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Abstract

The Neumann problem in balls Ω ⊂ R
n, n ∈ {3, 4}, for the chemotaxis system





ut = ∆u−∇ · (u∇v),

0 = ∆v − µ(w)(t) + w, µ(w)(t) = −
∫
Ω
w,

wt = ∆w − w + f(u),

is considered. Under the assumption that f ∈ C1([0,∞)) is such that f(ξ) ≥ kξσ for all ξ ≥ 0 and
some k > 0 and σ > 4

n
, it is shown that finite-time blow-up occurs for some radially symmetric

solutions.
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1 Introduction

Chemotaxis systems including indirect signal production mechanisms on the one hand appear to pro-
vide more realistic descriptions of cross-diffusive migration than simple Keller-Segel systems in various
application contexts ([13], [25], [12], [14]); in line with this, accordingly extended models have been in
the focus of an increasing number of analytical investigations. Besides cases in which the respective
attractant production is mediated by a non-diffusible quantity ([5], [9], [7], [15]), a considerable lit-
erature has been concerned with related situations in which the corresponding additional component
responsible for signal production diffuses in space ([6], [4], [19], [23]).

Indeed, several studies on particular representatives of the general model class





ut = ∇ · (D(u)∇u)−∇ · (S(u)∇v),

vt = ∆v − v + w,

wt = ∆w − w + f(u),

(1.1)

have revealed a significant strengthening of the tendency toward boundedness in comparison to two-
component relatives accounting for direct signal production. In the most prototypical case when here
D ≡ 1, S ≡ id and f ≡ id, for instance, blow-up phenomena can be ruled out not only in two- but
even in three-dimensional boundary value problems ([6]); also in the presence of more general and
suitably regular migration rates D and S, results on global solvability and boundedness addressing
(1.1) require significantly weaker assupmtions on the large-density asymptotics of S, relative to that
of D, than those known to be critical for corresponding two-component quasilinear systems ([4], [3],
[20]). For some further results concerned with variants of (1.1), we refer to [24] and [10].

Accordingly, detections of singularity formation in models of this and related types can yet only rarely
be found in the analytical literature. When again S ≡ f ≡ id, for instance, in line with the above
a necessary condition for blow-up to be possible at all is that the diffusion rate D(u) undergoes a
suitably substantial decay at large population densities u, and a corresponding quantification has
recently been achieved for a parabolic-elliptic simplification of (1.1) with f ≡ id, actually throughout
large classes of fairly general power-type ingredients D and S ([16] and [17]). Beyond this, rigorous
findings on the occurrence of unboundedness phenomena in chemotaxis models with indirect signal
production seem to have concentrated on scenarios involving non-diffusible attractant producers ([9],
[15], [5]). This may be viewed as confirming a substantially stronger dissipative character of (1.1)
in comparison to the latter model class; correspondingly, the potential for a derivation of blow-up
results on the basis of energy inequalities involving Lyapunov functionals unbounded from below, as
known from the analysis of classical Keller-Segel systems ([3], [21]), seems limited due to the presence
of lower bounds for energy functionals even in physically meaningful subcases of (1.1) for which they
have been found ([6]).

Main results. The intention of this manuscript is to address this methodological problem, and
to develop a technique which is capable of extending the yet small selection of chemotaxis systems
involving diffusion-influenced indirect signal production mechanisms in which singularity formation
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can be detected. This will be pursued in the framework of the problem





ut = ∆u−∇ · (u∇v), x ∈ Ω, t > 0,

0 = ∆v − µ(w)(t) + w, µ(w)(t) = −
∫
Ωw, x ∈ Ω, t > 0,

wt = ∆w − w + f(u) x ∈ Ω, t > 0,
∂u
∂ν

= ∂v
∂ν

= ∂w
∂ν

= 0, x ∈ ∂Ω, t > 0,

u(x, 0) = u0(x), w(x, 0) = w0(x), x ∈ Ω,

(1.2)

which can be viewed as a straightforward parabolic-elliptic-parabolic simplification of (1.1), justifiable
in cases when the signal concentration v diffuses suitably fast ([8]), in the special situation when D ≡ 1
and S ≡ id, but when now the signal production rate f may depend nonlinearly on the population
density u. For the corresponding version of (1.1) it is known that in any smoothly bounded domain
Ω ⊂ R

n with n ≥ 2, the assumption that here

0 ≤ f ∈ C1([0,∞)) (1.3)

and
f(ξ) ≤ Kξσ for all ξ > 1, (1.4)

with some K > 0 and some

σ <
4

n
when n ≥ 2; or σ < 3 when n = 1 (1.5)

is sufficient to ensure that all suitably regular nonnegative initial data evolve into global bounded
solutions ([2], [18]); in fact, by simple adaptation of the arguments therein this statement can readily
be carried over to (1.2).

In order to supplement this by a result on the occurrence of blow-up under essentially optimal assump-
tions on the growth of f , we shall further develop an approach recently presented in [16], based on
the observation that in settings of radially symmetric solutions in balls, the corresponding cumulated
densities associated with u and w satisfy a parabolic system which is cooperative and hence admits
a comparison principle (Lemma 3.1 and Lemma 3.2). The design of suitable exploding subsolutions
thereof, inspired by a corresponding construction in [16], indeed will enable us to reveal the presence
of blow-up phenomena in three- and four-dimensional versions of (1.2) within ranges of ingredients
f which, in view of the above implication on (1.4) and (1.5) on boundedness, apparently cannot be
substantially extended. More precisely, our main result is the following.

