

0
ing lemma.



Lemma 3.7. Let 1 <p < q, a > 0and 0 > 0, then

1T 2=o-o1+2 < Csup (D) 2-20-01+2
Bg,00 t>0

poo

jManEL“(( o0); Bosll TNt )

Proof. Using duality and Lemma[3.4] with ¢ = 0 we have

1T (| . 2-0-0,42 = sup (T (), h)]
B0 il —(2—0-0y+2)=1
a1
o0
= s B ) () ) dr
IRl —(2—6—6,+2)=1/0
Bq/’1 q
o0
= sup / ‘<n(T),To‘_lE%a(—Ta(—A)e/z)hM dr
IRl —2-0-6,+2)=1J0
B / 1
[o ]
<c s O ey [ Baa < Ay b
IRl —(2—6—6,+2)=10 Byp,o0 / '\
a1 !
o0
<Cswlnlpsooy  sw [T E N A ] (o) i
>0 Bp,oo P Il _,(2,9,91+%):l 0 , 1
q' 1
< Csup||n(7)]] .2—20-0,4 2 sup |l —2—0—0y42)
70 I T P e
By a
< Cswp @l ooy s Bl e
>0 Booo PRI _oo-gsmy=1 Bgn o
q' 1 !
< Csup||n(7)|| .2-20-0,47 . (3.6)
7>0 By, P

O

0—6 S —(2—0—6,+2
Remark 3.8. In the previous proof we have used that B ,(f ) — Bp,f )

of Lemmal[2.1]

which is a direct consequence

3.3 Product Estimate. Proof of Theorem 1.1l

Proof. For this proof denote s1 = 2 — 20 — 6 + 2oso=3—30—06; + Zandsy, =2—60— 06, + 3 z.
From the decomposition (2.1)), we obtain

A (FG@) = 3 A (SkafMGo)+ Y A (SiaG@)AS) + 3 A (MfAGle))
[k—j| <4 [k—j|<4 k>j—2
=0+ 0+ (3.7

In order to estimate I7, let p* such that % = 1% + %, then



A

, <C Z [Sk—2fll o [AkG(9)ll e < C Z Z [Amfllze | 1G(AkG)| Lo

L
[k—j|<4 |k—j|<4 \m<k—2

<o Y | X 2" ansl | 2507 Akl

lk—jl<4 \m<k—2

S P =D DE D DI e E
e T kS < \m<ke2

<CNfllgoren gl geae S | 30 2m2eort—gp | gh(-140-502),
|k—jl<4 \m<k—2
Note that —2 + 26 + 01 + % — % — p1 > 0 for some p; small enough, in fact, since % > 1% we only need to verify that
—24+20+60;1 + ﬁ - % > 0, which reduces to the condition § > 1 — § — %1 + %. Therefore,

H]{'HLP < C||f|\3;};m Hg”B;?;"? Z 2k(—2+29+01+§—%—p1)2k(—1+9—§—p2)
[k—j|<4
< CIflgorer 9] gonsen 9F (— 220401+ % 2% —p1—1+0—2—p3)
p,00 q,o0

j(—34+30+601—2—p1—
satee 2J( +30+01— - —p1 pz)7
q,00

<C|lfl

gy llo]

In order to estimate Ig , we proceed similarly to obtain

and thus,
I

SO lgguzen Nl ggapen 20 00), (3.8)

|2], <c 3 18e2G@)l 180 flL, < © > 1AnG@)ll | 1Akl

|k—j|<4 [k—j|<4 \m<k—2

<o S X 2D )anG©)L. | 1Akl

|k—jl<4 \m<k—2

<o S [ 2mGH0) ALl | AR L,

|k—jl<4 \m<k—2

SCHQHB;g;w Z Z om (5 +1-01—24+0+01— 2 —p2) 1AF

k—jl<4 \m<k—2

— — — _n
foaten Z Z om(—14+6—p2) 2k( 242046, —2)
q,00
lk—jl<4 \m<k—2

<C ||f||le+P1 ||g||382+/32 z : 2k(—1+0—/72)2k(—2+20+91—%)
p,o0 q,00
|k—j|<4

(—3+39+91—%—P1 —pz).

