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IMPROVED CONDITIONS FOR SINGLE-POINT BLOW-UP IN
REACTION-DIFFUSION SYSTEMS

NEJIB MAHMOUDI, PHILIPPE SOUPLET, AND SLIM TAYACHI

ABSTRACT. We study positive blowing-up solutions of the system:
ur — 0Au = 0P, vy — Av = uf,

as well as of some more general systems. For any p, ¢ > 1, we prove single-point blow-up
for any radially decreasing, positive and classical solution in a ball. This improves on
previously known results in 3 directions:

(i) no type I blow-up assumption is made (and it is known that this property may
fail);

(ii) no equidiffusivity is assumed, i.e. any ¢ > 0 is allowed;

(iii) a large class of nonlinearities F'(u,v), G(u,v) can be handled, which need not
follow a precise power behavior.

As side result, we also obtain lower pointwise estimates for the final blow-up profiles.

1. INTRODUCTION

1.1. Problem and main results. In this paper, we consider nonnegative solutions of

the following reaction-diffusion system:

u — 0Au=v" xe€Q,t>0,

v — Av = ul, zeQ, t>0,

u=1v=0, z €N, t>0, (1.1)
u(0,x) = up(z), z€Q,

v(0,2) = vo(x), = €Q,
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as well as of the more general system

ug — 0Au = F(u, v), z€Q,t>0,
v —Av=G(u,v), €N, t>0,

u=1v=0, x €00, t>0, (1.2)
u(0,z) = up(x), x € Q,
v(0,z) = vo(x), x €.

Here p, ¢ > 1,5 >0, Q= B(0, R) = {z € R" ; |z| < R} with R > 0,
ug,vg € L*(Q),  wug,vg > 0, radially symmetric, radially nonincreasing. (1.3)
As for the functions F' and G, we assume that
F, G € C'(R?) (1.4)
and that system ([.2]) is cooperative, i.e.:
Fy(u, v), Gy(u, v) >0, for all u,v > 0. (1.5)

Additional assumptions on F, G will be made below.

Under assumptions (L3)—(L3H), system (L2]) has a unique nonnegative, radially sym-
metric and radially nonincreasing maximal solution (u,v), classical for ¢ > 0. This fact
follows by standard contraction mapping and maximum principle arguments. The maxi-

mal existence time of (u,v) is denoted by 7% € (0, oo]. If, moreover, T < oo, then
lim sup ([[u(t)]| + [[v(t)lloo) = o0,
t—T*

and we say that the solution blows up in finite time with blow-up time 7. Also, without

risk of confusion, we shall denote p = |z|, u = u(t, p), v = v(t, p). So we have
up, v, <0 in (0,7%) x Q. (1.6)

Problem (1) is a basic model case for reaction-diffusion systems and, as such, it has
been the subject of intensive investigation for more than 20 years (see e.g. [16, Chapter 32]

and the references therein). We are here mainly interested in proving single-point blow-up

for systems (LI) and (I2l).

For system (II]), the blow-up set was first studied in [6]. In that work, Friedman and
Giga proved that blow-up occurs only at the origin for symmetric nonincreasing initial data
in dimension n = 1, under the very restrictive conditions p = g and § = 1. Note that these
assumptions are essential in [6] in order to apply the maximum principle to suitable linear
combination of the components u and v, so as to derive comparison estimates between

them.
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Let us recall that, for scalar equations, the first result on single-point blow-up was
obtained by Weissler [21], and that different methods were subsequently developed in
[7,[14]. In turn, the method of Friedman and Giga for systems is based on an extension
of that in [7] for a single equation. More recently, the restriction p = ¢ was removed by
the second author [17], who proved single-point blow-up for radial nonincreasing solutions
of (L)) for any p,q > 1 and n > 1. However, the equidiffusivity assumption 6 = 1 is still
needed in [I7] and, in addition, it is required that the solution satisfies the upper type I

blow-up rate estimates

sup (T* —)*|[u(t)]|oe < 00,  sup (T* —1)%|Jv(t)]o < 0, (1.7)
0<t<T* 0<t<T*
where
p+1 q+1
pqg—1 pqg—1 (1.8)

The purpose of this paper, still for any p,q > 1, is to further remove the previously
made extra assumptions. More precisely, we shall improve the known results in three
directions, by proving single-point blow-up:

(i) without assuming the type I blow-up rate estimate (L.7));

(ii) without assuming equidiffusivity, i.e. for any § > 0;

(iii) including for general problem such as (I.2l).

Direction (i) seems the more important and challenging one, since estimate (7)) is not
known in general and need not even be true. It usually requires either the hypothesis that p
or ¢ are not too large (see e.g. [3,[5]), or that the solution is monotone in time. Indeed, for
large p, even in the particular case of the scalar problem, there exist radial nonincreasing,
single-point blow-up solutions of type II (i.e., such that (L7]) fails); see [10, 11, [13]. As for
the case of monotone in time solutions, it seems that the known proofs of (L7 for systems
(see e.g. [4]) usually require § = 1. Also we recall that non-equidiffusive parabolic systems
are often much more involved, both in terms of behavior of solutions and at the technical
level (cf. [I5] and [16, Chapter 33]). As for the general problem (2], we shall be able to
handle a large class of nonlinearities which need not follow a precise power behavior. The
features (i)-(iii) will require a number of nontrivial new ideas, building on the approach
in [I7], which is here improved and made more flexible. See Section 1.2 below for details.

The main results of this paper are the following.
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Theorem 1.1. Let Q@ = B(0, R), p, ¢ > 1 and 6 > 0. Assume (1.3) and let the solution
(u, v) of (L) satisfy T* < oo. Then blow-up occurs only at the origin, i.e.

sup (u(t, p) +ov(t, p)) < oo, forall p € (0,R). (1.9)
0<t<T*

Our next result, which concerns system ([I.2]), actually contains Theorem [[.T]as a special
case but, in view of the special interest of system (ILII), we prefered to state Theorem [L1]
separately. We will assume the following conditions on the functions F, G:

P < F(u, v) < co(vP +u” + 1), (1.10)
au? < Gu, v) < co(u? +v° + 1), (1.11)

for all w, v > 0 and for some positive constants ci, co, where

T:M and S:M, (1.12)

p+1 qg+1

and
for all Cy,Cy > 0, there exist u, A, k1, k2 > 0 with k1ko < 1, such that

(1+p)F <uF,+ rkvF, and (1+ p)G <0Gy + kouGy (1.13)

on D := {(u, v) € [A, ©)?; C; < s < Cg}.

Theorem 1.2. Let Q = B(0, R), p, ¢ > 1, 6 > 0. Assume (L.3)-(13) and (II0)-(TI13).
Let the solution (u, v) of (I.2) satisfy T* < oo. Then blow-up occurs only at the origin,

i.e. (Z3) holds.

We immediately give examples of nonlinearities to which Theorem applies.

Examples 1.1. (i) The result of Theorem[1L.2 is valid for system (I1.2) with

m m
F(u, v) = AP 4+ Z)\iu”vsi and  G(u, v) = Au? + inuﬂvgi, (1.14)

i=1 =1

where p,q > 1, m > 1 and for all 1 <i < m, 14, si, Ti, 5, Ai, A > 0,
p+1

. _p+1
P S— - < d ; ; < q. 1.15
nq+1+sz_p an r,+szq+1_q ( )

We note that the requirement that F,G be of class C' imposes r;,s;,7:,5; € {0} U1, 00).
However, in case some of these numbers belong to (0,1), Theorem [1.2 still applies if F,G
only coincide with the expressions in (I1.13) for u and v sufficiently large. We stress that
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F,G in ({I.13) are not mere perturbations of vP,ul. Indeed, when we have equality in

(IL17), the additional terms are critical in the sense of scaling.

(ii) The result of Theorem [I.2 is also valid for system (I2) with
F(u, v) = vP[1+Asin’(klog(14v))] and G(u, v) = u?[1+Asin®(klog(1+u))] (1.16)

where

@:i%iié 0<E<@:i%iiz. (1.17)

Note that Theorem [L.2 thus allows nonlinearities F, G with oscillations of arbitrarily large

p,g>1 AMA>0, 0<k<

amplitude around vP,ud (since A\, X can be arbitrarily large in (I17)).

Finally, in the case of monotone in time solutions, we extend to system (2] the lower

pointwise estimates from [I7] on the final blow-up profiles.

Theorem 1.3. Let Q@ = B(0, R), p, ¢ > 1 and § > 0. Assume (L3)-(11), (I10)-(L12)
and let the solution (u, v) of (IL.2) satisfy T* < oo. Assume in addition that ug, vy > 0.

Then there exist constants €g,e1 > 0, such that

lz[2*u(T*, z) > o, 0<|z] <e
and

|z|2P0(T™, ) > eo, 0 < |z| < ey,
where o and 8 are given by (LJ]).