Theorem 1.1 Let n ∈ {3, 4}, R > 0 and Ω = BR ≡ BR(0) ⊂ R
n, and suppose that f satisfies (1.3)

as well as
f(u) ≥ kuσ for all u ≥ 0 (1.6)

with some k > 0 and

σ >
4

n
. (1.7)

Then one can find some initial data (u0, v0) fulfilling

u0 ∈W 1,∞(Ω) and w0 ∈W
1,∞(Ω) are radially symmetric and nonnegative (1.8)
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and there exists T ⋆ > 0 such that the corresponding classical solution (u, v, w) of (1.2) blows up before
time T ⋆ in the following sense: There exists Tmax ∈ (0, T ⋆) such that

lim sup
tրTmax

‖u(·, t)‖L∞(Ω) = ∞. (1.9)

From Theorem 1.1 together with the boundedness results in [18] and [2] we infer that σ = 4
n
(n = 3, 4)

is the critical exponent for blow-up to (1.2). In comparison with the corresponding two-component
Keller-Segel systems with nonlinear signal production, we reminisce that σ = 2

n
(n ≥ 1) is the critical

blow-up exponent for the latter systems: Namely, if f satisfies (1.3), (1.6) and σ > 2
n
, then the solutions

blow up in finite time for suitably large initial-data ([22]); whereas the solutions exist globally and are
bounded for any given smooth initial data whenever f fulfills (1.3), (1.4) and σ < 2

n
([11]).

2 Local existence

We start from recalling a statement concerning the local existence and an extensibility criterion.

Lemma 2.1 Let n ≥ 1 and Ω ⊂ R
n be a bounded domain with smooth boundary, and assume (1.3)

and (1.8). Then there exist Tmax ∈ (0,∞] and a uniquely determined triple of functions




u ∈ C0(Ω × [0, Tmax)) ∩ C
2,1(Ω× (0, Tmax)),

v ∈ C2,0(Ω × (0, Tmax)) and

w ∈ C0(Ω× [0, Tmax)) ∩ C
2,1(Ω × (0, Tmax))

(2.1)

with the properties that u ≥ 0 and w ≥ 0 in Ω× (0, Tmax), that
∫
Ω v(·, t) = 0 for all t ∈ (0, Tmax), that

(1.2) is satisfied in the classical sense in Ω× (0, Tmax), and that

if Tmax <∞, then lim sup
tրTmax

‖u(·, t)‖L∞(Ω) = ∞. (2.2)

Moreover, ∫

Ω
u(·, t)dx =

∫

Ω
u0dx for all t ∈ (0, Tmax). (2.3)

Proof. The local existence as well as the extensibility criterion (2.2) can be achieved by adapting
fixed-point approaches well-established in the context of chemotaxis systems (cf., e.g., [4] for some
close relative). The mass identity (2.3) simply results from an integration of the first equation in
(1.2). �

3 Finite-time blow-up

3.1 A cooperative parabolic system for mass functions

Motivated by an idea that the construction of radial blow-up solutions in Kelle-Segel type systems
can be achieved via analysis of associated cumulated densities ([8], [1] and [16]), we first transform the
original system (1.2) into a parabolic system satisfied by cumulated densities in radially symmetric
setting. Here we point out that in order to successfully deal with the nonlinear zero-order production
term f(u), we will need the spatial-dimension restriction that n ≤ 4.
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Lemma 3.1 Let n ≤ 4 and R > 0, assume (1.3) and (1.6) as well as (1.7), and let M⋆ > 0 and
M⋆ > M⋆. Then, whenever (1.8) holds with

M⋆ ≤

∫

Ω
u0dx ≤M⋆, M⋆ ≤

∫

Ω
w0dx ≤M⋆ and ‖w0‖L∞(Ω) ≤

M⋆

|Ω|
, (3.1)

there exists T0 = T
(u0,w0)
0 > 0 such that the corresponding solution (u, v, w) of (1.2) has the property

that setting

U(s, t) :=

∫ s
1
n

0
ρn−1u(ρ, t)dρ, s ∈ [0, Rn], t ∈ [0, Tmax), (3.2)

and

W (s, t) :=

∫ s
1
n

0
ρn−1w(ρ, t)dρ, s ∈ [0, Rn], t ∈ [0, Tmax), (3.3)

we obtain functions U and W which belong to C1([0, Rn]× [0, Tmax)) ∩ C
2,1((0, Rn)× (0, Tmax)) and

satisfy Us ≥ 0 and Ws ≥ 0 as well as

U(0, t) =W (0, t) = 0, U(Rn, t) ≥
µ⋆R

n

n
and W (Rn, t) ≥

µ⋆R
n

n
for all t ∈ (0, Tmax) ∩ (0, T0),

(3.4)
and for which we have

P(µ⋆)[U,W ](s, t) ≥ 0 for all s ∈ (0, Rn) and t ∈ (0, Tmax) ∩ (0, T0) (3.5)

as well as
Q[U,W ](s, t) ≥ 0 for all s ∈ (0, Rn) and t ∈ (0, Tmax) ∩ (0, T0), (3.6)

where

µ⋆ :=
M⋆

2|Ω|
and µ⋆ :=

2M⋆

|Ω|
. (3.7)

Here and below, for T > 0 and functions ϕ and ψ from C1([0, Rn] × [0, T )) which satisfy ϕs ≥ 0 on
(0, Rn)×(0, T ) and are such that ϕ(·, t) ∈W

2,∞
loc ((0, Rn)) and ψ(·, t) ∈W 2,∞

loc ((0, Rn)) for all t ∈ (0, T ),
we let

P(µ⋆)[ϕ,ψ](s, t) := ϕt − n2s2−
2

nϕss − nϕs ·
(
ψ −

µ⋆s

n

)
(3.8)

and
Q[ϕ,ψ](s, t) := ψt − n2s2−

2

nψss + ψ −Ks1−σϕσ (3.9)

for t ∈ (0, T ) and a.e. s ∈ (0, Rn), where K := knσ−1.

