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Extensibility criterion ruling out gradient blow-up
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Abstract. This paper deals with the quasilinear degenerate chemotaxis system with flux
limitation

= uPVu v u?Vv
! Vu? + |Vul? X VIt [Vo2)’
0=Av—pu+u

under no-flux boundary conditions in balls 2 C R™, and the initial condition u|;—¢g = ug for
a radially symmetric and positive initial data ug € C*(Q), where x > 0 and y := \le| fQ ug.
Bellomo—Winkler (Comm. Partial Differential Equations;2017;42;436-473) proved local
existence of unique classical solutions and extensibility criterion ruling out gradient blow-
up as well as global existence and boundedness of solutions when p = ¢ = 1 under some
conditions for x and fQ ug. This paper derives local existence and extensibility criterion
ruling out gradient blow-up when p,q > 1, and moreover shows global existence and

boundedness of solutions when p > ¢+ 1 — %
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1. Introduction and results

In this paper we consider the following quasilinear degenerate chemotaxis system with
flux limitation:

)
uPVu u?Vou
=V /= | XV | ———= |, z€Q, t>0,
' <\/u2+]Vu]2) X <\/1+‘VU‘2>

0=Av— pu+u, r e, t>0,

(1.1) o -
u?Vu uIVo
_ V=0 v €0, t>0,
(x/u2—|—|Vu|2 X\/1+‘VU|2>
L u(z,0) = ug(z), x €,

where 2 = Bg(0) C R", n > 1, v is the outward normal vector to 92 and y > 0 indicates
the strength of chemotactic cross-diffusion. The initial data wug is assumed to be a function
satisfying

(1.2) ug € C*(Q) is radially symmetric and positive in Q with % =0 on 02,
v

so that the spatial average

1
(1.3) W= ﬁ/guo(x) dx

is positive.

From a point of the biological view, this problem describes the evolution of a
species which has chemotaxis, where chemotaxis is the property such that species move
towards higher concentration of a chemical substance. The unknown function u(x,t)
denotes the population density of species and the unknown function v(x,t) represents the
concentration of the chemical substance at place z € (2 and time ¢t > 0. In the problem

(1.1 the terms V - (%) and —xV - (\/%) describe the effect of diffusion and

the effect of chemotactic interaction, respectively. Moreover, the flux limitation provides
the situation such that species can move through some specific way, e.g., the border of
the cells, with finite speed of propagation. (for more detail, see [1]). Here the problem
is a special case of the following generalized problem of the chemotaxis system such
that the first and second equations of are replaced with

Uy = —|—H1(U,'U),

uVu uVv
V- | Dy(u,v) — S (U, V) ————=
(1.4) u2+’;—§|Vu|2 V14| Vo2
vy = DyAv + Hy(u,v)

where D, and D, denote the property of cell’s and chemoattractant’s diffusion, respec-
tively, and S shows the chemotactic sensitivity as well as Hy, Hy represent interactions.
Here, v and c¢ are quantities which describe kinematic viscosity and maximum speed of
propagation.



From a point of the mathematical view, because of the difficulties of the flux limitation,
good functions such as a Lyapunov function and an energy function seem not to be found.
Bellomo-Winkler [2] made a breakthrough in this area by considering the problem which

is (L.1) withp=g=1:

T uVu v, uVou
(1.5) t Jerwvar) Y\ ver )

0=Av— pu+ u;

in [2] local existence with extensibility criterion and global existence of bounded radial
solutions were shown under some conditions for x and fQ ug. Moreover, Bellomo—Winkler
[3] established existence of an initial data such that the corresponding solution blows up in
finite time under some conditions for y and [, up. Even though Bellomo-Winkler [2} 3]
overcame the difficulties come from the flux limitation in the special setting, because
of difficulties of the problem , there still are only two previous results about the
chemotaxis system with flux limitation.

On the other hand, the problem ((1.4) without flux limitation and with some special
setting of D,,, D,, S, Hy, H,

" vl

v =Av—v+u

is called a chemotaxis system and is investigated intensively. The system ((1.6) with
p =1 and g = 2 is first proposed by Keller—Segel [13], and there are several results on
this problem; global existence and boundedness can be found in [4), 16), 17]; existence
of blow-up solutions is in [8, A5, 19]. On the other hand, Hillen—Painter [7] proposed
the degenerate chemotaxis system, that is, the problem ((1.6) with p > 1 and ¢ > 2, to
describe a sensitive dynamics in phenomena. In the degenerate chemotaxis system, it is
known that the relation between p and ¢ determines the properties of solutions to the
system; Sugiyama—Kunii [18] first dealt with the degenerate chemotaxis system in the
case that 2 = R™ and obtained global existence of solutions when ¢ < m; the condition
for global existence was extended from ¢ < m to ¢ < m+ % in [11] and their boundedness
was obtained in [12]; global existence and boundedness in the case that 2 is a bounded
domain can be found in [I0]; in the case that ¢ > m + % existence of blow-up solutions
was established in [6].

In view of the study of the chemotaxis system, the system is a natural and
meaningful problem as a generalization of the problem ; thus to consider the system
(1.1 is an important step to consider the system ([1.4]). Therefore the main purpose of
this paper is to obtain the following two results about the problem :

e local existence and extensibility criterion ruling out gradient blow-up,

e global existence and boundedness of solutions under some condition for p and q.

Here the quantities ©P~! and u?! with p # 1 or ¢ # 1 in the diffusion term and the
chemotaxis term, respectively, destroy the mathematical structure of the system with



p = q = 1. Indeed, because of these quantities, we could not employ the same argument
as in [2] which is based on the comparison principle; in particular, since there are new
nonlinear terms in some parabolic operator, a comparison function used in [2], which
is a solution to some linear ordinary differential equation could not work well. Thus in
order to attain the purposes of this work, we need to deal with the difficulties of the new
quantities which come from the nonlinear terms.

Now we state the main theorems. The first result is concerned with local existence
and extensibility criterion.

Theorem 1.1. Suppose that p,q > 1 and that uy complies with (1.2]). Then there exist
Tax € (0,00] and a pair (u,v) of positive radially symmetric functions
u € CPH QA X [0, Tax)) and v € C*°(Q x [0, Thax))

which solve (1.1) classically in @ X (0, Tmax), and moreover u satisfies the following ex-
tensibility criterion:

(1.7) if Tmax <00, then limsup ||u(:,t)|r@) = 0o.
t/‘Tmax

Next, aided by extensibility criterion from Theorem 1.1, we obtain global existence
and boundedness of solutions.

Theorem 1.2. Assume that ug satisfies (1.2), and let p,q > 1 be constants such that
1

(1.8) p>q+1——.
n

Then the problem ([1.1)) possesses a global classical solution (u,v) which is a pair of radially
symmetric functions satisfying that

u € Cz’l(ﬁ x [0,00)) and wve€ C’Q’O(ﬁ x [0,00))
and that there exists C' > 0 such that
[u(, )lze@) <C and  |[v(-t)|[r@) < C
for all t > 0.

Remark 1.1. This theorem shows global existence of solutions to when p > q—i—l—%.
On the other hand, in [5] existence of blow-up solutions is obtained when p < ¢. Here
there is a gap between these results; in the case that ¢ < p < ¢+ 1 — %, behaviour of
solutions is an open problem except the case that n = 1.

In Theorem , extensibility criterion foresees to establish not only the results
for global existence and boundedness of solutions (Theorem but also the result for
finite time blow-up of solutions (see [5]), while extensibility criterion in the result on local
existence via the standard manner (see Lemma 2.1) is written as

if Thax < 00, then either liminf inf u(z,t) = 0 or limsup |Ju(-,t)||w1.ee@) = 0o.

Tmax TE max



This includes possibility of extinction and gradient blow-up of solutions. Therefore, the
essential part is to obtain extensibility criterion ruling out this possibility. Especially,
the main difficulty in the proof is to show the estimate ||Vu(-,t)| 1<) < C with some
C > 0. We show this key estimate via using comparison arguments with a new comparison
function.

First, in Section[2] we calculate a partial derivative of u; with respect to r and introduce
an operator P. Since u,; has new terms such as

»—2,,7
uP™u,

g — 1)y
vare T e

it is necessary to introduce a new operator which is different from [2] such that

u?™ v,
p(p—1)

(P90> (7’, t) =P Ay (7“, t)SOT‘T — Ay (T’ Zf)gpr — as (Ta t)902 — A3 (T’ Zf)gp - A4(Ta t)a

with a new term az(r,t)p?. Accordingly, we are forced to change a comparison function.
Section [3| is devoted to obtaining a lower estimate for u which implies that extinction
of solutions has never happened. In Section 4] to obtain a lower estimate for w,, we
define a new comparison function ¢ by connecting parts of a tangent function and their
transitions which satisfy some ordinary differential equation. Here, since tangent functions
have asymptotic lines, the arguments become more sensitive than [2]. In Section [5 we
establish an upper estimate for u, and show Theorem [I.1]

In Theorem the strategy for the proof of boundedness of u is to establish an
L>-estimate for u. In Section [0 using

v Vo Ay V-V !
V1+|Vo|? V1+|Vol? V1+|Vul?

and the fact that v is radially symmetric and aided by our condition p > ¢+ 1 — %, from

utilizing the energy function fQ u™ for m > 1 we obtain boundedness of solutions and
establish Theorem [1.2]

2. Preliminaries

In this section we shall give some important identities and useful estimates. First we
show local existence and first extensibility criterion which contains possibility of extinction
and gradient blow-up of solutions.