Remarks 1.1.

(7) The results of Theorems [[.2] and [[3 remain true for the Cauchy problem (that is, (I.2)
with R = oo and 92 = )) provided ug, vg are not both constant. These follow from simple
modifications of the proofs.

(#i) Concerning Theorem [[.3] we note that the existence of a positive, radially symmetric,
radially nonincreasing and classical solution of (2] such that 7% < oo and ws, vy > 0,

can be obtained for initial data (Aug, Avg) with A > 0 large enough, whenever ug, vy
satisfy (3] and

ug, vo € C3(Q)NC(R), wup= vy =0 on A,
0Aug + F(UO, ’Uo) >0, Auvyy+ G(UO, Uo) >0 in Q.

See [20].
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1.2. Outline of proof. Asin [6,[I7] (and cf. [7,[2]), the basic idea for proving single-point

blow-up is to consider auxiliary functions J, J, either of the form (cf. [6]):

J(t, p) = u, +ec(p)u?, J(t, p) = v, +cc(p)v”, (1.18)

or (cf. [17]):

J(t, p) =u,+eclp)?, J(t, p)=wv,+ec(p)u’, (1.19)
with suitable constants v, > 1, € > 0 and functions c(p),¢(p). The couple (J, J) satisfies
a system of parabolic inequalities to which one aims at applying the maximum principle,
so as to deduce that J, J < 0. By integrating these inequalities in space, one then obtains
upper bounds on u and v which guarantee single-point blowup at the origin.

However, in the case of systems, such a procedure turns out to require good comparison
properties between u and v. Due to the global comparison properties employed in [6], the
result there for system (LI]) imposed the severe restriction p = ¢ (as well as § = 1, because
this comparison was shown by applying the maximum principle to a linear combination
of u and v). For type I blowup, radially decreasing solutions of (II]) with § = 1 and any
p,q > 1, this was overcome in [I7] by applying a different strategy. Instead of looking
for comparison properties valid everywhere, one assumed for contradiction that (type I)
single-point blow-up fails and then established sharp asymptotic estimates near blowup
points. Namely, it was shown that, if pg > 0 is a blow-up point, then

T (T~ t)%ult, p) = Ao, lim (T~ 1)%u(t, p) = Bo (1.20)
uniformly on compact subsets of [0, pg), for some uniquely determined constants Ay, By >
0, hence in particular the comparison property

: uPtt p+1 p—(g+1)
s A

pat1

These estimates turned out to be sufficient to handle the system satisfied by suitable
functions of the form J, J in (LI9). As for estimate (L20), its proof in [I7] was long
and technical, using similarity variables, delayed smoothing effects for rescaled solutions,
monotonicity arguments and a precise classification of entire solutions of a related ODE
system.

Although we here follow the same basic strategy as in [I7], we have been able to make
the method much more flexible, leading to the improvements mentioned above, owing to

a number of new ideas, which we now describe.
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(i) An important observation, improving on [17], is that the proof that .J, J < 0 can be
reduced to a weaker property than ([20]), namely:

{ 01 § (T* — t)au(t, p) S 02

Cy < (T* — t)Pu(t, p) < Cy in [T /2,T%) x [p1, pal, (1.21)

for some 0 < p; < p2 < po and some (unrestricted) constants C1,Cy > 0. Defining
J, J by ([LIR) instead of (LI9), and localizing the function c(p), this can be achieved by
choosing 7,7 > 1 suitably close to 1 (see Section 2).

(ii) Even though the global type I estimate (7)) is unknown in general or may fail, the
following local type I estimate, away from the origin, can be proved for radially decreasing

solutions of the general system (L2)):
u(t, p) <Cp ™™ (T*—t)™% and o(t, p) < Cp " (T* —t)~". (1.22)

See Proposition BIl This is a rather easy consequence of Kaplan’s eigenfunction method.
This yields in particular the upper part of the bounds in (L2T]).

(iii) As for the more delicate lower bounds in (L21]), they are proved in three steps.
The first step (Proposition [A1]) is to establish a nondegeneracy property which guarantees
that po € (0, R) is not a blowup point whenever

(T* —t)%u(t, p) <n and (T* —t)%0(t, p) <n (1.23)

at some time ¢t and some p € (0, pg) with n > 0 sufficiently small. As in [I7], the idea is
to work in similarity variables and to use delayed smoothing effects, adapting arguments
from [9, 1]. However, a new difficulty arises due to the lack of global type I upper estimate
on (u,v), hence of global bound on the rescaled solution. This is overcome, after truncating
the domain, by carefully comparing with a modified solution. The latter is obtained by a
suitable reflection and supersolution procedure, taking advantage of the local upper bound
in (T22) (see step 1 of the proof of Proposition A.]). After passing to similarity variables,
the modified solution is now uniformly bounded, but at the expense of additional terms,
generated by the reflection procedure, which appear in the PDE’s. However, these terms
can be localized exponentially far away in space for large time, and thus taken care of in
the smoothing effect arguments.

(iv) As a second step in the proof of the lower bounds in (LZT]), we prove (see Section 5)
that solutions rescaled around a blow-up point behave, in a suitable sense, like a continuous

distribution solution of the following system of ordinary differential inequalities (ODI):

{ ¢ + ad > cryP,

P+ B > 197, (1.24)
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on (—o00,00). This is proved by a further use of similarity variables, along with the space
monotonicity. Moreover, we single out a simple but crucial property of local interpendence
of components for such solutions of (L.24]); namely, ¢(0) = 0 if and only if ¢(0) = 0.

(v) Then, as a last step (Section 6), we show that, if one of the lower bounds in (I.21) is
violated, then, owing to point (iv), we have convergence of rescaled solutions to a solution
of (24]) such that ¢(0) = 0 and (0) = 0. Restated in terms in (u,v), this leads to the
degeneracy condition (L23]) at some time ¢. But, in view of point (iii), this contradicts pg

being a blowup point.

We note that, in [I7], the study of the particular system (L) led to the system of

equalities

, (1.25)
V' B = 19,

instead of (L24]), and a complete classification of entire solutions of (L25]) was obtained,

which enabled one to deduce the more precise behavior (L.20) at the left of an alleged

nonzero blowup point. We stress that, thanks to the new possibility of arguing through

{ ¢ + ap = c1yP,

the weaker estimates (L.2I]), we can now avoid such a classification (which is not available
for the general system (L24])).

The organization of the rest of this paper is as follows. In Section 2, we prove Theo-
rem (hence Theorem [I]) assuming the local upper and lower type I estimates (L.21])
near blow-up points. Sections 3-6 are next devoted to proving these estimates. In Sec-
tion 3, we establish upper blowup estimates away from the origin (Proposition B]). In
Section 4 we prove the key nondegeneracy property Proposition [l In Section 5 we
show the ODI behavior for rescaled solutions and the local interpendence of components
for the ODI system. In Section 6 we then prove the lower bounds in (I.2I)) by using a
contradiction argument and the results of Sections 3-5. Finally, in Section 7, we establish
the pointwise lower bounds on the blow-up profiles, i.e., Theorem [I.3], and we verify the

assertions in Examples [[L11

2. PROOF OF THEOREM ASSUMING LOCAL UPPER AND LOWER TYPE I ESTIMATES

The local upper and lower type I estimates, in case of existence of nonzero blow-up

points, are formulated in the following proposition.

Proposition 2.1. Let Q@ = B(0, R), p,q > 1, § > 0. Assume (L.3)-(L3) and (ILI0)-
(I12) and let the solution (u,v) of (IL2) satisfy T* < oo. Assume that there exists
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po € (0, R) such that

lim sup (u(t, po) + v(t, po)) = oo
t—T*

and let [p1, p2] be a compact subinterval of (0, pg). Then, there exist constants Cy, Cy > 0
(possibly depending on the solution (u,v) and on po, p1,p2), such that

Ci1 < (T* —t)%u(t, p) <Cy on [T*/2,T) x [p1, p2] (2.1)
and
C1 < (T* = t)%0(t, p) < Co on [T*/2, T*) x [p1, pol. (2.2)

In particular, there exist C,Cl > 0 such that

/ uq+1(t7 p) ! * *
1S T, ) <Cy on [T7/2,T%) x [p1, pa]. (2.3)

As already explained in Section 1.2, the proof of Proposition 2.1] will be developed in
Sections 3-6, and we shall now prove Theorem assuming Proposition 2.1

We introduce the auxiliary J, J functions defined by

J(t, p) = u, +ec(p)u”, J(t, p) = v, + cc(p)v”, (2.4)
with
c(p) = sin? (%) , ¢p)==rclp), p1<p<po, (2.5)

where v, 5 > 1 and ¢, k, po > p1 > 0 are to be fixed. We note that J, J € C((0, T*) x
[0, R])N VVlifk((O, T*) x [0, R)), for all 1 < k < oo, by parabolic LP-regularity.

