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We consider a parabolic-elliptic Keller-Segel system with spatially dependent
diffusion sensitivity ut = ∇ · (|x|β∇u)−∇ · (u∇v),

0 = ∆v − µ+ u, µ := 1
|Ω|

∫
Ω

u, (⋆)

under homogeneous Neumann boundary conditions in the ball Ω = BR(0) ⊂
Rn.
For β > 0 and radially symmetric Hölder continuous initial data, we prove
that there exists a pointwise classical solution to (⋆) in (Ω \ {0})× (0, T ) for
some T > 0.
For radially decreasing initial data satisfying certain compatibility criteria,
this solution is bounded and unique in (Ω \ {0})× (0, T ∗) for some T ∗ > 0.
Moreover, for n ≥ 2 and sufficiently accumulated initial data, there exists no
solution (u, v) to (⋆) in the sense specified above which is globally bounded
in time.
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1 Introduction

1 Introduction

In microbiological processes, it is common for organisms to interact with their envi-
ronment via positive chemotaxis, that is the tendency to move in the direction of the
gradient of some signal substance. This behavior has been documented as early as 1881
for Bacterium termo and Spirillum tenue moving toward oxygen-producing plant cells
[8].
In order to make such biological systems accessible to quantitative analysis and outline
the governing factors of structural evolution, at the beginning of the 1970s Keller and
Segel proposed a system of the form{

ut = ∇ · (D(u, v)∇u)−∇ · (S(u, v)∇v),
vt = ∆v + u− v,

(1.1)

see [17] and [18], to describe the behavior of slime mold aggregation and Escherichia coli
as outlined in [1], respectively. Herein, the bacteria concentration u = u(x, t) is subject
not only to chemotaxis toward a self-produced attractant with density v = v(x, t) but
also to diffusion in the form of Brownian motion. The expressions D(u, v) and S(u, v)
represent the diffusive and chemotactic sensitivity, respectively.
This system and variations thereof have various applications [12], including pattern for-
mation in bacterial colonies [42], tumor invasion processes [5] and embryogenesis [28].
In line with experimental observations, even the prototypical setting with D(u, v) ≡ 1
and S(u, v) ≡ u considered in bounded domains with no-flux boundary conditions has
been shown to exhibit aggregation phenomena already, in their most extreme form rep-
resented by finite-time blow-up. While solutions always exist globally in time and are
bounded in the spatially one-dimensional case [26], for two-dimensional balls, a criti-
cal mass phenomenon arises: For all sufficiently regular and radially symmetric initial
data u0 with total mass

∫
Ω

u0 < 8π, solutions are global and bounded [25], whereas if∫
Ω

u0 > 8π, finite-time blow-up is possible ([11], [22]). For balls as domains in higher

dimensions, initial data with arbitrary total mass leading to blow-up can be constructed
[36].
On account of the fact that in numerous biological applications, the chemo-attractant
dissipates much faster than the microbes move, by [15] we may consider the parabolic-
elliptic system given by{

ut = ∇ · (D(u, v)∇u)−∇ · (S(u, v)∇v), x ∈ Ω, t > 0,
0 = ∆v + u− µ, µ = 1

|Ω|
∫
Ω

u, x ∈ Ω, t > 0, (1.2)

in a bounded domain Ω ⊂ Rn as a relevant limit case of (1.1). Concerning global bound-
edness and finite-time blow-up, the results are similar to the fully parabolic system (1.1)
[24]. The matter of deducing local existence in both systems in absence of degeneracies,
particularly for constant and linear sensitivities D and S, respectively, has for example
been considered in [3]. Therein, heat semigroup theory is employed in order to obtain a
mild solution which can be shown to have nice regularity properties in the interior ([19,
III.12]) in turn. By means of a fixed point argument, such results have been extended
to possibly degenerate cases for sufficiently regular D > 0 and S ≥ 0 dependent on u
([40]). Related systems for nutrient taxis with D(u, v) ≡ uv and S(u, v) = Ψ(u)v with
Ψ asymptotically growing quadratically at most as well as such with D(u) and S(x, u, v)
supposed to be not too singular in certain ways have been investigated [39] and [41],
respectively, and, utilizing approximations, have been shown to possess global weak so-
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1 Introduction

lutions. Further variants of (1.1) and (1.2) containing density– and signal–dependent
diffusion degeneracies have been discussed (see, e.g., [31], [6], [23], [16], [10], [13], [14]).
In this manuscript, we shall consider a spatially dependent diffusion sensitivity general-
ized by the prototype D(x) ≡ |x|β , x ∈ Ω, for β > 0. This leads to the problem

ut = ∇ · (|x|β∇u)−∇ · (u∇v), x ∈ Ω, t > 0,

0 = ∆v − µ+ u, µ := 1
|Ω|

∫
Ω

u, x ∈ Ω, t > 0,

∂u
∂ν = ∂v

∂ν = 0, x ∈ ∂Ω, t > 0,

u(x, 0) = u0(x), x ∈ Ω,

(1.3)

posed in Ω = BR(0) ⊂ Rn, n ≥ 1, R > 0, fulfilling

u0 ∈ C0
rad(Ω) :=

{
φ ∈ C0(Ω)

∣∣∣ φ is radially symmetric
}

is nonnegative with u0 ̸≡ 0.

(1.4)
We shall remark that in the contexts we consider, actually µ = 1

|Ω|
∫
Ω

u0 will be proven to

hold, so that µ may be viewed as a constant.
This system can be interpreted as a prototype for describing biological applications where
the motility of a cell or bacteria population is impaired near the origin. For instance, we
find this to be the case when coagulation mechanisms are present. Their significance not
just for structural healing but also in the context of immune responses for invertebrates
has among others been established in [27] and [34]. In mammals, the coagulation system
was long thought to be important exclusively for haemostasis. However, nowadays it is
commonly recognized that coagulation contributes to the effective elimination of bacte-
ria in those organisms as well [2]. In fact, besides restricting the motility of bacteria,
coagulation triggers the release of bradykinin which interacts with macrophages to emit
chemo-attractants supporting the immune response [9]. Furthermore, fibrinogen releases
fibrinopeptides, chemo-attractants to aid clotting [30]. Thus in this example already,
there are multiple chemotactic dynamics at play wherein heterogeneous environments
roughly as described in (1.3) might occur.
The mathematical analysis of (1.3) however is accompanied by notable difficulties. Cal-
culating

∇ · (|x|β∇u) = |x|β∆u+ (∇|x|β) · ∇u

reveals that for one, we are dealing with a spatial diffusion degeneracy which in Keller-
Segel type systems appears to be without precedent in literature, and moreover, at least
for β < 1 singular behavior of (∇|x|β) · ∇u at x = 0 is to be expected. This already
indicates that at least generally, we should not assume to be able to obtain a classical
solution of (1.3) in Ω× (0, T ) for some T > 0; instead, we either have to resort to weak
solution concepts or at least omit the spatial point x = 0. Our results feature the latter.

First we formulate a statement on local existence of classical solutions in (Ω\{0})×(0, T0)
satisfying mass conservation.

Theorem 1.1. Let n ≥ 1, R > 0, Ω = BR(0) ⊂ Rn and β > 0, and write Ω0 := Ω \ {0}.
Then for θ ∈ (0, 1) and u0 ∈ Cθ(Ω) complying with (1.4), there exists a radially symmetric
classical solution (u,v) of (1.3) in the sense of Definition 2.1, fulfilling{

u ∈ C0(Ω0 × [0, T0)) ∩ C2,1(Ω0 × (0, T0))

v ∈ C2,0(Ω0 × (0, T0))
(1.5)
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1 Introduction

for some T0 ∈ (0,∞]. This solution has the properties that u is nonnegative and satisfies
the mass conservation property, that is∫

Ω

u(·, t) =
∫
Ω

u0 =: m for all t ∈ (0, T0). (1.6)

The second theorem includes a result on local boundedness and uniqueness. In order to
accomplish this, we need to impose much stronger requirements on the initial data.