Lemma 2.1. Assume that ug satisfies (1.2)). Then there exist Thax € (0,00 and a pair
(u,v) of radially symmetric positive functions

u € CPH QX [0, Tax)) and v € C*°(Q x [0, Trax))
which satisfy (L.1)) in the classical sense in 2 X (0, Tinax). Moreover,

(2.1) if Thax < 00, then either liminf inf u(z,t) = 0 or limsup ||ju(-,t)||wi.ee @) = 0o.
t " Tmax e t/(Tmax



Proof. The proof is based on that of [2 Lemma 2.1]. Put

. {1. £ uo(2) 1 L 2}
€:=min« — Int ug(x), J ’
22e0 " 2| ugl oy 2] Vol (@)

and let ¥, p. € C*(R) be cut-off functions satisfying

2 1
g <. (s) <= forallseR and .(s)=s forallse (5, —)
5 5
as well as
€ 2 1
B <pe(s) < - forallseR and ve(s)=s forallse (e —|.
5 5

Then we can see that the function a. € C*°(R x R") defined as

0 R eeme
ae(saf)' \/2/}2 +905 ’£|) s € K, fE )

fulfills

S 9 p—1
m < as(sag) < (g)

for all s € R and all £ € R™. Therefore, applying a fixed point argument enables us to
take T, > 0 and functions

c C*1 Q% [0,7.)) and v. € C*°(Qx[0,1.))

such that (u.,v.) is a classical solution of the problem

(

w =V - (a.(s, Vu)Vu) — XV - (%) L zeQ, te(0,T0),

0=Av—pu+u, reQ, te(0,Ty),

%:%:o, x €, te(0,T,),
Lu(@,0) = uo(z), x €,

and that u. and v. are radially symmetric and positive. Thus, aided by the argument in
the proof of [2] Lemma 2.1], we can attain this lemma. ]

In the following, we assume that wug satisfies and denote by (u,v) and Tj,.x the
local solution of and the maximal existence time which are obtained in Lemma .
Thanks to the properties that u and v are radially symmetric, we can obtain a useful
identity of w;. By introducing r := |z| we regard u(z,t) and v(x,t) as u(r,t) and v(r,t),
respectively.



Lemma 2.2. The solution of (1.1|) satisfies

(2.2) uPt2y uP~tud n—1 uPu ) uPtly?
2.2 up = “ o +p T+ : ~+(p—1)——=
e Tyere 7 vera UV e
iy, ul(p — u) n—1  uh?
—gX 5 X 3 — X : 3
V14 v? V1402 r V1402
for all r € (0, R) and all t € (0, Tinax)-
Proof. We rewrite (1.1 as
1 uPu 1 ulv
2.3 uy=——7_ "t == —x— " —=
@3 w=ns ( m) Xt ( m)
n—1 uPu, N puP~ e + uPu,,  uPu,(2uu, + 2,
o u? + u? Vu? + u? 2 u2—|—u23
n—1 u?v, qui~tu, v, + ulv,, ulv, - 20,0,

— . — +
X V14 v? X V1402 X2 1+U%3
for all r € (0, R) and all ¢ € (0, Tyyax). Here we simplify the second and third terms as

puP e+ ulu,, uPu,(2uu, + 2uu,,)

VuR+ug 2 u2+u33

_puPl? N UPUy, uP 2 + uPulu,.,
- 2 2 2 2 3
\/U +UT, \/U +UT 1/u2—|—u%
uPT2u uP~tyt uPt1?

(p

— rr +p r + _1 T

for all r € (0, R) and all ¢ € (0, Thax). Similarly we simplify the fourth, fifth, sixth terms
on the right-hand side of (2.3]) to obtain

n—1  uv, qui~tu,v, + ulv,, N ulvv,.,
_X . —_—
ro /1402 V1402 ‘/14_@33
n—1 ulv,(1+v?) u? v, ulv,, (1 + v?) ulviv,.,
= —x——- + X

r \/1—1—1)7?3

1

ax - X
Vi+o? T+2 JI+ o2
ul™ u, v, n—1

ulv? u? n—1
_ 3—|—X 3 Uy + . Uy | -

—qx X
V1402 r \/m \/Tv,?

Using
n—1

Upp + Upr = — U,

which can be seen from the second equation of (|1.1)), we have the conclusion of this
lemma. 0



Next we establish a parabolic partial differential equation which is satisfied by u,. In
the following lemma we will also introduce important operators P and Q.

Lemma 2.3. The solution of (1.1)) satisfies

Upy = AL(r, )Uppr + Ao (r, )y + as(r, t)u 4+ As(r, t)u, + Ay(r,t)
for all r € (0, R) and all t € (0, Tinax),

uP+?
Ay(r,t) = ———,
Vu? + u?
p+1,,3 p+2 p+3 p+1,,3
Ag(r,t) = (p+ 2) ey = 3 (= 1) dp—
u? 4 u?2 u? + u? Vu? + u? Vu? + u?
uP~ 2 n—1 uPt? uPtly,
+p “— + +(p— 1) ——=(2u* — u2)
Vu? +u? r u? + u? Vu? +u?
ul v,
N Tre
uP~22 ul2y
as(r,t) := -1 r _ _ - 1)y—"
and
uPut n—1 u?
As(r,t) :=p(p — 4 —— + ®(r, 1),
3( ) ( )\/m r2 \/m ( )
-1 p—1,4
Ay(r,t) = pr—— T £ W(r 1)
r Vu? + u?
as well as
B(r,1) 1= (= 1o — 2oy (p— 1) 1) -
r,t):=(p—1){p- +—=1+ —qxp
\/uz—l—u§5 Vu +u25 \/14—1}33
F+1) u? w1, witv,, n—1 wuily?
q X gX——5 749 - : )
VIF 02 Vit Ty N
and

r U™V Upy uquler’rr
+ 3xp 5
r u? 4+ u? 1+ v? V14 v?
n—1  uh} n—1 uiviv,
+X 2 3

forr € (0,R) and t € (0, Thax). In particular,

(Pur)(rv t) =0



for allr € (0, R) and all t € (0, Tiax), with P given by
(24)  (Po)(r,t) == or — As(r, t)pr — As(r,t)r — as(r, )" — As(r,t)p — Au(r,1)
forr € (0,R) and t € (0, Thax). Likewise,
(Qu,)(r,t) =0
for allr € (0, R) and allt € (0, Tyax), with Q given by
(25)  (Qo)(r,1) i= pu — Ai(r, ) — As(r,t)p, — as(r,t)g” — As(r,t)p — Au(r, 1)

forr € (0,R) and t € (0, Tiax), where

~ n—1 w
(26) A3(Ta t) =P : - + CI)(Ta t)7
r Vu? + u%3
~ uPut n—1 uP
Ay(r,t) == p(p —4) L — . + U(r,t)

\/u2+u25 r? o u? + 2
forr e (0,R) and t € (0, Trax)-
Proof. We first calculate a partial derivative of (2.2]) with respect to r to obtain

1 2
., 30 uPPu, (2uu, 4+ 2up,,)

27) Wy (p+2)
: Upp = ————= +(p+ -3
\/u2+u23 u2—1—u33 2 \/u2+u35
uP udu,, uP2u? 3wt 2uu, + 2u,uy,)
Hp———T - p(p — )ty — P

02 2

+
%:M
:[\3
+
‘Egl\?

5
Vu? + u?

-1, 2
n— 1 uPu, n—1 uP Uy n—1 uP~ s

7w Jere 7 Jerae U Jere

u
1 n—1 wlu,(2uu, + 2u,u,, uPu?
e L
2 r Vu? + u? u? 4 u?
wHu,u, 3 uP T2 (2uu, + 2u, .,
dafp )t B, gy :

L g ey 3 e ) vy
N N A
—q(q - 1)xuq_2u’%w - qxuq_luwruw - qxuq_luw”
V1+o? V1+o? 1+ 0?2
1 wl v, - 20,0, n—1 uly? n—1 wi "ty
+ = qx X 5 —gx——

2 1+ 02 r? 1+ 0?2 r \/1+v£3




for all r € (0, R) and all t € (0, Tiyax). By simplifying the fourth, fifth and sixth terms on
the right-hand side of ([2.7)) according to

uP i, uP~2ud 3wt (2uu, + 2u,u,,)
ap I (1) 2 5
Vu? + u? Vu? + u? Vu? + u?
up+1u3uw upP~ 1ufuw uPud
+dp—F +p(p— 1) ———
\/u2+u2 u? + u? Vu? +u?
up 2 7 upuff up 1u5u,,r
+p(p — 5
\/u2+u2 \/u2+u2 \/u2+u2
up+1u3u up 1u5urr 4 PR _uP Pl 207
p p— p
\/u2+u2 \/uQ%—u2 \/u2+u2 \/u2—i—u2
arguments similar to those in the proof of [2, Lemma [2.3| entail this lemma. ]

Remark 2.1. In the proof of Lemman 2.3} the dlfference between our study and [2] is the

fact that there exist new terms p(p — 1)—%= “u w2,

—q(q — which do not exist

in the case that p = ¢ = 1. Then we will Control these terms by mtroducing az(r, t)u?
The rest terms in (2.7)) are adequately distributed between As(r,t) and A4(r,t), as well
as Az(r,t) and A4(r,t).

The following lemmas are utilized to establish useful estimates for v. Since the proofs
of these lemmas are in |2 Lemmas 2.4, 2.5], we provide only the statements of lemmas.

Lemma 2.4. Assume that ug satisfies (1.2). Then

vp(r,t) = i / " tu(p,t) dp
0

n
and
1 [
(1) = £ u+ = n / p"tulp, ) dp

n r 0

for allr € (0, R) and all t € (0, Tiax). Moreover, we have

P q

o) = — uPu, udv,

_|_
Vu? + u? X\/l + v?
for allr € (0,R) and all t € (0, Tinax)-
Lemma 2.5. Let ug satisfy (1.2). Then for all r € (0, R) and all t € (0, Tyax), we have

Rn
A -rl_”gvr(r,t)gﬁ-r
n n
and
u ‘,t oo
o] < 110D o
n
as well as

[or (7, )] < luls )l L 0.5)-

10



3. A pointwise lower estimate for u

In this section we will rule out the possibility of lim inf; »7,,,. infzeq u(x,t) = 0 in (2.1)).
In order to attain this purpose we show the following lower estimate for w.