Lemma 2.1. Under the hypotheses of Theorem [.2, assume that there exists py € (0, R)
such that

lim sup (u(t, po) +v(t, po)) = oo
t—T*

and let p1 = po/4 and pa = po/2. Then there exist v, ¥ > 1, K > 0 and Ty € (0, T*), such
that, for any € € (0, 1], the functions J and J defined in (2.4)—(23) satisfy

—1 —1 —
Jp —6Jpp — 5n—Jp + 5%,] < Fy(u, v)J + [Fu(u, v) — 26570’10*_1} J, 26
2.6
1 =
o 5—J < Gulu, v)J + [Gv(u, v) — 2576’@“"1] J,

p p
for a.e. (t,x) € [Ty, T*) x (p1, p2).
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Proof. Step 1. Computation of a parabolic operator on J and J.
Let H = v”. By differentiation of (24]), we have
i — 8Jpp = (up)t + ecHy — 6(up)), — ded"H — 26ec’ H, — decH
= (g = Supy) + (e (Hy — 6H,) — 26¢ H, — 6¢'H).
By the first equation in (L2]), we get
n—1 n—1

1
u, + F(u, v)> = 5Tupp — 57% + Fyu, + Fyu,
p

n —

(ur — dupp)p = <5
and

Hy — 6Hpp = yu" ™ uy — 6y(y — 1)u?~2 % — Syu" ",
1
Uup + F) .

Here and in the sequel, we omit the arguments u, v when no confusion may arise. Using

< Au? 7t (ut — 5upp) =yt (571 —

this, along with u, = J — ecu” and v, = J — eeu7, we obtain

n—1 n —
(J —ecu”), -6 p

+F,(J—ecu’) + F, (] —e?)
+eu’! [yc <5n

1 1 _
n Jp— 5€n du) — 5€cn

1
Jy—=0Jpp <6 (J —ecu”)

Uy + F> — 2v6cu, — 56//u]

_ n—1
"}/Uﬂy 1Up—57

=4 J

n—1
02

+eur ! [fyc <5n

+ de

cu? + F, (J —ecu)) + F, (J — ecv?)

up + F) —26vc (J —ecu?) — 6c”u} .

Consequently,

—1 1 _
Jy— 8, — 5”7Jp + 5”7,] < B+ [Fy = 20077 T + ey, 2.7)

with

7 —1
Hy:=—cu'F, — e F, + v [’ycF + 20e7yc cu + du <n (E — c’) - c”)} )
p \p

For convenience, we set

£(p) = <1—C—,)—C—, p1 < p < p2
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and, on (0,7*) x (p1, p2),

~ Hl Uﬁ/_l
Hy = cu’ -1 —uky, — /{FUFU +yF + 25 eydu? + 6&(p)u. (2.8)
Note that, up to now, our calculations made use of (L.2) through the first PDE only. Thus,

by replacing 6 with 1 and exchanging the roles of u, F,~,c and v, G,7,¢, we get

_ _ —1_ —1_ -
T — Top — — P %J < G+ |Gy = 22700 T 4 e, (29)
with .
~ H 1u~ _ I
Hy = =1 = —vG, — ;ﬁuGu +75G +2ey¢vY + £(p)v. (2.10)
Next setting ¢ = pa — p1 = po/4, we have
d 27 w(p— p1) ' 22 L rm(p— p1) 272
o= e(FE) ad - S =T (R ) - S

(p) = np_—21+ 2%2 - 2% [n— ! +Ecot<7ﬂ(p_pl)>} cot(LpZm)).

It follows that

§(p) — —oo and  £(p) — —oo.
p—p] )

Since ¢ is continuous on (p1, p2), then there exists Cs = Cs(n, pp) > 0 such that
5(!0) < 037 for all IS (1017 102) (211)
By (2.8), (2I0) and (2II), we obtain, for some Cy = Cy(d, po) > 0,

-1

Hy < —uF, — H,%’UFU +4F + Cgoyu” + 6Csu (2.12)
u
and
Hy, < —vG, — — 3 uGy +7G + Cyyv” + Csv. (2.13)
KU

Step 2. FEstimation of the remainder terms ﬁl,ﬁg with help of the local lower and
upper type I estimates.

Assume that v satisfies

qg+1
l<~y<pil™ 2.14
V<P (2.14)
and set
+1
v=1+27 (1) (2.15)
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which, in turn, guarantees

1<~y <qg——. 2.16
V<O (2.16)

Let the constants C7, Cy > 0 be given by Proposition 211 By 21)-(22), 2.I5) and (L),
we then have
_ptly -1 -1 v-1 -1 ol 41
(e ™) =G < <% (e )
cy v Cy

on [T/2, T*) x (p1, p2).
Next, by (2I)-(23) and assumption (LI3) (with C{,C% in place of C1,C2), there exist
K1, Ko, i > 0 with k1ky < 1 and Ty € (T*/2,T*), such that

(2.17)

uF, + kivF, > (14 2p)F  on [Ty, T*) x (p1, p2) (2.18)
and
vGy + kouGy > (1 4+2p)G  on [Ty, T*) % (p1, p2)- (2.19)

Choose k in (23] such that k1 < kK < 1/k3. Then taking v > 1 close enough to 1, we
deduce from (Z.I7) that

vt 1wt .
rop 2 m and ——=— >Ry on[To, T%) x (p1, p2), (2.20)
and we may also assume that
y<1+4+p F<1+p (2.21)

and that ([2I4]), (ZI0]) are satisfied. On the other hand, since F' > c;vP and G > cuf, it
follows from ([23), (2.14) and (2.I6) that there exists 71 € (Tp, T™*) such that

Cubyu + Cabu < Cow1i” < uF  on [Ty, T*) X (p1, p2) (2.22)
and
Cyyu + Cyv < Cup? <uG on[Ty, T*) x (p1, p2). (2.23)
Combining (212)), (ZI3) with (ZI5)-(223]) and using F,, G, > 0, we deduce that
Hy < —uF, — k1oFy + (1+2p)F <0 on[T1, T*) X (p1, p2)

and
Hy < —vGy — kouGy + (1 4+2u)G <0 on [Ty, T*) x (p1, p2)
and the Lemma follows from (2.7)—(210). O
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With Proposition 2.1l and Lemma 2.1] at hand, we can now conclude the proof of The-
orem

Proof of Theorem[I.2. Let (u, v) be a solution of system ([.2]) satisfying the hypotheses
of Theorem [[L21 and assume for contradiction that there exists py € (0, R) such that

lim sup (u(t, po) + v(t, po)) = co. (2.24)
t—=T*
Also, since (u, v) # (0, 0), it is easy to see that w, v > 0 in (0, T%) x [0, R), hence
up(t, -) Z0andv,(t, -) #Z 0 foreach t € (0, 7). Next, we have ut—éupp—5"—;1up = f(t, p)
on (0, T%) x (0, R), with f(t, p) = F(u, v). Since, u,, v, < 0 and F, > 0, a strong
maximum principle (which can be seen from straightforward modifications of the proof of
[16, Lemma 52.18, p. 519]) then guarantees

u, <0 on (0,7%) x (0, R), (2.25)
and similarly
v, <0 on (0,T%) x (0, R). (2.26)

Set p1 = po/4, p2 = po/2 and let J, J, T} be given by Lemma Il Since c(p1) = c(p2) =
0, we have J, J < 0 on ((T1, T*) x {p1}) U ((T1, T*) x {p2}). Taking £ > 0 sufficiently
small and using (Z25)), (Z26), we see that J, J < 0 on {T1} x [p1, p2]. Then, owing to
assumption (L5, we may use the maximum principle (as in, e.g., [I7]), to obtain J, J <0

on (Th, T*) X [p1, p2]. Consequently,
—up 2 ec(p)u’  on (T1, T*) x [p1, pa].

By integration, we obtain

p2 —
u' T, pa) > (v — 1)5/ sin? <M> dp>0 forall T} <t<T"

It follows that u(t, p2) is bounded for 77 < t < T*, and similarly v(¢, p2) is bounded for
Ty <t < T* Since u,, v, < 0, this leads to a contradiction with (Z24]) and proves the

theorem. 0

3. UPPER TYPE I ESTIMATES AWAY FROM THE ORIGIN

Proposition 3.1. Let Q = B(0, R), p, ¢ > 1, 6 > 0. Assume that (I.3)-(11) are satisfied

and that, for some ¢1 > 0,

F(u,v) > 1P, G(u,v) > cpul, for all u,v > 0. (3.1)
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Let the solution (u, v) of (I.2) satisfy T* < oo. Then, there exists a constant My > 0
(depending only on n, p, q, 0, c1, R, T*) such that

ult, ) < Myp™ (T" ) and o(t, p) < Mop™™ (T~ )%, (32)
for allt €0, T*) and 0 < p < R.

