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Abstract

A degenerate fourth-order parabolic equation modeling condensation phenomena related to Bose-
Einstein particles is analyzed. The model is a Fokker-Planck-type approximation of the Boltzmann-
Nordheim equation, only keeping the leading order term. It maintains some of the main features
of the kinetic model, namely mass and energy conservation and condensation at zero energy. The
existence of local-in-time weak solutions satisfying a certain entropy inequality is proven. The
main result asserts that if a weighted L' norm of the initial data is sufficiently large and the initial
data satisfies some integrability conditions, the solution blows up with respect to the L*> norm
in finite time. Furthermore, the set of all such blow-up enforcing initial functions is shown to be
dense in the set of all admissible initial data. The proofs are based on approximation arguments
and interpolation inequalities in weighted Sobolev spaces. By exploiting the entropy inequality, a
nonlinear integral inequality is proved which implies the finite-time blow-up property.

Key words: Degenerate parabolic equation, fourth-order parabolic equation, blow-up, weak
solutions, entropy inequality, Bose-Einstein condensation, weighted spaces.

MSC 2010: 35K35, 35K65, 35B44, 35B09, 35Q40.

*juengel@tuwien.ac.at

#

michael.winkler@math.uni-paderborn.de


http://arxiv.org/abs/1401.0911v1

1 Introduction

In this paper, we continue our work [13] in which we have shown the local-in-time existence of weak
solutions to the problem

( w =ax P (xau"+2(u_1)m> , reQ, t>0,
a, n+2(,,—1 _ a, n+2(,,—1 _ —
U (U ) g = (a: u" T (u )m>m =0, =0, t>0, (1.1)
Uy = Uggy = 0, r=1L,t>0,
u(z,0) = up(z), x €Q,

where « > 0, 8 € R, n > 0, and Q = (0,L) C R. This model describes the evolution of the energy
distribution u(x,t) as a function of the energy # > 0 and time ¢t > 0 in a particle system. The
boundary conditions at zero energy x = 0 are of no-flux type, whereas the boundary conditions at
x = L model the fact that the number of particles with (very) large energies is negligible.

The PDE in ([LJ)) is a Fokker-Planck approximation of the Boltzmann-Nordheim equation, modeling
the dynamics of weakly interacting quantum particles like bosons [II]. The physical parameters
are given by a = %, = %, and n = 2 but we allow for more general values. The approximation
maintains some of the features of the original Boltzmann equation. In particular, it conserves the total
mass N = fQ zPudz and the kinetic energy F = fQ 8T udz. The Boltzmann-Nordheim equation
admits solutions which blow up in finite time if the initial density is sufficiently dense, modeling
the condensation process [0l [7]. The question arises if the local approximation underlying (L)) also

possesses this feature. In this paper, we prove that this is indeed the case under appropriate conditions.

Because of the high complexity of the Boltzmann-Nordheim equation, approximate Fokker-Planck-type
equations modeling condensation phenomena related to Bose-Einstein particles were investigated in
the literature. The above equation is one of these approximations. Other approximations include
the Kompaneets equation [16], the Fokker-Planck model of Kaniadakis and Quarati [14], and the
superlinear drift equation of Carrillo et al. [2]. Escobedo proved that the Kompaneets equation
develops singularities at zero energy [5]. A similar phenomenon holds for the superlinear drift equation
[2]. If the initial mass is large enough, the model of Kaniadakis and Quarati also admits solutions
which blow up in finite time [19].

In contrast to the above mentioned models, the PDE in ([IL1]) is a pure diffusion equation, not explicitly
containing lower-order drift terms. On the other hand, the diffusion mechanism in (1) is of fourth
order, highly nonlinear, and it degenerates both at x = 0 and near points where uv = 0. Mathematical
challenges thus do not only result from the lack of comparison principles, but moreover also from
the fact that standard parabolic regularity does not apply. Based on the construction of a family of
approximate problems and weighted gradient estimates, we have proved the local-in-time existence of
mass-conserving continuous weak solutions [13].

The purpose of the present paper is to go one step further and reveal a striking qualitative feature
of (II): Namely, we shall see that even the strong simplification (II) of the original Boltzmann-
Nordheim equation possesses the ability to spontaneously generate singularities. To this end, we first
refine the existence theory by proving the existence of local-in-time entropy solutions to (ILII) which,
as compared to the continuous weak solution constructed in [13], possess some additional properties;



in particular, our entropy solutions will satisfy the entropy inequality (2] below.

Based on this inequality and some further regularity information thereby implied, we shall be able to
show that if at the initial time, the mass is concentrated to a sufficient extent near the zero energy
level x = 0, then this entropy solution must cease to exist within finite time. On the other hand,
from our approach to local existence, as developed in [13], we know that solutions can be extended
in time as long as their norm with respect to L°(€2) remains bounded; consequently, any such non-
global entropy solution must blow up in L%(€2). Our precise requirements quantifying the above
concentration condition will be shown to be conveniently mild: We shall see that the set of all such
blow-up enforcing initial data ug is actually dense in the set of all admissible initial conditions. This
seems essentially optimal in light of the observation that all nonnegative constants trivially solve (ILTI),
and that hence in particular there cannot exist any critical mass level above which all solutions must
blow up.

In order to precisely state these results, let us introduce some notation. For v € R, we define the
weighted Sobolev space

w22(@) = {v e WEAQ) | 01312 q) = 01320 + l2FvalFag) < oo},

which for v < 1 satisfies W$2(Q) — C%9(Q), where § = min{3, 1_77} [13]. We denote by x¢ the
characteristic function on the set @ C R™. For T > 0, the space C+1(Q x (0,T)) consists of all
functions u such that Ou /0t and 9%u/dx® are continuous in Q x (0, T) for all 0 < o < 4. Furthermore,
for any (not necessarily open) subset Q C R", C§°(Q) is the space of all functions v € C*°(Q) such
that supp(u) C @ is compact.

First, we prove the local-in-time existence of entropy solutions. We call u an entropy solution to (L.II)
in 2x (0,7 if w is continuous, smooth on {u > 0}, it satisfies certain weighted integrability conditions,
it solves ([I.I)) in the weak sense, and the entropy inequality

t 2
- / 2 Inu(x, t)de +/ / X{u>0}x°‘un_4 <uum — 2“:%) dxdt < —/ 2P In g (x)dx (1.2)
Q 0 JQ Q

holds for all ¢ € (0,7). We refer to Definition 3.2 below for the precise formulation.

Theorem 1.1 (Local existence of entropy solutions) Let n € (n.,3), where n, = 1.5361... is
the unique positive root of the polynomial n +— n3 4 5n? 4+ 16n — 40. Let o € (3,00), B € (-1, Q_T”_?’]
and v € (b —a+ f,1), and let ug € W«}z(Q) be a nonnegative function satisfying

/ 2P Inug(z)dz > —oo, (1.3)
Q

Then there exists Tqs € (0,00] such that (1) possesses at least one entropy solution u in QX (0, Tz )
in the sense of Definition [32 satisfying the following alternative:

If Tz <00 then  limsup [|u(-,t)||po (@) = oo (1.4)
t/‘Tmaz



The idea of the proof is to consider, as in [13], a family of approximate equations
up = (z+¢)7P ( — ge(@)u" ugy + 2g€(x)u"_1u§> inQ, t>0,
rxr

together with the boundary conditions in (II]) and a family of approximate initial conditions, where
e > 0 and g.(x) approximates ® but vanishes on the boundary. The latter condition ensures that
the approximate flux J := —g. (2)u gy + 2g- (z)u"'u2 vanishes on the boundary as well. It is shown
in [13] that on some time interval conveniently small but independent of e, there exists a positive
classical solution u. to this aproximate problem, and that there exists a sequence of such solutions
u converging to a continuous weak solution to (ILI]) as € = ¢; N\, 0. It will turn out that, thanks to
assumption (L3]), this solution actually is an entropy solution and, in particular, satisfies (L2]).

The following theorem is the main result of the paper. It states that there exist entropy solutions
which blow up in finite time. We set In z := (In z)4 := max{0,In z} for z > 0.

Theorem 1.2 (Finite-time blow-up of entropy solutions) Let n € (n.,3), where n, is as in
Theorem [ 1, o € (n+4,00), and 8 € (a;_’ﬁ‘l, 2=1=31 " Then for all B >0, D >0, T > 0, and each
Kk > 0 fulfilling

(1.5)

— — 1 4
ﬁ<min{a23,a—n—4,ﬂ+l, ot r+1)f+n+ },
n

there exists M = M(B, D, T,r) > 0 such that if ug € C°(Q) is a nonnegative function satisfying

1
uo ()

/ Pug(x)dz < B and / 27 In, dx < D, (1.6)
Q Q

but
/ 2P ug(z)dx > M, (1.7)
Q

then (I1) does not possess any entropy solution in 2 x (0,T). If additionally ug € W«}z(Q) for some
v € (5—a+8,1), then the entropy solution u to (I1l), as constructed in Theorem [I1, blows up before
time T > 0; that is, in this case we have Tyq, <T and

lim sup [[u(-, )| oo () = o0. (1.8)
t/‘Tmaac

Note that the above conditions on the parameters include the physically relevant values n = 2, a = %,

and § = % We do not pursue here the mathematical question in how far the respective ranges of n,
a, and 8 in Theorem [[.2] are optimal.

To establish the latter blow-up result, we will firstly exploit the entropy inequality (L.2]) satisfied by the
entropy solution to (I.I)) in order to prove some additional regularity properties in weighted Sobolev
spaces. The main step then consists in deriving an integral inequality for the generalized moment
functional y(t) = [, 2Pz, t)dz, which will have the form

y(t) > /0Z azﬁ_“uo(x)dm —Ci(14+T)+ Cy /Ot(y(s) — Cg)’fflds, te (0,7). (1.9)
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Here, C1,C5, and (3 denote certain positive constants which depend on ug only through its mass
Jo 2Pug(x)dz and the integral Jo 2P In, #(m)da:. The proof of (I.9) uses several integrations by parts;
in the considered generalized solution framework, these require additional justification which can be
achieved using the asserted regularity properties enforced by (I.2]). By a nonlinear Grgnwall lemma,
we finally conclude from (9] that for sufficiently large M > 0 in Theorem [[.2] the entropy solution
ceases to exist in finite time, and that hence (L)) holds.

