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SUPPRESSION OF BLOW UP BY MIXING IN GENERALIZED
KELLER-SEGEL SYSTEM WITH FRACTIONAL DISSIPATION AND
STRONG SINGULAR KERNEL

BINBIN SHI

ABSTRACT

In this paper, we consider the Cauchy problem for a generalized parabolic-elliptic Keller-
Segel equation with a fractional dissipation and advection by a weakly mixing (see Defini-
tion 2.4]). Here the attractive kernel has strong singularity, namely, the derivative appears
in the nonlinear term by singular integral. Without advection, the solution of equation
blows up in finite time. Under a suitable mixing condition on the advection, we show the
global existence of classical solution with large initial data in the case of the derivative
of dissipative term is higher than that of nonlinear term. Since the attractive kernel is
strong singularity, the weakly mixing has destabilizing effect in addition to the enhanced
dissipation effect, which makes the problem more complicated and difficult. In this paper,
we establish the L*-criterion and obtain the global L> estimate of the solution through
some new ideas and techniques. Combined with [48], we discuss all cases of generalized
Keller-Segel system with mixing effect, which was proposed by Kiselev, Xu (see [36])
and Hopf, Rodrigo (see [31]). Based on more precise estimate of solution and the resol-
vent estimate of semigroup operator, we introduce a new method to study the enhanced
dissipation effect of mixing in generalized parabolic-elliptic Keller-Segel equation with a
fractional dissipation. And the RAGE theorem is no longer needed in our analysis.

1. INTRODUCTION

We consider the following generalized parabolic-elliptic Keller-Segel equation on torus

T with fractional dissipation and strong singular kernel in the presence of an incompress-
ible flow

Op+ Au-Vp+ (—A)2p+ V- (pB(p)) =0, reT! t>0, (1)
p(0,2) = po(z), r € T ’
Here p(t,z) is a real-valued function of ¢ and z, the domain T? = [—1, 1) is the periodic

box with dimension d > 2 and A is a positive constant. The quantity p denotes the
density of microorganisms, u is a divergence-free vector field which is an ambient flow.
The 0 < a < 2 is parameter controlling the strength of the dissipative term. The nonlocal
operator (—A)?2 is known as the Laplacian of the order 5, which is given by

(—A)2o(x) = F(|E]"0(6)) (@), xR, (1.2)
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where F~! is inverse Fourier transformation. The linear vector operator B is called at-
tractive kernel, which could be represented as

_d+2-8

B(p)=V((-A)" 2 p)=VK=xp, xR (1.3)

where

VKw—ﬁ, Be2.dtl). (1.4)

And notice that if d < § < d + 1, the nonlinear term in (I.T]) is written as

_d+2-8 B—d

V- (pB(p)) =Vp-V((=A)" = p)—p(=A) 2z p
=Vp - VK x p+ pAK % p,

(1.5)

where (—A)gp contains the derivative of solution, or AK is not integrable in L! norm.
For this case, we call B is strong singular kernel.

In this paper, we consider the tours T¢, on which the definitions of (—A)?2 and attractive
kernel B are different from those in (L2) and (I3)). The fractional Laplacian operator
needs a kernel representation. The details can be referred to Section 2. We pose the
following assumptions on the attractive kernel B in the case of 5 € (d,d+ 1) (see [31])

(1) K is a periodic convolution kernel, which is smooth away from the origin,
(2) VK(z) ~ —p near z = 0 for 3 € (d,d+1). In order to explore this conveniently,
we assume VK (x) = —pp on Q= {z e ']I‘d}|x| <11, And define

B(p) = VK *p. (1.6)

In the absence of the advection, the Equation (1)) is the generalized Keller-Segel
equation with fractional dissipation

ap+ (=A)Zp+ V- (pB(p)) =0, p(0,2) = po(z), €, (1.7)

where Q is R? or T¢. And the Equation (7)) describes many physical processes involving
diffusion and interaction of particles (see [6, [9]). We know that the solution of Equation
(L) may blow up in finite time for large initial data. Specifically, when o = 2,5 = d,
the Equation (7)) is called classical attractive type Keller-Segel system. In one space
dimension, the equation admits large data global in time smooth solution (see [30, 45] ).
In high dimensions, there are global in time smooth solution when the initial data is small,
while the solutions may exhibit finite-time blowup for large data (see [7, [18] [36] [44] [47]).
When 0 < a < 2,8 = d, the Equation (L7) is a classical Keller-Segel system with
fractional dissipation, which has been studied by many people. Ford =1 and 0 < a <1,
the solution of Equation ([L.7) is global if |[po||, 2 < C(c), and the solution of Equation
(L) is global if 1 < a < 2 (see [§]). While d > 2, the solution of Equation (7)) would
blow up in finite time with large data (see [5, BIl, B7, B8]). In the case of 0 < o <
2,6 €[2,d+1),d > 2, the Equation (7)) is called a generalized Keller-Segel system with
fractional dissipation, the solution of Equation (7)) always blows up in finite time when
the initial data is large (see [5l 311 138]).

For 2 = R, let us consider the scaling properties of the Equation (7)), the attractive
kernel B is defined in (L3]). This equation is invariant under the scaling

pa(t, ) = XTI p(N\t Ax), A > 0. (1.8)
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Suppose that the critical space is LP¢, in the sense that ||px(¢, )| e = [|p(A%t, *)||zre. One
can get

d

-7 (1.9)

Pec

As the Equation (L) is L' conservation, if p. < 1, the Equation (7)) is called L'-
subcritical, if p. = 1, the Equation (7)) is called L'-critical, and if p. > 1, the Equation
([7) is called L'-supercritical. We consider the classical Keller-Segel system (8 = d,a =
2), then p. = g. Ifd=1,p.= % < 1is L'-subcritical, the solution is global. if d = 2,p. = 1
is L'-critical, when ||po||z: > 87, the solution blows up in finite time. And if d > 3,p, > 1
is L'-supercritical, when ||po|[z1 > 0, the solution blows up in finite time.

Enhanced dissipation effect of mixing is an interesting phenomenon for the equations
with dissipative and convective terms. It means that when convection u -V is added
to the equation, the dissipation effect will be enhanced and the solution of the equation
has a faster decaying. For incompressible vector field u, there are two kinds of flow
which have been widely studied by many scholars. First, u is shear flow, we can refer
to [2, B0], and some specific shear flows are considered to the Naver-Stokes equation.
For example, Coutte flow (see [4, [42]), Poiseuille flow (see [43]) and Kolmogorov flow
(see [39, 511 52]). Secondly, Constantin, Kiselev, Ryzhik, and Zlatos (see [14]) defined the
relaxation enhancing flow, and proved that u is relaxation enhancing flow if and only if u-V
has no nontrivial H' eigenfunction. Similarly Constantin, Hopf et.al (see [31]) defined the
a-relaxation enhancing flow. The details are introduced in Section 2. Some other studies
and examples of relaxation enhancing flow can be also referred to [24] 25| 35 [36].

Recently, the chemotaxis process in fluid has been studied (see [12] 211 22} 40}, 41 [49)],
53]). The possible effects result from the interaction of chemotactic and fluid transport
process. Many people get interested in the suppression of blow up in the chemotactic
model with mixing effect. Kiselev, Xu (see [36]), Hopf, Rodrigo (see [31]), and Shi, Wang
(see [48]) obtained the global solution of Keller-Segel system by mixing effect of relaxation
enhancing flow. Bedrossian and He (see [3], 29]) showed the enhanced dissipation effect
and the global existence of classical solution to Keller-Segel system with shear flow.

For the Equation (LT]), our main concern is whether mixing effect can suppress the
blowup phenomenon. In fact, the Equation (LI) become LP-subcritical (p > - +dd_ ﬁ)
from L!'-critical (L!-supercritical) by large mixing effect. For example, when o = 2,3 =
d,d = 2,3, Kiselev and Xu (see [36]) established the global L? estimate of solution in
the case of weakly mixing, and obtained the global smooth solution by L?-criterion. For
the case of 0 < a < 2,8 € [2,d + 1),d > 2, Hopf and Rodrigo proved the global L?
estimate of solution by relaxation enhancing flow, and also got the global smooth solution

if @ > max{ — ¢,1}(see [31], Theorem 4.5). In particular, for classical Keller-Segel
system with fractional dissipation, when a > g, d = 2,3, the solution of Equation (I.TI)
was global smooth. For the smaller lower bounds on o and higher dimension d, we require
the LP(p > - +dd_ ﬁ) estimate of the solution instead of the L? estimate. Hopf and Rodrigo
only considered the case a = 2,3 = d,d > 4 (see [31], Theorem 4.6), they got the global
LP(p > g) estimate of the solution by relaxation enhancing flow, and obtained the global

smooth solution by LP-criterion. For the case of 0 < a < 2,8 € [2,d]|,d > 2, Shi and
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Wang [48] got the global L™ estimate of solution to Equation (LIJ) and obtained the
global classical solution.

Our goal is to show that the blowup solution of Equation (L) can be suppressed
through mixing effect. This question is motivated by the works of Kiselev et. al (see [36]),
Hopf et. al (see [31]) and Shi et. al (see [48]). According to the scaling properties in R,
if we can get the L> estimate of the solution to Equation (ILT), then for

a>max{f —d,0}, d>2,
_d__

the p. = - 5 < 00, then the Equation ([[LT]) is L*>-subcritical, the solution of Equation
(LI) may be global existence, where need « > 0 for obtaining L> estimate of solution via
enhanced dissipation effect. In [48], Shi and Wang obtained the global classical solution
in the case of 0 < a < 2,2 < 8 < d,d > 2. Firstly, the L*-criterion of solution was
established by energy energy. Next, the L estimate of solution was obtained by mixing
effect, where nonlinear maximum principle (see Lemma [2Z3]) was applied. Compared with
[48], for the case of 0 < @ < 2,d < f < d+1,d > 2, as B(p) is strong singular kernel, the
mixing has destabilizing effect in the Equation (ILT]). Therefore, there are some difficulties
that need to be overcome.

(1) For the L*-criterion of solution to Equation (I.I]) (see Proposition B.1]), as the
technical difficulties of energy inequality, we need to establish the W% estimate
of solution if L> estimate is bounded for all f—d < a < 2,d < f < d+1,d > 2, see
Remark[I2 In this paper, we take k = 3, and for the W3 estimate of solution, we
need to control the nonlinear term by dissipative term. Since AK is not integrable
in L' norm, the W3 estimate is not obvious. We need some new techniques to
deal with these problems.

(2) In this paper, we establish the global L> estimate of the solution to Equation
(L) by bootstrap argument. Thus, we need to obtain local L?, LP(p > ﬁ), L>
estimate, which is independent of A. Since the nonlinear term is strong singularity,
local estimate of solution is difficult by standard energy method. So we need some
new techniques to obtain the differential inequalities of p and ||p||z», where p is

defined in ([Z1)).

In this paper, we consider the generalized Keller-Segel equation with fractional dissipa-
tion and weakly mixing (see Definition [24]) in the case of f—d < a < 2,5 € (d,d+1),d >
2. In order to obtain the L*°-criterion of solution to Equation (I.TJ), we establish a non-
linear maximum principle about the derivation of solution on tours T?, the details can be
referred to Appendix (see Lemma [6.1]). By singular integral form of dissipative term and
nonlinear term to Equation (ILT]), we use the part of dissipation to deal with the strong
singularity of nonlinear term near origin, and get the estimate of nonlinear term. The
details can be referred to [B20)-B23). And we use the dissipative term to control the
nonlinear term by nonlinear maximum principle (see Lemma [6.1]) of derivatives to solu-
tion, see (B3.24)-([3.28). We show that if the ||p||r~ is bounded, then || Dp|| e, [[D?pl|1~
and || D?p|| e are also bounded. The local LP(p > - +g_ 5), L> estimates of solution are es-
tablished by similar idea with L*-criterion, the details can be referred to Lemma [Tl and
Lemma 3l Some useful techniques are from the argument of surface quasi-geostrophic
equation (see [I7]). For the analysis of mixing effect, based on the idea of contradiction
and the estimate of semigroup of linear problem, we give a new proof method, which is a
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new observation and idea of mixing effect in Keller-Segel system. And this method can
simplify the analysis. Notice that the RAGE theorem (see [14] 20, [36]) is no longer needed
in this paper. For original idea and details of estimate of semigroup, we can refer to [50],
Section 2 and Appendix. The key idea is to define ®(A) in (B.8), which describe the time
and frequency of solution to Equation (L), see Lemma in Section 5 for more details.
And we obtain the L estimate of the solution through nonlinear maximum principle on
tours (see Lemma 223), which is introduced in [48]. Combined with [48], we discuss all
cases of generalized Keller-Segel system with mixing effect, and believe that the range of
« and d is optimal in this paper.

Let us now state our main result.

Theorem 1.1. Let f —d < a < 2,6 € (d,d+ 1),d > 2, for any initial data py >
0,p0 € W3(T?), there exists a smooth incompressible flow u and a positive constant
Ay = Ala, B, po,d), when A > Ay, such that the unique solution p(t,z) of Equation (1.1)
15 global in time, and we have

p(t,z) € C(RT;WH(TY).

