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Abstract

In this paper, we utilize the De Giorgi iteration to quantitatively analyze the upper bound

of solutions for Keller-Segel type systems. The refined upper bound estimate presented here

has broad applications in determining large time behaviours of weak solutions and improving

the regularity for models involving the p-Laplace operator. To demonstrate the applicability of

our findings, we investigate the asymptotic stability of a chemotaxis model with nonlinear signal

production and a chemotaxis-Navier-Stokes model with a logistic source. Additionally, within

the context of p-Laplacian diffusion, we establish Hölder continuity for a chemotaxis-haptotaxis

model and a chemotaxis-Stokes model.
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1 Introduction

Chemotaxis is the phenomenon in which cells, organisms, or entities move in response to chemical

stimulus. Specially, the movements of single-cell or multicellular organisms are directed by the concen-

tration gradient of certain chemicals in their environment. The pioneering modeling works, describing

this biochemotactic phenomenon, are introduced by Keller-Segel [23] and [24]. Afterwards, given the

crucial role of chemotaxis in the fields of medicine and biology, an abundance of mathematical research

on classical Keller-Segel systems and plenty of related variants have been carried out extensively, see

[2, 14, 29] for review literature.

In this work, we consider the following chemotaxis system of a general form:



























nt + τu · ∇n = ∇ ·
(

a(∇n, n, x, t)∇n− b(n, x, t)∇c
)

+ f(n, x, t), x ∈ Ω, t > 0,

ct + τu · ∇c = ∆c− c+ g(n, x, t), x ∈ Ω, t > 0,

a(∇n, n, x, t)∂n
∂ν

=
∂c

∂ν
= 0, x ∈ ∂Ω, t > 0,

(n, c)|t=0 = (n0, c0), x ∈ Ω,

(1.1)

∗Supported by the National Natural Science Foundation of China (Nos. 12071098 and 12301245), Postdoctoral

Science Foundation of Heilongjiang Province (No. LBH-Z22177) and the Young talents sponsorship program of Hei-

longjiang Province (No. 2023QNTJ004)
†Corresponding author. E-Mail: mengyaod@126.com (M. Ding), 18b912036@hit.edu.cn (Y. Fang), czhang-

math@hit.edu.cn (C. Zhang)

1

http://arxiv.org/abs/2406.07982v1


where τ ∈ {0, 1}, Ω ⊆ R
N (N ≥ 2) is a bounded domain with smooth boundary and ∂/∂ν denotes the

derivative with respect to the outer normal of ∂Ω. The density of organisms such as cells and bacteria

is represented by n; the concentration of chemical signal is represented by c. In the present work,

we also consider scenarios where the environmental fluid, denoted by u, needs to be included in the

model. The component u with the property ∇ · u = 0 in the distributional sense, satisfies (Navier-)

Stokes equations involving an external gravitational forces generated by the aggregation of organisms.

Here, we suppose that u is a given vector function admitting a certain regularity property. The terms

∇ · (a(∇n, n, x, t)∇n) and ∇ · (b(n, x, t)∇c) exhibit the (nonlinear) self-diffusion and chemotactic

cross-diffusion mechanisms, respectively. The cells-kinetics mechanism is characterized by the logistic

function f(n, x, t). The production or consumption mechanism of n with respect to c is exhibited by

the function g(n, x, t).

Since there are various biological mechanisms in experimental environments or real-world im-

plementations, the nonlinear terms included in the modeled chemotaxis systems will be presented in

diverse forms. We first introduce the possible choices of a and b. The approach in [16] captures one

prominent situation that finite volumes of individuals cannot be neglected. In a particular framework

developed in [16], the nonlinear terms a and b are connected through the relationship

a(ξ, s, x, t) = Q(s)− sQ′(s) and b(s, x, t) = sQ(s), ξ ∈ R
N , s ≥ 0, x ∈ Ω, t > 0, (1.2)

where Q(s) with s = n(x, t) represents the density-dependent probability for a cell to find space

somewhere in its current neighborhood. The above expressions also imply that a and b can be widely

selected through kinds of ways and a very prototypical choice is determined as follows,

a(ξ, s, x, t) = (s+ 1)α and b(s, x, t) = s(s+ 1)β−1, ξ ∈ R
N , s ≥ 0, x ∈ Ω, t > 0. (1.3)

The solvability results concerning the chemotaxis model with nonlinear terms like (1.3) can be found

in [26, 33, 28]. Apart from the above volume filling effects, the p-Laplacian as a regularity operator

originating from non-Newtonian mechanics [6], nonlinear flow laws [9] and other physical phenomena,

also plays an important role in system modeling. When it comes to the p-Laplacian, the nonlinear

diffusion function a reads as

a(ξ, s, x, t) = |ξ|p−2, ξ ∈ R
N , s ≥ 0, x ∈ Ω, t > 0,

and under this setting, the existence of weak solutions to systems has been discussed in [25].

Finally, let us turn to review some typical choices of f and g. Taking into account disciplines

like population dynamics, it is necessary to incorporate a proper logistic function into the chemotaxis

model to characterize the proliferation and death of organisms. The specific form of f depends

on practical factors such as environmental capacity and growth rate. The logistic damping effects

generated by f under the most prototypical choice f(s) = rs − µs2 (r ∈ R and µ > 0) have been

investigated by [35, 32]. For the findings concerned with source functions of generalized types, we

refer the readers to e.g., [41, 40].

When the chemical signal is produced by cells, the most common selection of the function g is

given by

g(s, x, t) = s, s ≥ 0, x ∈ Ω, t > 0,

which indicates that the rate of production of the signal is directly proportional to the quantity

of substance. Accounting for saturation effects at large densities, the process of signal production

through cells no longer needs to depend on the population density in a linear manner, and then the

prototype in this case is determined by the choice

g(s, x, t) = sσ, s ≥ 0, x ∈ Ω, t > 0.
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An another important selection of g was originally exhibited in [24], where the chemotaxis model was

built on the phenomenon that the chemical signal is a kind of nutrient consumed by the organisms.

Under this mechanism, a typical choice of g takes the form that

g(s, x, t) = −sσc(x, t) + c(x, t), s ≥ 0, x ∈ Ω, t > 0,

where σ measures the consumption rate between the signal and cells. In the field of PDE research,

the vast majority of studies on the chemotaxis model of type (1.1) focus on addressing solvability or

demonstrating the existence of blow-up phenomena. The solvability results, along with the regularity

inferred from the space related to solution concepts, are achieved by investigating the energy devel-

opment of local solutions in the most existing literature, see more details in e.g. [2, 14].

Motivation and ideas of the present work. Different from the approach taken in manuscripts

addressing solvability, here we mainly adopt the De Giorgi-Nash theory instead of energy methods to

analyze the properties of solutions. In other words, our emphasis is on estimating the size of the

level set rather than studying the development of
∫

Ω
nq(·, t) dx. An advantage of employing the De

Giorgi iteration is its ability to intuitively exhibit a delicate quantitative estimate on the upper bound

of solutions.

As demonstrated above, the diverse mechanisms in the real world lead to varied choices of nonlin-

ear terms in the model. To encompass a wider range of scenarios, we only impose the mild assumptions

(1.4)–(1.7) on each nonlinear term appearing in (1.1). Therefore, our boundedness results, as shown

in Theorems 1&2, can provide quantitative analysis on upper bounds for global solutions obtained

in many existing literature. This idea also can be found in [37, 38], where the authors captured

the properties for parabolic equations of a general form and further utilized them to investigate the

chemotaxis models.

Hypotheses. In this study, we investigate the properties of solutions defined on Ω × [0, T ), where

T ∈ (0,∞) or T = ∞. We suppose that

a(ξ, s, x, t) ≥ a0(s+ 1)α|ξ|p−2, ξ ∈ R
N , s ≥ 0, x ∈ Ω, t > 0 (1.4)

and

b(s, x, t) ≤ b0(s+ 1)β as well as b(0, x, t) = 0, ξ ∈ R
N , s ≥ 0, x ∈ Ω, t > 0 (1.5)

with a0 > 0, b0 ≥ 0, α, β ∈ R and p > 1. For any fixed (x, t) ∈ Ω × (0, T ), one-variable functions

f(·, x, t) and g(·, x, t) belong to C1([0,∞)). Moreover, f also satisfies that

f(0, x, t) ≥ 0 for all (x, t) ∈ Ω× (0, T ) (1.6)

and

f(s, x, t) → −∞ as s→ ∞ (1.7)

uniformly in Ω× (0, T ). The condition (1.7) guarantees the existence of Kf > 1 such that

f(s, x, t) ≤ 0 for any (x, t) ∈ Ω× (0, T ), (1.8)

as long as s ≥ Kf . The velocity u is assumed to satisfy that

u ∈ L∞
loc(Ω× [0, T )) for τ = 1. (1.9)
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Notations. To simplify presentations, we need to keep the coming notations in mind. For any α ∈ R,

the symbols α− and α+ denote

α− := max{−α , 0}, α+ := max{α , 0}.

As usual, we employ the domain notation QT := Ω × (0, T ). In the following, the symbol 1
α+

will

appear several times, which means

1

α+
:=

{

+∞ if α ≤ 0,
1
α if α > 0.

(1.10)

For any k ∈ R and τ ∈ (0, T ), we define the level set

A+(k, τ) :=
{

x ∈ Ω
∣

∣n(x, τ) > k
}

. (1.11)

For h ∈ L1(V ), the mean average of h is given by

(h)V := −
∫

V

h(x) dx =
1

|V |

∫

V

h(x) dx.

The presence of the fluid term u necessitates the introduction of the solenoidal subspace of L2(Ω;R2)

as follows,

L2
σ(Ω) :=

{

v ∈ L2(Ω;R2) | ∇ · v = 0 in the distributional sense
}

.

Throughout this paper, we adopt the shorthand notation

data := (p, α, β, a0, b0, N,Ω).

Hereafter, C ≡ C(data) represents a pure constant depending only on a subset of {p, α, β, a0, b0, N,Ω},
unless otherwise specified.

Before stating our main contributions, we introduce the concept of solutions in this paper.

Definition 1.1. Let T ∈ (0,∞] and Ω ⊆ R
N (N ≥ 2) be a bounded domain with smooth boundary.

Assume a, b, f, g satisfy (1.4)–(1.7) and u belongs to L∞
loc(Ω× [0, T )) with the property that ∇ · u = 0

in the distributional sense. We call a pair (n, c) with n ≥ 0 in QT a global weak solution of (1.1) if
{

n ∈ Lp
loc

(

(0, T );W 1,p(Ω)
)

∩ C0
(

(0, T );L2+α−(Ω)
)

,

c ∈ L2
loc

(

(0, T );W 1,2(Ω)
) (1.12)

such that

a
(

∇n(x, t), n(x, t), x, t
)(

1 + n(x, t)
)α− |∇n(x, t)| ∈ L

p
p−1

loc

(

Ω× (0, T )
)

, (1.13)

b
(

n(x, t), x, t
)(

1 + n(x, t)
)α− |∇c(x, t)| ∈ L

p
p−1

loc

(

Ω× (0, T )
)

(1.14)

as well as

g(n(x, t), x, t) ∈ L1
loc

(

Ω× (0, T )
)

, f(n(x, t), x, t)
(

1 + n(x, t)
)1−α− ∈ L1

loc

(

Ω× (0, T )
)

, (1.15)

and that

−
∫ ∞

0

∫

Ω

nϕt dxdt =

∫ ∞

0

∫

Ω

nu · ∇ϕdxdt −
∫ ∞

0

∫

Ω

a(∇n, n, x, t)∇n · ∇ϕdxdt

+

∫ ∞

0

∫

Ω

b(n, x, t)∇c · ∇ϕdxdt+
∫ ∞

0

∫

Ω

f(n, x, t)ϕdxdt

(1.16)
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and

−
∫ ∞

0

∫

Ω

cψt dxdt = −
∫ ∞

0

∫

Ω

∇c·∇ψ−
∫ ∞

0

∫

Ω

cψ dxdt+

∫ ∞

0

∫

Ω

cu·∇ψ dxdt+
∫ ∞

0

∫

Ω

g(n, x, t)ψ dxdt

(1.17)

hold for any ϕ ∈ C∞
0

(

Ω× (0, T )
)

and ψ ∈ C∞
0

(

Ω× (0, T )
)

.

As stated in [5, page 76], when considering a regularity operator of the type

a(n,∇n) ≃ nα|∇n|p−2,

it is crucial to emphasize the solution n admits a property like (1.13) so that the integral term involving

a in (1.16) makes sense, and subsequent choices of testing functions are feasible. Similarly, necessities

of the requiring (1.14) and (1.15) arise from the same reason. The concept of weak solutions of this

kind is very common in chemotaxis models, see e.g., [36, 25, 30].

Now we are in a position to state our main results.

Theorem 1 (Boundedness result). Let T ∈ (0,∞] and Ω ⊆ R
N (N ≥ 2) be a bounded domain with

smooth boundary. Let a pair of functions (n, c) with n ≥ 0 in QT be a weak solution to (1.1) in the

sense of Definition 1.1, where (1.4)–(1.7) are in force with

max

{

p(β + α−)

p− 1
, 2 + α−

}

<
p(N + 2 + α−)

N
. (1.18)

Then for all t0 ∈ (0, T ) and any t̂ ∈ (0, t0), if there holds that

b := max
{

‖∇c‖L∞(Ω×(t0−t̂,t0))
, 1
}

<∞, (1.19)

we find that n is bounded in Ω× (t0 − t̂/2, t0). Furthermore, the upper bound of n is given as

ess sup
Ω×(t0−t̂/2,t0)

n ≤ Cbκ
(

t̂+
1

t̂
N
p

)κ̂(

−
∫ t0

t0−t̂

∫

Ω

n
p(N+2+α

−
)

N dxdτ

)κ̂

+Kf , (1.20)

where Kf is determined in (1.8), the positive pure constants κ, κ̂, and C depend only on data.

Remark 1. In the context of equation (1.1)1, the upper bound of the solution n should depend on the

norm of ∇c in a certain Lebesgue space, as well as on the logistic function and parameters present

in the equation. The display (1.20) illustrates how these factors affect the sup-estimate of solutions

in a detailed manner. By controlling these factors, we can achieve a desired L∞-bound of n, which

can then be utilized to further explore other properties of solutions. This is one of our intentions in

providing a delicate estimate of the upper bound.

Remark 2. Since the specific forms of κ and κ̂ are not closely relevant to our subsequent contents,

for simplicity, we merely provide a brief explanation of the dependency of κ and κ̂ in the statement of

Theorem 1. We remark that κ and κ̂ are precisely defined by

1

κ
:=

p− 1

p

(

p(N + 2 + α−)

N
−max

{

p(β + α−)N

p− 1
, 2 + α− , p

})

and
1

κ̂
:=

p+N

p

(

p(N + 2 + α−)

N
−max

{

p(β + α−)N

p− 1
, 2 + α− , p

})

.

