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BOUNDEDNESS AND FINITE-TIME BLOW-UP IN A

REPULSION-CONSUMPTION SYSTEM WITH NONLINEAR

CHEMOTACTIC SENSITIVITY

ZIYUE ZENG AND LI YUXIANG⋆

Abstract. This paper investigates the repulsion-consumption system
{

ut = ∆u+∇ · (S(u)∇v),

τvt = ∆v − uv,
(⋆)

under no-flux/Dirichlet conditions for u and v in a ball BR(0) ⊂ R
n. When τ = {0, 1} and

0 < S(u) 6 K(1 + u)β for u > 0 with some β ∈ (0, n+2

2n
) and K > 0, we show that for any

given radially symmetric initial data, the problem (⋆) possesses a global bounded classical

solution. Conversely, when τ = 0, n = 2 and S(u) > kuβ for u > 0 with some β > 1

and k > 0, for any given initial data u0, there exists a constant M⋆ = M⋆ (u0) > 0 with

the property that whenever the boundary signal level M > M⋆, the corresponding radially

symmetric solution blows up in finite time.

Our results can be compared with that of the papers [J. Ahn and M. Winkler, Calc.

Var. 64 (2023).] and [Y. Wang and M. Winkler, Proc. Roy. Soc. Edinburgh Sect. A,

153 (2023).], in which the authors studied the system (⋆) with the first equation replaced

respectively by ut = ∇· ((1+u)−α∇u)+∇· (u∇v) and ut = ∇· ((1+u)−α∇u)+∇· (u
v
∇v).

Among other things, they obtained that, under some conditions on u0(x) and the boundary

signal level, there exists a classical solution blowing up in finite time whenever α > 0.

1. Introduction

In this paper, we consider the following repulsion-consumption system


















ut = ∆u+∇ · (S(u)∇v) , x ∈ Ω, t > 0,

τvt = ∆v − uv, x ∈ Ω, t > 0,

(∇u+ S(u)∇v) · ν = 0, v =M, x ∈ ∂Ω, t > 0,

u(x, 0) = u0(x), τv(x, 0) = τv0(x), x ∈ Ω,

(1.1)

where Ω = BR(0) ⊂ R
n is a ball, M > 0 is a given parameter and τ = {0, 1}. The

scalar functions u and v denote the cell density and the chemical concentration consumed by

cells, respectively. S(u) represents the chemotactic sensitivity of cells, which generalizes the
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2 ZENG AND LI

prototypical choice in S(u) = uβ for u > 0 with some β > 0. The main purpose of this paper

is to determine the explosion-critical parameter associated with the chemotactic sensitivity

function S(u) in system (1.1).

The system (1.1) originates from the chemotaxis-consumption system, which describes the

intricate patterns formed by the colonies of Bacillus subtilis as they seek oxygen [4, 12, 19],
{

ut = ∇ · (D(u)∇u)−∇ · (uS(u, v)∇v),
vt = ∆v − uv,

(1.2)

where D(u) and S(u, v) denote the diffusivity and the chemotactic sensitivity of cells, respec-

tively. The system (1.2) with D(u) = 1 and S(u, v) = χ, subjected to homogeneous Neu-

mann boundary conditions, has been investigated extensively. If n > 2, Tao [14] obtained

a global bounded classical solution for system (1.2) under the condition that ‖v0‖L∞(Ω) is

sufficiently small. Zhang and Li [31] demonstrated that if either n 6 2 or n > 3 and

0 < χ 6 1
6(n+1)‖v(x,0)‖L∞ (Ω)

, the global classical solution (u, v) converges to ( 1
|Ω|
∫

Ω
u0, 0) ex-

ponentially as t → ∞. For arbitrary large initial data, Tao and Winkler [16] proved that

when n = 2, the global classical solution of (1.2) is bounded, satisfying (u, v) → ( 1
|Ω|
∫

Ω
u0, 0)

as t → ∞; when n = 3, the problem admits global weak solutions, which eventually be-

come bounded and smooth. Moreover, such solutions also approach the spatially constant

equilibria ( 1
|Ω|
∫

Ω
u0, 0) in the large time limit. When n > 4, Wang and Li [22] showed that

this model possesses at least one global renormalized solution. For more details about the

modeling of chemotaxis-consumption models, we refer to the survey [9].

When D(u) extends the prototypical choice in D(u) = cDu
m−1 for u > 0, there are also

some results for system (1.2) subjected to homogeneous Neumann boundary conditions.

Among the results obtained by Wang et al. [27], if m > 2 − 2
n
with n ≥ 2, the system

(1.2) with a sufficiently smooth S(v) possesses a unique global bounded classical solution

in a convex smooth bounded domain. In the case that S(u, v) = 1 and n > 3, some

authors conducted further researches. Relaxing the assumption that m > 2 − 2
n
in [27] to

m > 2 − 6
n+4

, in a convex domain, Wang et al. [26] obtained global classical solutions for

system (1.2) in the case of non-degenerate diffusion, and global weak solutions for system

(1.2) in the degenerate case. Subsequently, for the degenerate diffusion, Wang and Xiang [29]

removed the convexity assumption on the domain in [26,27] and established global bounded

weak solutions under the condition that m > 2 − n+2
2n

. In general domain, the range of

m was relaxed from m > 2 − 2
n
in [27] to m > 3

2
− 1

n
by Fan and Jin [6], who obtained

global bounded classical solutions for system (1.2) with non-degenerate diffusion, and global

weak solutions for system (1.2) with degenerate diffusion. Moreover, the obtained solutions

converge to ( 1
|Ω|
∫

Ω
u0, 0) as t→ ∞.

When n > 2, D(u) > cD(1 + u)m−1 and S(u) 6 cS(1 + u)q−1, where m ∈ R and q ∈ R,

Wang et al. [24] demonstrated that if q < m + n+2
2n

, the classical solution of system (1.2)

with homogeneous Neumann boundary conditions is globally bounded; if q < m
2
+ n+2

2n
,
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the solutions of system (1.2) exist globally. There are also some results about the global

existence of solutions for system (1.2) with logistic source under homogeneous Neumann

boundary conditions [7, 11, 23, 25].

For the radially symmetric no-flux/Dirichlet problem of system (1.2) withD(u) = S(u, v) =

1, Lankeit and Winkler [8] found that there are globally bounded classical solutions when

n = 2. For n ∈ {3, 4, 5}, they further constructed global weak solutions. Yang and Ahn [30]

considered the parabolic-elliptic system (1.5) with D(u) = 1 and S(u, v) = S(v), where S(v)

may allow singularities at v = 0, and established the global existence and boundedness of

radial large data solutions when n > 2.

Recently, the following repulsion-consumption system
{

ut = ∇ · (D(u)∇u) +∇ · (uS(u, v)∇v) ,
0 = ∆v − uv,

(1.3)

along with the no-flux/Dirichlet boundary conditions, has been studied by some authors,

where Ω is a ball in R
n and D(u) extends the prototypical choice in D(u) = (1 + u)−α. For

system (1.3) with S(u, v) = 1
v
and n > 2, Wang and Winkler [28] found that, for initial data

in a significantly large set of radial functions on Ω, the corresponding problem possesses a

finite-time blow-up solution when α > 0. For n = 2 and S(u, v) = 1, the explosion critical

parameter for system (1.3) was discovered by Ahn and Winkler [1]. They proved that when

α > 0, for each initial data u0, it is possible to identify M⋆(u0) > 0 such that there exists a

classical solution blowing up in finite time whenever the boundary signal level M > M⋆(u0);

conversely, when α 6 0, for each initial data and M > 0, there exists a global bounded

classical solution. For n = 2 and S being a rotation matrix with some θ ∈ (0, 2π], Dong et

al. [3] proved that the corresponding system (1.3) with α > 0 admits a finite-time blow-up

solution.

When the chemotactic sensitivity is linear, the results from [1, 28] indicate that an in-

hibitory effect of the diffusion is necessary in system (1.3) for the occurrence of blow-up

phenomenon. Inspired by this, we consider system (1.1) with linear diffusion to determine

an explosion critical parameter related to the nonlinear chemotactic sensitivity function.

Main results. Suppose that the chemotactic sensitivity S and initial data u0 respectively

satisfy

S ∈ C2([0,∞)) is such that S(ξ) > 0 for ξ > 0, (1.4)

and

u0 ∈ W 1,∞(Ω) is radially symmetric and nonnegative with u0 6≡ 0. (1.5)

For the parabolic-parabolic problem, we also assume that,

τ = 1 and v0 ∈ W 1,∞(Ω) is positive in Ω̄ and radially symmetric with v0 =M on ∂Ω.

(1.6)
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We give two preliminary propositions addressing the local existence, uniqueness and ex-

tensibility of the classical solution to (1.1) with τ = 0 or τ = 1, which can be proved through

a direct adaptation of the existence theory from [18].

Proposition 1.1. Let n > 1, R > 0 and Ω = BR(0) ⊂ R
n. Assume that S(ξ) and u0

satisfy (1.4) and (1.5) respectively. Then there exist Tmax ∈ (0,+∞] and a unique radially

symmetric pair (u, v) which solves (1.1) with τ = 0 in the classical sense in Ω × (0, Tmax),

satisfying
{

u ∈ ⋃q>n C
0 ([0, Tmax) ;W

1,q(Ω)) ∩ C2,1
(

Ω̄× (0, Tmax)
)

and

v ∈ C2,0
(

Ω̄× (0, Tmax)
)

.

