arXiv:2007.11883v1 [math.AP] 23 Jul 2020

NONLINEAR DIFFUSION IN THE KELLER-SEGEL MODEL OF
PARABOLIC-PARABOLIC TYPE

XIANGSHENG XU

Department of Mathematics & Statistics
Mississippi State University
Mississippi State, MS 39762, USA

ABSTRACT. In this paper we study the initial boundary value problem for the system u; — Au™ =
—div(u?Vv), v — Av + v = u. This problem is the so-called Keller-Segel model with nonlinear
diffusion. Our investigation reveals that nonlinear diffusion can prevent overcrowding. To be precise,
we show that solutions are bounded as long as m > g > 0, thereby substantially generalizing the
known results in this area. Furthermore, our result seems to imply that the Keller-Segel model can
have bounded solutions and blow-up ones simultaneously.

1. INTRODUCTION

Theoretical and mathematical modeling of chemotaxis dates back to the works of Patlak in the
1950s [16] and Keller and Segel in the 1970s [12]. The general form of the model reads:

(1.1) Ou = div (k1 (u,v)Vu — ka(u,v)Vv) 4+ k3(u,v) in Qp = Q x (0,77,
(1.2) v = keAv+ kg(u,v) in Qp,
ou ou _
(13) a—n = 8_11 =0 on ET = 00 x (O,T],
(1.4) (u,v) li=0 = (up(z),vo(x)) on .

Here u denotes the cell density and v is the concentration of the chemical signal. The function &y is
the diffusivity of the cells, ko is the chemotactic sensitivity, k3 describes the cell growth and death.
In the signal concentration model, ksdescribes the net effect of the production and degradation of
the chemical signal. As for the remaining terms in the problem, €2 is a bounded domain in RY with
CY! boundary 99, n the unit outward normal to 9, and T any positive number.

Motivated by applications, various assumptions on the given data were suggested to further
simplify the model [6, 19]. In this paper we focus our attention on the so-called nonlinear-diffusion
model. In this case,

ki =mu™ ", ko=ud, ky=0, ke=1, kys=u—v,
where
m, q € (0,00).

The resulting problem is:

(1.5) up —Au™ = —div(u!Vv) in Qp,
(1.6) ve—Av+v = u in Qp,

ou™ ov
(17) 8—11 = 8_11 =0 on ET,
(1.8) (u,v) |t=0 = (uo(z),vo(x)) on Q.
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It is certainly beyond the scope of this paper to give a comprehensive review for the Keller-Segel
model. In this regard, we would like to refer the reader to [8, 9]. A problem similar to (1.5)-(1.8)
was investigated in [10, 11, 20] under the assumptions that N > 2,m > 1,q > 1 (note that our
q here is their ¢ — 1). The global existence of a weak solution was established if, in addition,
m>q+1-— % When this inequality fails, one obtains local existence and the global existence
only holds for small data. Holder continuity and uniqueness of weak solutions were considered in
[13]. Some relevance of nonlinear diffusion in chemotaxis was discussed in [2].

The objective of this paper is to show that the results in the preceding papers can be substantially

improved. Before stating our results, let us define our notion of a weak solution.
Definition 1.1. We say that (u,v) is a weak solution to (1.5)-(1.8) if

w € L¥Qp), u>0, u™ € L? (O,T; W1’2(Q)) )

v o€ L0, T;Wh™(Q), v>0

and

—/ u@tﬁdazdt—l—/ Vu"Vdzdt = /u0£($,0)dx+/ uIVoVédadt,
QT QT Q QT

—/ vOdzdt + VoVndzdt = /vm;(a:,O)dx—F/ (u — v)ndxdt
Qr Qr ) Qr

for each pair of smooth functions (§,n) with &(z,T) = n(x,T) = 0.
Our main result is:

Theorem 1.2 (Main theorem). Assume:

(H1) Q is a bounded domain in RN, N >3, with C*' boundary 0S2;
(H2) ug € L(2), vo € WH(Q) with ug > 0,v > 0;

Then there is a weak solution (u,v) to (1.5)-(1.8), provided that one of the following conditions
holds.

(H3) m >0, ¢ >0, and m > q;
(H4) m >0, 1>¢ >0, andq—k]‘\lf;ﬁlgmgq.