5



Unlike the scenario where p(N+2+α−)
N > max

{

p(β+α−)
p−1 , 2 + α−

}

, when p locates in the other

range, the local boundedness is not implicit into the notion of weak solution and must be obtained by

imposing other information.

Theorem 2 (Boundedness result). Let T ∈ (0,∞] and Ω ⊆ R
N (N ≥ 2) be a bounded domain with

smooth boundary. Let a pair of functions (n, c) with n ≥ 0 in QT be a weak solution to (1.1) in the

sense of Definition 1.1, where (1.4)–(1.7) are in force with

max

{

p(β + α−)

p− 1
, 2 + α−

}

≥ p(N + 2 + α−)

N
. (1.21)

Then for all t0 ∈ (0, T ) and any t̂ ∈ (0, t0), if there holds that n is bounded in Ω× (t0 − t̂, t0) and

b := max
{

‖∇c‖L∞(Ω×(t0−t̂,t0))
, 1
}

<∞, (1.22)

then we have the following upper bound of n:

ess sup
Ω×(t0−t̂/2,t0)

n ≤ Cbκ
(

t̂+
1

t̂
N
p

)κ̂(

−
∫ t0

t0−t̂

∫

Ω

nrdxdt

)κ̂

+Kf , (1.23)

where

r > max

{

p(β + α−)

p− 1
, 2 + α− ,

N(2 + α−)

p
−N ,

(p+N)(β + α−)

p(p− 1)
−N − 2− α−

}

,

and Kf is given in (1.8), the positive constants κ, κ̂ and C depend on data.

Remark 3. One may say the Lipschitz continuity assumption on c required in (1.19) and (1.22) is

strong. Actually, the regularity of c, as an interconnected component to n within a system, can be

obtained through utilizing the semigroup estimates and Sobolev estimates for parabolic equation (1.1)2.

Here, we give a sufficient condition ensuring (1.19) without proof: assume that

g(x, t) = g(n(x, t), x, t) ∈ Lq(QT )

with some q > N + 2, then for any t0 ∈ (0, T ) we have ‖∇c‖L∞(Ω×(t0,T )) <∞.

When considering the Hölder-continuity of solutions, it becomes necessary to additionally impose

the following conditions on a and b:

a(ξ, s, x, t) = ā(s, x, t)|ξ|p−2, ξ ∈ R
N , s ≥ 0, x ∈ Ω, t > 0, (1.24)

where ā as well as b satisfies that for any (s, x, t) ∈ R
+ × Ω× R

+ and (s1, x1, t1) ∈ R
+ × Ω× R

+,

|ā(s, x, t)− ā(s1, x1, t1)| ≤ CH

(

|s− s1|+ |x− x1|+ |t− t1|
)ωa

(1.25)

and

|b(s, x, t)− b(s1, x1, t1)| ≤ ĈH

(

|s− s1|+ |x− x1|+ |t− t1|
)ωb (1.26)

with some CH , ĈH > 0 and ωa, ωb ∈ (0, 1).
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Theorem 3 (Hölder continuity). Assume that T ∈ (0,∞] and Ω ⊆ R
N (N ≥ 2) is a bounded domain

with smooth boundary. Let a pair of functions (n, c) with n ≥ 0 in QT be a weak solution to (1.1) in

the sense of Definition 1.1, where (1.4)–(1.7), (1.9) and (1.24)–(1.26) are in force. For any t0 ∈ (0, T )

and every T̂ ∈ (t0, T ), if n is bounded in Ω× [t0, T̂ ], then there holds that n ∈ Cγ, γ
p

(

Ω × [t0 + ε, T̂ ]
)

with each ε ∈ (0, T̂ − t0) and some γ ∈ (0, 1). Furthermore, we also have the Hölder continuity of

gradient as follows:

(i) If p > 2, then we can find ω ∈ (0, 1) and C > 1 depending upon ε, p, α, β, a0, b0, CH , ĈH , ωa, ωb, N,Ω,

‖n‖L∞(Ω×(t0,T̂ )), ‖n‖W 1,p(Ω×(t0,T̂ )) and ‖u‖L∞(Ω×(t0,T̂ )) such that for any V ⊂⊂ Ω,

|∇n(x, t)−∇n(x̂, t̂)| ≤ C





|x− x̂|+
√

|t− t̂|
dist(V ; ∂Ω)





ω

, ∀ (x, t), (x̂, t̂) ∈ V × [t0 + ε, T̂ ].

(ii) Suppose p = 2. Then there exist ω ∈ (0, 1) and C > 1 depending upon ε, p, α, β, a0, b0, CH , ĈH , ωa,

ωb, N,Ω, ‖n‖L∞(Ω×(t0,T̂ )) and ‖u‖L∞(Ω×(t0,T̂ )) such that

|∇n(x, t)−∇n(x̂, t̂)| ≤ C

(

|x− x̂|+
√

|t− t̂|
)ω

, ∀ (x, t), (x̂, t̂) ∈ Ω× [t0 + ε, T̂ ].

As evidenced by findings in, for instance, [32, 34], chemotaxis models can exhibit an infinite-time

explosion phenomenon under certain conditions that are satisfied by parameters in systems and initial

data. Therefore, if the L∞-norm of the solution remains bounded as the time-variable t → ∞, then

the infinite-time explosion can be ruled out in the systems. In addition, for models involving volume

filling effects, determining asymptotic stability also necessitates a well-suited upper bound estimate

of the solution beforehand. Hence, in the upcoming theorem, we will conduct a quantitative analysis

of such bound of the global solutions for further use.

Theorem 4 (Boundedness result). Let Ω ⊆ R
N (N ≥ 2) be a bounded domain with a smooth boundary.

Assume that T = ∞, and (1.4)–(1.7) as well as (1.9) are in force. Let m > N and

r > max

{

p(β + α−)N

p− 1
, 2+α− ,

N(2 + α−)

p
−N ,

(p+N)(β + α−)

p(p− 1)
−N−2−α− ,

p(N + 2 + α−)

N

}

.

be arbitrarily chosen constants. Then we can obtain pure constants Λ > 0 and κ > 0, determined a

priori only in terms of data, such that for any globally bounded solution (n, c) with n ≥ 0 in QT to

(1.1) in the sense of Definition 1.1, if there exist K > 0 and a time point t̄0 > 0 ensuring

‖u(·, t)‖L∞(Ω) < K, ‖n(·, t)‖Lr(Ω) ≤ K, ∀ t > t̄0

and

‖g(·, t)‖Lm(Ω) ≤ K, ∀ t > t̄0,

where

g(x, t) := g(n(x, t), x, t), x ∈ Ω, t > 0,

then we can find T̄ > t̄0 satisfying

‖n(·, t)‖L∞(Ω) ≤ Λ(K + 1)κ +Kf , ∀ t > T̄ , (1.27)

and Kf is given in (1.8).
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Structure of the present work. Section 2 in this work is primarily devoted to the proof of Theorems

1&2 using the De Giorgi iteration method, with a focus on deriving local upper bound estimates for

weak solutions. On the basis of Theorems 1&2, we proceed to present the Hölder continuity of

component n through the proof of Theorem 3 in the remaining part of Section 2, and then utilize

Section 3 to build an initial-independent L∞-bound of n as exhibited in Theorem 4. The former can

help us to improve the regularity of solutions to models involving the p-Laplace operator, while the

latter can be used to determine asymptotic stability of solutions.

To better illustrate the role of our results in obtaining asymptotic stability and enhancing regular-

ity for chemotaxis systems, Section 4 is devoted to providing four examples that discuss the long-time

behaviors or regularity of solutions, respectively. To highlight the broad applicability of our conclu-

sions, we have selected models from different categories in these examples, which concern chemotaxis

models with nonlinear signal production, quasilinear chemotaxis-Navier-Stokes models, p-Laplacian

chemotaxis-consumption models, and chemotaxis-hypotaxis models. Certainly, the applications of our

theorems obtained here are not limited to the aforementioned models, but due to space constraints,

only a few examples are provided in detail here.

2 Boundedness and Hölder continuity

Lemma 2.1 (Caccioppoli inequality). Let (n, c) with n ≥ 0 in QT be a weak solution to (1.1) under

the conditions (1.4)-(1.7). Then we can find a pure constant C = C(data) > 0 such that for any

cut-off function η ∈ C∞
0 ((0, T )), if there holds that ∇c ∈ L∞(Ω× suppη), then the following inequality

sup
t∈(0,T )

∫

Ω

(

n(x, t)− k
)2+α−

+
η(t) dx +

∫ T

0

∫

Ω

|∇(n− k)+|p (n+ 1)−α−(n− k)
α−

+ η dxdτ

≤ C

∫ T

0

∫

A+(k,τ)

(n− k)
2+α−

+ ηt(τ) dxdτ + C‖∇c‖
p

p−1

L∞(Ω×supp η)

∫ T

0

∫

A+(k,τ)

(n+ 1)
p(β+α

−
)

p−1 η dxdτ

+ C

∫ T

0

∫

Ω

f(n, x, τ)(n − k)
1+α−

+ η dxdτ (2.1)

is valid for every level k > 1.

Proof. Case α ≥ 0. In the weak formulation (1.16) take the testing functions,

ϕ(·, t) = η(t)(nh(·, t)− k)+, t ∈ (0, T ),

where nh is the Steklov average of n given by

nh(·, t) ≡
{

1
h

∫ t+h

t
n(·, τ)dτ, t ∈ (0, T − h],

0, t > T − h.
(2.2)

Through the arguments as proceeded in [5, Proposition 3.1, Chapter II], we let h → 0 and hence

derive that for any t ∈ (0, T ),

sup
t∈(0,T )

∫

Ω

(

n(x, t)− k
)2

+
η(t) dx +

∫ T

0

∫

Ω

a(∇n, n, x, τ)∇n · ∇(n− k)+η(τ) dxdτ

≤
∫ T

0

∫

Ω

(n− k)2+ηt(τ) dxdτ +

∫ T

0

∫

Ω

b(n, x, τ)∇c · ∇ (n− k)+ η dxdτ
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+

∫ T

0

∫

Ω

f(n, x, τ)(n − k)+η dxdτ, (2.3)

where the second integral on the left-hand side can be estimated by (1.4) as below,

∫ T

0

∫

Ω

a(∇n, n, x, τ)∇n · ∇(n− k)+η dxdτ ≥ a0

∫ T

0

∫

Ω

|∇(n− k)+|p (n+ 1)αη dxdτ

≥ a0

∫ T

0

∫

Ω

|∇(n− k)+|p η dxdτ. (2.4)

It follows by using (1.5) and Young’s inequality that

∫ T

0

∫

Ω

b(n, x, τ)∇ (n− k)+ · ∇cη dxdτ

≤ b0

∫ T

0

∫

A+(k,τ)

(n+ 1)β
∣

∣∇ (n− k)+
∣

∣ |∇c| η dxdτ

≤ a0
4

∫ T

0

∫

A+(k,τ)

∣

∣∇ (n− k)+
∣

∣

p
η dxdτ

+
(4bp0
a0

)
1

p−1 ‖∇c‖
p

p−1

L∞(Ω×supp η)

∫ T

0

∫

A+(k,τ)

(n+ 1)
pβ
p−1 η dxdτ. (2.5)

A combination of (2.3)–(2.5) guarantees our claim.

Case α < 0. Utilizing reasoning as leading to (2.3), we have via the test function η(t)(nh(·, t)−k)1−α
+

that

sup
t∈(0,T )

1

2− α

∫

Ω

(

n(x, t)− k
)2−α

+
η(t) dx +

∫ T

0

∫

Ω

a(∇n, n, x, τ)∇n · ∇(n− k)1−α
+ η(τ) dxdτ

≤ 1

2− α

∫ T

0

∫

Ω

(n− k)2−α
+ ηt(τ) dxdτ +

∫ T

0

∫

Ω

b(n, x, τ)∇c · ∇ (n− k)1−α
+ η(τ) dxdτ

+

∫ T

0

∫

Ω

f(n, x, τ)(n− k)1−α
+ η(τ) dxdτ. (2.6)

The conditions (1.4) and (1.5) imply that

∫ T

0

∫

Ω

a(∇n, n, x, τ)∇n · ∇(n− k)1−α
+ η dxdτ

≥ a0(1− α)

∫ T

0

∫

Ω

|∇(n− k)+|p (n+ 1)α(n− k)−α
+ η dxdτ (2.7)

and
∫ T

0

∫

Ω

b(n, x, τ)∇ (n− k)
1−α
+ · ∇cη dxdτ

≤ b0(1− α)

∫ T

0

∫

A+(k,τ)

(n− k)−α
+ (n+ 1)β

∣

∣∇ (n− k)+
∣

∣ |∇c|η dxdτ

≤ a0(1 − α)

4

∫ T

0

∫

A+(k,τ)

∣

∣∇ (n− k)+
∣

∣

p
(n+ 1)α(n− k)−α

+ η dxdτ

+
(4bp0
a0

)
1

p−1

(1− α)‖∇c‖
p

p−1

L∞(Ω×supp η)

∫ T

0

∫

A+(k,τ)

(n+ 1)
p(β−α)

p−1 η dxdτ, (2.8)
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where in the last line we utilized Young’s inequality. In light of (2.6), (2.7) and (2.8), we conclude

that

1

2− α
sup

t∈(0,T )

∫

Ω

(

n(x, t)− k
)2−α

+
η(t) dx

+
a0(1− α)

2

∫ T

0

∫

Ω

|∇(n− k)+|p (n+ 1)α(n− k)−α
+ η dxdτ

≤ (1− α)
(4bp0
a0

)
1

p−1 ‖∇c‖
p

p−1

L∞(Ω×supp η)

∫ T

0

∫

A+(k,τ)

(n+ 1)
p

p−1 (β−α)η dxdτ

+

∫ T

0

∫

Ω

f(n, x, τ)(n− k)1−α
+ η dxdτ +

1

2− α

∫ T

0

∫

A+(k,τ)

(n− k)2+ηt(τ) dxdτ, (2.9)

as expected.

With recalling the definition of Kf in (1.8), we select k0 ≥ Kf and choose sequences of increasing

levels as

kj :=
(

2− 2−j
)

k0, k̃j :=
kj+1 + kj

2
, j = 0, 1, 2, . . . . (2.10)

Assume that t0 ∈ (0, T ) and t̂ ∈ (0, T ) are given as in Theorem 1 or Theorem 2, and let τ̂ ∈ (0, t̂) and

σ ∈ (0, 1) be specified later. We set the intervals as

Γj :=
(

t0 − στ̂ − 2−j(1− σ)τ̂ , t0
)

, j = 0, 1, 2, · · · . (2.11)

The relation Γj+1 ⊆ Γj clearly holds for all j ∈ N. Let ηj ∈ C∞
0 ((0, T )) be the cut-off function w.r.t

the time interval Γj and satisfy

supp ηj ⊆ Γj , |η′j | ≤
C2j

(1− σ)τ̂
in Γj , 0 ≤ ηj ≤ 1 in Γj and ηj = 1 in Γj+1.

Lemma 2.2. Let (n, c) with n ≥ 0 in QT be a weak solution of (1.1) under the conditions (1.4)–(1.7).