Theorem 1.2. Suppose that the conditions of Theorem 1.1 hold, and let (u, v) denote
the classical solution to (1.3) established therein.
Assume that additionally u0 ∈ C1+θ(Ω) for some θ ∈ (0, 1) is radially decreasing and has
the properties that

u0 = 0 and ∇u0 · ν = 0 on ∂Ω (1.7)

as well as
|∇u0(x)| ≤ C0|x|n−1+θ (1.8)

for some C0 > 0.
Then for T0 > 0 as in Theorem 1.1 we have that

u ∈ C1,0(Ω0 × [0, T0)) is radially decreasing. (1.9)

Moreover, for some T ∗ ∈ (0, T0] and each T ∈ (0, T ∗), there exists C = C(T ) > 0 such
that

u(x, t) ≤ C for all (x, t) ∈ Ω0 × [0, T ]. (1.10)

If additionally n ≥ 2, there exists a unique solution (u, v) of (1.3) in Ω0× [0, T ∗) fulfilling{
u ∈ C0(Ω0 × [0, T ∗)) ∩ C2,1(Ω0 × (0, T ∗)),

v ∈ C2,0(Ω0 × (0, T ∗)),
(1.11)

which has the properties that∫
Ω

v(·, t) = 0, 0 ≤ u ∈ L∞(Ω× (0, T )) and ∇v ∈ L∞(Ω× (0, T );Rn) (1.12)

for all T ∈ (0, T ∗).

We close with a result ruling out global bounded solutions for initial mass distributions
concentrated adequately close to the origin.

Theorem 1.3. Let n ≥ 2, R > 0, Ω = BR(0) ⊂ Rn as well as β > 0, and assume that
u0 complies with (1.4).
Then for m :=

∫
Ω

u0 and each m0 ∈ (0,m], there exists r0 = r0(m0,m,R, β) > 0 such

that if ∫
Br0 (0)

u0 ≥ m0, (1.13)
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1 Introduction

there is no global classical solution (u, v) of (1.3) fulfilling{
u ∈ C0(Ω0 × [0,∞)) ∩ C2,1(Ω0 × (0,∞))

v ∈ C2,0(Ω0 × (0,∞))
(1.14)

such that for each T ∈ (0,∞)

0 ≤ u ∈ L∞(Ω× (0, T )) and ∇v ∈ L∞(Ω× (0, T );Rn). (1.15)

Outline of arguments. The main idea is to transform the Keller-Segel type Neumann
boundary value problem to a Dirichlet problem for which we are able to obtain a local
solution, see subsections 2.1 and 2.2, and then retransform in order to acquire a solution
of (1.3) (Subsection 2.4).
In Section 3, we are concerned with ruling out global boundedness for sufficiently large
β > 0 and properly concentrated initial data. The main idea here is to attach singular
weights to the mass accumulation function w and thus construct a generalized moment
functional. This functional is bounded, but shown to explode in finite time under the
assumption that w solves (2.16) globally with ws bounded locally time, implying that
this cannot be the case.
The main theorems can then be obtained mainly by collecting previous results. One needs
to be cautious how the conditions imposed on the initial data of the original system (1.3)
translate to those in (2.16) though.
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2 Existence of solutions

2 Existence of solutions

We shall establish the existence of sufficiently smooth solutions to (1.3).

In the scenario at hand, that represents a particular challenge. Not only is the term |x|β
not differentiable at 0 for 0 < β ≤ 1, but moreover the coefficient of the Laplacian of u
vanishes at x = 0 for all β > 0, implying a diffusion degeneracy. Whereas examples of
possible degeneracies depending on u or even on u and v have for instance been discussed
in [40], [38] and [39], to the author’s knowledge no case of a spatially dependent diffusion
degeneracy in such systems with Neumann boundary conditions has yet been addressed
in standard literature.

Our approach in principle relies on a strategy usually employed to detect blow-up in
parabolic-elliptic Keller-Segel type chemotaxis systems, introduced by Jäger and Luck-
haus in [15]. We remark that approaches based on an analysis of mass accumulation
functions can be found in numerous works on related problems (confer [21], [32], [33],
[7], [20]). In most precedent cases of this type, however, considerations in this regard
concentrate on the construction of exploding solutions, with only few exceptions (confer
[4]); we emphasize that in the present manuscript already the mere construction of so-
lutions operates on a level of cumulated densities. Therefore, it is crucial to us that not
only radial symmetry but also mass is conserved for adequately regular solutions.

2.1 Transforming with respect to a weaker solution concept

Let us first define our solution concept.

Definition 2.1. Suppose that n ≥ 1, R > 0, Ω = BR(0) ⊂ Rn, T > 0, Ω0 := Ω \ {0},
and let u0 comply with (1.4). We call a pair of functions (u, v) satisfying{

u ∈ C0(Ω0 × [0, T )) ∩ C2,1(Ω0 × (0, T )),

v ∈ C2,0(Ω0 × (0, T )),
(2.1)

and solving (1.3) pointwise in (Ω\{0})× [0, T ) a classical solution of (1.3) in (Ω\{0})×
[0, T ).
Analogously, we call (u, v) with the property (2.2) solving (2.3) pointwise in (0, R]× [0, T )
a classical solution of (2.3) in (0, R]× [0, T ).

For radially symmetric solution of the system (1.3), we rewrite (1.3) in radial coordinates.
By writing r := |x|, the pair of functions (u, v) = (u(r, t), v(r, t)) with{

u ∈ C0((0, R]× [0, T )) ∩ C2,1((0, R]× (0, T )),

v ∈ C2,0((0, R]× (0, T )),
(2.2)

fulfills
ut = 1

rn−1 (r
n−1+βur)r − 1

rn−1 (r
n−1uvr)r, r ∈ (0, R), t > 0,

0 = 1
rn−1 (r

n−1vr)r − µ+ u, r ∈ (0, R), t > 0,

ur = vr = 0, r = R, t > 0,

u(r, 0) = u0(r), r ∈ (0, R),

(2.3)
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2 Existence of solutions

pointwise in (0, R]× [0, T ).
Analogously, we name (u, v) with such properties a classical solution of (2.3) in (0, R]×
[0, T ).

From here on further, we shall denote r := |x| and without risk of confusion write
(u, v) = (u(r, t), v(r, t)) in the context of (2.3).

In order to deal with these solutions defined on a non-compact space, we shall focus on
bounded solutions.

Lemma 2.1. Suppose that n ≥ 1, R > 0, and let u0 comply with (1.4). Let (u, v) with
u ∈ L∞((0, R)× (0, T0)) be a classical solution of (2.3) in (0, R]× [0, T0).
If then

vr(r, t) =
1

rn−1

(
µrn

n
−

r∫
0

ρn−1u(ρ, t)dρ

)
for all (r, t) ∈ (0, R]× [0, T0), (2.4)

we have
|vr(r, t)| ≤ Cr for all (r, t) ∈ (0, R]× [0, T0) (2.5)

with C := 2
n · ∥u∥L∞((0,R)×(0,T0))

, and hence in particular vr ∈ L∞((0, R)× (0, T0)).
Moreover, for n ≥ 2 the converse statement also holds true:
If n ≥ 2 and vr ∈ L∞((0, R)× (0, T0)), then necessarily (2.4).