In addition, u > 0, v > 0 in Ω̄× (0, Tmax) and

if Tmax <∞, then lim sup
t→Tmax

‖u(·, t)‖L∞(Ω) = ∞.

Moreover we have
∫

Ω

u(x, t)dx =

∫

Ω

u0(x)dx, t ∈ (0, Tmax) (1.7)

and

v(x, t) 6M, (x, t) ∈ Ω× (0, Tmax) . (1.8)

Proposition 1.2. Let n > 1, R > 0 and Ω = BR(0) ⊂ R
n. Assume that S(ξ) satisfies (1.4).

Suppose that u0 and v0 satisfy (1.5) and (1.6) respectively. Then there exist Tmax ∈ (0,+∞]

and a unique radially symmetric pair (u, v) which solves (1.1) with τ = 1 in the classical

sense in Ω× (0, Tmax), satisfying
{

u ∈ C0(Ω̄× [0, Tmax)) ∩ C2,1(Ω̄× (0, Tmax)) and

v ∈
⋂

q>nC
0 ([0, Tmax);W

1,q(Ω)) ∩ C2,1(Ω̄× (0, Tmax)).

In addition, u > 0, v > 0 in Ω̄× (0, Tmax) and

if Tmax <∞, then lim sup
t→Tmax

‖u(·, t)‖L∞(Ω) = ∞.

Moreover we have
∫

Ω

u(x, t)dx =

∫

Ω

u0(x)dx, t ∈ (0, Tmax) (1.9)

and

‖v(·, t)‖L∞(Ω) 6 ‖v0‖L∞(Ω), t ∈ (0, Tmax). (1.10)

Now we state our main results.
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Theorem 1.3. Let Ω = BR(0) ⊂ R
n (n > 2) with R > 0 and τ = {0, 1}. Assume that S(ξ)

satisfies (1.4) and

0 6 S(ξ) 6 K(1 + ξ)β, ξ > 0 (1.11)

with some β ∈ (0, n+2
2n

) and K > 0. Suppose (1.5) and (1.6) are valid. Then the corresponding

classical solution (u, v) of (1.1) is globally bounded, i.e.,

‖u(·, t)‖L∞(Ω) 6 C, t > 0

with some C > 0 depending on K, R and β.

Theorem 1.4. Let Ω = BR(0) ⊂ R
2 with R > 0 and τ = 0. Assume that S(ξ) satisfies (1.4)

and

S(ξ) > kξβ, ξ > 0 (1.12)

with some β > 1 and k > 0. Given any u0 satisfying (1.5), there exists a constant M⋆ =

M⋆ (u0) > 0 such that if M > M⋆, the corresponding classical solution (u, v) of (1.1) blows

up in finite time, i.e., Tmax <∞, and

lim sup
tրTmax

‖u(·, t)‖L∞(Ω) = ∞.

Remark 1.1. Due to the limitation of the method, the finite-time blow-up in the parameter

region β > n+2
2n

for n > 3 is left open.

The challenge of detecting blow-up. Applying the method of [1,28], we transform the

system (1.1) into a single parabolic equation of the mass distribution function. We introduce

a moment-type function φ (defined by (3.11)) and our aim is to establish a superlinear

differential inequality for φ to detect finite-time blow-up. Due to the nonlinear chemotactic

sensitivity, dealing with wwβ
s is the main issue in this problem. Since the signal is degraded

rather than produced, we cannot easily prove wss 6 0 as done in [21, Lemma 2.2] to deal

with this issue. To overcome this difficulty, we define an auxiliary function ψ(t) in (3.12),

which is different from that in [1,28] in establishing the differential inequality, and build up

a relationship between w and ψ in Lemma 3.5.

The rest of the paper is organized as follows. The purpose of Section 2 is to obtain the

global bounded classical solutions for system (1.1) with τ = {0, 1} and 0 < β < n+2
2n

under

radial assumptions. In Section 3, if Ω = BR(0) ⊂ R
2 and τ = 0, we demonstrate the finite-

time blow-up phenomenon under the conditions that β > 1 and M sufficiently large, which

implies that β = 1 is optimal when τ = 0 and n = 2.

2. Boundedness when τ = {0, 1} and 0 < β < n+2
2n

In this section, we shall prove Theorem 1.3. We first recall a Gronwall’s lemma.
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Lemma 2.1. Let t0 ∈ R, T ∈ (t0,∞], h > 0 and b > 0. Suppose that the nonnegative

function g ∈ L1
loc(R) satisfies

1

h

∫ t+h

t

g(s)ds 6 b, t ∈ (t0, T ) .

Then for any a > 0 we have
∫ t

t0

e−a(t−s)g(s)ds 6
bh

1− e−ah
, t ∈ [t0, T ) .

Consequently, if y ∈ C ([t0, T )) ∩ C1 ((t0, T )) satisfies

y′(t) + ay(t) 6 g(t), t ∈ (t0, T ) ,

then

y(t) 6 y (t0) +
bh

1− e−ah
, t ∈ [t0, T ) .

Proof. Its detailed proof can be found in [20, Lemma 3.4]. �

The following two lemmas give some basic observations on v.

Lemma 2.2. Let Ω = BR(0) ⊂ R
n (n > 2) and (u, v) be the classical solution of problem

(1.1) with τ = 0. Suppose that S and u0 satisfy (1.4) and (1.5) respectively, then there exist

constants C1 > 0 and C2 = C2(R) > 0 such that

‖∇v(·, t)‖L2(Ω) 6 C1, t ∈ (0, Tmax) (2.1)

and

|vr(r, t)| 6 C2, (r, t) ∈
(4R

5
, R
)

× (0, Tmax) . (2.2)

Proof. Multiplying the second equation in (1.1) by (M − v) and integrating by parts, using

(1.7) and (1.8), we see that
∫

Ω

|∇v|2dx 6

∫

Ω

uv(M − v)dx 6M2

∫

Ω

udx =M2

∫

Ω

u0dx, t ∈ (0, Tmax),

which implies (2.1). It follows from the second equation in (1.1) that

vr =r
1−n

∫ r

0

ρn−1uvdρ 6 r1−nM

∫ R

0

ρn−1udρ

=r1−nM
1

ωn

∫

Ω

u0dx 6

(4R

5

)1−n

M
1

ωn

∫

Ω

u0dx, (r, t) ∈
(4R

5
, R
)

× (0, Tmax) ,

which implies (2.2). �

Lemma 2.3. Let Ω = BR(0) ⊂ R
n (n > 2) and (u, v) be the classical solution of problem

(1.1) with τ = 1, then, for each σ ∈
[

1, n
n−1

)

, α ∈ (1,+∞) and r0 ∈ (0, R), one can find

constants C3 = C3(σ) > 0 and C4 = C4(α, r0) > 0 such that

‖∇v(·, t)‖Lσ(Ω) 6 C3, t ∈ (0, Tmax) (2.3)
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and

‖vr‖Lα((r0,R)) 6 C4, t ∈ (0, Tmax). (2.4)

Proof. For fixed 1 6 p0 6 p1 6 ∞, according to well-known smoothing estimates for the

Dirichlet heat semigroup
(

et∆
)

t>0
on Ω ( [5], [13, Section 48.2]), there exist positive constants

λ, C5 and C6 such that

∥

∥∇et∆ϕ
∥

∥

Lp1 (Ω)
6 C5‖ϕ‖W 1,∞(Ω), ϕ ∈ W

1,∞
0 (Ω) (2.5)

and

∥

∥∇et∆ϕ
∥

∥

Lp1 (Ω)
6 C6 ·

(

1 + t
− 1

2
−n

2
( 1
p0

− 1
p1

)
)

e−λt‖ϕ‖Lp0(Ω), ϕ ∈ C0(Ω̄). (2.6)

For fixed σ ∈ [1, n
n−1

), thanks to (1.9), (2.5) and (2.6), we apply a variation-of-constants

representation to v to obtain

‖∇v(·, t)‖Lσ(Ω) =‖∇ (v(·, t)−M) ‖Lσ(Ω)

=

∥

∥

∥

∥

∇et∆ (v0 −M)−
∫ t

0

∇e(t−s)∆
(

u(·, s)v(·, s)
)

ds

∥

∥

∥

∥

Lσ(Ω)

6C5 ‖v0 −M‖W 1,∞(Ω)

+ C6‖v0‖L∞(Ω)‖u0‖L1(Ω)

∫ ∞

0

(

1 + t−
1
2
−n

2
+ n

2σ

)

e−λtdt, t ∈ (0, Tmax),

which implies (2.3).

Choosing χ(r) ∈ C∞([0, R]) such that 0 6 χ 6 1, χ ≡ 0 in
[

0, r0
2

]

and χ ≡ 1 in [r0, R],

and using the second equation in (1.1), we have

(

χ(r) (v −M)
)

t
=
(

χ(r) (v −M)
)

rr
+ b(r, t), (r, t) ∈ (0, R)× (0, Tmax) , (2.7)

where

b(r, t) =

(

n− 1

r
χ(r)− 2χr(r)

)

vr(r, t)− χrr(r) (v(r, t)−M)

− χ(r)u(r, t)v(r, t), (r, t) ∈ (0, R)× (0, Tmax) . (2.8)

Due to Proposition 1.2 and (2.3), we can deduce that b(r, t) ∈ L∞ ((0, Tmax);L
1( r0

2
, R)
)

.