Note that (H4) allows the possibility that m = ¢ = 1. This is the classical Keller-Segel system,
which is well known to have blow-up solutions. Thus our theorem actually implies that the Keller-
Segel model can have bounded solutions and blow-up ones simultaneously. As far as we know, this
is the first result in this direction. Our method seems to suggest that solutions blow up as m — ¢*,
while solutions remain bounded as m — ¢~ with ¢ < 1. All the results are established under the
assumption N > 2. But it is not difficult to see that Theorem 1.2 remains true for N = 2.

Motivated by numerical and modeling issues, the question of how blow-up of cells can be avoided
has received a lot of attention. One way of doing this is to add a cross-diffusion term to the equation
for v [7]. A second way is to alter the cell diffusion [1]. There are other related works. See, e.g., [2]
in the context of volume effects. Here we show that nonlinear diffusion can also prevent blow-up.

Throughout this paper the letter c is always used to represent a positive number whose value is
determined by the given data. The norm of a function in LP(2) is denoted by ||||5o. The Lebesgue
measure of a set D in R is represented by |D|. Whenever there is no confusion, we suppress the
dependence of a function on its variables, e.g., we write u for u(x,t).

2. PRELIMINARIES

In this section we collect a few preparatory results. The first one deals with sequences of non-
negative numbers which satisfy certain recursive inequalities.
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Proposition 2.1. Let {y,},n =0,1,2,---, be a sequence of positive numbers satisfying the recur-
siwe inequalities
Yni1 < cb™ylT for some b > 1,¢,a € (0,00).
If
1.1
Yo S c ab a27
then limy, o0 Yyn = 0.

This proposition can be found in ([4], p.12).
The following proposition plays a key role in the proof of our main theorem. It can be viewed
as a continuous version of Lemma 3.1 in [15, 17].

Proposition 2.2. Let h(7) be a continuous non-negative function defined on [0,Ty] for some Ty >
0. Suppose that there exist three positive numbers €,6,b such that

(2.1) h(r) < eh' (1) +b for each T € [0, Tp).
Then
(2.2) h(r) < m =sg for each T € [0, Tp],

provided that
56
b+ 8)0(1 4 )1+

(2.3) e < ( and h(0) < sq.

Proof. Consider the function f(s) = es'™ — s+ b on [0,00). Then condition (2.1) simply says

(2.4) f(h(1)) >0 for each T € [0, Tp].
It is easy to check that the function f achieves its minimum value at sy = ok The minimum
value
€ 1
) = civ o Fazop
0
(2.5) = b— m

By the first inequality in (2.3), f(so) < —d. Consequently, the equation f(s) = 0 has exactly two
solutions 0 < s1 < sy with sg lying in between. Evidently, f is positive on [0, s1), negative on
(s1,82), and positive again on (s2,00). The range of h is a closed interval because of its continuity,
and this interval is either contained in [0, s1) or (s2,00) due to (2.4). The latter cannot occur due
to the second inequality in (2.3). Thus the proposition follows. O

Proposition 2.3. Let v be the solution of the problem

(2.6) ve—Av+v = u inQp,
0

(2.7) 8_:)1 = 0 on¥r,

(2.8) v(z,0) = wvo(z) on Q.

If (H1) holds, then for each p > % there is a positive number ¢ such that

(2.9) sup [[Vullpiee ) < el Vool ) + cllullzp.aq-
0<t<T
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Proof. We do not believe that this result is new. However, we cannot find a good reference to it. So
we offer a proof here. First we obtain a local interior estimate. The boundary estimate is achieved
by flattening the relevant portion of the boundary.

Now fix a point zg = (z0,tp) € Qp. Then pick a number R from (0, min{dist(zq, ), /to}).
Define a sequence of cylinders Qr, (z0) in Q7 as follows:

Qr, (20) = Bp, (z0) x (to — R2, o],

where
R R
Rn: E—FW n:0,1,2,---
Choose a sequence of smooth functions 6,, so that
On(z,t) = 1 in Qg, (20),
On(x,t) = 0 outside Bg, ,(v) and t <ty — R2_,,
c4m
|0¢On(z,t) | < RZ on Qr,_,(20),
c2”
IVO,(x,t)] < — onQg, ,(20), and

R
0 < Ou(z,t) <1 onQr, ,(20)-

Let p be given as in the lemma. Select

(2.10) K > R ullap. (o)
as below. Set
Kn:K—%, n=0,1,2---.
Fix an ¢ € {1,-, N}. Define
(2.11) W = Uy, .
Then w satisfies the equation
(2.12) wy — Aw +w = ugy, in Q.