Remark 1. The smooth incompressible flow u is weakly mizing (see Definition[2.4). Ac-
cording to the proof in this paper, the result is still remain true for the general relaxation

enhancing flow (see [14], 31] ).

Remark 2. Theorem[1.1 show that when the derivative of dissipative term is higher than
that of nonlinear term, the classical solution of Equation ({I1) is global existence if A is
large enough. Similar phenomenon can be referred to 2d quasi-geostrophic equation [16, [40]
and fractal Burgers equation [34].

Remark 3. Mathematically, we can continue to consider general 5 and a. For example,
forany p>d,f—d< a <2, the similar with the proof of Theorem 1], the result is still
true. For the case of B > d,a > [ — d, when o > 2, the result is not obvious.

In the following, we briefly state our main ideas of the proof. Firstly, we establish
the L*-criterion of solution to Equation (ILI). Namely, the global classical solution of
Equation (L) is existence if the L*™ norm of solution is uniform bounded. Next, we
obtain the L estimate of the solution to Equation (II). The local L? LP and L
estimate of the solution are obtained by some precise estimate, where we needs to choose
p=2"> - +§_ 5.1 € 7. Based on the idea of contradiction and the estimate of semigroup,
the the local L? estimate of the solution is small by enhanced dissipation effect. Combined
with the local L? and L™ estimate of the solution, we deduce that the local LP estimate
of the solution is controlled by its initial data. Using the nonlinear maximum principle
(see Lemma 2.3]), the local L™ estimate of solution is controlled by the initial data. By
bootstrap argument, the local L2, LP and L>™ estimate of the solution can be extended to
all time. Thus, we get the uniform L estimate.

This paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we introduce the nonlocal opera-
tor, functional space and mixing effect. Some notations and useful properties are also
introduced in this section. In Section 3, we establish the local classical solution and L*°-
criterion of solution to Equation (L)), some new techniques and tools are applied, the
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details can be referred to the proof of Proposition B.1] and Lemma In Section 4, we
obtain the local L?, LP(p = 2" > ﬁ:ll_ﬁ) and L> estimate of the solution to Equation
(LI). In order to control the destructive effect of mixing in nonlinear term, some new
observations and estimates are applied. In Section 5, we obtain the global L estimate of
solution to Equation (1)) by bootstrap argument. For the the analysis of mixing effect,
we introduce new proof, and nonlinear maximum principle (see Lemma 2.3)) is applied in
this section. In Appendix, we give the proofs of the nonlinear maximum principle of the

derivation on tours T¢ and some Lemmas.

Throughout the paper, C' stands for universal constant that may change from line to
line.

2. PRELIMINARIES
In what follows, we provide some the auxiliary results and notations.

2.1. Nonlocal operator. The fractional Laplacian is nonlocal operator and it has the
following kernel representation on T¢ (see [10, [I1])

flz) = f(y)

—A)2 =C, PV. dy, 0<a<2, 2.1
(—2)%f() Z ey T e 0<e (2.1)
where "
20 (dta
Cod = —g—— ( 20) : (2.2)
T2 |0(=5)]

and P.V. is Cauchy principal value. For the convenience of discussion, we omitted the
symbol P.V. in next section. Namely

P.v./ é/.
Td Td

0< A< <A <

Recall that we denote by

is the eigenvalue of the operator —A on T¢, then the eigenvalue of operator (—A)?z is as
follows (see [19])
0<AM <A < <A< (2.3)
and o
lim \? = oo. (2.4)
n—oo

The following results are important lemmas, the details can be referred to [T, 17, 32] [48].
Lemma 2.1 (Positivity Lemma). Suppose 0 < a < 2,Q = R4 T? and f,(=A)2 f € LP,
where p > 2. Then

2

> [ =ariistiar < [ 15 -a) s

Lemma 2.2. Suppose 0 < a < 2,Q =R T? and f € S(Q). Then
/(—A)%f(x)dx = 0.
Q
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Lemma 2.3. Let f € S(T?) and denote by T the point such that
J(@) = max f(z),
and f(T) > 0. Then we have the following

=) 1+5F
(—A)3 (@) = Clad,p) LT
T

f(@) < Cd p)|I o (2.6)

Remark 4. The proof of Lemma can be referred to [A8], and the case of R can be
seen in [28]. Nonlinear mazimum principle is an important technique for establishing the
L> estimate of solution to Equation (I1l), the more details can be seen in Section 5.

(2.5)

or

2.2. Functional spaces and notations. We write LP(T?) for the usual Lebesgue space

LP(T) = {f measurable s.t./ |f(x)|Pdx < oo},
Td

the norm for the L? space is denoted as || - || 1», it means
1

Il = ([ Lrvac)"

with natural adjustment when p = co. The homogeneous Sobolev norm || |j.., is defined
by

£ llirs.e = 1D £l o,
where s > 0,p > 1 and D is any partial derivative. The non-homogeneous Sobolev norm

|- llws is
[ llwee = [fllirse + [Lf || 2.
In particular, if p = 2, the homogeneous Sobolev norm || - || is2 = || - || g+, and
1F ey = 1(=2)2 fFamay = D K1 (). (2.7)
keZ\{0}
The non-homogeneous Sobolev norm || - ||ws2 = || - || gs, and

[ f s = [[flz2 +[1f]

Let us denote by Py the orthogonal projection operator on the subspace formed by Fourier
modes |k| < N:

s

Pyf(x)= Y f(k)e™. (2.8)
[kI<N
And denote
f~g,
it means that there exists positive constant 7y, v, such that
Nf(x) < g(x) < e f()

In this paper, some basic energy inequalities are used in the proof, we can refer to
[23], 26] for more details.
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2.3. Mixing effect. Given an incompressible vector field u which is Lipschitz in spatial
variables, if we defined the trajectories map by (see [14] [36] 48])

d
£®t(x) =u(Py(x)), Po(z)=x.
Then define a unitary operator U? acting on L*(T¢) as follows

U'f(z) = f(®; (), f(x) € LX(T).
We take
X = {f € L2("J1‘d)\/ f(z)dr = o} : (2.9)
Td
and for a fixed £ > 0, we denote
U="U" (2.10)
We recall the definition of weakly mixing (see [14], 36]).

Definition 2.4. The incompressible flow u is called weakly mizing, if u = u(x) is smooth
and the spectrum of the operator U is purely continuous on X.

Remark 5. The incompressible flow u is called a-relaxation enhancing flow (see [14, 31])
if the corresponding unitary operator U does not have any non-constant eigenfunctions in
Hz2(T?), where 0 < a < 2. Obuviously, the weakly mizing is a-relazation enhancing flow
for any 0 < a < 2.

Remark 6. The examples of relaxzation enhancing flow and weakly mizing can be referred

to [14] 24], 23], 311, [36].

Next, we introduce enhanced dissipation effect of mixing via resolvent estimate (see
[50]). Let H be a Hilbert space, we denote by || - || the norm and by (,) the inner product.
Let H be a linear operator in ‘H with the domain D(H), it is defined as follows (see

33, 50])

Definition 2.5. A closed operator H in a Hilbert space H is called m-accretive if the left
open half-plane is contained in the resolvent set p(H) with

(H+ AN eB(X), |(H+MNY < (ReN)™, Re\>0,
where X is defined in (2.9), and B(X) is the set of bounded linear operators on X.

Remark 7. An m-accretive operator H is accretive and densely defined (see [33] ), namely,
D(H) is dense in X and Re(Hf, f) >0 for f € D(H).

We denote e 7 is a semigroup with —H as generator and define
U(H) = inf{||(H =i\ []|: f € D(H), A € R, [|f]| = 1}. (2.11)

The following result is the Gearchart-Priiss type theorem for accretive operators (see

2, 507).

Lemma 2.6. Let H be an m-accretive operator in a Hilbert space H. Then for anyt > 0,

we have

||6_tH||L2—>L2 < e—t\I/(H)—i—%‘
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We consider linear equation with fractional dissipation and mixing effect

where u = u(x) is weakly mixing. Let us denote

HS=(-A)? +Au-V, 0<a<?2, (2.13)
where
D(HS) = H*N X.

If po € D(HY), then the solution of Equation (212 can be expressed by semigroup
method, namely

n(t,z) = e ipy(x). (2.14)
Remark 8. According to the Definition[2.0, the HY in (213) is a m-accretive operator.

If we define the W(H$) by (ZII) and (ZI3)), the similar result with Lemma 20 is as
follows

Lemma 2.7. Let HY be defined in (Z13), then for any t > 0, we have
e A || a2 < e7tVUHDFT (2.15)
If w is weakly mixing, the estimate of W(H$) is as follows
Lemma 2.8. Let 0 < a < 2, u is weakly mixing, then

i ) 0
where W(HS) be defined by (Z11) and (2Z13).

Remark 9. The idea of proof is from the [50], and similar result have been proved in
our other studies. For the convenience of reading, we give the proof of Lemma in the
Appendiz.

Next, we give a useful lemma for the estimation of operator e 74 it is as follows

Lemma 2.9. Let 0 < o < 2, u is weakly mizing. The e *74 is a semigroup operator with
—HY, where the HY is defined by (2Z13). If A is large enough, then for any t > 0 and
f € D(HS), we have

|Pve™ ™A fll 2 < Ol Py fll 12,
where Py is defined in (2.8) and C > 1 is a fized constant.

Remark 10. The estimation of ||Pxe 4 f||12 is an important technique in the proof of
Lemma [51.  The proof of Lemma is easy through Lemma [2.7 and Lemma [Z8, the
details can be referred to Appendizx.
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3. LOCAL EXISTENCE AND CONTINUATION CRITERION

In this section, we consider the generalized Keller-Segel equation with fractional dis-
sipation and weakly mixing in the case of 5 € (d,d + 1). The local well-posedness and
the L-criterion of solution to Equation (L) are established. We show that to get the
classical solution of Equation (ILT), only need to have certain control of spatial L> norm
of the solution.

Proposition 3.1. Let § —d < a < 2,8 € (d,d+ 1),d > 2, for any initial data py >
0, p0 € W3=(T?), there exists a time T* = T(py, a, B,d) > 0 such that the non-negative
solution of Equation (I.1)

p(t, ) € C([0, T], W*(T%).
Moreover, if for a given T, the solution verifies the following bound

lim sup [|p(7,")[|r=~ < oo,
t—)TOSTSt

then it may be extended up to time T + & for small enough & > 0. Furthermore, if
po € LY(T?), then the L* norm of the solution of Equation (I.1]) is preserved for all time,

namely ||pllLr = llpol| 1

Proof. The proofs of local existence of solution and the p > 0 are standard method, the
L' norm conservation of solution is obvious. In this paper, we only need to derive a priori
bounds of ||Dpl|ze, ||D?p||pe, || D3pl|z~ in terms of L norm of the solution, where D
denotes any partial derivative. Suppose that p(t,z) is the solution of Equation (1) with
initial data pg, and ||p(t, )|/~ is bounded. We finish following three steps.

(1) The boundedness of || Dp|| .
For this purpose, applying the operator D to the Equation (I.T), one has
O, Dp+Au-V(Dp) + ADu-Vp+ (—A)2Dp+ V(Dp) - VK * p

+Vp-VK x Dp+ DpAK * p+ pAK x Dp =0, (3:1)
and multiply both sides of (8] by Dp, to obtain
%8t|Dp|2 + %Au -V(|Dp|?) + ADu - VpDp + Dp(—=A)2Dp
+ %V(|Dp|2)-VK*p+V,0-VK>x<Dpr (3.2)
+ DpVK «VpDp+ pAK x DpDp = 0.
The third term of the left-hand side of (8.2]) can be estimated as
| ADu - VpDp| < A|Dullp~ | Dl < CA|Dplf2e. (3.3)
For the sixth term and seventh term of the left-hand side of (3.2]), one has
[V VK + DpDp| < C|[Dpl[3 VK + Dpl|so, (3.4)
and

|DpVK + VpDp| < ClDp|2 VK % Vp 1. (3.5)
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According to the definition of VK in Section 1, we know that there exists constant ay
and C' > 0, such that

ID* (VE) [ < C, (3.6)

where f —d < a; < a. Then we deduce by Young’s inequality, Gagliardo-Nirenberg
inequality and (B.6]) that

IVK s Dpll= < [|DV*(VE) + D pl| o=
< CID " (VE) | |D* pll o

1—on l1—ag o (37)
< CID = (VE)[ o= 1Dpll 7
< C||Dpl|zx,
and by the similarity with (87), one has
IVE *Vpl e < Cl|Dpl|7e. (3.8)
Combining (34), (33), B.1) and (3.8]), to obtain
|Vp- VK « DpDp+ DpVK % VpDp| < C||Dp|| 75 (3.9)

If define
| Dol = |Dpl(t, T1,r) = max [ Dp|(t, ).

Using the vanishing of the derivation at the point maximum, the second term and fifth
term of the left-hand side of (8:2)) can be estimated as

1 1

§Au -V(|Dp|*)(t,71,) =0, 5V(|Dp|2) VK *p(t, T ;) = 0. (3.10)
For simplicity, we denote T; = (¢,7;,), then

p(t, 1) = p(T1), Dp(t,T1s) = Dp(T1).