Lemma 3.1. Assume that Tiax < 00, but that Sup ;. e (0,r)x(0,Tma) U(7> 1) < 00. Then
3.1 1) > | inf it
(3.1) u(r,t) > <s€1(1(1)’R) uo(s)) e

for allr € (0,R) and all t € (0, Thax), where

-1
(3.2) K= QXMHU||qLOO((0,R)x(0,me))'
Proof. We rewrite ([2.2)) as

t Uy — -1 q
(3.3)  w = ay(r, )y, + ao (r, t)u, + ax(r,t) uy — Xu (1 —u) - Xn - ufyy

r VIt r T+

for all r € (0, R) and all t € (0, Tax), where

up+2
ay(r,t) == ————,
Vu? + u?
uP— 1u3 up—i—l ud 1Ur
G21(7", t) = (p o
Vo T e TN e

uP
\u? + u?

are continuous functions in [0, R] X (0, Thax). By using the boundedness of u, we can
establish that

ag(r,t) == (n—1)

(3.4) wi 3 > — > —xp - |l 7

%(0,Tmax)) &
\/1—{—1)2 \/1+v2

for all r € (0, R) and all ¢ € (0, Tiyax). Moreover, we use the one-sided inequality v, < £-
provided by Lemma 2.5 to obtain

n—1 ulv? v Yr
(3.5) X 3> (- 1x ———g
T /142 Vitor T
7
Z —(n - 1)X -1- ||u||L°°( (0,R)x(0,Tmax)) U

v

-1
—XH HUH%OO((O,R)X(O Timax)) "~

for all r € (0, R) and all t € (0, Tinax). Thus plugging (3.4)) and (3.5) into (3.3)) implies

t
wp > ay (1, )t + ag (1, t)u, + % CUp — KU

for all » € (0, R) and all t € (0, Tax) With £ as in (3.2). Thanks to the contradiction
arguments similar to those in the proof of [2, Lemma 3.2], we arrive at the conclusion. [

11



4. A pointwise lower estimate for u,

In this section we will establish a key estimate. We confirm the following lemma that
not only implies a lower bound for u, but also will play an important role to obtain an
upper estimate for wu,..

Lemma 4.1. Assume that T < 00, but that Sup(.eo,r)x (0T U t) < 00. Then
there exists a constant C' > 0 such that

up(r,t) > =C
for allr € (0,R) and all t € (0, Tinax)-
Proof. From the assumption of this lemma we can find a constant ¢; > 0 such that
(4.1) u(r,t) <c¢; forallre (0,R) and all t € (0, Tiax),
which implies that Lemma [2.5| provides constants c; > 0 and c3 > 0 such that
(4.2) lo.(r, )] < cor and  |v..(r,t)| < c3
for all » € (0, R) and all t € (0, Tinax). We now take ¢4 > 0 and ¢5 > 0 fulfilling that

1>y =plp— 1) +qlg — xei ™,
G > cs5 = 3p(p+ 1) + q(er + 2¢3 + p)xed ™

and
(4.3) 4Cace — C5° < 0,
where
c =3 (,uc;; + cie3 + (n——gl)cg + (n — 1)0203> xcicR.

Then there exist n € N and j € {0,1,2,3,4,5} such that

2_(6n—62—|—j)7r<TmaX<2_(6n—52—l—j)7r'
G- 2 6.2
3 3
Therefore we can find € > 0 such that
6n—6-+7 6n—>5+7
2'M<Tmax_g<,—rmax<2'u7
6-3 G- 2
3 3
and then there exists ag > 0 such that
(4.4) 2.(671_2Lj>7r<me_€<Tmax<2.(Gn_QLj)7T

12



for all a € (0, ap). Now we take F > 1 fulfilling
UT(T, Tmax - 5) 2 _E

for all 7 € (0, R). Then, since ztan 3% — —oo as & \, 3, we can find oy € (0, ) such
that

E> (2+ )ta TG
- —|;ta n—/r-m——~+ -—.
2¢,\3 " ) 3. (C+a) 2

By virtue of (4.3) and the fact that 4z — &> — oo as & — 0o, we obtain from the
intermediate value theorem that there is a constant ¢g > c¢g such that

[~~~ 2
(45) 40406 - 652 = g + og.

Combination of (4.4) and (4.5) with o = «; implies that

6n — 6+ j 6n —5+
On=6+j7 7 _ocq, O SEIT
6. \/165c 6. \/16aa’

Now we define a comparison function ¢ (see Figure 1) by letting
D+ &, t=0,
C4

o(r,t) := _ _
B \/Etan tan~! L= — 5\/6 A 4 ig) te (6n*6+j)7r’ (6n—5+5)m
[ ve o 6aV/C 2 saVe ' ean/e

forr € [0,R],n € Nand j € {0,1,2,3,4,5}, where

~ ACiCo — G5 1 /2 —7
Ci=—p— and D:=_— <—+a1> tan ———.
404 2cy \ 3 3- (g + &1)

""""" RERAARRRARY

Figure 1: Graph of the function ¢

13



Our goal is to show that u, > ¢. Toward this goal, in view of the comparison principle,
it is enough to verify that Py < 0. Since ¢ is a monotonically decreasing function with

respect to t € <(6n6ﬂ)7T (En=559 | for all n € N and all j € {0,1,2,3,4,5}, it follows

6aV e | 6anC
p(r,t) < g(r, 0) < —FE
for all » € (0, R) and all ¢ € (0, Tipax), and hence

that

@ < 0.

Noting that
p =¢ =0 and — =
because  is independent of r and ¢ < 0, we obtain from (2.4)) that

(Po)(r,t) = @, — a(r, 1) + As(r, t)] | — As(r, 1)
®, (p(p )\/m5 q(q —1)x = U3> %

T L .k L
pp \/ms ¥ 2 m P
uPt2y, uPud
+-Dp—-2)—F——=lel+ -D+1) — ¢
\/u2+u35 \/UQ—I—UZS_
el + g+ ) ol — x—2
—gXp—/—3|¥ q X Pl —aX—F/—
\/1—1—1)33_ v/ ’UT?’_ \/1+033
N uq_lvarr| | n—1 wui o]
ax Pl —ax :
JIt2 roo T2 T
n—1 wtul n—1  wPtu? wlv, vy,
- P - (P - 1) : 3 3x 5
o u? 4 u? ru? 4 u? V1402
uttly,v,, n—1 udv? n—1 v,
+ 3x = — + 3x

for all 7 € (0, R) and all ¢ € (0, Tiax). Then, since ¢ satisfies

@, = —Cap” + Csp — G

and the fourth, seventh, twelfth, thirteenth terms on the right-hand side are nonpositive:

n—1 uf o[ <0 u?™! ol <0
> T ¢l <0, qxp o ¢l <0,
— p—1,4 _ p+1,,2
_pn 1 uP" <0, —(p—l)n L wP g <0,

) 3 = 3
T /uZ + uz T /u? + uZ

14



we can obtain from (4.1)), (4.2)) and the inequality e.g. \/%5 <1 that
u“+tu;

(Po)(r,t) < ¢, + (p(p — 1)l + q(g — Dxei ™) ©°
+ (3p(p + 1) + gl + 2¢3 + p)xcd ) [l
(n—1)c;

+3 (MC3 +cie3 + 3

+ (n— 1)0203) xcicaR

= —Cap” + Csp — o + cap’ + || + co
= (ca = 1)@* + (c5 = &) o] + (e — C)

for all r € (0, R) and all t € (Tinax — €, Tmax). Then the relations that ¢; > ¢4, ¢5 > ¢5 and
C¢ > Cg ensure that

(Pe)(r,t) <0
for all r € (0, R) and all t € (Tyax — €, Trnax). Since

(Pu,)(r,t) =0
for all (r,t) € (0, R) X (Tinax — €, Tmax), and moreover
21, Tnax — €) < (r,0)
1 (2 N > . —7 N s
=— |4 |tan —— + —
2cqy \ 3 ! 3 (% + al) 2¢y
< —-F
S ur<7a7 Tmax - 5)

for all r € [0, R] and

(0,4) < u,(0,8) = 0,

¥
o(Rt) <up(R,t) =0

for all t € (Thwax — €, Thnax), the comparison principle derives that u,(r,t) > ¢(r,t) for all
r € (0,R) and all t € (Tihax — €, Tax), and hence

Ur (T’ t) Z f(ﬂ Tmax)
= ‘f(ra Tmax)’

for all t € (Tmax — €, Tmax)- Therefore by putting

C = max{@(r, Tinax)|s max lu, (1, t)|}

(r,t)€(0,R) X (0,Tmax—¢)

we have this lemma. O
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5. A bound for |u,|. Proof of Theorem 1.1
5.1. A bound for |u,| in terms of z,

Thanks to Lemma [£.1], in order to rule out the possibility of gradient blow-up, it is
enough to see that u, < C with some C' > 0. Here, in view of arguments as in [2, Section
5], we will establish a bound for w, in terms of z,. First we rewrite in Lemma
by multiplying % on the both sides and find a key quantity such that

+1 2,4 1, 2
(1) =t W Um oy, W w o nol W Pl
' CTU T R Vs r T 2 2
Vu? +u? Vu? +u? uT + Uy Vu? 4 u?

w2y, ul™(p — u) n—1  ui?

Vire Ve Vv ae

This plays an important role when we establish an estimate for u, which derives the
desired extensibility criterion.

Lemma 5.1. Assume that Tiax < 00, but that Sup. ye(o,ryx (0,1 Wr:t) < 00. Then
there exist Ry € (0, R) and a constant C' > 0 such that

e s Dl ey < € (14 12 G D im0

for all t € (0, Thnax)-

Proof. The proof is based on an argument in the proof of [2] Lemma 5.1]. We rewrite

(5.1]) to have
u;‘: \/u2+u2 n—1 \/u2~|—u2 u?