Proof. The mass identity (2.3) along with the first inequality in (3.1) entails that

µ(u)(t) ≡ −

∫

Ω
u(·, t)dx = −

∫

Ω
u0dx ≥

M⋆

|Ω|
≥

M⋆

2|Ω|
for all t ∈ (0, Tmax), (3.10)

whence an integration of the third equation in (1.2) together with the nonnegativity of f(u) yields

d

dt
µ(w)(t) + µ(w)(t) ≥ 0 for all t ∈ (0, Tmax)
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that implies

µ(w)(t) ≥ e−tµ(w)(0) ≥
1

2
µ(w)(0) ≥

M⋆

2|Ω|
for all t ∈ (0, Tmax) ∩ (0, ln 2) (3.11)

due to the second inequality in (3.1), where µ(w)(t) ≡ −
∫
Ωw(·, t)dx. On the other hand, it follows from

the continuity of the solution (u, v, w) that there exists T0 = T
(u0,w0)
0 ∈ (0, ln 2] such that

‖w(·, t)‖L∞(Ω) ≤ 2‖w0‖L∞(Ω) for all t ∈ (0, Tmax) ∩ (0, T0)

and thus thanks to the third inequality in (3.1),

µ(w)(t) =
1

|Ω|

∫

Ω
w ≤ ‖w(·, t)‖L∞(Ω) ≤ 2‖w0‖L∞(Ω) ≤

2M⋆

|Ω|
for all t ∈ (0, Tmax) ∩ (0, T0). (3.12)

Since a direct computation based on (1.2) shows that (3.2) and (3.3) indeed define functions U and
W which possess the claimed regularity and monotonicity properties, and which moreover satisfy

U(0, t) =W (0, t) = 0, U(Rn, t) =
µ(u)(t)Rn

n
and W (Rn, t) =

µ(w)(t)Rn

n
for all t ∈ (0, Tmax)

(3.13)
as well as

Ut = n2s2−
2

nUss + nUs ·
(
W −

µ(w)(t)s

n

)
in (0, Rn)× (0, Tmax) (3.14)

and

Wt = n2s2−
2

nWss −W +
1

n

∫ s

0
f(nUξ(ξ, t))dξ in (0, Rn)× (0, Tmax). (3.15)

From (3.13), (3.10) and (3.11) we obtain (3.4), while (3.5) is a consequence of (3.14) and (3.12) along
with the nonnegativity of Us. In order to verify (3.6), we first note that σ > 1 due to (1.7) together
with our assumption that n ≤ 4, and thus we can use the Hölder inequality to obtain

Uσ(s, t) =

(∫ s

0
Uξ(ξ, t)dξ

)σ

≤ sσ−1

∫ s

0
Uσ
ξ (ξ, t)dξ

thanks to the nonnegativity of Uξ, which along with (1.6) leads to

1

n

∫ s

0
f(nUξ(ξ, t))dξ ≥ knσ−1

∫ s

0
Uσ
ξ (ξ, t)dξ ≥ Ks1−σUσ(s, t)

with K := knσ−1. Combining (3.15) with this we finally arrive at (3.6). �

A cooperative feature of the parabolic system associated to (3.8) and (3.9) guarantees that a compar-
ison principle holds, which is a corner stone of the construction of a blow-up sub-solution.

Lemma 3.2 Let n ≤ 4 and R > 0, assume (1.7), and suppose that for some T > 0, the functions
U,U,W and W belong to C1([0, Rn]× [0, T )) and have the properties that

{U(·, t), U (·, t),W (·, t),W (·, t)} ⊂W
2,∞
loc ((0, Rn)) for all t ∈ (0, T ),
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and that U s and U s are nonnegative on (0, Rn)× (0, T ). If with P(µ⋆) and Q = Q(µ⋆) as in (3.8) and
(3.9) we have

P(µ⋆)[U,W ](s, t) ≤ 0 and P(µ⋆)[U,W ](s, t) ≥ 0 for all t ∈ (0, T ) and a.e. s ∈ (0, Rn) (3.16)

as well as

Q[U,W ](s, t) ≤ 0 and Q[U,W ](s, t) ≥ 0 for all t ∈ (0, T ) and a.e. s ∈ (0, Rn), (3.17)

and if furthermore

U(0, t) ≤ U(0, t), U(Rn, t) ≤ U(Rn, t), W (0, t) ≤W (0, t) and W (Rn, t) ≤W (Rn, t) (3.18)

for all t ∈ [0, T ) as well as

U(s, 0) ≤ U(s, 0) and W (s, 0) ≤W (s, 0) for all s ∈ [0, Rn], (3.19)

then
U(s, t) ≤ U(s, t) for all s ∈ [0, Rn] and t ∈ [0, T ). (3.20)

Proof. Since for any given t0 ∈ (0, T ), in view of the fact that σ > 1 due to (1.7) and n ≤ 4
and according to our regularity assumption on U and U , the Lagrange intermediate value theorem
guarantees the existence of some function A(s, t0) and a constant c(t0) > 0 such that

Uσ(s, t0)− U
σ
(s, t0) = A(s, t0)(U(s, t0)− U(s, t0)) for all s ∈ [0, Rn]

with |A(s, t0)| ≤ c(t0), the proof is then similar to [16, Lemma 3.2] and therefore we refrain us from
repeating the details here. �

3.2 Construction of blow-up subsolutions

The blow-up subsolutions will involve two crucial parameters α and β. However, under the assumption
that σ > 4

n
, the choice of these two parameters satisfying (3.22) below will require another spatial-

dimension restriction that n ≥ 3.

Lemma 3.3 Let n ≥ 3, and assume

σ >
4

n
. (3.21)

Then there exist α ∈ (0, 1) and β ∈ (0, 1) such that

1 +
2

n
− σ + ασ < β < 1−

2

n
. (3.22)

Proof. Since (3.21) ensures that

1 +
2

n
− σ < 1−

2

n
,
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we can take α = α(σ) ∈ (0, 1) sufficiently small such that

1 +
2

n
− σ + ασ < 1−

2

n

still holds. Due to n ≥ 3, we have 1− 2
n
≥ 1

3 > 0, and thus we can fix some β ∈ (0, 1) fulfilling (3.22).
�

Although the essential part of the blow-up subsolutions will take the same form as in [16], the choices
of parameters α, β and parameter function y(t) here are different from those in [16].