According to the definition of fractional Laplacian in (2I]), the fourth term of the left-hand
side of (B2)) can be written as

Dp(z1) — Dp(y)
Dp(—A)2 Dp( Ca, E Dp( d
p(=A)z Dp(71) dkezd p(T1) i |1 — y + k|7 Y

~ Cug [Dp(1) — Dp(y))? (Dp)*(x1) — (Dp)*(y)
-5 Z(/W s [ O )

kezd

_ Cag 3 < / [Dp(71) — Dp(y)]* ay+ / (Dp)*(@1) = (Dp)*(y) dy)
e B (3.11)

., d+o ., d+ao
k(o) 71—y + K 71—y + K

G ([ D0 =DROIR,, | [ (Do) = (DA,

|71 — y|d+e |7 — y|dt

d (/Td\ﬂ [Dp(T1) — Dp(y)]2dy n /Td\Q (Dp)?(71) — (DP)2(y)dy)

T — y|ite |T) — y|d+e

Cod [Dp(T1) — Dp(y))? (Dp)*(z1) — (Dp)*(y)
- (fm |7y — y|dte dy+ /Ql |7y — y|dte dy) ’

2w

+

W

Q

W
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where the domain Q; = (7;) depends on T;. In fact, as ||p|| L= is bounded and f—d > 0,
if denote

C Cy
Coa=PB—d, 0 = %npnm, 8y = Td (3.12)
then the domain 2; can be defined by
O ={yeT||z—y < e}, (3.13)

and

. 1 6 oz+tli*5
€0 = min {Z’ (5—i) } . (3.14)

Since |Dp| is the maximum at point T, then we can easily get

/ (Dp)*(@1) — (Dp)*(y)

[Ty — y|*re

dy > 0. (3.15)

And for the first term and the third term of the right-hand side of (BI1]), one has
Dp(x,) — D 2 Dp)?(z,) — (Dp)?
Cad 3 (/ [Dp(T1) — Dp(y)] dy+/ (Dp)*(71) — (Dp)*(y)
T Td

.o d+o .o d+o
2 o) Ty —y + k| Ty —y + k|

dy) >0, (3.16)

and

Cod [Dp(T1) — Dp(y)]? (Dp)*(z1) — (Dp)*(y)
(L it o d

4 |f1 _ y|d+a ‘Tl _ y‘d-i-Oé y) Z 0. (317)

For the eighth term of the left-hand side of ([3.2)), as K is a periodic convolution kernel,
then one has

pDPAK + Dp(ar) = pla)Dp(ar) [ AK (@ ~ ) Dply)dy

Td

—~pl@)Dp(@) | AK(@ - y)(Dp(@) - Dolw)dy
p (3.18)
——p(e)Dp(@) [ AK(z1~ 9)(Dpla) = Dolu)dy

(@) Dp(T) / o, M = D) (Dp() ~ Doty

According to the definitions of VK in Section 1 and ([B.13), the first term of the right-hand
side of (B.I8]) can be written as

p(T) Dp(T) / AK (@1 — y)(Dp(@) — Do(y))dy

Q1
_ _ Dp(T1) — Dp(y)
=C D
ﬁ,dp($1) p(x1> 0, ‘fl - y‘ﬁ

_ Coa o ( / [Dp(r) = Do), / (Dp)() ~ (Dp)*(v) dy) |

dy (3.19)

2 1z — y|? |1 — yl|?
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where Cp 4 is defined in ([B.I2)). Since 8 € (d,d + 1), combining the fourth term of the
right-hand side of (3.I1]) and (3.19), to obtain

% - [Dp(71) — Dp(y))? (Dp)*(T1) — (Dp)*(y)
e () i+ [ S5 )

|71 — yl|? 7 —yl?
C:d( ngf_ﬁfi s dy+ / (Dp) |(£1)_;|Ell+?ap) (y) dy)
Dp 71) — Dp(y)]? (Dp)*(z1) — (Dp)*(y)
(/91 71— yl|? e /Ql 71 —yl? dy) (3.20)
( [Dp(T1) — Dp(y))? " +/ (Dp)*(@1) — (Dp)*(y) , ) '
o [T -yt N Y
<5 [ [Po@) = Do)’ dy— / [Dp(1) = Dp(y)* |
= o |71 — y|? ? o Ty — y|ite
(Dp)*(T1) — (Dp)*(y) , (Dp)*(@1) — (Dp)*(y)
o / mop Y / T —gie

Through the 8 —d < a < 2, (312), BI3) and BI4), the first term and second term of
the right-hand side of (B.20]) can be estimated as

[Dp(@1) = Dp(y))* , [Dp(T1) — Dp(y))?
Y e U e
and
(Dp)*(z1) — (Dp)*(y) (Dp)*(T1) — (Dp)*(y)
L A LY R e EUINC

As ||p||z= is bounded and ||Dp||p~ = |lf)v,0|, then for the second term of the right-hand
side of (B18]), one can get

'pm)Dp(fl) / o, AR = 5) (Do) - Dp(y))dy' <Dy (323)

Combining (F1T), B0, EI0). GI8), G2, B2, @2), B2 and the 7, is also

maximum point of |Dp|?, the fourth term and eighth term of left-hand side of ([3.2) can
be estimated as

— Dp(=A)2Dp(1) — pAK * DpDp(T1)
< 0|y — et (/w [Dp(1) — Dp(y)]2dy+[rd (Dp)*(T,) — (Dp)2(y)dy>

4 |7y — yldte |7, — y|dte
_ Coa [Dp(1) — Dp(y))? (Dp)*(@1) — (Dp)*(y)
4 </]Td\91 |71 — y|tte W /]Td\Ql |71 — yl|dte dy) (3.24)
Cod [Dp(T1) — Dp(y))? (Dp)*(71) — (Dp)*(y)
2 Z (/Td |71 —y+k:|d+a der/W |71 — y + k|dt dy)

D —D —~
Td 71 — |dJr
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Combing ([3.2), 3.9), (3.I0) and ([B3.24), we have

d — Coa [Dp(xl) — Dp(y)]2 —~ = ot
—D()2<— : d +CAD;)2+CD02 oL 3.25

Since ||p|| e is bounded, we deduce by Lemma B that if | Dp| satisfies
[Dpl < callpll Lo, (3.26)

then || Dp||r~ is bounded. If not, |bvp| must satisfy

=\ _ 2 D 2+4a (7 D 2+4a (7
Cou [ D60 Do, Con IDAPE) g IDAPE) (g
2 Jpa 171 — vl 2 Iyzllys Irdlys
where
Ca
03 = 2’d 1
Then we deduce by [B25) and [B27) that
d — bv 24+« __ __
E|Dp|2 < —03 | || pH‘a + CA|Dp|* 4 C|Dp|*T. (3.28)
Lo

As a > a1, by solving the differential inequality (3.28]), we deduce that there exist a
positive finite constant C" = C(A, || Dpo||r, ||p|| L, ¢, a1), such that

|Dp| < C". (3.29)
Combining ([326]) and (B:29]), there exist a positive constant C', such that
1Dl < C.

(2) The boundedness of || D?p|| .
Applying the operator D? to Equation (ILTJ), to obtain
0,D*p+ Au -V (D?p) + AD*u-Vp+ 2ADu - V(Dp) + (—A)2D?p (3.30)
+ D*(Vp-VK % p+ pAK % p) = 0. '

The sixth term of the left-hand side of ([3.30) can be written as
D*(Vp-VK xp) =V (D?p)- VK xp+Vp-VK * D*p+2V(Dp) - VK * Dp, (3.31)
and
D? (pAK * p) = D*pVK xVp+ pAK x D*p+2DpVK x V(Dp). (3.32)
Combining (330), (B31)) and ([B332), one has
0,D*p+ Au -V (D?*p) + AD*u - Vp+ 2ADu - V(Dp) + (—=A)2D?*p
+V(D?) - VK xp+Vp-VK * D*p+2V(Dp) - VK * Dp (3.33)
+ D*pVK Vp+ pAK + D*p + 2DpVK x V(Dp) = 0.
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Multiplying both sides of [3.33]) by D?p, to obtain
1 1
§8t\D2p|2 + 5 Au- V(| D?*p|*) + AD*u - VpD?*p +2ADu - V(Dp)D?p

a 1
+ (=A)2D?*pD?*p + §V(\D2p|2) VK *p+Vp-VK x D*pD?p (3.34)
+2V(Dp) - VK % DpD?p + D?*pV K x VpD?*p + pAK % D*pD?p
+2DpVK %V (Dp)D?*p = 0.

As ||p||o, VK || 1, || Dpllzoe, || Dul| s, || D*u|| L~ are bounded, then for the third term and
the fourth term of the left-hand side of (8.34]), one get

|AD?u - VpD?p| < CA| Dol D% 1.

and
12ADw - V(Dp)D?*p| < CA||D?pl|-.

The seventh term, eighth term, ninth term and eleventh term of the left-hand side of
(334) can be estimated as

Vp- VI * D*pD%| < C||D?p)f? .,
12V(Dp) - VK « DpD?p| < C||D?p|3~,
| D*pVE % VpD?p| < €| D?p|7-,

2DpVK * V(Dp)D*| < C|| D2
If define
|D2p| = | D*pl(t, %2,) = max | D%l (¢, ), (3.35)

then for the second term and the sixth term of the left-hand side of (8.34]), one has
1 2 12y —
FAu- V(D pl")(t,T24) = 0,
and
SV(D%P) - VK * plt,Ta) = 0.
Denote Ty = (t,Ta4), then

p(t, Toy) = p(T2),  D*p(t,Toy) = D*p(T2).
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By similar discussions with ([B.I1) and (BI8)), the fifth term and the tenth term of the
left-hand side of (8334]) can be written as

(—A)2 D*pD?p(,)

D?p(T5) — D?p(y)
=C, § D*p(z L d
7dkeZd P2 Ta |To —y + k|dte J

Cod [D?p(72) — D*p(y)]? (D?p)*(T2) — (D*p)*(y)
2 kezzd:\{o} </Td |52 —y+ k|d+a dy+ /Td |52 —y+ k|d+a y) (3.36)

Cod [D2(@) = D*ply))? , (D%)*(®) = (D%p)*(y) )
i </1rd\9/1 a /Td\Q’l ’

4 Ty — y|dte Ty — y|dte
Ca D2 - _D2 2 D2 2(4\ __ D2 2
. G / [ p(ivz) d+5(y)] dy+ / (D?p) (_xz) g+ap) (y) dy )
4 o 72—y o 72 — Yy

and

PAK % D2pD?p(T5) = p(Ta) D*0(Ts) / AK(Z5 — y)Do(y)dy

Td

= —p(E)D*o(e) [ MK =) (D*0(e2) — Dolo)dy

— () D*(Ts) / AK (T — y)(D*p(Ts) — D*(y))dy

~oED(E) [ AKE ) (Dot ~ Do)y

where the domain Q) = Q(T2) depends on Ty, and the definition of €2} is similar to €y,
the details can be referred to (B12), (313) and (314). By the same argument as step 1,

one has

d — Cq D?p(zy) — D? 2 — —
dt 2 Jra [Ty — y|dte

Combining the boundedness of || Dpl| =, Corollary and ([3.37), we deduce that there
exist a constant C' = C'(A), such that

ID%pllr~ < C.

(3) The boundedness of || D3pl| .
Applying the operator D? to Equation (L), one has
O.D*p + Au -V (D?p) + 3ADu - V(D?p) + 3AD*u - V(Dp) + AD*u - Vp

L (3.38)
+(=A)2D’p+ D’ (Vp-VK xp+ pAK % p) = 0.
The seventh term of the left-hand side of (B.38)) can be expressed as
D?(Vp-VK xp) =V(D?*p)- VK % p+ 3V (D?p) - VK x Dp (339)

+3V(Dp)-VK x D?p+Vp-VK x D*p,
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and
D? (pAK x p) = D3pVK x Vp+3D*pVK x V(Dp)

+3DpVK x V(D?p) + pAK x D?p.
Combining ([3:38), (3:39) and (3.40), one has
O,.D*p + Au - V(D?p) + 3ADu - V(D?p) + 3AD*u -V (Dp) + ADu - Vp
+(=A)2D3p+V(D?p) - VK % p+3V(D?p) - VK * Dp
+3V(Dp)-VK x D*p+Vp-VK x D?p+ D?*pVK x Vp
+3D*pVK % V(Dp) +3DpVK x V(D?p) + pAK x D*p = 0.
Multiplying both sides of ([3.41)) by D?p, to obtain

(3.40)

(3.41)

1 1
5@\D%P + S Au- V(|D?p|?) + 3ADu - V(D?*p)D*p + 3AD*u - V(Dp)D?p

+ AD*u - VpD?p + (—A)2D*pD3p + %V(\D?’p|2) VK *p
+3V(D?p) - VK * DpD?*p + 3V (Dp) - VK % D*pD?p

+Vp-VK % D*pD? + D*pVK * VpD?p +3D?pVK % V(Dp)D?p
+3DpVK %V (D?*p)D?*p + pAK * D*pD?p = 0.