Let r be a number satisfying

r > max

{

p(β + α−)

p− 1
, 2 + α− , p

}

.

Assume that n ∈ Lr(Ω× (t0 − t̂, t0)) and ∇c ∈ L∞(Ω× (t0 − t̂, t0)). Then we can find a pure constant

C = C(data) > 0 such that for every level kj ≥ Kf , the following inequality is valid

sup
t∈Γj+1

∫

Ω

w
2+α−

j+1 (·, τ) dx +

∫

Γj+1

∫

Ω

|∇wj+1|p dxdτ +
∫

Γj+1

∫

Ω

wp
j+1 dxdτ

≤
C4(r+α−)j‖∇c‖

p
p−1

L∞(Ω×(t0−t̂,t0))

k
r−

p(β+α
−

)

p−1

0

∫

Γj

∫

Ω

wr
j−1 dxdτ +

C2(r+α−)j

(1 − σ)τ̂ k
r−2−α−

0

∫

Γj

∫

Ω

wr
j−1 dxdτ

+
C2(r+α−)j

kr−p
0

∫

Γj

∫

Ω

wr
j−1 dxdτ, (2.12)

where Γj is defined in (2.11) and wj = (n− kj)+.
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Proof. Case α ≥ 0. It is not hard to verify that for all ℓ ≥ m ≥ 0 and j ∈ N
+,

wℓ
j−1 ≥ (n− kj−1)

ℓ
+ χ{n≥kj}(x, t)

≥ (kj − kj−1)
ℓ−m (n− kj−1)

m
+ χ{n≥kj}(x, t)

≥ kℓ−m
0 2−(ℓ−m)(j+1) (n− kj−1)

m
+ χ{n≥kj}(x, t) (2.13)

≥ kℓ−m
0 2−(ℓ−m)(j+1)wm

j χ{n≥kj}(x, t) in QT . (2.14)

By invoking Lemma 2.1 and noticing (1.8) and kj ≥ Kf , we have

sup
τ∈Γj

∫

Ω

w2
jηj(τ) dx + a0

∫

Γj

∫

A+(kj ,τ)

|∇wj |p ηj dxdτ

≤
∫

Γj

∫

A+(kj ,τ)

w2
j |η′j(τ)| dxdτ + C‖∇c‖

p
p−1

L∞(Ω×Γ0)

∫

Γj

∫

A+(kj ,τ)

(n+ 1)
pβ
p−1 ηj dxdτ

≤
∫

Γj

∫

A+(kj ,τ)

w2
j |η′j(τ)| dxdτ + C‖∇c‖

p
p−1

L∞(Ω×Γ0)

∫

Γj

∫

A+(kj ,τ)

n
pβ
p−1 ηj dxdτ

+ C‖∇c‖
p

p−1

L∞(Ω×Γ0)

∫

Γj

|A+(kj , τ)| dτ, (2.15)

where the first term on the right-hand side can be estimated by (2.14) as below,

∫

Γj

∫

A+(kj ,τ)

w2
j |η′j(τ)| dxdτ ≤ C2rj

(1− σ)τ̂ kr−2
0

∫

Γj

∫

Ω

wr
j−1 dxdτ. (2.16)

Similarly, we also have

∫

Γj

∫

A+(kj ,τ)

wp
j dxdτ ≤ 2r(j+1)

kr−p
0

∫

Γj

∫

Ω

wr
j−1 dxdτ. (2.17)

By virtue of (2.13), there holds that
∫

Γj

∫

Ω

wr
j−1 dxdτ ≥ kr0

2r(j+1)

∫

Γj

∣

∣A+(kj , τ)
∣

∣ dτ, (2.18)

and

∫

Γj

∫

Ω

wr
j−1 dxdτ ≥ Ck

r− pβ
p−1

0

2(r−
pβ
p−1 )j

∫

Γj

∫

A+(kj ,τ)

w
pβ
p−1

j−1 dxdτ

≥ Ck
r− pβ

p−1

0

2(r−
pβ
p−1 )j

∫

Γj

∫

A+(kj ,τ)

n
pβ
p−1

(

1− kj−1

kj

)
pβ
p−1

dxdτ

≥ Ck
r− pβ

p−1

0

2r(j+1)

∫

Γj

∫

A+(kj ,τ)

n
pβ
p−1 dxdτ. (2.19)

We substitute (2.16)–(2.19) into (2.15) to derive that

sup
t∈Γj+1

∫

Ω

w2
j dx+

∫

Γj+1

∫

Ω

|∇wj |p dxdτ +
∫

Γj+1

∫

Ω

wp
j dxdτ

≤
C2rj‖∇c‖

p
p−1

L∞(Ω×(t0,T ))

k
r− pβ

p−1

0

∫

Γj

∫

Ω

wr
j−1 dxdτ +

C2rj

(1− σ)τ̂ kr−2
0

∫

Γj

∫

Ω

wr
j−1 dxdτ
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+
C2rj

kr−p
0

∫

Γj

∫

Ω

wr
j−1 dxdτ. (2.20)

Case α < 0. By employing Lemma 2.1 again, we have that

sup
t∈Γj

∫

Ω

w2−α
j ηj(τ) dx +

∫

Γj

∫

Ω

|∇wj |p (n+ 1)αw−α
j ηj dxdτ

≤
∫

Γj

∫

A+(kj ,τ)

w2−α
j |η′j(τ)| dxdτ + C‖∇c‖

p
p−1

L∞(Ω×Γ0)

∫

Γj

∫

A+(kj ,τ)

(n+ 1)
p(β+α

−
)

p−1 ηj dxdτ

≤
∫

Γj

∫

A+(kj ,τ)

w2−α
j |η′j(τ)| dxdτ + C‖∇c‖

p
p−1

L∞(Ω×Γ0)

∫

Γj

∫

A+(kj ,τ)

n
p(β+α

−
)

p−1 ηj dxdτ

+ C‖∇c‖
p

p−1

L∞(Ω×Γ0)

∫

Γj

|A+(kj , τ)| dτ. (2.21)

Noticing the monotonicity of the function fj(x) := (x− kj)
−α(x+ 1)α defined on (kj ,∞), we obtain

that
∫

Γj

∫

Ω

|∇wj |p (n+ 1)αw−α
j ηj dxdτ ≥

∫

Γj

∫

A+(kj+1,τ)

|∇wj |p (kj+1 + 1)α(kj+1 − kj)
−α
+ ηj dxdτ

=
k−α
0

(k0 + 2j+1)−α

∫

Γj

∫

A+(kj+1,τ)

|∇wj |p ηj dxdτ

≥2(j+2)α

∫

Γj

∫

A+(kj+1,τ)

|∇wj |p ηj dxdτ

≥2(j+2)α

∫

Γj+1

∫

Ω

|∇wj+1|p dxdτ. (2.22)

By utilizing the similar arguments as leading to (2.16) and (2.19), we obtain

∫

Γj

∫

A+(kj ,τ)

w2−α
j |η′j(τ)| dxdτ ≤ C2rj

(1 − σ)τ̂ kr−2+α
0

∫

Γj

∫

Ω

wr
j−1 dxdτ (2.23)

and
∫

Γj

∫

A+(kj ,τ)

n
p(β+α

−
)

p−1 dxdτ ≤ 2r(j+1)

k
r−p(β−α)

p−1

0

∫

Γj

∫

Ω

wr
j−1 dxdτ. (2.24)

A combination of (2.21)–(2.24), (2.17) and (2.18) implies that

sup
t∈Γj+1

∫

Ω

w2−α
j+1 (·, τ) dx +

∫

Γj+1

∫

Ω

|∇wj+1|p dxdτ +
∫

Γj+1

∫

Ω

wp
j+1 dxdτ

≤
C2(r−α)j‖∇c‖

p
p−1

L∞(Ω×(t0,T ))

k
r−

p(β+α
−

)

p−1

0

∫

Γj

∫

Ω

wr
j−1 dxdτ +

C2(r−α)j

(1− σ)τ̂ k
r−2−α−

0

∫

Γj

∫

Ω

wr
j−1 dxdτ

+
C2(r−α)j

kr−p
0

∫

Γj

∫

Ω

wr
j−1 dxdτ. (2.25)

This together with (2.20) allows us to arrive at the claim immediately.

The following inequality can be obtained by an application of the Hölder inequality and Sobolev

embedding inequality, as proved in [5, Chapter I, Proposition 3.1] and [18, Lemma 2.1].
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Lemma 2.3. Let T > 0, m ≥ 1, p ≥ 1 and Ω ⊆ R
N (N ≥ 2) be a bounded domain with Lipschitz

boundary. There exists a constant C depending only upon N, p,m and the structure of ∂Ω such that

any ϕ ∈ L∞
(

0, T ;Lm(Ω)
)

∩ Lp
(

0, T ;W 1,p(Ω)
)

satisfies

∫

QT

|ϕ(x, t)|
p(N+m)

N dxdt ≤ C

(∫

QT

|∇ϕ(x, t)|p + |ϕ(x, t)|p dxdt
)(

ess sup
0<t<T

∫

Ω

|ϕ(x, t)|m dx

)
p
N

.

Lemma 2.4 (Lemma 4.1, [5]). Let {Yj}j∈N
be a sequence of positive numbers, satisfying the recursive

inequalities

Yj+1 ≤ KbjY 1+δ
j , j = 0, 1, 2, . . . ,

where K, b > 1 and δ > 0 are given numbers. If

Y0 ≤ K− 1
δ b−

1
δ2 ,

then Yj converges to zero as j → ∞.

Proof of Theorem 1. Let the assumptions (1.4)–(1.7) be satisfied as well as (1.19) and (n, c) with

n ≥ 0 in QT be a weak solution to the model (1.1) in the sense of Definition 1.1. Set

r :=
p(N + 2 + α−)

N
.

By (1.18), we further define

θ̂ := r −max

{

p(β + α−)

p− 1
, 2 + α− , p

}

> 0.

Invoking Lemma 2.2 with taking σ = 1/2 and τ̂ = t̂, and recalling the definition of b, one sees that

sup
t∈Γj+1

∫

Ω

w
2+α−

j+1 (·, t) dx +

∫

Γj+1

∫

Ω

|∇wj+1|p dxdτ +
∫

Γj+1

∫

Ω

wp
j+1 dxdτ

≤ C2rjb
p

p−1

k
r−

p(β+α
−

)

p−1

0

∫

Γj

∫

Ω

wr
j−1 dxdτ +

C2rj

t̂k
r−2−α−

0

∫

Γj

∫

Ω

wr
j−1 dxdτ +

C2rj

kr−p
0

∫

Γj

∫

Ω

wr
j−1 dxdτ

≤ C
(

1 +
1

t̂

)2rjb
p

p−1

kθ̂0

∫

Γj

∫

Ω

wr
j−1 dxdτ, (2.26)

where the condition k0 ≥ 1 is employed in the last line. According to Lemma 2.3 applied to the

function wj+1,

−
∫

Γj+1

∫

Ω

w
p(N+2+α

−
)

N

j+1 dxdτ ≤ C

(

−
∫

Γj+1

∫

Ω

|∇wj+1|p + wp
i+1 dxdτ

)(

ess sup
t∈Γj+1

∫

Ω

w
2+α−

j+1 dx

)
p
N

,

which combining with (2.26) yields that

−
∫

Γj+1

∫

Ω

w
p(N+2+α

−
)

N

j+1 dxdτ ≤ C
(

1 +
1

t̂

)
p+N
N

t̂
p
N
2

jr(p+N)
N b

p+N
N

· p
p−1

k
(p+N)θ̂

N

0

(

−
∫

Γj−1

∫

Ω

wr
j−1 dxdτ

)
p+N
N

. (2.27)
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Now, let us define the quantity Yj as below,

Yj := −
∫

Γ2j

∫

Ω

w
p(N+2+α

−
)

N

2j dxdτ = −
∫

Γ2j

∫

Ω

wr
2j dxdτ, j = 0, 1, 2 . . . .

The estimate (2.27) directly gives a pure constant C̄ = C̄(data) > 0 such that

Yj ≤ C̄
(

1 +
1

t̂

)
p+N
N

t̂
p
N
4

jr(p+N)
N b

p(p+N)
N(p−1)

k
(p+N)θ̂

p

0

(

−
∫

Γ2j−2

∫

Ω

wr
2j−2 dxdτ

)
p+N
N

≤ C̄
(

t̂+
1

t̂
N
p

)
p
N 4

jr(p+N)
N b

p(p+N)
N(p−1)

k
(p+N)θ̂

N

0

Y
1+ p

N

j−1 , j = 1, 2, 3 . . . . (2.28)

If Y0 satisfies the estimate

Y0 = −
∫ t0

t0−t̂

∫

Ω

(n− k0)
p(N+2+α

−
)

N

+ dxdτ ≤ (2C̄)−
N
p 4

−
r(p+N)N

p2

(

t̂+
1

t̂
N
p

)−1

b
−N+p

p−1 k
θ̂(p+N)

p

0 , (2.29)

then we can derive by invoking Lemma 2.4 that Yj → 0 as j → ∞. Hence, we select

k0 ≥ max

{

Kf , (2C̄)
N

θ̂(p+N) 4
Nr

θ̂p b

p

θ̂(p−1)

(

t̂+
1

t̂
N
p

)
p

θ̂(p+N)

(

−
∫ t0

t0−t̂

∫

Ω

n
p(N+2+α

−
)

N dxdτ

)

p

θ̂(p+N)

}

to ensure that

ess sup
Ω×(t0−t̂/2,t0)

n(·, t) ≤ Cb
p

θ̂(p−1)

(

t̂+
1

t̂
N
p

)
p

θ̂(p+N)

(

−
∫ t0

t0−t̂

∫

Ω

n
p(N+2+α

−
)

N dxdτ

)

p

θ̂(p+N)

+Kf ,

as desired.

Proof of Theorem 2. Let the assumptions (1.11)–(1.7) as well as (1.22) be satisfied and (n, c) with

n ≥ 0 in QT be a weak solution of (1.1). With defining T0 = t̂/2, Ti = t̂/2 +
∑i

k=1 2
−k−1 t̂ (i ∈ N

+)

and

Γ̂i = (t0 − Ti, t0), i = 1, 2, 3, · · · ,

we choose τ̂ = Ti+1 and στ̂ = Ti in (2.11), and thereby find a sequence of time interval {Γj}+∞
j=0

Γj := Γ
(i)
j =

(

t0 − Ti − 2−j(Ti+1 − Ti), t0

)

, j = 0, 1, 2, · · · .

Clearly, it can be checked that

1− σ =
2−i−2

1/2 +
∑i+1

k=1 2
−k−1

≥ 2−i−2

and

Γ̂i ⊆ . . .Γj+1 ⊆ Γj ⊆ . . . ⊆ Γ1 ⊆ Γ0 = Γ̂i+1 ⊆ (t0 − t̂, t0).