Lemma 3.4 Let n ∈ {3, 4}, R > 0 and µ⋆ > 0, let α ∈ (0, 1) be provided by Lemma 3.3, and let

a ≡ a(µ⋆) :=
µ⋆R

n

ne
1

e (Rn + 1)
. (3.23)

Then for all T > 0 and any y ∈ C1([0, T )) with y(t) > 1
Rn for all t ∈ (0, T ), setting

Û(s, t) ≡ Û (µ⋆,α,y) :=





ay1−α(t)s, t ∈ [0, T ), s ∈
[
0, 1

y(t)

]
,

α−αa ·
(
s− 1−α

y(t)

)α

, t ∈ [0, T ), s ∈
(

1
y(t) , R

n
]
,

(3.24)

defines a function Û ∈ C1([0, Rn]× [0, T )) ∩ C0([0, T );W 2,∞((0, Rn)) which satisfies

Û(0, t) = 0 and Û(Rn, t) ≤
µ⋆R

n

n
for all t ∈ (0, T ), (3.25)

and for which we have Û(·, t) ∈ C2([0, Rn] \ { 1
y(t)} for all t ∈ (0, T ), with

Ût(s, t) =





(1− α)ay−α(t)y′(t)s, t ∈ (0, T ), s ∈ (0, 1
y(t) ),

α1−α(1− α)a ·
(
s− 1−α

y(t)

)α−1
· y′(t)
y2(t) , t ∈ (0, T ), s ∈

(
1

y(t) , R
n
)
,

(3.26)

and

Ûs(s, t) =





ay1−α(t), t ∈ (0, T ), s ∈ (0, 1
y(t)),

α1−αa ·
(
s− 1−α

y(t)

)α−1
, t ∈ (0, T ), s ∈

(
1

y(t) , R
n
)
,

(3.27)

as well as

Ûss(s, t) =





0, t ∈ (0, T ), s ∈ (0, 1
y(t)),

−α1−α(1− α)a ·
(
s− 1−α

y(t)

)α−2
, t ∈ (0, T ), s ∈

(
1

y(t) , R
n
)
.

(3.28)

Proof. The claimed regularity properties and the identities in (3.26)-(3.28) as well as the inequality
in (3.25) can be directly verified on the basis of (3.24), (3.23) and the restriction α ∈ (0, 1). �

Similarly, we also have:

8



Lemma 3.5 Let n ∈ {3, 4}, R > 0, µ⋆ > 0, and let β ∈ (0, 1) be taken from Lemma 3.3. Then
whenever T > 0 and y ∈ C1([0, T )) is such that y(t) > 1

Rn for all t ∈ (0, T ), taking a = a(µ⋆) from
(3.23) and writing

Ŵ (s, t) ≡ Ŵ (µ⋆,β,y)(s, t) :=





ay1−β(t)s, t ∈ [0, T ), s ∈
[
0, 1

y(t)

]
,

β−βa ·
(
s− 1−β

y(t)

)β

, t ∈ [0, T ), s ∈
(

1
y(t) , R

n
]
,

(3.29)

we obtain an element Ŵ of C1([0, Rn]× [0, T )) ∩ C0([0, T );W 2,∞((0, Rn)) with the properties that

Ŵ (0, t) = 0 and Ŵ (Rn, t) ≤
µ⋆R

n

n
for all t ∈ (0, T ), (3.30)

that

Ŵt(s, t) =





(1− β)ay−β(t)y′(t)s, t ∈ (0, T ), s ∈ (0, 1
y(t)),

β1−β(1− β)a ·
(
s− 1−β

y(t)

)β−1
· y′(t)
y2(t)

, t ∈ (0, T ), s ∈
(

1
y(t) , R

n
)
,

(3.31)

that

Ŵs(s, t) =





ay1−β(t), t ∈ (0, T ), s ∈ (0, 1
y(t) ),

β1−βa ·
(
s− 1−β

y(t)

)β−1
, t ∈ (0, T ), s ∈

(
1

y(t) , R
n
)
,

(3.32)

and that Ŵ (·, t) ∈ C2([0, Rn] \ { 1
y(t)} for all t ∈ (0, T ), with

Ŵss(s, t) =





0, t ∈ (0, T ), s ∈ (0, 1
y(t) ),

−β1−β(1− β)a ·
(
s− 1−β

y(t)

)β−2
, t ∈ (0, T ), s ∈

(
1

y(t) , R
n
)
.

(3.33)

Proof. The proof is the same as that of Lemma 3.4. �

Now we can define the following family of functions that act as candidates for subsolutions.

Definition 3.6 Let n ∈ {3, 4}, R > 0, µ⋆ > 0 and θ > 0, let α ∈ (0, 1) and β ∈ (0, 1) be chosen by
Lemma 3.3, and let a = a(µ⋆) be as in (3.23). Given T > 0 and y ∈ C1([0, T )) such that y(t) > 1

Rn

for all t ∈ [0, T ), we then let

U(s, t) ≡ U (µ⋆,α,θ,y)(s, t) := e−θtÛ(s, t), s ∈ [0, Rn], t ∈ [0, T ), (3.34)

and
W (s, t) ≡W (µ⋆,β,θ,y)(s, t) := e−θtŴ (s, t), s ∈ [0, Rn], t ∈ [0, T ), (3.35)

where Û = Û (µ⋆,α,y) and Ŵ = Ŵ (µ⋆,β,y) are taken from (3.24) and (3.29).

From now on, we take σ > 4
n
with n ∈ {3, 4} and then fix α ∈ (0, 1) and β ∈ (0, 1) satisfying (3.22).
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3.3 Subsolution properties: inner region

We begin with verifying that (U,W ) satisfies P(µ⋆)[U,W ](s, t) ≤ 0 near s = 0.

Lemma 3.7 Let n ∈ {3, 4} and R > 0, and assume (1.7). Then there exists δ⋆ ∈ (0, 1) such that for
any choice of µ⋆ > 0 and µ⋆ > 0 one can find y⋆ = y⋆(µ⋆, µ

⋆) > 1
Rn and γ⋆ = γ⋆(µ⋆) > 0 with the

property that if T > 0 and y ∈ C1([0, T )) are such that

y(t) ≥ y⋆ for all t ∈ (0, T ) (3.36)

and
y′(t) ≤ γ⋆y

1+δ⋆(t) for all t ∈ (0, T ), (3.37)

then whenever θ > 0, the functions U = U (µ⋆,α,θ,y) and W =W (µ⋆,β,θ,y) from (3.34) and (3.35) satisfy

P(µ⋆)[U,W ](s, t) ≤ 0 for all t ∈ (0, T ) ∩ (0, 1
θ
) and s ∈ (0, 1

y(t) ). (3.38)