As ||pllzs, | DK || 1, || Dpll 2o, [|D?pl| Lo, | Dul| pos, || D?u| poo, || D3u|| L~ are bounded. Then
some terms of the left-hand side of ([B:42]) can be estimated as

3ADu - V(D?*p)D?p| < CA||Dp||7,
3AD*u - V(Dp)D*p| < CA||D?p|| e,
|AD%u - VpD?p| < CA|D?pl| 1=,
[3V(D%) - VK * DpD*p| < C|| Dpl 2.
3V(Dp) - VK + D2pD?p| < CI| D%l
|Vp- VK « D*pD%p| < C||D°p| 7,
|D*pV K « VpD?p| < C||ID*p|| 7,
13D*pVK * V(Dp)D?p| < C|D?p| =,
13DpVK « V(D?*p)D?p| < C||D?pl|7 .

(3.42)

If define -
|D3p| = |Dp|(t,T3,4) = max |D?pl(t, ).

Then for the second term and the seventh term of the left-hand side of (3.42)), one has
S Au V(D) (1, F0) = 0,
and .
§V(|Dgp‘2) VK * p(t,T34) = 0.
Denote T3 = (t,T3;), then

p(t,Ts,) = p(T3), D’p(t,T3,) = D’p(T3).
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By similar discussions with ([B.11) and (B.I8), the sixth term and the fourteenth term of
the left-hand side of ([B.42]) can be written as

(—A)2D*pD*p(Ts)

D’p(73) — D’p(y)
=C, E D?p(T d
. P(Ts) Ta [Ty —y+ k|dte Y

kezd
Ca D3— _D3 2 D3 2 (= _D32
_ 2@ > (/d[ |§(af_s)y+k|5+(i/)] d?“/d( T)f (9;"3;+(k|d+/i) (y)dy)
kezavoy T 3 T 3
c, D3p(z3) — D? 2 D30)2(T5) — (D3p)? 3.43
, Coa (/ [D?p(@3) d p(y)] dy+/ (D*p)*(s) El p) (y)dy) (3.43)
4 Td T3 — y|ite Td |T3 — y|d+e
Ca D3—_D3 2 D3 2—_D32
, Caa / [ p(jfs) d+p(y)] dy+ / (D°p) (_xs) EH p)*(y) dy
4 TA\QY T3 — y|tTe TA\QY T3 — y|d+e
Ca D3 - _D3 2 D3 2(%\ _ D3 2
, Cad / [ p(jfs) - p(y)] dy+/ (D°p) (_xs) (d p) (y)dy ’
4 o |3 — y|*te % T3 — y|*te
and

PAK 5 Do) = plaen) D¥pla) [ AK(za = ) D% plu)dy
= =P D°p(z) || AR (72— ) (Dpla) ~ Dol

— (@) D p(T) / AK(T5 — y)(D*p(Es) — D*(y)dy

om0 (D)~ Do),

where the domain Q) = Q(73) depends on T3, and the definition of 7 is similar to €,
the details can be referred to (812), (B13) and [B.I4)). We deduce by ([B.42]) and the same

argument as step 1 that

o 3 (7. 3 2 o o
4D < —Ca’d/ D°p(@5) = Dply) dy + C A|D3p|2 + CA|D3p|. (3.44)
dt 2 Jya T3 — y|dte

Combining the boundedness of || D?pl|z~, Corollary and (3.44]), we imply that there
exist a constant C' = C'(A), such that

ID%l = < C.
This completes the proof of Proposition [3.1] O

Remark 11. In fact, if A is large enough, one has
IDpl|p < CACCT) || D?pl| o < CACCT) || DPp|| o < CA%T),

Remark 12. In the proof of Proposition[31), if we consider the Sobolev space W*P(T?), 2 <
p < 00, then the estimation of nonlinear term is complicated and difficult for all cases of
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f—d < a< 2,08 € (dd+1),d> 2 by energy method, which is form some energy
inequalities. In this paper, we consider the p = 0o, s = 3.

Remark 13. In fact, for any T > 0, we know that if p(t,x) € L>(0,T; L>°(T%)), then we
deduce that p(t,z) € L>=(0,T; WP(T%)),s > 0,p > 1.

4. LOCAL ESTIMATE OF SOLUTION TO EQUATION ([LL])

In this section, we establish the local L? LP(p = 2" > ﬁ:g_ﬁ, n € Z%) and L*™ estimate
of the solution to Equation (1), which is independent of A. As the attractive kernel
is strong singularity, the estimates of the local LP and L* are complicated and difficult.
Some important Lemmas and new techniques are used in the proof. A useful lemma is as
follows

Lemma 4.1. Let f —d < a <2, € (d,d+1),d> 2, p(t,x) is the solution of Equation
(1) with initial data po(z) > 0. If p € LP(T9),1 < p < 0o, and we denote

p(t) = p(t,7;) = max p(t, ). (4.1)
zeTd
Then
p(t) < C(d,p)llpl zr, (4.2)
or
~1+E 4
%ﬁ < —C(O"Qd’ PP L ettt 4 ot (4.3)
1ol 5

Proof. For any fixed ¢ > 0, using the vanishing of a derivation at the point of maximum,
we see that

01,7 = A1), (uVp)(t.7) = u- Vi) =0

If we denote

then
(V- (pB(p)) (t,) = PAK * p(t,T2).
Thus, we deduce by the Equation (L) that the evolution of p follows

d o~
pria (—A)zp+ pAK * p(t,T;) = 0. (4.4)

Denote T = (t,7;), x = (t,x), then

p(t,T) = p(x),  plt,x) = p(z). (4.5)

According to the definitions of fractional Laplancian (—A)? and the periodic convolution
kernel K, the second term and the third term of the left-hand side of ({.4]) can be written
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(—A)% 5+ pAK * p(T)
—Coa Y ; |;(T) —p(y) dy

_ d+a
kezd vt k| :
~ — g 5 E _
—p / AK(T = y)(p(T) = p(y))dy = Cg.ap / p(—)ipgy)dy
Td\QQ 2 |x B y|
p(T) — p(y) Cod / p(T) — p(y) (4.6)
—C, ! dy + — — dy
dkezzd:\m w [Ty F R 2 e [Ty

[ a7 [ K ) - sy

g, |T—ylte
~ [ p@) - py) Caa [ p(T)—py)
- C,p/ ———dy — — — dy |,
(ﬁd 0 |T—yl? 2 Jo, IT—yl*+e

where C, 4 is defined in ([Z2), Cs4 is defined in (BI2). And the domain Qy = Q(7)
depends on ¥, which is defined by

' C. \TF [ 1 \TF 1
0, = T |z — y| < = % — . 4.7
= {yeT|z-y<a}, « mm{(zc@d) (p@) ,4} (4.7)

Since 7 is the point of the maximum value of p, then for the third term of the right-hand
side of (.6), one has

Cod / p(T) — py) du > 0. (4.8)

2 Jrag, [T -yl

For the fourth term of the right-hand side of (4.0]), we deduce by the definition of €25 in
(A7) that

'5/W\Q AK(T - y)(p(T) - p(y))dy‘ < Op(T)* ot + Cp(T)?. (4.9)

According to o >  — d and the definition of Qy in (1), the fifth term of the right-hand
side of (6)), one has

Coi /Q p(|f) —p(y) dy - Cad /Q p(T) — p(y) dy

7 —yl? 2 Jo, [T —yl*e
_ (@)—p(y)

i / p(@) — )y _ Cou / s " (4.10)
e, [Tyl 2 Jo, [T—yl

<0.
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Combining (46), (£]), ([E9) and I), to obtain
—«—Aﬁ~—ﬁAK*m1

—ry) Cad / p(T) — py)
< —Caa dy — — — dy
kezdz\{o} T \x—y+k\d+a 2 Jpa |7 —yldte
ad/ o(@) = ply) . (4.11)
Gt [ PEZ D) g 4 op(ptaets 4 Ol
2 Jrag, [T -yl
Cod p(T) — p(y) 2P 2
< —dy +Cp ara=p + Cp(T)*.
kz:zd Td|a7—y+k:|d+a @) @)
According to (&4)), (1) and the definition of (—A)% in (ZI)), we have
3P =< —5(FA)e CpHaes + O, (4.12)
Through nonlinear maximum principle (see Lemma 2.3]), if p satisfies
p(t) < C(d,p)llpllLr,
we finish the proof of (L2). If not, p must satisfy
. ﬁl—i_%
(=A)z2p(t) > Cla, d, p)—=- (4.13)
ol
Thus, we deduce by (£12) and ([LI3) that
1422 _
£ﬁ< Clad,p) p + Cﬁ%df‘afﬂ + Cp?,
dat 2 ol
Lp
we finish the proof of (L3). This completes the proof of Lemma A1l O
In this paper, we consider the initial data p, satisfies
po € WH(T4),  py > 0. (4.14)
Without loss generality, suppose that there exists positive constant By, Dy, Cs, such that
lpollz2 < Bo, lpo = Pllee < Do, lpollz~ < C, (4.15)
where
d
5= p=2> 7+, Cy >2C(d,p)(Do+7), (4.16
p = [ mlalda e mEL Cu AR (Detp). (110
and C(d, p) is defined in Lemma 23] Denote
. 2 2\ 1 DO :
By =min< (Bf —p°)2, —— . (4.17)
(20 +p) »
Next, we establish the local L?, LP(p = 2" > - +fil_ B> and L™ estimates of the solution

to Equation (ILT]), and local time is independent of A. The local L> estimate of solution
is obvious by Lemma [£1] it is as follows



22 BINBIN SHI

Corollary 4.2. Let f—d < a < 2,5 € (d,d+1),d > 2, p(t, x) is the solution of Equation
(L) with initial data po(x). Suppose that the initial data po(x) satisfies ([{-23)-(Z4-24).

Then there exist a time 19 > 0, such that for any 0 <t < 19, we have
1ot )| Lo < 2Cs.

Proof. According to the definition of the p in (4.1, one has

p>0, (=A)Zp>0. (4.18)
Combining ([AI2) and (AI8]), to obtain
d_ oy B-d
7 < Cp2+dfafa + Cp2. (4.19)
As ||pol| L= < Cx, if define
. 1
Tp = min A (4.20)

C (200 + (2C0) ¥ 75 )

where T* is defined in Proposition Bl Then by solving the differential inequality in
([E19), for any 0 <t < 79, one has

lo(t, e < 20 (4.21)
This completes the proof of Corollary O

For the local LP(p = 2" > ﬁ,n € Z1) estimate of solution to Equation (ILTI), we
obtain the LP estimate of solution is independent of A. Some new techniques are used in

the proof.

Lemma 4.3. Let f—d < a < 2,0 € (d,d+1),d > 2, p(t,z) is the solution of Equation
(L1) with initial data po(x). Suppose that po(x) satisfies {({-14)-(4-18). Then there exist
time 1) > 0, such that for any 0 <t <77, we have

1p(t, e < 2(Do + p).

Proof. Let us multiply both sides of Equation (L)) by |p[P~%p and integrate over T, to
obtain
ld P p—2 s p—2
Cllelle + A | wVplpl T pdu+ | (=A)2plpl"pdx
P T T (4.22)
+ [V (Bl pds =
T

For the second term of the left-hand side of (£.22)), we deduce by the incompressibility of
u that

A/ u - Vplp[P~?pdx = 0. (4.23)
Td
As p(t,z) > 0, the fourth term of the left-hand side of (.22 can be written as

/ V- (0B(p) ol pdi = / V- (0VK * p)Pde
Td Td

—1
— P72 | AK x ppPda.
p Td

(4.24)



GENERALIZED KELLER-SEGEL SYSTEM 23

Combining ([£.22), (£23]) and ([4.24), one has
1 a —1
d ||p|| / (—=A)2 ppP~tda + p_/ AK x ppPdx = 0. (4.25)
Td p Td

Next, we consider the (—A)% ppP~!(x) and ’%AK x ppP (). According to the definition
of fractional Laplacian in (Z.1)), the (—A)2 ppP~!(x) can be written as

()i (z) = S(~A)Epp () + L Cuu? M ()3 @)= o)

2 2 kZd Td |l’—y+k‘|d+°‘
1 o 1
et + o i) S [ 200w,
2 2 Td [T — Yy + K|
keZd\{O} (4.26)
1 - p(x) — p(y)
e / pla) = ply)
2 (o) Ta\Q, | — Y|t Y
1 . p(z) — ply)
+ 2Ca,dpp (LU) /{;3 ‘ZL’ —y|d+a dy7

and for the %AK x ppP(x), we deduce by the definition of K in Section 1 that
p—1 p—1
LA k(o) = L2 ta) [ ARG = ity
p p T
p—1
=P ) [ ARG =)o)~ )iy

_ J%f(x) /Td\g. AK (z —y)(p(x) — ply))dy
’ : (4.27)
__;_f@QK¥AK@—yXM@—W@»@
:_Biifuj/ AK(x —y)(p(x) — ply))dy
p T\ Q3

2, [ AD

Qs ‘35 - y|5

where C, 4 is defined in ([Z2)), Cs4 is defined in (BI2). And the domain Q3 = Q(x)
depends on x, which is defined by

1
Q3 =Qz) ={yllz —y| < e}, 0<e< 1 (4.28)
In this paper, we denote
. 1 pCa d +}
€3 =min-< —, ’ — ) otd=F S 4.29
=i ) 429
where p(7) is defined in (). Then for any x € T¢, when y € €3, one has