According to the known regularity of the Dirichlet heat semigroup
(

et∆
)

t>0
in one dimension,

using (2.7) and χ · (v −M) = 0 on
{

r0
2
, R
}

× (0, Tmax), we can find C7 = C7 > 0 such that
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whenever α ∈ (1,∞),

‖vr‖Lα((r0,R)) 6
∥

∥∂r
(

χ · (v(·, t)−M)
)
∥

∥

Lα(( r0
2
,R))

=

∥

∥

∥

∥

∂re
t∆
(

χ · (v0 −M)
)

+

∫ t

0

∂re
(t−s)∆b(·, s)ds

∥

∥

∥

∥

Lα(( r0
2
,R))

6C5 ‖χ · (v0 −M)‖
W 1,∞(( r0

2
,R))

+ C6

∫ t

0

(

1 + (t− s)−1+ 1
2α

)

e−λ(t−s) ‖b(·, s)‖
L1(( r0

2
,R)) ds

6C7, t ∈ (0, Tmax). (2.9)

We complete our proof. �

The following lemma provides an estimate for an integral of u(R, t) with respect to t.

Lemma 2.4. Let Ω = BR(0) ⊂ R
n (n > 2) and (u, v) be the classical solution of problem

(1.1) with τ = {0, 1}. Assume that (1.5) and (1.6) are valid. Suppose that S(ξ) satisfies

(1.4) and (1.11) with 0 < β < n+2
2n

and K > 0, then there exists a constant C8 = C8(β,R,K)

such that
∫ t+h

t

u(R, s)ds 6 C8, t ∈ (0, Tmax − h), (2.10)

where h = min
{

1, 1
2
Tmax

}

.

Proof. We fix ζ ∈ C∞(Ω̄) such that 0 6 ζ 6 1, ζ ≡ 0 in B̄R
4
(0) and ζ ≡ 1 in Ω̄\B̄R

2
(0).

Multiplying the first equation in (1.1) by ζ2(1 + u)a−1 (0 < a < 1) and integrating by parts,

we find that

1

a

d

dt

∫

Ω

ζ2(1 + u)adx

=

∫

Ω

ζ2(1 + u)a−1(∆u+∇ · (S(u)∇v)dx

=(1− a)

∫

Ω

ζ2(1 + u)a−2 |∇u|2 dx+ (1− a)

∫

Ω

ζ2(1 + u)a−2S(u)∇u · ∇vdx

− 2

∫

Ω

ζ(1 + u)a−1∇u · ∇ζdx− 2

∫

Ω

ζ(1 + u)a−1S(u)∇v · ∇ζdx, t ∈ (0, Tmax). (2.11)

For the three terms on the right side of (2.11), we apply Young’s inequality and (1.11) to

deduce that
∣

∣

∣

∣

(1− a)

∫

Ω

ζ2(1 + u)a−2S(u)∇u · ∇vdx
∣

∣

∣

∣

6
(1− a)

4

∫

Ω

ζ2(1 + u)a−2 |∇u|2 dx+ (1− a)K2

∫

Ω

ζ2(1 + u)a+2β−2|∇v|2dx (2.12)
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and

∣

∣

∣

∣

−2

∫

Ω

ζ(1 + u)a−1∇u · ∇ζdx
∣

∣

∣

∣

6
1− a

4

∫

Ω

ζ2(1 + u)a−2 |∇u|2 dx+ 4

1− a

∫

Ω

(1 + u)a|∇ζ |2dx, (2.13)

as well as

∣

∣

∣

∣

−2

∫

Ω

ζ(1 + u)a−1S(u)∇v · ∇ζdx
∣

∣

∣

∣

6K2

∫

Ω

ζ2(1 + u)a+2β−2|∇v|2dx+
∫

Ω

(1 + u)a|∇ζ |2dx. (2.14)

For one of the same terms on the right side of (2.12), (2.13) and (2.14), we use Hölder’s

inequality to obtain

∫

Ω

(1 + u)a|∇ζ |2dx 6

(

∫

Ω

1 + udx
)a

·
(

∫

Ω

|∇ζ | 2
1−adx

)1−a

. (2.15)

In the following, we divide the regions of the parameters β and a into three cases to derive

the lemma.

Case 1 : 0 < β 6 1
2
and 0 < a < 1. Thus, we have a+ 2β − 2 < 0. Due to (2.1) and (2.4)

with r0 =
R
4
and α = 2 > 1, along with u > 0, we infer that

∫

Ω

ζ2(1 + u)a+2β−2|∇v|2dx 6

∫

Ω

ζ2|∇v|2dx 6 max{C2
1 , ωnR

n−1C2
3}. (2.16)

Summing up (2.11)-(2.16), there exists a constant C9 = C9(a, β, R,K) > 0 such that

1− a

2

∫

Ω

ζ2(1 + u)a−2 |∇u|2 dx 6
1

a

d

dt

∫

Ω

ζ2(1 + u)adx+
( 4

1− a
+ 1
)

∫

Ω

(1 + u)a|∇ζ |2dx

+ (2− a)K2

∫

Ω

ζ2(1 + u)a+2β−2|∇v|2dx

6
1

a

d

dt

∫

Ω

ζ2(1 + u)adx+ C9, t ∈ (0, Tmax).

Integrating this differential equation on (t, t+h) for all t ∈ (0, Tmax−h) with h = min
{

1, 1
2
Tmax

}

,

and using (1.7) and (1.9), we derive that there exist positive constants C10 = C10(R) and
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C11 = C11(a, β, R,K) such that

∫ t+h

t

∫ R

R
2

∣

∣

(

(1 + u)
a
2

)

r

∣

∣

2
drds

6C10

∫ t+h

t

∫

Ω

ζ2(1 + u)a−2 |∇u|2 dxds

6
2C10

a(1− a)

∫

Ω

ζ2
(

1 + u(·, t+ h)
)a
dx− 2C10

a(1− a)

∫

Ω

ζ2
(

1 + u(·, t)
)a
dx+

2C9

1− a
h

6
2C10|Ω|1−a

a(1− a)

(

∫

Ω

1 + u (·, t+ h) dx
)a

+
2C9

1− a

6C11. (2.17)

It follows from (2.17) with a = 2
3
and Gagliardo-Nirenberg inequality to find a positive

constant C12 = C12(R) such that

∫ t+h

t

u(R, s)ds 6

∫ t+h

t

(

1 + u(R, s)
)

5
3ds

6

∫ t+h

t

‖(1 + u)
1
3 (·, s)‖5

L∞((R2 ,R))ds

6C12

∫ t+h

t

‖
(

(1 + u)
1
3

)

r
(·, s)‖2

L2((R2 ,R))
‖(1 + u)

1
3 (·, s)‖3

L3((R2 ,R))
ds

+ C12

∫ t+h

t

‖(1 + u)
1
3 (·, s)‖5

L3((R2 ,R))ds

=C12(|Ω|+ ‖u0‖L1(Ω))C11 + C12(|Ω|+ ‖u0‖L1(Ω))
5
3 (2.18)

for all t ∈ [0, Tmax − h) with h = min
{

1, 1
2
Tmax

}

.

Case 2 : 1
2
< β < n+2

2n
and 0 < a 6 2 − 2β. Thus, we have a + 2β − 2 6 0. Similarly, we

also obtain

∫ t+h

t

∫ R

R
2

∣

∣

(

(1 + u)
a
2

)

r

∣

∣

2
drds 6 C11. (2.19)
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Taking 0 < a = 1 − β 6 2 − 2β in (2.19), and upon application of Gagliardo-Nirenberg

inequality, there exists constant C13 = C13(R) > 0 such that

∫ t+h

t

u(R, s)ds 6

∫ t+h

t

(

1 + u(R, s)
)2−β

ds

6

∫ t+h

t

‖(1 + u)
1−β
2 (·, s)‖

4−2β
1−β

L∞((R2 ,R))
ds

6C13

∫ t+h

t

‖
(

(1 + u)
1−β
2

)

r
(·, s)‖2

L2((R2 ,R))‖(1 + u)
1−β
2 (·, s)‖

2
1−β

L
2

1−β ((R2 ,R))
ds

+ C13

∫ t+h

t

‖(1 + u)
1−β
2 (·, s)‖

4−2β
1−β

L
2

1−β ((R2 ,R))
ds

=C13(|Ω|+ ‖u0‖L1(Ω))C11 + C13(|Ω|+ ‖u0‖L1(Ω))
2−β (2.20)

for all t ∈ [0, Tmax − h) with h = min
{

1, 1
2
Tmax

}

.

Case 3 : 1
2
< β < n+2

2n
and 2 − 2β < a < 1. Thus, we have 0 < a + 2β − 2 < 1. Using

Hölder’s inequality, (2.2) and (2.4) with 2
3−2β−a

> 0 and r0 =
R
4
, for τ = {0, 1}, we can find

a positive constant C14 = C14(a, β, R) such that

∫

Ω

ζ2(1 + u)a+2β−2|∇v|2dx

6

(
∫

Ω

1 + udx

)a+2β−2

·
(
∫

Ω

ζ
2

3−2β−a |∇v| 2
3−2β−adx

)3−2β−a

6

(
∫

Ω

1 + udx

)a+2β−2

· (ωnR
n−1)3−2β−a

(

∫ R

R
4

|vr|
2

3−2β−adx

)3−2β−a

6C14.