Proof. We first fix
δ⋆ := 1− β ∈ (0, 1). (3.39)

Given µ⋆ > 0, µ⋆ > 0 and with a = a(µ⋆) taken from (3.23), we then choose y⋆ = y⋆(µ⋆, µ
⋆) > 1

Rn

large enough such that

y⋆ ≥ 1 and y⋆ ≥
(2eµ⋆
na

) 1

1−β
(3.40)

and

γ⋆ = γ⋆(µ⋆) :=
nae−1

2(1 − α)
. (3.41)

Since (e−θtÛ)t = e−θtÛt − θe−θtÛ for t ∈ (0, T ) and s ∈ (0, Rn), it follows from (3.8) that

eθt · P(µ⋆)[U,W ](s, t)

= Ût − θÛ − n2s2−
2

n Ûss − ne−θtÛs ·
(
Ŵ −

µ⋆eθts

n

)

≤ Ût − ne−θtÛs ·
(
Ŵ −

µ⋆eθts

n

)
for all t ∈ (0, T ) and s ∈ (0, 1

y(t) ), (3.42)

because Û ≥ 0 and because Ûss ≡ 0 in the considered region according to (3.28). Here we note that
due to (3.29), (3.40), (3.36) and our assumption β < 1,

Ŵ −
µ⋆eθts

n
≥ Ŵ −

µ⋆es

n
= ay1−β(t)s−

µ⋆es

n

≥ ay1−β(t)s−
1

2
ay1−β

⋆ s ≥ ay1−β(t)s−
1

2
ay1−β(t)s =

1

2
ay1−β(t)s

for all t ∈ (0, T ) ∩ (0, 1
θ
) and s ∈ (0, 1

y(t)) (3.43)

and that by (3.27),

ne−θtÛs = ne−θt · ay1−α(t) ≥ nae−1y1−α(t) for all t ∈ (0, T ) ∩ (0, 1
θ
) and s ∈ (0, 1

y(t) ), (3.44)
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whence using (3.26), (3.43) and (3.44) we infer from (3.42) together with (3.41) and (3.39) that for all
t ∈ (0, T ) ∩ (0, 1

θ
) and s ∈ (0, 1

y(t)),

eθt · P(µ⋆)[U,W ](s, t) ≤ (1− α)ay−α(t)y′(t)s− nae−1y1−α(t) ·
a

2
y1−β(t)s

= (1− α)ay−α(t)s ·

{
y′(t)−

nae−1

2(1− α)
y2−β(t)

}

= (1− α)ay−α(t)s ·

{
y′(t)− γ⋆y

1+δ⋆(t)

}

≤ 0

due to (3.37), and this shows (3.38). �

We next show that Q[U,W ](s, t) ≤ 0 near s = 0.

Lemma 3.8 Let n ∈ {3, 4} and R > 0, let µ⋆ > 0 and µ⋆ > 0, assume (1.7), and suppose that with
T > 0, the function y ∈ C1([0, T )) satisfies

y(t) > max
{
1 ,

1

Rn

}
and 0 ≤ y′(t) ≤ Ly1+

2

n (t) for all t ∈ (0, T ) (3.45)

where L := K(e−1a)σ−1 with K defined in (3.9) and a given by (3.23). Then whenever

θ ≥ 1, (3.46)

for U = U (µ⋆,α,θ,y) and W =W (µ⋆,β,θ,y) as in (3.34) and (3.35) we have

Q[U,W ](s, t) ≤ 0 for all t ∈ (0, T ) ∩ (0, 1
θ
) and s ∈ (0, 1

y(t)). (3.47)

Proof. Since σ > 4
n
by (1.7) and since n ∈ {3, 4}, we can apply Lemma 3.3 to see that the left-side

inequality in (3.22) entails

β + (1− α)σ > 1 +
2

n
. (3.48)

For arbitrary θ ≥ 1, we recall (3.9), Lemma 3.5 and Lemma 3.4 to see that by the facts that Ŵss = 0

and that Ŵ ≥ 0 in the region (0, 1
y(t)),

eθt · Q[U,W ](s, t) = Ŵt − θŴ − n2s2−
2

n Ŵss + Ŵ − eθt ·Ks1−σe−(θt)σÛσ

≤ Ŵt −Ks1−σe−(θt)(σ−1)Ûσ

≤ (1− β)ay−β(t)y′(t)s −Ks1−σe−(σ−1) · aσy(1−α)σ(t)sσ

≤ ay−β(t)s ·
{
y′(t)− Lyβ+(1−α)σ(t)

}

≤ ay−β(t)s ·
{
y′(t)− Ly1+

2

n (t)
}

≤ 0 for all t ∈ (0, T ) ∩ (0, 1
θ
) and s ∈ (0, 1

y(t) )

due to σ > 1, β ∈ (0, 1), (3.45) and (3.48), and this leads to (3.47). �
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3.4 Subsolution properties: intermediate annulus

For our choice of β, we also have that P(µ⋆)[U,W ](s, t) ≤ 0 in an intermediate region.

Lemma 3.9 Let n ∈ {3, 4} and R > 0, assume (1.7), take any δ⋆⋆ ∈ (0, 1 − β), and let µ⋆ > 0 and
µ⋆ > 0 be given. Then it is possible to fix s⋆ ∈ (0, 1] with the property that given any T > 0 and
y ∈ C1([0, T )) fulfilling

y(t) > max
{
1 ,

1

Rn

}
and 0 ≤ y′(t) ≤ y1+δ⋆⋆(t) for all t ∈ (0, T ), (3.49)

for any θ > 0, with U = U (µ⋆,α,θ,y) and W =W (µ⋆,β,θ,y) taken from (3.34) and (3.35) we have

P(µ⋆)[U,W ](s, t) ≤ 0 for all t ∈ (0, T ) ∩ (0, 1
θ
) and s ∈ ( 1

y(t) , R
n) ∩ (0, s⋆). (3.50)