Ca,d

a—gP — 1 a—
0<|z—yl™ BTCB,dP(SC) <z —y|™* 6706 ap(T) < (4.30)
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Combining the fourth term of the right-hand side of ([4.20), the second term of the right-
hand side of (A.27]) and the definition of 23 in (£28) and (£.30]), one get

1 1 p(x) — p(y) p—1 p(x) — p(y)
§Ca,dpp (95)/Q Wdy— TCg,dpp(ZL')/ ————"dy

s |T 0; lv—yl?
_ Lo @) / pl) — Z)(y) ay
2 , |z —yl|Hte (4.31)
p—1 / (p(x) — p(y))|z — y|**+*7 '
-—0C x d
P paf’(7) Qs |z — y|dte Y
7o) o, |z —ylite Y
where
Co.d d
1 :
Consider the the third term of the right-hand side of ([{26) and ([£31]), we obtain
1 T T) —
3Coar ) [ Py oy [ R
2 Td\Q3 |x_y| Q3 |$_y| (4 32)
- p(x) — py) p(x) — p(y) '
IC*Pplx/id + Cip™ — W,
(@) Ta | — y|PTe @ Ta\Q, |7 — yltTe
where
0<C, < %, C* 4 C, = 22
Combining (4.20), (£27), (4.31]) and (€32]), one has
(~A)Spprt + 22 ; P LnK pp’
1 o —r(y)
~ —(—=A)z 1 o, d
keZd\{O} (4.33)
PR J e OO [ e
p—1
Pt [ AR =)o) - pla)dy
p Td\Q3
Next, we claim that the following inequality holds
) Y —()dyd:c > 0. (4.34)

_ d+a
kEZd\{O} Td |l’ Yy + k|
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For any k € Z%, one has
p) —ply) . _ / p*(z) — py)p(z) d
a [T —y + k[*Te Ta |z —y+ k[dte
L [ @) = ry) L[ (p(z) = p(y)?
= £ P g dy  (4.35
Ta | —y + k|tte L Ta | —y + k|ite (4.35)
21/ p*(@) = p*(y)
T

d |x—y+k:|d+a

Since p = 2", through discussion similar with ([£3H), to obtain
pP(z) — p*(y)
Ta |7 =y + k|4t
1 4 _ 4
L iy [ 2 (z) = p'(y)
22 Td |x—y+k|d+0‘
n—1 n—1
L o (2) / pr@) = W),
2n—1 Td |x—y+k|d+0‘
2 pE(x) = p5(y)

= —p2(x .
" (=) Ta |2 —y + k|4t

1 p(r) — p(y) |
pp (.CL’) T \x—y+k\d+ady2 ipp (SL’)

v

(4.36)

v

Integrate on both sides of ([Z38]) over T?, one get

1 plx) — p(y) / / P2 (y)
dydr > — —d dx. 4.37
pop (SL’) /Td ‘SL’ —y+ ]{Z|d+a * poz o Td |$ —y+ ]{Z|d+a ( )
The formula on the rlght—hand side of ({37) can be written as

/ % (z) dydx / (x) — pily )dydz
Td Td |$—y+k|d+o‘ Td T |$—y+k|d+a
()
- = dydx
/]T‘d Td ‘x_y+k‘d+a (4 38)
p2(x) = p>(y)
dyd
/w T |x—y+k|d+‘“ -
> pE(y) — p2(2)
_Z 2 dydzx.
Q/W” @ July o+ CHE
And as k € Z4\ {0} is symmetrical, one get
Z / p2(y) — P;(SZ)JFQ dydz
2 Ty a )
()
dydzx 4.
kez\{0} / B |y o + k|d+a 0

» (y)
dxd
/ * w|x—y+k|d+“xy

keZ4\{0}
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Then, we deduce by (£37), ([£38) and (4.39]) that
P Y p(x) — p(y) dyda
Td

keZd\{0}
_ p(x) — p(y)
Z / P v |x_y+k|d+adydx
keZd\{O}
()
dydz
kEZd\{O} / T4 ‘ZL’ -y + k|d+a
()
————dydx
kezzd\:{o} /]Td Td |5E—y‘|‘k5|dJr
P (y) pg (z)
— = pz( dydz
kesz\:{O}/ T |y s +( o) |dt (4.40)
()
p2(x) adyd:v
ke;\{o} /]Td Td |$—y‘i‘k|cpr
()
- — ————~dxdy
kezzd\:{()}/ T I:v —y + k‘lc”a

(y), » )
Q(Pz(x)— 2(y))dxdy
P rczvo ( Td JTd ‘35 - y+k‘d+

/ / Pt (y))? )
dzdy ) >0
_ d+a —
keZd\{O}( Td JTd |ZE ?H‘ k‘|

so we finish the proof of (£34]). For the second term of the right-hand side of (£33]), we
deduce by (A40) that integrate over T?, one get

/T Ca ") Y —()dyd:c > 0. (4.41)

_ d+a
kGZd\{O} Td |Zl§' y + k'|

By a discussion similar to (4A41l), for the third term of the right-hand side of ([£.33),
integrate over T?, one has

5 C*pP ) /T Mdydx > 0. (4.42)

d |l’— |d+o‘

The fourth term of the right-hand side of (L33]) can be expressed as

C*pp_l(z)/qr M = C.pP Mz )/T %dy

nay =yl nay [ —

(@) / P g,

d\Qg |,',U - y‘d+a

(4.43)
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As p(x) > 0, for the first term of the right-hand side of (£43]), one has
- p(x)
C.pP Yz / — T dy >0, 4.44
(@) Ta\Q, |7 — ylite 4)
and we deduce by the definition of Q3 in ([A28) and ([A29) that
) [ iy <0 s i@ E @ [ sy
Qs 1T — Y| To\Qs (4.45)
d+a p—1 _
< C(L+ p(@)=+=2) [T % [lpllep” ().

Combining ({44), (445) and Hélder’s inequality, integrate both sides of ([{43]) over T¢ to

obtain
_ C*pp—l(x)/jr Mdydx

Td d\ Qg |£E - y|d+a

< O(L+ p(@)77) T | pll o /T P (@) dw (4.46)

_ d+a
< C(L+ p(@)=+7) T [ Il

According to the definition of Q3 in (428 and ([A.29)), the fifth term of the right-hand side
of ([33)) can be estimated as

L= [ o, M@= 96l —p(y))dy' < Clp(@) +p(@) =) P (2). (4.47)

Integrate the fifth term of the right-hand side of ([£33) over T¢, we deduce by ([E47) and
Holder’s inequality, one has

/w 1%[),) (@) /Td\gg AK (z = y)(p(x) — p(y))dydz

< Clpf@) + (@) 777) | () (448)

B—d
< C(p(T) + p(x) ' o7 || plIF,-

Notice that p(Z) is defined in ([d3]), the constant C' in ([44€) and ([A4]) is dependent of
p,a, B and d. Integrate the first term of the right-hand side of ([@33)) over T?, and apply
Lemma 2], to obtain

1

o _ 1 P
o Gl 9 (1.49)

Combining (£.33), (L41), (£42)), ([£44), (£48)) and (£.49)), the second term and third term
of left-hand side of ([A.28]) can be estimated as

— / (=A)2 ppP~tde — p-1 AK x ppPdx
T b Jm (4.50)

1, » _ . _dta _ 4 B=d_
< — o8 lg +C (L4 p@)H42) + (@) + p(@) 7)) ol
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By Corollary 4.2 (£.25) and (4.50), we deduce that for any 0 <t < 7, one get
d p _\_dta _ 14 Bd
Lol < o825 +2C (L4 p@)20) + (o) + o) 5520)) ol

219 _dta 14 B—d_ p (451>
< —lp 135 +pC ((1+ (20w)F555) + (200 + (2Cs0) *759) ) 1ol

where 79 is defined in ([@20). If denote
cl:pc(uf%@cggﬁ%%>+«zcwﬁ-@cmf+£%%». (4.52)
Then the ({51 can be written as

d P
Zllelze < —lp> 125 + Cilloll7,- (4.53)
Define -
7 :min{p " ,To}. (4.54)
C

Since [|po — pllr < Dy, then ||pol|rr < Do +p. We deduce by solving the differential
inequality in (£53) that for any 0 <t < 7, one has

Ip(t, )lr < 2(Do + p).
This completes the proof of Lemma 0

For the local L? estimate of solution to Equation (IL1I), we obtain the L? estimate of
solution is independent of A. In the proof, we avoid using some energy inequalities, and
the main idea of proof is similar with Lemma .3l However, the p — p is not always a
positive, the details of proof can have some different.

Lemma 4.4. Let f—d < a < 2,0 € (d,d+1),d > 2, p(t,z) is the solution of Equation

(I2) with initial data po(x). Suppose that po(x) satisfies [({-14)-([{-10). Then there exist
a time 11 > 0, for any 0 <t < 1, we have

1
lp(t,-) = plle < 2(BF —7°)>.

Proof. Let us multiply both sides of Equation (II) by p — p and integrate over T¢, to
obtain

1d, _ - . B
§§||p—p|liz+z4/ U~Vp(p—p)dw+/ (=A)2p(p —p)dx
b o (4.55)

+ [ V- (pB(p))(p — p)dz = 0.

Td
As the incompressibility of u, the second term of the left-hand side of (LEH) can be
estimated as

A/ u-Vp(p—p)dr=0. (4.56)
Td
Integrating by parts the fourth term of the left-hand side of (£5H), one get

/T VB == [ Vo Blo)(p )i+ / OV Blp)p~ )

1

(4.57)
= _5/ (p —0)*AK * pdx +/ p(p—p)AK * pdz.
Td Td
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Combining (4.55), (£56) and (457, to obtain
1d o 1 _
o=l + [ (8ioo—pde =3 [ (=P AK < pds

2dt (4.58)
+/dp(p—ﬁ)AK*pd:c:O.
T
Next, we consider (—A)2p(p—p) and —5(p —p)*AK = p+ p(p — p)AK * p. According to
the definition of fractional Laplacian in (1)), the (—A)2 p(p — 7) can be written as

%(—A)

+ Cadp p)x) > D) =pl) g,

_ d+a
kEZd\{O} Td |QU Yy + k|

Caalp=P@) [ ple) — ) 4

TiQ, |T— Yyl

Caalp 7)) | pla) — o)

Q, |z —yldte

wle

(=A)%p(p—p) = p(p—7)

(4.59)
_I_

_l_

N~ N~

and for the —%(p —D)?AK * p+ p(p — p)AK * p, we deduce by the definition of K in
Section 1 that

1
—5 (P =P)AK « p+plp = P)AK = p

50 =) [ ARG =)o) = o)y

~plp = 7)) [ AK (o= 1)(pla) = o)y
=50 [ K= 0)(ol) )y (4.60)

+ %Cﬁ,d(p—ﬁ)Q(x)/ Mdy

o lz—yl’
oo [ K)ot~ o)

~ Caarlp—Plo) [ pla) — o) 4,

Q |5E - y|ﬁ

where C, 4 is defined in ([22)), Cs4 is defined in (BI2). And the domain Q4 = Q(x)
depends on x, which is defined by

1
Q=) ={yllr—y| <e}, 0<e< 1 (4.61)

In this paper, we denote

L G o
w=mind 3 Gt ™ ) (162
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where p(Z) is defined in (@3]). Then for any x € T?, when y € (4, one has

1 ) N o . Ca
0 < glo =y Chalp(z) + 1) < Glr — Yl P Cpulp(@) +7) < =75 (463)

Combining ({61, ([A62) and [G3), the second term and fourth term of right-hand side
of (E60) can be written as

%Cﬁ,d(ﬂ—ﬁ)z(x)/ Mdy

Q |1' - ?/|B

- Caalp—pipto) [ D=Ly,

o, T —yl?