<Clfl

gy Il

<C ||f||B;};P1 ||9||BZ?;P2 27

Here we use that § > 1 which implies that —1 + 6 > 0 and so —1 + 6 — ps > 0 for p» small enough. The previous
inequality reduces to

B

SO lgguzo Nl gasen 2300 00) (3.9)
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Now we turn to Ig. Note that in the given conditions we have —3+360+6;—n < 0 and so —3+30+601—n—p;—ps < 0;
then we have the estimate

|8],.<c X |avdco)| <o 3 1ai A,
k>j—2 k>j—2
<C HfHB;l;pl Z Qk(—2+20+01—2 —p1) ‘AkG(Q)’ iy
T k>j—2
T I S R T
T kS Le
< C [ fllgersen Z 2k(*2+29+01*%*p1)2k(1—01)2k(%—ﬁ) HAkQ‘
R S La
<C HfHBZl;pl HgHBZ%:gp2 Z 9k(=3+30+01—n—p1—p2)
’ k-2
<C HfHB;};pl HgHB’Z?;”? 93(=3+30+01-n—p1—p2)
So
|5 <c2t-9 |y
Lr Lt
< 02i(n=%) £l gerson [1g]] grason 29(-3F30+0=n=p1=p2)
p,o0 q,0
< Clfllpgisen gl goagen 277 C0FP1H02), (3.10)
Computing the norm ||-||;, in (3.7) and considering the estimates (3.8)), (3:9) and (3.10), we get the result. O

Remark 3.9. In the proof of Lemma[LLT1], the condition 6n/(61 4+ 5n) < p is not directly used. This condition is imposed
in order to guarantee that the interval (1 -5 ‘%1 + %, 1+ "‘T‘gl) for 6 is nonempty. Also, the condition 6; € [0,n)

guarantees that the interval (1, 1+ "_Tel) for 0 is nonempty.

3.4 Bilinear estimate. Proof of Theorem

Proof. Let0 < T < ooandt € (0,T). The bilinear term By (), v) can be written as

By(n, v)(t) = —/O (t =7)*'V - Ega(=(t = 1)*(=2)"?)(nG(v))dr = B(f2),
where f;(x, 7) is defined by

fi( 1) = (MG (v)) (-t —7), aeT€(0,1),
fe(,7) =0, ae.T € (t,00).

From Lemma[3.6] (with s = 2 — 20 — 6; + % and s = 3 — 30 — 01 + %) we get

||B(ft)|\32j;9791+% = Ci‘i%||ft(7)||33739791+% :

p,00

Using Lemmal[l .1l with p; = po = 0, we can estimate
sup || fe(7)l s-s0-0,42 = sup [[(nG(v)) (-t = 7). 5-30-0,+2
0<r<T Bp,oo 0<T<t<T Bp,eo

<O sup |n(ot =7l oavoneg ot =) ooy

<C sup |[n(,t=7)| . 220-0,42 sup [o(t—T)| 200,42
0<T<t<T Bp,os P o<s<t<T B, ?

< COEEET Hn(.,T)HBi:e,M% Jsup lo (o)l 2001 -

q,00
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Thus, we can conclude that

sup [|Bo(n, 0) (Ol 2-20-0rsn < K sup g (DIl aso-vren sup [0 ()] omo-orsn -
o<t<T Bp,co o<t<T B 0<t<T B

P, q,00

o
Lemma 3.10. Let 1 < p < q, a > 0and 0 > 0. Then, there exists a constant K > 0 (independent of T') such that
T oo 12N < Cn(t _26_p;4m
7o (n)HLw ((07T);B§,oz e1+q> < Cn( )HLDO ((O,T);Bi,:,g e1+p> )
forallny € L™ ((o, T); B;Z,oo)-
Proof. Let0 < T < ooandt € (0,T). Note that the operator T'(n) can be written as
t
To() = [ (¢ = 1) Baia(—(t = 17 (=8)"72 = )n(r)dr = ~T(fo)
0
where f;(x, 7) is defined by
fit,)=n(,t—7), ae.7€(0,t),
fi(,7) =0, ae.T € (t,00).
From Lemma[3.7] we obtain
IIT(ft)IIB;—Oz—eﬁ% < Cii%”‘ft(ﬂ”sﬁf*g”% :
moreover
sup |[|fe(T)I .2-20-0,+2 = sup [|n(t = 7)|| .2-20-0, 42
0<7<T Bp,e0 0<T<t<T Bp,e0
< sup |77l e
0<r<T Bp,oo
Thus, we arrive at
sup [Tyl 2-0-042 <K sup [[n(-,7)] 2200042 -
0<t<T B, 0<7<T Bp,oo
o