By means of this, and similar to the proof of (2.17), we also have

∫ t+h

t

∫ R

R
2

∣

∣

(

(1 + u)
a
2

)

r

∣

∣

2
drds 6 C11. (2.21)
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We utilize (2.21) with 2− 2β < a = 3−2β
2

< 1, along with Gagliardo-Nirenberg inequality, to

find a constant C15 = C15(R) > 0 such that

∫ t+h

t

u(R, s)ds 6

∫ t+h

t

(

1 + u(R, s)
)

5
2
−β

ds

6

∫ t+h

t

‖(1 + u)
3−2β

4 (·, s)‖
10−4β
3−2β

L∞((R2 ,R))
ds

6C15

∫ t+h

t

‖
(

(1 + u)
3−2β

4

)

r
(·, s)‖2

L2((R2 ,R))‖(1 + u)
3−2β

4 (·, s)‖
4

3−2β

L
4

3−2β ((R2 ,R))
ds

+ C15

∫ t+h

t

‖(1 + u)
3−2β

4 (·, s)‖
10−4β
3−2β

L
4

3−2β ((R2 ,R))
ds

=C15(|Ω|+ ‖u0‖L1(Ω))C11 + C15(|Ω|+ ‖u0‖L1(Ω))
5
2
−β (2.22)

for all t ∈ [0, Tmax − h) with h = min
{

1, 1
2
Tmax

}

.

Therefore, (2.18) and (2.20), together with (2.22), imply (2.10). Moreover, for any β ∈
(0, n+2

2n
) and a ∈ (0, 1),

∫ t+h

t

∫ R

R
2

∣

∣

(

(1 + u)
a
2

)

r

∣

∣

2
drds 6 C11, t ∈ [0, Tmax − h), (2.23)

as a consequence of (2.17), (2.19) and (2.21). �

The following lemma provides a spatio-temporal uniform bound for vr near the boundary.

Lemma 2.5. Let Ω = BR(0) ⊂ R
n (n > 2) and (u, v) be the classical solution of problem

(1.1) with τ = 1. Suppose that S(ξ) satisfies (1.4) and (1.11) with β ∈ (0, n+2
2n

) and K > 0,

then for any radially symmetric u0 and v0 satisfy (1.5) and (1.6) respectively, there exists a

constant C16 = C16(β,R,K) such that

|vr(r, t)| 6 C16, (r, t) ∈
(4R

5
, R
)

× (0, Tmax) . (2.24)

Proof. We choose ζ ∈ C∞([0, R]) such that 0 6 ζ 6 1, ζ ≡ 0 in B̄R
2
(0) and ζ ≡ 1 in

Ω̄\B 3R
4
(0). Multiplying the first equation in (1.1) by ζ2(1 + u), integrating by parts, and
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then applying Young’s inequality, we find that

1

2

d

dt

∫

Ω

ζ2(1 + u)2dx+

∫

Ω

ζ2(1 + u)2dx

=−
∫

Ω

ζ2 |∇u|2 dx−
∫

Ω

ζ2S(u)∇u · ∇vdx

− 2

∫

Ω

ζ(1 + u)∇u · ∇ζdx− 2

∫

Ω

ζ(1 + u)S(u)∇v · ∇ζdx+
∫

Ω

ζ2(1 + u)2dx

6
3K2

2

∫

Ω

ζ2(1 + u)2β|∇v|2dx+ 3

∫

Ω

(1 + u)2|∇ζ |2dx

+

∫

Ω

ζ2(1 + u)2dx, t ∈ (0, Tmax). (2.25)

For a ∈ (0, 1), due to 0 < β < n+2
2n

, we have 2+a
2β

> 1. This enable us to apply Young’s

inequality to obtain

∫

Ω

ζ2(1 + u)2β|∇v|2dx 6

∫

Ω\BR
2
(0)

(1 + u)2+adx+

∫

Ω\BR
2
(0)

|∇v|
2(2+a)
2+a−2β dx

6

∫

Ω\BR
2
(0)

(1 + u)2+adx+ C17, (2.26)

where (2.4) with r0 =
R
2
and α = 2(2+a)

2+a−2β
is used. Again using Young’s inequality, we have

∫

Ω

(1 + u)2|∇ζ |2dx 6

∫

Ω\BR
2
(0)

(1 + u)2+adx+

∫

Ω\BR
2
(0)

|∇ζ |
2(2+a)

a dx (2.27)

and

∫

Ω

ζ2(1 + u)2dx 6

∫

Ω\BR
2
(0)

(1 + u)2+adx+

∫

Ω\BR
2
(0)

ζ
2(2+a)

a dx. (2.28)

Substituting (2.26)-(2.28) into (2.25) implies the existence of a positive constant C18 =

C18(a, β, R) such that

1

2

d

dt

∫

Ω

ζ2(1 + u)2dx+

∫

Ω

ζ2(1 + u)2dx

6

(

3K2

2
+ 4

)
∫

Ω\BR
2
(0)

(1 + u)2+a(x, t)dx+ C18

∆
=g(t), t ∈ (0, Tmax). (2.29)
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We estimate

‖(1 + u)
a
2‖

2
a

L
2
a ((R2 ,R))

=

∫ R

R
2

(

1 + u(r, t)
)

dr

6

( 2

R

)n−1
∫ R

R
2

rn−1
(

1 + u(r, t)
)

dr

6

( 2

R

)n−1 1

ωn

∫

Ω

(1 + u0)dx. (2.30)

By Gagliardo-Nirenberg inequality, there exists a positive constant C19 = C19(a, R) such

that

∫

Ω\BR
2
(0)

(1 + u)2+adx 6ωnR
n−1

∫ R

R
2

(

1 + u(r, t)
)2+a

dr

=ωnR
n−1‖(1 + u)

a
2 ‖

2(2+a)
a

L
2(2+a)

a ((R2 ,R))

6C19‖
(

(1 + u)
a
2

)

r
‖2
L2((R2 ,R))

‖(1 + u)
a
2‖

4
a

L
2
a ((R2 ,R))

+ C19‖(1 + u)
a
2 ‖

2(2+a)
a

L
2
a ((R2 ,R))

.

Combining this with (2.23) and (2.30) guarantees the existence of a positive constant C20 =

C20(a, β, R,K) > 0 such that

∫ t+h

t

∫

Ω\BR
2
(0)

(1 + u)2+adxds 6 C20 (2.31)

for all t ∈ [0, Tmax−h) with h = min
{

1, 1
2
Tmax

}

. Combining (2.31) with (2.29), and applying

Lemma 2.1 to (2.29), we have

∫ R

3R
4

u2dr 6
( 4

3R

)n−1 1

ωn

∫

Ω

(1 + u0)
2dx+

( 4

3R

)n−1 1

ωn

2C21

(1− e−2)
, t ∈ (0, Tmax), (2.32)

where

C21 = C21(a, β, R,K) := sup
t∈(0,Tmax−h)

∫ t+h

t

g(s)ds

due to (2.31) and g(t) is defined in (2.29).

We fix χ ∈ C∞([0, R]) such that 0 6 χ 6 1, χ ≡ 0 in
[

0, 3R
4

]

and χ ≡ 1 in [4R
5
, R]. For

b(x, t) defined in (2.8), along with (2.32) and (2.9), we have the estimate

‖b(·, t)‖
L2(( 3R4 ,R)) 6 C22, t ∈ (0, Tmax) (2.33)
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for some constant C22 = C22(β,R,K) > 0. Thus, by (2.5) and (2.6), we have

‖vr(·, t)‖L∞(( 4R5 ,R)) 6
∥

∥∂r
(

χ · (v(·, t)−M)
)
∥

∥

L∞(( 3R4 ,R))

6C5 ‖χ · (v0 −M)‖
W 1,∞(( 3R4 ,R)) + C6C22

∫ ∞

0

(

1 + t−
3
4

)

e−λtdt

for all t ∈ (0, Tmax), which implies (2.24). �

Lemma 2.6. Let Ω = BR(0) ⊂ R
n (n > 3) and (u, v) be the classical solution of problem

(1.1) with τ = {0, 1}. Suppose that S(ξ) satisfies (1.4) and (1.11) with β ∈ (0, n+2
2n

) and K >

0. Assume that (1.5) and (1.6) are valid. For q > max
{

1, n−2
2

}

and p ∈
[

2q + 2, (2n−2)q
n−2

+ 1
]

,

there exists a constant C23 > 0 such that

‖∇v‖Lp(Ω) 6 C23

∥

∥|∇v|q−1|D2v|
∥

∥

p−2
pq

L2(Ω) + C23. (2.34)

If n = 2, for q > 1 and p > 2q + 2, we also have

‖∇v‖Lp(Ω) 6 C23

∥

∥|∇v|q−1|D2v|
∥

∥

p−2
pq

L2(Ω) + C23. (2.35)

Proof. Due to (2.2), (2.24), p > 1 and the condition v = M on ∂Ω, for all 0 < β < n+2
2n

and

t ∈ (0, Tmax), there exists a constant C24 > 0 such that

∫

∂Ω

|∇v|p−2v
∂v

∂n
dx 6 |∂Ω|M ‖vr‖p−1

L∞(( 4R5 ,R)×(0,Tmax))
6 C24. (2.36)

Utilizing (2.36), (1.8) and (1.10), and following a proof similar to the one used in Lemma 3.3

of [29], we obtain (2.34). Combining (2.36) with (2.3), (2.1), (1.8) and (1.10), and similar

to [10, Lemma 2.1], we deduce (2.35). �

To derive the boundedness of
∫

Ω
updx, we first establish following differential inequality.