Y tr u

\/u2—|—u2 urvT \/u2+u2 (u—
ax uP~ ‘1+3\/1+U2 uP q+2 /1+?)2
n—1 \/u2+ufgvf

roowpmat? /1 + 1133’

and we have from the identity u,, + “u, = =5 (r"u,), that

_ foa 22 _ B 3
(53) n 1 : ¢ + UT - — (urr + n 1ur> - 1 1 : uT’
r

+X

—Upp — Uy 2
r u

3
n-1 Y

=1 r u?

for all r € (0, R) and all ¢ € (0, Tipax). Thanks to the assumption of the boundedness of
u, we can take constants ¢; > p and ¢ > 0 such that

3
u<c and +/u?+u? §02(1+|ur|3)

16



for all r € (0, R) and all t € (0, Tiyax). On the other hand, recalling Lemma (3.1, we can
find a constant c3 > 0 fulfilling

(5.4) u>cs

for all 7 € (0,R) and all ¢t € (0,Tinax). Because of the estimate ¢z < u < ¢; for all

r € (0,R) and all t € (0, Truax), We can obtain constants C'(p,q) > 0 and C(p,q) > 0 such
that

uP~13 > C(p,q) and wP~1*2 > C(p,q)

for all 7 € (0, R) and all ¢t € (0, Tiyax). In order to show that the conclusion of this lemma
holds, we pick any Ry € (0, R) satisfying

nC'(p,
deyeagxp
Here, let m be an arbitrary even integer and introduce
Ro m-+4
u
I(t) := (R —
W= [
By using the lower estimate ({5.4]) for u we first obtain

Ro

p [T 1
(5.5) 1(t) > _3/ Pl tdr > Tt dr
€3 Jo €3 Jo

for all ¢t € (0, Thnax). On the other hand, we multiply the quantity r"~'u™ on the both
sides of (5.2), integrate over (0, Ry) and use (5.3 to establish that

Ro 1um—i—4
(5.6) I(t) :p/o r"e —:ﬁ dr

3
Ro 2 2 Ro
gV urtu _
= r 1—Tu;”zdr—/ (r"tu,), - u™ dr
0

0 uptl

Ro umt3 Ry 2
—/ P2 — dr—(p—l)/ TR —
0 u 0

U
Ro (e —u)\/u? + wEum
+X/ ! L dr
0 up=a+2, /1 + v?
3
Ro 2 2° ., m+1
r"_“/u +us - u, vrd
0 uP=at3, /1 4 v?
3
Ry /2,2 22, m, 3
n—2 U +ur Uy Uy
r 5 dr.
—q+2 2
0 uP~It=\ /1 + v;?

+ax r

+ (n—1)x

17



Since the fact that m + 2 is even means that the fourth term of the right-hand side on

(5.6]) is nonpositive, combining (5.5 with (5.6 implies that

3
1 Ro Ro /u2 + 12 Ro
(5.7) " dr < YT Mz dr — / (r" ), - u™ dr
0

3 up+1

3 Jo 0

Ro m+3
_ Uu
— A— o dr
0 Uu

3
+X/R0r”‘1(“_u)V v A g,
0 up—at2, /1 + 1133

3
N Ro 1 Vu? +u2 - umty, 0
w 0 up=a+3, /1 + v?

for all t € (0, Tnax). Then we shall show estimates for J; (i € {1,2,3,4,5,6}) from an
argument similar to that in the proof of [2] Lemma 5.1]. Employing the Young inequality
and the Holder inequality, we have that for all £ € (0, Tiax),

m+3 1
Ro m+4 Ry m+4
1+ (/ iyt dr) (/ ph dr)
0 0

with ¢4 := max{-2; - 2L 22} and R, := max{1, R}, and that

c§+1 n C:13)+1

(58) J1(t) S Cy

(5.9) Jot) < R LM a(t) < L

Ro %ﬁ
14 (/ Pyt dr)
0

. R} 2 R
o caxp | 1Y coxp | B
with ¢5 := max{ wCd T nCimg | }, as well as that

(5.10) Ju(t) < ¢

L A m+4 s o m+4
(5.11) J5(t) < (06—1— 5 |, " dr) + <c7—|— m+4/0 ) dr)
with cg 1= %, cr = % and cg := % and that
Ro i
(5.12) Jo(t) <co |1+ (/o iy dr) ]
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. L QCz(n—l)XuRn 4CQ(n—1)XM . E - . .
with ¢g := max{ W é(p,q)o’ V30 ea) L}, In summary, (5.8)-(5.12)) combined with
(5.7) show that

Ry ﬁ
(/ Pty dr)
0

1 Ro Ro %ﬁ
1+ </ iy dr)
0
Ro %ﬁ
1+ (/ iy mt dr)
0

n—1_ m-+4
— " dr < ey
Rnfl
1 o 1 4 C8 fto 1 4
+ g+ —= "t dr + e + iy dr
0

+ Rnfl . Lm+1 4 . Lm+3 4 cs

3 Jo
C3
2c3 m+4 "

m—+3

Ry ‘m+4
14+ (/ iy dr)
0

forall t € (0, Thax)- , isfyi < % Then the above inequality

implies that for all m > my,
Ro e
1 + (/ n 1 m+4 dT’) < nflzjrn+4 d?”)
0

(5.13)
Ro m+
+ c1o (/ Py dr> + ¢ L™
0

1 [fe
holds with some c¢1p,c1; > 0. In order to establish the conclusion of this lemma, we

4c}
fix t > 0 and first deal with the case that there exists a sequence of even numbers
m+3

m =m; > mog, j € N satisfying m; — oo as j — oo and (fDRO Py dr) T < pmt

+ ¢g

" dr < ey

for all m € (m;)jen. Then taking the limit j — oo implies that
Ro mj1+4 m;+3
[ur (-, )| 2~ (0.75) = lim (/ g dT) = lim L™ = L.
j—o00 0 j—00

We next consider the case that there is no such a sequence. Then we can pick mgy > mqg
such that
m+3

Ro mt+a
/ Tnflu;n+4 dr > Lm+4
0

for all even m > mg. Plugging this inequality into (5.13) and noting the fact that L > 1,
we obtain that

1 Ro ﬁ% Rg #H
— </ Ly mt dr) < 2¢y4 (/ Pl dr) + c10 + C11.
Taking the limit m — oo, we can see that

ol (Dl < 2eallz4 Ol + 10 + e
3

holds for all ¢ € (0, Tiax)- O
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Lemma gives us the estimate for |lu,(-,t)||L=(0,r,) With some R;. This means
that we have boundedness of w, only on (0,R;). Next, we obtain an estimate for

’|Ur(',t>||L°°(R0,R)-

Lemma 5.2. Assume that Tyax < 00, but that SUp . 1ye(0,R)x(0,Tmae) U(r> 1) < 00. Then
with Ry € (0, R) taken from Lemma 5.1, for all ty > 0 there exists a constant C' > 0 such
that

Hur(‘at)HLoo(RO,R) <C (1 + HZJrHLw((o,RO)x(tO,t)))
for all t € (to, Tinax)-

Proof. Thanks to Lemma [5.1] we can find a constant ¢; > 0 such that

(5.14) ur(Ro,t) < 1 (1 + ||Z+('7t)||Loo(o,Ro)>

for all ¢ € (0, Tinax). Now we pick tg € (0, Thax). In particular, (5.14) implies that, given
any t; € (tg, Tnax), We have

(5.15) ur(Ro,t) < Di(to, t1) := a1 <1 + ||Z+||L°°((0,R0)><(t0,t1)))

for all ¢t € (ty, ;). Next, we use the assumption and recall Lemma [3.1] to pick ¢, > 0 and
c3 > 0 such that

co <u(rt) <cs

for all r € (0, R) and all t € (0, Tiyax). Moreover, Lemma [2.5] yields existence of constants
cs > 0 and ¢5 > 0 such that

lo.(r, 1) < cyr and o (rt)] < cs

for all € (0,R) and all ¢t € (0, Tiax). Therefore, the functions as(r,t), As(r,t) and
Ay(r,t) in (2.6 can be estimated according to
(5.16) as(r,t) < cg :==plp — )& >+ qg — 1)xcd 2,
— 2p—1)(n—1
(617)  Ay(rt) < cp o (P b}{(" )
0

+ (g +2)xel + qxey AR es + qx(n — )¢} 3 R?

A+ pBp+ 1)

and

Ry
+ x(n — 1)cici R + 3x(n — 1)cic; Res

(5.18) Ay(rt) < cg = z B 3xpcieaRes + 3xcd s Res

for all » € (0, R) and all ¢ € (0, Tyyax). We now take ¢g > 0 and ¢; > 0 fulfilling ¢g > cg,
c7 > ¢y and

(5.19) Aéges — 672 < 0.
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Then there exist n € N and j € {0,1,2,3,4,5} such that

2.(6n—52—i-j)71'<t1<2.(6%—62—l—j)ﬂ'
G- 2 G- 2
3 3
Therefore we can find € > 0 such that
6n—5+7 6mn—6-+7
2'M<tl_g<tl<2'u7
6-3 G- 2

3 3

and then there exists oy > 0 such that

(6n =54 j)m
6-(2+0)

(6n —6+ j)m

(5.20) e

<ti—e<t1 <2

for all o € (0, ). Since xtan &= — oo as x N\, 2, we can find oy € (0, o) such that

1 /2 C7
max {Dl(to,tl), sup U, (7, Tinax — )} < — (§ + Oz1> tan# O

re(0,R) ~ 2c 3T 061) 2_0’2;'

Aided by (5.19) and the fact that 4égz — é&° — oo as £ — 0o, we obtain from the
intermediate value theorem that there is a constant ¢g > cg such that

[~~~ 2
(521) 40608 — C72 = 5 + 0.

