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Abstract

This manuscript considers a Neumann initial-boundary value problem for the predator-prey system
{ up = D1ty — X1(u0z)z +u(A1 — v+ a1v), %)

vy = Dovgy + X2 (Vug)e + v( A2 — v — agu),

in an open bounded interval € as the spatial domain, where for i € {1,2} the parameters D;, a;, \;
and x; are positive.

Due to the simultaneous appearance of two mutually interacting taxis-type cross-diffusive mecha-
nisms, one of which even being attractive, it seems unclear how far a solution theory can be built
upon classical results on parabolic evolution problems. In order to nevertheless create an analytical
setup capable of providing global existence results as well as detailed information on qualitative
behavior, this work pursues a strategy via parabolic regularization, in the course of which (%) is
approximated by means of certain fourth-order problems involving degenerate diffusion operators
of thin film type.

During the design thereof, a major challenge is related to the ambition to retain consistency with
some fundamental entropy-like structures formally associated with (x); in particular, this will moti-
vate the construction of an approximation scheme including two free parameters which will finally
be fixed in different ways, depending on the size of Ao relative to as ;.

Adequately coping with this will firstly yield a result on global existence of weak solutions for
arbitrary choices of the parameters in (x) and arbitrarily large positive initial data from H*', and
secondly allow for the conclusion that in both cases Ay > asA; and Ao < ag);, the respectively
obtained spatially homogeneous coexistence and prey-extinction states uphold their global asymp-
totic stability properties well-known to be present in the corresponding ODE setting, provided that
both tactic sensitivities x1 and x» are suitably small.
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1 Introduction

Taxis-type migration processes have been identified as impellent mechanisms of crucial importance for
the emergence of multifarious dynamics in numerous biological systems at various levels of complexity.
Especially the destabilizing potential of attractive chemotaxis, and its responsibility for striking exper-
imental findings, e.g. on paradigmatic bacterial aggregation phenomena but also on self-organization
in more intricate frameworks, has received considerable interest ([I7], [14]). Accordingly, a mean-
while abundant mathematical literature has been focusing on issues related to the ability of such
taxis mechanisms to enforce the formation of structures, not only in contexts of simple paradigmatic
Keller-Segel type chemotaxis models ([13], [6], [23], [24], [34]) but also in some more general triangular
cross-diffusion systems embedding taxis processes into more complex settings ([19], [28], [11], [35],

[1300)-

In comparison to this, the knowledge seems much less developed in cases in which several taxis mech-
anisms are mutually coupled. A prototypical situation of this type is addressed in [32], where systems
of the form

{ u = D1Au — x1V - (uVv) + f(u,v), (1)

vy = DayAv + x2V - (vVu) + g(u,v),

are proposed as refinements of classical reaction-diffusion models for predator-prey interaction, sup-
plemented by attractive taxis of predators toward regions of increasing prey population densities,
and by repulsive cross-diffusive migration of prey individuals downward population gradients of the
predators (cf. also [37], [36], [33], [16] and [18] for further modeling aspects related to predator-taxis
and prey-taxis). As documented in [32] and [33], formal linear analysis indicates that the indeed
introduction of such taxis mechanisms enables pursuit-evasion systems of the form (1) to exhibit
quite colorful wave-like solution behavior. From a perspective of rigorous analysis, however, passing
on to such fully cross-diffusive systems, in which hence the collection of migration mechanisms can
no longer be arranged in the form of a triangular diffusion operator, apparently amounts to entering
quite uncharted territories. In fact, studies on cross-diffusion systems involving fully occupied diffusion
matrices seem to essentially concentrate on systems of Shigesada-Kawasaki-Teramoto type, for which
indeed a considerably comprehensive theory at least with regard to questions of global solvability, but
partially even going beyond, could be developed ([7], [8], [9], [10], [21], [29], [22]). However, since the
migration mechanisms therein do not only exhibit structures evidently different from those in (I.1]),
but since they moreover, and yet more drastically, are exclusively of repulsive character, such model
classes can only be viewed as far relatives of (II]), with hence quite limited potential for accessibility
to similar techniques. Accordingly, the analytical literature concerned with a doubly tactic system of
type (ILI]) apparently reduces to the single precedent [31], in which a method is designed that in the
absence of sources, that is, in the case when f = g = 0, can be used to establish results on global
existence and stabilization toward spatial averages in a corresponding one-dimensional boundary value
poblem.

Objectives and challenges.  The intention of this work is to address a system of type (1)) in
a more realistic setting of predator-prey evolution in which doubly tactic pursuit-evasion interplay is
coupled to appropriate kinetics. Concentrating on classical Lotka-Volterra interaction as a paradig-
matic framework therefor, we shall henceforth consider the apparently prototypical version of a fully



cross-diffusive predator-prey system given by

1.2
vy = Dovgy + X2(Vug )z + v(A2 — v — agu), (12)

{ up = Diuge — x1(uvy)y + u(A — u + ajv),
in an open bounded interval as the spatial domain, where for ¢ € {1,2} the parameters D;, a;, \; and
Xi are positive.