We expect that, under the conditions of Theorem [[.2] the entropy solution blows up at zero energy
x = 0. This conjecture is physically reasonable and investigated by formal asymptotic arguments
in [I1]. We believe, but cannot prove rigorously here, that the validity of (2] provides sufficient
regularity for solutions away from the origin = 0 so as to prevent blow-up at any = > 0.

One may ask the question how many initial functions simultaneously satisfy (L) and (L7). As an
explicit construction will show, the set of all such blow-up enforcing initial data is actually large in
the sense specified in the following proposition.

Proposition 1.3 (Density of blow-up enforcing initial data) Letn, a, 3, and k be as in Theo-
rem[L2. Then for any p € (0, B—i-—i—n) and each nonnegative uy € C°(Q) satisfying Jo 2P Inug(z)dz >
—00, one can find a sequence of nonnegative functions ugy such that ug, — ug € C§°() for all k € N
and such that ugr, — ug in LP(Q) as k — oo and

/ Pugy(z)de — / 2P ug(z)dz as k — oo (1.10)
Q Q
as well as

/:vﬁanr ! dm—)/azganr ! dx as k — oo, (1.11)

Q o () Q up(z)
but such that
/ P Fug(z)dr — 400 as k — oo. (1.12)
Q

In order to highlight a peculiarity in the approach toward blow-up pursued in this paper, let us re-
call that tracking the time evolution of moments such as in ([[L9]), or of related linear functionals of
solutions, has a long history in the blow-up analysis of parabolic equations. In fact, approaches of
this type have widely been applied to reveal singularity formation driven by superlinear forces or
nonlinear drift terms, both in second-order as well as in higher-order diffusion equations [4} [8, 15}, 17].
In contrast to this, arguments based on dissipation through the exploitation of entropy- (or energy-)
like inequalities usually can be applied to detect blow-up solutions only when the respective entropy
functional is unbounded from below and hence can diverge to —oo; examples for such reasonings again
include reaction-diffusion equations [I7 [I§] and long-wave unstable thin-film equations [I], but also
some more complex parabolic systems such as the Keller-Segel system [20] as well as dispersive equa-
tions such as nonlinear wave and Schrédinger equations [9] [12] [17].

Now in the present context, the entropy functional — fQ 2P Inu(z,t)dz is a priori bounded from be-
low along trajectories because of mass conservation; accordingly, the associated entropy inequality
([C2) might be expected to enforce regularity, boundedness and possibly even stabilization of solutions
(cf. e.g. [3]), rather than support their explosion. Surprisingly, precisely this additional regularity
implied by (2] constitutes an indispensable cornerstone in our blow-up analysis by providing ap-
propriate estimates which finally allow for the derivation of the inequality (L9 for the considered



moment functional y(t).

The paper is organized as follows. In Section 2l we prove some interpolation inequalities in weighted
Sobolev spaces, needed in the following sections. The local-in-time existence of entropy solutions, as
formulated in Theorem [[T] is proved in SectionBl Section Mlis concerned with the proof of the integral
inequality (9] and of Theorem and Proposition [[L3] The construction of approximate smooth
initial data, needed in the proof of Theorem [I.2] is shown in the appendix.

2 Some interpolation inequalities

Let us first show some interpolation inequalities used in the sequel (cf. e.g. Lemma [£4]). A common
ingredient is the following basic inequality.

Lemma 2.1 Let f € R. Then for all nonnegative u € L} () there exists xo € (é,L) such that

loc
u(zg) < C’/Qxﬁu(x)dx (2.1)

holds with C := (fAL xPdx)~t.
2
PROOF.  This is immediately clear, for assuming u(z) > C [, #°u(z)dz to hold in (£, L) would lead
to the absurd conclusion [, z9u(z)dz > fAL 27 - (C [y Puly)dy)dz = [,y u(y)dy. O
2

The assumptions required in the following lemma explain the second to last and especially the last
restriction on x made in Theorem

Lemma 2.2 Letn > —1,a € R, § € R, and k € R be such that

— 1 4
/{<min{a—3,ﬁ+1, O‘+(”+n)6+”+ } (2.2)
Then there exists C > 0 such that if u € C°() is nonnegative and u € C*({u > 0}), we have
1
/ P u(x)de < C’/ aPu(z)dz + C’(/ X{u>0}:po‘_“_2un_1uid$> e (2.3)
Q Q Q

PRrOOF. Assuming without loss of generality that B := fQ 2Pu(x)dr and the second integral on
the right-hand side of (23]) are both finite, from Lemma 2] we obtain ¢; > 0 and z( € (é,L) such
that u(zg) < ¢;B. Now, let 2 € (0,%) be such that u(z) > 0, and let 21 = sup{Z € (z,20) | u >
0 in [z,Z]}. Then either x1 < xg, which implies that u(z1) = 0 < ¢ B, or 1 = xg, meaning that
u(z1) = u(zg) < e1B. Since clearly u > 0 in [z, z;), our assumptions assert that u's belongs to
C%[z,x1]) N C*((x,21)), so that by the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, we can estimate

@) = WP+ [ @ PLe

1

n+1 n+1 1 x 5
< (aB)7 + (/QX{u>0}y“‘“_2(u 5 )i(y)dy)2 : (/ y Oy ”

1
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As a—k—3 >0, we have

$—a+n+3

IN

x
1
‘ / y—a+li+2dy‘ — — (x—a+n+3 _ xl—a—l—n—i’))
x1

a—k—3
whence using that (a +b)™ < 2"(a™ +b™) for all @ > 0, b > 0, and m > 0 we obtain

2

ntl n+1 —atrt3 % nt1
u(r) < B2 4 —— 1z 2 (/ . aﬁ2n12dx)
(@) = {(1 ) na—r-3 | X0}y

1

2 —atr+3 -
< 27l B + cox” ntl .</X{u>0}y —R=2yn—l 2d:17> i (2.4)

Q
2= 2v/a—k—3"

We now multiply this by 2°7* and integrate over (0, %) Noting that & < B + 1 implies that c3 :=

L —a+kKk+
[o? ®°~fdz is finite, whereas (Z2]) ensures that also ¢ := OL Brt =S5 4 s finite, from (24 we

thereby derive the inequality
1

L
2 2 T
/ :Eﬁ—nu(:p)da: < 2nticies3B + 6264</ X{u>0}xa—ﬁ—2un—1u:20dx) T
0 Q

Combined with the trivial estimate

/LL 2P~ Fu(r)de < max { (g)_H,L_“} . /QZEBU($)CZ$7

2

this proves (2.3]). O

Lemma 2.3 Letn>1, a > 3, and 8 > —1 be such that

g a=n=3 2.5)

n

Then for alln > 0, there exists C(n) > 0 such that for any nonnegative u € C°(Q) with v € C*({u > 0}
we have
/ 2" () dx < 77/ U™ b da + C(n)(/ ) (2.6)
Q Q

PrROOF.  Proceeding as in Lemma 2.2] by Lemma 2] we find 2y € (é,L) and ¢; > 0 such that
u(g) < ¢1B holds with B := [, 2Pu(z)dx. For fixed x € QN {u > 0}, we then let

Sup{ie(x,xo) ‘u>01n [x,i]} if v < o,
T ‘=
inf{ie[mo,x] ‘u>01n [:%,x]} if x > o,



and then obtain again u(x1) < ¢;B. Furthermore, if © # ¢ then wi is continuous in (x,x1) and
moreover positive and hence continuously differentiable in (x,x1), where (z,x1) := (z,21) if x < 21
and (z,x1) := (x1,2) if * > x1. Therefore, using the Holder inequality, we see that

T

u%(x) = uz(xl)—i-/ (U%)x(y)dy

1

1
+ (/QX{WO}y“(W)i(y)dy) ‘/ Y~ 3dy
1

where regardless of the position of z; relative to x we have

3
1

I3

< (aB) , (2.7)

a—3

x @ 3 3—a 3—a 32T 3—a
“sdy|l = (T_ 3)< -x 3
I e (D e =

due to the fact that o > 3 and the obvious inequality z; > § (since if z < xo, we have 1 >z >
and otherwise, 1 > z¢ > % > 5). Consequently, from ([Z7) we conclude that

4(n—1)

xa—ﬁ—4un—l(x) < 2 n {(ClB)n—lxa—B—4

3 3(n—-1)

3.2%% - o Bdp (n=D(B=a) o n n-l
+< —3 ) AT (/ Yy X{u>0}(u4)i(y)dy) }
o Q

holds for all z € €, so that since « — 8 — 4 > a—ﬁ—él—l-w > 0 by (23], we find ¢ > 0
fulfilling

n—1

2 P (2) < 0B 4 e </ X{u>0}ya“n_4uidy) n forall € €.
Q

As
/ 2" (z)dx < sup (ma_6_4u"_1(x)> / Pulz)d,
Q e (9}
an application of Young’s inequality easily leads to (Z.0]). O

Lemma 2.4 Letn >0, p>1, and 2y C R be a bounded interval. Then there exists C > 0 such that
for each nonnegative u € C°(Qq) with u € C*({u > 0}), we have

Pdr < C d e n—4,4 4 = AL
/Qou r < {(/Qou a:) </QOX{u>o}U Uy, x) +</Qou a;) } (2.8)

ProOOF.  We only need to consider the case

/ X{u>0}u"_4uid:n < 00, (2.9)
Qo

in which we use a cut-off argument: With a fixed ( € C*°(R) such that ( = 0 in (—o0,1], ( =1
in [2,00) and 0 < ¢’ <2 on R, for § > 0 and s > 0, we introduce a regularization ygs(s) of X{s>0}

8



by defining xs(s) := ¢((5). We then may apply the Gagliardo-Nirenberg inequality to each of the
functions xs(u)ut, § > 0, so as to obtain ¢; > 0 fulfilling
4p n 4p
o (u)dr -uP = H wut|l”
| O K.
4(?731) 4(ZL+3§))) 4p
< % n-+ % n(n+ H % n ) 210
< al|stwuda] 10 ot |50 +axsud|y (210

Here, with some ¢y > 0 we have

| ety

4
g@( | xratds s [ bt ).
L4(Q0) Qo Qo

and recalling that x5 = 0 outside of the interval {0 < u < 26} and ||xjlpeom) < 2 we may use the
dominated convergence theorem along with ([2Z.9]) to infer that

/ i (w)u™utde — 0 as 6 — 0,
Qo

because
2\ 4
i (u)u"ul < <5> (20) u" 4l in Q.