Proof. By (1.7) and Lemma 3.3 we first see that

1−
2

n
− β > 0 (3.51)

due to n ∈ {3, 4}. We then can choose s⋆ ∈ (0, 1] sufficiently small such that

s⋆ ≤
( na

2eµ⋆

) 1

1−β
(3.52)

and
2n(1− α)e

aα
· s

1− 2

n
−β

⋆ ≤
1

2
(3.53)

as well as
2(1 − α)e

na
· s1−β−δ⋆⋆

⋆ ≤
1

2
. (3.54)

due to (3.51) and the fact that 1− β − δ⋆⋆ > 0 by our choice of δ⋆⋆. Now we recall the identity

eθtP(µ⋆)[U,W ](s, t) = Ût − θÛ − n2s2−
2

n Ûss − ne−θtÛs ·
(
Ŵ −

µ⋆eθts

n

)
,

t ∈ (0, T ), s ∈ ( 1
y(t) , R

n). (3.55)

Here we note that

s−
1− β

y(t)
≥ s− (1− β)s = βs for all t ∈ (0, T ) and s > 1

y(t) , (3.56)

and thus according to this and (3.29) together with (3.52) we see that for all t ∈ (0, T ) ∩ (0, 1
θ
) and

s ∈ ( 1
y(t) , R

n) ∩ (0, s⋆).

Ŵ −
µ⋆eθts

n
≥ β−βa · (βs)β −

µ⋆eθts

n
≥ asβ −

µ⋆e

n
· s

=
1

2
asβ +

1

2
asβ ·

{
1−

2eµ⋆

na
· s1−β

}

≥
1

2
asβ +

1

2
asβ ·

{
1−

2eµ⋆

na
· s1−β

⋆

}

≥
1

2
asβ +

1

2
asβ ·

{
1−

2eµ⋆

na
·
na

2eµ⋆

}

=
1

2
asβ. (3.57)
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Thus, due to the nonnegativity of Û and Ûs, the identity in (3.55) can be turned into the inequality

eθtP(µ⋆)[U,W ](s, t) ≤ Ût − n2s2−
2

n Ûss − ne−θtÛs ·
a

2
sβ

for all t ∈ (0, T ) ∩ (0, 1
θ
) and s ∈ ( 1

y(t) , R
n) ∩ (0, s⋆). (3.58)

Here by (3.27) and (3.28) and in view of the inequality

s−
1− α

y(t)
≥ s− (1− α)s = αs for all t ∈ (0, T ) and s > 1

y(t) , (3.59)

we have

−n2s2−
2

n Ûss

ne−θtÛs ·
a
2s

β
= −

2neθt

a
· s2−

2

n
−βÛ−1

s Ûss

=
2neθt

a
· s2−

2

n
−β ·

{
α1−αa ·

(
s−

1− α

y(t)

)α−1}−1
× α1−α(1− α)a ·

(
s−

1− α

y(t)

)α−2

=
2n(1− α)eθt

a
· s2−

2

n
−β ·

(
s−

1− α

y(t)

)−1

≤
2n(1− α)e

aα
· s1−

2

n
−β

≤
2n(1− α)e

aα
· s

1− 2

n
−β

⋆

≤
1

2
for all t ∈ (0, T ) ∩ (0, 1

θ
) and s ∈ ( 1

y(t) , R
n) ∩ (0, s⋆) (3.60)

due to (3.53), which implies the inequality

−n2s2−
2

n Ûss ≤
1

2
· ne−θtÛs ·

a

2
sβ for all t ∈ (0, T ) ∩ (0, 1

θ
) and s ∈ ( 1

y(t) , R
n) ∩ (0, s⋆). (3.61)

We next use (3.26) and (3.27) along with (3.59) and (3.49) to compute

Ût

ne−θtÛs ·
a
2s

β
=

2eθt

na
· s−βÛ−1

s Ût

=
2eθt

na
· s−β ·

{
α1−αa ·

(
s−

1− α

y(t)

)α−1}−1
× α1−α(1− α)a ·

(
s−

1− α

y(t)

)α−1
·
y′(t)

y2(t)

=
2(1− α)eθt

na
· s−β ·

y′(t)

y2(t)

≤
2(1− α)e

na
· s−β ·

( 1

y(t)

)1−δ⋆⋆

≤
2(1− α)e

na
· s1−β−δ⋆⋆

≤
2(1− α)e

na
· s1−β−δ⋆⋆

⋆

≤
1

2
for all t ∈ (0, T ) and s ∈ ( 1

y(t) , R
n) ∩ (0, s⋆) (3.62)
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thanks to (3.54), which leads to

Ût ≤
1

2
· ne−θtÛs ·

a

2
sβ for all t ∈ (0, T ) ∩ (0, 1

θ
) and s ∈ ( 1

y(t) , R
n) ∩ (0, s⋆).

Inserting this and (3.61) into (3.58) establishes (3.50). �

Similarly, relying on our choice of the parameters α and β, we can find suitable parameter function
y(t) and parameter θ such that Q[U,W ](s, t) ≤ 0 in an appropriate intermediate annulus.

Lemma 3.10 Let n ∈ {3, 4} and R > 0, assume (1.7), and let µ⋆ > 0 and µ⋆ > 0 be given. Then
one can find s⋆⋆ ∈ (0, 1] with the property that if T > 0 and y ∈ C1([0, T )) are such that

y(t) > max
{
1 ,

1

Rn

}
and 0 ≤ y′(t) ≤ y1+

2

n (t) for all t ∈ (0, T ), (3.63)

and if
θ ≥ 1, (3.64)

then the functions U = U (µ⋆,α,θ,y) and W =W (µ⋆,β,θ,y) defined in (3.34) and (3.35) satisfy

Q[U,W ](s, t) ≤ 0 for all t ∈ (0, T ) ∩ (0, 1
θ
) and s ∈ ( 1

y(t) , R
n) ∩ (0, s⋆⋆). (3.65)