Without loss of generality, assume supq,. w = [[w|/o,0p. We use 02, (w—K,41)" as a test function
in (2.12) to derive

1d
33 O 0= Kas) P do s [ 02900 = Ka) e+ [ w0~ K)o
= /Q@n_,_laten_;_l [(w - Kn+1)+]2 dr — 2 /Q 6n+1V6n+1Vw(w - Kn+1)+da;

(2.13) —/ u0%+18xi (w—Kpy1)" — 2/ by, 110z,0n11(w — K1) dz,
Q Q

from whence follows

to
sup / 02,4 [(w— Kn+1)+]2 dx + / / 02,1V (w — K1) *dzdt
0<t<to JQ 0o Ja

4TL
< ;—2 / [(w— Kn+1)+]2 dxdt 4+ c/ u?02_ dxdt
Qry, (20) Apit

c4m 1-1
@) < ZEvn+ el Qo) Ansal 7,
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where

2.15 n = — K,) " dadt,

(219 ’ /QRn(Zo) (w )

(2.16) An+1 = {(a;,t) S QRn(ZO) :w(a;,t) > Kn+1}.

By Poincaré’s inequality,

to
/ / n+1 w — Kn+1) ] N+2 dxdt

T —
- (03120/9 (B (0 = K] da’) ‘ /Oto /Q IV (1 (w — K1) *)|* davdt

N+2

n 4 - N
e <+ (Spumt el dnl )

Subsequently,
2
Ynil = / [(w Kpi1) ] dxdt
QR (20)
to
S / / n+1 w — Kn—i—l) ] dxdt
to g N+2 %
< </ / n+1 w — Kn+1) ] N d$dt> |A +1|N+2
c4™ 1__ 2
< et (Toun + el @ueo A F ) |7
oo (4 Nt2 _1 2
(2.18) < 4N+ <R2 Yn+ R T 22 Ay | ) | Apy1| 72
The last step is due to (2.10). We also have
2
(2.19) > [ (Ko — ) dadt = -5 4]
. n — Ay n+ n 4n+1 n+1{-
n—+
It immediately follows that
2 1 2 _1
YnlAn1|572 = yn|Apa|?[Appa[VF2 P
N+2 (n+1)[2p—(N+2)]
RIS s
(2.20) < NPTSGES] no " ;
K= p(N+2)
9 -1 2 9 2 _1
KA1 Pl Ana[ ¥ = Ko|App|[Apgr [ V27
e O
(2.:21) < 92p—(N+2) Yn ’
K2 v
Use these in (2.18) to derive
N+2
cbnRT— 1422 (N+2)
(2.22) <

K*° p(N+2)
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By Proposition 2.1, if we choose K so large that

(2.23) yo < cK?RNT2,
then
(2.24) sup w < K.
Qr(20)

2

In view of (2.10), it is enough for us to take
1
Yo \2 1-A+2

(2.25) K = C<RN+2)2 + R ullap,gpzo)-

Recall that

K\t 9
(2.26) Yo :/ <w— —> dxdt g/ (wh)” dadt.
Qr(z0) 2 Qr(z0)

Hence,

N+

1

2 2 _N+2

(2.27) qup w<ec (Q szo) (w™) d:z:dt) + RY 1%/l 2, g (20) -
%(zo) R

This is the so-called local interior estimate. Now we proceed to derive the boundary estimate.
Suppose xy € 9. Our assumption on the boundary implies that there exist a neighborhood U(xq)
of g and a C1! diffeomorphism T defined on U (zg) such that the image of U(z) N under T is
the half ball By (yo) = {y : |y —yo| < &,y; > 0}, where § > 0,yo = T(z(), and i is given as in (2.11).
This implies that we have flatten U(zg) N 02 into a region in the plane y; = 0 in the y space [3].
Set
d=voT !, W=7y,
We can choose T so that w = w(y, t) satisfies the boundary condition

0v

(2.28) W [yi=0= By, lyi=0= 5 lyi=0= 0.
fi(@)

One way of doing this is to pick T = : so that the graph of fi(z) = 01is U(xg) N0 and
fn(@)

the set of vectors {V f1,---,Vfn} is orthogonal. By a result in [21], w satisfies the equation
Oy — div [(J§ Jr) o T™'Vi| + @ = (hJp) o T'Vii + (Jpo T™'Va), in By (yo),
where Jr is the Jacobian matrix of T, i.e.,
Jr = VT,
(JT o T_IV&)Z. is the i-th component of the vector Jr o T™!Vi, and the row vector h is roughly
div(JE Jr) and is, therefore, bounded by our assumption on T. In view of (2.28), the method

employed to prove (2.27) still works here. The only difference is that we use BEn (yo) instead of
Bg, (yo) in the proof. If ¢y = 0, then we just need to change Qg, (20) to Bg, x [0, R?) and require