Then, we select some

r > max

{

p(β + α−)

p− 1
, 2 + α− ,

N(2 + α−)

p
−N ,

(p+N)(β + α−)

p(p− 1)
−N − 2− α−

}

14



and still, let

θ̂ := r −max

{

p(β + α−)

p− 1
, 2 + α−

}

> 0.

The choice of r guarantees with (1.21) that

m :=
Nr − p(N + 2 + α−)

θ̂(p+N)
∈ (0, 1).

Now let us define the quantity Yj as below,

Yj := −
∫

Γ2j

∫

Ω

wr
2j dxdτ, j = 0, 1, 2, · · ·

and

Mi = ess sup
Ω×Γ̂i

n, i = 0, 1, 2, · · · .

Thus, recalling the definition of b and utilizing Lemmas 2.2–2.3, there holds that

Yj ≤ ‖w2j‖r−
p(N+2+α

−
)

N

L∞(Ω×Γ2j)
−
∫

Γ2j

∫

Ω

w
p(N+2+α

−
)

N

2j dxdτ

≤ C‖w2j‖r−
p(N+2+α

−
)

N

L∞(Ω×Γ̂i+1)

(

−
∫

Γ2j

∫

Ω

|∇w2j |p + wp
2j dxdτ

)(

sup
t∈Γ2j

∫

Ω

w
2+α−

2j dx

)
p
N

≤ Cb
p(p+N)
N(p−1) 2

(p+N)i
N 4

r(p+N)j
N

(

1 +
1

t̂

)
p+N
N

t̂
p
N
M

r−
p(N+2+α

−
)

N

i+1

k
(p+N)θ̂

N

0

(

−
∫

Γ2j−2

∫

Ω

wr
2j−2 dxdτ

)
p+N
N

≤ C̄b
p(p+N)
N(p−1) 2

(p+N)i
N 4

r(p+N)j
N

(

t̂+
1

t̂
N
p

)
p
N M

r−
p(N+2+α

−
)

N

i+1

k
(p+N)θ̂

N

0

Y
1+ p

N

j−1 , (2.30)

where the pure constant C̄ > 0 depends only on data. This in conjunction with Lemma 2.4 indicates

that Yj → 0 as j → ∞, provided that

Y0 ≤ C̄−N
p 2−

(p+N)i
p 4

− r(p+N)N

p2

(

t̂+
1

t̂
N
p

)−1

b
−p+N

p−1 k
θ̂(p+N)

p

0 M
p(N+2+α

−
)−Nr

p

i+1 ,

The above inequality can be achieved by taking

k0 ≥ max

{

C̄2
i

θ̂ 4
rN

pθ̂ b

p

θ̂(p−1)

(

t̂+
1

t̂
N
p

)
p

θ̂(p+N)

(

−
∫

Γ̂i

∫

Ω

nr dxdτ

)
p

θ̂(p+N)

M

Nr−p(N+2+α
−

)

θ̂(p+N)

i+1 , Kf

}

.

With this choice of k0 and recalling the definition of m, we by Yj → 0 have

ess sup
Ω×Γ̂i

n ≤ C2
i

θ̂ b

p

θ̂(p−1)

(

t̂+
1

t̂
N
p

)
p

θ̂(p+N)

(

−
∫

Γ̂i

∫

Ω

nr dxdτ

)
p

θ̂(p+N)

Mm
i+1 +Kf . (2.31)

An application of Young’s inequality to (2.31) implies that for i = 0, 1, 2, · · · ,

Mi ≤ηMi+1 + C2
i

θ̂(1−m) b

p

θ̂(p−1)(1−m)

(

t̂+
1

t̂
N
p

)
p

θ̂(p+N)(1−m)
η−

m
1−m

(

−
∫

Γ̂i

∫

Ω

nr dxdτ

)
p

θ̂(p+N)(1−m)

+Kf .
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By using an iteration argument, we get

M0 ≤ ηi+1Mi+1 + Cb
p

θ̂(p−1)(1−m)

(

t̂+
1

t̂
N
p

)
p

θ̂(p+N)(1−m)
η−

m
1−m

(

−
∫

Γ̂0

∫

Ω

nr dxdτ

)
p

θ̂(p+N)(1−m)

×
i
∑

k=0

(2
1

θ̂(1−m) η)k +Kf

i
∑

k=0

ηk, i = 0, 1, 2, . . . . (2.32)

We choose η = 1/(2
1

θ̂(1−m)
+1

) to deduce that the sum on the right-hand side can be majored by a

convergent series, and then take i→ ∞ to obtain

ess sup
Ω×(t0−t̂/2,t0)

n ≤ Cb
p

θ̂(p−1)(1−m)

(

t̂+
1

t̂
N
p

)
p

θ̂(p+N)(1−m)

(

−
∫ t0

t0−t̂

∫

Ω

nr dxdτ

)

p

θ̂(p+N)(1−m)

+Kf . (2.33)

This ends the proof.

Proof of Theorem 3. Let us denote

ā(ξ, s, x, t) := a(ξ, s, x, t)ξ − b(s, x, t)∇c− τnu, ξ ∈ R
N , s ≥ 0, x ∈ Ω, t > 0

and

f̄(x, t) := f(n(x, t), x, t), x ∈ Ω, t > 0.

Under this setting, (1.1)1 with the boundary condition (1.1)3 turns to be

{

nt = ∇ · ā(∇n, n, x, t) + f̄(x, t), x ∈ Ω, t > 0,

ā(∇n, n, x, t) · ν = 0, x ∈ ∂Ω, t > 0.

Based on the boundedness results established in Theorems 1&2, it is easy to verify that ā satisfies

ā(∇n, n, x, t) · ∇n ≥ a1|∇n|p − a2, x ∈ Ω, t > 0,

|ā(∇n, n, x, t)| ≤ a3|∇n|p−1 + a4, x ∈ Ω, t > 0

and

|f̄(x, t)| ≤ a5, x ∈ Ω, t > 0

with ai > 0 (i = 1, 2, 3, 4, 5). According to [5, Theorem 1.3, Chapter IV& Theorem 1.3, Chapter III]

and [18, Lemma 2.3], we can directly claim that n is Hölder continuous in Ω×
(

t0, T̂
]

for any t0, T̂ ∈
(0, T ) satisfying t0 < T̂ . More specifically, for every pair of points (x1, t1) , (x2, t2) ∈ Ω×

[

t0 + ε, T̂
]

,

|n (x1, t1)− n (x2, t2) | ≤ C
(

|x1 − x2|+ |t1 − t2|
1
p

)γ

.

The constants C > 1 and γ ∈ (0, 1) depend only upon t0, ‖n‖L∞(Ω×(t0,T̂ )), ai (1 ≤ i ≤ 5) and the

structure of ∂Ω.

Furthermore, we apply the regularity results established for degenerate parabolic equations, e.g.,

[5, Theorem 1.1′, Chapter IX], [5, Theorem 5.1, Chapter VIII] and [7, Proposition 4.1] to obtain the

Hölder continuity of ∇n for the case of p > 2. When p = 2, the global continuity of ∇n can be found

in [18, Theorem 1].
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3 An upper bound independent of initial data

This section is dedicated to building an upper bound of n independent of initial data. We let Lq

denote the operator −∆+ 1 under homogenous Neumann boundary condition, that is, the sectorial

operator is defined by

Lqϕ := −∆ϕ+ ϕ for ϕ ∈ D(Lq) :=
{

ϕ ∈W 2,q(Ω) : ∂νϕ = 0 on ∂Ω
}

.

Then it is known from [11, 15] that L possesses closed fractional powers Lγ
q (γ > 0), which is a

self-joint operator defined on the domain D(Lγ
q ).

Lemma 3.1. (i) [15, page 56] Let γ ∈ (0, 1) and 1 ≤ q < ℓ ≤ ∞. The analytic semigroup
{

e−tL
}

t≥0

(which is independent of q in the sense that e−tLqϕ = e−tLℓϕ whenever ϕ ∈ Lℓ(Ω) ∩ Lq(Ω)) satisfies

that
∥

∥Lγe−tLϕ
∥

∥

Lℓ(Ω)
≤ Ct−γ−N

2 ( 1
q
− 1

ℓ
)e−λt‖ϕ‖Lq(Ω), ∀ t > 0

for all ϕ ∈ Lq(Ω), and with some λ > 0.

(ii) [11, Theorem II 14.1] For all α, β, δ ∈ R satisfying σ < γ < δ, there is C > 0 such that

‖Lγϕ‖L2(Ω) ≤ C‖Lδϕ‖
γ−σ
δ−σ

L2(Ω)‖Lσϕ‖
δ−γ
δ−σ

L2(Ω) for all ϕ ∈ D(Lδ).

Lemma 3.2. Let (n, c) be a weak and global solution of (1.1) and g(x, t) := g(n(x, t), x, t) in Ω ×
(0,∞). There are pure constants C = C(data) > 0 and κ = κ(data) > 0 with the property that if

there holds that

‖u(·, t)‖L∞(Ω) < K, ‖g(·, t)‖Lm(Ω) ≤ K, ∀ t > t1 (3.1)

with some K > 1, m > N and t1 > 0, then we can find t2 > t1 such that

‖∇c(·, t)‖L∞(Ω) ≤ CKκ + C, ∀ t > t2.

Proof. Step 1. We arbitrarily select constants σ ∈ [1/2, 1), q, ℓ > 1 such that

q < ℓ, σ +
N

2q
− N

2ℓ
< 1, σ +

N

2m
− N

2ℓ
< 1. (3.2)

This step is used to show that if Mq(s̄) = ‖L 1
2 c‖L∞((s̄,∞);Lq(Ω)) < ∞ with some s̄ > t1, then there

exists a time point ŝ > s̄ and a constant C(ℓ, q) > 0 depending only on ℓ, q, σ as well as Ω ensuring

‖Lσc(·, t)‖Lℓ(Ω) ≤ C(ℓ, q)K + C(ℓ, q)KMq(s̄), ∀ t > ŝ. (3.3)

Rewriting c according to the variation-of-constants formula, it follows that for any t > s̄,

‖Lσc(·, t)‖Lℓ(Ω) ≤
∥

∥

∥
Lσe−L(t−s̄)c(·, s̄)

∥

∥

∥

Lℓ(Ω)
+

∫ t

s̄

∥

∥

∥
Lσe−L(t−s)u · ∇c(·, s)

∥

∥

∥

Lℓ(Ω)
ds

+

∫ t

s̄

∥

∥

∥
Lσe−L(t−s)g(·, s)

∥

∥

∥

Lℓ(Ω)
ds. (3.4)

We employ Lemma 3.1 (i) to get

‖Lσe−L(t−s̄)c(·, s̄)‖Lℓ(Ω) ≤ C(t− s̄)−σ−N
2

(

2
ℓ+1−

1
ℓ

)

e−λ(t−s̄) ‖c(·, s̄)‖
L

ℓ+1
2 (Ω)

, ∀ t > s̄. (3.5)
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This implies the existence of ŝ > s̄ such that

‖Lσe−L(t−s̄)c(·, s̄)‖Lℓ(Ω) ≤ K, ∀ t > ŝ. (3.6)

Utilizing Lemma 3.1 (i) again and applying Hölder’s inequality, we obtain by (3.1) that

∫ t

s̄

∥

∥

∥Lσe−L(t−s)u(·, s) · ∇c(·, s)
∥

∥

∥

Lℓ(Ω)
ds

≤ C

∫ t

s̄

(t− s)−σ−N
2 ( 1

q
− 1

ℓ
)e−λ(t−s)‖u(·, s) · ∇c(·, s)‖Lq(Ω) ds

≤ C

∫ t

s̄

(t− s)−σ− N
2q+

N
2ℓ e−λ(t−s)‖u(·, s)‖L∞(Ω)‖L

1
2 c(·, s)‖Lq(Ω) ds

≤ CKMq(s̄) for any t > s̄ (3.7)

because of (3.1) and (3.2). Similarly, as above, there holds that

∫ t

s̄

∥

∥

∥Lσe−L(t−s)g(·, s)
∥

∥

∥

Lℓ(Ω)
ds ≤ C

∫ t

s̄

(t− s)−σ−N
2 ( 1

m
− 1

ℓ
)e−λ(t−s)‖g(·, s)‖Lm(Ω) ds

≤ CK for any t > s̄. (3.8)

A combination of (3.4)–(3.8) directly leads to our desired estimate (3.3).

Step 2. By testing (1.1)2 with c and integrating by parts, we have

1

2

d

dt

∫

Ω

c2 dx+

∫

Ω

|∇c|2 dx+

∫

Ω

c2 dx ≤
∫

Ω

gc dx ≤ 1

2

∫

Ω

c2 dx+
1

2

∫

Ω

g2 dx, ∀ t > 0, (3.9)

where we used ∇ · u = 0 in Ω × (0, T ) and cν = u = 0 on ∂Ω × (0, T ). In view of (3.1), we deduce

from Hölder’s inequality that

d

dt

∫

Ω

c2 dx+

∫

Ω

c2 dx ≤ K2, ∀ t > t1. (3.10)

An argument of ODI (ordinary differential inequalities) applied to the above display ensures the

existence s0 > t1 such that

‖c(·, t)‖2L2(Ω) ≤ K2 + 1, ∀ t > s0. (3.11)

By testing (1.1)2 with Lc, we derive from Young’s inequality that

d

dt

∫

Ω

|L 1
2 c|2 dx+

∫

Ω

|Lc|2 dx ≤
∫

Ω

u · ∇cLc dx +

∫

Ω

gLc dx

≤ 1

2
‖Lc‖2L2(Ω) + ‖u‖2L∞(Ω)‖∇c‖2L2(Ω) + ‖g‖2L2(Ω), ∀ t > s0, (3.12)

where Lemma 3.1 (ii) along with (3.11) tells that

‖∇c‖2L2(Ω) ≤ C‖L 1
2 c‖2L2(Ω) ≤ C‖Lc‖L2(Ω)‖c‖L2(Ω)

≤ 1

4K2
‖Lc‖2L2(Ω) + CK2‖c‖2L2(Ω) ≤

1

4K2
‖Lc‖2L2(Ω) + CK4 + CK2.

Summarizing the two above inequalities and referring back to (3.1) result in the following estimate,

d

dt

∫

Ω

|L 1
2 c|2 dx+

1

4

∫

Ω

|Lc|2 dx ≤ CK6 + CK4, ∀ t > s0. (3.13)
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By using arguments of ODI again, we can find s1 > s0 fulfilling

‖∇c(·, t)‖L2(Ω) ≤ CK3 + CK2, ∀ t > s1.

Step 3. In this step, we employ results obtained in the above two steps to achieve our final goal

via an iterative process. Let us take σ = 1
2 in (3.2), qi = 2( N

N−1 )
i−1 and ℓi =

Nqi
N−1 with i ∈ N

+. By

verifying
1

2
+
N

2qi
− N

2ℓi
< 1,

1

2
+

N

2m
− N

2ℓi
< 1

thanks to the assumption m > N , we can derive from (3.3) that if Mqi(si) < ∞, then there exists

si+1 > si such that

Mqi+1(si+1) =Mℓi(si+1) = ‖L 1
2 c‖L∞((si+1,∞);Lℓi(Ω)) <∞. (3.14)

The bound for ‖L 1
2 c‖L2(Ω) presented in Step 2 serves as the starting point for our intended iteration.