Using that xs(u) / X{us0} in Qo as 6 N\ 0, from ([2.I0) and Beppo Levi’s theorem we thus readily
obtain (Z2.8). O

3 Local existence and extensibility of entropy solutions

In this section, we prove the local existence of entropy solutions.

3.1 Continuous weak solutions and entropy solutions
We first recall the definition of continuous weak solutions from [I3].

Definition 3.1 (Continuous weak solution) Let n, o, 5 € R, and T > 0, and suppose that uy €
Co(Q) is nonnegative. Then by a continuous weak solution of (Z13) in Qx (0,T") we mean a nonnegative
function u € C%(Q x [0,T)) with the properties u € CH1(((0, L] x (0,7)) N {u > 0}) as well as

X{u>0}xaunum€ € Llloc(Q X [07T)) and X{u>0}xaun_lu926 S Llloc(Q X [07T))7 (31)
for which u(-,t) is differentiable with repect to x at the point x = L for a.e. t € (0,T) with
uy(L,t) =0 for a.e. t € (0,T), (3.2)

and which satisfies the integral identity

/ / uqﬁtdxdt—/ Pug (-, dm—/ /X{u>0} — U MUy + 20U U2 Pppdadt  (3.3)

for all g € C§(Q x [0,T)) fulfilling ¢.(L,t) =0 for all t € (0,T).



The existence of local-in-time continuous weak solutions to (L)) for certain parameters (n, o, ) was
proved in [I3]. Any such solution satisfies the natural mass conservation property associated with

(CI).
Lemma 3.1 (Mass conservation) Letn >0, a >0, 3> —1,T >0, and ug € C°(Q) be nonnega-
tive. Then any continuous weak solution u of (I1) in 2 x (0,T) satisfies the identity

/ xﬁu(x,t)da: = / xﬁuo(x)dx for all t € (0,T). (3.4)
Q Q

PROOF.  We fix a nonincreasing function ¢ € C*°(R) such that ( = 1 in (—o00,0], and { = 0 in [1, 00).
For given to € (0,T), we let &5(t) := ((52) for t € [0,T] and § € (0,T —tg). Then ¢(z,t) = &s(t)
defines a function ¢ € C§°(Q x [0,7T)), and inserting ¢ into ([3.3)) yields

1 [toto t—t
- B r(2—_*%0 — B
5/t /Q$ u(x,t){( 5 >dxdt /Qx uo(x)dz

0

for any such ¢. Taking 6 N\, 0 and using the continuity of u, we readily end up with (B4). O

Based on the above definition, a natural additional requirement leads to the following solution concept.

Definition 3.2 (Entropy solution) Let n > 0, a > 0, and 8 € R, and suppose that ug € C(Q) is
nonnegative and satisfies fQ 2P Inug(z)dx > —o0o. Then given T > 0, we call a function u an entropy
solution of (Z.1l) in © x (0,T) if u is a continuous weak solution in Q x (0,T'), if moreover

X{u>0}xo‘un_2u2 € L}OC(Q x [0,T)) and

Trr

Xfus 02Uty € Lige(2 % [0,7)), (3.5)

xT

and if the entropy inequality

t t
- / Pz, t)de + / /X{u>0}xaun_2u§xda¢dt—l—4/ /X{u>0}xau”_4uidxdt
Q 0o Ja 0 JQ

t
—4/ /X{u>0}$aun_3uiumdxdt
0 Jo
< —/xﬁlnuo(az)daz (3.6)
Q

is valid for all t € (0,T).

Remark. It is clear from Young’s inequality that (B.5]) asserts that the integrand in the last
summand on the left-hand side of ([3.8]) belongs to L} (Q x [0,T)). Moreover, for any continuous
function u in Q x [0,7), the first term on the left-hand side of ([B.6)) is well-defined with values a
priori possibly lying in (—o0, oc]; in view of the assumption [, 2P Inug(z)dx > —oo, however, [B.0) in
particular says that this term is finite for all ¢t € (0,T") if w is an entropy solution in € x (0,7).

The sum of the second, third and fourth integrals on the right-hand side of (3.6]) can be written as

one single integral with its integrand being a square,
X{u>0} (W02, 4 4u" "t — 4" 0P u,,) = X{u>0}u"_4(uum — 2u2)?.

This justifies the notion of “entropy” for the integral — [, 2P Inu(z,t)dr used in, e.g., [3].

10



3.2 A family of approximate problems

Following the approach in [I3], we will construct entropy solutions of (ILI]) as limits of solutions to
the regularized problems

(Z‘-i-&‘ { U Uxx+2ga( ) lul‘x} s xr EQ, t>0, (3 7)
Uy = Upze = 0, xG@Q t>0, ‘

with appropriate initial data, where 0 < & < g¢ := min{1, \/% } and g. € C°([0, L]) is the positive
function given by g. := z& with

2) :zs—l—/OxCe(y)dy, v €01, (3.9)

for some fixed (. € C§°((0, L)) fulfilling 0 < ¢- < 11in (0,L) and ¢ = 1 in (¢2,L — ¢?). Then the
fact that g., = 0 at both z = 0 and = = L ensures that whenever u € C*1((Q) is a positive classical
solution of (B7) in 2 x (0,7") for some T > 0, the function J = J[u| defined by

J(z,t) = Ju)(x,t) = —ge (2)u gy + 29 (x)u" 02, reQ, te(0,T), (3.9)

satisfies
Jp(z,t) =0 for all z € 9Q and t € (0,7) (3.10)

(cf. [13, Lemma 2.2]). Moreover, we shall need the following approximation properties of (g )-c(0,c)-

Lemma 3.2 Let a > 0. Then
g-(z) = 2% and gep(x) = az® ! locally uniformly with respect to x € ) (3.11)

as € \( 0. Furthermore, there exists C' > 0 such that

Gex(?) <C(x+e)v™ for all x € Q and each € € (0, ). (3.12)

PROOF.  The properties in (3I1]) are immediate from the definition of g.. To verify (I2]), we only
need to observe that there exist ¢; > 0 and ¢ > 0 such that whenever ¢ € (0,¢),

alz+e) <g.(r) < (z+e)° for all x €
and
0 < ger(z) < oz + E)a_l for all z € Q

(see also [13, Lemma 2.1]). O
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3.3 A criterion ensuring that a continuous weak solution is an entropy solution

In this section we shall make sure that any continuous weak solution already is an entropy solution if
it can be suitably approximated by solutions of (7). In deriving this in Lemma B4 below, we shall
make use of the following statement on integration by parts for possibly nonsmooth functions.

Lemma 3.3 (Integration by parts I) Letn > 1, a > 3, 3 € (—1,2=2=3) and T > 0. Suppose

n

that u € C°(Q x [0,7)) N C%9((0, L] x (0,T)) N{u > 0}) is nonnegative and such that (33) holds as
well as

uzy(L,t) =0 for a.e. t € (0,T) at which u(L,t) > 0. (3.13)
Then
t 3—n t
/ / X{u>0}xau”_3uiumd:ﬂds = / / X{u>0}xau”_4uidxds
0 Ja 3 Jo Ja
a [t
— —/ / X{u>0}xa_1u”_3uida:ds (3.14)
3 Jo Ja
for allt € (0,T).
PrROOF.  Because of possible singularities at x = 0 and ¢t = 0, we need to regularize. To this end,

we once more fix ¢ € C*°(R) such that ¢ =0 in (—o0,1] and ( = 1 in [2,00) as well as 0 < ¢’ < 2.
Moreover, for n € (0,%) and § > 0 we let

and

The function 1, removes the singularity at z = 0 since %, () = 0 in (0,7), and the function xs
approximates x,~03- Now, for each fixed ¢ € (0,7'), using Young’s inequality and (B.5]), we find that

t t
//X{u>0}:ﬂau"_3ui|um|d:nds < //X{u>0}:nau"_2u§xdxds
0 Jo 0 Jo
t
+/ /x{u>0}xau”_4uidxds<oo,
0 Jo

so that the dominated convergence theorem tells us that

t
a, n—3, 2 : : :

ws U UL U deds = lim lim lim I(7,n,0),

/O/QX{ 0 o o g (. 9)

where we have set

t
I(1,7m,9) 32/ /Q:E“?Z)n(x)xg(u)u"_?’uiumd:nds

12



for 7 € (0,t), n € (0, %), and § > 0. On the other hand, an integration by parts shows that

t t
I(t,n,9) = 3—n/ /xai/)n(x)xg(u)u”_‘luidznds—g/ /:Ea_lil)n(x)x(;(u)u"—guidxds

——/ / %y (x u"Buldrds — / /a: Ve (2) x5 (W) Pud drds

= [1 (Ta m, 5) + I2(7-7 7, 5) + [3(7-7 7, 5) + I4(T7 m, 5) (315)

for all 7 € (0,t), n € (0, %) and § > 0. Here, we note that the respective boundary terms vanish,

because v, = 0 in [0, 7], and because for a.e. tg € (0,t), we have the alternative that either u(L,tg) =0
and hence xs(u(-,t9)) = 0 near x = L, or otherwise u(L,ty) > 0 and thus wu,(L,ty) = 0 according to
the hypothesis (BI3). Now, taking 7 \, 0 and then § \, 0, we observe that ¢, /1 in Q and x5 — 0
a.e. in (0,00), and thus we infer from Lebesgue’s theorem that

lim lim I3(7,n,d) = 0,
20 (. 0)

because

| DO

. 5 20 - u ",

and the latter function belongs to L'(Q x (0,t)) according to ([35)). Similarly, we find that

4y () x5 (w)u" " u

2
27] 2 un—3’ux‘3
n

[ g ()5 ()

where thanks to our restriction § < O‘_T"_?’, we may apply Lemma[2.3]to see that the latter expression
is integrable in Q x (0,%), because by Young’s inequality, we have

a—lun—3’ux‘ a, n—4, 4 a—4, n

X{u>0}L < X{u>0}T U Uy + T u-,

and because the latter term belongs to L*(€2 x (0,)) since a > 3. Therefore, using t,,; — 0 a.e. in
as n \, 0, again by dominated convergence, we conclude that

lim lim I4(7,n,d) = 0.
Him lim 4(7,1,9)

Since clearly the same theorem ensures that

iyl ) = 252 1 [ oyttt
and
lim lim lim I5(7,7n,0) = _¢ /t/ X{u>0}azo‘_1un_3uidazds,
N0 N0 7\0 3 Jo Ja
the identity ([BI4]) results from (BI5]). O

With this preparation at hand, we can indeed verify that any continuous weak solution to ((ILI]) which
is the limit of approximate solutions to (B.7)) is also an entropy solution.