K 2 2[[Vglloo,0,

in addition to (2.10) in the proof . Subsequently, (2.27) follows.
Finally, use v as a test function in (3.14) to derive

1d
(2.29) ——/UQ—F/ \Vv\zda:+/v2da::/uvda:.
2dt Jo Q Q Q
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It immediately follows that

(2.30) / \Vo2dadt < c/
Qp

Qp

Finally, we have

wldxdt + c/ vada.

Q

(2.31) [0]lco.0r < ellullp.ar + [vollco.q-

This completes the proof.

3. PROOF OF THEOREM 1.2

A solution to (1.5)-(1.8) is constructed as the limit of a sequence of approximate solutions. Our
approximate problems are formulated as follows (also see [20]):

(3.1) U —mdiv (U + o)™ 'VU)
(3.2) RV — AV +V

ou
(3.3) o
(3.4) (U, V) li=o

—div ((UM)IVV) in Qr,

U in QT,
ov
8_11 =0 on ET,

(up,vp) on €,

where o > 0. The existence of a solution to the above problem can be established via the Leray-
Schauder fixed point theorem ([5], p.280). To this end, we define an operator T: L>(Qr) — L>(2r)
as follows: Let U € L>®(Qrp). We say w = T(U) if w is the unique solution of the problem

dyw — mdiv (UT + a)m_IVw)
ow

on

w ’t:O

where V' solves the problem

oV —AV +V
ov

on

V |i=0

—div ((UM)IVV) in Qr,
0 on ET,

ug on €2,

U in QT,
0 on ET,

vo on ).

To see that T is well-defined, we conclude from Proposition 2.3 that |[VV| € L*°(Qr). Moreover, the
two initial boundary value problems in the definition of T are both linear and uniformly parabolic.
We can infer from ([14], Chap. III) that w is Holder continuous in Q7. It follows that T is
continuous and maps bounded sets into precompact ones. We still need to show that there is a
positive number ¢ such that

(3.5) [Ullso,0 < ¢

for all U € L*>®(Qr) and n € (0,1) satisfying U = nT(U).
following problem

This equation is equivalent to the

(3.6) U —mdiv (Ut +0)™'VU) = —ndiv((UT)IVV) in Qr,
(3.7) OV —AV+V = U inQp,
ouU ov
(38) % = 8_11 = 0 on ET,
(3.9) (U, V) lt=0 = (nuo,vo) on .
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Use U™ as a test function in (3.6) to get

1d
- / (U7)?dx — m/(U+ + o)™ VU [Adz = 0.

Integrate to get
(3.10) U>0 a.e. on Qp.
This implies that
(3.11) V>0 ae. on Qr.
We introduce the following change of dependent variables
(3.12) u=U+o, v=V+o.
Then (u,v) satisfies the problem
(3.13) up — Au™ = —ndiv(u — 0)?Vv) in Qp,
(3.14) vu—Av+v = u in Qp,
(3.15) du W ooy

' on  on - 0D
(3.16) (u,v) |t=0 = (nuo(x)+ o,v0(x) + o) on Q.

There is no loss of generality for us to assume that 7" < 1. Otherwise, we simply consider
(u(z,Tt),v(x,Tt)) on [0,1]. From here on we will do that, and also let

(3.17) o€ (0,1).
We already have n € (0,1). The generic positive number ¢ will be independent of all three of them.

Lemma 3.1. Let (H3) hold. Then for each s sufficiently large there is a positive number ¢ such
that

(3.18) sup / T da + / Vu'r ’ dxdt < cHVUH:m;—%T +c.
0<t<T JO Qr ’

Proof. First remember that

(3.19) o<ué€ L>®Qr).

Thus for each r € R, we have

(3.20) u” € L0, T; WhH2(Q)).

Now pick a number

(3.21) s > max{0,m — 2q}.