This combined with (3.14) guarantees the existence of increasing sequences {si}i∈N+ , {Ci}i∈N+ and

{κi}i∈N+ ensuring

Mqi(si) = ‖L 1
2 c‖L∞((si,∞);Lqi (Ω)) ≤ CiK

κi + Ci. (3.15)

With arbitrarily fixing q̂ = 2( N
N−1 )

i0−1 > N , we further select ℓ̂ > max{q̂,m} and take σ̂ ∈ (0, 1)

satisfying
N

2ℓ̂
+

1

2
< σ̂ <

N

2ℓ̂
+ 1− N

2min{q̂,m} .

These choices ensure that

σ̂ +
N

2q̂
− N

2ℓ̂
< 1, σ̂ +

N

2m
− N

2ℓ̂
< 1, (2σ̂ − 1)ℓ̂ > N.

Since Mq̂(si0 ) = ‖L 1
2 c‖L∞((si0 ,∞);Lq̂(Ω)) ≤ Ci0K

κi0 +Ci0 by virtue of (3.15), we can apply (3.3) again

to conclude that

‖Lσc(·, t)‖Lℓ̂(Ω) ≤ CK + CKMq̂(si0), ∀ t > t2 (3.16)

with some t2 > si0 . This in conjunction with the embedding D(Lσ
ℓ̂
) →֒ W 1,∞(Ω) clearly implies the

desired estimate.

Proof of Theorem 4. Based on Lemma 3.2, we can directly arrive at the desired estimates by (1.20)

and (1.23).

4 Applications

4.1 Asymptotic stability in chemotaxis models

Example (A) Our first example elucidates the application of Theorem 4 in investigating the large-

time behaviours for a chemotaxis model involving nonlinear signal production, given as follows:














nt = ∇ ·
(

∇n− n∇c
)

, x ∈ Ω, t > 0,

ct = ∆c− c+ nσ, x ∈ Ω, t > 0,

(n, c)|t=0 = (n0, c0), x ∈ Ω

(4.1)
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under the homogenous Neumann boundary condition for both components. The initial data (n0, c0)

fulfills

{

n0 ∈ Cω(Ω) (0 < ω < 1), n0 ≥ 0, n0 6≡ 0 on Ω,

c0 ∈W 1,∞(Ω), c0 ≥ 0 on Ω.
(4.2)

As a prerequisite for applying Theorem 4, we need to prove that in the model (4.1), the Lq–

norm of g(x, t) = nσ(x, t) becomes independent of the initial data after some time. The proof of this

part will be placed in the Appendix, and in the next proposition. We will directly utilize the result

established in Lemma 5.3 to illustrate how we use Theorem 4 to achieve our final goal of determining

asymptotic stability.

Proposition 4.1. Let Ω ⊆ R
N (N ≥ 2) be a bounded domain with smooth boundary and 0 < σ < 2/N .

Then there is M∗ > 0 only depending on Ω, N and σ such that for any initial data (n0, c0) satisfying

(4.2) and −
∫

Ω n0 dx = M < M∗, (4.1) admits a classical and globally bounded solution (n, c), which

converges to (M,Mσ) in L∞(Ω) exponentially.

Proof. We begin the proof by assuming M∗ ≤ 1 and observing

−
∫

Ω

n(·, t) dx ≡ −
∫

Ω

n0 dx =M < M∗, ∀ t > 0. (4.3)

Invoking Lemma 5.3 with an arbitrarily selected number q > N
2 , one can find t1 > 0 such that

‖n(·, t)‖Lq(Ω) ≤ C1, ∀ t > t1 (4.4)

with C1 = C1(σ,N,Ω) > 0. Lemma 3.1 provides a time point t2 > t1 ensuring

‖∇c(·, t)‖L∞(Ω) ≤ C2, ∀ t > t2 (4.5)

with C2 = C2(σ,N,Ω) > 0. An application of Theorem 4 immediately gives an upper bound of n only

dependent on σ, N and Ω. Having this upper bound at hand, we further exploit Theorem 3 to find a

pure constant C3 = C3(σ,N,Ω) > 0 fulfilling

‖n(·, t)‖W 1,∞(Ω) ≤ C3, ∀ t > t2. (4.6)

With (4.5) and (4.6) explicitly exhibiting desired estimates, we proceed in the remaining portion to

demonstrate how a smallness condition and the mass conservation can ensure the asymptotic stability

of the model. Testing (4.1)1 by nq̂−1 with fixed q̂ > N(1−σ)
σ and integrating by parts show that

1

q̂

d

dt

∫

Ω

nq̂ dx+
4(q̂ − 1)

q̂2

∫

Ω

|∇n q̂
2 |2 dx =(q̂ − 1)

∫

Ω

nq̂−1∇n · ∇c dx

≤ q̂ − 1

2

∫

Ω

nq̂−2|∇n|2 dx +
q̂ − 1

2

∫

Ω

nq̂|∇c|2 dx, ∀ t > t2.

(4.7)

The last integral can be estimated by (4.5) as follows,

∫

Ω

nq̂|∇c|2 dx ≤ C2
2

∫

Ω

nq̂ dx = C2
2‖n

q̂
2 ‖2L2(Ω). (4.8)
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Utilizing Young’s inequality as well as the Gagliardo-Nirenberg inequality to govern the above display,

we thereby obtain

(C2
2 + 1)‖n q̂

2 ‖2L2(Ω) ≤ C3

(

‖∇n q̂
2 ‖θL2(Ω)‖n

q̂
2 ‖1−θ

L
2
q̂ (Ω)

+ ‖n q̂
2 ‖

L
2
q̂ (Ω)

)2

≤ 2(q̂ − 1)

q̂2

∫

Ω

|∇n q̂
2 |2 dx+ 2

(

q̂
2
θC3

)
1

1−θ (q̂ − 1)−
1

θ(1−θ) ‖n q̂
2 ‖2

L
2
q̂ (Ω)

+ 2C3‖n
q̂
2 ‖2

L
2
q̂ (Ω)

(4.9)

with C3 = C3(q̂, N,Ω) > 0 and

θ :=
q̂
2 − 1

2
q̂
2 + 1

N − 1
2

.

Thus, by taking C4 = 2
(

q̂
2
θC3

)
1

1−θ (q̂ − 1)−
1

θ(1−θ) + 2C3, we have from (4.3) and (4.7)–(4.9) that

1

q̂

d

dt

∫

Ω

nq̂ dx+

∫

Ω

nq̂ dx ≤ C4M
q̂, ∀ t > t2.

Applying a result of ODI, we can find t3 > t2 such that
∫

Ω

nq̂ dx ≤ 2q̂C4M
q̂, ∀ t > t3.

By invoking the Gagliardo-Nirenberg inequality again and using (4.6) as well as (4.3), it follows that

‖n(·, t)‖L∞(Ω) ≤ C5‖n(·, t)‖
N

N+q̂

W 1,∞‖n(·, t)‖
q̂

N+q̂

Lq̂(Ω)
+ C5‖n(·, t)‖Lq̂(Ω) ≤ C6(M

q̂
N+q̂ +M), ∀ t > t3

(4.10)

with C5 = C5(q̂, N,Ω) > 0, C6 = C6(q̂, N, σ,Ω) > 0. Multiplying (4.1)1 with n−M and integrating

by parts, we get

1

2

d

dt

∫

Ω

(n−M)2 dx +

∫

Ω

|∇n|2 dx =−
∫

Ω

n∇n · ∇c dx

≤1

2

∫

Ω

|∇n|2 dx+
1

2

∫

Ω

n2|∇c|2 dx, ∀ t > t3, (4.11)

where the Poincaré inequality indicates
∫

Ω

|∇n|2 dx ≥ Cp

∫

Ω

|n−M |2 dx.

To estimate the last factor in (4.11) we majorise the integrand by (4.10),
∫

Ω

n2|∇c|2 dx ≤ ‖n(·, t)‖2L∞(Ω)

∫

Ω

|∇c|2 dx ≤ 4C2
6

(

M
2q̂

q̂+N +M2
)

∫

Ω

|∇c|2 dx, ∀ t > t3.

We combine the above three inequalities and obtain

d

dt

∫

Ω

(n−M)2 dx+ Cp

∫

Ω

(n−M)2 dx ≤ 4C2
6

(

M
2q̂

q̂+N +M2
)

∫

Ω

|∇c|2 dx, ∀ t > t3. (4.12)

Testing (4.1)2 with c−Mσ, integrating by parts and utilizing Young’s inequality, we have

d

dt

∫

Ω

(c−Mσ)2 dx+ 2

∫

Ω

|∇c|2 dx +

∫

Ω

(c−Mσ)2 dx ≤
∫

Ω

(nσ −Mσ)2 dx, ∀ t > t3. (4.13)
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For the point (x̄, t̄) ∈ Ω× (0,∞) with n(x̄, t̄) ≤ M
2 , it can be verified that

|nσ −Mσ| ≤ |n−M |σ = |n−M |σ−1 |n−M | ≤
(

M

2

)σ−1

|n−M | .

For the point (x̄, t̄) ∈ Ω× (0,∞) satisfying n(x̄, t̄) > M
2 , it follows by the mean value theorem that

|nσ −Mσ| =
∣

∣

∣h̃ (n)− h̃ (M)
∣

∣

∣ ≤ h̃′ (n− χn+ χM) |n−M |

for some θ ∈ (0, 1) with h̃(s) := sσ on
(

M
4 ,∞

)

. Notice the monotonic decreasing property of h̃′(s) =

σsσ−1 and the fact n− θn+ θM > M
2 ensured by n(x̄, t̄) > M

2 . We have

|nσ −Mσ| ≤ σ
(M

2

)σ−1

|n−M | .

Thus, by (4.11), there holds that

d

dt

∫

Ω

(c−Mσ)2 dx+ 2

∫

Ω

|∇c|2dx+

∫

Ω

(c−Mσ)2 dx ≤
(

M

2

)2σ−2 ∫

Ω

(n−M)2 dx, ∀ t > t3.

(4.14)

We derive from (4.12) and (4.14) that

d

dt

(∫

Ω

(n−M)2 dx+ 2C2
6

(

M
2q̂

q̂+N +M2
)

∫

Ω

(c−Mσ)2 dx

)

+ Cp

∫

Ω

(n−M)2 dx+ 2C2
6

(

M
2q̂

q̂+N +M2
)

∫

Ω

(c−Mσ)2 dx

≤ 2C2
6

(

M
2q̂

q̂+N +M2
)

(

M

2

)2σ−2 ∫

Ω

(n−M)2 dx, ∀ t > t3.

Since the choice q̂ > N(1−σ)
σ ensures 2q̂

q̂+N > 2− 2σ, we can find a positive number M∗ ≤ 1 such that

4C2
6

(

M
2q̂

q̂+N

∗ +M2
∗

)

(

M∗

2

)2σ−2

≤ Cp

2
.

Then for any t > t3,

d

dt

(∫

Ω

(n−M)2 dx+ 2C2
6

(

M
2q̂

q̂+N +M
)

∫

Ω

(c−Mσ)2 dx

)

+
Cp

4

∫

Ω

(n−M)2 dx+ 2C2
6

(

M
2q̂

q̂+N +M
)

∫

Ω

(c−Mσ)2 dx ≤ 0,

provided M ≤M∗. An application of the Grönwall inequality infers

‖n(·, t)−M‖2L2(Ω) + ‖c(·, t)−Mσ‖2L2(Ω) ≤ C6e
−C7(t−t3), t > t3

with C6, C7 > 0 depending on M,σ,Ω, N . Combine this with the Gagliardo-Nirenberg inequality to

get

‖n(·, t)−M‖L∞(Ω) ≤ C8‖∇n(·, t)‖
N

N+2

L∞(Ω) ‖n(·, t)−M‖
2

N+2

L2(Ω) + C8 ‖n(·, t)−M‖L2(Ω)

≤ C9

(

e−
C7(t−t3)

N+2 + e−
C7(t−t3)

2

)

, t > t3 + 2 (4.15)
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with C8 = C8(Ω, N), C9 = C9(M,σ,Ω, N) > 0. Carrying out the same arguments as resulting in

(4.15), we also can derive

‖c(·, t)−Mσ‖L∞(Ω) ≤ C10e
−

C7(t−t3)
N+2 , t > t3 + 2

for some C10 = C10(M,σ,Ω, N) > 0. This along with (4.15) completes the proof.

Example (B) The second example is concerned with the constant equilibrium for a chemotaxis-

Navier-Stokes model under the two-dimensional setting:



































nt + u · ∇n = ∇ ·
(

D(n)∇n− S(n)∇c
)

+ rn− µn1+γ , x ∈ Ω, t > 0,

ct + u · ∇c = ∆c− c+ n, x ∈ Ω, t > 0,

ut + u · ∇u = ∆u+∇P + n∇Φ, x ∈ Ω, t > 0,

∇u = 0, x ∈ ∂Ω, t > 0,

(n, c,u)|t=0 = (n0, c0,u0), x ∈ Ω,

(4.16)

where species density n as well as nutrient concentration c has no-flux boundary conditions on ∂Ω,

and the fluid u fulfills the homogenous Dirichlet condition. The initial data (n0, c0,u0) satisfies







n0 ∈ Cω(Ω) (0 < ω < 1), n0 ≥ 0, n0 6≡ 0 on Ω,

c0 ∈ W 1,∞(Ω), c0 ≥ 0 on Ω,

u0 ∈ L∞
(

Ω;R2
)

and ∇ · u0 = 0 in D′(Ω).

(4.17)

The nonlinearities D,S ∈ C2([0,∞)) satisfy

D(n) ≥ a0(n+ 1)α, 0 ≤ S(n) ≤ b0n(n+ 1)β−1 (4.18)

with α, γ ≥ 0, β ∈ R and a0, b0 > 0. On basis of the energy development of (n, c,u) as exhibited in

Lemma 5.4, we use the following proposition to establish the large-time behaviours of solutions.

Proposition 4.2. Let Ω ⊆ R
2 be a bounded domain with smooth boundary and γ > 1. Assume that D

and S satisfy (4.18) with α ≥ 0 and β ≤ γ. Then there is µ∗ = µ∗(a0, b0, α, β, r,N,Ω) > 0 such that

whenever µ > µ∗, for any initial data (n0, c0,u0) with (4.17) the system (4.16) possesses a globally

bounded and classical solution (n, c,u) converging to
(

( r
µ )

1
γ , ( rµ )

1
γ , 0
)

in L∞(Ω) exponentially.