Proof. Observe that vr defined as in (2.4) indeed complies with (2.3) since

(rn−1vr)r =

(
µrn

n
−

r∫
0

ρn−1u(ρ, t)dρ

)
r

= µrn−1 − rn−1u

and thus
0 =

1

rn−1
(rn−1vr)r − µ+ u,

as well as

vr(R, t) =
1

Rn−1

(
µRn

n
−

R∫
0

ρn−1u(ρ, t)dρ

)
= 0

due to

µ =
1

|BR(0)|

∫
BR(0)

u =
n

ωnRn
ωn

∫ R

0
ρn−1u(ρ, t)dρ =

n

Rn

∫ R

0
ρn−1u(ρ, t)dρ.

As a consequence of the boundedness of u in (0, R] × [0, T0), we now obtain that for
(r, t) ∈ (0, R]× (0, T0)

|vr(r, t)| =
1

rn−1

∣∣∣∣µrnn −
r∫

0

ρn−1u(ρ, t)dρ

∣∣∣∣
=

1

rn−1

∣∣∣∣
r∫

0

ρn−1(µ− u(ρ, t))dρ

∣∣∣∣
7



2 Existence of solutions

≤ 1

rn−1

r∫
0

ρn−1 ∥µ− u∥L∞((0,R)×(0,T0))
dρ

≤ Cr

with C := 2
n · ∥u∥L∞((0,R)×(0,T0))

, and therefore

∥vr∥L∞((0,R)×(0,T0))
≤ CR < ∞,

verifying the first part of the lemma.
If moreover n ≥ 2, then the second equation in (2.3) yields

(rn−1vr)r = rn−1µ+ rn−1u

and thus upon integration for r ∈ (0, R] and δ ∈ (0, r)

rn−1vr(r, t)− δn−1vr(δ, t) =
µrn

n
− µδn

n
−

r∫
δ

ρn−1u(ρ, t)dρ.

Since n− 1 > 0 and vr ∈ L∞((0, R)× (0, T0)), taking δ ↘ 0 results in

rn−1vr(r, t) =
µrn

n
−

r∫
0

ρn−1u(ρ, t)dρ,

which upon dividing both sides by rn−1 gives rise to (2.4).

Under a weak assumption on β, classical solutions to (2.3) conserve ∥u(·, t)∥L1((0,R)) for
at least as long as u is bounded and (2.4) holds. These additional conditions are neces-
sary since in contrast to usual settings our solution is not defined on a compact space.

Lemma 2.2. Suppose that n ≥ 1, R > 0, β > 2− n, and u0 fulfills (1.4). Let (u, v) be
a classical solution of (2.3) in the sense of Definition 2.1, and assume that additionally

0 ≤ u ∈ L∞((0, R)× (0, T0)) for some T0 ∈ (0, T ] (2.6)

as well as (2.4) holds. Then the mass conservation property∫ R

0
ρn−1u(ρ, t)dρ =

∫ R

0
ρn−1u0(ρ)dρ (2.7)

is valid for all t ∈ [0, T0).

Proof. Let (ζ(δ))δ∈(0,R
2
) be a family of cutoff functions such that for all δ ∈ (0, R2 ) we

have that ζ(δ) ∈ C∞([0, R]) satisfies
ζ(δ)(r) = 0, r ∈ [0, δ2 ],

0 ≤ ζ(δ)(r) ≤ 1, r ∈ ( δ2 , δ),

ζ(δ)(r) = 1, r ∈ [δ,R],

(2.8)
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2 Existence of solutions

as well as
0 ≤ ζ(δ)r (r) ≤ 4

δ
, r ∈

(
δ

2
, δ

)
, (2.9)

and for some C1 > 0 independent of δ

|ζ(δ)rr (r)| ≤ C1

δ2
, r ∈

(
δ

2
, δ

)
. (2.10)

Since (2.8) guarantees that for all δ ∈ (0, R2 ) and t ∈ (0, T0) we have ζ(δ)ut(·, t) ∈
L1((0, R)), using (2.3) we may compute

d

dt

∫ R

0
rn−1ζ(δ)udr =

∫ R

0
rn−1ζ(δ)utdr

=

∫ R

0
ζ(δ) · (rn−1+βur − rn−1uvr)rdr

=

∫ R

0
(ζ(δ)r · rn−1+β)rudr +

∫ R

0
ζ(δ)r · rn−1uvrdr (2.11)

via partial integration. Herein, abbreviating C2 := ∥u∥L∞((0,R)×(0,T0))
, we further esti-

mate∣∣∣∣ ∫ R

0
(ζ(δ)r · rn−1+β)rudr

∣∣∣∣ ≤ (n− 1 + β)

∫ δ

δ
2

|rn−2+βζ(δ)r u|+
∫ δ

δ
2

|rn−1+βζ(δ)rr u|

≤ (n− 1 + β)C2

∫ δ

δ
2

|rn−2+βζ(δ)r |+ C2

∫ δ

δ
2

|rn−1+βζ(δ)rr |

≤ 2(n− 1 + β)C2δ
n−2+β + C2C1 ·

1

2
δn−2+β, (2.12)

for t ∈ (0, T0) by n− 2 + β > 0, also guaranteeing the right hand side converges towards
0 as we let δ ↘ 0.
Since due to (2.4), Lemma 2.1 ensures that for some C3 > 0

|vr(r, t)| ≤ C3r for all (r, t) ∈ (0, R]× (0, T0),

we deduce that ∣∣∣∣ ∫ R

0
ζ(δ)r · rn−1uvrdr

∣∣∣∣ ≤ C2C3

∫ R

0
ζ(δ)r · rndr

≤ 4C2C3

n
· δn

−→ 0, (2.13)

for δ ↘ 0, since n ≥ 1. For T ∈ (0, T0), integrating (2.11) over (0, T ) now yields∫ R

0
rn−1ζ(δ)u(r, T )dr −

∫ R

0
rn−1ζ(δ)u0(r)dr =

∫ T

0

∫ R

0
(ζ(δ)r · rn−1+β)rudrdt

+

∫ T

0

∫ R

0
ζ(δ)r · rn−1uvrdrdt.

By (2.12), (2.13) and monotone as well as dominated convergence, letting δ ↘ 0 this

9



2 Existence of solutions

results in ∫ R

0
rn−1u(r, T )dr −

∫ R

0
rn−1u0(r)dr = 0,

verifying (2.7).

Of major importance to our further analysis is the transformation of (2.3) to a Dirichlet
problem.

Lemma 2.3. Suppose n ≥ 1, R > 0, β > 2− n, and u0 fulfills (1.4), and let (u, v) be a
classical solution to (2.3) in (0, R]× [0, T ) for which (2.4) and (2.6) hold for T0 = T .
We introduce the mass accumulation function

w(s, t) :=

s
1
n∫

0

ρn−1u(ρ, t)dρ, s = rn ∈ [0, Rn], t ∈ [0, T ). (2.14)

Then w ∈ C0([0, Rn]×[0, T ))∩C2,1((0, Rn]×(0, T )), and for all s ∈ (0, Rn) and t ∈ (0, T ),
its spatial derivatives are given by

ws(s, t) =
1

n
· u(s

1
n , t) and wss(s, t) =

1

n2
· s

1
n
−1ur(s

1
n , t). (2.15)

Furthermore, w solves the Dirichlet problem
wt = n2s2−

2
n
+ β

nwss + nwws − µsws, s ∈ (0, Rn), t ∈ (0, T ),

w(0, t) = 0, w(Rn, t) = m
ωn

, t ∈ (0, T ),

w(s, 0) = w0(s), s ∈ (0, Rn),

(2.16)

with m :=
∫
Ω

u0, µ = nm
ωnRn and

w0(s) :=

∫ s
1
n

0
ρn−1u0(ρ)dρ, s ∈ [0, Rn]. (2.17)

Proof. Since u and vr are bounded and mass conservation holds, this can be obtained
via straightforward calculation as in [35, p.264].