Use u® as a test function in (3.13) to derive

1 d
—/u8+1daz+ms/um+5_2\Vu]2dx

= sn/(u—a)qu5_1VvVud:E < S/ uq+5—1|VvVu|dx
Q Q

1 ||Vl
(3.22) < gms [ -2 upde 1 Y 0 [ wsas
2 Q 2m 9)

To estimate the last integral, first notice that

4 m-+S
(3.23) / WVl = / V" e
Q (m+s)* Jo
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Recall the Sobolev embedding theorem which states that for each r € [1,N) there is a positive
number c such that

(3.24) ”w”]\i\fir o < c|[Vwllpa + cwll1,o for each w € W ().

We wish to apply this inequality with w = u™>" and r = 2. For this purpose, we further require

2q—m+s< N
m+s ~ N-—-2

(3.25)

Or equivalently,

(2¢g —m)(N —2) — Nm
2

We derive from Holder’s inequality and (3.24) that

(3.26) s>

2g—m-+ts

/u2q_m+sd:p = /(um+s) mts  dq
Q Q
(29=m+s)(N=2)

N (m—+s)N
< c</ (uwnte)n= dm)
Q
2g—m-+ts
2 2 m+s
m+s m+s
c/‘Vuz dm+</u2dx>
Q Q
9 2g—m+s 2(2g—m+s)
m+s m+s m+s m+s
c</‘Vu2 d:z:> —|—c</u2dx>
Q Q

We integrate (3.13) over 2 to get

IN

(3.27)

IN

at o udzr =
Subsequently,
(3.28) /Qu(:n,t)dx = /Q(nuo(x) + o0)dz < ¢ for each t > 0.
If we further assume that
(3.29) m;s<2q—m—|—8,

then we can appeal to the interpolation inequality ([5], p.146), thereby deriving

1 c
(3.30) g g < ellulgmsse + o lule < clulbymese + o
where € > 0, p = (1 - mis) / (mis - 2q_}n+s). Condition (3.29) is equivalent to

(3.31) s> 3m — 4q.

Use (3.30) in (3.27) and choose ¢ suitably small in the resulting inequality to obtain

(3.32) / wTT Yy < ¢ </ ‘Vum?
Q Q

2qg—m-+s

2 m-+s
da:) +c.
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Plug this into (3.22) to get

1 i/u“’“daz—kﬂ/ ‘vu"}“
s+ 1dt Jo (m+ s)?

2 2t
< c</ ‘Vumf

m-+s
d:z:> IVolZ a0, + ¢l Vol a0,
(33 < o [ [vu [ drt c@vollZ

2
dx

m+.s

—I-C”VU”OO Q7

ooQT

The last step is due to the assumption m > ¢ and Young’s inequality ([5], p. 145). Once again, by
taking e suitably small, we arrive at

+s

(3.34) sup / uTdx + / V' da;dt < Vol gdt e

0<t<T JQ Qr
Here we have used the fact z—f; > 2 due to (3.21). That is to say, the lemma is valid for any s that
satisfies (3.21), (3.26), and (3.31). This completes the proof. O

Lemma 3.2. Let (H3) hold and s be given as in Lemma 3.1. Then there is a positive number c
such that

(3.35) [ulloo,0r < el VOl 0, + ¢,

00, Q7

where

[(s + DIV +2) + N(m — )] (m + ) + (s + YN(m —g)(N +2)

(336 7= G5+ Dl — Q[N +2)(5 + 1) + 2N (m — )]
Proof. Let
(3.37) K > 2(uoloen + 1)

be selected as below. Define

Obviously,
K

(3.39) ) <K, <K.
Set
(3.40) Sp(t) = {ze€Q:u(zr,t) > Ky},
(3.41) A, = UOStSTSn( ) {( ) € Qr: u(a:,t) > Kn}
Subsequently,

T
(3.42) | 18101t = 14l

To simplify our presentation, we also introduce two parameters

2
(3.43) ms = (s+ 1)N +m+ s,
(3.44) g = ms—(2g—m+s),
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where s is given as in Lemma 3.1, i.e., s is sufficiently large. Then use (us - K; +1)+ as a test
function in (3.13) to derive

// ™ —Ki.) dea:+ms/ U™ T2 V2 d
Sn+1(t)

(3.45) = / (u — o) ' VoVudr < s/ w5 Vo) | Vuld.
n+1(t)

Sn1(t)

After a suitable application of Cauchy’s inequality ([14], p. 58), we integrate to obtain

m-rSs 2
sup / / - K, +1 Tdrdr + / Vo' | dedt
0<t<T Ant1
(3.46) < c/ w=mE Vo 2dadt < || Vo)) QT/ w4 At
An+1 An+1