Proof. Since β − 2
n
− 1 + σ− ασ > 0 asserted by Lemma 3.3, we can choose s⋆⋆ ∈ (0, 1] such that

a(1 + n2β−1) · s
β− 2

n
−1+σ−ασ

⋆⋆ ≤ Kaσe−(σ−1) (3.66)

with a as in (3.23). Due to the nonnegativity of Ŵ and thanks to σ > 1, we can utilize (3.9), (3.64),
(3.31), (3.33) and (3.24) together with (3.56), (3.59) and (3.63) to estimate

eθt · Q[U,W ](s, t) = Ŵt − θŴ − n2s2−
2

n Ŵss + Ŵ − eθt ·Ks1−σe−(θt)σÛσ

≤ Ŵt − n2s2−
2

n Ŵss −Ke−θt(σ−1) · s1−σÛσ

= β1−β(1− β)a ·
(
s−

1− β

y(t)

)β−1
·
y′(t)

y2(t)

+n2s2−
2

n · β1−β(1− β)a ·
(
s−

1− β

y(t)

)β−2

−Ke−θt(σ−1) · s1−σ ·
{
α−αa ·

(
s−

1− α

y(t)

)α}σ

≤ β1−β(1− β)a · (βs)β−1 · y−1+ 2

n (t)

+n2s2−
2

n · β1−β(1− β)a · (βs)β−2

−Ke−(σ−1) · s1−σ · {α−αa · (αs)α}σ

≤ a(1 + n2β−1) · sβ−
2

n −Kaσe−(σ−1) · s1−σ+ασ

= s1−σ+ασ ·
{
a(1 + n2β−1) · sβ−

2

n
−1+σ−ασ −Kaσe−(σ−1)

}

= s1−σ+ασ ·
{
a(1 + n2β−1) · s

β− 2

n
−1+σ−ασ

⋆⋆ −Kaσe−(σ−1)
}

≤ 0 for all t ∈ (0, T ) ∩ (0, 1
θ
) and s ∈ ( 1

y(t) , R
n) ∩ (0, s⋆⋆), (3.67)

due to our choice of s⋆⋆ in (3.66), and this yields (3.65). �
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3.5 Subsolution properties: outer region

Depending on the properties of the function Û in an outer region, we can find some large parameter
θ and parameter function y(t) such that P(µ⋆)[U,W ](s, t) ≤ 0 holds in the outer region.

Lemma 3.11 Let n ∈ {3, 4}, R > 0, µ⋆ > 0 and µ⋆ > 0, assume (1.7), and let s0 ∈ (0, 1] be arbitrarily

given. Then there exists θ⋆ = θ
(s0)
⋆ > 0 such that whenever θ ≥ θ⋆ and T > 0 as well as y ∈ C1([0, T ))

are such that

y(t) >
1

Rn
and 0 ≤ y′(t) ≤ y2(t) for all t ∈ (0, T ), (3.68)

the functions U and W defined in (3.34) and (3.35) satisfy

P(µ⋆)[U,W ](s, t) ≤ 0 for all t ∈ (0, T ) ∩ (0, 1
θ
) and s ∈ ( 1

y(t) , R
n) ∩ [s0, R

n). (3.69)

Proof. For any given s0 ∈ (0, 1], we first choose θ⋆ = θ
(s0)
⋆ > 0 sufficiently large such that

θ⋆ >
1 + µ⋆Rn

s1+α
0

+
n2R2n−2

αs2+α
0

. (3.70)

Since

s−
1− α

y(t)
≥ s− (1− α)s = αs ≥ αs0 for all t ∈ (0, T ) and s ∈ ( 1

y(t) , R
n) ∩ [s0, R

n)

and since α ∈ (0, 1) and s0 ≤ 1, we then obtain that according to (3.24), (3.26), (3.27) and (3.28)
along with (3.68),

Û = α−αa ·
(
s−

1− α

y(t)

)α

≥ α−αa · (αs0)
α = asα0

and

Ût = α1−α(1− α)a ·
(
s−

1− α

y(t)

)α−1
·
y′(t)

y2(t)

≤ α1−α(1− α)a · (αs0)
α−1 = (1− α)asα−1

0 ≤
a

s0

as well as

Ûs = α1−αa ·
(
s−

1− α

y(t)

)α−1
≤ α1−αa · (αs0)

α−1 = asα−1
0 ≤

a

s0

and

−Ûss = α1−α(1− α)a ·
(
s−

1− α

y(t)

)α−2
≤ α1−α(1− α)a · (αs0)

α−2 =
(1− α)asα−2

0

α
≤

a

αs20

15



for all t ∈ (0, T ) and s ∈ ( 1
y(t) , R

n) ∩ [s0, R
n). Relying on the above estimates and utilizing the

nonnegativity of Ûs and Ŵ , we see that whenever θ > θ⋆,

eθtP(µ⋆)[U,W ](s, t) = Ût − θÛ − n2s2−
2

n Ûss − ne−θtÛs ·
(
Ŵ −

µ⋆eθts

n

)

≤ Ût − θÛ − n2s2−
2

n Ûss + µ⋆s · Ûs

≤
a

s0
− θasα0 + n2(Rn)2−

2

n ·
a

αs20
+ µ⋆Rn ·

a

s0

= asα0 ·
{1 + µ⋆Rn

s1+α
0

+
n2R2n−2

αs2+α
0

− θ
}

≤ asα0 ·
{1 + µ⋆Rn

s1+α
0

+
n2R2n−2

αs2+α
0

− θ⋆

}

≤ 0 for all t ∈ (0, T ) ∩ (0, 1
θ
) and s ∈ ( 1

y(t) , R
n) ∩ [s0, R

n)

thanks to (3.70). This yields (3.69). �

Similarly, using several explicit estimates of the function Ŵ in an outer region, we can chose sufficiently
large parameter θ and parameter function y(t) such that Q[U,W ](s, t) ≤ 0 is satisfied in the outer
region.