4 Existence and uniqueness of global solutions

The aim of this section is to prove the existence and uniqueness of global mild solution of system (1.2), which will be
carried out through an iterative approach.

4.1 Proof of Theorem

To simplify the notation, we denote
X =12 ((0,7) Bpo ™77 ) andy = L= ((0,7): Byog "TT).
In order to prove Theorem[I.3] we consider the following iterative system:
N i= Ba(—t7(=8)" 2, o' = Ba(—t7((=A)"72 = ),
and forn > 1

7"t =t 4 Bo(n",v"),
o= ol + Tp(n ).

12



From Lemma[3.3] it follows that
7'l x = [1Ba(—t*(=2)")nollx < Cillmollx,

and
[0M |y = [|Ba(=t*((=2)"2 = 3))volly < Callvolly-
Additionally, using Lemmas[T.2] and B.10] we have
" lx = [In* + Bo (™, ™) x < In*llx + [|1Bo(n™,v"™) || x
< Cillmollx + Kln™ [ x[lv™ [y,

o™y = [l + To(™ Dy < ot lly + 1 To (™ Dy
< Colfwolly + Clln" "l x-

Let 0 < & < 5% and 10,0 such that C1 [|no]| x < &5 < 55 and Cajvo|ly < § < ¢, then
9 € € 5 € €
<—+K—e<—+-— ===,
Ilx <36 856 <ic tic " a0
€

2c

€
02 |ly < 3 +C
Proceeding inductively, we prove that

™l < and  [l" Ty <e.

€
2C
Now we prove that the sequences (") and (v™) are Cauchy in the respective spaces. In fact, we have that
7"t =" = Be(n",v") = Bo(n" ", 0" )
_ Be(nn _ nnil,’l}n) 4 BG(T]nila’Un _ ,Unfl)7
and so
" = n"lx < K (In" = 0" Hix ™y + [l Hixllo™ = 0" Hly)

_ € \n e
<K (eln” =0l + 55 10" ="y ). 4.

On the other hand, since

’U"+1 — " = Té(nn+1 _ 77”1)7

we have
[o" = ly < O™t —n"||x. 4.2)

Now, using .2) in (1) we arrive at

_ € _
It = lx < K (0" = 0" lixe + 5= Cllr —n"ix)

3Ke _ n e
< TH??" - Mx <CE)n" —n"lx. 4.3)

Under an additional condition on ¢ (if required) we ensure that C(¢) < 1, and follows from (£3) that (n™) is Cauchy.
Finally, from (@2) we also have that (v™) is Cauchy. Let 7 and v be such that " — 1 and v — v. We have that

0 < lln = Ba(=t2(=8)"2)n0 — B, 0)llx = lIn = Ea(=t2(=A)"/2)n0 = B(n,v) — " + 7" | x
<l =n"llx + | = Ea(=t*(=2)"*)10 = B(n,v) + 1" || x
< lln=n"llx +1 = Blr,v) + B~ 0" Y x
<l =n"llx + B0 =n,0"" ") + B(n, 0"t —v)| x
<l =n"llx + K ("= = nllxe + 5=llo" ™ = vlly)
— 0, “4.4)
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and

0 < [lv— Ea(—t*((=2)"2 = y))vo = T)lly = [[v = Ba(—t*((—A)*"% = 9))vg — T(n) — o™ + 0"y
<o =v"[ly + || = Ba(—=t*((=A)% = 3))vo — T(n) + "Iy
<o ="y +IT(n" = n)lly
<o ="y +Cln" = nllx
— 0. 4.5)

The estimates (£.4) and @3) prove that [n,v] is a mild solution of (I2). Finally, to prove the uniqueness suppose that

[n,v] and [7, 0] are two solutions in the same conditions of Theorem [[3] with the same initial data, then, following the
same ideas of the proof of (4.3)) we have

In —llx < Ce)lln—1lx,

with 0 < C(e) < 1, which implies that  — 77 = 0, this is 77 = 7. From this is obvious that v = .