Lemma 2.7. Let Ω = BR(0) ⊂ R
n (n > 2) and (u, v) be the classical solution of problem

(1.1) with τ = {0, 1}. Suppose that S(ξ) satisfies (1.4) and (1.11) with β ∈ (0, n+2
2n

) and

K > 0. Assume that (1.5) and (1.6) are valid. Then for any

m > max{1, n− 2

2
,

2nβ − n

2n− 2nβ + 2
} (2.37)

and

max{1, m

m+ 1
+ 2− 2β,m+ 1− 2

n
,
2(n− 2)(m+ 1)(β − 1)

2m+ 2− n
} < p < (m+ 1)(2− 2β) +

2m

n
,

(2.38)
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there exist constants C25 = C25(β,R,m, p,K) > 0 and C26 = C26(β,R,m, p,K) > 0 such

that

d

dt

(

τ

2m

∫

Ω

|∇v|2mdx+ 1

p

∫

Ω

(1 + u)pdx

)

+ C25

∫

Ω

|∇v|2(m−1)|D2v|2dx

+ C25

∫

Ω

(1 + u)p−2|∇u|2dx

6
1

2

∫

∂Ω

|∇v|2(m−1)∂|∇v|2
∂n

dx+

∫

∂Ω

|∇v|2(m−1)uv

∣

∣

∣

∣

∂v

∂n

∣

∣

∣

∣

dx+ C26 (2.39)

for all t ∈ (0, Tmax).

Proof. We first verify (2.38) using (2.37), which justifies our choice of p. Due to m >
2nβ−n

2n−2nβ+2
> 2nβ−2−n

2n−2nβ+2
and β < n+2

2n
< n+1

n
, we have

m

m+ 1
+ 2− 2β −

(

(m+ 1)(2− 2β) +
2m

n

)

=
m

m+ 1
−m

(

2− 2β +
2

n

)

=
m

m+ 1

(

1−
(

2− 2β +
2

n

)

(m+ 1)
)

<
m

m+ 1

(

1−
(

2− 2β +
2

n

)( 2nβ − 2− n

2n− 2nβ + 2
+ 1
)

)

=0 (2.40)

and

2(n− 2)(m+ 1)(β − 1)

2m+ 2− n
−
(

(m+ 1)(2− 2β) +
2m

n

)

=(m+ 1)
4m(β − 1)

2m+ 2− n
− 2m

n

=2m

(

m(2nβ − 2n− 2)− (2 + n− 2nβ)
)

n(2m+ 2− n)

<2m

(

2nβ−2−n

2n−2nβ+2
(2nβ − 2n− 2)− (2 + n− 2nβ)

)

n(2m+ 2− n)

=0. (2.41)

Since β < n+2
2n

, we deduce that

(m+ 1− 2

n
)−

(

(m+ 1)(2− 2β) +
2m

n

)

=(m+ 1)
(

2β − 1− 2

n

)

<(m+ 1)
(n + 2

n
− 1− 2

n

)

=0. (2.42)
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According to β < n+2
2n

and m > 2nβ−n

2n−2nβ+2
, we have

(m+ 1)(2− 2β) +
2m

n
− 1 = m

(

2− 2β +
2

n

)

+ 1− 2β > 0. (2.43)

Combining (2.40)-(2.43), (2.38) is justified.

Our choice p > m+ 1− 2
n
> (1− 2

n
)m+ 1− 2

n
entails that

( p

2(m+ 1)
− p

2

)

−
(1

2
− 1

n
− p

2

)

>
(1− 2

n
)(m+ 1)

2(m+ 1)
−
(1

2
− 1

n

)

= 0. (2.44)

Due to p > 1, we deduce that

1

2
− 1

n
− p

2
< −1

n
< 0. (2.45)

According to p > m
m+1

+ 2− 2β, we infer that

p− 2 + 2β >
m

m+ 1
> 0

and

pm

2(m+ 1)(p− 2 + 2β)
− p

2
=
p

2

(

m− (m+ 1)(2β − 2)− p(m+ 1)

(m+ 1)(p− 2 + 2β)

)

<
p

2

(

m− (m+ 1)(2β − 2)− ( m
m+1

+ 2− 2β)(m+ 1)

(m+ 1)(p− 2 + 2β)

)

=0. (2.46)

Using p > 2(n−2)(m+1)(β−1)
2m+2−n

, we deduce that

( pm

2(m+ 1)(p− 2 + 2β)
− p

2

)

−
(1

2
− 1

n
− p

2

)

=
p( 2

n
(m+ 1)− 1)− (m+ 1)(2β − 2)(1− 2

n
)

2(m+ 1)(p− 2 + 2β)

>0. (2.47)

Multiplying the first equation in (1.1) by (1+u)p−1(p > 1) and integrating by parts, using

Young’s inequality, we obtain

1

p

d

dt

∫

Ω

(1 + u)pdx =

∫

Ω

(1 + u)p−1(∆u+∇ · (S(u)∇v))dx

=− (p− 1)

∫

Ω

(1 + u)p−2|∇u|2dx− (p− 1)

∫

Ω

(1 + u)p−2S(u)∇u · ∇vdx

6− p− 1

2

∫

Ω

(1 + u)p−2|∇u|2dx+ p− 1

2

∫

Ω

(1 + u)p−2S2(u)|∇v|2dx

6− p− 1

2

∫

Ω

(1 + u)p−2|∇u|2dx+ (p− 1)K2

2

∫

Ω

(1 + u)p−2+2β|∇v|2dx
(2.48)

for all t ∈ (0, Tmax).
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For any m > 1, it follows from the second equation in (1.1) that

τ

2m

d

dt

∫

Ω

|∇v|2mdx =

∫

Ω

|∇v|2(m−1)∇v · ∇(∆v − uv)dx

=

∫

Ω

|∇v|2(m−1)∇v · ∇∆vdx−
∫

Ω

|∇v|2(m−1)∇v · ∇(uv)dx (2.49)

for all t ∈ (0, Tmax). For the first term in the right side of (2.49), we using the fact that

∇v · ∇∆v = 1
2
∆|∇v|2 − |D2v|2 to obtain

∫

Ω

|∇v|2(m−1)∇v · ∇∆vdx =
1

2

∫

Ω

|∇v|2(m−1)∆|∇v|2dx−
∫

Ω

|∇v|2(m−1)|D2v|2dx

=− m− 1

2

∫

Ω

|∇v|2(m−2)|∇|∇v|2|2dx

+
1

2

∫

∂Ω

|∇v|2(m−1)∂|∇v|2
∂n

dx−
∫

Ω

|∇v|2(m−1)|D2v|2dx. (2.50)

For the second term in the right side of (2.49), integrating by parts, we get

∫

Ω

|∇v|2(m−1)∇v · ∇(uv)dx

=−
∫

Ω

|∇v|2(m−1)uv∆vdx− (m− 1)

∫

Ω

|∇v|2(m−2)uv∇|∇v|2 · ∇vdx

+

∫

∂Ω

|∇v|2(m−1)uv
∂v

∂n
dx. (2.51)

By means of Young’s inequality, we find

∫

Ω

|∇v|2(m−1)uv∆vdx 6
1

2n

∫

Ω

|∇v|2(m−1)|∆v|2dx+ n

2

∫

Ω

|∇v|2(m−1)u2v2dx

6
1

2

∫

Ω

|∇v|2(m−1)|D2v|2dx+ n

2

∫

Ω

|∇v|2(m−1)u2v2dx (2.52)

and

(m− 1)

∫

Ω

|∇v|2(m−2)uv∇|∇v|2 · ∇vdx

6
m− 1

4

∫

Ω

|∇v|2(m−2)|∇|∇v|2|2dx+ (m− 1)

∫

Ω

|∇v|2(m−1)u2v2dx. (2.53)

Substituting (2.50)-(2.53) into (2.49) yields

τ

2m

d

dt

∫

Ω

|∇v|2mdx+ m− 1

4

∫

Ω

|∇v|2(m−2)|∇|∇v|2|2dx+ 1

2

∫

Ω

|∇v|2(m−1)|D2v|2dx

6
1

2

∫

∂Ω

|∇v|2(m−1)∂|∇v|2
∂n

dx−
∫

∂Ω

|∇v|2(m−1)uv
∂v

∂n
dx+ (m− 1 +

n

2
)

∫

Ω

|∇v|2(m−1)u2v2dx
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for all t ∈ (0, Tmax). Combining this with (2.48), applying the fact |∇|∇v|2|2 = 4|∇v|2|D2v|2,
and using (1.8) and (1.10), we deduce that

d

dt

(

τ

2m

∫

Ω

|∇v|2mdx+ 1

p

∫

Ω

(1 + u)pdx

)

+
p− 1

2

∫

Ω

(1 + u)p−2|∇u|2dx+ (m− 1

2
)

∫

Ω

|∇v|2(m−1)|D2v|2dx

6
1

2

∫

∂Ω

|∇v|2(m−1)∂|∇v|2
∂n

dx+

∫

∂Ω

|∇v|2(m−1)uv

∣

∣

∣

∣

∂v

∂n

∣

∣

∣

∣

dx

+
(p− 1)K2

2

∫

Ω

(1 + u)p−2+2β|∇v|2dx+
(

m− 1 +
n

2

)

‖v0‖2L∞(Ω)

∫

Ω

u2|∇v|2(m−1)dx

(2.54)

for all t ∈ (0, Tmax).