Combination of ((5.20) and (5.21]) with o = a; implies that
(6n —6+j)m
6 L 406852—87

We define a comparison function @ by letting

(6n —5+j)m

[ AGga&—a?
6 4

<t —e<ti <

K t =0,

2C6

\/Et tan— ! L_ N\/E t — 0_17 te (671 6+] (6n—5+j)7r
for r € [Ry, R], t € [to,t1], n € Nand j € {0,1,2,3,4,5}, where

p(r,t) =

~ ~ ~2
~ 40608 — C7 1

2 T
C .= and D := -+ o | tan —————.
4662 206 (3 1> 3- (% + 041)

Here we can verify that
@(r,t) = p(r,0) >0

for all 7 € (Ry, R) and all t € (0, Thyax) since P is a monotonically increasing function with

respect to ¢ € [ En=5Dm Gn=5H)m | for all p € N and all j € {0,1,2,3,4,5}. Moreover,

6¢s \/5 6¢cs \/_
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from the facts that @, = @,, = 0 and that B, = csp* + ¢7p + Cs, we use (5.16)), (5.17)) and
(5.18) to see that with Q as in (2.5) we have
(QP)(r,1) = B, — as(r, ) — Aa(r, )7 — Au(r,1)
> B, — las(r,0)[@" — |As(r,1)[@ — [Au(r,1)]
> P, — P — P — s
= (Gs — ¢6)P” + (&1 — )P + (65 — cs)

for all » € (Rp, R) and all t € [t; — €,t;]. Then the relations that ¢g > cg, ¢z > ¢7 and
cg > cg ensure that

(Q@)(r,t) >0
for all r € (Ry, R) and all ¢t € (t; —€,t1). Since

(Quy)(r,t) =0
for all (r,t) € (Ro, R) X (to,t1), and since

up(r,ty —e) < sup u.(r,t; —¢)

re(0,R)

1 /2 T Cr
<— |4+ |tan —5—— — — =0(r,0) <QO(r,t; — ¢
- 206 (3 1> 3 - (%‘I’O&l) 266 @( ) ()0( ! )

for all r € [Ry, R] and
0=u(R,t) <P(R,1)

for all t € [t; — ¢, 1] and moreover

1 /2 T Cr
A Ro,t) < Di(tg,t1) < — | =+ tan ——— — — =p(r,0) < p(r,t
ur (R, t) 1(0 1) 2% <3 041) ﬂ3_(§+a1) 90(7’ ) 90(7" )

for all » € [Ry,R] and all ¢t € [t; — €,t1], in particular, u,.(Rp,t) < ®(Ro,t) for all
t € [t; — g,t1], the comparison principle derives that w,.(r,t) < @(r,t) for all r € [Ry, R|
and all ¢ € [t; — e,t;]. Therefore by putting

' := max {a(tl), max t)}

(T‘,t)E(Ro,R)X(tl—E,h
we have this lemma. O]
In summary, we obtain the following result which shows that w, is bounded by z. .

Corollary 5.3. Assume that Tiax < 00, but that SUD(, ye(0.R)x (0, Tmax) W75 ) < 00. For all
to > 0, there exists a constant C' > 0 such that

[wr (5 Ol oo o,my < € (1 + HZ+HL°°((O,R)><(tO,t))>
for all t € (ty, Tinax)-
Proof. Combination of Lemmas [5.1| and directly derives this corollary. O
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5.2. Nonlocal parabolic inequality for z

Since our goal is to see that ||u,(-,t)||L=(,r < C holds for all ¢ with some C' > 0,
we desire boundedness of z,. Thus it is necessary to observe properties of z. We first
differentiate z with respect to t.

Lemma 5.4. The function z = “* satisfies

B t
(5.22)  z = Bi(r,t)zp + Boy(r,t) 2, + %zr + (p— 1)2* + Bs(r,t)z + By(r, 1)
for all r € (0,R) and all t € (0, Tyax), where

up+2
(5.23) Bi(r,t) = —————
Vu? + u?
uPtu, uP P2y urr uPlud uP~tud
BQl(T7t) =2 5 2_3 5+ D 3—3p—5
VUt +ug Vu? + u? u? + u? Vu? 4+ u?
uPty, uity,
+(p—1)———=(2u* — ) — Y\ ———,
Up+2
BQQ(’I“, t) = (n — 1)—3a
Vu? + u?
u? ud1 n—1
B(r,t) =x—=+ - a)x—= (u—u+ vf)
JITo? VIt r
ul v,
+(pqg — 2¢ — 1) x—F—7=,
( )xu o
prq—1(, _ 2q—1(,, _ 2
By(r,t) := —3x - (e u)u,nv,;) X2u w 2 Z)UT
Vu? +u2y/14 02 (1+07)
uPta—2q2 o U 2,0,
+x s X
\/u2—|—u§\/1—|—v7?3 (1+07)?
-1 p+q—1 2 -1 2¢—1,,3
N 3Xn U UV 57 u?ty?

) _3 .
r \/u2+u$\/1+v§5 T (1+07)?
forr e (0,R) and t € (0, Trax)-

Proof. The proof is based on an argument in the proof of [2, Lemma 5.4]. First we
differentiate ((5.1) with respect to t to see that

( ) uPtly uP~ 2yt n—1 w1y
5.24 PO (L i r ) ,
w/u2—|—u,?3 . \/u2—|—u$3 . r Vurtul ),
uPu? ud 2,0, w =y —u
- — | x| ] —x (—3)
Vu? + u? . V1t . 1+ v? .
n—1 ud= 13
r Vi+el ),
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for all r € (0, R) and all t € (0, Tiax). Now, rewriting ug, uyy and . as uy = uz, Uy =
w2z, + upz and Uppy = U2y + 2U,.2, + U2, we obtain

uPtHu,, uPt ., UPU Uy 3wt (2uu + 2u,u,
t

uPt2 wPtly, Uy w
= ———=32, +2 52 + 3z+(p—|—1)—32
Vu? + u? Vu? + u? Vu? + u? Vu? + u?
+3 +2 +1,,2
3 U’ Uy, L3 UPT U U ; up U uw
- - T

w/u2—|—u$5 \/u2—|—u$5 \/u2—|—u2

Simplifying the third, fourth, fifth and sixth terms on this identity according to

up“uw up“urr up+3uw +1u2urr
\/u2+u2 \/u2—i—u2 \/u2+u2 \/u2+u2
uPtly,,

= ﬁz ((u® +u7) + (p+ D(u® +u7) — 3u® — 3uy)
u’ + uy

/u’p+1u’l"7"

—(p—1)——
R i
we obtain
(5 25) uP—HUM uPt2 o up-&-lur 5 up-&-?uruw
. = Zry - Zr
\/u2+u§3 . \/u2—|—u33 \/u2—|—u33 \/u2+u25

uP~ 2yl uP~lud uP~tud uP~ 2yl
(5.26) <— e i ) e U —=
vur+ug J, \Vus +us \Vus +us \ U+ us
uP~ uPt? uP~ly,
(5.27) — | =E—2+ (p— 1) —%,
\/U2+Ug . 1/u2—|-'uj72“3 \/U2+U,72n
uPu? uPtly, uPu?
(5.28) —— | = —Y——= 2 )+ (- ) —L=.
VuRtuz ),y u +ud Vu? + u?

Next, we calculate the fourth term of (5.24) and use the relations u; = uz and .y =
uz, + U,z to see that

wu, (g — 2)ut P uu, v, + w0, +ul e w0l
2] 2 3
V1402 V1+v; 147
uq QUTUT ud 2y, ul 2y,

=(q—

ot
\/1+v2 Vi JT+02
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Thanks to Lemma we can moreover rewrite v,; to obtain

(5.29) M = (¢— uq QUTUr ul™?v, . uPTI22 3
VI+02 \/1+v2 Ve NN
u2q 2urvr
X T e
as well as

q—1¢, _ q q—1(,, _
(G.ao) (YW wW) oW e,
VIt /, V1402 V1402

P U)urvr5 B 3Xu2"*1(u - wv
VU2 +u2y/14 02 (1+07)?

M a—1y3 29—14)3 PHa—1,, 2
L+ /, Vit (1 +27) VuE 4 u2y/1+ v2

for all r € (0,R) and all t € (0, Tipax). In summary, (5.25)—(5.31)) combined with ([5.24)
show that

2
r

(5.32) uPt? N uPtly, up“ururr 1) uPtl,.,
: 2= ——— % p—1)———=2
2° \/u2—i—u2 \/u2+u2 \/u2+u33

up_1u3 uP~tud uP~ 2l
+ <4p =)o +plp—1)—F5=2

\/uQ—I—u2 \/uz—I—UZ Vu? 4+ u?
n—1 uPt? n—1 ! tu,
. z
[72 1 2
r /u2+u% r u —}-ur

+ . 2+ (p—1)
uPtly, uPu,

+(p— 1) ——= 2" —ud)z + (p— 1) ————==
\/u2+u§5 \/u2+u23

ulty, ud 2,0, uPta=2y2

—X—F—=4 — (@ —1)x z+
\/1+U72, ( ) \/].‘i"U?, \/u2 u%\/1+vg3

2q—2

1

Ur Uy u? (. 1(# B U)

22 + X z—(¢g—1)x
T+ " T2 VIt
2

uPH T (e — w)u,, LU (p — w)vy
Vi 2T+ o2 (1+07)?
n—1 uit?
(g —1)v- r_,_ 3 .
(g=1)x Tt Ug3z X (1+02)3

n—1 uP Ty, 02

VT RV

for all » € (0, R) and all t € (0, Tinax). Now we simplify the third, fifth, seventh, ninth,
eleventh, fifteenth and eighteenth terms on the right-hand side. Recalling the definition

- X

+ 3x
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of z (see (5.1)), we rearrange with the new quantity (p — 1)2z? such that

wPHu,, uP~ 2 n—1 ! tu,
5.33 p—1)————z2+pp—1)————z2+ (p—1 . z
Y H A Y R -
uPu? ud 2,0, wi = —u
T B B AL O A (k)
Vu? +u? V 1+ 1+ 02
-1 q—1,3
(-
r 1+ v?
u?%u,v, u N —u
= (p—1)2* + (pg — 20 + 1)x z+(p—a)x —u),

o ) n—1 w3

P—q)X : 2
r V14 vfg

Thus plugging ((5.33) into ([5.32)) implies that

= ——z,
u? + u?
uPtly, uP 2,0, uP~ 13 uP~ 12
+ (2 3 — 3 = |2+ | 4p s — 3p — | 2
Vu? +u? Vu? +u? Vu? + u? Vu? 4 u?
n—1 uPt? uPtly, ud o,
: 24 (p— 1) ——— (2u* —ud)z, — X ——=2,
r \/u2+u%3 \/u2+u%5 V1+ 02
u? ud™? n—1
+(p—1)22+x—2+(p—Q)X—<M—U+ vf’)Z
\/1+vf3 \/1—{-1)23 r
( ) u?u,v uPta=2y2 R TE e YAy
+(pg —2¢—1 2+ - X
X«/l—i—v? X\/u2+u$\/1+vf3 X (1+wv2)?
uPT T (p — u)u,, Z P (1 — u)v? g2l 1w l?
NErayire e N T ey
n—1 uP a1y, 02
+ 3x : —
oVt e/l
holds. [

Thanks to Corollary , we can estimate the right-hand side of (5.22)).