13



Lemma 3.4 (Continuous weak solutions yielding entropy solutions) Letn > 1, a > 3, § €
(—1, O‘_T"_?’), and T > 0. Suppose that uy € C°(Q) is a nonnegative function fulfilling Jo 2P Inug(z)dx
> —o0, and let (¢j)jen C (0,e0) be such that e; \, 0 as j — oco. Assume that for each e € (&) jen, ue €
CH1(Qx[0,T)) is a positive classical solution of (37) in Qx (0,T) satisfying [o,(x+¢)? Inu.(z,0)dz —

Jo 2P Inug(z)dz and ue — u in C0 (2 x[0,T)) ase =e; \, 0 for some continuous weak solution u of

(1) in Q x (0,T). Then u is an entropy solution of (L) in Q x (0,T).

PROOF.  In order to verify the entropy inequality (3.8]), we multiply 32) by (z+¢)’u. and integrate
by parts twice. Since with J = J[u.] as in (8.9]) we know from (B.I0) that J, = ue, = 0 on 99, we

obtain
dt Ja ) Q Ue Qus q uz ™"

_ /Q{uam_QUEx}{_gE( V. 2. (x)un L }dm

u2 ul
= = [ o4 [ gt
+ 4/995(:17)u?_3u3xu5md:17 for all t € (0,7). (3.16)
Another integration by parts in the last term, using uixu&m = %( 2z, yields

403 —n _ 4 e
4/ ga(‘r) ? 3u2 uax:cdx = ( ) / ga(‘r)u? 4ngdx B / ga(‘r)ua 3ug’xd'x7

so that from (B16]), we infer that

1
/Q(a:—ka)ﬁlmru(x t)dx + //g5 "QEdeds—k—//ga Jul~tul,dzds
€ )

= /(a: +¢)%In_ dr — /(m + &)? Inupe (z)dx
Q Q
4 t
—5/ / Ge () ul 302 dads for all t € (0,7), (3.17)
0 Jo

where In_ z := max{0, —In z} for z > 0. Here, according to our assumptions on the convergence of

uge and ug, we have
1 1
B B
r+e) In_ dx — / x” In_ dx for all t € (0,T 3.18
/Q( ) ue(z,t) Q u(z,t) (0.7) ( )

- / (z + &)? Inuge (x)dz — —/ 27 Inug(z)dz (3.19)
Q Q

as € = ¢ \y 0, because § > —1. As for the last term in ([B.I7)), we first use Young’s inequality and
Lemma [3.2] to find ¢; > 0 and ¢y > 0 such that

4 [ 343 2n [ 4,4 ge.
—g/ /gax(az ul Cugdrds < ?/ /gg(az uy” da;ds+cl/ / Ex u?dazds (3.20)
0 Jo 0 Jo Q
2n ! .
< —/ /ga(a:)u?_‘lugmda:ds—kcl@/ /(a:—i—s)o‘_‘lu?dxds.
3 Jo Ja 0 Jo
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Since the uniform convergence u? — u™ in © x (0,¢) and the hypothesis o > 3 warrant that

//x+sa4"d:1:ds—>// e tudrds  ase=¢g; \,0,

BI17)-B20) imply that there exists c¢3(t) > 0 fulfilling

t
/ /ge(:n ul "l deds < es(t) (3.21)
0 JQ

for all € € (gj)jen. We split the last term in BI7) in two integrals over {u > 0} and {u = 0},
respectively. For the latter one, we obtain, using the Holder inequality and ([3.21]), that

3
‘/t/ X{uzo}gax(x)u?_gug’xda:ds < </t/ ge (z)ul "l dxds>4
0 JQ .
(/ /X{u 0}9‘” u?dxds>4
1
< % (/ /X{u oy (w + ) 4 ”dxds) —0 (3.22)

4
as € = ¢ \, 0, because u? — 0 uniformly in (£2 x (0,%)) N {u = 0} and g;—; — 2% % in L1(2) according
to Lemma and the dominated convergence theorem. In order to show that moreover

t t
/ /X{u>0}g€x(x)u?_3u§xdxds — a/ /X{u>0}x°‘_1u”_3u‘2dxds (3.23)
0 Jao 0 Jo

as ¢ = ¢; \, 0, we first observe that thanks to (B2I]), for a subsequence (g;,);eny and some v €
L%(Q x (0,t)), we have
3 3(n—4)
Xsoygdus T oud, v in L3 (Qx (0,1) (3.24)
as € = £; \( 0. On the other hand, the assumed uniformity of the convergence u. — u in © x (0,1)
together with interior parabolic regularity theory and the Arzela-Ascoli theorem guarantee that also
ue —u  in CEH(Q % (0,8)) N {u > 0}). (3.25)

loc

a 3(n—4)
This allows for the identification v = X{u>0}51734 u~ 1 v in ([324) and hence for the conclusion that

B24)) actually holds along the whole sequence ¢ = ¢; N\, 0. Since furthermore Lemma and the
assumption a > 3 readily imply that

_3 n

ge () gex(x) - ud — 2T Ut in L4(Q x (0,1)) (3.26)

as € = g; \, 0, (B23)) results from ([B.24) and (3:26) upon an obvious multiplicative decomposition in
the integral on the left-hand side of ([3:23)).

We now insert (B.I8), (319), 3:22), and B:23) into the identity (BI7), and apply ([B:25]) and Fatou’s
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lemma to the nonnegative integrals on the left-hand side of the latter to infer upon taking e =¢; \, 0

in (B.I7) that

1 t 4n [?
/:1:5 Iny ——dzr + / /X{u>0}xau”_2u§mda¢ds + _n/ /x{u>0}$au”_4uidxds
Q u(z,t) 0 Ja 3 Jo Ja

1
< fln_ dz — | 2°1 d
< /Qx n wwd) x /Q$ nug(x)dx
da (! a1, n—3, 3
-3 X{us>0y2" U ugdads for all ¢ € (0,7). (3.27)
0 JQ

This in particular ensures that the regularity requirements (3.3) in Definition B1] are fulfilled, so that
according to the boundary condition (B.2]) satisfied by the continuous weak solution w, we may apply
Lemma B3] to rewrite the last term in (B.27). After a straightforward rearrangement, we thereby
finally conclude that u indeed satisfies the entropy inequality (B0]). O

3.4 Local existence of entropy solutions

In light of Lemma [B:4], our goal will be to construct entropy solutions of (I.I]) as limits of appropriate
solutions to [B1). To prepare the framework for this in a way refining the setting in [13], let us suppose
that 8 > —1 and v < 1 and that ug € W;z(Q) is a nonnegative function satisfying [, 2” Inug(z)dz >
—o00. Then Lemma [AJ]in the appendix ensures that whenever (g;)jeny C (0,00) is such that e; N\, 0

as j — oo, we can construct a sequence (uoe,)jen of functions ug.; € C°°(Q) fulfilling

upe >0 in Q and Upez € C5O(82) for all € € (&) jen (3.28)
and
upe — ug in C°(Q)  ase=¢e;\,0 (3.29)
as well as
/(m +e)Tud., — / Tud, ase=¢e; \,0 (3.30)
Q Q
and
/(x + )’ Inug. — / 27 Inwg as e =¢; \(0. (3.31)
Q Q

It has been shown in [I3, Lemma 6.1] that when n € (n4,3), a > 3, 5 € (—=1,a — 4), and v €
(5—a+ B,1), the properties (B3.28]), (3:29), and ([B30) guarantee the existence of T' > 0 such that for
all suitably small € € (&) en, the problem ([B.7)) with the initial condition uc(-,0) = up. possesses a
positive classical solution u. in 2 x (0,7"). Along an appropriate subsequence, these solutions approach
a continuous weak solution of (LI)) in € x (0,7). Under the additional hypotheses that 3 < 2=2=3
and that (B31)) holds, this can be sharpened as follows.