The argument, which is based on Kaplan’s eigenfunction method, is well known for
scalar equations (see e.g. [12] and [14, Propositions 4.4, 4.6 and Corollary 4.5, pp. 895-
896]) and can be easily adapted to systems.

Proof. We denote by \; the first eigenvalue of —A in H¢(B(0, R)) and ¢ the correspond-
ing eigenfunction such that ¢; > 0 and fB(o R) v1(x)dx = 1. Multiplying (L2) by ¢,
using (BI) and integrating by parts, we obtain, on (0,7*),

a / ult, T)p1(2)de > ¢ / (¢, ) (@)dr — 6A, / ult, )1 (@)de,
dt JB(o, r) B(0, R) B(0, R)

d

— ul(t, x)py (z)dx — )\1/ v(t, x)e1(z)dz.
dt JBo, r)

B(0, R)

v(t, x)1(z)de > cl/

B(0, R)
Let y(t) = fB(o R) u(t, x)p1(x)dr and z(t) = fB(o R) v(t, )p1(z)dx. By Jensen’s inequal-
ity, we deduce that

y'(t) = 2P (t) — dhy(t),  Z(t) = ery?(t) — Miz(b).
We put Y (t) = e™1ty(t) and Z(t) = eM?2(t). Then, there exists C' > 0 such that
Y'(t) > CZP(¢), Z'(t) > OY(t) on (0,7%).

Here and in the rest of the proof, C' denotes a positive constant depending only on
T*, 6, p, ¢, n, R and which may vary from line to line. By [I7, Lemma 32.10, p. 284],
there exists C' such that

Y(t)<C(T* -t~  ZEt)<oT*—t)~F on [0,T™),
where «, 8 are given by (L8). Therefore,
yit) <C(T* =),  z(t)<CT* —t)~° on [0,T%).

For 0 < p < R/2, since u, v are radially symmetric and radially nonincreasing, we deduce
that

p"ul(t, p) <C u(t, |z|)dz < C u(t, |z|)pr1(z)de < C(T* =)™,
B(0, R/2) B(0, R/2)

plu(t, p) < C/ v(t,|z|)de < C o(t, |z)) g1 (z)dz < C(T* — )P,
B(0, R/2) B(0, R/2)
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The case when R/2 < p < R then follows from the radial nonincreasing property. This
completes the proof. O

4. A NON-DEGENERACY CRITERION FOR BLOW-UP POINTS

The main objective of this subsection is the following result, which gives a sufficient,
local smallness condition, at any given time sufficiently close to T™*, for excluding blow-up

at a given point different from the origin.

Proposition 4.1. Let Q = B(0, R), p, ¢ > 1, 6 > 0. Assume (1.3)-(13), (L10)-(112)
and let the solution (u, v) of (I2) satisfy T* < co. Let dy, di satisfy 0 < dy < dy < R.

There exist n, 79 > 0 such that if, for some t1, € [T* — 19, T*), we have
(T* —t1)*u(ts, di) < and (T* —t1) v(ty, di) <, (4.1)

then dy is not a blow-up point of (u, v), i.e. (u, v) is uniformly bounded in the neighborhood

of (T, dy). Here, the numbers n, 19 depend only on p, q, r, s, 0, c1, ¢2, do, d1, n, R, T*.

As in [I7], the proof uses similarity variables and delayed smoothing effects. However,
as explained in Section 1.2, a new difficulty arises, caused by the absence of global type 1
information on the blow-up rate. For this reason, we consider only radial and radially
decreasing solutions (whereas the analogous criterion in [I7] was established for any so-
lution). In this more delicate situation, the current formulation, slightly different from
that in [I7], turns out to be more convenient. Namely, instead of expressing the local
non-blow-up criterion itself with the weighted L' norm of rescaled solution, it is expressed
in terms of pointwise smallness on ((T* —t)%u, (T* —t)%v) at a point d; < dp and at some

time close to T™.

4.1. Similarity variables and delayed smoothing effects. In view of the proof of
Proposition [£1] we introduce the well-known similarity variables (cf. [8]). More precisely,
for any given d € R, we define the (one-dimensional) similarity variables around (T, d),
associated with (¢, p) € (0, T*) x R, by:

—d
o=—log(T* —t) €[4, 0), 0= 'OTit =¢"2(p—d) € R, (4.2)
where 6 = —log T™*. For given 0 > 0, let U be a (classical) solution of

U —0Uyp=H(t p), 0<t<T* peR
(where the smooth functions H will be specified later). Then

V =Vi(o,0) = (T* —t)°Ul(t, y) = e *U(T* —e 7, d+ e %)
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is a solution of
Vo= L5V +aV =e O 0(T* — e d+0e/?), o>6, 0€R,  (43)

where

0
2
We denote by (T5(0))s>0 the semigroup associated with L5. More precisely, for each

92

L5 =003 — ~0p = 0K; '0p(K59p),  Ks(0) = (4m8)~/2e715 .

¢ € L*(R), we set T5(0)¢ := w(o, .), where w is the unique solution of

Wy = Lsw, feR, o0 >0, (4.4)
w(0, 0) = ¢(0), 0 €R.
For any ¢ € L*°(R), we put
1/m
loleg, = ( [ 1601 Ks0)08) . 1< m <.
R
Let 1 <k <m < ooandd >0, then, by Jensen’s inequality,
glly, <l 1<k <m<co. (4.5)

The semigroups (Ts(0))s>0 have the following properties, which will be useful when dealing

with system (2] with unequal diffusivities:
Lemma 4.1. (1) (Contraction) For any 1 < m < oo, we have
T30l < ol for all>0, 020, 6 € I(R). (1.6)
Moreover, for all 0 < § < \ < 0o, we have
A\ 1/2 o
ITs()ollg, < (5) lolg,.  forallo =0, ¢ L*(®). (47)

(2) (Delayed regularizing effect) For any 1 < k < m < oo, there exist C,o* > 0 such
that

IT5(0) ]y, < éumu%, for all6 >0, 0 > o*, ¢ € L°(R). (4.8)
Moreover, for all 0 < § < \ < 0o, we have
A (A2 * 00
IT5(@)olleg, < C(5) Nollug, . forallo 0% 6 L¥®R).  (49)

Proof. We put w(e, 0) = (T5(0)¢)(v/86). Then, by (@), it follows that w is the solution
of
Wy = L1, 0eR, 0>0,
{ w(0, 0) = p(\/36), 6HcR.
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Then
(o, 0) = [T1(0)p(V3 )] (0). (4.10)
By (@I0) and [I7, Lemma 3.1(i), p.176], we obtain
1Ts(o)dlly = H(T5(0)¢)(\/5')HL’£1 = HT1(0)<Z5(\/5-)HL§1
<6V )llzy, = léllzy . forallo >o0.

Let next 0 < 6 < A < oo. Denote by (S5(t))s>0 the semigroup associated with 585 in R
and let the functions u(¢, y) and w(o, €) be related by the following backward self-similar
transformation (with 7% =1, d = 0):

Y
v1—-t

o= —log(l—1t) €0, ), 0= = e?/?y e R, w(o, §) = u(t, y).

We have, for all o > 0,

—ly—=|2

|[Z5(0)6] 0)] = | [Sa(t)uo] v)]| = \(zmat)-l/? | wtzya:

1/2 a2
< (2) " amayre / U5 g (2)] d
4 R

()"0l = (3) " mesl o)

Inequality (A7) then follows from (4.4]).
To prove assertion (2), we recall that, by e.g. [17, Lemma 3.1(ii), p.176], for any 1 <

k < m < oo, there exist é, o* > 0 such that

1Ty (o)l < éllﬁb\ly;{l, forallo > 0%, ¢ € L*(R).
We may then argue similarly as for assertion (1). O

4.2. Proof of Proposition [4.1l The proof is long and technical. We split it in several
steps. Assume p > ¢ without loss of generality, hence o > .

Step 1. Definition of suitably modifed solutions. As mentioned before we lack a global
type I blow-up estimate. However, we have a local type I blow-up estimate, away from
the origin. Indeed, by (8:2)) in Proposition BI], we know that

(T* —t)%u(t, y) < No, (T* —t)Pu(t,y) < No, 0<t<T* dy<y<R, (411)

with No = Mpd;". We shall thus truncate the radial domain and consider suitably

controlled extensions of the solution to the real line. We first define the following extensions



18 N. MAHMOUDI, PH. SOUPLET, AND S. TAYACHI
w,v > 0 of u,v by setting:

u(t, y), y € ld, B,
u(t, y) = t9) [ | for any ¢ € [0, T%), (4.12)

07 yGR\[dlaR]7

and v(t, y) similarly.
Next, let M > Ny to be chosen below. For given tg € [0, T%), let (u, ©v) = (u(to; -, ),
U(to;-,-)) be the solution of the following auxiliary problem:

— 0Uyy = F(u, v), to<t<T* y>d,

Ty — Uy = G(u, 0), to<t<T* y>d,

u(t, dy) = M(T* —t)~%, to<t<TH (4.13)
O(t, dy) = M(T* —t)7P, to<t<T*,
u(to, y) = ulto, y), y = di,

o(to, y) = v(to, y): y > dy.