Lemma 5.5. Assume that Tiax < 00, but that Sup(, ye (0, r)x (0,Tmay) (7 t) < 00. Then there
exist a constant d > 0 and continuous functions by, bay, bes and by on [0, R] x [0, Tiax)
with properties such that by and by are nonnegative and z = “* satisfies

b t
22(7”7 >z
r

+(p— 122+ bs(r,t)z+d (1 + H'Z+’|L°°((O,R)><(t0,t))>
for allr € (0, R) and all t € (to, Tmax) and for each tg € (0, Tiax)-

(5.34) 2zt < by(r,t)ze + bog (1, 1)z, +

r
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Proof. We let
(535) b1 = Bl, b21 = Bgl, b22 = BQQ and bg = Bg,

where By, B, By and Bs are defined in Lemma 5.4, We note that they are continuous
in [0, R] X [0, Thyax), and that by > 0 and bey > 0. To attain the conclusion we will give an
estimate for By defined in Lemma 5.4, Now we again use the condition for v and Lemma
to find constants ¢y, ¢a, c3 > 0 such that

u(r,t) <ecq, |u(r,t)] <cor and v (rt)] <cs
for all r € (0, R) and all t € (0, Thax). Then we can estimate the first, second, fifth and
sixth terms in By (see (5.23) as

Pt — uw)u,,

(5.36) —3x <& N +e1) - R
VETRTEE T
and
2g—1 2
LU (= w)vy 2 2¢—1 2 P2
(5.37) 3x I <32 (w4 c) - AR
as well as
-1 pra—ly, 02 B
(5.38) By M <3 — 1) AR
T Ut uy/1+ 02
and
_ 2q—1,,3
on— 1wy 2 21 32
(5.39) —3x R R <3(n—-1)xq" R

for all » € (0, R) and all ¢t € (0, Tinax)- In the third and fourth terms in By (see (5.23)),
we have estimates such that
up+q72u$

NGRS

for all 7 € (0, R) and all ¢ € (0, Tpax). From (5.36)—(5.40) we obtain that

(5.41) By(r,t) <3xAT N+ 1) - caR + 3% N (p + 1) - AR?

+3(n = Dxed™ " - ER+3(n - 1)x*q" - R
2g-1

+ (XA A .
Here thanks to Corollary [5.3] we can find a constant ¢, > 0 satisfying

|ur (1, )] < c4 (1 + ||Z+||Loo((o,R)x(to,t))>
for all € (0, R) and all ¢t € (ty, Tinax), which together with (5.41)) implies that
By(r,t) <cs +cs (1 + HZ+HL<><>((0,R)x(tO,t))>

with some c¢5,c6 > 0. Therefore we see from (5.22)) and (5.35)) that (5.34]) holds with
d:=c5 + cg.

+q—2 w?rty? 2g—1
< XAy | and — x2( <X

4 —
(540 x )

[]
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5.3. Boundedness of z from above

In order to estimate the term z,, we introduce the following function.

%—40204

Lemma 5.6. Let Cy, Cy, C3 and Cy be positive constants and satisfy that < o >0
Assume M > \/5, with C = %. Then the function defined as
2
2/ C Cy =
g(t) == ST Ve
1—De &
with _
M+ % —+/C
M+ % +/C
satisfies
(5.42) Clg'+C'ggQ+ng+C’4 =0
for all t > 0, and moreover
" e, D (& +V0)
g(t1) =0, where t;:= — log —.
20,VC T G -VE
Proof. Straightforward calculations lead to the conclusion of this lemma. O]

Now we show boundedness of z from above. In the case that p,q > 1, the inequality

for z; includes (p — 1)z2 and (pq — 2q — l)xw_ll& which do not exist in case p=¢ =1

2
+v7

(see (5.34)). The function g introduced in Lemma enables us to control these new
terms.

Lemma 5.7. Assume that T < 00, but that Sup(.e(o,r)x(0Tma) U t) < 00. Then
there exists a constant C' > 0 such that z = =t satisfies

z(r,t) < C
for allr € (0,R) and all t € (Thax — €, Trax) -
Proof. We use our condition for u and recall Lemma 3.1 to pick ¢; > 0 and ¢y > 0 fulfilling
(5.43) co <u(rt) < ¢
for all » € (0, R) and all ¢t € (0, Tihax), and apply Lemma 2.5 to find ¢3 > 0 such that

(5.44) v, (r, )] < csr

28



for all r € (0, R) and all ¢ € (0, Tax). Let M > \/5 with C := % and let by, by,

bao, b3 and d be in Lemma 5.5. Using the function g which is provided2 by Lemma 5.6, we
introduce
o(r,t) == G(t)z(r,t) — dt
for r € (0, R) and t € (0, Tinax), Where
G(t) = gt — (n—1)t)
for all (n — 1)t; <t < nt; and all n € N. Then, according to Lemma , we have that

(5.45) or = G(t)z + Gi(t)z — d
bgg (7", t)

< G(t) (bl(r, t)zrr + bor (1, 1)z, + 2z + (p— 1)2% + bs(r, t)z)
+ dG ()24 oo ((0,R) x (1—ety) T AG(E) + Ge(t)z — d

. bQQ(T, t) P — 1
- bl (7“, t)SOTr + b21 (7", t)@r + r ©r + G(t)

+ b3(r, 1) (0 + dt) + dG ()| 2+ | oo (0. 7) x (t—e.y) T AG (1)

(g + dt)?

+ CGTYtg)) (p+dt)—d

for all 7 € (0, R) and all t € (Tinax — €, Tmax), and since

(U Uy Up Ut
=) =— = —
u/r U U

in [0, R] X [0, Thax), the fact that
ur(0,t) = u,(R,t) =0
for all t € (Tinax — €, Tmax) entails that
(5.46) ©r(0,t) = op(R,t) forall t € (Thax — €, Tinax)-
Here, in order to attain this lemma, we shall show that
o(r, 1) < [lo1(, Tmax — &)l (0,R)
by using a contradiction argument. Now, if for some T € (Tiax — €, Tinax), the value

S = sup o(r,t) < oo
(r,t)€(0,R) X (Tmax—¢,T)

is positive and is attained at some point (rg,tg) € [0, R] X [Tmax — &, 1] with tg > Thax — ¢,
then necessarily

(547) 9015(7"07t0) Z 07 QOT(TOatO> =0 and SOrr(Toﬂfo) S 0.
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Here, since the case that ty = t; := —%—1lo implies
TR T eV BT a e

QO(’I“(), to) < O,

it is enough to consider the case that ty # t;. Thus using (5.45) and ([5.47) entails that

(5.48) 0 < (7o, to)
p—1
G(to

< - (p(ro, to) + dto)? + bs(ro, to) (¢(ro, to) + dio)

Gy(to)
G(to)

dG?(t)

—~
~—

+ dG (o) |2+ oo (0, Ry x (0 —e.t0)) T 4G (t0) + (p(ro, to) + dty) — d

1
G(to)

- G(lto) (¢(r0,t0) + dto)Gi(to) +

: 2
+ %de-i— ||Loo((07R)><(t0—g7tO))G (to)
1
G(to)
1

+ (b3(r0, t0) (p(r0, to) + dto) — d) G(to)

(?(to)(l)__ 1) ((ro, to) + dto)*.

When the special case r = 0 holds, by picking a sequence (r;);en C (0, R) such that
;i 0 asj— 00

and
©or(rj,t0) <0 forall j €N,

according to the proof of |2 Lemma 5.6], it is enough to deal with (5.48). Now we shall
estimate the first, third and fourth terms on the right-hand side of ((5.48)). Since

Gt = gl <0
holds, there exists a constant c5 > 0 such that
(549) (gO(To, to) + dto)Gt(to) > C5Gt(t0>.

Next we obtain that

(5:50) Nt limqomei ey @ t) = G3t)  sup {

(r,t)€(0,R) X (to—¢,to)

332

< G(to) { sup o (r,s)+ dto}

(r,t)e(0,R) X (to—¢,to)

= CGG<t0),
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with ¢g := (¢(ro,t0) + dty). Recalling the definition of b3 and using the estimates for

(5.43) and (5.44])), we infer that
(5.51)  (bs(ro, to)(¢(ro, o) + dto) — d) G(to)

< (cg — d) v + ( ) ut’! < +n_1 3) G(to)
<(o—d){Xx—=+Pp—Ox——= (pr—u v, 0
JI+2 NSERTE

G(to)

< (s — d)x {1+ (ped " +qcl) + (n — 1)|p — glese] '} Gto)
a2
+ (g —d)|pg —2¢ — 1] - x - 10—2|UT|G(750)‘

Thanks to Corollary 5.3 and ((5.50]), we moreover estimate the second term on the right-
hand side of (5.51]) to see that

(5.52) |ur|G(to) < C - 1zl oo 0,7 x (t0—e,t0)) G (T0) < C - ce.
Then we combine (5.51)) and ((5.52) to obtain

(553) (bg(?"g, to)((p(’f'o, to) + dto) - d) G(to) S C7G<t0) + Cs,
with

cr = (s — d)x {c1 + (pcl ™"+ qcl) + (n — 1)|p — glesc] ™'}

and
q—2

C
es = Ceg(cs —d)|pg —2g = 1] x - =—
2

Thus plugging ((5.49), (5.50) and (5.53)) into (5.48) together with the definition of G’ and
B29) yields

0 < ¢i(ro, o)

< % {CsGt(to) +dG*(to) + desG(to) + crGto) + cs + (p — 1)62}

1
= —— (C1Gy(to) + C2G*(to) + C3G(to) + Cy)
G(to)
—0,
with C} := ¢5,Cy :=d,C3 := dcg + ¢; and Cy := cg + (p — 1)c2, which contradicts. Thus
this implies that
o(rt) < [lo+(, 0)|[re0,r) = |G(0)2+ (-, Trmax — €)= (0,R)
for all r € (0, R) and all ¢ € (Tiyax — €, Timax)- Therefore, we establish

GO)z4 (s Toax — &)l zoo(o,r) + dt

t) <
Z<r7 ) — G(t)
G(O)HZ_,_(, O)HL""(O,R) + dT ax
- G(Thax)
for all 7 € (0, R) and t € (Tyax — €, Tmax). This completes the proof. O

31



5.4. Boundedness of u implies extensibility. Proof of Theorem 1.1.

We have already established two important estimates from Corollary 5.3 and Lemma
5.7 such that

s )l oy < € (14 124l o a0y
for all t € (to, Tinax), and
0<z.(rt)<C

for all r € (0, R) and all t € (0, T,ax). By combining these estimates we can obtain the
desired boundedness of wu,. Therefore, we only provide the statement of the corollary.