) _%(p FC ) /94 %dy (4.64)
O R
~~Cilo—p) [ By
where
0<Co< CZ’d' (4.65)

Combining the third term and the fourth term of right-hand side of ([£59]), the second
term and fourth term of right-hand side of ({.60), (£.64]) and (4.GH), one has

0o =)o) [ Oy S pta) [ HE by

Td\Q4

+ %Cﬁ,d(p —p)*(x) / Mdy — Cyalp —9)p(x) / Mdy

Q |$—y\ﬁ Q \:c—y|5

1 _ p(x) = ply) plz) — ply)
~SCaito=p0) [ Ay e o) [ A,

Td\Q4

(4.66)
_ p(z) — p(y)
it [ A0,
0(p p) 0 |Zl§'—y|d+a )
1 _ p(z) = p(y) _ / p(z) — p(y)
~ =C, —D)(x / 7(1 +Ci(p— — 70
el =P)@) [y Cilp—7) | Py
_ p(z) — py) ) / p(r) — p(y)
=Ch.(p— 70[ Cy — =2y,
1, (p p)(l’) /’]I‘d\Q4 |$_ |d+a y_l_ (p p) T4 |l'—y|d+a Yy
where
1 | L 1
—Caa < Cl < =Cyas Chis+ Cl = _Ca,d- (467)

4 2 77 2
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Therefore, we deduce by ([@.59), (£60) and ([4.60) that

(—A)2p(p - p)—%(p p)’AK % p+ p(p—p)AK *p

1 o p(y)
N§( A)2p(p—p)+ Cadp P)( ke;\{O} T ‘x_y+k‘d+ady
+30-pP@) [ ARG = y)(p() - )iy (4.68)
Td\Q4

oo [ AR )iote) — o)y
ton- [ Ay cio-p [ A,

By a discussion similar with (£.41]), for the second term and the sixth term of right-hand
side of (E68) , integrate over T?, one get

—p(y)
C'a dyd
/Td alp=p)( Z Td|x—y+k|d+0‘yx

keZd\{o} — (p(y) = p) (4.69)
= Coalp—7)( / dydx > 0,
Jueuto-n 3 [ T
and
Ci(p—p)(z) / L_dfm)dydx > (). (4.70)
Td Ta |7 — Y|

According to the definitions of K in Section 1, the domain 4 in ([£GI)) and the p(Z) in
(#3), to obtain

IAK(z — )| < O+ p(@)&¥55), y e TN\, (4.71)
and

[, 18K = yldy < 00+ p@), (4.72)
Td\Qy

where C' = C(a, d, 5,p). Then the third term of right-hand side in (£.68]) can be estimated
as

S0 [ AR iote) = o)
< oo —po) | o AR =)y (4.73)

B —_
< C(p(@) + p(@) 577 (p — P)*(2).
Integrate the third term of right-hand side in ([68) over T¢, we deduced by (T3] that

3 o) [ ARG o) — o)y
< C(p(@) + p(T)+=7a7) /T (o= 7P()da (4.74)

-d _
< C(p(@) + p(@) " 557) || p — D32
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Combining (LT71)), ([A72) and Holder’s inequality, for the fourth term of right-hand side
of (A.68), one get

\<p Poo) [ ARG =)o) - p(y))dy'
Td\Qy

_ '<p ~P0e) [ ARG =) (0) =)~ (o) 7)) dy\

Td\Qy
< p@|(o - )P / AK (2 — y)|dy

Td\Qy
Fo@le- [ 1AKE - )ll(ply) - P)ldy

T\, (4.75)
< C(p(@) + p(@)5555) | (p — D)
+Clo(@) + o@D =D [ 1(00) =Py

B—d 2

< C(p(E) + p(@) Fo57)| (p — )|
+ CVIT(p(@) + p@) " 555) (0 — D)0 — P)| 12
< C(p@) + p@) 5 77) (0= D)2 + (0 = Dllp = P)l12) -

According to ([AT7H) and Holder’s inequality, integrate the fourth term of right-hand side
in ([A6Y) over T¢, one has

[ o=@ [ ARG = )(o() = pl)iyde

Td\Q4

< Clo(@) +p@ " 775) [ ((0-PP+0-Pllo-P2)de (4 7

Td

_ 1y el _ _

< Clp(@) + p(@)" " =+=2)(|p = pll72 + VITllp — 7llZ2)
B-d _
< C(p(@) + p(@) =77 |lp = pll 2
The fifth term of right-hand side of (£G8) can be written as
_ p(z) = ply
Crolp—p)a) [ A=,

TiQ, |T—ylTT

Td\Qy |z — y|dte

X (4.77)

= Crlp=P@) [y

Td\Qy |Zl§' -

— Cip — p(2) /T Mdy

g, T —yltte

Obviously, for the first term of the right-hand side of (£.77), one has

Ciolp =P (@) [ !

—dy >
Td\Qy |z — y|dte

0, (4.78)
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and combining the definition of )4 in (£.61]) and Holder’s inequality, the second term of
the right-hand side of ({.77) can be estimated as

Crolp=p)a) [ Mdy\

Ti\Q, |T — Y|t

< C+p@FF o= pl(@) [ |- pldy (4.79)

Td\Q4

< CVITI(L + p@) T555) | p = P12l (0 — Pl (2).

Through ([ET79) and Holder’s inequality, integrate the fifth term of right-hand side in (ELGS))
over T¢, to obtain

Crotp—p)a) [ A= gy

Td TiQ, T =yl
< VI + @)l = p)las | lip =) (480)
_ a+d _
< CIT|(1 + p(@)=+57) [l p = D)II7:
a-+d _
< O+ p@)= 7)o = P)lz2.
Integrate the first term of the right-hand side of (68) over T¢, and applying the Lemma
211 one get

1

T T
3 | plo =)z = Sl (481)

Combining [AGS), [@389), @.10), 1), (ET06), ([A80) and (8T, the second term, the

third term and the fourth term of the left-hand side of (£58)) can be estimated as
o 1 _ .
—/Td( A)2plp = p)dz + 5 / (p = P)*AK * pdx — /po(p — PJAK * pdx

B
<= —||p||2-a + Clp(@) + (@) =) o — 73
+C(p(@) + p@) Tl = BlI3s + C(1+ p@ 75 [p = 7) 32

< = Sllllys +€ (o) + 9@ F75) + (1 + p(0)789)) 1 = 7

Combining ||po||z~ < Cu, Corollary .2l and Lemma [£.3] we imply that for any ¢ € [0, 7],
the second term of right-hand side of ([L.82)) can be expressed as

¢ ((p(@) + p@”%‘w + (14 p(@)75) )l = 73
< C (2050 + (200) " 575) + (L4 (2C)757) ) || = 72,
where 7 is defined in (£.54)). If denote
Oy =20 ((2000 +(2000) FeTa B ) + (14 (205) 745 a)) (4.84)
Then we deduce by ([A58), [A82), ([A83]) and (£34) that for any ¢ € [0, 7], one has

d _ _
Ellp—plliz < —llpll%5 + Callp = 7llz=. (4.85)

(4.82)

(4.83)
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21n2
71 = min {—n 7'6} . (4.86)
Cs

Since [|py — 7|12 < (B2 — 7%)2. By solving the differential inequality in (85, then we
deduce that for any 0 < ¢ < 7y, one has

_ o\
p(t, ) =72 < 2(B3 —7°)z.
This completes the proof of Lemma [4.4] O

Define

Remark 14. (1). In fact, since L* norm of solution of Equation (I1) is conserved, so
we also get the local L?, LP estimates of the solution only depend on the local L™ estimate
by interpolation inequality. In this paper, we need to get the local L*, LP estimates of the
solution only depend on the L? and LP of initial data py. This is a necessary technical
requirement in our discussion.

(2). In fact, the estimation of ||p — pl||rz can also be established by Kato-Ponce type
inequality (see [13 27, B1]), Young’s inequality and Gagliardo-Nirenberg inequality. In
this paper, we give a new proof, the main idea of proof is from the estimation of ||p|| L
in Lemma [{.3 Notice that, our proof is more general, the estimate of ||p — pl|r2 can be
obtained for the case of 8> d, —d < a < 2, see Remark[3.

(3). In the proof of Lemma[{.3 and Lemma we omit the discussion of the com-
mutativity of integration and summation. The strategies and ideas of discussion can be

referred to [17].

(4). Comparison with [48], the local estimates of solution to Equation (I1) is compli-
cated and difficult, which is from the destabilizing effect of mizing. Namely, for the L™
estimate, since B(p) is strong singular kernel, the AK ¢ L', we use the singular integral
formulation of fractional Laplacian to control the singular part of nonlinear term, which is
applied in the proof of Proposition[31. For the LP estimates, the nonlinear term produces
an estimate of the derivative of solution by energy method. As technical difficulties, it
can not be controlled by dissipative term. According to of Proposition [3.1], the estimate
of the derivative of solution depends on constant A, see Remark[1l. Then the local time
is very short if A is large enough, and it may not satisfy (Z.21). In other words, mizing
has is destabilizing effect for the estimation of the derivative of solution. So we need some
new techniques and piece estimate to overcome this difficulties. In this paper, we use the
similar idea with the proof of L™ estimate and some useful techniques, which is from 2d
quasi-geostrophic equation (see [17T]).

5. GLOBAL ESTIMATE OF SOLUTION TO EQUATION ([I.1I)

In this section, we establish the global L estimate of solution to Equation (L.I]) by
bootstrap argument. For the analysis of mixing effect, some new ideas and techniques are
introduced, and obtain the global L* estimate by nonlinear maximum principle. Firstly,
we give an approximation lemma.

Lemma 5.1. Let f —d < a < 2,8 € (d,d+ 1),d > 2, u(x) is weakly mizing. Suppose
that p(t,x),n(t, x) are the solution of Equations (I1) and (213) respectively with initial
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data po(x). If po(x) satisfies [{.14)-({4.16]), then for every t € [0, 7], there exist a finite
positive constant C' > 0, such that

|Px(p = m)(t. )12 < ONCuo(Bf — 7)1, (5.1)
where 1, is defined in {{.80) and Py is defined in (2.8).

Proof. Consider the Equations (L)) and ([ZI2I), to obtain

0y(p = 1) + Au-V(p—n) + (=A)%(p—n) + V- (pB(p)) = 0. (5.2)
By Duhamel’s principe and (2.I4]), then the solution p — n of (5.2]) can be expressed as

(0 —m)(t,2) = / 13 (V- (pB(p)(t — 5.°)) ds, (5.3)

where the definition of e=*4 can be referred to Section 2. The operator Py is applied to
(5.3), then one get

t
Pylp=n(ta) = [ Pue 5 (V- (pB())(t — 5..)) ds. (5.4)
0
Combining Lemma 2.9, Holder’s inequality and Young’s inequality, to obtain

[Pye™ 3 (V- (pB(p))(t = 5,-)) [l12

< |[Pn (V- (pB(p)(t = s,-)) [| 2

< NIpVE % (=)t — 5,12

< CN|lp(t = s, )= VK L|[(p = D) (E = 5, 2.
For any 0 < s <t < 7y, where the 7y is defined in (L.86]), then t — s € [0, 71]. We deduce
by Corollary and Lemma [4.4] that

lo(t = 5, )= < 2C, [l(p =Dt = 5,-)llz2 < 2(BF = 7°)>. (5.6)

As ||[VK ||z is bounded, then for any 0 < ¢ < 71, combining (5.4]), (5.3]) and (5.6)), we have

(5.5)

[1Px(p = n) ()2 < /0 |Pve™ 3 (V - (pB(p))(t = 5,)) | r2ds

< [ Nlott = 5. M 1Kl o= s, sds (51
< AC|VEK | NCw(B] — )2t
< ONCoo(B2 — %)zt

This completes the proof of Lemma [5.1] O

Remark 15. In the Lemma i1, we only need to consider the low frequency part of the
solution to Equations (I1) and (Z13) for establishing the approximation lemma, which is
different from [14, 48] 31], B6]. And for the case of B > d,f —d < a < 2 (see Remark[3),
the proof of Lemma 51 needs simple modification.
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Let us denote p(t, x) is the solution of Equation (LLI]) with initial data py(z). Define
Az (p—7)|? A2 p||?

o) — o INHO =P A

20 |lp=pllz. =0 llp=7llz

Based on the idea of contradiction and the estimate of semigroup to linear problem, we
establish the estimate of ®(A), this is a new observation for mixing effect. The main
lemma is as follows

(5.8)

Lemma 5.2. Let f—d < a < 2,0 € (d,d+1),d > 2, p(t,z) is the solution of Equation

(L) with initial data po(x). Suppose that po(x) satisfies (- 14)-(7-10). If u(x) is weakly
mizing, then there exist a set X(t) C [0, 7], and |X(t)| = 3, such that for all t € (1), we
have

lim ®(A) = +oo, (5.9)

A—+o00

where T, is defined in ([{.80), P(A) is defined in (2.8) and |X(t)| is measure of X(t).