Since s > 1, we have

/ (TS - £+1)+ dTXAKn7L1 > / [(7— - Kn+1)+]8 dr

Kn+1
1 s+1
4 = — Kpi)*t .
(3.47) 7 [(u = Kai)*]

Recall that ms = (s + 1)% + m + s. We estimate, with the aid of Hélder’s inequality and (3.24),

that
T m
Ynt1 = / /[(U—Kn+1)+] *dxdt
0 Q
(m+s)N\ "N
(/ [ — Kpyr)t] 52 > dt
Q

/oT (/Q [(u— K,0) ] d$>
C <02£T/Q [(u— Kps1)"] H dw> %
N ./OT </Q ‘V [(u — Kng1)"] Eu dz + </Q [(u— Kp1)™] e d$>2> dt

We can easily verify that

=

IN

IN

m—+ s mts _q
= T = Kar)t] T vl
m+8 m+s_ m+s
U 1|Vu|xsn+1(t) = |Vu 2

m+s

—~
w
o
Nej

~—

IN

Xsn+1(t) )

m—+s

(3.50) /Q[(u—KnHWpda; < </Q [(uw— Kpyr)t]™ da;) S ()] e
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The latter yields

/OT </9 (0= Kne) )7 d:c>2 dt

m—+s

T m ms m-+s
= / (/ [(u— Knt1)™] éd$> |1 ()77 s dt
0 Q
m-+4s T 2(s+1)
ms mg 14+ Nmsg Nmsg
< </ [(u— Kp)™] da:dt) </ |Sn1(t)] 2<s+1>dt>
Qr 0
2(s+1) mdks
(3.51) < Apg] Nms oy

Here we have used the fact that {y,} is a decreasing sequence. Use (3.49) and (3.51) in (3.48) and
take (3.46) into account to derive

Ni2
2(N+2) N
Ynt1 < C”vv”oo,gtr (/ U2q_m+sdmdt>
Anti
2
4 N 2(s41) mts
(3.52) +[ Vol X WISzt | A Y g
’ 00, Q7 n+1 Yn .
n+1
The first integral on the right-hand side of (3.52) can be estimated as follows:
N+2 N42
N (N+2)(2q—m+s) O\ 24Tms N
/ u2q_m+sd$dt — Kn+1 N / < > dxdt
An+t1 Ani Kn—l—l
N2
1 N
< (Ni2)ms _ (N+2)(2q—mts) (/ L dxdt>
Kn+1N N Ant1
1 +%
(3.53) = — (/ u'™ dxdt) .
Kn—l—lN An+1
Similarly,
2 2
N 1 N
(3.54) </ u2q—m+8d:1:dt> < —a (/ umsdgjdt)
Anti Krﬁl Anti
Recall that
K Kn+1 - Ky 1 1
Kn+1 - Kn = ont2” Kn+1 = oz ] > ok

With the aid of the preceding two results, we obtain

(3.55) > /A (B — 1) 7)™ dadt = | A,
n+1
KN\
Un = / u™ (1— —) dxdt
An+1 u
K, \™ 1
(3.56) > / u's <1 — > dxdt > 72/ u™ dxdt.
Ant1 Kyt 2(n+2)ms Ant1
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2(n+2)(s+1
2(s41) AntREED (s

Nmg
[Apga| ¥ms < e Y-
N

Keeping this, (3.54), (3.39), and (3.56) in mind, we derive from (3.52) that

2NE2) (n+2)ms (N+2)

|Vl N 1+3
Ynt1 = = T(N+2)qs Yn "
Kn—l—lN
[2(s+1)+2ms](n+2)
¢ N ”VUHOOQT 1+
+ 2(s+1)+2qs Yn
2(N+2)
va”ooﬂ HVUHOOQ 1+2
(3.57) S e e el ETHRE

where

ms(N+2) 2(s+1)+2mg }
N

b = max {2 N ,2
We can easily check from (3.43) and (3.44) that
(N +2)gs > 2(s+ 1) + 2¢g5 if and only if m > q.

Recall that K, > 1. Thus if (H3) holds, we can deduce from (3.57) that

2( N+2
Yn+1 S 204 1)+ 243 yn "
K~~~

According to Proposition 2.1, if we choose K so large that

+ m
Yo = / <u—£> d:z:dtﬁ/ u dxdt
QT 2 QT

CKs-i-l-i-qs
Vol + 11Vl

OO,QT

Y
OOQT

then

supu < K.
Qp

In view of (3.37), it is enough for us to take

1
K = ¢ </ umsda:dt> (HVU\ £+§22T + HVUHOO QT> s
Qr ’

(3.58) +2lfuollso + 2.