Corollary 5.8. Assume that Tax < 00, but that SUD(, e (0, r)x (0, Tmay) W(> ) < 00. Then
there exists a constant C' > 0 such that

[ur (s )| e 0,0y < C
for all t € (0, Trax)-
Now we prove Theorem 1.1.

Proof of Theorem 1.1. Thanks to Lemma 2.1, we have already known local existence of
solutions and extensibility criterion including extinction and gradient brow-up of solutions.
Moreover, Lemmas [3.1] and entail ruling out the possibility of extinction and gradient
brow-up, which implies that Theorem holds. O]

6. Boundedness. Proof of Theorem 1.2,

In light of extensibility criterion , we moreover establish the results not only about
global existence but also about boundedness of solutions. In this section we will prove
Theorem 1.2 through a series of lemmas. We first recall the estimate for the term which
comes from the diffusion term (see [2, Lemma 6.1]).

Lemma 6.1. Letr > 1. Then

r—1 v 2
/ur_1|Vu| < / — [Vl + [
Q (9] U2 + |VU|2 Q

We next have the following important inequality which means that the quantity
Jou™PT with o < —1 4 L is controlled by [, [Vu™P7!|.

for all t € (0, Tinax)-

Lemma 6.2. Letm > 1, n € N and o« € (—m —p, =1+ +). Then there exists a constant
C > 0 such that

/um-HH—a < 77/ Ivum+p—1| + o™ (77—”_(2‘;‘719:11—1) i 1)
Q Q
holds for all n > 0.

32



Proof. We first note that

_1ym+tpta
Q Q

= " Mo q

holds with
m-+p+a«

0 .= .
m+p—1
Then using the Gagliardo—Nirenberg type inequality (see [14]) to obtain

m—+p—1 m+p—1 . m+p—1|1—a m+p—1
[u lpo(@) < al[Vu 110 - [lu IILﬁ(Q) +aflu I s

with
nm+p+a—1)(m+p—1)
{n(m+p—1)—(n=1)}(m+p+a)
and some ¢; > 0, by virtue of the elementary inequality (X + Y)? < 29(X% + Y?) for
X,Y >0, we infer from (6.1) that

a =

mtpta 0 m-+p—1|lad m+p—1(1— 09 m+p—110
(6.2) /Qu < (2¢1) <HVU 121 (gl ” 1 (@) + [lu ”Lmﬂ, 1(9))

Since the condition & € (—m —p, —1 + %) implies that af € (0, 1), the Young inequality
entails that

m-+p— a m 1 a)f
(6.3) (201)° [V P[44 ) [Pt )

L7 ()

(1—-a)é

< ab|| Va™ | ) + (1 — aB) (2e)) Ty s o™ P IH a0

()
(1—a)d

<l VP | g + (20) Ta g [
L n+p 1(Q)

Thus plugging (6.3) into (6.2) together with the mass conservation low [, u = [, ug yields
that

(A-a)e
(6.4) / mEPte < || VP 1||L1 @) + (2¢1) =@ aonl a9||um+” o [N
Q L -1(Q)

+ (2e0)" [l P

Lm +P T(Q)
— m+p—1
— [ [vumir
Q
(n—1)0—n

g.n(m+p=2)+1 (n—Dna (MHP~1) —n(m4pta—1)
—I— (201) —na—n+1 U’O 17 —na—n+1
Q

+ (2¢1)? ( /Q uo) mﬂ)m.
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Moreover, the facts that 6 < mﬂ;—pH” <1+ L and that —na — n + 1 > 0 enable us to

find some constant ¢y > 0 such that

(n—=1)60

=R (mAp—1) m+p+a
n(m+p—2) (n—1)+na
(6.5) (2¢)" S (/ uo) <cy and (2¢))’ (/ uo) <.
Q Q

Therefore, a combination of (6.4)) with (6.5 derives this lemma. O

Thanks to Lemma 6.2, we can attain the following key inequality which is useful not
only for obtaining a differential inequality for fQ u™ for m > 1 but also for showing an
L>-estimate for u via using the Moser iteration argument.

Lemma 6.3. Assume that (1.8). Then there exist C1,Cy, C3,Cy > 0 such that for all
m>1,

(6.6) u +/u + 1)/um+p_2|Vu|

—1)/ mr=l L Oy Cym + Cym - C°
Q

holds on (0, Tiax)-

Proof. Let m > 1. By multiplying mu™~! on the both sides of the first equation in (1.1])
we obtain

m+p—2 \V4 2 m+q72v v
u™ +m(m—1) M—m(m—l)x 4 4oy

d
dt Jo o u?+|Vul? N o 1+]|Vu]?
for all t € (0, Tinax). Using the second equation in (1.1), we rewrite the right-hand side of

(6.7) to obtain

6.8)  m(m

(6.7)

w2V - Vo

V1+ | Vo2
:_u / TR S
m+q—1 Jg V1+|Vol?

m(m_ 1)X/ +q—1 1 1
= MM IX et (A= V[ e
m+q—1 Jg 1+ |Vol? V1+[Vol?
_ m(m _ 1)X / um+q—1 uU—p
m+q—1 Jg V1+|Vol?
-1 m—+q—1
4 mlm = Dx “ Vv V(|VuP)
20m+q—=1) Ja \/T+ Vo2
for all t € (0, Tiax)- Since

"/ Ov Ov *v
. 2 —_9n .-
(6.9) V- V(IVel) =2 ; ((%i &Ej) 0x;0x;
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holds, we combine with to obtain

U2y - Vo

o V/1+[Vop

:m( —1)></um+q_1 u—p
m+q—1 Q V14| Vol?

2nIm 1)x mtq—1 ov  Ov 0?
* m+—J §: oo \on 0z, ) dnox,
q 1+ Vo2 r; 0x; x;0x;

(6.10) m(m —

for all ¢ € (0, Tipax). According to Lemma moreover we can rearrange

ymta—l ov Ov 9%v
(6.11) S . ov
0 /1+ NE Ox; Oxj) Ox,0x;

R m+q 1v2

VA —1—112
R umta— 1 2 -1 T
(H ut 2 : / " tu(p,t) dp) " dr
0

O T N dr

/1 i 02 n rn
R umta—1y,2 R, m+q,,2
HUWn, (% _ u v _
— T.rn ldr—wn —r_rn ld’l“

R um+q 1 2 1 r
+ wyp(n—1) </ " tu(p,t) d,o) dr
V1+ 112

for all t € (0, Tiyax). Then , (6.10]), and (6.11)), combined with (6.7)) show that

um+p72 ‘ vu|2

(6.12) a ), u™ +m(m—1) m
_ m(m — 1)xu umrat
_m+q—1/\/1+|W|2 m+q—1 Jo\/T+][Vo]?
n2on—1 m(m — 1) xpwn umta1,2

7 n—1
3 T dT

20on—1 . R m-+q,,2
n° 2" tm(m — 1)xw, u qus g
mra-Dn o it

n*2" 'm(m = xwa(n = 1) [Fumtal? 1 /T P ulp,t)dp | dr
(m+q—1)n o T+uZ 7 \o |

for all ¢ € (0, Thyax). We apply Lemma with » = m + p — 1 to establish that

m+p 2|vu|2

m—+p—2 m—+p—1
mim 1) | et > m_uéuszm_mm—méup.
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Then noticing that the second and fourth terms on the right-hand side of (6.12) are
nonpositive, we add fQ u™ on the both sides of (6.12]) to obtain

(6.13) u +/u +m(m —1)/ u™ P2 |V
<—71 )+ Ia(t) + I3(t) + Lu(t) + I5(¢)

for all ¢ € (0, Tinax), where

1(t) = m(m — 1) / um

I(t) ::/Qum,

L(t) = M/Qum*q,

m+q—1
I4(t) = n2"tm{m — 1)xp / um et
. (m+q—1) Q

as well as

n22" m(m — 1)yw, [T umte? v? o1 -
I5(t) = = L ([ o) ar
m—+q — /1 + v2 T 0

Now, from the condition for p and ¢ (see (1.8])) we can take e € (0,p—q—1+ %) and put
a:=—-p+qte<—1+ % Then we apply the Holder inequality and the Young inequality
to estimate

_m__ _pto
m+pta m+p+a m+p+a
(6.14)  Iy(t) < </ um e ) (/ 1)
Q Q

_ (mlm L) / v ) T (M Z DY T o et
m+q—1Jq m-+q—1

m .m(m—l)/um+p+a+ p+a <m+q—1>pTa|Q|
m+p+a m+qg—1Jq m+p+a \m(m—1)