It is clear that w, © > 0 exist on [to, T*) X [d1, 00). Also, using (£I1]) and M > Ny, we

deduce from the maximum principle that
u<u, v<T on [ty, T*) X [di, ). (4.14)
Now choosing
M = max (No, cxa™ (N§ + Ng + T, 287 (Nf + NG + T71)), (4.15)
where cg is from (LI0)—(LII), and using (LIO)—(LI2), (4110, (£I12), (£I5]), we have
F(,0) < co@ + 0" + 1) < eo(N§ + N(T* — )77 +1) < aM(T* — )"
and
G(,0) < co(u? +0° + 1) < o (N + N§)(T* — P14 1) < BM(T* — O

We may thus use M (T* — t)~® (resp., M(T* —t)~?) as a supersolution of the inhomo-
geneous, linear heat equation in ([AI3]), verified by @ (resp. ¥) on [tg, T™) X [d1, ©), and

infer from the maximum principle that
0<T<M(T*—t)"% 0<TM(T*—t)"" on [ty, T*) x [d1, o0). (4.16)
We next extend (u, ¥) by odd reflection for y < dy, i.e., we set:

ﬂ(tv dl - y) = 2M(T* - t)_a _U(t7 dl +y)7 lo<t< T*7 Yy > 07
o(t, dy —y) =2M(T* — )P —3(t, dy +y), to<t<T* y>0.
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From (4.16]), along with (414 and (£I2]), we have
0<T<2M(T* — )™, 0<T<2M(T* —t)™% on [to, T*) xR (4.17)
and
u<u, v<T onty, T*) xR. (4.18)
It is easy to see that the functions @, 7 € C12((tg, T*) x R) and that we have

Ut—éﬂyy:Fl(t, y), t0<t<T*, yGR,
Ty —Tyy = G1(t, y), to<t<T* yeR,

where
20M (T* —t)=2=t — F(u, v)(t, 2d1 —y), y <di,
Rt y) =9 (4.19)
F(U, U)(ta y)7 Yy 2 dla
28M(T* —t)~P~1 — G(u, v)(t, 2d1 —y), y < di,
Gi(t, y) = o (4.20)
G(u7 U)(t7 y)a Yy 2 dl-

Step 2. Self-similar rescaling of modifed solutions. We now fix d € (dy, dy) (say,
d = (do + d1)/2) and pass to self-similar variables (o, ) around (7%, d), cf. ([@2]). In

these variables, we first define the rescaled solution (w, z) = (wg, z4), associated with the

extended solution (@, v), namely,

w(o, §) = (T*—-t)*ut,y), 06<o<o0, §eR, (4.21)
20, 0) = (T* —t)50(t, y), 6<o<o0, R, '
where 6 = —logT*. For given tog € [0, T*) (cf. Step 1), we also define (w, zZ) =

(Wq(to; -, -), Zalto; -, -)), associated with the modifed solution (u(to;-, ), T(to;-, -)), given
by

w(O', 9) = (T* - t)aU(t7 y)a op < 0 <00, NS Ra (4 22)
2(0-7 9) = (T* - t)Bﬁ(tv y)7 0p < 0 <00, NS Ra '
where g = —log(T™* — ty) > 6. At this point, we stress that (w, Z) depends on the choice

of o9 (or tp), whereas (w, z) does not. Actually, in Step 3, the (w, Z) will be used as
auxiliary functions in order to establish suitable estimates on (w, z) itself.

Set ¢ =d — d; > 0. Owing to (£I7), (ZI8), we have
w<w<2M, Z<zZ<2M on o, o0) xR (4.23)
and, for all o > &,

0 +— w(o,0) and 6 — Z(0,0) are nonincreasing for 6 € [—£e?/?, 00), (4.24)
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due to (m) Then, using (IB), (m)a (m)aa+1:pﬁaﬁ+1:qa7 a(T—l)—lZO

and B(s —1) — 1 =0, we see that (w, Z) is a solution of

{ Wy — LW +aw = Fy(o,0), o09<o<oo, §€R, (4.25)

Zo —LiZ+ Pz = Go(o, 0), og <o <00, §€ER,

where

Fy(o, 0) = e~@tlo gy (T" — e, d+ 96_0/2)

< & (F(0) + @ (o) + D7) 4 20 Mg _gaszy (4.26)

and

GQ(O', 9) — e—(ﬁ-}—l)acl (T* —e %, d+ 06—0/2)

< o (@9(0) + (o) + e IT) 4 3BM (g _pearey (427)

Also, using the last two conditions in (AI3), along with (£21]), (£22]) and [@.23), we see
that

w(oo) < w(oo) +2MX (g _remor2y  and  Z(o0) < Z(00) + 2M X (g _geonr2y- (4.28)

In the next steps, we shall estimate (w, z) by using semigroup and delayed smoothing
arguments. As compared with the situation in [I7], we have here additional terms which
come from the reflection procedure. However, thanks to the self-similar change of variables,
whose center d is shifted to the right of the reflection point dy, the contribution of these
terms, as ¢ — oo, will be localized exponentially far away at —oo in space and thus
can be made arbitrarily small for 7y small. Also, the need to handle two semigroups,
due to the different diffusivities, as well as added nonlinear terms, cause some technical

complications, which require for instance an additional interpolation argument.

Step 3. Flirst semigroup estimates for (w, z). We claim that, for all 69 > & and o > 0,

we have
(o + o) < e Ty(o) [@(UO) + 2MX{9<—€6"0/2}}
+c2 / e (0 — 7) <5p(00 +7)+w (o0 +7)+ e_(a+1)(”°+T)) dr
0

o
+2aM / Ty (0 = )X (ge_putenirynydT (429
0
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and
Hoo +0) < € PT1(0) [F(00) + 2Mxgg_penory
+ 62/ e_B(U_T)Tl (0 —71) <@q(00 +7)+2%(00+71) + e—(5+1)(00+‘r)) dr
0

+28M e_B(U_T)Tl(U — T)X{9<_Ze(go+f)/z}d7', (4.30)
0

and that, moreover,
@(O’O + O') + 5(0’0 + O') < 6M1US(0-) [@(0’0) + 5(0’0) + 4MX{9<_5600/2}:|

+ e / 7 Mi(o-) S(o — 1) {e—(a+1)(00+7) I e—(6+1)(00+7)} dr
0

+ 2aM/ eMl(U_T)S(O' — T)X{0<_Ze(ao+7')/2}d7', (431)
0

where
(S(0))oz0 = (Ts(0) + T1(0))o=0
and
M; = comax((2M)P~1, (2M)41, (2M)™1, (2M)*7 ).
(Note that, as announced, estimates ([£.29)-(4.31]) do not involve (w(ty; -, ), Z(to;-,-)) any-

more.)

Let us first verify (£29)-(30). We fix o9 > 6 and consider (W, z) = (Wq(to;-, -),
Zq(to; -, +)), defined in (@22)) with o9 = —log(T™* —to). we use ([EZ5) and the variation of

constants formula to write
@(O‘o + 0) = e_aUT(;(O')@(O'o) + / E_Q(U_T)T(;(O' — T)FQ(UO + 7, -)dT
0
for all o > 0, hence, by (£26]),
wW(og+ o) < e Y Ts(o)w(og) + 2aM/ e_a(U_T)Tg(a - T)X{6<_ge(o()+‘r)/2}d7-
0
+ 02/ e T5(0 — 7) <?p(00 +7)+w (oo +7)+ e_(a+1)(”°+T)) dr. (4.32)
0
Similarly, by exchanging the roles of w, w, p, r, «, and Z, Z, g, s, 3, we obtain
Z(o0 +0) < e P T (0)Z(00) + 2,8M/ e P (0 - T)X{9< —telootm) /2y 0T
0
+c2 / e P (0 —7) (15‘1(0’0 +7)+ 200+ 1) + e_(5+1)("°+T)) dr. (4.33)
0

Inequalities (£29)-(30) then follow from (#32), (£33)), (£.23)) and (Z28)).
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To verify (£31)), we set H :=w + z. Adding up (£32]) and (4£.33)), and recalling o > 3,
we easily get

H(og+o0) < S(0)H(og) + /00 S(o—7)[MiH(oo+7)+ D(7)] dr, >0, (4.34)
where
D(t,") = ¢ [e_(a+1)("°+T) + e_(B'H)("OJFT)] + ZQMX{9<_ZG(JO+T)/2}, T>0.
Set

~

H(og+0) :=e™78(0)H (og) + /OU M= S(g — 1)D(r)dr, o > 0. (4.35)

By direct computation, using the semigroup properties of (S(0)),>0 and Fubini’s theorem,

we see that

~

H(og+0)=S(0)H(og) + /00 S(c—1) [Mlﬁ(ao +7)+D(r)]dr, o>0. (4.36)

Combining ([A34)), (£36) and using the positivity-preserving property of (S(c))s>0, we
obtain

~

[H—H|;(og+0) <M /00 S(c —71)[H — H|+(o0 +71)dr, o >0. (4.37)

Letting now 0 = max(d, 1) and K = K5, we deduce from (7)) in Lemma 1] that
1S(@)¢ll . < Cliéllpe, o>0,6€L™R), 1<k< oo, (4.38)

with C = C(8) > 1. Therefore, it follows from (A37) that

~

|’[H—H]+(00+U)HL}< §5'M1/0 H[H—ﬁ]Jr(UoJrT)HL}{dT’ o >0,

and we infer from Gronwall’s Lemma that H(cg+0) < H (o0+0) for all o > 0. Inequality
(#31) then follows from ([A23]) and (£28]).