Proof. In fact, we need to prove that for any G > 0, there exists a positive constant Ag
and a set X(t) C [0, 7], and [X(t)| = 5, such that for any A > Ay and all ¢ € ¥(t), one
has

A3 |2
18%ple (5.10)
o —Pll7-

Next, we give the proof by contradiction. If (B.I0) is not true, then there exist a positive
constant ¢’ > 2Cy, a sequence {4, }°°, and a set ¥, () C [0, 7], such that

lim A, =00, [Z(t)] =2, (5.11)
n—00 2
where Cy is defined in ([&84)). And for any A,,n =1,2,---, one get

A% p|)?
sup 12202 g (5.12)
tes (t) H/) - /7HL2

Without loss of generality, we assume that for any ¢ € ¥;(¢), one has

lo(t, ) = pllr: > B, (5.13)

where B is defined in (A7), the details can be referred in Remark According to
(1), we know that for any ¢ € ¥(¢), one get

1A% p(t, )12 < 8'llp(t, ) = Pl (5.14)
If choose N, such that
AZ > 44, (5.15)
We claim that for any ¢ € ¥ (t), we have
_ 1 _
17 = Pa)(o(t, ) = D)2 < llo(t ) = Pllze- (5.16)

Because if (5.10]) is not true, then there exist ¢’ € ¥;(¢), such that

I(Z = Px)(p(t', ) = D)II7 > illp(t’, ) =Pl (5.17)
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Notice that Py is defined in (2.8), we deduce by (5.I5) and (EI7) that
IAZp(t', )72 = |AZ (T = Pa)p(t', )72
> AT = Pr)(p(t' ) = DIz (5.18)
> &t )~ e

This is in contradiction with (5.14]), we finish the proof of (5.16). According to (5.13]) and
(EI6), we deduce that for any ¢ € 31(t), one get

_ _ 3
1P (p(t, ) = D)ll72 > lep( ) = pll7: > 432 (5.19)
Denote (B2 2
80 BO _ p T
Combining lim A, = oo and Lemma 2.8 for A, is large enough, we can define
n—o0
Ty 71
=— < —. 5.21
U(HT) 6 (5:21)
We claim that there exists to € 31 (t) and [to, to + 7) C [0, 7], such that
1 to+7 ) 1
[ 1Pt )~ Pt > 152 .22
T Ji, 10
If (522) is not true, then for all t; € ¥4 (t), [t;,t; + 7) C [0, 7], and
[ti,ti+7)ﬂ[tj,tj+7') :@, 7::0,1,2,"' 5 (523)
one can get
1 [utr o 1,
L ettt ) - ) udt < B2 (5.24)
T Ju, 10
If denote
E=Jtiti+7), Er=EnSi(t)=J(t.t: + 7) N1 (1) (5.25)
Combining (£.23), (5:24)) and (5.25), we imply that
[ 1Px(ott) =Dt < [ 1Puolt, )~ )t
F1 E
ti+T1
=§j/ |Py(p(t, ) — B)|2adt (5.26)
~ 1OB2 ZT —B 171-
According to (0.23]) and the definition of £ in (ISEI), one has
71 71
— < |E| < —. 0.27
< g < (527
As By C ¥4(t), then we deduce by (5.19) and (5.27) that
3 B}
| Pr(p(t, ) = D)7adt = $ BYIEY| = 7. (5.28)

B 4
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Obviously, (5:26) and (5.28)) are contradictory, so we finish the proof of (5.22)). Next,
consider the equations

Op+ Agu-Vp+ (=A)2p+ V- (pB(p) =0, polx) = plty, z), (5.29)
and
O+ Awu-Vn+ (=A)2n =0, wolz) = p(ty, z). (5.30)

Then for the solution p(t, x) of Equation (5.29), we deduce by Corollary and Lemma
4] that

o) = pllze < 2BF =7, ot )lzw < 20x, 0<t<m,  (531)
where 71 be defined in (L54). Combining the Equation (5.30) and (2.I4]), to obtain
n(to+t,x) —p=e Hin(p(ty,z) — p). (5.32)

Therefore, we deduce by the Lemma 27, (520), (52I) and (32]) that for A, is large
enough, one has

/I|PN77 p)|[72dt = /Hsze_tHa plto, z) — p)|7dt
= _/ e (p(to, ) — p) |7 dt
T Jo

1 /7 o
< e"lolto, ) - Pl / 2R, gy
0

- (5.33)
e
<——|p(to, z) — B
< 2\IJ(}%)TH/)( 0:%) = P12
eﬂ'
< —||p(t — 7%
< ot ) - Pl
1
— B}
— 40!
For any ¢ € [0, 7] and A, is large enough, the right-hand side of (5.1I) can be estimated as
T, \°_ 1
N?CZ(Bj — p)t* < CN*CZ (B < —Bj. 5.34
CNCL(BE -7 < ONCLBE - 7) (g ) < 3B 6
Then we deduce by Lemma B and (534)) that for any ¢ € [0, 7], one has
1
I1Py(o—mto + 1,3 < 7 B% (5.3)

Furthermore, we deduce by (5.33)) and (5.35]) that for any ¢ € [0, 7], we have
1 /7 _ 2 [T _
Lot 1)~ s <2 [ iexatto +1.) ~ 7 st

0 0

2 T
+- / Py (p(to +t,-) —n(to +t,-))||22dt  (5.36)
0

< —.
— 10
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However, we deduce by (£.22)) that

1 /7 _ 1 [flotT _ 1
—/ [P (p(to +t.-) = p)|IZ2dt = —/ 1P (p(t,) = D)I72dt > =B (5.37)
T Jo T to 10
Obviously, (5.306) and (5.31) are contradictory, namely, (5.10) is true. Then
Jim®(4) = +o0. (5.38)
This completes the proof of Lemma O

Remark 16. For (313), if there exist ty € 341(t), such that

lo(t2, ) = Pllz2 < Bi.
then the local solution can be extended to [0,ty + 71]. The details can be referred to the
proof of Proposition [5.3.

Remark 17. In the Lemmalid, the relationship between ®(A) and A depends on «, 3, po, d
and u.

Now, we establish global L> estimate of the solution to Equation (IT]) in the case of
weakly mixing.

Proposition 5.3 (Global L™ estimate). Let f—d < a < 2,0 € (d,d+1),d > 2, p(t,z) is
the solution of Equation (I1) with initial data po(x). Suppose that po(z) satisfies (4.14)-
(4-16). If u(z) is weakly mizing, then there exist a positive constant Ay = A(a, 3, po, d),
such that for A > Agy, we have

[o(t, )z < CLe, t€ [0, +00].

where Cr= 1s a finite positive constant.

Proof. Combining (Z85]) and the definition of ®(A) in (5.8)), to obtain

d _ _
prile plz2 < =lpll% g + Cellp = Pliz

(5.39)
< =0(A)|lp = pl72 + Caollp — lI72-
Then we deduce by (5.39) and Gronwall’s inequality that
T1
1Gp = P)(71,)lIZ2 < llpo — PlI72 exp (/ (—®(A) + C2)dt)
0 . (5.40)
< = plfsexp(= [ @(A)at),
0
According to Lemma [5.2] and (5.40), when A is large enough, one has
i =7 < = lsexn (= [ aar)
t
(5.41)

< €™ gy — plz exp (— S @ (A)dt

< B2
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Combining (@I7), (541]), Lemma 3] and interpolation inequality, to obtain

] I
(1, ) = Dllee < llp = 2ll72ll0 =2l 1" < Do. (5.42)
Thus one has
lo(71, M » < Do + 5. (5.43)
According to Lemma 3 for any ¢ € [0, 1], one has
It )zr < 2(Do + p). (5.44)

If denote
p(t) = p(t,7;) = max p(t, x).
x€Td

Combining Lemma and t € [0, 7], if p(t) satisfies the (2.6]), we deduce by (AI6]) and
(5:44)) that

p(t) < C(d,p)llp(t,)llr < 2C(d, p)(Do +7) < Cuc. (5.45)
If not, then p(t) > 2C(d, p)(Do+p) and p(t) satisfies (Z70]). According to ([A3]) and (5.44),
one get

dN 4. P _B—d _
P < =G5 4+ Cp(@) T + Cp(@)?, te (0,7, (5.46)

where

B C(a,d,p)
2" (Do +7))'0
Notice that the constants C(d, p) and C(«, d, p) are from Lemma [Z3l We set

5

My = max{z| — Csz'*'& + Ca* a5 + Ca? = 0}, (5.47)
and denote
Cypoe = max {2C(d, p)(Do + 7), Mo, | o1} . (5.48)
Since p > ﬁ:ﬁ_ﬁ, then
ppPe g, Pmd (5.49)
d d+a—

Solving the differential inequality of (5.40), we deduce by the definition of Cr~ in (5.48])

and (5.49) that
ﬁ(t) < (Cp~, te€ [O,Tl]. (550)

According to (B47) and (548), we know that Cp is independent of p(z). Without loss
of generality, we take Cy, = C~. Combining (5.45) and (E50), to obtain

lp(t, Mo < Cree t €10, 7). (5.51)

For the solution p(t,z) of Equation (III), by the similarity with (5.41) and (G.43]), we
deduce by bootstrap argument that for any n € Z*, one has

lp(nT1,-) = Pll2 < Bi,  |p(n7,)|le < Do + .
Then by the similarity with (5.51]), for any n € Z*, one get
llp(t, e < Cree  t €[0,nm].

Thus for any t > 0, we have
[p(t, )| < Cpee.
This completes the proof of Proposition OJ
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Let us prove the Theorem [[LT] briefly.

The proof of Theorem[I1l. According to the proof of Proposition 3.1l and Proposition (.3,
we deduce that for the solution p(t, z) of Equation (ILT]), one has

IDpllz <00, [[D*pllre <00, [[D?llz= <00 0<t< o0,
By using standard continuation argument, we have
p(t, ) € C(RT; W*(T7).
This completes the proof of Theorem [L.1] O
Remark 18. In fact, for any k > 1, py € WF>(T4), we can obtain

p(t,z) € C(RT; Wh>(T%).

6. APPENDIX

6.1. Nonlinear maximum principle. The nonlinear maximum principle of fractional
Laplancian operator has been extensively studied and applied, the details can be referred
to [10, 15, 28, [48]. In this section, we establish a nonlinear lower bound for the |D*f|, k €
Z7F on tours T¢. The main idea of proof is from [I5].

Lemma 6.1. Let f € S(T¢) and denote by T € T¢ the point such that
|Df*(@) = max|Df[*(x).
zeTd

Then we have the following

DFf(%) — D 2 D 2+ (=
[ RID=DIOR,, 1D/ o)
T4 T —y| [£11Z
or
[DfI() < cal[ flze, (6.2)
where D denotes any partial derivative, and cyi,cy are positive constant.
Proof. We denote
[Df(@) — Df(y))?
F= dy. 6.3
/w Ty Y (63)

Define a radially non-decreasing smooth cut-off function, it is as follows

(@) = {0 ol <3 (6.4)

1 [ > 1,

and 0 < x < 1. Let R > 0 be a constant, to be chose later. Since for any y € T?, one has

[Df(@) = Df(y)]* = (Df)*(@) — 2Df(@) D[ (y). (6.5)
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Then if R < 1, combining ([6.3]), (6.4) and (6.5]), to obtain
Df(x)— D 2
ps [ PID=DIGE /iy,
Td

|f__lAd+a

> %xw/wy -2 %XW R)dy

| prog g

R)
2 1P [ ety AN [ PR

> D)y 1) - e PO

s o IPIP@)  IDFI@)I|f [l
=G Re €2 Ro+1 !

R
> |DfP(E /| y/|d+ad IDfI®

where
= ¢1(d, a, x) > 0, ¢y = co(d, o, x) > 0.
Define
205 | o=
| DfI(@)
If R <1, we deduce by (6.0]) and (G.7) that

Df|? D N
P2 gl2@ _ DGl
—d (i)am_d <g)”aw
F\ 24 bl >\ 2, 1712
_ (i_ 1 ) ()1 (| Df])*(T)
(ch)  [Ifllg=

R=

(6.8)

2a 21+a

DS (@)
bl

If R > 1, by the definition of R in (G.1), one get

_ 20 lle
e

:Cl

> 1, (6.9)
then through (69), we obtain

IDFIE) < 22 i < eallf i (6.10)

1

Therefore, for any f € S(T9), at least one of (6.8) and (6.I0) is true. This completes the
proof of Lemma [6.1] 0

Remark 19. The case of R? has been proved, the details can be referred to [15].

For the case of |[D¥f|, k € Z*, we also has the similar result with Lemma B.1] it is as
follows
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Corollary 6.2. Let f € S(T%) and denote by T € T? the point such that
|D*f[*(w) = max |Df[*(x).
z€eTd

Then we have the following

Dk =\ Dk 2 Dk 24a (=
[ RPN o)
T4 T —yl [ D=1 |
or
|D*fI(@) < ol ID* £l 1o, (6.12)
where k € Z*, D denotes any partial derivative, and ci,cy are positive constant.
Proof. By the similar with the proof of Lemma [6.I], we can get the Corollary 6.2 O

6.2. The estimate of operator. We give the proofs of Lemma and Lemma 2.9
The proof of Lemma[2.8. We only claim that gminf V(HS) < +oo implies that U* has a
— 400

nonzero eigenfunction in H2 (T%) N X, where U* is defined in (2I0). In this case, there

exists a sequence {4,,}°°_; and constant 6y € R*, such that lim A,, = 400 and
m—r+00

U(HS ) <8, m=1,2,---. (6.13)

Combining (21I1)), [21I3) and (EI3), we imply that for any fixed m, there exists A, €
R, fin € D(H), such that ||f,,]|z2 =1 and

I(HS,, = iAm) fmll 2 < do. (6.14)
According to Cauchy-Schwartz inequality and (6.14]), one has
IA% fullZe = Re{fns gm) < |l fnll 2l gimll 2 < o, (6.15)
where
gm = (Hzm - Z)‘m)fm (616)

Thus there exists f, € Hz(T?) and a subsequence of {f,,}°_,, still denote by {fim}°_;,
such that

fmn = fo in L*(T9 (6.17)
is strongly convergence and

lfollLz2 =1, fo€ X.

Combining the definition of (G160 and the property of fractional Laplacian, we know that
for any f € H*(T%), one has

(gms ) = (N7 frns A2 f) + A -V fon, £) = i fons f). (6.18)
As f € H3(T?) and lim A,, = oo, we deduce by (6.14)), (617) and ([GIS) that

A

—0, m— oo, (6.19)

Am
where we use the
(G, ) — (A2 fr, A2 F)| < Nlgmllz2l| Fllz2 + A2 foullz2l|AZ £ 22

< dol| fllz2 + 05 1A% £ 2.
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As w is divergence-free and (6.I7), one has
<ume>f>:_<fmauvf>_)_<f0auVf>:<uvf0af>’ m — 00, (620)

and

<.fm7f>_><.f0af>a m — o0.
Notices that the (6.20) indicates that u - V fy is well define in the sense of inner product.
Combining ([6.19) and (6.20)), to obtain

lim i—(fm, f) = (u-Vfo, f). (6.21)

m——+00 Am

Since H2(T%) is dense in H'(T?), then there exist a f; € H'(T%), such that

[(fo = f1, fo)l = |{fo, fo) — (fo, f1)| < %>

without loss of generality, we assume that (fo, f1) = % If we take f = fi, then one has

(fm, f1) = (fo. fr) = (fo, f1) = !