Lemma 3.5 (Local existence of an entropy solution) Let n € (n4,3) with ny as in Theorem
1, and let a > 3, B € (—=1,272=3] and v € (5 — a+ B,1). Then one can find K > 0 and, given

n

A>0and B> 0, pickT =T(A,B) € (0,1) such that for any nonnegative ug € W«}z(Q) satisfying

/ 2Vud, (z)dr < A, / 2Pug(z)de < B as well as / 2P Inug(x)dr > —oo, (3.32)
Q Q )
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the problem (I1l) possesses an entropy solution u in Q x (0,T). This solution can be obtained as the
limit of positive classical solutions uz of (37) in Q x (0,T") along a sequence of numbers (0,e9) 3 € =

£; \(0 as j — 0o, with uge := u(-,0) fulfilling (3.28)-([3.31), in the sense that
ue —u in CUQx[0,T))  ase=¢e; \,O0. (3.33)

This function belongs to L=((0,T); W+*(Q)) with

t
/ VU (z, t)dr < / Vud, (z)dr + K/ / P62 g ds for a.e. t € (0,T), (3.34)
Q Q 0 Jo
and furthermore, we have

/ 2Pulz, t)de = / 2P ug(z)dz for allt € (0,T). (3.35)
Q Q

PrROOF.  We first observe that since n > 1 and « > 3, the assumption 8 < "_T"_?’ ensures that also
B < a— 4. As a consequence thereof, we may apply [I3, Lemma 6.1] to find T'(A, B) € (0,1) such
that whenever the first two inequalities in [B32) hold and (g;);en C (0,£0) and (uqe,)jen C C°(Q)
are such that ¢; \, 0 as j — oo and (B.28)-(B.30) are valid, for all sufficiently small € € (g;);en, the
problem (B.7]) possesses a unique positive classical solution u. in Q x (0,7(A, B)) with u.(-,0) = uoe,
and for a suitable subsequence (¢, )ken We have u. — u in C%(Q x [0,7(A4, B)] as € = g, \, 0, where
u is a continuous weak solution of (II]) in Q x (0,7(A, B)). Furthermore, this solution satisfies (3.35])
due to [I3, Lemma 2.3], and the inclusion u € L*((0,T); le 2(2)) as well as ([B34) are consequences
of [13] Lemma 3.1].

Now ,given ug satisfying ([8.:32]), we only need to choose any sequence (g;)en C (0,€0) such that £; N\, 0
as j — 00, use Lemmal[AT]to construct (uge,)jen € C°°(2) fulfilling (3:28)-(B30) and (B.31]), and then
apply the above to find, passing to subsequences if necessary, that ([833]) holds for some continuous
weak solution u € L*((0,T); W,} 2(Q)) satisfying 334) and @35). According to ([B31), however, we
may apply Lemma [3.4] to conclude that u actually is an entropy solution of (L)) in © x (0,7(A, B)).
U

We can now prove our main result on local existence and extensibility of entropy solutions to (LII).

PROOF of Theorem [[.T.  We let K be as provided by Lemma and introduce the set
S = {T >0 ‘ There exists an entropy solution u € L*((0,7); WVM(Q)) of (1) in Q x (0,7)
which satisfies ([B:34]) and (B30) }

Then according to Lemma B3] S is not empty and hence T),q, := sup S € (0, 00] well-defined. Now
if Trpar < 00 but u < M in Q x (0,T}4,) for some M > 0, then by ([B34) and the fact that
a—pf+v—6>—1, we could find a null set N C (0, T},q,) such that

/ 2T (z, t)de < Ay = / 2V ud, (z)dr + KM"+2TWW/ P54y for all t € (0, Thnaz) \ N,
) Q Q

Upon another application of Lemma to A:= Ag and B := [, 2Pug(x)dz, and with ug replaced by
u(+,tg) for fixed tg € (0, Tinax) \ N such that tg > Tar — %T(Ao, By), we would thus readily obtain
that u can be extended as an entropy solution of (LI]) in Q x (0,ty + T'(Ag, Bp)), yet belonging to
L>=((0,tg+T(Ag, By)); W1 () and satisfying (334) and (335). This contradiction to the definition
of Ty implies that actually (L) must be valid. O
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4 Blow-up

4.1 Additional reqularity properties of entropy solutions

As a first step toward our blow-up proof, we show the following consequence of the entropy inequality
B.9).

Lemma 4.1 (Consequence of entropy inequality) Let n > 1, a > 3, and § € (—1, Q_T”_?’]
Then there exists C > 0 such that if ug € C°(Q) is nonnegative and satisfies [o, #” Inug(x)dz > —oo,
and if u is an entropy solution of (I1l) in Q x (0,T) for some T > 0, the inequality

t
//x{u>0}x°‘u” 20k drds + //X{wo}a:au"_‘luidmds
0
< 61 d Bug(z)da +1 - / Bup(z)dz) b (4.1
_C{/Qx n+uO(x) a:+/Qa: wo(z)dz + ( | #uo(a) g;> (4.1)

PrROOF. In view of Lemma [3:3] we can rewrite the entropy inequality ([3.0) in the form

t
—/xﬁ Inu(z, t)de + / /x{u>0}x°‘u" 20?2 da:ds—i——/ /x{u>0}w°‘u" Yuldrds
Q 0 Ja
< —/ Blnuo w——/ /X{u>0}wo‘ Lun=3u3 dxds,
Q

where the last term can be estimated using Young’s inequality so as to obtain

—4—a/t/ X{ >0}$a_1u”_3u3dazds < 2—n/t/ X{ >0}3:°‘u"_4u4d3:ds+ / / " drds
3 Jo Joo ! =3 Jo Joo ! 2n3

for t € (0,7). Now thanks to the assumption § < Q_T"_?’, we may invoke Lemma to find ¢ > 0
such that

a—4 u™ < — a, n—4 4 B "
2n3/ / dxds / /X{u>0}x U da:ds—l—cl/ (/Qa: uda:) ds

for all such ¢t. Recalling ([34]) and using the fact that In§ < ¢ for all £ > 0, we thereby infer that

t ¢
/ /X{u>0}:n°‘u" 2 2 Ldxds  + 2/ /x{u>0}az°‘un_4uidxds
0 3 Jo Jo

—/ 2P Inug(z)dz —I—/ 2? Inu(z, t)de —|—cl</ :EBUO(:E)d:E>n -t
Q Q Q

1 n
B B B
27 In dx—i—/xu x)dx + ¢ /xu x)dx | -t,
/Q +uo(l’) Q ol) 1( Q ol=) )

which proves (Z1]). O

is valid for all t € (0,T).

IN

IN

The following additional regularity properties of any entropy solution are consequences of the above
lemma.
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Corollary 4.2 (Rggularity of entropy solutions) Letn > 1, « > 3, and § € (— . Sup-
pose that ug € C°(Q) is nonnegative with Jo 2P Inug(z)dx > —oco, and that w is an entropy solution
of (L) in Q% (0,T) for some T > 0. Then for any A € (—oc, 2EL) and each fived t € (0,T), we have

t
/ /X{u>0}$a_>\un|umm|d$d8 < 00
0 Jo

t
/ /X{u>0}a:0‘ Ayt uldrds < oo
0 JQ

17 a—:LL—?)]

and

as well as

t
/ /X{u>0}a:o‘_g)‘u"]ux\da;ds < 0.
0 JQ

Proor. By Young’s inequality, we have

t t
//X{u>0}.’1’ N‘um]dxdsﬁ/ /X{u>o}$aun_2u:2mdxds+/ /xoc—Q)\un-i-dedS
/ /X{u>0}xa Ayn—1 2d(£d3</ /X{u>0}x u™ 4d(£d$—i—/ / a=2X, n+2 1.4

as well as

t t t
/ /X{u>0}xa_g’\u"\ux\da;ds§/ /X{u>0}azo‘u"_4uida;ds+/ /a:o‘_2)‘u"+?§da;ds.
0 JQ 0 JQ 0 JQ

Here, thanks to the continuity of u in Q x [0, ] and the fact that a — 2\ > —1 by assumption on ), the
rightmost integrals are finite. Therefore, the assertion is an immediate consequence of Lemma .1l [
4.2 Integration by parts

For the proof of Theorem[I.2] we need two more integration-by-parts formulae, as well as a consequence
thereof, which we can verify for entropy solutions.

Lemma 4.3 (Integration by parts II) Let n > l,a > 3, 8 € (-1, =31 gnd Kk < i(a — 3).
Assume that ug € C°(Q) is nonnegative and satisfies [, Inug(z)dx > —o0, and that u is an entropy
solution of (1) in Q x (0,T) for some T > 0. Moreover, let 1) € C1(Q) be nonnegative and such that

W(L) =0,
(i) For each ty € (0,T), the identity

to 1 to
/ /Qw(x)a:a_“_‘lunﬂda:ds _ ot / /X{u>o}¢ 2"y M, drds
0

a—kKk—3

to
e — / / Y ()2 30 dads (4.2)
a—K—3
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and the inequality

to to
/0 /(2¢($)$a—n—4un+ld$ds < aﬁ:i / /X{u>0}7p pOTRT 2 u 1 2dl‘d8
2 to
_ / /wm($)xa—n—3un+ldxds (4.3)
Q

a—kKk—3Jg

A

hold.
(ii) For all ty € (0,T), we have

to to
/ /X{u>0}¢($ a—kKk— 2unuxxdxd3 = _n/ /X{u>0}1/1 R 2 un 1 deds
0 Q
+a—/i—2 a—kKk—3 /t()/w oAyt g

n+1
to
0 Q
Kk —92 [t
+ %/0 /me(:p)xa—n—?)un-i-ldxds‘ (4‘4)

PROOF.  As in the proof of Lemma B3] we fix some ¢ € C*°(R) fulfilling ¢ = 0 on (—o0, 1] and
(=1on[2,00) as well as 0 < ' <2, and let

Xs(s) = C(§>, s >0, (4.5)

for § > 0.