Step 4. Small time estimate of rescaled solutions. At this point, we set, as before,
§ = max(4,1) and K = K3, and we fix

m > max|p, ¢, s, 7, L +r(r—1)(a— ﬂ)] (4.39)
and let o* be given by Lemma [£1(2), with £ = 1. We note that, by Lemma .1l we have

IS@)@lly < Collgllry, o>0", ¢ L¥(R), (4.40)
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with Cy = éo(p, q, s, 7,0) > 1. Also, by ([@38]), we have
1/k
o 40
< Cpexp(—(8kd)~tA%), forall A>0and1<k<m, (4.41)

=~ = ~12 T4 —02
IS(@)xgo<—aylle. < Clixgo<—aylle =C <(47T5)_ / / () de)

with Cy = Cy(p, ¢, s, r,6) > 1.
Let n > 0. We claim that there exists 7, € (0, %), depending only on 7 and and on

the parameters
D, q, 1, 8, 0, c1, c2, do, di, n, R, T™, (4.42)
such that:
For any t; € [T* — 71, T") satisfying (4] and o1 = —log(T™* — 1), we have
|@(or + o)y + (o1 + o)l <Cin,  0<o <o, (4.43)
with Oy = 3CeM17” > 0.

To prove the claim, we choose op = o1 in ([@31)). Observe that, by assumption (1))
and owing to (L), we have w(oq, -), Z(o1, -) < n on R, hence

l@on)llgs, +1E@)l . < 2n. (4.44)

Using (@31), @38), @4L), @A), 7t = (T* — ;)" > 77! and assuming 71 < 1, we
deduce that, for 0 < o < 0¥,

oy + o)l + 1301 + o)z,
< 20eM7 4 4CCOMeM " exp(—(86m) " ?)
+2050*€M10*T16+1 + 2aCyCo* MM oxp (~(8571)71¢2)
< 20eM” [n+ 620*7_15+1 + CoM (ao* + 2) exp(—(86m1)~1¢%)].

For 7 € (0, T%) sufficiently small, depending only on 1 and on the parameters in (4.42]),
we finally get ([@43) with C; = 3CeM1",

Step 5. Large time estimate of rescaled solutions. We claim that there exist n > 0 and

70 € (0, 71(n)], depending only on the parameters in (£42), such that:
for any t; € [T — 19, T*) satisfying ([@.1]), we have A, ¢, = (0, 00), (4.45)
where 01 = —log(T™* — t1) and

Aty = {0 > 05 (01 + 0" +7) g, + 7 Z (01 + 0"+ 7)llpy. < 2CCn, 7€ [0, o]}
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First observe that A, ¢ # 0, due to (£43) and the continuity of the function o
e*|lw(or + 0" + o)1+ e Z(o1 + o* + )llL1.- We denote

T =sup A, 4, € (0, 0]

Assume for contradiction that T < co. Then by (Z43), recalling that a > 3, we have

[@(o1 + 0" + o) s + 201 + 0" + o)1 <2CCine?, —0* <o <T. (4.46)

For 0 < 7 < T, we apply (@&31) with 09 = 01 + 7 and ¢ = o*. Using (@.38), (£.40), ({41,
@), @36), 7t = (T* —t1)~! > 75, " and assuming 19 < 1, we get

[w(or + 0% + 1)Ly + 2(0r + 0™ + 7) | Ly

< 2CpeM” <Hiz7(01 + 7')HL}( +[|Z(01 + 7')”@() + 8CoM Mo exp(—(80mom) 1 (%eT)
+4c250*eM1”*7'05+16_(6+1)T + 4aMCCyo* e exp(—(80rom) 1 ¢%e)
< 45160661‘/‘[10*776_6(7—_0*) + 40250*6M1“*7'06+1e_(6+1)7

+4Cy(2 + aCo*) MM exp(—(85mym) 1 £%e7).

Put Cy = 5C1CoCeM1+8)"  For 1y € (0,71 (n)] sufficiently small, depending only on 7
and on the parameters in (£42]), it follows that

[w(or+ 0"+ 7))Ly + |Z2(01 + 0 + 1)l < 52776_57, 0<7<T. (4.47)

Next let 0 < o < T. Now using (@29) with ¢ = o1 + o*, [@38)), (@), T5(0) < S(0)

and et > 7 1, we obtain

@+ 0" + ), < ITs(0)@(o1 + 0", + 2MIT5(0)X pegoion oyl

+cz/ | Ty(o — 7)F (o1 + 0 + )l dr
0
o
—1—02/ e Ts5(c — 1)w" (01 + 0™ + 7')||L11Kd7'
0
o
+c2/ eaTHTg(O' . T)C_(a+l)(gl+g*+T)HL}(dT
0

+2aM/ e Ts5(0 = T)Xjg<—petrrtor+n/2yll L1 dT
0
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hence,
e||@(o1 + 0% +0)p. < Clld(or+ )|y + 2CoM exp(—(8570) ' £%)
+625/00 e“T|ZP (o1 + o* + 7')||L}<d7'
_ qo
+62C/0 e lw (o1 + 0" + 7)1 dT
—i—czC o+l 4 20CyM /OU e exp(—(857p) ' (%€7) dr.
By taking 7y possibly smaller (dependence as above), we may ensure that
6257'8‘“ + 2Co M exp(—(8379) ~10%) + 2aCy M /000 e exp(—(837'0)_1€26T) dr < n?,

hence,

e lw(or + 0" + o)l < Cllw(or + o)1 +n?
e (4.48)
+CQC/ e“T||Z(o1 + 0" + T)|| dT + CQC/ Tw(oy + o™ + T)HLr dr.
0

To estimate the last integral, setting v = (m —r)/(m — 1) € (0, 1) and interpolating
between (£4T7) and the fact that 7 € A, ¢, we write

@1+ 0" + 1)l < @01+ 0™ + 1), 1D(or + 0™ +7)l|
< (2CCyne—om ) (Cane—FT)1=v = Cype—(av+B1-)7
with C5 = (2551)”6’21_”. Using this, along with (43 and (£47]), we obtain
(o1 + 0 + )y < Cld(or+ o)y, + 7
+625(6217)p /OU e Te PPTdr + 625’(5317)T /OU T e~ (v HBA=))rT g

Since « — fp= -1, a=ar—1land 11 :=1— (a— B)(1 —v)r > 0, owing to ([£39), we
deduce that

CQCC

V1

@01+ 0" + o)y, < Clli(or +07) s+ + 2CCfp + 2225 (4.49)

Similarly as (48], by using ([30) instead of [29), we get
7|Z(o1 + 0" + 0)llpy < CllZ(o1 + o)y +n®

+025/ AT\ w(oy + o + )[4 dr + 625/ A7) Z(oy + o + 7)||7; dr
0 K 0
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Therefore, by (4.47),

5301 + 0% + )y < CllEor + o)y, +n?
—1—025(6217)‘1/ PTe P dr + 625(5’217)8/ ePTe P dr.
0 0

This time, the above interpolation is not necessary. Indeed, using § = s — 1, we directly
get

025’6577‘1
Blg—1)
Finally, for o = T in (#&49) and (@50), by definition of T and by using (Z43]) with

o = o*, we obtain

201 + 0" + o)l < ClE(or + 0"y + 07 + +c20C3n°. (4.50)

2CC1n = M| (o1 + 0" + T)l|py. + €T I|Z(or + 0™ + T 11
< Cl@(or + ")y, + CllZ(o1 + 0",
625537;17’" 626’5’377‘1
V1 Blg—1)
< CCn+ Cul* + 7P + 0"+ + 77,

121 + c,CClP + + ,CCin°

hence CCy < Cy(n+ =1 + 0=t 4+ 99~ + 95=1), where C; > 0 depends only on the
parameters in (£42]). Since p,q,r,s > 1, choosing n > 0 sufficiently small (which now

fixes 79), we reach a contradiction. Consequently, T = oo and the claim is proved.