10



2 Existence of solutions

2.2 Constructing a solution to the scalar Dirichlet problem

By Lemma 2.3, under the mild assumption that β > 2− n, every bounded nonnegative
classical solution of (2.3) satisfying (2.4) implies the existence of a classical solution to
(2.16). Thus, in search of solutions to the former, it appears sensible to study the latter
system.
Regarding similar systems emerging from the basic parabolic-elliptic Keller-Segel model
in two dimensions, proofs for the existence of corresponding solutions have been sketched
in [37] and [4].

As (2.16) still contains a diffusion degeneracy, questions regarding its solvability are
not covered by standard theory. Therefore, we resort to non-degenerate „approximat-
ing“ problems. Their form is chosen so as to allow for concavity later. For ε ∈ (0, Rn),
consider

wεt = n2s2−
2
n
+ β

nwεss + nwεwεs − µ(s− ε)wεs, s ∈ (ε,Rn), t > 0,

wε(ε, t) = 0, wε(R
n, t) = m

ωn
, t > 0,

wε(s, 0) = w0ε(s), s ∈ (ε,Rn).

(2.18)

Here and in the following, we always let m > 0, which can be interpreted as the total
mass in the original system as in Lemma 2.3.

We can obtain a solution to – albeit yet an incomplete version of – the degenerate problem
formulated in (2.16):

Lemma 2.4. Let n ≥ 1, R > 0, θ ∈ (0, 1), µ = nm
ωnRn , β > 0 and suppose w0 ∈

C1+θ([0, Rn]) is such that

w0(0) = 0, w0(R
n) =

m

ωn
as well as w0s ≥ 0. (2.19)

Then there exists a function w ∈ C1, 1
2 ((0, Rn] × [0,∞)) ∩ C2,1((0, Rn] × (0,∞)) which

solves the incomplete Dirichlet problem
wt = n2s2−

2
n
+ β

nwss + nwws − µsws, s ∈ (0, Rn), t > 0,

w(Rn, t) = m
ωn

, t > 0,

w(s, 0) = w0(s), s ∈ (0, Rn).

(2.20)

Moreover, w is bounded via

0 ≤ w(s, t) ≤ m

ωn
for all (s, t) ∈ (0, Rn]× [0,∞),

and w(·, t) is monotonically increasing in (0, Rn] for all t ∈ [0,∞). Thus, for fixed t ≥ 0
we may continuously extend w(·, t) to s = 0 via

w(0, t) := lim
s↘0

w(s, t) ≥ 0. (2.21)

Proof. For ε ∈ (0, Rn), define w0ε ∈ C1+θ([ε,Rn]) as

w0ε(s) := w0

(Rn(s− ε)

Rn − ε

)
, s ∈ [ε,Rn]. (2.22)

11



2 Existence of solutions

This warrants that w0ε(ε) = 0, w0ε(R
n) = m

ωn
, w0εs ≥ 0 in [ε,Rn] as well as w0ε ≤ w0

in [ε,Rn], w0ε ↗ w0 in (0, Rn] and w0ε → w0 in C1
loc((0, R

n]) as ε ↘ 0. Then the
system (2.18) possesses a unique global classical solution wε ∈ C0([ε,Rn] × [0,∞)) ∩
C2,1([ε,Rn]× (0,∞)) (cf. [19, V.6]).
Via two applications of (5.1), wε ≤ m

ωn
and (wε)ε∈(0,Rn) is pointwise monotically decreas-

ing in ε, so these solutions satisfy wε ↗ w in (0, Rn] × [0,∞) as ε ↘ 0 with some limit
function w fulfilling 0 ≤ w ≤ m

ωn
, since 0 ≤ wε ≤ m

ωn
in [ε,Rn] × [0,∞) by another

evident comparison argument. Because w0εs ≥ 0 and wεs ≥ 0 both on {ε} × (0,∞) and
on {Rn} × (0,∞), we may furthermore conculde that wεs ≥ 0 in (ε,Rn)× (0,∞). From
interior parabolic Schauder estimates ([19]) and the Arzelà-Ascoli theorem, we further-

more obtain that in fact wε → w in C
1, 1

2
loc ((0, R

n]× [0,∞)) and in C2,1
loc ((0, R

n]× (0,∞))
as ε ↘ 0, and that it solves (2.20) classically.

Note that w is continuous at (0, t) with respect to the spatial variable s for fixed time
t, yet not necessarily continuous in spacetime. As results in related systems, such as [4,
Theorem 3.1] or [29, Lemma 3.4], suggest, in this general framework this is probably not
always the case globally in time. For small times however, we can establish

Lemma 2.5. Let n ≥ 1, R > 0, θ ∈ (0, 1), µ = nm
ωnRn , β > 0 and suppose w0 ∈

C1+θ([0, Rn]) is as in (2.19).
Then there is a T ∗ > 0 and y : [0, T ∗) → R such that with w as in Lemma 2.4

w(s, t) ≤ y(t) · s for all (s, t) ∈ (0, Rn]× [0, T ∗). (2.23)

In consequence, we obtain that

w ∈ C0([0, Rn]× [0, T ∗)) with w(0, t) = 0 for all t ∈ [0, T ∗). (2.24)

Proof. Once more, we resort to a comparison argument utilizing the approximating
solutions wε which shall again be given by (2.22) and (2.18).
Define

y0 := ∥w0s∥L∞((0,Rn)), (2.25)

and let y ∈ C1([0, T ∗)) denote the solution to the ODE system{
y′(t) = ny2(t), t > 0,

y(0) = y0,
(2.26)

extended up to its maximal time of existence T ∗ := T y
max > 0.

Based thereupon, for ε ∈ (0, Rn) and arbitrary T ∈ (0, T ∗), set

w(s, t) := y(t) · s, (s, t) ∈ [ε,Rn]× [0, T ]. (2.27)

Then we have

wt − n2s2−
2
n
− β

nwss − nwws + µ(s− ε)ws = yt · s− ny2 · s+ µy · (s− ε)

= ny2 · s− ny2 · s+ µy · (s− ε)

= µy · (s− ε) (2.28)
≥ 0 (2.29)

in (ε,Rn) × (0, T ). Furthermore, by (2.19), (2.22) and (2.25) we deduce that for s ∈

12



2 Existence of solutions

(ε,Rn)

wε(s, 0) = w0ε(s) ≤ w0(s)

= w0(0)︸ ︷︷ ︸
=0

+

∫ s

0
w0s(ρ)dρ

≤ ∥w0s∥L∞((0,Rn)) · s
≤ y0 · s
= w(s, 0). (2.30)

Since y0 ≥ m
ωnRn = µ

n , by means of a simple ODE comparison argument we can see that
y(t) ≥ µ

n ≥ 0 for all t ≥ 0. Therefore, the required inequalities at the lateral boundary
are easily confirmed via

wε(0, t) = 0 ≤ y(t) · ε = w(ε, t) (2.31)

and
wε(R

n, t) =
m

ωn
=

µ

n
·Rn ≤ y(t) ·Rn = w(Rn, t) (2.32)

for t ∈ (0, T ).
Thus combining (2.28), (2.30), (2.31) and (2.32), an application of Lemma 5.1 yields

wε(s, t) ≤ w(s, t) = y(t) · s for all (s, t) ∈ [ε,Rn]× [0, T ],

and by taking T ↗ T ∗ this inequality holds in [ε,Rn]× [0, T ∗). Since the right hand side
is independent of ε and ε ∈ (0, Rn) has been chosen arbitrarily, this results in (2.23).
This obviously entails (2.24) as well.