Proof. According to Lemma 5.4, we identify a number µ∗ > 0 such that the condition µ > µ∗

guarantees the global classical solvability to (4.17) and ensures the existence of a time point t1 > 0

fulfilling

‖n(·, t)‖L2(Ω) ≤ C1, ∀ t > t1 (4.19)

with C1 > 0 depending only on a0, b0, α, β, γ, r,N and Ω. Furthermore, Theorem 4 provides such

C2 > 0 and t2 > t1 that

‖n(·, t)‖L∞(Ω) ≤ C2 + C2

(

r

µ

)
1
γ

, ∀ t > t2, (4.20)

as long as µ > µ∗. Let us define χ :=
(

r
µ

)
1
γ and

H(s) := s− χ− χ ln
(

χ−1s
)

for s > 0.

23



By the Taylor expansion, there exists θ = θ(s, χ) ∈ (0, 1) such that

H(s) = H(χ) +H ′(χ)(s− χ) +
H ′′
(

θs+ (1− θ)χ
)

2
(s− χ)2 =

χ

2(θs+ (1− θ)χ)2
(s− χ)2

for all s > 0. Thus, it clearly holds that H(s) ≥ 0 and

lim
s→χ

H(s)

(s− χ)2
= lim

s→χ

χ

2(θs+ (1− θ)χ)2
=

1

2χ
. (4.21)

We have by (4.16)1 and (4.18) that

d

dt

∫

Ω

H
(

n(x, t)
)

dx =− χ

∫

Ω

D(n)|∇n|2
n2

dx+ χ

∫

Ω

S(n)∇c · ∇n
n2

dx− µ

∫

Ω

(n− χ)
(

nγ − r

µ

)

dx

≤− χa0
2

∫

Ω

|∇n|2
n2

dx+
χb20
2a0

∫

Ω

(n+ 1)2β−α−2|∇c|2 dx

− µ

∫

Ω

(n− χ)
(

nγ − r

µ

)

dx, ∀ t > t2. (4.22)

It can be checked by simple calculations that

(n− χ)
(

nγ − r

µ

)

= (n− χ)(nγ − χγ) ≥ χγ−1(n− χ)2,

and hence

−µ
∫

Ω

(n− χ)
(

nγ − r

µ

)

dx ≤ −µχγ−1

∫

Ω

(n− χ)2 dx = − r

χ

∫

Ω

(n− χ)2 dx.

Substituting this to (4.22) yields

d

dt

∫

Ω

H
(

n(x, t)
)

dx ≤ χC3

∫

Ω

|∇c|2 dx− r

χ

∫

Ω

(n− χ)2 dx, ∀ t > t2 (4.23)

with C3 :=
b20
2a0

(

(C2 + C2χ+ 1)2β−α−2 + 1
)

. By (4.16)2,

d

dt

∫

Ω

(c− χ)2 dx ≤ −2

∫

Ω

|∇c|2 dx−
∫

Ω

(c− χ)2 dx+

∫

Ω

(n− χ)2 dx, ∀ t > t2. (4.24)

By virtue of (4.23) and (4.24), one sees that

d

dt

(∫

Ω

H
(

n(x, t)
)

dx+ χC3

∫

Ω

(c− χ)2 dx

)

+ χC3

∫

Ω

(c− χ)2 dx

≤ χC3

∫

Ω

(n− χ)2 dx− r

χ

∫

Ω

(n− χ)2 dx, ∀ t > t2. (4.25)

Clearly, there is µ∗ > µ∗ such that

r

χ
≥ r
(

r
µ∗

)
1
γ

>
( r

µ∗

)
1
γ

C3 ≥ χC3,

whenever µ ≥ µ∗. An integration of (4.25) w.r.t. the time variable gives

∫ ∞

t2+1

∫

Ω

(n− χ)2 dxdt <∞,
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which combined with the Schauder estimate of n displayed in Theorem 3 guarantees that

n(·, t) −→ χ in L∞(Ω) as t −→ ∞.

Thus by recalling (4.21), we can find t3 > t2 + 1 ensuring

1

4χ
(n(·, t)− χ)2 ≤ H(n(·, t)) ≤ 1

χ
(n(·, t)− χ)2, ∀ t > t3.

We let C4 = min{1 , r − χ2C3} and infer from (4.25) that

d

dt

(∫

Ω

H
(

n(x, t)
)

dx+ χC3

∫

Ω

(c− χ)2 dx

)

+C4

(∫

Ω

H
(

n(x, t)
)

dx+ χC3

∫

Ω

(c− χ)2 dx

)

≤ 0, ∀ t > t3.

The Grönwall inequality yields
∫

Ω

H
(

n(x, t)
)

dx + χC3

∫

Ω

(

c(x, t)− χ
)2
dx

≤
(∫

Ω

H
(

n(x, t3)
)

dx+ χC3

∫

Ω

(

c(x, t3)− χ
)2
dx

)

e−C4(t−t3), ∀ t > t3.

In view of this and (4.21), we obtain the decaying estimate of n(·, t)− χ in L2(Ω) as below,

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

n(·, t)−
(

r

µ

)
1
γ

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

2

L2(Ω)

+

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

c(·, t)−
(

r

µ

)
1
γ

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

2

L2(Ω)

≤ C5e
−C4(t−t3), ∀ t > t3

with C5 > 0. Using the arguments as leading to (4.15), we finally conclude

(n, c,u) →
(

(

r

µ

)
1
γ

,

(

r

µ

)
1
γ

, 0

)

in L∞(Ω)

exponentially as t→ ∞, as intended.

4.2 Higher regularity of solutions

The Hölder continuity of solutions, typically serving as the beginning in the investigation of smooth

regularities, stands as one of the most important directions for the study of PDEs. It not only aids

in improving the regularity of solutions but also offers compactness for certain problems.

In the context of chemotaxis models, the Hölder continuity w.r.t the spatial variable can be utilized

to pursue the asymptotic behaviors of solutions pointwise. Specifically, by verifying the validity of the

embedding Cγ′

(Ω) →֒ W γ,ℓ(Ω) for all ℓ ∈ (1,∞) and every pair of γ, γ′ ∈ (0, 1) with γ′ > γ, we then

employ the Gagliardo-Nirenberg inequality to show that for any ℓ > N
γ and q > 1,

‖n(·, t)‖L∞(Ω) ≤ C1



‖n(·, t)‖

1
q

1
q
+

γ
N

−
1
ℓ

Wγ,ℓ(Ω)
‖n(·, t)‖

γ
N

−
1
ℓ

1
q
+

γ
N

−
1
ℓ

Lq(Ω) + ‖n(·, t)‖Lq(Ω)





≤ C2



‖n(·, t)‖

1
q

1
q
+

γ
N

−
1
ℓ

Cγ(Ω)
‖n(·, t)‖

γ
N

−
1
ℓ

1
q
+

γ
N

−
1
ℓ

Lq(Ω) + ‖n(·, t)‖Lq(Ω)





with C1 = C1(ℓ, q, γ,N,Ω) > 0 and C2 = C2(ℓ, q, γ, γ
′, N,Ω) > 0. An application of this inequality

readily transforms the convergence in the Lq-norm into that in the L∞-norm.
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Example (C) Our third example, derived from modeling the invasion movements of cancer cells,

describes the phenomena of chemotaxis and haptotaxis:














nt = ∇ ·
(

|∇n|p−2∇n
)

−∇ · (χn∇c)−∇ · (ξn∇w) + µn(1− n− w), x ∈ Ω, t > 0,

ct = ∆c− c+ n, x ∈ Ω, t > 0,

wt = −cw, x ∈ Ω, t > 0

(4.26)

endowed on the boundary condition
(

|∇n|p−2∇n− χn∇c− ξn∇w
)

·ν = ∂νc = 0 on ∂Ω× (0,∞). The

non-negative initial data (n0, c0, w0) fulfill

{

n0 ∈ L∞(Ω), |∇n0|p−2 ∇n0 ∈ L2(Ω), c0, w0 ∈ W 2,∞(Ω),

∂ν
(

|∇n0|p−2∇n0

)

∣

∣

∣

∂Ω
= ∂νc0

∣

∣

∂Ω
= ∂νw0

∣

∣

∂Ω
= 0.

(4.27)

The next proposition states that the system (4.26) admits a global Hölder-continuous solution.

Proposition 4.3. Let Ω ⊆ R
N (N ≥ 2) be a bounded domain with a smooth boundary. Suppose

χ > 0, ξ > 0 and µ > 0. Assume that

p > 1 +
N(2N + 3λ)

(N + 1)(N + 2λ)
with λ =

2N

(N − 2)+
.

Then for any non-negative initial data (n0, c0, w0) satisfying (4.27), there exist functions











n ∈ L∞(Ω× (0,∞)) ∩ Cγ, γ
p (Ω× (0,∞)) with some γ ∈ (0, 1),

c ∈ C0
(

[0,∞);W 1,∞(Ω)
)

∩ C0(Ω× [0,∞)) ∩ C2+σ,1+σ
2 (Ω× (0,∞)),

w ∈ C0
(

[0,∞);W 1,∞(Ω)
)

such that the triple (n, c, w) forms a global solution of (4.26) in the sense that n weakly satisfies

(4.26)1, and c as well as w classically satisfies (4.26)2 and (4.26)3.

Proof. The weak and globally bounded solutions have been found in [39, Theorem 1]. Additionally,

to determine the solvability by compactness arguments, the authors [39] replaced ∇ ·
(

|∇n|p−2∇n
)

with ∇ ·
(

(|∇n|+ ε)p−2∇n
)

in (4.26)1, and then introduced a regularized system















nt = ∇ ·
(

(|∇n|+ ε)p−2∇n
)

−∇ · (χn∇c)−∇ · (ξn∇w) + µn(1− n− w), x ∈ Ω, t > 0,

ct = ∆c− c+ n, x ∈ Ω, t > 0,

wt = −cw, x ∈ Ω, t > 0

(4.28)

which possesses a global and classical solution (nε, cε, wε) for every ε ∈ (0, 1). According to [39,

Lemmas 8&11], for any T > 0, there exists an ε-independent constant C1 such that

‖nε‖L∞(Ω) + ‖cε‖W 1,∞(Ω) + ‖wε‖W 1,∞(Ω) ≤ C1, ∀ t > 0. (4.29)

In light of Theorem 3, we have that for any t0 ∈ (0, T ),

|nε(x, t)− nε(x̂, t̂)| ≤ C2

(

|x− x̂|+ |t− t̂| 1p
)γ

, ∀ (x, t), (x̂, t̂) ∈ Ω× [t0, T ), (4.30)

where C2 > 0 and γ ∈ (0, 1) are unform-in-ε due to (4.29). With the aid of the Arzelà–Ascoli theorem,

we thus conclude the limit function n of a subsequence of {nε}ε∈(0,1), as specified in [39, page 16],

belongs to the space C0([t0, T ];L
2(Ω)).
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Finally, let us set f(s, x, t) = µs(1− s−w(x, t)), ĉ(x, t) = χc− ξw for (x, t) ∈ Ω× (0,∞). Under

this transformation, [39, Theorem 1] tells us that n weakly satisfies

nt = ∇ ·
(

|∇n|p−2∇n
)

−∇ · (n∇ĉ) + f(n, x, t), ∀ x ∈ Ω, t > 0

with ∇ĉ ∈ L∞(Ω× [t0, T )). Hence, the expected Hölder continuity result immediately follows by an

application of Theorem 3.

Example (D) Finally, let us consider the following chemotaxis with p−Laplacian involved:






















nt + u · ∇n = ∇ ·
(

|∇n|p−2∇n
)

−∇ · (n∇c), x ∈ Ω, t > 0,

ct + u · ∇c = ∆c− nc, x ∈ Ω, t > 0,

ut = ∆u+∇P + n∇Φ, x ∈ Ω, t > 0,

∇ · u = 0, x ∈ Ω, t > 0,

(4.31)

where n and c satisfy homogeneous boundary conditions of Neumann type, and u satisfies the homo-

geneous boundary condition of Dirichlet type. The initial data fulfill






n0 ∈ Cω(Ω) (0 < ω < 1), n0 ≥ 0, n0 6≡ 0 on Ω,

c0 ∈ W 1,∞(Ω), c0 ≥ 0,
√
c0 ∈ W 1,2(Ω),

u0 ∈ D (Aγ
2 ) for some γ ∈ (34 , 1).

Proposition 4.4. Let Ω ⊆ R
3 be a bounded domain with smooth boundary, Φ ∈ W 2,∞(Ω) and p > 23

11 .

Then there exist functions










n ∈ L∞(Ω× (0,∞)) ∩ Cγ, γ
p (Ω× (0,∞)) with some γ ∈ (0, 1),

c ∈ C0
(

[0,∞);W 1,∞(Ω)
)

∩ C0(Ω× [0,∞)) ∩ C2+σ,1+σ
2 (Ω× (0,∞)),

u ∈ L∞
(

Ω× (0,∞);R3
)

∩ L2
loc

(

[0,∞);W 1,2
0 (Ω;R3) ∩ L2

σ(Ω;R
3)
)

∩C0
(

Ω× [0,∞);R3
)

such that the triple (n, c,u) forms a global solution of (4.31) in the sense that c classically satisfies

(4.31)2, and n together with u weakly satisfies (4.31)1 and (4.31)3.

Proof. The global existence of bounded and weak solutions can be found in [27]. Similar reasonings

performed in Proposition 4.3 can also be carried out for the model (4.31), resulting in improved

regularities of solutions. To avoid repeated arguments, we omit details here.

5 Appendix

We use the coming Lemma 5.1 and Lemma 5.2 to prepare some semigroup estimates, which can be

found in [4].

Define D(Aq) :=W 2,q
(

Ω;R2
)

∩W 1,q
0

(

Ω;R2
)

∩Lq
σ(Ω) with q ≥ 1. We let A := −P∆ denote the

realization of the Stokes operator on D(Aq). Therein, P stands for the Helmholtz projection from

Lq
(

Ω;R2
)

to Lq
σ(Ω). As a sectorial and positive self-adjoint operator, Aq possesses closed fractional

powers Aθ
q defined on D

(

Aθ
q

)

with θ ∈ R, where the norm is given by ‖ · ‖D(Aθ
q)

:=
∥

∥Aθ
q(·)
∥

∥

Lq(Ω)
.

Lemma 5.1. Let Ω ⊆ R
2 be a bounded domain with smooth boundary, and let

{

e−At
}

t≥0
be the

semigroup generated by the Stokes-operator A. Then there exists λ1 > 0 with the following property:

For each θ ≥ 0 and any 1 < ℓ ≤ q <∞ there is C > 0 depending only on θ, q, ℓ and Ω such that
∥

∥Aθe−tAϕ
∥

∥

Lq(Ω)
≤ Ct−θ−( 1

ℓ
− 1

q
)e−λ1t‖ϕ‖Lℓ(Ω), ∀ t > 0

is valid for all ϕ ∈ Lℓ
σ(Ω).
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Lemma 5.2. Assume that Ω ⊆ R
N (N ≥ 2) is a bounded domain with a smooth boundary. Let

{et∆}t≥0 be the Neumann heat semigroup generated by −∆, and let λ2 > 0 denote the first nonzero

eigenvalue of −∆ in Ω under Neumann boundary conditions. Then there exist constants C1, C2 de-

pending only on Ω, q and ℓ which have the following properties:

(i) If 1 ≤ ℓ ≤ q ≤ ∞, then

‖et∆ϕ‖Lq(Ω) ≤ C1(q, ℓ)
(

1 + t−
N
2 ( 1

ℓ
− 1

q
)
)

e−λ2t‖ϕ‖Lℓ(Ω), ∀ t > 0

is true for each ϕ ∈ Lℓ(Ω).