13



14 XIANGSHENG XU

In light of (3.48), (3.51), and (3.18), we have

¥
/ umdrdt < sup / wtde /
Qp 0<t<T .JQ Qp

2
+c | sup
0<t<T

m+s

Vu 2

2
dxdt

m+s

ms

N
/us+1d:p> </ umsdzndt)
Q Qr

(N+2)(m+s)
< cHVUHOOAS;’“@ +c+ E/ udxdt + c(e)
) QT

Choosing ¢ suitably small, we arrive at

sup
0<t<T

o1
/ uw T .
Q

(N+2)(m+s) ms(m-+s)
/Q wmdzdt < | Vol XD+ el Vol T e
T
Substituting this into (3.58) yields
[ e D ety N+2 2 i
m— s m—
felenr < e (190l +ITUEE" 1) (9158, +190l,) | +e
[ (¥+ (m—11)+) m+s s+11+¢JS
s+ m—q N
< o[ Ivvllne, +1 | (vl +1) e
) 1
[(s+1)(N+2)+N(m71)+](m+s) s+1tqs
+N+2
< o IVulleg, 0T te
[(s+1)(N+2)+N(m—1)T | (m-+5)+(s+1)N(m—q)(N+2)
< C||VU|| (s+1)N(m—q)(s+1+qs) +e.

OovﬂT

This together with (3.44) implies the lemma.

Proof of Theorem 1.2 under (H3). We wish to show
(3.59)
Let v be given as in Lemma 3.2. Note that

vl oo (0,100 () + 1l oo, 2x0,7) < c

lim v = lim

[(s+1)(N+2)+Nm—1T](m+s)+(s+1)N(m

—q)(N +2) 1

5§—00 5§—00

If ﬁ > 1, then there is a § > 0 such that

(s+1)(m — q)[(N +2)(s + 1) + 2N (m —

m-—q

q)] N

(3.60) ~v =14 for some suitably large s.
Fix this s and let p be given as in Proposition 2.3. We can derive from (2.9) and Lemma 3.2
[oll oo o rswroo ) + ltlloosor < ellullopog + | VOIITG, + ¢
< T |ulloogy +clully, +c
< cTﬁHWH;ng + cT%HuH;ng te
(3.61) < % (Jollperwros@) + lulear) ™ +e
Here we have used the fact that T" < 1. Set

(3.62)

h(T) = |[vll oo 0,rswroe () + [[Ulloo,0x[0,7)-
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Let Ty € (0,T] be selected below. It follows from (3.61) that

1
(3.63) h(t) < T WP (1) + ¢ for each T € [0, Ty)].
It is not difficult for us to see from the proof of Proposition 2.3 that Vv is actually Holder continuous
on Qp, so is u for each fixed o > 0. Thus h(7) is a continuous function of 7. In view of Proposition
2.2, if we choose T so that

B’ 1
and ||V (vo + 1)l () + luo + 1.0 <

1
(3.64) ¢TI <

T e+ 8P+ B L 5
[cTozp (1+ ﬂ)}
then
1
(3.65) 1V oo,0x[0,10] < : T
[cToﬁ(l + 5)]
By setting 7' = 0 in (3.61), we see that ||V (vo + 1)[ly1.00 () + [[uo + 1f|cc,0 < c. If we take
L 8
(3.66) T = b

(c+B)P(A+p)+F

then the second inequality in (3.64) is automatically satisfied. Upon doing so, we arrive at

c+B)(1+5)

(367) ol oo + lullsooniom < D
Set k = LTZOJ, the integer part of the number TZO If £ > 1, we consider
(3.68) ug, (x,t) = u(t + To,z), vp,(z,t) =v(t + To,z) on [0, Tp).

Obviously, (ug,,vr,) satisfies the same conditions as (u,v) on € x (0,7p). Thus we can repeat the
previous arguments to yield (3.67) for (ug,,vr,). After a finite number of steps, we obtain (3.59).
Of course, in the last step, we will have to use min{Ty, T — kTy} instead of Tp.

If ﬁ < 1, an application of Young’s inequality is enough to reach (3.59).