S—m(m_l)/um+p+a+ MGV g
m+q—1Jq m(m — 1)

and similarly,

m(m —1)x / n
1 Lt) < ——= mtpte 10
(6.15) () < BN ([ e g
as well as

n2" tm(m — 1)xu (/ )
6.16 I(t) < mtpte 10
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for all t € (0, Tiyax). On the other hand, since the Holder inequality implies that
R umta1,2 1 r
LA (/ P tu(p, t) dp) dr
V14 v2 " \Jo
R 2 r
= wn/ i — 1 (/ pV=55) . pisi(p, ¢) dp) dr
0 V3i+vz T \Jo
R 1 r 1—#_‘_11 r %ﬂ
/ umrh - ( / p”‘1> W ( / P (p, ) dp) dr
0 ™ \Jo 0

m+q—1
R 1 m+q—1_1
lll ooy / a1 | e
0

1 m+q
()
and also that

R R
4q—1 +q—1 e{n(m+q)—(m+g)—n}—(m+q)
/ umteh. rn%_l = / el T(n—1)2+g+6 .y (m+q)(m+qte)
0 0

+q—1 14
R mtate R mtfare
m+q+ n—1 =1 (I—L)—l
S u are . T rite m+q
0 0

1+e

IN

m-+q+te
1+¢ en (11 g
| ———=| B,
EN < — m_—i-q)
it holds that
m(m - 1) m4q—1
(6.17) I5(t) < p— C(e,n,m,q, R, X)HUHLTHW(Q) Nl pmta),
where

14e
O(g n,m,q R X) — n2n71 ((1+€)(m+q))m+q+s en(mig-1)

. Rm+ate)(m+a) .
e(m+q—1) X
Now, we use the Young inequality and the relation ¢ + ¢ = p + « to see that

6.18) [[ul™ L - full gy < LT L et LHe e
Lm+ate(Q) ()

S mtqte [ p—— +m [l e

ot m;LLZJfE
< [amrre s i,

Since the Holder inequality, the Young inequality and the relation ¢ + ¢ = p + « entail

that
qte
_m+tq pto m
m+q+e m+ Lo mﬁpia m+p+ ( +q)(1+s)
(6.19) lull ey < | [ w05 1
. u Lm+q(Q) ~
Q

:( m+P+a) |Q\m

S ipe T el
“14¢e /g 1—1—5
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plugging (6.18) and (6.19) into (6.17)) implies

m(m — 1) 1
2 Lit) < ——= - 2 mtpta Q| m+ae
620 50 < 2D Clemmg o (2 [ e o))

for all ¢t € (0, Tinax). Then by combining (6.14]), (6.15)), (6.16)) and (6.20) we obtain that

(6.21) I(t) + I5(t) + 14(t) + I5(2)
m(m — 1) mpha m+q—1\7a
Sm+q—1/nu +(m(m—1)> |Q|

-1
o mlm = Lx (/ um+p+a+|9|>
m+q—1 Q

n n2"_1m(m — 1)X:u (/ e + |Q|)
(m+q—1) Q

m(m — 1) 1
M= ¢ Rx) (2 [ umtrre 4|
+ 20D e o) (2 [ e+ ol )
<m(m—1)B(m)
- m+qg-—1

\/um+p+o¢+5(m)’
Q

where
B(m) =1+ x +n2" 'xpu+2C(e,n,m,q, R, X)

and
~ m+q—1)\s m(m — 1) _1
C = —7= Q+ — 2" Q
) = () ol P ()
m(m — 1)
m+q—1
for all t € (0, Tiyax). Therefore, aided by (6.21)) and Lemma [6.2] with

B m-+q—1
~ 2(m+p—1)B(m)’

C(e,n,m,q, R, x)|Q| 7+

we have
(6.22)  Iy(t) + I3(t) + Ls(t) + I5(¢)
< mim — 1) B(m) {n /Q |Vt e (n;"ﬁ”;:fzi:“ 4 1)} + C(m)

m+q—1
— —m(m —1) / u" P3|V
2 0

—n(m+pta—1)
m(m —1)B(m) . m+q—1 —ma—ntT _
+ P c {(2(m+p_1>3(m)> +1}+C’(m)
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with some ¢; > 0. Here, to estimate the second, third, fourth terms on the right-hand

side of (6.22), we first show that

(6.23) 1< B(m)=1+x+n2" 'xu+2C(e,n,m,q, R, X)
<14 x+n2" 'xyp+n2nt. @R”X
< e

with ¢ == 1+ v + n2" 1yp +n2" ™ R"y and

(6.24) C(m) < <2P%ﬂ>m 1 + (x +n2" 'xp) [Q)m + n2" T R x|Q|m

<c3' +com

with ¢3 := 2ﬁ|Q| and ¢y := (x +n2" xu +n2" T R |©|. Now, plugging (6.22) with
(6.23) and (6.24]) into (6.13)), we can see

—1
/u +/u + = )/um+p_2|Vu|
—n(m+p+a—1)

_ + q — 1 —na—n+1
< m(m-—1 um+p1—|—mcmc( m )
<mom=1) [ P\ 50m +p— 1)B(m)

+ mci'co + c5' + cam.

Noting from (6.23)) that

m+q—1 m-+p—1

(6.25) <2(m+p— 1)B(m))_n = (2 mtq—1 B(m)>n

o 1552 )

< (2pcy)”

IN

for all m > 1, we attain that

u +/u + = 1)/ u™ P2 V|

n(m+p+a—1)

<m(m—1) / w4 mcy ey (2pey) —ma=n T 4+ mci'cy + &5 4 cum
Q

<m(m—1) / ™t 4 O + Cym + Cam - C
Q

with some C, Cy, C3, Cy > 0, which concludes the proof. O

Combination of Lemmas [6.2] and [6.3] implies the following lemma which has an impor-
tant role in obtaining the L*>-estimate for u in Lemma [6.5]
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Lemma 6.4. For all m > 1 there is C = C(m) such that
[uCs )llm@) < C
for all t € (0, Tyax) and that C' = C(m) — 0o as m — oo.

Proof. In light of Lemma [6.3] we see that

(6.26) /u —|—/u L m 1)/um+p_2|Vu|

m(m —1)/ mAP=L & 4 com + cam - €
Q

holds on (0, Tyyax) with some c¢q, ¢o, c3,¢4 > 0. Here, using Lemma with n = m
to obtain that

_1)
um™tPh < _mm=1) / VP e (2(m 4+ p — 1)) 1)
/ st [ v (2 ) )
um+/um§6’(m
Q Q

Clm) = ¢+ cam + cam -+ mlm — 1) ((2(m +p— 1) 1)

we infer from (6.26]) that

with

which with the ODE comparison principle means that

- 8) oy < ma { uoll ey, Cm) |

Moreover, in view of the fact that

— 00

as m — 0o, we can attain this lemma. O

The estimate obtained in Lemma is not a uniform-in-m L™-estimate for u; taking
the limit as m — oo in the L™-estimate for u obtained in Lemma does not directly
enable us to have an L*-estimate for u. Thus we employ the Moser iteration argument
to have an L*-estimate by using the L™-estimate for u for m > 1.

Lemma 6.5. There exists a constant C' > 0 such that

sup  u(:, )| o) < C,
tE(O,Tmax)

i.e., limsup, o, (-, )| (@) < oo.
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Proof. We put
(6.27) my =25+ (p— 1)
for k € NU{0}. Then we can verify that

mo=p>1, my>my_ forall ke NU{0}

and
mp — 00 as k — oo
as well as
mg—p+1
mk_l:T'

Now, given T € (0, Tinax), we introduce

My, = sup /um’“(x,t)dx
Q

te(0,T)

for an arbitrary integer k£ and let m := my. First we can use the Gagliardo—Nirenberg
type inequality (see [14]) and find ¢ > 0 such that

©28) g < T g e el
where a 1= 5 for all t € (0, Thax). Moreover, the Young inequality enables us to see
that
D) m+p—1 m+p—1|1—a
0200 o [imwme) ey
< %/Slum+p_2|Vu| +(1—a){2(m+p— 1)ﬁcﬁ||um+p_1|\ﬁ(m
1
- m-—+p—2 o n+1j|, m+p—1
< 5 /Qu |\Vu| + {2c¢(m +p—1)}"" |lu ||L%(Q).

Thus plugging (6.28) and (6.29)) into implies

—_ u u
dt J, o
1 n+1
< Om? (M) la™ 7]y g+ CF" + Com + Cym - CF,

2

with C := 4¢"™!. Therefore we apply a comparison argument to establish that
M;, < max {/ ug™, 2(CT™* 4+ Comy, + Cymy, - CY™), QC’mZ*?’M,?l}
Q

for all £ € (0, Tiax). Now if there exists a sequence (my;,);en such that my, — oo and

Ly
Q
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for all j € N, then we take the my,-th root of the both sides to obtain

sup ||u( )™ on < ||Uol| ko -
308 [JuC D)7 0) < ol o

We derive from letting my, — oo that

sup [lu(-, t)[|e@) < [luoll =)
te(0,7)

in this case. Contrarily, if there is no such sequence, at the first we have
We take the my-th root on the both sides and use the elementary inequality VX +Y <
VX + W, where X > 0 and Y > 0, to obtain

1
sup [u(-, )| zm (o) < {2(C7" + Camy + Camy - CF™)
te(0,T)
) 11 11
<27 Cy 4 Oy my* + CyC™* my ™
By taking mj; — oo, we obtain

sup |lu(-,t)||ze@) < C1 + 1+ Cy.
te(0,7)

In the last case we will use the Moser iteration argument. The definition of my, (see (6.27)))
and the elementary inequality 2% + (p — 1) < p2* yields that

My < 2C{2° + (p = D)} M,
< 20p™ (2" MR
Then there exists a constant b > 1 independent of 7" which satisfies
My, <My for all k > 1.
Using the same argument as in the proof of |2 Lemma 6.2], we have
M, <b*" M2 forall k> 1.
Thus, we take the my-th root of the both sides and use again to obtain

1 Sk+1 ok

sup [[u(-, )| ) = M};Tk < pFreD MOT’”(";”.
te(0,T)
Therefore, taking k — oo, we establish
sup [|u(:, )|z @) < 0° Mo
te(0,7)
and arrive at the conclusion. O

Proof of Theorem 1.2. Thanks to Lemma [6.5] and extensibility criterion obtained in
Theorem 1.1, we see that Ty, = oo and that there exists C' > 0 such that

(-, t)|| Loy < C forall t >0,
which means the end of the proof. O
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