Note that Lemma 2.5 implies that w solves (2.16) in [0, Rn]× [0, T ∗).
The information on the boundary s = 0 on hand now allows for a statement on uniqueness
of the function constructed in Lemma 2.4 as a solution to (2.16), as long as its spatial
derivative is bounded.

Lemma 2.6. Let n ≥ 1, R > 0, θ ∈ (0, 1), µ = nm
ωnRn , β > 0 and suppose that

w0 ∈ C1+θ([0, Rn]) is as in (2.19).
For the function w defined in Lemma 2.4, let T > 0 be such that w ∈ C0([0, Rn]× [0, T ))
with

w(0, t) = 0 for all t ∈ (0, T ), (2.33)

and furthermore assume that ws is bounded in (0, Rn)× [0, T ).
Then w is the unique solution of (2.16) in C0([0, Rn]× [0, T )) ∩ C2,1((0, Rn]× (0, T )).

Proof. By (2.20) and (2.33), w is a classical solution of (2.16) in [0, Rn]× [0, T ).
Combined with the boundedness of ws, via Lemma 5.1 we may immediately infer unique-
ness.

2.3 Local boundedness of ws

The linear supersolution of w established in Lemma 2.5 alone is not sufficient to deduce
that the spatial derivative ws is bounded in (0, Rn)× (0, T ∗). In order to be able to draw
this conclusion, we impose stricter requirements on the initial data to ensure w(·, t) is
concave.

13



2 Existence of solutions

Lemma 2.7. Let n ≥ 1, R > 0, µ = nm
ωnRn , θ ∈ (0, 1), β > 0 and w0 ∈ C2+θ([0, Rn]) be

as in (2.19) with
w0ss(s) ≤ 0, s ∈ (0, Rn), (2.34)

as well as
w0ss(0) = 0, w0s(R

n) = 0 and w0ss(R
n) = 0. (2.35)

In that case, w ∈ C2,1((0, Rn]× [0,∞)) as in Lemma 2.4 satisfies

wss(s, t) ≤ 0 for all (s, t) ∈ (0, Rn)× [0,∞). (2.36)

Proof. For ε ∈ (0, Rn), define w0ε ∈ C1+θ([ε,Rn]) via (2.22) and let wε ∈ C0([ε,Rn]×
[0,∞)) ∩ C2,1([ε,Rn]× (0,∞)).
The key to deducing concavity is ensuring that wε ∈ C2,1([ε,Rn]× [0,∞)) to control the
boundary near t = 0. To that end, by (2.35) we may infer that

w0εss(ε) = 0, w0εs(R
n) = 0 and w0εss(R

n) = 0

and thus
n2ε2−

2
n
+ β

n w̃0εss(ε) + nw̃0ε(ε)w̃0εs(ε)− µ(ε− ε)w̃0εs(ε) = 0

as well as

n2Rn(2− 2
n
+ β

n
)w̃0εss(R

n) + nw̃0ε(R
n)w̃0εs(R

n)− µ(Rn − ε)w̃0εs(R
n) = 0.

Therefore, the compatibility conditions are satified and thus the desired regularity can
be derived via Schauder estimates.
Since (2.34) warrants that also w0εss ≤ 0, a standard comparison argument yields

wεss(s, t) ≤ 0 for all (s, t) ∈ (ε,Rn)× [0,∞), (2.37)

whence we may readily infer (2.36).

Lemma 2.8. Let n ≥ 1, R > 0, µ = nm
ωnRn , θ ∈ (0, 1), β > 0 and w0 ∈ C2+θ([0, Rn]) be

as in (2.19) with (2.34) as well as (2.35).
Let w denote the global solution to (2.20) from Lemma 2.4. Then with T ∗ > 0 as in
Lemma 2.5 we have that for each T ∈ (0, T ∗) there exists C = C(T ) such that

ws(s, t) ≤ C for all (s, t) ∈ (0, Rn]× [0, T ]. (2.38)

Proof. Since the conditions of Lemma 2.7 are met, w ∈ C2,1((0, Rn]× [0,∞)) fulfills

wss(s, t) ≤ 0 for all (s, t) ∈ (0, Rn)× [0,∞). (2.39)

Now let 0 < T < T ∗. Lemma 2.5 ensures that

w(s, t) ≤ C · s for all (s, t) ∈ (0, Rn]× [0, T ] (2.40)

for some C = C(T ) > 0. Thus necessarily for t ∈ (0, T )

lim inf
s↘0

ws(s, t) ≤ C,

14



2 Existence of solutions

and seeing that (2.39) warrants ws(·, t) to be monotonically decreasing for all t ∈ [0,∞),
we may easily infer (2.38).

2.4 Retransformation to Keller-Segel type system

With a local-in-time solution of (2.16) on hand, we may now obtain a solution to our
original problem (1.3), or rather to its counterpart (2.3) in radial coordinates.

Lemma 2.9. Let n ≥ 1, R > 0, θ ∈ (0, 1), µ = nm
ωnRn , β > 0 and suppose that

w0 ∈ C1+θ([0, Rn]) is as in (2.19).
Furthermore, we choose T0 > 0 maximally such that the function

w ∈ C1, 1
2 ((0, Rn]× [0,∞)) ∩ C2,1((0, Rn]× (0,∞))

constructed in Lemma 2.4 is in C0([0, Rn]× [0, T0)) with

w(0, t) = 0 for all t ∈ (0, T0). (2.41)

Then for u0 ∈ Cθ([0, R]) defined via

u0(r) = n · w0s(r
n), r ∈ [0, R],

the pair of functions u ∈ C0((0, R]× [0, T0)) ∩ C2,1((0, R]× (0, T0)) given by

u(r, t) = n · ws(r
n, t), (2.42)

and v ∈ C2,0((0, R]× (0, T0)) fulfilling

vr(r, t) =
1

rn−1

(
µrn

n
−

r∫
0

ρn−1u(ρ, t)dρ

)
, (r, t) ∈ (0, R]× (0, T0), (2.43)

for all t ∈ (0, T0) solves
ut = 1

rn−1 (r
n−1+βur)r − 1

rn−1 (r
n−1uvr)r, r ∈ (0, R), t > 0,

0 = 1
rn−1 (r

n−1vr)r − µ+ u, r ∈ (0, R), t > 0,

ur = vr = 0, r = R, t > 0,

u(r, 0) = u0(r), r ∈ (0, R),

(2.44)

classically in (0, R]× [0, T0).
Moreover, with T ∗ > 0 as in Lemma 2.5,

T0 ≥ T ∗. (2.45)

Furthermore, u is nonnegative, and the total mass is conserved, that is∫ R

0
ρn−1u(ρ, t)dρ =

∫ R

0
ρn−1u0(ρ)dρ (2.46)

for all t ∈ (0, T0).
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2 Existence of solutions

Proof. Since w ∈ C2,1((0, Rn]× (0,∞)) and

wt = n2s2−
2
n
+ β

nwss + nwws − µsws

in (0, Rn)× (0,∞), for any t > 0 we necessarily have

wt(R
n, t) = n2Rn(2− 2

n
+ β

n
)wss(R

n, t) + nw(Rn, t)ws(R
n, t)− µRnws(R

n, t).