Step 6. Conclusion. Let n, 79 be as in Step 5 and let t; € [T™ — 79, T%) satisfy (£I]).
It follows from the definition of A, ¢ that

No= sup (e ]i(0)lgy, +e™E@), ) < oo (451)

o>o01+0*

Set L := ffl K(0)d# > 0. For all t € [T* — 72, T™), recalling (Z2), we have £e?/2 > 1,
hence
0 0

@, 0) < L / @0, O)K(0)d0, (o, 0) < L1 / o, O)K(0)do,  (452)
—1 -1
owing to (L24). Let then f; = T* — min(¢=2,e~(179")). Tt follows from (EI1Z), (EZI),
(@51), @52) that, for all t € [, T*),
u(t, d) +v(t,d) = e w(o, 0)+ e’ Z(o, 0)
< 207 (@) Iy, + e E @)y, ) < 207 Ao,

Using (L6), we conclude that dy > d is not a blow-up point. O
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5. CONVERGENCE OF RESCALED SOLUTIONS TO SOLUTIONS OF A SYSTEM OF
ORDINARY DIFFERENTIAL INEQUALITIES

For given p; € (0, R), we again switch to similarity variables around (7%, p1), already
used in the previous section. Namely, we set:

p—p1
T —t
and consider the rescaled solution (W, Z) = (W,,, Z,,) associated with (u,v):

o=—log(T*—1t), 6= =¢"?(p—p1), (5.1)

W(o, 0) = (T* — t)%u(t, p), Z(o, 8) = (T* — t)Pu(t, p), (5.2)

defined for o € [6, 00) with 6 = —log T* and 0 € (—p1e°/2, (R — p1)e/?).
The goal of this section is to show that any such rescaled solution (W, Z) behaves, in a
suitable sense as 0 — oo and 6 — oo, like a (distribution) solution of the following system

of ordinary differential inequalities:
¢ +ap > P,
Y+ BY > e

on the whole real line (—o0, c0) (however, we shall eventually only use the fact that (¢, )

(5.3)

solves (0.3]) on some bounded open interval). Moreover, we single out a simple but crucial

property of local interpendence of components for solutions of (5.3)).

Proposition 5.1. Let @ = B(0, R), p, ¢ > 1, § > 0. Assume (I.3)-(L3), (I10)-(112)
and let the solution (u, v) of (L2) satisfy T* < oco. Let p1 € (0,R) and let (W, Z) be

defined by (5.1)-(5.2).
(i) Then, for all sequence oj — oo, there exists a subsequence (not relabeled) such that,
for each o € R,
¢(o) = lim (lim W(o + Uj,H)), P(o) = lim <lim Z(o+ Jj,9)> (5.4)

60— 00 \j—00 60— 00 \j—00

exist and are finite, where the limits in j are uniform for (o,0) in bounded subsets of RxR,
and the limits in 0 are monotone nonincreasing.

(i) The functions ¢, defined in (5.4) belong to BC(R) and (¢,1)) is a nonnegative
solution in D'(R) of system (5.3).

(iii) Let I C R be an open interval containing 0. For any nonnegative functions ¢, €
C(I) satisfying [5.3) in D'(I), we have ¢(0) =0 if and only if 1(0) = 0.

Proof. (i) Let A =min(p1/2,R — p1) > 0. By [B2), we have that

(W, Z) is bounded on the set D = {(0, §) € R xR, o > 4, |8] < Ae/?} (5.5)
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and (W, Z) solves the system

W, — 6Wep + [% - 5M} Wy+aW = e (00 p(eooyy, oo z)

p1+0e=/2 :
T ~ in D. (5.6)
Ly — Loy + [g — (pl—i-l@)ﬁ} Zy+ BZ = e (5+1)0G(eaam e,BUZ)
Moreover, by (L8], (LI0)-(TI2), it follows that
1 ZP < e OTVI R (W, P77) < (2P + W' 4 e (@F 7)), (5.7)
e W1 < e BoG (e W, 97 7) < ca(W 4 Z° 4 e~ (FF1)7), (5.8)

Denoting the time-translates W;j(o, 6) := W(o + 05, ) and Zj(o, 0) := Z(0 + 0}, 0) and
setting
(n _ 1)6—(U+O'j)/2
oL+ fe—@Fa)Z
we have, by (5.6)-(E.8),
{ 6125-) < OUW]- — 583W] + [g — 5/Lj]89Wj + OéWj < ¢ (Z;D + Wf + €j)
aWi < 0,7; — 037+ [§ — 1;]00Z; + BZ; < Wi+ 2 +5)

gj(o) = e~ (at1)(o+0;) (o) = e—(ﬁ-i—l)(o’—i—oj)’

9

Hj (O-’ 9) =

in D.

(5.9)
For each compact @ of R x R, the sequences (Zf +Wj +¢;) and (Wf + Z3 +€;) are
defined on @ for j large enough and, owing to (5.5), they are bounded in L™(Q) for
each m € (1, o0). Therefore, by (5.9) and parabolic estimates (see, e.g. [16} p.438]), the
sequences (W;) and (Z;) are bounded in Wh%™(Q) for each compact @ of R x R and
each m € (1, c0). Fixing a € (0,1) and using the compact embeddings W% ™(Q) cc
C1+(@/2)(Q) for m large, we deduce that, for some subsequence (not relabeled), (W, Z;)
converges, in C*11(@/2) for each compact @ of R xR, to some pair of nonnegative, bounded
functions (w, z), with w, z € VVi)fm(]R x R) for each m € (1, c0).
Moreover, since u,, v, < 0 by (L), we have 9pW;,09Z; < 0 in D and therefore, for
each o € R,

R > 6+ w(o,0) and R 5 6 — z(0,0) are nonincreasing. (5.10)

Since w and z are bounded and nonincreasing, we may define

¢(0) = lim w(o,6), ¥(o)=lim z(o,9),

which proves assertion (i).

(ii) We first observe that the properties of the sequence obtained in the previous
paragraph allow us to pass to the limit in the distribution sense in (5.9) and, recall-

ing OgW;,09Z; < 0 in D, it follows in particular that (w, z) is a (continuous bounded)
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solution of

Wy — dwgg + aw > ¢1 2P,
{ % U DR, (5.11)

Zg — 299 + Bz = crwf,
We can then obtain (5.3]) by the following simple argument. We check for instance the
first inequality in (5.3]), the other being completely similar. Fix y,& € D(R), with x,£ >0
and [px = 1. For j € N, replacing 6 by 0 + j in (5.I1) and testing with £(o)x(0), we
obtain
/ / [c12P — aw](o, 8 + j)&(0)x(0) dbdo
R JR
= <[clzp - aw] ('7 : +])7£ ®X>
< <(wcr - 571199)(', : +])7£ ® X>

N /]R /R(_g"(”)xw ) — 0&(0)xe0(0))w(o, 0 + j) dido.

(5.12)

Due to the boundedness of w, z, we may therefore apply the dominated convergence the-
orem on the first and last terms of (512)). Taking fR x =1 and fR X900 = 0 into account,

we thus obtain
Ll el = [ [ [ - adl@)x(@)6(o)doio
< /R /R (=& (0)x(0) — 0(0)x0 (60)) (") 0o
— / —£,(0)b(0)do
R

and the conclusion follows.

(iii) Assume for contradiction that, for instance, ¢(0) = 0 and ¥(0) > 0. Then, by
continuity, there exists n > 0 such that [c19P — ad](c) > n on (—n,n) C I. Consequently
¢’ >mnin D'(—n,n). It is well known that this guarantees

¢(y)—¢(w)2/ ndo =n(y —x) for—n<z<y<n.

xT

In particular ¢(z) < ¢(0) + nz = nz < 0 for all x € (—n,0): a contradiction. O

6. COMPLETION OF PROOF OF PROPOSITION [2.1]

In this section, by using a contradiction argument and the results of Sections 3-5, we

complete the proof of Proposition 211
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Proof of Proposition [2.1. The upper estimates in (21I)-(22]) follow from (3.2]) in Proposi-
tion BIl To prove the lower estimates, since u,,v, < 0 and since u,v > 0 on [T7/2, T*) x

[0, R) by the strong maximum principle, it suffices to show that, for each p; € (0, po),

lim inf (7% — t)%u(t, p1) >0 and liminf(T* — t)Pv(t, p1) > 0.
t—T* t—T*

We argue by contradiction and assume for instance that there exist p; € (0,pp) and a

sequence t; — 1™ such that

lim (T — t;)%u(tj, p1) = 0.

j—00
Set 0 := —log(T™* —t;) — o0, let (W, Z) be defined by (G1)-([0.2) and let (¢,v) be given
by Proposition [5.1(i). Since W (o,8) < W (a,0) for all # € [0, (R — p1)e?/?] due to (L), it
follows from (5.4]) that

$(0) = lim (hm W(Uj,@)) < lim W(o;,0) = lim (T* — t;)*u(t;, p1) = 0.