(i) In order to prove (ZZ), we note that since k < (v — 3) < a — 3 and u is smooth in ([n, L] x
[T,t0]) N {u > 0} for all n € (0,L) and 7 € (0,%p), in each of the expressions

to
I(n,7,90) / / U(x ) s (w)udads
we may integrate by parts to find that
to
I(’I’], T, 5) = o / / T;Z) a " 3) X(;(u)unﬂdxds
to
= = ﬁ:i / / U(z ) 3xs () uuydzds
to
R — / / P(x )T (w)u" g deds
1 fo a—k—3 n+1
—m/ /lem(x)(m -5 Xs(u)u" dzds
= 11(7777—7 5) +[2(7777—7 5) +I3(7777—7 5) (46)
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In order to prepare the limit process ¢ \, 0, we note that

X5(u) =0 in (Qx(0,7))\ {0 <wu< 2§}, (4.7)
that 5
and that hence
luxs(u)| < 4 in Q x (0,tg). (4.9)

Next, since 1) and 1), are continuous in 2 and u is continuous in € x [0, %], the fact that x < o — 2
guarantees that
Yla)(x — )3t e LHQ x (0,1)) for all n € (0,L) (4.10)

and also
[t ()| 30 € LY Q x (0, t0)). (4.11)

As k < 3(a —3) and hence Z(k + 3) < 251, Corollary E21 with A = 2(k + 3) says that moreover
Q x (0,t9) 3 (x,t) = ¥(x)x* " 3u"|u,| € L'(Q x (0,10)). (4.12)

Since (z — )3 "% < 2273 and ys(u) X{u>0} a-. in 2 x (0,f9) as 6 \, 0, an application of the
dominated convergence theorem along with (d.9)), (£10), (£11]), and (#I2]) thus ensures that for fixed

€ (0,L) and 7 € (0,t9), we may take 6 \, 0 in I(n,7,d) and I;(n,7,0), i € {1,2,3}, to infer from
([£36)) that

to 1 to
/ /1/} o a K—4 "+1da;ds — _aﬁ:_ / /X{u>0}w x_ )a K— 3u"uxda:ds
to
/ / Vo(@)(z — )2 Bu deds.  (4.13)

Here again by (4I1]), (£12]), and Lebesgue’s theorem, we may next let N\, 0 in both expressions on
the right-hand side, whereas on the left-hand side we apply the Beppo-Levi theorem so as to infer

from [@I3) that

to 1 to
/ /Qw(m)xo‘_“_ﬁ‘unﬂdxds = _aﬁ: / /X{u>0}1/1 a=rm=3y My dads

to
/ /wx Oc r—3 "+1dxds
Oé—/i—

Finally, quite similar arguments allow us to take 7 \, 0 in each of the integrals here and thereby
conclude that (£2]) indeed holds. From this, ([£3]) immediately follows upon an application of Young’s
inequality in estimating the first term on the right-hand side of (£2) according to

I
n -+ / /X{u>0}w pOTR— 3u”uxdxds

a—kKk—3

to 1 to
/ /w R 4 n+1d.’1’d8—|— ’I’L—I— / /X{u>0}w pOTR— 2 u 1 2d£d8

_/{_

a—:‘i—
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(ii) Adapting the above approximation procedure, for § > 0, n € (0, L), and 7 € (0,ty), we let x5 be
as in (@A) and then may integrate by parts to find that

[ [ o = tntuadeds = n [ [ s -t st s
7 ] e - wideds
~a—r=2) [ [ p)e s
[ ] oo = i xs(an udads. (414)

For the subsequent limit procedures, we note that an application of Corollary todA=kr+2< O‘TH

(using & < $(a — 3)) yields the inclusions

Xus0y® (2)2 " 2" ug | € LN % (0,9)) (4.15)
and

X{u>0}w(az)ma_“_2u"_1u§ € L (Q x (0,9)). (4.16)
Again by means of the inequality x < %(a — 3), Corollary applied to A = @ < O‘TH says that
moreover

X{us0p ()2~ " fug| € LH(Q x (0,40)), (4.17)
whence clearly also

Xqus0y ¥ ()27 20" ug| € LY % (0, 1)) (4.18)

Now, as for the second integral on the right-hand side of (£.14]), we recall (7)) and (@8] to see that
ps(x,t) == (@) (x —n) 3" xwuez, @€ Qx(0,t),
satisfies 5 — 0 a.e. in Q x (0,%9) as § \ 0 and
a—Kk—2 2 n, 2
lps (@, )] < [[¥llpe() - = 15 Xfo<u<as) U
< Al Lo (o) -:z:o‘_“_2x{u>0}u"_lui forall z € Q, t € (0,¢9), and 6 > 0,

again because Kk < %(oz —3) < a— 2. Using ([4I0), from the dominated convergence theorem, we thus
infer that

to
—/ / () (x — )3 A (w)u"uidads — 0 as 0 N\, 0.
T Q

We next use (LI5)-(AI8) along with the fact that xs(u)  X{us0y as d \ 0 to see upon several
further applications of the dominated convergence theorem that, after taking d \, 0, then n \ 0, and
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eventually 7\, 0, [@I4) becomes
to to
/ /X{u>0}7/)(117 R 2 e dads = —n/ /X{u>0}¢(x):ﬂo‘_“_2un_luid:ﬂds
0 Q 0 Q
to
—(a—/{—Z)/ /X{u>0}7/)(117 AR =3yNydads

to
/ /X{u>o}¢z a2y My, dads. (4.19)

Since here the second term on the right-hand side can be rewritten by means of ([£.2) according to

to
( — Kk — / / X{us0y¥(2)z* " Sulugdads

_ (a— K — +cjyl—/£ /t()/w L T E
n

a—K— o a—k—3, n+1
+ ni—kl A () u"" dxds,

we infer that (419 implies (£4). O

4.3 An integral inequality for ¢ — [, 2" "u(z,t)dx

The core of our blow-up proof will consist of an inequality for the function ¢ — y(¢ f PRz, t)de,
which we shall derive in the following lemma.

Lemma 4.4 (Integral inequality for y(t)) Let n > 1 as well as

a—n—4 a—n-—3
>n44 d e( , ] 4.20
oa>n+ an B T - (4.20)
and suppose that k > 0 is such that
— — 1 4
/1<min{a 3,a—n—4,5+1, atn+)f+nst } (4.21)
n

Then, given B > 0 and D > 0, we can find constants Cy(B,D) > 0, Co > 0, and C5 > 0 with the
following property: If for some T > 0, u is an entropy solution of (1.1) in Q x (0,T) with nonnegative
initial data ug € C°(Q) fulfilling

1
/ Pug(z)de < B and / 27 In, dxr < D, (4.22)
Q Q uo()

then
y(t) == / 2P u(z, t)dr, t € [0,7], (4.23)
Q

defines a continuous function which satisfies

y(t) = /0

IS

t n+1
:EB_“uo(x)dx—C’l(B,D)-(l—l—T)—l—C’g/ <y(8)—C3B>+ ds forallt € (0,T). (4.24)
0
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Remark. As can easily be checked, (4.20]) guarantees that the first and last requirements implicitly
contained in (£2I]) can indeed be fulfilled simultaneously for some x > 0.

PROOF. Step 1.  Let us first construct a suitable test function for Definition 3.1l
We fix a nonincreasing cut-off function ¢ € C*°(R) such that ( = 1 in (—o0,1] and ¢ = 0 in [2, 00),
and let

P(x) = C(%), z e

As in the proof of Lemma B given ¢y € (0,7) we moreover introduce

t—1
& =¢(—=).  tel.T),
for5€(0,%). Then for any such § and each n > 0,

oz, t) ==&t Y(x)(z+n)7", zeQ, tel0,T],

defines a function ¢ € C§°(Q x [0,7)) satisfying ¢,(L,t) =0 for all t € (0,7, since ¢ =0 in [L, £]).
Accordingly, ¢ is an admissible test function in Definition Bl so that ([B.3)) yields

/ / &) (x)a? (x +n) " u(e, t)dedt — /Q Y(x)2? (x + 1) Fug(x)de

/0 /Q X&) @ +n) ™} { = st + 20w fdede (425)

for all § € < to)

Step 2. We next let § N\ 0.
By continuity of u in Q x {to}, as for the first integral in [@.25]) we easily find that for each fixed 1 > 0,

to+26
/ /55 2f (x4 n)Fu(e, t)dedt = /
to+0

— /1[) Bz +n) " u(z, to)dx as § \, 0,

()2’ (x4 n) "u(r, t)dedt

whereas the integrability properties of z%u™u,, and of z®u™'u2 from Definition BI] ensure that

[ [ rone@{p@ie i} { - st + 20w fasa

to
— / /X{u>0} x)(x+n)" “} {—xuum+2x°‘ n-l 2}dxdt as 0 N\ 0.
Computing

{B@@+m™} = nle+ D@ +m)7 2 = 200 (@)@ + 1)+ Yualw) @+ 0)

24



for x € Q, we infer from ([A25]) in the limit 6 N\, 0 the identity
[ v@e @t tde = [ 6@ o+ unle)ds
Q
to
— k(K + 1)/ / X{us0y¥(z)z® (2 +n)~"" 20 uggdads
0 Q
to
+ 2k(k + 1)/ / X{us0y¥(z)z® (2 +n)~"" 2yl dads
to 1
[ xtsar{ = 2ma()a 4 )+ ba(o)a o+ )
{ U gy 4 2u" 2}damlt (4.26)

Step 3. We proceed by passing to the limit n N\ 0.

Since f — k > —1 by ([@2]]) and since ¥ is bounded, the continuity of u(-,tp) and of ug in Q allow us
to apply the dominated convergence theorem in the first two terms in ([A26]) to see that as n \, 0, we
have

/1/) Ala4+n)~ ”u(:n,to)dx—>/Sl¢(x):nﬁ_”u(x,to)d:n (4.27)

and

/1/1 B +n) " ug(x dw—)/w “Fug(z)dx. (4.28)

In order to invoke a similar argument for the space-time integrals of the right-hand side of (£.26]), we
first observe that according to (£22]) and Corollary .2}

X{u>0}xa_ﬁ_2un‘umﬁ’ € Ll(Q X (O,to))
and
Xus0y2® "2l € LN x (0, 1)),

because k+2 < O‘TH thanks to [20]). Consequently, another application of the dominated convergence
theorem ensures that as 1 \, 0,

to
—k(k + 1)/ / X{us>0y ¥ (2)x (2 + 1)~ 20 ugpdads
o Ja

to
— —/1(/{4-1)/ /X{u>0}¢($ OmR2 "y daeds
0o Jo

and

to
2/1(/44-1)/ /X{u>0}1/1(m)a:°‘(x+n) A2y 2 deds
0 Q

to
— 2/4(/1—#1)/ /X{u>o}1/1($ a=r=2ynLy2 dxds
0o Jo
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as well as

/oto /QX{u>o}{ — 260 ()2 (z + )T 4 Yga ()2 (z + ”)_H}{ — WMty + 20" }dxds

to
— / / X{u>0}{ — 2k ()" 4 wm(x)xo‘_“}{ —u Uy + 2u"_1ui}dxds.
0 Q
In combination with (£27) and (£28)), in the limit 1 \, 0, this turns (£.20]) into the identity
/ ()2 u(z, to)d / (z ()dw
to
— k(K + 1)/ / X{us0y ¥ (w)z™ " 2 Uy dads
0 Q
to
+ 2k(k + 1)/ / X(us0y ¥ (2)z® " 2u" 2 dwds (4.29)
0 Q
to
+ / / X{u>o}{ — 2ntpy (x)z* ! + wm(w)x"‘”} - { — U Uy + 20" deds}
0 Q
Step 4.  Let us reformulate ([£.29) using generalized integration by parts.