(ii) If 1 ≤ ℓ ≤ q ≤ ∞, then

‖∇et∆ϕ‖Lq(Ω) ≤ C2(q, ℓ)
(

1 + t−
1
2−

N
2 ( 1

ℓ
− 1

q
)
)

e−λ2t‖ϕ‖Lℓ(Ω), ∀ t > 0

holds for any ϕ ∈ Lℓ(Ω).

Lemma 5.3. Let Ω ⊆ R
N (N ≥ 2) be a bounded domain with smooth boundary and 0 < σ < 2/N .

For any q > 1, there are constants C = C(q, σ,Ω, N) > 0 and κ = κ(q, σ,Ω, N) > 0 such that for any

solution (n, c) of (4.1), we can find t̂ > 0 satisfying

‖n(·, t)‖Lq(Ω) ≤ CMκ + C, ∀ t > t̂,

where M := −
∫

Ω
n0 dx.

Proof. The existence of global and classical solutions emanating from initial data satisfying (4.2) can

be found in [20]. An integration to (4.1)1 over Ω shows that

−
∫

Ω

n(·, t) dx ≡ −
∫

Ω

n0 dx =M, ∀ t > 0. (5.1)

Since 0 < σ < 2/N , then we can fix s ∈
[

1, N
(Nσ−1)+

)

such that

σ − 1

N
<

1

s
<

1

N
. (5.2)

Thus, based on the variation-of-constant formula, there holds that

‖∇c(·, t)‖Ls(Ω) ≤
∥

∥∇et(∆−1)c0
∥

∥

Ls(Ω)
+

∫ t

0

∥

∥∇e−(t−s)(∆−1)nσ
∥

∥

Ls(Ω)
ds, ∀ t > 0. (5.3)

We employ Lemma 5.2 (i) to get

∥

∥∇et(∆−1)c0
∥

∥

Ls(Ω)
≤ C1e

−λ2t
(

1 + t−
1
2

)

‖∇c0‖Ls(Ω) , ∀ t > 0 (5.4)

and
∫ t

0

∥

∥∇e−(t−s)Anσ(·, s)
∥

∥

Ls(Ω)
ds

≤ C2

∫ t

0

(t− s)−
1
2−

N
2 (σ− 1

s
)e−λ2(t−s)

∥

∥nσ(·, s)
∥

∥

L
1
σ (Ω)

ds

≤ C3M
σ, ∀ t > 0 (5.5)
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with positive constants C1, C2, C3 depending only on σ, Ω, N . We pick a time point t1 > 1 sufficiently

large such that 2e−λ2t1‖∇c0‖Ls(Ω) ≤ 1, and then,

‖∇c(·, t)‖Ls(Ω) ≤ 2C1 + C3M
σ =: ΛM , ∀ t > t1. (5.6)

Now we let ℓ > max
{

s
2 + 1 , (N−2)s

N , sN
2

}

big enough assure

2σ(N − 2)
2ℓ
s ·N

< 1− (N − 2)(ℓ − 1)

Nℓ
.

With setting q := 2ℓ
s , the selection of ℓ ensures that q > N and

2σ(N − 2)

q ·N < 1− (N − 2)(ℓ − 1)

Nℓ
. (5.7)

This inequality allows us to find χ > 1 such that

2σ(N − 2)

Nq
<

1

χ
< min

{

2σ , 1− (N − 2)(ℓ− 1)

Nℓ

}

. (5.8)

We also need to select ν > 1 fulfilling

max

{

1− 2

N
, 1− 2

s

}

<
1

ν
< 1− N − 2

Nℓ
. (5.9)

Testing (4.1)1 by nq−1 and using Young’s inequality, one sees that for any t > 0,

1

q

d

dt

∫

Ω

nq dx+ (q − 1)

∫

Ω

nq−2|∇n|2 dx =− (q − 1)

∫

Ω

nq−1∇n · ∇c dx

≤q − 1

2

∫

Ω

nq−2|∇n|2 dx+
q − 1

2

∫

Ω

nq|∇c|2 dx, (5.10)

which yields that

d

dt

∫

Ω

nq dx+
2(q − 1)

q

∫

Ω

∣

∣∇n q
2

∣

∣

2
dx ≤ q(q − 1)

∫

Ω

nq|∇c|2 dx, ∀ t > 0. (5.11)

By a straightforward computation, we verify that

∆|∇c|2 = 2|D2c|2 + 2∇c · ∇∆c, ∀ x ∈ Ω, t > 0.

It follows by (4.1)2 and the pointwise estimate |∆c|2 ≤ N |D2c|2 in Ω× (0,∞) that

(|∇c|2)t +
2

N
|∆c|2 + 2|∇c|2 ≤ ∆|∇c|2 + 2∇c · ∇nσ, ∀ x ∈ Ω, t > 0. (5.12)

Multiplying (5.12) by |∇c|2(ℓ−1) and integrating over Ω imply that

1

ℓ

d

dt

∫

Ω

|∇c|2ℓ dx+
2

N

∫

Ω

|∇c|2(ℓ−1)|∆c|2 dx+ 2

∫

Ω

|∇c|2ℓ dx

=

∫

Ω

|∇c|2(ℓ−1)∆|∇c|2 dx+ 2

∫

Ω

|∇c|2(ℓ−1)∇c · ∇nσ dx, ∀ t > 0. (5.13)

Through the integration by parts and Young’s inequality, we have

2

∫

Ω

|∇c|2(ℓ−1)∇c · ∇nσ dx = −2(ℓ− 1)

∫

Ω

|∇c|2(ℓ−2)∇|∇c|2 · ∇cnσ dx − 2

∫

Ω

|∇c|2(ℓ−1)∆cnσ dx
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≤ (ℓ− 1)

2

∫

Ω

|∇c|2(ℓ−2)
∣

∣∇|∇c|2
∣

∣

2
dx+

2

N

∫

Ω

|∇c|2(ℓ−1)|∆c|2 dx

+
(

2(ℓ− 1) +
N

2

)

∫

Ω

|∇c|2(ℓ−1)n2σ dx

and
∫

Ω

|∇c|2(ℓ−1)∆|∇c|2 dx = −(ℓ− 1)

∫

Ω

|∇c|2(ℓ−2)
∣

∣∇|∇c|2
∣

∣

2
dx+

∫

∂Ω

|∇c|2(ℓ−1) ∂|∇c|2
∂ν

dS

≤ −2(ℓ− 1)

ℓ2

∫

Ω

∣

∣∇|∇c|ℓ
∣

∣

2
dx+ C4

∫

Ω

|∇c|2ℓ dx,

where C4 = C4(σ,Ω, N) > 0, we utilized [21, Lemma 4.2] and the trace inequality to govern
∫

∂Ω |∇c|2(ℓ−1) ∂|∇c|2

∂ν dS. Thereby, there holds that

d

dt

∫

Ω

|∇c|2ℓ dx+
ℓ− 1

2ℓ

∫

Ω

∣

∣∇|∇c|ℓ
∣

∣

2
dx

≤
(

2(ℓ− 1) +
N

2

)

ℓ

∫

Ω

|∇c|2(ℓ−1)n2σ dx+ C4ℓ

∫

Ω

|∇c|2ℓ dx, ∀ t > 0. (5.14)

We merge (5.14) with (5.11) and use Hölder’s inequality to find C5 > 0 such that the following

inequality

d

dt

∫

Ω

(nq + |∇c|2ℓ) dx+
2(q − 1)

q

∫

Ω

∣

∣∇n q
2

∣

∣

2
dx+

ℓ− 1

2ℓ

∫

Ω

∣

∣∇|∇c|ℓ
∣

∣

2
dx

≤C5

∫

Ω

nq|∇c|2 dx+ C5

∫

Ω

n2σ|∇c|2(ℓ−1) dx+ C5

∫

Ω

|∇c|2ℓ dx

≤C5

(∫

Ω

nqν dx

)
1
ν
(∫

Ω

|∇c|2ν′

dx

)
1
ν′

+ C5

(∫

Ω

n2σχ dx

)
1
χ
(∫

Ω

|∇c|2(ℓ−1)χ′

dx

)
1
χ′

+ C5

∫

Ω

|∇c|2ℓ dx, ∀ t > 0 (5.15)

holds for ν selected in (5.8) and ν′ = ν
ν−1 . The Gagliardo-Nirenberg inequality infers

∥

∥n
q
2

∥

∥

2

L2ν(Ω)
≤ C6

∥

∥∇n q
2

∥

∥

2θ

L2(Ω)

∥

∥n
q
2

∥

∥

2(1−θ)

L
2
q (Ω)

+ C6

∥

∥n
q
2

∥

∥

2

L
2
q (Ω)

≤ C6

(∫

Ω

∣

∣∇n q
2

∣

∣

2
dx

)θ

M q(1−θ) + C6M
q, (5.16)

where C6 = C6(σ,Ω, N) > 0 and

θ =
q
2 − 1

2ν
1
N − 1

2 + q
2

∈ (0, 1).

Given (5.6), we apply the Gagliardo-Nirenberg inequality once again to derive that for all t > t1,

∥

∥|∇c|ℓ
∥

∥

2
ℓ

L
2ν′

ℓ (Ω)
≤ C7

∥

∥∇|∇c|ℓ
∥

∥

2δ
ℓ

L2(Ω)

∥

∥|∇c|ℓ
∥

∥

2(1−δ)
ℓ

L
s
ℓ (Ω)

+ C7

∥

∥|∇c|ℓ
∥

∥

2
ℓ

L
s
ℓ (Ω)

≤ C7

(∫

Ω

∣

∣∇|∇c|ℓ
∣

∣

2
dx

)
δ
ℓ

Λ
2(1−δ)
M + C7Λ

2
M , (5.17)

where C7 = C7(σ,Ω, N) > 0 and

δ =
ℓ
s − ℓ

2ν′

1
N − 1

2 + ℓ
s

∈ (0, 1).
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Similarly, there exist C8 > 0, C9 > 0 depending σ, Ω and N satisfying that for any t > t1,

∥

∥n
q
2

∥

∥

4σ
q

L
4σχ
q (Ω)

≤ C8

(∫

Ω

|∇n q
2 |2 dx

)
2σθ̄
q

M2σ(1−θ̄) + C8M
2σ (5.18)

and

∥

∥|∇c|ℓ
∥

∥

2(ℓ−1)
ℓ

L
2(ℓ−1)χ′

ℓ (Ω)
≤ C9

(
∫

Ω

∣

∣∇|∇c|ℓ
∣

∣

2
dx

)

(ℓ−1)δ̄
ℓ

Λ
2(1−ℓ)(1−δ̄)
M + C9Λ

2(1−ℓ)
M (5.19)

with χ specified in (5.9), χ′ = χ
χ−1 and

θ̄ =

q
2 − q

4σχ
1
N − 1

2 + q
2

∈ (0, 1) as well as δ̄ =

ℓ
s − ℓ

2(ℓ−1)χ′

1
N − 1

2 + ℓ
s

∈ (0, 1).

Inserting (5.16)–(5.19) into (5.15) and applying Young’s inequality result in the estimate

d

dt

∫

Ω

(nq + |∇c|2ℓ) dx+
2(q − 1)

q

∫

Ω

|∇n q
2 |2 dx+

ℓ− 1

2ℓ

∫

Ω

∣

∣∇|∇c|ℓ
∣

∣

2
dx

≤C10M
q(1−θ)Λ

2(1−δ)
M

(∫

Ω

∣

∣∇n q
2

∣

∣

2
dx

)θ (∫

Ω

∣

∣∇|∇c|ℓ
∣

∣

2
dx

)
δ
ℓ

+ C10M
2σ(1−θ̄)Λ

2(1−ℓ)(1−δ̄)
M

(∫

Ω

∣

∣∇n q
2

∣

∣

2
dx

)
2σθ̄
q
(∫

Ω

∣

∣∇|∇c|ℓ
∣

∣

2
dx

)

(ℓ−1)δ̄
ℓ

+ C10

∫

Ω

|∇c|2ℓ dx+ C10M
κ1 + C10, ∀ t > t1 (5.20)

with κ1 = κ1(σ,Ω, N) > 0 and C10 = C10(σ,Ω, N) > 0, where we can verify that

θ +
δ

ℓ
=

q
2 − 1

2ν
1
N − 1

2 + q
2

+
1
s − 1

2ν′

1
N − 1

2 + ℓ
s

=
1
s + q

2 − 1
2

1
N + q

2 − 1
2

< 1 (5.21)

because of s < 1
N , and

2σθ̄

q
+

(ℓ− 1)δ̄

ℓ
=

σ − 1
2χ

1
N − 1

2 + q
2

+

ℓ−1
s − 1

2χ′

1
N − 1

2 + ℓ
s

=
σ + ℓ−1

s − 1
2

1
N − 1

2 + ℓ
s

< 1 (5.22)

due to s > σ − 1
N . Young’s inequality applied on (5.20) enables us to find C11 > 0 and κ2 =

κ2(σ,Ω, N) > 0 such that

d

dt

∫

Ω

(nq + |∇c|2ℓ) dx+
q − 1

q

∫

Ω

∣

∣∇n q
2

∣

∣

2
dx +

ℓ− 1

4ℓ

∫

Ω

∣

∣∇|∇c|ℓ
∣

∣

2
dx

≤ C10

∫

Ω

|∇c|2ℓ dx+ C11M
κ2 + C11, ∀ t > t1. (5.23)

The Gagliardo-Nirenberg inequality tells us that

∥

∥n
q
2

∥

∥

2

L2(Ω)
≤ C12

(∫

Ω

∣

∣∇n q
2

∣

∣

2
dx

)

q
2
−

1
2

1
N

−
1
2
+

q
2
M

q
N

1
N

−
1
2
+

q
2 + C12M

q (5.24)
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and

(C10 + 1)
∥

∥|∇c|ℓ
∥

∥

2

L2(Ω)
≤ C13

(∫

Ω

∣

∣∇|∇c|ℓ
∣

∣

2
dx

)

ℓ
s
−

1
2

1
N

−
1
2
+ ℓ

s
Λ

2ℓ
N

s
N

−
s
2
+ℓ

M + C13Λ
2ℓ
s

M (5.25)

with C12, C13 > 0. It can be deduced from (5.23)–(5.25) that there are κ3, C14 and C15 such that

d

dt

∫

Ω

(nq + |∇c|2ℓ) dx+ C14

(
∫

Ω

∣

∣∇n q
2

∣

∣

2
dx +

∫

Ω

∣

∣∇|∇c|ℓ
∣

∣

2
dx

)

≤ C15M
κ3 + C15, ∀ t > t1.