Due to w(Rn, t) = m
ωn

= µRn

n for all t > 0 and thus also wt(R
n, t) = 0 in (0,∞), this

yields

0 = n2Rn(2− 2
n
+ β

n
)wss(R

n, t) + ws(R
n, t) ·

(
n
µRn

n
− µRn

)
,

and therefore
wss(R

n, t) = 0 ∀t > 0. (2.47)

This yields the boundary condition

ur(R, t) = n2wss(R
n, t) ·Rn−1 = 0 for t ∈ (0, T0). (2.48)

The remaining part can be verified by the asserted regularity and straightforward calcu-
lation.

Combining multiple results of this section, we are moreover able to formulate a proposi-
tion regarding uniqueness of solutions to (2.44).

Lemma 2.10. Let n ≥ 2, R > 0, θ ∈ (0, 1), µ = nm
ωnRn , β > 0 and u0 ∈ Cθ([0, R]).

Then for T > 0 there is at most one solution (u, v) of (2.44) in (0, R]× [0, T ) with{
u ∈ C0((0, R]× [0, T )) ∩ C2,1((0, R]× (0, T )),

v ∈ C2,0((0, R]× (0, T )),

which has the properties that
∫ R
0 v(r, t)dr = 0 for all t ∈ (0, T ) and

0 ≤ u ∈ L∞((0, R)× (0, T )) and vr ∈ L∞((0, R)× (0, T )). (2.49)

Proof. Note that n ≥ 2 implies that β > 0 ≥ 2−n. Therefore, if also (2.49) holds, the
requirements of Lemma 2.1 and Lemma 2.3 are met and thus the existence of a solution
of (2.44) implies the existence of a solution w ∈ C0([0, Rn]×[0, T ))∩C2,1((0, Rn]×(0, T ))
of (2.16) with w0 ∈ C1+θ([0, Rn]), in which ws ∈ C0([0, Rn]× [0, T )) is nonnegative and
bounded.
Then Lemma 2.6 however warrants that w is the unique classical solution of (2.16). Via
the fundamental theorem of calculus, we can also easily infer that then

w(s, t) = w(0, t) +

∫ s

0
ws(ρ, t)dρ ≤ ∥ws∥L∞((0,Rn)×(0,T ) · s,

providing a pendant to (2.23), although we technically do not need it since we do not
demand vr to be extendable to r = 0.
Lemma 2.9 then guarantees the existence of a solution (u, v) of (2.44) in the sense spec-
ified above.
In conclusion, solutions of (2.44) satisfying the conditions of this lemma correspond with
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solutions of (2.16), thus transfering their uniqueness.

We remark that actually u0 ∈ C0([0, R]) is sufficient for Lemma 2.10 to hold, since
bounded ws ∈ C0((0, Rn]× [0, T )) is sufficient for all relevant arguments.

Sharpening the conditions in accordance with subsection 2.3 enables us to acquire addi-
tional properties, most prominently local-in-time boundedness of u in (0, R]× [0, T ∗).

Lemma 2.11. Suppose that the conditions of Lemma 2.8 hold, and let (u, v) denote the
solution of (2.44) constructed in Lemma 2.9.
Then this solution has the additional properties that u ∈ C1,0((0, R]× [0, T0)) and

ur(r, t) ≤ 0 for all (r, t) ∈ (0, R]× [0, T0). (2.50)

Moreover, for T ∗ > 0 as in Lemma 2.5 and each T ∈ (0, T ∗), there exists C = C(T ) > 0
such that

u(r, t) ≤ C for all (r, t) ∈ (0, R]× [0, T ]. (2.51)

Proof. One only needs to adapt the results of Lemma 2.8.
The first spatial derivative of u is given by

ur(r, t) = n2wss(r
n, t) · rn−1 for (r, t) ∈ (0, R]× (0, T0).

Therefore the claimed regularity follows from w ∈ C2,1((0, Rn] × [0, T0), whereas (2.50)
is a consequence of (2.39).
Lastly, as u(r, t) = n ·ws(r

n, t) for (r, t) ∈ (0, R]× (0, T0), (2.38) translates to (2.51).
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3 Ruling out global boundedness in (1.3) for sufficiently
concentrated initial data

In usual settings of the Keller-Segel system and its variants, the occurence of blow-up at
a finite time T < ∞ corresponds with the maximal time of existence Tmax equaling T .
Since our classical solution concept however does not require u to be defined continuously
on a compact space, it is well possible that for a domain Ω ⊂ Rn

lim sup
t↗T

∥u(·, t)∥L∞(Ω) = ∞

but u ∈ C0(Ω × [0, T0)) ∩ C2,1(Ω × (0, T0)) for some T0 > T . Moreover considering we
have no extensibility criterion at hand, we restrict ourselves to ruling out the existence
of global bounded solutions under certain circumstances.
As in [37, Lemma 3.3], we may establish that given a condition corresponding to the initial
mass in the corresponding original system (1.3) being sufficiently concentrated, there is
no global solution of (2.16) for which ws is bounded locally in time in (0, Rn)× (0,∞).

Lemma 3.1. Let n ≥ 1, β > max{0, 2− n}, R > 0, m0 > 0 and m ≥ m0. There exists
s0 = s0(m0,m,R, β) ∈ (0, Rn) such that if w0 ∈ C1([0, Rn]), µ = nm

ωnRn , and furthermore

w0(s0) ≥
m0

ωn
, (3.1)

then there is no global classical solution

w ∈ C0([0, Rn]× [0,∞)) ∩ C2,1((0, Rn]× (0,∞))

of (2.16) with the property that for each T > 0

ws ∈ L∞((0, Rn)× (0, T )). (3.2)

Proof. Due to β > 2− n, it is possible to fix γ ∈ (0, 1) with the property that

γ ≤ 1− 2

n
+

β

n
. (3.3)

We abbreviate

c1 :=

8

(
2− 2

n + β
n − γ

)2

n3

3− 4
n + 2β

n − γ
, c2 :=

2n

(3− γ)ω2
n

and

c3 :=
3

4ωn
·
( 1

1− γ
− 1

2− γ

)
. (3.4)

Observe that β > 2− n implies that 2− 4
n + 2β

n > 0.
Therefore, given R > 0, m0 > 0 and m > 0 we can fix s0 = s0(m0,m,R) ∈ (0, R

n

2 ) such
that s1 := 2s0 satisfies

s
2− 4

n
+ 2β

n
1 ≤ (1− γ)c23

nc1
m2

0 (3.5)

and

s21 ≤
(1− γ)c23

nc2
· m

2
0R

2n

m2
, (3.6)
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and henceforth we assume that w ∈ C0([0, Rn] × [0,∞)) ∩ C2,1((0, Rn] × (0,∞)) is a
global classical solution of (2.16) satisfying (3.2). For δ ∈ (0, s12 ), we then use (2.16) to
compute

d

dt

s1∫
δ

s−γ(s1 − s)w(s, t)ds

= n2

s1∫
δ

s2−
2
n
+ β

n
−γ(s1 − s)wss(s, t)ds+

n

2

s1∫
δ

s−γ(s1 − s)(w2)s(s, t)ds

−µ

s1∫
δ

s1−γ(s1 − s)ws(s, t)ds

= n2

(
2− 2

n
+

β

n
− γ

)(
1− 2

n
+

β

n
− γ

) s1∫
δ

s−
2
n
+ β

n
−γw(s, t)ds

−2n2

(
2− 2

n
+

β

n
− γ

) s1∫
δ

s1−
2
n
+ β

n
−γw(s, t)ds+

n

2
· γ

∫ s1

δ
s−γ−1(s1 − s)w2(s, t)ds

+
n

2

s1∫
δ

s−γw2(s, t)ds+ µ(1− γ)

s1∫
δ

s−γ(s1 − s)w(s, t)ds− µ

s1∫
δ

s1−γw(s, t)ds

+n2

(
2− 2

n
+

β

n
− γ

)
δ1−

2
n
+ β

n
−γ(s1 − δ)w(δ, t)− n2δ2−

2
n
+ β

n
−γ(s1 − δ)ws(δ, t)