60— 00 \j—00 Jj—o0 Jj—00
By Proposition (.I1ii) and (iii), it follows that ¢(0) = ¢(0) = 0. Therefore, with 1 given
by Proposition .1l we deduce from (5.4]) that there exists 6y > 0 such that

lim W(oj,00) <n/2, lim Z(oj,00) <n/2.
j—o0 j—o00
Then, for all j sufficiently large, we have
W(a;,00) <n, Z(0j,00) <n
hence, in view of (5.1)-(5.2]),
(T* — t))%u(t, p1 + Oo\/T* —t;) <n, (T —t;)Pv(t;, p1 + Oo\/T* —t;) <.
Taking j large enough so that p1+6/T* —t; < (po+p1)/2 and T* —t; < 79, we conclude

from Proposition d.1] that pg is not a blow-up point: a contradiction. O

7. PROOF OF THEOREM [[.3] AND VERIFICATION OF EXAMPLES [L.11

As a preliminary to the proof of Theorem [[.3], we prove the following proposition.

Proposition 7.1. Under the assumptions of Theorem [1.3, there exists a constant C > 0
such that

g+1

supur+t < Csupv, T*/2<t<T* (7.1)
Qt Qt
and
p+1
supvatt < Csupu, T*/2<t<Tr, (7.2)

Q¢ Qt
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where Q¢ = (0, t) x B(0, R).
Proof. As in [20], we define the functions U, V by:
U(t) =supu and V(t) =supv. (7.3)
Q1 Q¢

Then U and V are positive continuous and nondecreasing on (0, 7%). Also, since (u, v) is a
blowing-up solution, it follows that U or V diverges ast ' T™. We argue by contradiction.
Assume that (1)) fails. Then there exists a sequence t; / T™* as j — oo such that

q+1
V(U #I(t) »0 as j — oo,

It follows that U must diverge as t / T*. In the rest of the proof, we use the notation

A= U2 () =0,

Jj—o0
where « is given by (L.§]).
Let (¢}, 2%) € (0, t;] x B(0, R) be such that u(t}, z%) > (1/2)U(t;). We have t; — T*

as j — 0o. Now, we rescale the functions U and V by setting:

d;(o, y) == Azau()\?a + 15, Ajy + 2f),

Yo, y) = )\2’81)()\30 + 1%, Ny + ),
where (o, y) € (—)\;2153, )\j_z(T* —1})) x (—)\j_l\x;\, )\j_l(R — |2%])) = D; and «, B are
given by (LJ)). Then, If we restrict o to (—)\]-_215;-, 0], we obtain

_a+l1
0<¢; <1, ¢;(0,0)>1/2 and 0<v; <V(t;) U »+i(t;) = 0asj—oo. (7.4)
On the other hand, (¢;, 1;) solves the system:

Clﬂ)p < ¢U—5A¢ < ¢ Q)Z)P_‘_QST_I_)\?(OH-I) ,
ag? < e—AY < (g7 4yt + AT,

on D;. By using interior parabolic estimates, there exists a subsequence, still denoted by
(¢, ¥;), converging uniformly on compact subsets of (—oo, 0] xR™ to (¢, 1) a nonnegative
(strong) solution of
{ br — 60D < (P +¢7),
Yo —AY = ol
By (74), it follows that ¢(0, 0) > 1/2 and ¢ = 0. But the second equation implies ¢ = 0:
a contradiction. This proves (7.1). Statement (7.2) follows by exchanging the roles of u,
p, r, aand v, q, s, 5. O
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Proof of Theorem[1.3. Recall that, under the assumptions of Theorem [I.3], we know that
lu()]loo = u(t, 0), |Jv(t)|leo = v(t, 0) and u(T™, 0) = v(T™, 0) = co. By Proposition [T}
it follows that there exists C' > 0 such that

vP(t, 0) < Cu”(¢, 0). (7.5)
and ul(t, 0) < Cv®(t, 0). (7.6)
Here and in the rest of the proof, C' denotes a positive constant which may vary from line

to line.
On the other hand, since v; > 0, u, < 0 and v, < 0 then,

0 (1 _
o <2 v, + cou(u? +v° + 1))> = (vpp + ca(u? +v* + 1))v, + caquuid™tu, + casv®u,
< (Upp + F(u, v))v, + coquud™tu, + casvv,
—1
— <Ut _n 5 vp> v, + Cquuq_lup + casv°v, < 0.
Consequently,

—v + cu(u? +v° 4+ 1) ) (¢, p)

1
(51)[0 +vF(u, v )

)
) .0

< p—l—02v (u? +0v° +1)
CoU

IN

v(u? +v° 4+ 1)(¢, 0).
Moreover, by (), there exists C > 0 such that v(ud +v* 4+ 1)(¢, 0) < CvsTL(¢, 0), hence
vz(t, p) < CvTl(t,0), forallt € (T*/2, T*) and p € [0, R].
Therefore,
[0,() oo < COEHV2(E, 0) = CvTt (L, 0),  for all £ € (T%/2, T%).

Arguing as in [I7, p. 187], we deduce that there exist eg,£; > 0 such that

o(T*, |z]) > eolz| =27, for all |z| € (0, &1).
The inequality on G is obtained similarly. O

Finally, we verify the assertions made in Examples [T

(i) Let F, G be given by (LI4)-(LI5). Properties (L4)-(LH) are clear (for u,v > 0 in
case some of the exponents belong to (0,1)). To check (LI0), it suffices to estimate each
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of the products u"v® with r; > 0 (the case r; = 0 being immediate). This follows from

p(g+1)
ri(p+1)

Young’s inequality applied with the exponent > 1, writing

o p(g+1) sip(g+1) p(g+1)
urlvsl é u rtl prla+)—r;(p+1) S u Pl C(Up + 1),

where we used % < p due to (ILIT). Property (LII)) is obtained similarly.
It thus remains to verify (LI3]). Fixing Cy > Cy; > 0, this amounts to finding

1, A, K1, ke > 0 with K1k < 1, such that

m
Ry == Xrip— 1 — p)oP + Z)‘i (ri + K1si — 1 — p)u"v™ >0
i=1

m
Ry := N(kaq — 1 — p)vP + Y Ni(koTi +5 — 1 — p)u*v™ > 0
i=1

wd Tl

on the set {u,v > A|Cy < %5r < O} Fix 1/p < k1 <1, 1/q < k2 < 1 and denote

I:{ie{l,...,m}; rifl%—l—sizp}, 7:{1'6{1, ,m}; 7‘2+32pii—q}.

Observe that if ¢ € I, then

p+1> pg—1

1
i+ R1S; — 12>+ — (— =
) 154 = I » 1

=ri—
‘plg+1)
and we may also assume r; > 0 (since otherwise r; = 0, s; = p and \;u"v® can be included

into the main term AvP). Similarly, if s € I, then

- 1 q+1 _ pg—1
KTy +3; —1 > — <— )+ —-1=75;
277 7 q q +1 Si zq(p + 1)
and we may also assume 5; > 0. Choosing
0 < p < min rp =1 raq =1 pg—l min r; Mmin?-
2 7 2 Toplg+1)ier 7 qlp+1) ier )]
it follows that
Ry > w? + Z i (m + K18 —1— ,u)u”vsi, (7.7)
i€{L,...m\I
Ry > pud + Z Ni(KoTi +3; — 1 — p)u"v™. (7.8)
i€{1,..,m}\I

Now consider i € {1,...,m} \ I. We have r;’5 —|— si < p by (LI5). Therefore, on the set
Dy:={u,v>A|C) <%t~ “qH < Oy}, we have

wiSiTP < C;“z‘/(q-irl)U—p+sz-+m(p+1)/(q+l) < C;’i/(q+1)A—p+sz-+ri(p+1)/(q+l) 0
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as A — oo. We get the similar property for i € {1,...,m}\I. By (Z.7)-(Z8), we conclude
that R1, Ry > 0 on D4 by taking A large enough.

(ii) Let F, G be given by (I.16)-(I.I7). Properties (I.4) and (I.I0)-(LI2) are clear. In
order to verify (LH) and (LI3)), since F,, = G, = 0, it clearly suffices to find n > 0 such

that
vEy(u, v) > (1+n)F(u,v), v>0 and uGy(u,v)> (1+n)G(u, v), u>0.

Setting X = klog(1 + v), we compute

vE, — (1+n)F =? (p—l—n)(1+)\sin2X)—|—2)\k‘1j_ cosXsinX].
v
Using
cos? X 1+ Asin? X
2cos XsinX| < —— +V1+Asin? X = —— =
| = VIt
we get

Ak
V1I+A

under assumption (ILI7) if we choose n > 0 small. The inequality for G is similar.

vEy—(14+n)F>vP|p—1—n— (14 Asin®X) >0, v>0,
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