By means of Hölder’s inequality, we have

∫

Ω

u2|∇v|2(m−1)dx 6

(
∫

Ω

|∇v|2(m+1)dx

)
m−1
m+1

(
∫

Ω

(1 + u)m+1dx

)
2

m+1

. (2.55)

Applying Lemma 2.6 with q = m and p = 2m+ 2, we have

(
∫

Ω

|∇v|2m+2dx

)
m−1
m+1

=
∥

∥∇v
∥

∥

2(m−1)

L2m+2(Ω)
6 C23

∥

∥|∇v|m−1|D2v|
∥

∥

2(m−1)
m+1

L2(Ω) + C23. (2.56)

By Gagliardo-Nirenberg inequality, there exists a constant C27 = C27(p,m) > 0 such that

(
∫

Ω

(1 + u)m+1dx

)
2

m+1

=‖(1 + u)
p
2‖

4
p

L
2(m+1)

p (Ω)

6C27‖∇(1 + u)
p
2‖

4θ1
p

L2(Ω)‖(1 + u)
p
2‖

4(1−θ1)
p

L
2
p (Ω)

+ C27‖(1 + u)
p
2‖

4
p

L
2
p (Ω)

, (2.57)
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where θ1 =
p

2(m+1)
− p

2
1
2
− 1

n
− p

2

∈ (0, 1) due to (2.44) and (2.45). Thanks to p > m+ 1− 2
n
and (2.45),

we have

2θ1
p

+
m− 1

m+ 1
− 1 =

2

p
·

p

2(m+1)
− p

2

1
2
− 1

n
− p

2

+
m− 1

m+ 1
− 1

=
− m

m+1
+ m−1

m+1
(1
2
− 1

n
− p

2
)

1
2
− 1

n
− p

2

− 1

<
− m

m+1
+ m−1

m+1
(1
2
− 1

n
− (m

2
+ 1

2
− 1

n
))

1
2
− 1

n
− p

2

− 1

=
−m

2
1
2
− 1

n
− p

2

− 1

=
p

2
− 1

2
+ 1

n
− m

2
1
2
− 1

n
− p

2

<0. (2.58)

Inserting (2.56) and (2.57) into (2.55), due to (2.58), we can apply Young’s inequality to

deduce that, for any ε1 > 0, there exists a positive constant C28 = C28(β, p, R,m, ε1) such

that
∫

Ω

u2|∇v|2(m−1)dx 6 ε1
∥

∥|∇v|m−1|D2v|
∥

∥

2

L2(Ω)
+ ε1‖∇(1 + u)

p
2‖2L2(Ω) + C28. (2.59)

For the last but one term in (2.54), using Hölder’s inequality, we obtain

∫

Ω

(1 + u)p−2+2β|∇v|2dx 6

(
∫

Ω

|∇v|2m+2dx

)
1

m+1
(
∫

Ω

(1 + u)
(m+1)(p−2+2β)

m dx

)
m

m+1

. (2.60)

By Gagliardo-Nirenberg inequality, we infer the existence of a constant C29 = C29(p, β,m) >

0 such that

(
∫

Ω

(1 + u)
(m+1)(p−2+2β)

m dx

)
m

m+1

=‖(1 + u)
p
2‖

2(p+2β−2)
p

L
2(m+1)(p+2β−2)

pm (Ω)

6C29‖∇(1 + u)
p
2‖

2θ2(p+2β−2)
p

L2(Ω) ‖(1 + u)
p
2‖

2(1−θ2)(p+2β−2)
p

L
2
p (Ω)

+ C29‖(1 + u)
p
2‖

2(p+2β−2)
p

L
2
p (Ω)

, (2.61)

where θ2 =
pm

2(m+1)(p−2+2β)
− p

2
1
2
− 1

n
− p

2

∈ (0, 1) by (2.45), (2.46) and (2.47). Similar to (2.56), we find

(
∫

Ω

|∇v|2m+2dx

)
1

m+1

=
∥

∥∇v
∥

∥

2

L2m+2(Ω)
6 C23

∥

∥|∇v|m−1|D2v|
∥

∥

2
m+1

L2(Ω) + C23. (2.62)
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Because of p < (2− 2β)(m+ 1) + 2m
n

and (2.45), we have

p− 2 + 2β

p
θ2 +

1

m+ 1
− 1

=

m
2(m+1)

− p−2+2β
2

1
2
− 1

n
− p

2

+
1

m+ 1
− 1

=
1− β + m

n(m+1)
− p

2(m+1)

1
2
− 1

n
− p

2

<0. (2.63)

Inserting (2.61) and (2.62) into (2.60), due to (2.63), we can apply Young’s inequality to

deduce that, for any ε2 > 0, there exists a positive constant C30 = C30(β,R,m, p, ε2) > 0

such that
∫

Ω

(1 + u)p−2+2β|∇v|2dx 6 ε2
∥

∥|∇v|m−1|D2v|
∥

∥

2

L2(Ω)
+ ε2‖∇(1 + u)

p
2‖2L2(Ω) + C30. (2.64)

Substituting (2.59) and (2.64) into (2.54), and choosing ε1 and ε2 sufficiently small, we

deduce (2.39). �

The following lemma gives the Lp estimate for u. Since v satisfies the Dirichlet boundary

condition, inspired by [8], we use the radial symmetry assumption to handle the boundary

integrals.

Lemma 2.8. Let Ω = BR(0) ⊂ R
n (n > 2) and (u, v) be the classical solution of problem

(1.1) with τ = {0, 1}. Suppose that S(ξ) satisfies (1.4) and (1.11) with β ∈ (0, n+2
2n

) and K >

0. Assume that (1.5) and (1.6) are valid. If m and p satisfy (2.37) and (2.38) respectively,

then there exists a constant C31 = C31(β,R,m, p,K) > 0 such that
∫

Ω

updx+ τ

∫

Ω

|∇v|2mdx 6 C31, t ∈ (0, Tmax). (2.65)

Proof. For τ = 1, we use (2.3), and apply Gagliardo-Nirenberg inequality and Young’s

inequality to find a constant C32 = C32(m) > 0 such that
∫

Ω

|∇v|2mdx =
∥

∥|∇v|m
∥

∥

2

L2(Ω)

6C32

∥

∥∇|∇v|m
∥

∥

2θ4

L2(Ω)

∥

∥|∇v|m
∥

∥

2(1−θ4)

L
σ
m (Ω)

+ C32

∥

∥|∇v|m
∥

∥

2

L
σ
m (Ω)

6C32C
2m(1−θ4)
3

∥

∥∇|∇v|m
∥

∥

2θ4

L2(Ω)
+ C32C

2m
3

6m2θ4C32C
2m(1−θ4)
3

∥

∥|∇v|m−1|D2v|
∥

∥

2θ4

L2(Ω)
+ C32C

2m
3 , (2.66)

where θ4 = 2mn−nσ
2σ−nσ+2mn

∈ (0, 1) by m > 1 and σ > 1. For τ = {0, 1}, using Gagliardo-

Nirenberg inequality, there exists a constant C33 = C33(p) > 0 such that
∫

Ω

(1 + u)pdx 6C33‖∇(1 + u)
p
2‖2θ3

L2(Ω)‖(1 + u)
p
2 ‖2(1−θ3)

L
2
p (Ω)

+ C33‖u(1 + u)
p
2‖2

L
2
p (Ω)

, (2.67)
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where θ3 =
1
2
− p

2
1
2
− 1

n
− p

2

∈ (0, 1) due to (2.45) and p > 1.

For τ = {0, 1}, using the second equation in (1.1), since v =M on ∂Ω, we deduce that

∂ |∇v|2
∂ν

=2vrvrr

=2vr ·
{

vrr +
1

R
vr

}

− 2

R
v2r

=2uvvr −
2

R
v2r

62uvvr.