+n2s
2− 2

n
+ β

n
−γ

1 w(s1, t)− n2δ2−
2
n
+ β

n
−γw(δ, t)

−n

2
δ−γ(s1 − δ)w2(δ, t) + µδ1−γ(s1 − δ)w(δ, t) for all t > 0

with µ = nm
ωnRn . Note that due to (3.3), the first summand in the last equality is

nonnegative. Neglecting some other nonnegative summands as well and integrating in
time leads to∫ s1

δ
s−γ(s1 − s)w(s, t)ds ≥

∫ s1

δ
s−γ(s1 − s)w0(s)ds

−2n2

(
2− 2

n
+

β

n
− γ

)∫ t

0

∫ s1

δ
s1−

2
n
+ β

n
−γw(s, τ)dsdτ

+
n

2

∫ t

0

∫ s1

δ
s−γw2(s, τ)dsdτ − µ

∫ t

0

∫ s1

δ
s1−γw(s, τ)dsdτ

−n2δ2−
2
n
+ β

n
−γ(s1 − δ)

∫ t

0
ws(δ, τ)dτ

−n2δ2−
2
n
+ β

n
−γ

∫ t

0
w(δ, τ)dτ

−n

2
δ−γ(s1 − δ)

∫ t

0
w2(δ, τ)dτ for all t > 0. (3.7)

Here since we assume w(0, t) = 0 for all t ≥ 0 and boundedness of ws in (0, Rn)× (0, t),
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we may infer that sup(s,τ)∈(0,Rn)×(0,t)
w(s,τ)

s is finite, and therefore

n2δ2−
2
n
+ β

n
−γ(s1 − δ)

∫ t

0
ws(δ, τ)dτ + n2δ2−

2
n
+ β

n
−γ

∫ t

0
w(δ, τ)dτ

+
n

2
δ−γ(s1 − δ)

∫ t

0
w2(δ, τ)dτ → 0 as δ ↘ 0,

whence on several applications of the monotone convergence theorem we infer from (3.7)
that y(t) :=

∫ s1
0 s−γ(s1 − s)w(s, t)ds, t ≥ 0, satisfies

y(t) ≥ y(0)− 2n2

(
2− 2

n
+

β

n
− γ

)∫ t

0

∫ s1

0
s1−

2
n
+ β

n
−γw(s, τ)dsdτ

+
n

2

∫ t

0

∫ s1

0
s−γw2(s, τ)dsdτ − µ

∫ t

0

∫ s1

0
s1−γw(s, τ)dsdτ for all t > 0.

By Young’s inequality,

2n2

(
2− 2

n
+

β

n
− γ

)∫ s1

0
s1−

2
n
+ β

n
−γw(s, τ)ds

≤ n

8

∫ s1

0
s−γw2(s, τ)ds+ 8

(
2− 2

n
+

β

n
− γ

)2

n3

∫ s1

0
s2−

4
n
+ 2β

n
−γds

=
n

8

∫ s1

0
s−γw2(s, τ)ds+ c1s

3− 4
n
+ 2β

n
−γ

1 for all τ > 0

and

µ

∫ s1

0
s1−γw(s, τ)ds ≤ n

8

∫ s1

0
s−γw2(s, τ)ds+

2µ2

n

∫ s1

0
s2−γds

=
n

8

∫ s1

0
s−γw2(s, τ)ds+ c2

m2

R2n
s3−γ
1 for all τ > 0

as well as

y(τ) ≤
{∫ s1

0
s−γw2(s, τ)ds

} 1
2

·
{∫ s1

0
s−γ(s1 − s)2ds

} 1
2

≤
{∫ s1

0
s−γw2(s, τ)ds

} 1
2

·
{
s21

∫ s1

0
s−γds

} 1
2

=

{∫ s1

0
s−γw2(s, τ)ds

} 1
2

·
{ 1

1− γ
s3−γ
1

} 1
2 for all τ > 0

by the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality. This entails that

y(t) ≥ y(0)+
4(1− γ)

n
sγ−3
1

∫ t

0
y2(τ)dτ−

{
c1s

3− 4
n
+ 2β

n
−γ

1 +c2
m2

R2n
s3−γ
1

}
·t for all t > 0.

(3.8)
Now since (3.1) along with our selections of s0 and c3 guarantees that

y(0) ≥ m0

ωn
·
∫ s1

s1
2

s−γ(s1 − s)ds

=
m0

ωn
·
(

1

1− γ
s1

(
s1−γ
1 −

(
s1
2

)1−γ)
− 1

2− γ

(
s2−γ
1 −

(
s1
2

)2−γ))
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=
m0

ωn
·
(

3

4(1− γ)
s2−γ
1 − 3

4(2− γ)
s2−γ
1

)
= c3m0s

2−γ
1

and that hence, by (3.5) and (3.6),

c1s
3− 4

n
+ 2β

n
−γ

1 + c2
m2

R2n s
3−γ
1

2(1−γ)
n sγ−3

1 y2(0)
≤ nc1

2(1− γ)c23m
2
0

s
2− 4

n
+ 2β

n
1 +

nc2m
2

2(1− γ)c23m
2
0R

2n
s21 ≤

1

2
+

1

2
= 1,

it follows that there exists T > 0 such that the problem{
y′(t) = 4(1−γ)

n sγ−3
1 y2(t)−

{
c1s

3− 4
n
+ 2β

n
−γ

1 + c2
m2

R2n s
3−γ
1

}
, t ∈ (0, T ),

y(0) = y(0),

admits a solution y ∈ C1([0, T )) fulfilling y(t) ↗ +∞ as t ↗ T . But an ODE comparison
argument based on (3.8) ensures that y(t) ≥ y(t) for all t ∈ (0, T ), which is incompatible
with our hypothesis that w is a global classical solution of (2.16) for which the first spatial
derivative ws is bounded locally in time.
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4 Proof of main results

We shall now give proof to theorems 1.1 – 1.3.

The first two main theorems are obtained by utilizing the results from subsection 2.4 and
transfering them to (1.3).

Proof of Theorem 1.1. Let m :=
∫
Ω

u0. Consider ũ0 ∈ Cθ([0, R]) as the initial data in

radial coordinates. Then w0 : [0, R
n] → R defined by

w0(s) =

∫ s
1
n

0
ρn−1ũ0dρ for s ∈ [0, Rn] (4.1)

is in C1+ θ
n ([0, Rn]) and satisfies

n · w0s(r
n) = ũ0(r) (4.2)

for r ∈ [0, R] as well as

w0(0) = 0, w0(R
n) =

m

ωn
and w0s(s) ≥ 0, s ∈ [0, Rn],

and thus with µ := nm
ωnRn , Lemma 2.9 asserts Theorem 1.1.

For the second theorem, the key lemmata are 2.11 and 2.10.