5 #0, m — oo.
Therefore, we deduce by (G.21)) that

L An »
5 XZA—m — <U'Vf0,f1> =i\

Then for every f € HY(TY), we get
Ao, f) = lim 22 (fo ) = (- Vi, ).

m——+o0 Am

If A =0, one can know that fy is a constant, this is contradictory to fy € X. Then
u-Vfo=12Xfo, fo#0.

Thus f, is a nonzero eigenfunction of operator U’ in H%(T%) N X, this contradicts the
definition that u is weakly mixing. So we have

This completes the proof of Lemma O

Next, we give the proof of Lemma by Lemma 2.8
The proof of LemmalZ9. According to the definition of U* in (ZI0) and H% in [2I3)), the

. _ @ .
semigroup e "4 can written as

e~tHE = (-2 Tyt (6.22)
Combining the Fourier series and (6.22), for f € D(H$), one has
e Mif(x) = S e WUTAF (k). e TV (6.23)
kezd
The operator Py is applied to ([6.23), then one get
Pye Mif(z) = 3 e MDA (k)e, (6.24)

|k|<N



GENERALIZED KELLER-SEGEL SYSTEM 45
We deduce by Parseval’s identity that

[ Pre iz = 37 e M T () (6.25)

[k|<N

We claim that for any ¢ > 0 and A is large enough, one has

|Pve™ ™3 f||Z2 < Cl| Py fIZe (6.26)
where C' > 1 is a fixed constant. If ¢ = 0, we can easily get

| Pve A fl17 = [| P fIZ2- (6.27)
For t > 0 and A is large enough, if

[Pxe™ i f| 72 > Ol Py 22, (6.28)

then the e 74 f(x) has the process of energy moving to low frequency. In fact, according
to the definition W(HY), [ZI5) and the Lemma 28, we deduce that the e 4 has only
the process of energy moving to high frequency if A is large enough. Thus the (628 is
not true. Then for t > 0 and A is large enough, one has

[Pve A fll2 < ClIPy ] 2 (6.29)
Combining (6.27) and ([6.29), we show that for any ¢ > 0, if A is large enough, we have

|Pve™ A fll 2 < C|| Py fl 2. (6.30)
This completes the proof of Lemma 2.9 O

Acknowledgement
The author would like to thank Professor Weike Wang for helpful discussion. The research
are supported by the National Natural Science Foundation of China 11771284.

REFERENCES

[1] Y. Ascasibar, R. Granero-Belinchén, and J. M. Moreno. An approximate treatment of gravitational
collapse. Phys. D, 262:71-82, 2013.

[2] J. Bedrossian and M. Coti Zelati. Enhanced dissipation, hypoellipticity, and anomalous small noise
inviscid limits in shear flows. Arch. Ration. Mech. Anal., 224(3):1161-1204, 2017.

[3] J. Bedrossian and S. He. Suppression of blow-up in Patlak-Keller-Segel via shear flows. SIAM J.
Math. Anal., 49(6):4722-4766, 2017.

[4] J. Bedrossian, N. Masmoudi, and V. Vicol. Enhanced dissipation and inviscid damping in the inviscid
limit of the Navier-Stokes equations near the two dimensional Couette flow. Arch. Ration. Mech.
Anal., 219(3):1087-1159, 2016.

[5] P.Biler and G. Karch. Blowup of solutions to generalized Keller-Segel model. J. Evol. Equ., 10(2):247—
262, 2010.

[6] P. Biler and W. A. Woyczynski. Global and exploding solutions for nonlocal quadratic evolution
problems. SIAM J. Appl. Math., 59(3):845-869, 1999.

[7] A. Blanchet, J. Dolbeault, and B. Perthame. Two-dimensional Keller-Segel model: optimal critical
mass and qualitative properties of the solutions. Electron. J. Differential Equations, pages No. 44,
32, 2006.

[8] N. Bournaveas and V. Calvez. The one-dimensional Keller-Segel model with fractional diffusion of
cells. Nonlinearity, 23(4):923-935, 2010.

[9] M. P. Brenner, P. Constantin, L. P. Kadanoff, A. Schenkel, and S. C. Venkataramani. Diffusion,
attraction and collapse. Nonlinearity, 12(4):1071-1098, 1999.



46
[10]
[11]

[12]

[13]

[14]

BINBIN SHI

J. Burczak and R. Granero-Belinchén. Suppression of blow up by a logistic source in 2D Keller-Segel
system with fractional dissipation. J. Differential Equations, 263(9):6115-6142, 2017.

A. P. Calderéon and A. Zygmund. Singular integrals and periodic functions. Studia Math., 14:249-271
(1955), 1954.

J. Che, L. Chen, B. Duan, and Z. Luo. On the existence of local strong solutions to chemotaxis—
shallow water system with large data and vacuum. J. Differential Equations, 261(12):6758-6789,
2016.

P. Constantin, N. Glatt-Holtz, and V. Vicol. Unique ergodicity for fractionally dissipated, stochasti-
cally forced 2D Euler equations. Comm. Math. Phys., 330(2):819-857, 2014.

P. Constantin, A. Kiselev, L. Ryzhik, and A. Zlatos. Diffusion and mixing in fluid flow. Ann. of
Math. (2), 168(2):643-674, 2008.

P. Constantin and V. Vicol. Nonlinear maximum principles for dissipative linear nonlocal operators
and applications. Geom. Funct. Anal., 22(5):1289-1321, 2012.

P. Constantin and J. Wu. Behavior of solutions of 2D quasi-geostrophic equations. SIAM J. Math.
Anal., 30(5):937-948, 1999.

A. Cérdoba and D. Cérdoba. A maximum principle applied to quasi-geostrophic equations. Comm.
Math. Phys., 249(3):511-528, 2004.

L. Corrias, B. Perthame, and H. Zaag. Global solutions of some chemotaxis and angiogenesis systems
in high space dimensions. Milan J. Math., 72:1-28, 2004.

N. Cusimano, F. del Teso, L. Gerardo-Giorda, and G. Pagnini. Discretizations of the spectral frac-
tional Laplacian on general domains with Dirichlet, Neumann, and Robin boundary conditions. STA M
J. Numer. Anal., 56(3):1243-1272, 2018.

H. L. Cycon, R. G. Froese, W. Kirsch, and B. Simon. Schréidinger operators with application to
quantum mechanics and global geometry. Texts and Monographs in Physics. Springer-Verlag, Berlin,
study edition, 1987.

M. Di Francesco, A. Lorz, and P. Markowich. Chemotaxis-fluid coupled model for swimming bacteria
with nonlinear diffusion: global existence and asymptotic behavior. Discrete Contin. Dyn. Syst.,
28(4):1437-1453, 2010.

R. Duan, A. Lorz, and P. Markowich. Global solutions to the coupled chemotaxis-fluid equations.
Comm. Partial Differential Equations, 35(9):1635-1673, 2010.

L. C. Evans. Partial differential equations, volume 19 of Graduate Studies in Mathematics. American
Mathematical Society, Providence, RI, second edition, 2010.

B. Fayad. Smooth mixing flows with purely singular spectra. Duke Math. J., 132(2):371-391, 2006.

B. R. Fayad. Weak mixing for reparameterized linear flows on the torus. Ergodic Theory Dynam.
Systems, 22(1):187-201, 2002.

A. Friedman. Partial differential equations. Holt, Rinehart and Winston, Inc., New York-Montreal,
Que.-London, 1969.

L. Grafakos and S. Oh. The Kato-Ponce inequality. Comm. Partial Differential Equations,
39(6):1128-1157, 2014.

R. Granero-Belinchén. On a drift-diffusion system for semiconductor devices. Ann. Henri Poincaré,
17(12):3473-3498, 2016.

S. He. Suppression of blow-up in parabolic-parabolic Patlak-Keller-Segel via strictly monotone shear
flows. Nonlinearity, 31(8):3651-3688, 2018.

T. Hillen and A. Potapov. The one-dimensional chemotaxis model: global existence and asymptotic
profile. Math. Methods Appl. Sci., 27(15):1783-1801, 2004.

K. Hopf and J. L. Rodrigo. Aggregation equations with fractional diffusion: preventing concentration
by mixing. Commun. Math. Sci., 16(2):333-361, 2018.

N. Ju. The maximum principle and the global attractor for the dissipative 2D quasi-geostrophic
equations. Comm. Math. Phys., 255(1):161-181, 2005.

T. Kato. Perturbation theory for linear operators. Classics in Mathematics. Springer-Verlag, Berlin,
1995. Reprint of the 1980 edition.

A. Kiselev, F. Nazarov, and R. Shterenberg. Blow up and regularity for fractal Burgers equation.
Dyn. Partial Differ. Equ., 5(3):211-240, 2008.



GENERALIZED KELLER-SEGEL SYSTEM 47

[35] A. Kiselev, R. Shterenberg, and A. Zlatos. Relaxation enhancement by time-periodic flows. Indiana
Univ. Math. J., 57(5):2137-2152, 2008.

[36] A. Kiselev and X. Xu. Suppression of chemotactic explosion by mixing. Arch. Ration. Mech. Anal.,
222(2):1077-1112, 2016.

[37] D. Li, J. L. Rodrigo, and X. Zhang. Exploding solutions for a nonlocal quadratic evolution problem.
Rev. Mat. Iberoam., 26(1):295-332, 2010.

[38] L. Li, J.-G. Liu, and L. Wang. Cauchy problems for Keller-Segel type time-space fractional diffusion
equation. J. Differential Equations, 265(3):1044-1096, 2018.

[39] Z. Lin and M. Xu. Metastability of Kolmogorov flows and inviscid damping of shear flows. Arch.
Ration. Mech. Anal., 231(3):1811-1852, 2019.

[40] J.-G. Liu and A. Lorz. A coupled chemotaxis-fluid model: global existence. Ann. Inst. H. Poincaré
Anal. Non Linéaire, 28(5):643-652, 2011.

[41] A. Lorz. Coupled chemotaxis fluid model. Math. Models Methods Appl. Sci., 20(6):987-1004, 2010.

[42] N. Masmoudi and W. Zhao. Enhanced dissipation for the 2d couette flow in critical space.
https://doi.org/10.1080/03605302.2020.1791180.

[43] K. W. Michele Coti Zelati, Tarek M. Elgindi. Enhanced dissipation in the navier-stokes equations
near the poiseuille flow. Submitted arXiv:1901.01571.

[44] T. Nagai. Blow-up of radially symmetric solutions to a chemotaxis system. Adv. Math. Sci. Appl.,
5(2):581-601, 1995.

[45] K. Osaki and A. Yagi. Finite dimensional attractor for one-dimensional Keller-Segel equations. Funk-
cial. Ekvac., 44(3):441-469, 2001.

[46] S. G. Resnick. Dynamical problems in non-linear advective partial differential equations. ProQuest
LLC, Ann Arbor, MI, 1995. Thesis (Ph.D.)-The University of Chicago.

[47] T. Senba and T. Suzuki. Weak solutions to a parabolic-elliptic system of chemotaxis. J. Funct. Anal.,
191(1):17-51, 2002.

[48] B. Shi and W. Wang. Suppression of blow up by mixing in generalized Keller-Segel system with
fractional dissipation. Commun. Math. Sci., 18(5):1413-1440, 2020.

[49] W. Wang and Y. Wang. The LP decay estimates for the chemotaxis-shallow water system. J. Math.
Anal. Appl., 474(1):640-665, 2019.

[50] D. Wei. Diffusion and mixing in flud flow via resolvent estimate. Submitted larXiv:1811.11904.

[51] D. Wei and Z. Zhang. Enhanced dissipation for the Kolmogorov flow via the hypocoercivity method.
Sci. China Math., 62(6):1219-1232, 2019.

[52] D. Wei, Z. Zhang, and W. Zhao. Linear inviscid damping and enhanced dissipation for the Kol-
mogorov flow. Adv. Math., 362:106963, 103, 2020.

[53] M. Winkler. Global large-data solutions in a chemotaxis-(Navier-)Stokes system modeling cellular
swimming in fluid drops. Comm. Partial Differential Equations, 37(2):319-351, 2012.

1 ScHOOL OF MATHEMATICAL SCIENCES , SHANGHAI JIAO TONG UNIVERSITY, SHANGHAI, 200240,
P.R.CHINA.
Email address: binbinshi@sjtu.edu.cn


http://arxiv.org/abs/1901.01571
http://arxiv.org/abs/1811.11904

	1. Introduction
	2. Preliminaries
	2.1. Nonlocal operator
	2.2. Functional spaces and notations
	2.3. Mixing effect

	3. Local existence and continuation criterion
	4. Local estimate of solution to equation (1.1)
	5. Global estimate of solution to equation (1.1)
	6. Appendix
	6.1. Nonlinear maximum principle
	6.2. The estimate of operator

	References