An argument of ODI to the above inequality guarantees the existence of t2 > t1 fulfilling

∫

Ω

nq(x, t) dx ≤ C15M
κ3 + 2C15, ∀ t > t2.

The proof is finished.

Lemma 5.4. Let Ω ⊆ R
2 be a bounded domain with smooth boundary and γ > 1. Assume that D

and S satisfy (4.18) with α ≥ 0 and β ≤ γ. Then there are constants C > 0 and µ∗ > 0 depending

only on a0, b0, α, β, r such that whenever µ > µ∗, then for any classical and globally bounded solutions

(n, c,u) to (4.16) there exists a time point t̂ ∈ (0,∞) fulfilling

‖n(·, t)‖L2(Ω) ≤ C and ‖u(·, t)‖L∞(Ω) ≤ C, ∀ t > t̂.

Proof. The Poincaré inequality and Sobolev estimates tell that

∫

Ω

|∇ψ|2 dx ≥ Cp

∫

Ω

ψ2 dx for any ψ ∈W 1,2
0 (Ω) (5.26)

and
∫

Ω

|∆ψ|2 dx+

∫

Ω

ψ2 dx ≥ Cs

∫

Ω

|∇ψ|2 dx for every ψ ∈ W 2,2(Ω) ∩W 1,2
0 (Ω). (5.27)

We thus define a constant C̄ := max
{

Cp

4 , Cs

2 , λ1

}

with λ1 > 0 specified as in Lemma 5.1.

The equation (4.16)1 ensures that

d

dt

∫

Ω

n dx = r

∫

Ω

n dx− µ

∫

Ω

n1+γ dx ≤ r

∫

Ω

n dx− µ|Ω|−γ

(∫

Ω

n dx

)1+γ

, ∀ t > 0. (5.28)

According to the Bernoulli inequality [3, Lemma 1.2.4], there holds that

lim sup
t→∞

∫

Ω

n(·, t) dx ≤ |Ω|
( r

µ

)
1
γ

. (5.29)

This gives a time point t1 > 0 such that
∫

Ω n(·, t) dx < 2|Ω|
(

r
µ

)
1
γ for any t > t1. This along with

(5.28) shows that

d

dt

(

eC̄t

∫

Ω

n dx

)

= (r + C̄)eC̄t

∫

Ω

n dx− µeC̄t

∫

Ω

n1+γ dx

≤ 2|Ω|(r + C̄)eC̄t
( r

µ

)
1
γ − µeC̄t

∫

Ω

n1+γ dx, ∀ t > t1.
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Upon integration over (t1, t), the above ODI yields that

µ

∫ t

t1

eC̄(s−t)

∫

Ω

n1+γ dxds ≤ 4|Ω| C̄ + r

C̄

( r

µ

)
1
γ

, ∀ t > t1, (5.30)

which immediately implies that

∫ t

t1

eC̄(s−t)

∫

Ω

n2 dxds ≤
∫ t

t1

eC̄(s−t)

∫

Ω

n1+γ dxds+
1

C̄

≤ 4|Ω| C̄ + r

C̄µ

( r

µ

)
1
γ

+
1

C̄
, ∀ t > t1. (5.31)

From (4.16)3 and Young’s inequality, we obtain

1

2

d

dt

∫

Ω

u2 dx+

∫

Ω

|∇u|2 dx ≤
∫

Ω

nu dx ≤ 1

2Cp

∫

Ω

n2 dx+
Cp

2

∫

Ω

u2 dx, ∀ t > t1.

Thus, it follows by (5.26) that

d

dt

(

e
Cpt

4

∫

Ω

u2 dx

)

+
e

Cpt

4

4

∫

Ω

|∇u|2 dx ≤ e
Cpt

4

Cp

∫

Ω

n2 dx, ∀ t > t1.

In view of (5.31), one can find t2 > t1 such that

‖u(·, t)‖2L2(Ω) ≤
C1

µ
1
γ
+1
,

∫ t

t1

e
s−t
2

∫

Ω

|∇u|2 dxds ≤ C1

µ
1
γ
+1
, ∀ t > t2. (5.32)

with C1 = C1(r, γ,Ω) > 0. Now we test the equation (4.16)3 with ∆u and integrate by parts to get

1

2

d

dt

∫

Ω

|∇u|2 dx+

∫

Ω

|∆u|2 dx ≤
∫

Ω

n∆u dx+

∫

Ω

u · ∇u∆u dx

≤
∫

Ω

n2 dx+
1

2

∫

Ω

|∆u|2 dx+

∫

Ω

|u · ∇u|2 dx, ∀ t > 0, (5.33)

where Hölder’s inequality, the Gagliardo-Nirenberg inequality and Young’s inequality entail that

∫

Ω

|u · ∇u|2 dx ≤ ‖u‖2L4(Ω)‖∇u‖2L4(Ω) ≤ C2

(

‖∇u‖
1
2

L2(Ω)‖u‖
1
2

L2(Ω)

)2(

‖∆u‖
1
2

L2(Ω)‖∇u‖
1
2

L2(Ω)

)2

≤ 1

4
‖∆u‖2L2(Ω) + C2

2‖u‖2L2(Ω)‖∇u‖4L2(Ω) (5.34)

and

‖∇u‖4L2(Ω) ≤ C3

(

‖∆u‖2L2(Ω)‖u‖2L2(Ω) + ‖u‖4L2(Ω)

)

(5.35)

with C2, C3 > 0. It can be obtained by a combination of (5.33)–(5.35), Young’s inequality as well as

(5.32) that

d

dt

∫

Ω

|∇u|2 dx+
1

2

∫

Ω

|∆u|2 dx ≤ C4

(

‖∆u‖2L2(Ω)‖u‖4L2(Ω) + ‖u‖6L2(Ω)

)

+ 2

∫

Ω

n2 dx

≤ C4C
2
1

µ
2
γ
+2

‖∆u‖2L2(Ω) +
C4C

3
1

µ
3
γ
+3

+ 2

∫

Ω

n2 dx, ∀ t > t2
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with C4 = 2C2
2C3. We let µ∗ > 1 be taken large enough satisfying

C4C
2
1

µ
2
γ
+2

∗

≤ 1

4
.

Therefore, the assumption µ > µ∗ and (5.27) imply that

d

dt

(

e
Cst
2

∫

Ω

|∇u|2 dx
)

≤ 2e
Cst
2

(

∫

Ω

n2dx+
C4C

3
1

µ
3
γ
+3

+
C1

µ
1
γ
+1

)

, ∀ t > t2.

Using an ODI argument, we infer from the above display and (5.31) that there is t3 > t2 ensuring

‖∇u(·, t)‖2L2(Ω) ≤ 2C4C
3
1r

3
γ + 2C1 ++8r

1
γ |Ω| C̄ + r

C̄µ
+

2

C̄
, ∀ t > t3. (5.36)

Similar reasonings as leading to (5.32) and (5.36) allow us to derive

‖c(·, t)‖2W 1,2(Ω) ≤ C5, ∀ t > t4 (5.37)

with some t4 > t3 and C5 = C5(r, γ,Ω) > 0.

In view of the variation-of-constants formula according to (4.16)2, there holds

∥

∥A 1
2u(·, t)

∥

∥

L1+γ(Ω)
≤
∥

∥A 1
2 e−(t−t2)Au(·, t3)

∥

∥

L1+γ(Ω)
+

∫ t

t3

∥

∥A 1
2 e−(t−s)Au · ∇u(·, s)

∥

∥

L1+γ(Ω)
ds

+

∫ t

t3

∥

∥A 1
2 e−(t−s)An

∥

∥

L1+γ(Ω)
ds, ∀ t > t3. (5.38)

We apply Lemma 3.1 (i), Hölder’s inequality and the Sobolev embedding to get

∥

∥A 1
2 e−tAu(·, t3)

∥

∥

L1+γ(Ω)
≤ C5e

−λ1(t−t2)
∥

∥A 1
2u(·, t2)

∥

∥

L1+γ(Ω)
, ∀ t > t3

and
∫ t

t3

∥

∥A 1
2 e−(t−s)Au(·, s) · ∇u(·, s)

∥

∥

L1+γ(Ω)
ds

≤ C6

∫ t

t3

(t− s)−1+ 1
2(1+γ) e−λ1(t−s)‖u(·, s) · ∇u(·, s)‖

L
2+2γ
2+γ (Ω)

ds

≤ C7

∫ t

t3

(t− s)−1+ 1
2(1+γ) e−λ1(t−s)‖u(·, s)‖L2(1+γ)(Ω)‖∇u(·, s)‖L2(Ω) ds

≤ C8

∫ t

t3

(t− s)−1+ 1
2(1+γ) e−λ1(t−s)‖∇u(·, s)‖2L2(Ω) ds, ∀ t > t3

and
∫ t

t3

∥

∥A 1
2 e−(t−s)An(·, s)

∥

∥

L1+γ(Ω)
ds

≤ C9

∫ t

t3

(t− s)−
1
2 e−λ1(t−s)‖n(·, s)‖L1+γ(Ω) ds

≤ C9

∫ t

t3

e−λ1(t−s)‖n(·, s)‖1+γ
L1+γ(Ω) ds+ C9

∫ t

t3

(t− s)−
1+γ
2γ e−λ1(t−s) ds, ∀ t > t3,
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where the positive constants C5, C6, C7, C8, C9 depend only on γ and Ω. Summarizing the above

estimates and recalling (5.36), (5.30) deduce the existence of t5 > t3 such that

‖A 1
2u(·, t)‖L1+γ(Ω) ≤ C10, ∀ t > t5,

and hence,

‖u(·, t)‖L∞(Ω) ≤ C11, ∀ t > t5 (5.39)

due to an application of the Sobolev embedding inequality.

By utilizing (4.16)1 and noticing (4.18), we obtain for any t > t6 := max{t4, t5},

1

2

d

dt

∫

Ω

n2 dx+

∫

Ω

D(n)|∇n|2 dx = −
∫

Ω

S(n)∇n · ∇c dx+ r

∫

Ω

n2 dx − µ

∫

Ω

nγ+2 dx

=

∫

Ω

Hs(n) ·∆c dx+ r

∫

Ω

n2 dx− µ

∫

Ω

nγ+2 dx

≤
∫

Ω

Hs(n)
γ+2
γ+1 dx +

∫

Ω

|∆c|γ+2 dx+ r

∫

Ω

n2 dx− µ

∫

Ω

nγ+2 dx

with

Hs(n) :=

∫ n

0

S(σ) dσ ≤ C12n
(β−1)++2 + C12

≤ C12n
γ+1 + 2C12,

where we utilized the assumption β ≤ γ and C12 depends only on b0, r and Ω. A simple calculation

implies

(2 + γ + 2r)

∫

Ω

n2 dx ≤ µ

∫

Ω

nγ+2 dx+

(

2 + γ + 2r
)

2
γ
+1|Ω|

µ
2
γ

.

Combining the above estimates, one has

d

dt

∫

Ω

n2 dx+ (2 + γ)

∫

Ω

n2 dx ≤ 2C
γ+2
γ+1

12

∫

Ω

nγ+2 dx+

∫

Ω

|∆c|γ+2 dx − µ

∫

Ω

nγ+2 dx

+

(

2 + γ + 2r
)

2
γ
+1|Ω|

µ
2
γ

+ 4C
γ+2
γ+1

12 , ∀ t > t6,

namely,

d

dt

(

e(γ+2)s

∫

Ω

n2 dx
)

≤ 2C
γ+2
γ+1

12 e(γ+2)s

∫

Ω

nγ+2 dx+ e(γ+2)s

∫

Ω

|∆c|γ+2 dx− µe(γ+2)s

∫

Ω

nγ+2 dx

+ e(γ+2)s

(

2 + γ + 2r
)

2
γ
+1|Ω|

µ
2
γ

+ 4C
γ+2
γ+1

12 e(γ+2)s, ∀ t > t6. (5.40)

The maximal Lp–Lq estimates [13] along with the Gagliardo-Nirenberg inequality and the Sobolev

estimates indicate that
∫ t

t6

∫

Ω

e(γ+2)s|∆c|γ+2 dxds ≤ C13

∫ t

t6

∫

Ω

e(γ+2)s|u · ∇c|γ+2 dxds+ C13

∫ t

t6

∫

Ω

e(γ+2)snγ+2 dxds

+ C13e
(γ+2)t6

∫

Ω

|∆c|γ+2(x, t6) dx
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≤ C13‖u‖γ+2
L∞(Ω×(t6,t))

∫ t

t6

e(γ+2)s‖∇c‖γ+2
Lγ+2(Ω) ds+ C13

∫ t

t6

∫

Ω

e(γ+2)snγ+2 dxds

+ C13e
(γ+2)t6

∫

Ω

|∆c|γ+2(x, t6) dx

≤ C14‖u‖γ+2
L∞(Ω×(t6,t))

∫ t

t6

e(γ+2)s
(

‖∆c‖
γ+2
2

Lγ+2(Ω)‖c‖
γ+2
2

Lγ+2(Ω) + ‖c‖γ+2
Lγ+2(Ω)

)

ds

+ C13

∫ t

t6

∫

Ω

e(γ+2)snγ+2 dxds+ C13e
(γ+2)t6

∫

Ω

|∆c|γ+2(x, t6) dx, ∀ t > t6

with C13 = C13(γ,Ω) > 0 and C14 = C14(γ,Ω) > 0. Thus, by virtue of (5.39) and (5.37), we employ

Young’s inequality to the above display and obtain
∫ t

t6

∫

Ω

e(γ+2)s|∆c|γ+2 dxds ≤ C15

∫ t

t6

∫

Ω

e(γ+2)snγ+2 dxds+ C15e
(γ+2)t6

∫

Ω

|∆c|γ+2(x, t6) dx

+ C15e
(γ+2)t, ∀ t > t6. (5.41)

Integrating (5.40) over (t6, t) and using (5.41) directly shows that

e(γ+2)t

∫

Ω

n2(x, t) dx ≤
(

2C
γ+2
γ+1

12 + C15

)∫ t

t6

∫

Ω

e(γ+2)snγ+2 dxds− µ

∫ t

t6

∫

Ω

e(γ+2)snγ+2 dxds

+ e(γ+2)t6

∫

Ω

n2(x, t6) dx + C15e
(γ+2)t6

∫

Ω

|∆c|γ+2(x, t6) dx

+





(

2 + γ + 2r
)

2
γ
+1|Ω|

µ
2
γ

+ 4C
γ+2
γ+1

12 + C15



 e(γ+2)t, ∀ t > t6. (5.42)

We further enlarge µ∗ > 2C
γ+2
γ+1

12 + C15 (if necessary) and let µ ≥ µ∗ to conclude that there is t7 > t6
fulfilling

∫

Ω

n2(x, t) dx ≤
(

2 + γ + 2r
)

2
γ
+1|Ω|

µ
2
γ

∗

+ 4C
γ+2
γ+1

12 + 2C15 + 1, ∀ t > t7,

where all the factors appearing on the right-hand side depend only on γ, β, r, b0 and Ω. This ends

our proof.
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