If ﬁ = 1, this can also be handled easily. We verify that Z—Z changes signs at least three times.
Thus either v decreases toward 1 as s — 0o, which can be treated like the first case, or v increases
toward 1 as s — oo, which is essentially the second case.

Clearly, (3.5) is a consequence of (3.59). Thus we can conclude from the Leray-Schauder fixed
point theorem that (3.1)-(3.4) has a solution. Denote the solution by (U, V). In view of (3.10),
we can rewrite (3.1)-(3.4) as

(3.69) Uy, —mdiv (U, + o) 'VU,) = —div(UIVV,) in Qrp,
(3.70) OV, — AV, +V, = U, in Qrp,
oU, oV,
.71 = = )y
(3.71) In In 0 on X7,
(3.72) (Us, Vo) =0 = (uo,vo) on Q.
Furthermore,

Us >0, Vo >0, and HVUHLOO(O,T;WLOO(Q)) + |Usllc,00 <

We wish to show that we can take o — 0 in (3.69)-(3.72). For this purpose, we use (U, + o)™ as a
test function in (3.69) to derive

1
(3.73) sup /(Ug + o)™z +/ IV (U, 4+ 0)™|? daedt < c.
m~+ 1 o<i<t Jo Qr
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We compute

WUy + o)™ = (m+ 1)Uy, + 0)"0,U,

= (m+ 1)div (U, +0)"V (U, +0)™) = (m + 1) |[V(Uy + 0)™]?
—(m+ 1)div ((Uy + 0)"UINV,) + (m + V)UIVV, -V (Us + o)™,
1

(U, + o)™ = %(Ug +O)V(U, + o)™
Thus the sequence {9;(U, +0)™ %1} is bounded in L? (0, T} (WlQ(Q))*) + LY Q1) = {1 +1bo 1 1py €
L?(0,T; (WlQ(Q))*) .2 € L*(Qr)} and the sequence {(U,+0)™ !} is bounded in L? (0, T; W'2(Q)).
This puts us in a position to apply the Lions-Aubin lemma [19]. Upon doing, we obtain the pre-
compactness of {(Uy 4+ ¢)™1} in L?(Q7). We can extract a subsequence of {U, + o}, still denoted

by {U, + o}, such that U, + o converges a.e. on Qp. This is enough to justify passing to the limit
in (3.69)-(3.72). The proof is complete. O

We would like to remark that as m — ¢ the upper bound in (3.67) deteriorates. This foretells
the possibility that solutions blow up if m = q.

Proof of Theorem 1.2 under (H4). We will show that an estimate like (3.35) remains true even
without the benefit of Lemma 3.1. Let s be given as before, i.e., s is large enough. With the aid of
(H4), we can derive from (3.57) that

00,07 2

N

2(N+2) 4
o (Ivelely + 1920, ) |,

yTL—l—l é (N+2)gs yn
N

In light of Proposition 2.1, if K is so chosen that

(N+2)QS
v < cK 2
0o > N2 )
IVl o, + IVlIZ o,
then
(3.74) supu < K.

Qp

In view of (3.37), it is enough for us to take

e 2

ds TNLOY .

K = c< / umsda;dt> (vl + I19lZ0, ) "
Qr ’

(3.75) 2 oo + 2.
If
2mg
3.76 — < 1,
(376) (N +2)gs
or equivalently,
q—1

<1 and > )
q and m q—I—N+1

then Young’s inequality asserts

2
N (N+2)qs —2ms
K < elulmgn+ @) (VoI + V0l )™

00, Q7
+2||upl| 00,02 + 2
Use this in (3.74) to derive
N+2
(3.77) lulloo,0r < VOIS0 + clluolloo,e + c.
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If
2m
3.78 __Ms
(3.78) (N +2)gs
we can appeal to the interpolation inequality ([5], p. 146) to obtain
1
(3.79) s < ellulloesr + gl < ey + oy

With this in mind, we derive from (3.75) that

2
c (N+2)as
K < c(ellulloonr + o) (IVOIXE, + V0l 0, ) ™
+2||upl|oo,0 + 2
2msg
C (N+2)aqs
= afullcsr + —— (IV0IX8, + 1Velea, )"
+2|tolloc + 2.
Plug this into (3.74) and choose « suitably small in the resulting inequality to derive
(3.80) lulloo.0r < el VOIS, + clluollon + e
The rest of the proof is similar to that under (H3). That is, (3.59) can be inferred from either
(3.77) or (3.80). O
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