Lemma 3.12 Let n ∈ {3, 4}, R > 0, µ⋆ > 0 and µ⋆ > 0, and assume (1.7). Then for any given

s0 ∈ (0, 1] there exists θ⋆⋆ = θ
(s0)
⋆⋆ > 0 such that if θ ≥ θ⋆⋆, T > 0 and y ∈ C1([0, T )) are such that

y(t) > max
{
1 ,

1

Rn

}
and 0 ≤ y′(t) ≤ y1+

2

n (t) for all t ∈ (0, T ), (3.71)

with U = U (µ⋆,α,θ,y) and W =W (µ⋆,β,θ,y) taken from (3.34) and (3.35), there holds

Q[U,W ](s, t) ≤ 0 for all t ∈ (0, T ) and s ∈ ( 1
y(t) , R

n) ∩ [s0, R
n). (3.72)

Proof. Given any s0 ∈ (0, 1], we take θ⋆⋆ = θ
(s0)
⋆⋆ > 0 large enough such that

θ⋆⋆ ≥ 2 and θ⋆⋆ ≥ 2(1 − β)(1 + n2β−1)s
−n

2

0 . (3.73)

Again since

s−
1− β

y(t)
≥ βs and s−

1− α

y(t)
≥ αs t ∈ (0, T ) and s ∈ ( 1

y(t) , R
n),
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in view of Lemma 3.5 together with the nonnegativity of Û and (3.71), we obtain that if θ ≥ θ⋆⋆,

eθt · Q[U,W ](s, t) = Ŵt − θŴ − n2s2−
2

n Ŵss + Ŵ − eθt ·Ks1−σe−(θt)σÛσ

≤ Ŵt − n2s2−
2

n Ŵss −
θ

2
Ŵ

= β1−β(1− β)a ·
(
s−

1− β

y(t)

)β−1
·
y′(t)

y2(t)

+n2s2−
2

n · β1−β(1− β)a ·
(
s−

1− β

y(t)

)β−2

−
θ

2
β−βa ·

(
s−

1− β

y(t)

)β

≤ β1−β(1− β)a · (βs)β−1 ·
( 1

y(t)

)1− 2

n

+n2s2−
2

n · β1−β(1− β)a · (βs)β−2

−
θ

2
β−βa · (βs)β

≤ β1−β(1− β)a · (βs)β−1 · s1−
2

n + n2β−1(1− β)a · sβ−
2

n − θ ·
a

2
sβ

= (1− β)(1 + n2β−1)a · sβ−
2

n − θ ·
a

2
sβ

=
a

2
sβ ·

{
2(1 − β)(1 + n2β−1)a · s−

2

n − θ
}

≤
a

2
sβ ·

{
2(1 − β)(1 + n2β−1)a · s

− 2

n

0 − θ⋆⋆

}

≤ 0 for all t ∈ (0, T ) and s ∈ ( 1
y(t) , R

n) ∩ [s0, R
n), (3.74)

because 0 < β < 1 and because (3.73). The completes the proof. �

3.6 Proof of Theorem 1.1

We now make sure that under the assumption on σ from Theorem 1.1 we can chose the parameters
α, β, θ and the parameter function y(t) such that all hypotheses in Lemmata 3.7-3.12 are simultaneously
satisfied, and thus the pair (U,W ) will indeed forms a subsolution.

Lemma 3.13 Let n ∈ {3, 4}, R > 0, µ⋆ > 0 and µ⋆ > 0, and assume (1.7). Then for any T⋆ > 0,
one can find θ > 0, T ∈ (0, T⋆) and a positive function y ∈ C1([0, T )) such that

y(t) → +∞ as tր T, (3.75)

and that with the functions U = U (µ⋆,α,θ,y) and W =W (µ⋆,β,θ,y) taken from (3.34) and (3.35) satisfy

P(µ⋆)[U,W ](s, t) ≤ 0 and Q[U,W ](s, t) ≤ 0 for all t ∈ (0, T ) and s ∈ (0, Rn) \ { 1
y(t)}. (3.76)

Proof. With δ⋆ > 0 and δ⋆⋆ > 0 provided by Lemma 3.7 and Lemma 3.9, we take

δ := min
{
δ⋆ , δ⋆⋆ ,

2

n

}
. (3.77)
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We then let s⋆ = s
(δ⋆⋆)
⋆ and s⋆⋆ be chosen in Lemma 3.9 and Lemma 3.10, and apply Lemma 3.11 and

Lemma 3.12 to
s0 := min

{
s⋆ , s⋆⋆

}
(3.78)

to obtain θ⋆ = θ
(s0)
⋆ and θ⋆⋆ = θ

(s0)
⋆⋆ with the properties therein. Setting

θ := max
{
θ⋆ , θ⋆⋆ , 2

}
(3.79)

and taking γ⋆, y⋆ and L from lemma 3.7 and Lemma 3.8, we then let

γ := min
{
γ⋆ , L , 1

}
(3.80)

and select y0 > 0 large enough such that

y0 > max
{
1

1

Rn

}
and y0 ≥ y⋆, (3.81)

and that

T :=
1

γδyδ0
satisfies T < min

{1

θ
, T⋆

}
. (3.82)

Our choice of T guarantees that the problem

{
y′(t) = γy1+δ(t), t ∈ (0, T ),

y(0) = y0,
(3.83)

has a solution y ∈ C1([0, T )) which satisfies (3.75) as well as y ≥ y0, so that (3.81), (3.80) and (3.77)
ensure that all the requirements on y made in Lemmata 3.7-3.12 are fulfilled. Moreover, (3.79) makes
sure that also the corresponding assumptions on θ in these lemmata are met, we may conclude from
the above-said statements and from (3.79) that for (U,W ) = (U (µ⋆,α,θ,y),W (µ⋆,β,θ,y)) defined in (3.34)
and (3.35) we have

P(µ⋆)[U,W ](s, t) ≤ 0 and Q[U,W ](s, t) ≤ 0 for all t ∈ (0, T ) ∩ (0, 1
θ
) and s ∈ (0, Rn) \ { 1

y(t)}.

Since from (3.82) we also have that (0, T ) ∩ (0, 1
θ
) = (0, T ) and that T < T⋆, this completes the proof.

�

We are now in a position to complete the proof of Theorem 1.1.

Proof of Theorem 1.1. On the basis of Lemma 3.13, one readily verifies that (U, W ) defined
through (3.34) and (3.35) indeed forms a sub-solution of the parabolic system (3.5)-(3.6) and (3.4),
and thus in view of (3.34) and (3.27) we have that u(0, t) = nUs(0, t) ≥ nU s(0, t) = e−θt · ay1−α(t),
where the latter blows up at T due to (3.75) and α < 1. The readers may refer [16] for a detailed
proof. �
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