4.2 Proof of Corollary 1.4,

First, note that

F(Us(rt*)no(0-))(€) = e ™16 F(ipp(0)) = o "e ™16 F (o) (¢ /o)

Thus, N
Up(7t%)no(0+) = (UG (T (U‘e"t) )770) (),
and
Ea(=* (80" = [~ Mao(rtmadr = [ Ma(nWalrt* nands
= g20+0-2 /000 Mo (7)Ug(rt*)no(o+)dr
= g20+0=2 /OOO M, (7) (U9 (7’ (Jgt)a) 770) (o+)dr,
this is,

n(x,t) = o2t 2p (o, U%t).

Using induction, is direct to verify that the members of the sequences (™) and (v™) are invariant by the scaling (L8],
this is . .
N (x,t) = g2t yn (ax, aat) and " (x,t) = o T2y (0:17, O'at) .

Finally, since the solution [, v] is the limit in X x Y of the sequence [™,v™] and the spaces X, Y are invariant for the
scaling, we can conclude that

n(x,t) = o 20+01-2,) (ax, agt) and v(x,t) = 0012, (Ux’ Ugt) 7

this is, [, v] is a self-similar solution.
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4.3 Uniqueness. Proof of Theorem

With the bilinear estimate (I.12) in hands and the correct use of the product estimate (I.T1), the uniqueness follows by
adapting an argument due to Meyer [23]]. For this proof denote s; = 2 — 260 — 67 + %, so=3—30—01+ % and sy =

2—60—6,+ 7, andlet [n',v'] and [1?, v*] be two mild solutions in C ([O, T); B;}OO) x C ([0, T); BZ?OO) with the same

initial data [no, vo] in B!, x B:2. First we prove that there exists 0 < Ty < T such that [n*(t), v (£)] = [1%(t), v?(t)]
in BZ}OO x Bffoo forall ¢ € [0,71). Denoting

N = n' =, V=20 =0%
N1 = Eo(—t*((=A)"))no — 7",
Ny = Eo(—t*((=A)"))no — 7,
Vi = Eo(—t*((=A)"2 = ))vo — v,
Vo = Ea(—t“((=A)"% —7))(t)vo — v?,
we have that
V = Ty(N). (4.6)
Then,
sup ||V||BZQOO <K sup ”N”Bi,loo . 4.7
o<t<T ’ 0<t<T) ’
Moreover,
n'G') —*G(v*) = NG(v") + n*G(V)
= NG (Ba(=t2((=2)""2 = )vg = Vi) + (Ba(=t7(=2)"/))n0 — N2) G(V)
= NG (Ba(=t2((=2)""2 = )0 + (Ba(~t2((=2)"2)0 ) G(V) = NG() = NaG(V).
Thus,

[Nl g, = 1B, v") = B(n*v*)ll gz
P, P,

/0 (t =)V Eaa(—(t—1)*((=A)"2) (' G(")) — (1*G(v?))) (1)dr

Byl
< | [ =0 B (= 1 (- 8)72) (NG(1) + NaG(V)) ()|
0 Bpleo
+ \ / (t=7)°7V - Baa(—~(t = 1) (—A)")(NG (Ba(=7((=2)"2 = 7))o )

+ (Bal=r((=8)""2)m ) GOV .,
= Ji(t) + Jo(t).