In fact, in light of Lemma [£.3]ii) and the fact that /(L) = 0, we may integrate by parts in the second
integral on the right-hand side of ([£.29)) so as to find that

to to
—/1(/{—1-1)/ /X{u>0}¢($ Ry dds = n/i(/i—l—l)/ /X{u>0}¢($ a=rm =292 dads
0o Jo 0o Jo

"4’(’{_‘_1)(&_’{_2)(0[_’%_3) o a—k—4, n+1
— o /0 /Qw(m)a; u"tdxds

to
+r(k+1) / /X{u>0}1/1x 2" 2y dads

D(a—k—2) [fo
(/{_‘_ )Oé K / /wx a k—3 TL-I-ldde

n+1
Consequently, ([£29) is equivalent to

/w oz, to)de /w )aP g (z)dz

to
+ (n+2)k(k + 1)/0 /Qx{u>0}1[)(:17 amri=2yn=1y2 dxds
o ’{(K’ + 1)(0[ — R = 2)(0[ — R 3) fo a—k—4_. n+1
/0 /91[)(:17)x u" " drds

n—+1

to
+kr(k+1) / /x{u>0}¢x 2y, dads

D(a—k—2) [
Gk nj‘_1“ //sz )23y s (4.30)

to
+ / / x{u>0}{ — 2k (x)z "L 4 wm(x)a:a_“}{ —u Uy + 2u”_1u§}da:ds.
0o Ja
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Step 5. We finally derive the desired integral inequality (4.24]).

For this purpose, we first note that the third term on the right-hand side of ([@30) can be related to
the second one by means of ([4.3]), which is applicable again due to the fact that (L) = 0, and thus
entails that

_H(H‘Fl)(a_ﬁ_ a—/i— /to/w an47L+1dde

n+1
n+1)r(k+1)(a — Kk — Yo K2,
> RO [ ] ottt R i dads
2 D(a—r—2) [P
+ "i(’%—’_ )(a K / /1/1x(a;)xa_“_3u"+ldxds.
n+1 0 QO

Therefore, (£30) yields

/1[)(:E)xﬁ_“u(x,t0)d:n > /1/)(:E)xﬁ_“u0(x)dx
Q Q

(o — —2 fo
+/€(I£+1){n+2—(n+ S //X{u>0}7,b )z 2y 2 deds

a—kK—3
to
+kr(k+1) / /X{u>0}¢x 220 g dads

D(a—k—2) [
lGhs nj—l n / /zbm 23y dxds (4.31)

o a—k—1 a—kK n n—1, 2
+ X{u>0}{ — 2K ()7 + Yz (T)T }{ — U Ugy + 20 um}dajds,
0 Q

where thanks to ([2I]) we know that

(n+1)(a—/<;—2)}:/<;(/£+1)(a—/£—n—4)
a—Kk—3 a—K—3

€= n(ﬁ+1){n+2—

is positive. We can thus estimate the second and hence nonnegative summand on the right hand side
of ([@31]) upon recalling that by construction, we have 0 < ¢ < 1in Q and ) =1 in (0, 4) yielding

to to
cl/ /X{u>0}zb(:n)xa_“_Qu"_luid:Eds > cl/ /X{u>0}$o‘_“_2un_1uid:pds
0 Q 0 Q
oot 1,2
—62/0 /L X{usoyu'" uzdrds (4.32)
4

for some ¢y > 0 which, as well as c3, ¢4, ... below, neither depends on ty nor on .
Next, since 1, = 1z, = 0 in (0, %), we can find ¢3 > 0 such that

to
k(k + 1)/ / X{u>0}zbm(x):na_”_zu"uwdznds
0o Jo

to L
< 63/ /L X{us0y U [uz|drds (4.33)
0 J7

to L
<cs / /L u" T drds (4.34)
0 J7

and

D(a—k—2) [
K’(’{—i_ )(Oé R ) / /wx(x)xa—ﬁ—3un+1dxds
n+1 o Jo
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as well as

/oto /QX{u>o}{ — 2kt ()2 + %m(iﬂ)xa_n}{ — UM + 2u"—1u§}dxds

to L to L 15
< 63/ /L X{u>0}u"|um|dxds—|—03/ /L X{us0yu" “ugzdrds. (4.35)
0 73 0 J7

Since by the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality,

to L 1 to L 1 to L
/ / X{us0pu" |ug|drds < / / X{u>0}u”_1u§dmds + —/ / u"tdxds,
o JL 2Jo JL 2Jo JL

and since ¢ = 1 in (0, %) and 0 <1 <1 imply that

and

/Q P(a)z? (e, to)dz < y(to)

with y as defined in ([E23)), (@3] therefore shows that

L

L to
y(to) > /4 mﬁ_“uo(x)dx—kcl/ /x{u>0}xa_“_2u”_1u§d:ﬂds
0 0o Ja
to L 3 to L
- 63/ / X{us>0y U [Uugz|drds — (Cg + —63) / / x{u>0}u"_1u§d:nds
0o JL 2 0o JL

3 to L
- —63/ / u"dzds. (4.36)
2 0 %

Now thanks to (A2]]), the interpolation inequality privided by Lemma becomes applicable such
that with some ¢4 > 0, we have

n+1
/X{u>0}$a_ﬁ_2un_lug2cdm > {64/ xﬁ_“u(x,t)da:—/xﬁu(x,t)da:} ,
Q 0 Q +

which in view of ([B.4]) means that there exists ¢5 > 0 and ¢g > 0 such that the second integral on the
right-hand side of (£36]) can be estimated as

to to n+1
cl/ / X{u>0}xa_“_2u”_1uidxds > 65/ <y(s) — 06B> ds. (4.37)
0 JQ 0 +

Now, the nonpositive terms on the right-hand side of (£36]) can be controlled by using the entropy
inequality ([B.6) through its consequences stated in Lemma Il To prepare this, we first invoke the
Cauchy-Schwarz inequality to estimate

to L to L 1 to L 1
/ / X{u>0p U [Ugz|drds < (/ / X{u>0}u"_2u§xda:ds> ’ (/ / u”+2dxds) ’
0o JL 0o JL 0o JL
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and then apply Lemma 24 to Qg = (%, L) and p = n + 2 to find ¢7 > 0 satisfying

to L
63/ /L X{u>0yU" |Uzz|drds
0 J7
ot 2,2 2
< 67(/0 /% X{u>0}un_ ummdxds)

to L 2(2n+3) L n+1 to L n+2 2

X / (/ uda:) . (/ X{u>0}u"_4uida;> e ds+/ (/ uda:) ds p .
0 L L 0 L
4 4 4

% is positive, again using ([B4]), we see that

L L
/ udx < Cg/ 2Pudr < Cg/ 2Pudr = Cg/ xﬁuodaz < cgB
L L Q Q

4 4

Here, since

with cg := ()77, and similarly, we find that

L
/L X{u>0}un_4uidx < 69/§2X{u>0}xo‘un_4uidx
1

and

L 2,2 2,2
/L X{u>0}un_ ,LL:(::(:dgj < C9/ X{u>0}$aun :c:cdx
4

hold with ¢y := (%)_a. Accordingly, ([£38]) implies that for some c19(B) > 0, we have

to L to ) 2
03/ / X{us>0y U [Uugz|drds < clO(B)</ /X{u>0}gjaun d:nd8>
0o JE& 0

to n+l
X / (/ X{u>0}xau"_4uida:> s + to
0 Q

By Lemma .|, we can find ¢;1(B, D) > 0 such that

to to
/ /X{u>0}xaun 22 d:z:ds—l—/ /X{u>0}xaun Yuldrds < ¢11(B, D).
0

Therefore, since by the Holder inequahty we know that

n+1 2

to 3 to
/ (/ X{u>0}xaun 4 4d.Z') n+ ds < / /X{u>0}x un 4 4dZ’d) tn+37
0

from ([A.39) and Young’s inequality, we obtain

to L to %
& X{u>0yU" |Uzz|dds < c10(B) < X{us0pr u"™ d:nds)
o JL 0o Ja

to n+1 2
/ /X{u>0}$ w4 4dxds) t”+3 + to

IN

612(3 D)(l + T
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for some c12(B, D) > 0, because to < T
Similarly, as for the second to last term in ([€30]), we first find that

ot 1,2 ot 4, 4 2 oot +2
/0 /L X{us0yu"uzdrds < (/0 /L X {u>0} U uxda;ds> (/0 /L U dmds) ,
4 4 4

and then again apply Lemma 24l and ([40) to estimate

3 to L to 1
<62+§C3)/ /L X{u>0}u”_1uidxds < Clg(B)</ /X{u>0}:pau”_4uidxds)2 X
o JL 0o Jo
to ntl 2
X / </ X{u>0}x°‘u"—4uidx) sty 4+t
0 Q

< cu(B,D)-(1+T) (4.42)

(SIS

[NIES

for suitable ¢13(B) > 0 and c14(B, D) > 0.