Combining this with (2.10), (2.2), (2.24) and m > 1, for τ = {0, 1}, we infer that
∫ t+h

t

∫

∂Ω

|∇v|2(m−1)∂|∇v|2
∂n

dxds 62M

∫ t+h

t

u(R, s)v2m−1
r (R, s)dxds

62M max{C2, C16}2m−1C8, t ∈ [0, Tmax − h) (2.68)

and
∫ t+h

t

∫

∂Ω

|∇v|2(m−1)uv

∣

∣

∣

∣

∂v

∂n

∣

∣

∣

∣

dxds 6 M max{C2, C16}2m−1C8, t ∈ [0, Tmax − h). (2.69)

In view of (2.66)-(2.69) and (2.39), along with Young’s inequality, for τ = {0, 1}, we deduce

that

d

dt

(

τ

2m

∫

Ω

|∇v|2mdx+ 1

p

∫

Ω

(1 + u)pdx

)

+
τ

2m

∫

Ω

|∇v|2mdx+ 1

p

∫

Ω

(1 + u)pdx

6
1

2

∫

∂Ω

|∇v|2(m−1)∂|∇v|2
∂n

dx+

∫

∂Ω

|∇v|2(m−1)uv

∣

∣

∣

∣

∂v

∂n

∣

∣

∣

∣

dx+ C34 (2.70)

for all t ∈ (0, Tmax). We define

y(t) :=
τ

2m

∫

Ω

|∇v|2mdx+ 1

p

∫

Ω

(1 + u)pdx

and

g(t) :=
1

2

∫

∂Ω

|∇v|2(m−1)∂|∇v|2
∂n

dx+

∫

∂Ω

|∇v|2(m−1)uv

∣

∣

∣

∣

∂v

∂n

∣

∣

∣

∣

dx+ C34.

Since (2.68) and (2.69) ensures that
∫ t+h

t
g(s)ds 6 C35(β,R,K,m, p) for all t ∈ (0, Tmax−h)

with h = min
{

1, 1
2
Tmax

}

. It follows from (2.70) that

y′(t) + y(t) 6 g(t), t ∈ (0, Tmax),

which implies (2.65) by means of Lemma 2.1. �

Applying the standard Moser-type iterative argument, we finally obtain the L∞ estimate

of u.
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Proof of Theorem 1.3. Since (m + 1)(2 − 2β) + 2m
n

→ ∞ as m → ∞, it follows from

Lemma 2.8 that, for any p > 1 and m > 1, we have

sup
0<t<Tmax

‖u(·, t)‖Lp(Ω) + τ‖∇v(·, t)‖L2m(Ω) 6 C31. (2.71)

For the case of τ = 0, by the standard elliptic regularity theory and (2.71) with p > n, we

have

‖∇v(·, t)‖L∞(Ω) 6 C36. (2.72)

For the case of τ = 1, by (2.71) with p > n, using the standard Dirichlet heat semigroup

estimate, we find a constant C36 > 0 such that

‖∇v(·, t)‖L∞(Ω) =‖∇ (v(·, t)−M) ‖L∞(Ω)

=

∥

∥

∥

∥

∇et∆ (v0 −M)−
∫ t

0

∇e(t−s)∆
(

u(·, s)v(·, s)
)

ds

∥

∥

∥

∥

L∞(Ω)

6C5 ‖v0 −M‖W 1,∞(Ω)

+ C6‖v0‖L∞(Ω)‖u‖Lp(Ω)

∫ ∞

0

(

1 + s−
1
2
− n

2p

)

e−λsds

6C36. t ∈ (0, Tmax). (2.73)

Thus, using (2.73) or (2.72), we deduce Theorem 1.3 for the case of τ = 0 or τ = 1 by a

Moser-type iterative argument (cf. [15, Lemma A.1]). �

3. Blow-up in 2-D system when τ = 0 and β > 1

In this section, we assume that Ω = BR(0) ⊂ R
2 and τ = 0. The purpose of this section

is to prove Theorem 1.4. Now we introduce a mass distribution function, and derive some

properties.

Lemma 3.1. Assume that (1.4) and (1.5) hold. We define

w(s, t) :=

∫

√
s

0

ρu (ρ, t) dρ, (s, t) ∈
[

0, R2
]

× [0, Tmax) , (3.1)

then w ∈ C ([0, Tmax) ;C
1 ([0, R2]) ∩ C2,1 ((0, R2]× (0, Tmax)) satisfies the following Dirichlet

problem










wt(s, t) = 4swss(s, t) +
√
sS
(

2ws(s, t)
)

vr
(√

s, t
)

, s ∈ (0, R2) , t ∈ (0, Tmax) ,

w(0, t) = 0, w (R2, t) = m0

2π
, t ∈ [0, Tmax) ,

w(s, 0) = w0(s), s ∈ (0, R2) ,

(3.2)

where m0 :=
∫

Ω
u0dx and w0(s) =

∫

√
s

0
ρu0(ρ)dρ.
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Moreover, w satisfies

ws(s, t) =
1

2
u
(√

s, t
)

, (s, t) ∈
[

0, R2
]

× [0, Tmax) . (3.3)

Proof. (3.2) can be easily verified using the radial symmetric form of (1.1), we omit the

details. �

We give a lower bound for rvr(r, t) by employing an ODE comparison argument, and its

detailed proof can be found in [28, Lemma 3.1].

Lemma 3.2. Assume that (1.4) and (1.5) hold. Then

rvr(r, t) >
U(r, t)v(r, t)

1 +
∫ r

0
U(ρ,t)

ρ
dρ
, (r, t) ∈ (0, R)× (0, Tmax) , (3.4)

where

U(r, t) := w
(

r2, t
)

, (r, t) ∈ [0, R]× [0, Tmax) .

In view of Lemma 3.2, we can estimate v from below, whose proof is the same as [1, Lemma

2.4].

Lemma 3.3. Assume that (1.4) and (1.5) hold. Then

v(r, t) >M exp
[

−
(m0

2π
· ln R

r

)
1
2
]

, (r, t) ∈ (0, R]× (0, Tmax) . (3.5)

Applying the above lemmas, a lower bound for wt can be derived.

Lemma 3.4. Assume that (1.4) and (1.5) hold. Suppose that S(ξ) satisfies (1.12) with β > 1

and k > 0. Then, there exists a constant C37 = C37(β,R) > 0, such that

wt(s, t) > 4swss(s, t) +MkC37 ·
s

β−1
2 w(s, t)wβ

s (s, t)

1 + 1
2

∫ s

0
w(ρ,t)

ρ
dρ

, (s, t) ∈
(

0, R2
)

× (0, Tmax) . (3.6)

Proof. By Young’s inequality, we have

(m0

2π
· ln R√

s

)
1
2
6(β − 1) ln

R√
s
+

m0

8π(β − 1)

= ln
Rβ−1

s
β−1
2

+
m0

8π(β − 1)
. (3.7)

Substituting (3.7) into (3.5) yields

v(
√
s, t) >MR−(β−1)e

− m0
8π(β−1) s

β−1
2 , (s, t) ∈

(

0, R2
)

× (0, Tmax) . (3.8)

Recalling the definitions of U and w, we derive that
∫

√
s

0

U(ρ, t)ρ−1dρ =
1

2

∫ s

0

w(ρ, t)

ρ
dρ. (3.9)
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According to (3.4), (3.8), (3.9) and the positivity of w, we obtain

√
svr
(√

s, t
)

>MR−(β−1)e
− m0

8π(β−1)
s

β−1
2 w(s, t)

1 + 1
2

∫ s

0
w(ρ,t)

ρ
dρ
, (s, t) ∈

(

0, R2
)

× (0, Tmax) . (3.10)

By (1.12), (3.2) and (3.10), there exists a positive constant C37(β,R) = 2βR−(β−1)e
− m0

8π(β−1)

such that (3.6) holds. �

The approach to detect blow-up is based on a differential inequality of a moment-type

functional φ(t). For any given γ = γ (β) ∈ (0, 1), we define such a positive functional

φ(t) :=

∫ R2

0

s−γw(s, t)ds, t ∈ [0, Tmax) , (3.11)

which is well-defined and belongs to C ([0, Tmax)) ∩ C1 ((0, Tmax)). In order to establish the

differential inequality of φ(t), given γ ∈ (0, 1), we further introduce an auxiliary functional,

which belongs to C([0, Tmax)), defined as follows:

ψ(t) :=

∫ R2

0

s
β−1
2

−γw(s, t)wβ
s (s, t)ds, t ∈ [0, Tmax) . (3.12)

Lemma 3.5. Assume that (1.4) and (1.5) hold. Then for any β ∈ (1,+∞) and l = l(β) ∈
(1, 2 + 2γ−β−1

2β
) with γ = γ(β) ∈ (0, 1), there exist constants C38 = C38(β,R) > 0, C39 =

C39(β,R) > 0 and C40 = C40(β,R) > 0 such that the following three estimates hold

w(s, t) 6 C38ψ
1
2β (t), (s, t) ∈ (0, R2]× (0, Tmax) (3.13)

and

∫ R2

0

ρ−lw2(ρ, t)dρ 6 C39ψ
1
β (t), t ∈ (0, Tmax) (3.14)

as well as

φ(t) 6 C40ψ
1
2β (t), t ∈ (0, Tmax) . (3.15)

Proof. Since β > 1 and γ > 0, we can choose l = l(β) fulfilling

1 < l < 2 +
2γ − β − 1

2β
,

which implies that

2γ − β + 1

2β − 2
>

2βl − 4β + 2

2β − 2
= −1 +

β(l − 1)

β − 1
> −1. (3.16)
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Applying Hölder’s inequality, and using (3.12) and β > 1, we obtain