For J; (t) we have

J1<t>sz<( sup [Nl sup [Villgee, + sup [Nallgs sup ||V||Bszm).
P 0<t<Ty @ 0<t<T) P 0<t<Ty @

0<t<Ty

Using (7)) we arrive at

Ji(t) < C sup HNHB;IOO ( sup ||V1|BZ2oo + sup |N2|leoo). 4.8)
’ 0<t<Ty ’ 0<t<Ty '

0<t<Ty
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On the other hand, for Jx(¢) it follows that

50) = | [ (6= 1V Bl = (A NG (Ealor(-8)%7 = 7))
+ (Ba(=7(=8)")m0) G(V)) dr] Bl
< [ U= Bt = 1 (-072) (NG (Ealor (-2 = )

(Ea<—7a< 2)"72)m0) G(V)) |l g7

. O/Ot(t )l (f = ) o) HNG (Ea(—T“((—A)G/Q — ”y))vo)

+ (Ea(—ra(—A)f’/?)no) W) 7
<c / ) D |ING (Bal—r(~8)2 7)o ) + (Eal =7 (~2)2)0) G(V)| o &7
<c/( )" ”ef’HNG( (- Ta((—A)e/Q—”y))vo)+(Ea(—T°‘(—A)9/2)770) GV, 07
<c/ IR T T P (TePHE a((—A)W—y))UOHBZ?;p) dr

+C / e L P N CN L
S T X N EEEE T IR ] N E N

<C sup [Nl (49)

0<t<

where we have used Lemma [[.T] adequately, the relation (d.7)), and the fact that for p > 0 small enough the following
integral holds

Thus, from the estimates (£.8) and @.9) we get

sup [|N|gs < CZ(Th) sup [[N]gs_, (4.10)
0<t<Th ’ 0<t<Th ’

with

Z(Ty) = sup [[Villp
o<t<Ty

2+ sup | Nal| o1
o<t<Ty

+ sup te”HE (=t (- Ae/z)no‘
o<t<Ty

+ ( sup tor HEQ(—tQ((—A)G/2 — 7))1}0‘
o<t<Ty

51+p> :

From hypotheses, it holds E, (—t*((—A)%/2))no,n",n? — no and Eq (—t*((—=A)%/2 — 3))vg, v!,v? — vg ast — 0F,
which implies that

5850+p
Byleo

t]il(r)lJr ||N2 Bl T tlir(IJIJr ||‘/1 B2 = 0. (411)

Now we prove that

lim sup ¢ HEQ(—tO‘((—A)e/Q))nO’ = 0. 4.12)

t—0+

sl+p
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In fact, let nox, = En(— (%)a (=A)?/?)n, for all k € N. It follows from Lemma 3.1l that 7, € B;};p, moreover, from
the hypothesis on 79, we have that 79, — 19 in B;foo as k — oo. Then,

limsupto” HEQ(—tO‘(—A)Q/Q)nO‘

t—0t+ B;};p
< limsupts” HEQ(_ta(_A)e/z) (no —77016)’ s + limsupts” HE“(_ta(_A)G/Q)%k’ .
t—0+ prlocp t—0+ Bp,loop

< Clno — WOkHBﬁm + C ||nok || ge1+e limsupte”
" Pee g0+
< Cllno — nokll gz, — 0, ask — oo.

A similar argument is used to show that

lim sup 7 || B (£ ((=2)"/? = 7))vo|
t—0t+
Now, using estimates (11]), (£12)) and (£13]), we can choose T3 > 0 such that CZ(T7) < 1 and then N(¢) = 0 for

all ¢ € [0,T1). From (6] we also have that V' (¢t) = 0 for all ¢ € [0,7%). In order to finish the proof, we will show that
T, € (0,T] can be arbitrary. For that, define

(4.13)

Ss9+p -
Byleo

T, = sup {T 0< T <T,n't) = n’(t) in BY forall t € [O,T)} .

If T. = T we finish. If not, we have that n'(¢) = n?(t) for t € [0, T.) which implies that n*(T%) = n*(T\) because of
time continuity of ', 2. In this case we also have that v (t) = v?(¢) for t € [0, T%) which implies that v!(T}) = v?(T})
because of time continuity of v!, v2. It follows from the first part of the proof, starting at T’,, that there exists ¢ > 0 small
enough such that n'(t) = 7*(t) for t € [T\, T + o), therefore n'(t) = n*(t) for t € [0, T} + o), which contradicts the
definition of 7.
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