Proof of Theorem 1.2. Again, let ũ0 ∈ C1+θ((0, R]) be the initial data in radial
coordinates. Then w0 as in (4.1) is in C2+ θ

n ((0, Rn]) and satisfies (4.2) as well as

ũ0r(r) = n2w0ss(r
n) · rn−1 for r ∈ (0, R].

Since u0 is radially decreasing and therefore ũ0r ≤ 0 in (0, R], this implies

w0ss(s) ≤ 0 for all s ∈ (0, Rn]. (4.3)

Moreover, (1.7) entails

w0s(R
n) = 0 and w0ss(R

n) = 0. (4.4)

Furthermore, due to |∇u0(x)| = |ũ0r(r)| with r = |x| for x ∈ Ω, (1.8) results in

|w0ss(r
n)| =

∣∣∣∣ 1n2
r1−nũ0r(r)

∣∣∣∣
≤ C0

n2
rθ −→ 0

for r → 0, warranting that w0 ∈ C2+ θ
n ([0, Rn]) with

w0ss(0) = 0. (4.5)

Now (4.3), (4.4) and (4.5) certify that the conditions of Lemma 2.8 are fulfilled, and thus
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4 Proof of main results

Lemma 2.11 warrants that ũ ∈ C1,0((0, R]× [0, T0)) with

ũr(r, t) ≤ 0 for all (r, t) ∈ (0, R]× [0, T0), (4.6)

and that moreover there exists T ∗ ∈ (0, T0] such that for T ∈ (0, T ∗),

ũ(r, t) ≤ C for all (r, t) ∈ (0, R]× [0, T ] (4.7)

with some C = C(T ) > 0. This however implies that for the solution (u, v) of (1.3) from
Theorem 1.1, (1.9) and (1.10) are valid.
By the definition of ṽr in (2.43) and (4.7), we may infer that furthermore

|ṽr(r, t)| =
∣∣∣∣ 1

rn−1

(
µrn

n
−

r∫
0

ρn−1ũ(ρ, t)dρ

)∣∣∣∣
≤ 1

rn−1
· µr

n

n
+ C(T )

1

rn−1

r∫
0

ρn−1dρ

=
µr

n
+ C(T )

r

n

for T ∈ (0, T ∗) and (r, t) ∈ (0, R]× (0, T ), warranting

ṽr ∈ L∞((0, R)× (0, T )) (4.8)

for all T ∈ (0, T ∗). This also entails that
∫ R
0 ṽ(r, t)dr is well-defined in (0, T ∗), and thus

allows us to uniquely determine ṽ ∈ C2,0((0, R]× (0, T ∗)) by demanding∫ R

0
ṽ(r, t)dr = 0.

If now additionally n ≥ 2, then by (4.7), (4.8) and nonnegativity of ũ, Lemma 2.10
ensures that (ũ, ṽ) is the unique solution of (2.44) in (0, R] × [0, T ∗) satisfying these
properties.
Regarding the original variables and considering

|∇v(x, t)| = |ṽr(|x|, t)| for (x, t) ∈ Ω× (0, T ∗)

though, this means that the corresponding pair of functions (u, v) is indeed the unique
solution of (1.3) in Ω0 × [0, T ∗) fulfilling (1.11) and (1.12).

The result on ruling out global boundedness is established by means of Subsection 2.1
and Lemma 3.1.

Proof of Theorem 1.3. Let n ≥ 2, R > 0, Ω = BR(0) ⊂ Rn, β > 0 and u0 ∈ C0(Ω)
complying with (1.4). Then, with designations as above, ũ0 ∈ C0([0, R]).

Furthermore, suppose u0 is such that with m =
∫
Ω

u0, m0 ∈ (0,m] and r0 = s
1
n
0 for

s0 = s0(m0,m,R, β) ∈ (0, Rn) as in Lemma 3.1, we have that (1.13) holds.
Assume there was a global classical solution to (1.3) satisfying (1.15) for all T > 0 and
(1.14).
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4 Proof of main results

Consider (ũ, ṽ) as (u, v) in radial coordinates which has the property that{
ũ ∈ C0((0, R]× [0,∞)) ∩ C2,1((0, R]× (0,∞)),

ṽ ∈ C2,0((0, R]× (0,∞)),

and solves (2.3) for the initial condition ũ(·, 0) = ũ0. Moreover, since |∇v(x, t)| =
|ṽr(|x|, t)| for all (x, t) ∈ Ω0 × (0,∞), (1.15) entails that for each T > 0

0 ≤ ũ ∈ L∞((0, R)× (0, T )) and ṽr ∈ L∞((0, R)× (0, T )). (4.9)

As n ≥ 2, Lemma 2.1 now ensures that ṽr is as in (2.4), whereby in turn we may infer
that the requirements of Lemma 2.3 are met, since n ≥ 2 also implies that β > 0 ≥ 2−n.
Therefore, w : [0, Rn]× [0,∞) → R defined via

w(s, t) :=

s
1
n∫

0

ρn−1ũ(ρ, t)dρ, s = rn ∈ [0, Rn], t ∈ [0,∞),

is in C0([0, Rn]× [0, T )) ∩ C2,1((0, Rn]× (0, T )) and solves (2.16) in [0, Rn]× [0,∞) for
w0 ∈ C1([0, Rn]) given by

w0(s) =

∫ s
1
n

0
ρn−1ũ0(ρ)dρ, s ∈ [0, Rn].

Furthermore,

ws(s, t) =
1

n
· ũ(s

1
n , t) for all (s, t) ∈ (0, Rn)× (0,∞)

combined with (4.9) entails that for each T > 0

ws ∈ L∞((0, Rn)× (0, T )).

Thus a global classical solution of (2.16) exists, and its first spatial derivative is bounded
locally in time. Since however for s0 ∈ (0, Rn) as above by (1.13),

w0(s0) =

∫ s
1
n
0

0
ρn−1ũ0(ρ)dρ

=
1

ωn

∫
B

s
1
n
0

(0)
u0

=
1

ωn

∫
Br0 (0)

u0

≥ m0

ωn
,

this is inconsistent with Lemma 3.1, thus ruling out the existence of a global classical
solution to (1.3) satisfying (1.15) and (1.14) under the given premises.
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5 Appendix: A comparison principle for (2.16)

An important tool in the analysis of the transformed systems is a comparison principle.
Since we also need to be able to deal with diffusion degeneracy, the standard comparison
principles do not seem to apply. Also, for arguments as in [37], some information drawn
from standard results regarding the original Keller-Segel system is missing. Therefore,
we prove a comparison principle tailored to our specific cases:

Lemma 5.1. Let T > 0 and l, L ≥ 0 with l < L. Suppose that w and w belong to
C0([l, L]× [0, T ]) ∩ C2,1((l, L)× (0, T ]), and that additionally either

ws ∈ L∞((l, L)× (0, T )) or ws ∈ L∞((l, L)× (0, T )).

Moreover, for a, b, γ ≥ 0 and α, δ, c, d ∈ R

wt ≤ asαwss+bsγwws+csδws+dws and wt ≥ asαwss+bsγwws+csδws+dws (5.1)

shall hold for all (s, t) ∈ (l, L)× (0, T ), as well as

w(s, 0) ≤ w(s, 0) for all s ∈ (l, L) (5.2)

and
w(l, t) ≤ w(l, t) and w(L, t) ≤ w(L, t) for all t ∈ (0, T ). (5.3)

Then
w(s, t) ≤ w(s, t) for all s ∈ [l, L] and t ∈ [0, T ). (5.4)

Proof. This can be derived via a standard argumentation to prove comparison prin-
ciples for Dirichlet boundary problems.
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