1

2
w2(ρ, t) =

∫ ρ

0

w(s, t)ws(s, t)ds

6

(

∫ ρ

0

s
β−1
2

−γw(s, t)wβ
s (s, t)ds

)
1
β ·
(

∫ ρ

0

s
2γ−β+1
2β−2 w(s, t)ds

)
β−1
β

6ψ
1
β (t)

(

∫ ρ

0

s
2γ−β+1
2β−2 w(s, t)ds

)
β−1
β

. (3.17)

Due to (3.16) and w 6 m0

2π
, we have

(

∫ ρ

0

s
2γ−β+1
2β−2 w(s, t)ds

)
β−1
β

6

(m0

2π

)
β−1
β
(

∫ ρ

0

s
2γ−β+1
2β−2 ds

)
β−1
β

=
( 2β − 2

2γ + β − 1
· m0

2π

)
β−1
β

ρ
2γ+β−1

2β . (3.18)

Inserting (3.18) into (3.17), we infer that

1

2
w2(ρ, t) =

∫ ρ

0

w(s, t)ws(s, t)ds 6
( 2β − 2

2γ + β − 1
· m0

2π

)
β−1
β

ψ
1
β (t)ρ

2γ+β−1
2β . (3.19)

Due to ρ 6 R2, there exists a constant C38 = C38(β,R) =
√
2( 2β−2

2γ+β−1
· m0

2π
)
β−1
2β R

2γ+β−1
2β > 0

such that

w(ρ, t) 6 C38ψ
1
2β (t), (ρ, t) ∈ (0, R2]× (0, Tmax), (3.20)

which is (3.13). Combining (3.19) with the fact that l < 2 + 2γ−β−1
2β

, there exists a positive

constant C39 = C39(β,R) = 2( 2β−2
2γ+β−1

· m0

2π
)
β−1
β R2−2l+ 2γ+β−1

β such that

∫ R2

0

ρ−lw2(ρ, t)dρ 62
( 2β − 2

2γ + β − 1
· m0

2π

)
β−1
β

ψ
1
β (t) ·

∫ R2

0

ρ−l+ 2γ+β−1
2β dρ

6C39ψ
1
β (t), t ∈ (0, Tmax),

which is (3.14). Due to γ < 1 and (3.20), there exists a positive constant C40 = C40(β,R) =

C38
R1−γ

1−γ
such that

φ(t) =

∫ R2

0

s−γw(s, t)ds 6 C40ψ
1
2β (t), t ∈ (0, Tmax),

which is (3.15). �

In the following lemma, we establish a basic differential inequality of the moment-type

functional φ(t) by making use of (3.14) and (3.13).

Lemma 3.6. Assume that S(ξ) satisfies (1.4) and (1.12) with β > 1 and k > 0. Then for any

u0 satisfying (1.5) and some γ = γ(β) ∈ (0, 1), there exists a constant C41 = C41(β,R) > 0,
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such that the functionals φ(t) and ψ(t) satisfy

φ′(t) >
M

C41
· ψ(t)

1 + ψ
1
2β (t)

− C41ψ
1
2β (t)− C41, t ∈ (0, Tmax). (3.21)

Proof. For any β > 1, we fix γ = γ(β) ∈ (0, 1) fulfilling

0 < γ <
β − 1

4β − 2
,

which implies

(2γ + 1)−
(

2 +
2γ − β − 1

2β

)

=
γ(4β − 2)− β + 1

2β
< 0. (3.22)

Thus, we choose l = l(β) > 0 such that

2γ + 1 < l < 2 +
2γ − β − 1

2β
. (3.23)

According to (3.6) and the definition of φ, it is obvious that

φ′(t) > 4

∫ R2

0

s1−γwss(s, t)ds+MkC37

∫ R2

0

s
β−1
2

−γw(s, t)wβ
s (s, t)

1 + 1
2

∫ s

0
w(ρ,t)

ρ
dρ

ds (3.24)

for all t ∈ (0, Tmax). Due to γ < 1, we obtain

s1−γws(s, t) → 0 and s−γw(s, t) → 0 as s→ 0, t ∈ (0, Tmax). (3.25)

Integrating by parts, and combining (3.25) with ws(s, t) > 0 inferred from (3.3), we deduce

that

4

∫ R2

0

s1−γwss(s, t)ds =− 4(1− γ)

∫ R2

0

s−γws(s, t)ds+ 4R2(1−γ)ws(R
2, t)

>− 4(1− γ)

∫ R2

0

s−γws(s, t)ds

=− 4γ(1− γ)

∫ R2

0

s−γ−1w(s, t)ds− 4(1− γ)
R−2γm0

2π
. (3.26)

By means of Hölder’s inequality, along with (3.23) and (3.14), we find that
∫ R2

0

s−γ−1w(s, t)ds 6
(

∫ R2

0

s−lw2(s, t)ds
)

1
2 ·
(

∫ R2

0

sl−2γ−2ds
)

1
2

6C
1
2
39

(

∫ R2

0

sl−2γ−2ds
)

1
2

ψ
1
2β (t)

=C42ψ
1
2β (t), (3.27)

where C42 = C42(β,R) = C
1
2
39

(

∫ R2

0
sl−2γ−2ds

)
1
2

. Inserting (3.27) into (3.26), we obtain

4

∫ R2

0

s1−γwss(s, t)ds > −4γ(1− γ)C42ψ
1
2β (t)− 4(1− γ)

R−2γm0

2π
. (3.28)



28 ZENG AND LI

Using Hölder’s inequality, and applying (3.14) and (3.23), we find that
∫ s

0

w(ρ, t)

ρ
dρ 6

(

∫ R2

0

ρ−lw2(ρ, t)dρ
)

1
2 ·
(

∫ R2

0

ρl−2dρ
)

1
2

6C39

1
2C43ψ

1
2β (t), (3.29)

where C43 = C43(R) =
(

∫ R2

0
ρl−2dρ

)
1
2
. Combining (3.29) with the definition of ψ in (3.12),

we have
∫ R2

0

s
β−1
2

−γw(s, t)wβ
s (s, t)

1 + 1
2

∫ s

0
w(ρ,t)

ρ
dρ

ds >
2ψ(t)

2 + C39

1
2C43ψ

1
2β (t)

>
2

max
{

2, C39

1
2C43

} · ψ(t)

1 + ψ
1
2β (t)

. (3.30)

Therefore, we choose C41 = C41(β,R) > 0 to be sufficiently large and infer (3.21) from (3.24),

(3.28) and (3.30). �

Proof of Theorem 1.4. We denote

φ0 = φ0 (u0) :=

∫ R2

0

s−γw0(s)ds (3.31)

and

S :=

{

t ∈ (0, Tmax) | φ(t) >
φ0

2
on (0, t)

}

, (3.32)

where w0(s) is defined in (3.2). Due to the continuity of φ(t), (3.11) and (3.31), we infer

that S is non-empty. Thus, T := supS ∈ (0, Tmax] ⊂ (0,∞] is well-defined.

Step 1 : to prove that T = Tmax. Suppose that T < Tmax. According to the continuity of

φ(t) and the definition of T , we have φ(T ) = φ0

2
. In the following, we use (3.21) to prove

φ(T ) > φ0, which gives a contradiction.

We first prove φ′(t) > 0 for all t ∈ (0, T ). As a consequence of (3.15) and (3.32), we obtain

ψ(t) >
(φ(t)

C40

)2β

>

( φ0

2C40

)2β

, t ∈ (0, T ). (3.33)

Set

fM(z) :=
M

2C41
· z

1 + z
1
2β

− C41z
1
2β − C41,

then we have

inf
z>C44

fM(z) → +∞ as M → ∞,

where C44 :=
(

φ0

2C40

)2β

. According to (3.33), there exists a constant M⋆(u0) > 0 such that

fM(ψ(t)) > 0, t ∈ (0, T ), M >M⋆(u0). (3.34)
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We choose M > M⋆(u0) in the following proof. Since g(z) := z
1− 1

2β

1+z
1
2β

is nondecreasing on

z ∈ (0,+∞), and from (3.21), (3.15), (3.33) and (3.34), we deduce that

φ′(t) >
M

2C41

· ψ(t)

1 + ψ
1
2β (t)

+ fM(ψ(t))

>
M

2C41

· ψ
1− 1

2β (t)

1 + ψ
1
2β (t)

ψ
1
2β

>
M

2C41

·

(

φ0

2C40

)1− 1
2β

1 + ( φ0

2C40
)

1
2β

· φ(t)
C40

=C45φ(t), t ∈ (0, T ), (3.35)

where C45 = C45 (β, u0,M) = M
2C40C41

·
(

φ0
2C40

)1− 1
2β

1+(
φ0

2C40
)

1
2β

. By (3.35), we have φ′(t) > 0 for all

t ∈ (0, T ), which, along with the continuity of φ(t), implies φ(T ) > φ0.

Step 2 : to prove that Tmax <∞. It follows from (3.35) that

φ(t) > φ0e
C45t, t ∈ (0, T ).

Combining this with (3.11), and using w 6 m0

2π
and γ < 1, we infer that

m0R
2(1−γ)

2π(1− γ)
> φ(t) > φ0e

C45t, t ∈ (0, Tmax) ,

which implies

Tmax 6
1

C45
ln

m0R
2(1−γ)

2π(1− γ)φ0
.

In consequence, for any given u0, if M >M⋆(u0), we infer that Tmax must be finite. �
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