Finally, in much the same manner, the last term in ([@36]) can be controlled. Indeed, again on the
basis of Lemma [2.4] this time applied to p = n+ 1, we can use ([£40) to find positive constants ci5(B)
and c16(B, D) such that

§c ! Lu"“d:nds < ¢15(B) to< LX u" 4d$>#3ds+t
2% L < a5 ; L {u>0} 0
to
< 615 { / /X{u>0}$ w4 4dl‘) n+3d 75n+3 —I—to}

< (B, D)1 +T). (4.43)
Combining ([A36]) and [@37) with [@4I)-(@.43]), we therefore arrive at (£.24)). O

4.4 Blow-up. Proof of Theorem and Proposition

The above inequality ([£.24]) can now be turned into a sufficient condition for blow-up by means of the
following variant of Gronwall’s lemma.

Lemma 4.5 (Nonlinear Gronwall lemma) Leta >0, b> 0, d >0, and m > 1 be such that
a>2d, (4.44)

and suppose that for some T > 0, y € C°([0,T]) is nonnegative and satisfies

y(t) > a+ b/o (y(s) — d>fds for all t € [0,T7. (4.45)

Then om
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PrOOF.  For 6 € (0,a — 2d),let z5 be the solution of the initial-value problem

L) =2"™b. M (1),  te(0,Ty),
z5(t) 25" (t) (0, 75) (4.47)
Z&(O) =a— 57
defined up to its maximal existence time Ty > 0; that is, we let
—1b \—we
25(t) = {(a _gytem _ m Db -t} L te0,Ty), (4.48)
2m
with om
Ts := . 4.49
* (m—1)b(a — )m1 (4.49)
Then zg > 0 and thus zs > a — § > 2d on (0,Ty), so that
4= b<25 - %)m <b(zs — d)™ = b(zg — d)™  for all t € (0,T5)
and hence .
zs5(t) <a—0+ b/ <Z5(s) - d) ds for all ¢t € [0, Ty). (4.50)
0 +

Now, by ([A44]) and the continuity of y and zs, the number

to := sup {t € (0,Ts) ‘ y > 25 in [O,t]}
is well-defined. However, if ty was smaller than T then y(to) = 2z5(to), and therefore (£43]) and (£.50)
would yield

zs(to) = ylto) > a+ b/oto <y(s) — d>Tds >a+ b/oto <25(s) — d> ds

+
to m
> —0+0b —d) ds> zs(to),
a +/0 (25(3) )+ s > zs(to)

which is absurd. We thus have ¢ty = t5 and hence y > z5 on [0,T}) for all 6 € (0,a — 2d). In view of
(#48)) and (£49)), in the limit § \, 0, this implies (Z.40]). O
We can now pass to the proof of our main result of blow-up in ([ITI).

PROOF of Theorem Given B > 0 and D > 0, we let C1(B.D), Cs, and C3 denote the positive
constants provided by Lemma 4l For fixed T' > 0, we then choose a large number M > 0 fulfilling

LN\ —k
> —
M_2<4> B (4.51)
and
M >4Cy(B,D)(1+T) (4.52)
as well as
M > 8Cs3B (4.53)
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and
2n+1

1
anT) ’
Now, assuming that u were any entropy solution of (I]) in © x (0,7") with some nonnegative uy €
C%(Q) fulfilling

M > 4( (4.54)

/ 2Pug(z)dr < B, (4.55)
Q
and .
/ 27 In dx < D (4.56)
Q uo(x)
as well as
/ 2P ug(z)dx > M, (4.57)
Q
we would obtain from Lemma 4 that y(t) := [, #°~"u(x,t)dz, t € [0,T), satisfies
L t
4 n+1
y(t) > / 2P Fug(2)dz — Cy (B, DY(1+T) + Cs / (v(s) - CsB)" s forallte (0.7). (458)
0 0 +

Here, we first use ([A57), ([@55), and (L5I) to estimate
L
/ 2P Fug(x)de = / P ug(x)da —/ P g () da
0 Q L

> M — <£>_H /L 2Pug(x)de > M — <£>_HB > %,

e

and then invoke ([@52) to see that
M

~Cy(B,D)(1+1T) > e

Thereupon, (£58) implies that
M t n+1
y(t) >+ 02/ (y(s) - 033) ds  forallte (0,T),

0 +

so that, since % > 2(C3B by [{E3), Lemma 5 becomes applicable so as to show that necessarily

2n+1

T<——————.

In view of (5], however, we have

2n+1 2n+1

< =
My — on+1 )
’I’LCQ . (I)n TICQ . nCoT

which proves that in fact such a solution cannot exist.

32



Now since from (L4]), we already know that the maximally extended entropy solution constructed in
Theorem [[I] can cease to exist in finite time only when (L&]) holds, the proof is complete. O

PRrROOF of Proposition [[L3l  Since x > 0 and k < S+ 1, given p < B+—i—n’ we can pick a positive
number 0 fulfilling 84+ 1—rk <0 < 5+ 1 as well as pf < 1. We then choose a nonnegative nontrivial
¢ € C§°((0,00) such that suppe C Q, and for any up with the indicated properties, we let

uo(w) == ug(z) + ko (k)

for z € Q and k € N. Then clearly, ugr —ug belongs to C§°(12) for all k£ € N, and by direct computation
we see that

/xﬁuOk(x)dx = /$Bu0($)d$+k0/x6<p(k‘:n)d:n
Q Q Q
kL
= | Puolera 1 [ ptay
— /a:ﬁuo(a:)da: as k — oo,
Q

because 6 < § + 1. Similarly, using 8 > 8 + 1 — k, we obtain

/wﬁ_”uok(a:)da: = /xﬁ_“uo(a:)da:—i-ke/xﬁ_“cp(ka:)da:
) 9) Q
kL

_ /Q 2 Fug(z)di + KB+ /0 Y o(y)dy

— 00 as k — oo,

whereas the inequality pf < 1 asserts that

kL
ok = w0y = 1 [ (k) =0 /0 Py =0 ask— oo.
Finally, since clearly ug, — ug in the pointwise sense in €, and since 2% In ﬁ < 2P In, uio in Q by

the nonnegativity of ¢ and our assumption that z%In, u—lo is integrable, the dominated convergence
theorem shows that also (ILIT]) holds. O

A Appendix: Regularization of the initial data

Let us finally make sure that it is in fact possible to approximate initial data by smooth functions
in the sense referred to in the proof of Theorem Indeed, the following elementary construction
shows that the requirements ([B28)-(B31)) can be fulfilled simultaneously.

Lemma A.1 (Regularization of initial data) Let § > —1, v < 1, and u € W$2(Q) be nonnega-
tive such that

/ 2P Inu(z)de > —oc. (1.59)
Q
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Then, given any (gj)jen C (0,00) such that e; N\, 0 as j — oo, one can find (u;)jen C C®(Q) such
that

uj >0 inQ and  uj; € CO(Q) forallj €N (1.60)
and
uj — U in C°(Q) (1.61)
as well as
/(m +Ej)7u?m(x)dx — / 2V uZ(z)dx (1.62)
Q Q
and
/(:17 + &) nuj(z)de — / 2P Inu(z)dz (1.63)
Q Q
as j — oo.

PROOF.  Since y < 1 and hence W32(Q) < C°(Q), we know that M := lul| oo (@) + 1 is finite.
Given (g5)jen C (0,00) with £; N\, 0 as j — oo, we let

nj = </Q((x+sj)—¥ —g2 2>% : (/Qx%@c)é, jeN, (1.64)

so that again, since v < 1, the Beppo-Levi theorem asserts that n; N\, 0 as j — oo. Accordingly, the

numbers
e . if 8 <0,
"] max {477j, 2Me i } if >0,

(1.65)

also satisfy d; \, 0 as j — 0.
Once more using that :E%um(:n) belongs to L?(Q2), for each j € N, by density, we can find vj € C°(Q)
such that

/Q‘w’(a:) - :c%ux(a:)‘z < <45—(;)2, (1.66)

where

We now define

w;(z) :=u(0) + §; +/ (y+e;) 2vj(y)dy  forz e QandjeN. (1.67)
0

Then clearly u; € C*(Q) with uj, € C§°(2), and using the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, (L66]), and
(CE4), we can estimate

‘/Oxujm(y)dy_/oxum(y)dy‘ _ ‘/Ox(yﬂj)—%{vj(y)_ygum(y)}dy
+ /Ox {(y—k&?j)_% — y—%} 'y%ux(y)dy‘
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because n; < % by ([L63). In particular, this implies that

uj(x) —u(z) =0, +/ uj(y)dy — / ug(y)dy > % for all z € Q and j € N, (1.68)
0 0

and similarly,

30;
uj(x) —u(x) < 7] forallz € Q and j € N,

which, since ¢; N\, 0 as j — oo, proves (LLG6I]). Moreover, it is clear from (LG7) and (LG6]) that

/(x +€J)7uﬂ,( x)dx = / v]z(x)dx — / Vv (z)dx as j — 0o,
Q Q Q

whence it remains to show (L63]). For this purpose, thanks to (L61l), we may pick jo € N such that
uj < M in Q for all j > jo, which guarantees that 1n £ > (0 in  for all such j.

Then in the case 8 < 0, we use the fact that (LGS entalls that u; > v in estimating

M
< 2P In— for all z € Q and j > jo,

M
uj(z) ~ u(x)

so that by (L59) and the dominated convergence theorem, we infer that

(z +¢;)PIn

M M
B B ;
r+¢e;)" In dm—>/m In dx as j — 0o, 1.69
/Q( i) () Q u(z) (1.69)

which clearly implies (I63) in this case.
When 3 > 0, we first use the pointwise estimate (z + ¢;)? < 27 (2 + £; ) for x € Q and j € N and

then observe that (LG8 entails that u; > 53 in Q for all j € N to see that

M M oM
< 284P I —— 9P ’31 i
uj () u(x) dj

< 26281n ](\4)4_25 for all z € Q and j > jo
u(x

(z+¢;)%In

according to our choice (L63]) of ¢;. Again by (L.59) and dominated convergence, this yields (.69
and hence (LG3)) also in this case. O
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