Our particular purpose consists firstly in establishing a result on global existence of solutions within a
natural weak framework, and secondly in attempting to undertake a basic step toward understanding
qualitative effects of the doubly cross-diffusive mechanisms in (I.2]) when accompanied by zero-order
predator-prey interaction. Indeed, standard results on local existence of smooth solutions to Keller-
Segel-type systems accounting for cross-diffusion exclusively in one quantity ([I5], [2]) confirm that
the diffusion-induced relaxing behavior known from the situation when x; = x2 = 0 persists at least
during suitably small initial time intervals when yx; # 0 as long as xs yet vanishes. On the other
hand, the simultaneous appearance of taxis-type cross-diffusion in both equations from (L2]) may
quite drastically affect this picture in that when both taxis mechanisms are attractive in the sense
that x1 > 0 > xo, then in general not even local solutions can be expected to exist, even in the case
when the kinetic terms therein are completely disregarded and the initial data belong to (C°°(€2))?

(1310)-

As already suggested by the outcome of the precedent work [31], such an instantaneously and tho-
roughly destabilizing role may not be played by doubly taxis-like interaction in cases when only one of
the cross-diffusive migration processes is attractive, with the other one being repulsive. In particular,
addressing the simplified variant of (L2]) given by

{ up = Dyugy — x1(uvz)q, (1.3)

V¢ = D2Uxx + X2(qu)x7

with x; and y2 both assumed positive, the main results in [3I] assert that in an open bounded
domain ©Q C R and for all reasonably regular nonnegative initial data, a corresponding Neumann-
type initial-boundary value problem possesses a globally defined nonnegative weak solution, inter alia
belonging to the space (L>((0, 00); Llog L(2)))%. Moreover, this solution is shown to become bounded
in the pointwise sense at least eventually, and that both of its components uniformly approach their
respective temporally constant spatial mean in the large time limit. This inter alia indicates that the
pattern-supporting potential of the attractive taxis mechanism therein, well-known e.g. as generating
nonconstant steady states in associated Keller-Segel systems ([26], [20]), is insufficient to enforce any
structure formation on large time scales when accompanied by repulsion as in (L3)).

As a fundamental technical obstacle, any analytical approach to questions concerning solvability in
([C2) needs to face the circumstance that no general theory seems available which might at least
warrant local existence of some solutions. Hence forced to construct solutions either from a very
basic starting point e.g. within a suitable fixed point framework, or via approximation, in this work
we choose the latter type of ansatz by means of a fourth-order regularization reminiscent of the
well-studied thin film equation ([5], [3], [12], [25]). Indeed, we shall see that when carefully designed,
beyond providing accessibility to well-established local solution theory ([I]), this approach will in quite



a natural manner bring about the important advantage of paving the way for a qualitative analysis
through the derivation of a priori estimates at the level of approximate solutions, and might thereby
turn out to be more appropriate than e.g. discretization-based methods ([7], [8], [9]) which in the
present context, beyond apparently unsolved problems already at the stage of solvability, seem to offer
somewhat less flexibility with regard to testing procedures.

Thin-film-type approximation. To make our concrete strategy more precise, let us first specify
the full setting in which (L.2)) will be studied, and subsequently consider

up = Diugy — x1(uvg)e +u(A —u+agv), x€Q, t>0,

vy = Dovgy + x2(vug)y +v(A2 —v —agu), €, t>0, (1.4)
Uy = vy = 0, r eI, t>0,

u(x,0) = ug(z), v(z,0)=v(x), x € Q,

in an open bounded interval Q C R, where the initial data wg and vy, along with approximating
families (uo:)ce(0,1) and (voe)ze(0,1), Will be assumed to be such that

up € WH2(Q) and vg € WH2(Q)  satisfy ug > 0 and vg > 0 in Q, that

uge € C°(Q) and vp. € C5(Q) forall e € (0,1) with

Uer = UQegzr = V0ex = Voezze = 0 on 02 for all e € (0,1) and

Tinfoug <upe <up+1inQ  and  [yud., < [qud, +1 foralle € (0,1), that
%ian vo<woe <vo+1inQ and  [,v5, < [ovi, +1 foralle e (0,1), and that
upe — ug and wvo. — vy a.e. in Q@  as e \ 0.

(1.5)

We henceforth fix any « € (0, %], and with free parameters ny > 0 and no > 0 to be specified below
we consider the regularized parabolic system

4 a _ 5—nq 3u3

Uet = _‘S(ﬁusmmm)x +e2 (ue aueac)m + Dluemc — X1 <ﬁvew>x + ﬁ : (/\1 — U + (11’05),

zeQ t>0,

Vet = —6(#7} ) + €3 (07 eg)z + Dov +x2<q&u ) + o (A — v — ague)

€ TRy e Vex)x exx Ve ) 302+ € €)s

xeQ t>0,
(1.6)

along with homogeneous Neumann-type boundary data and under the initial conditions given by

Usgy = Veg = Uegzz = Vezzz = 0, r €0, t>0, (1 7)

ue(2,0) = uge(x), ve(x,0) = voe(x), xr €, '

for ¢ € (0,1). An introduction both of similar thin-film-type fourth-order diffusion operators and of
corresponding second-order fast diffusion corrections has already been underlying the analysis in [31];
a difference of crucial importance in the present approach, however, consists in the circumstance that
the parameters nq and no , which may be viewed as measuring a certain intermediate-scale degeneracy
of the considered fourth-order diffusion mechanisms, will be allowed to attain different values here:
While the development of our existence theory will merely require that n; € [1,2] for i € {1,2}, our



subsequent qualitative analysis will rely on the specific choices (ni,n2) = (2,2) and (n1,n2) = (2,1),
respectively, depending on the parameter setting dictated by the Lotka-Volterra interaction in ([L4]).

Main results. In fact, we shall firstly see that if we restrict ny and ng so as to satisfy n; € [1,2]
for i € {1,2}, then the artificial terms introduced herein conveniently cooperate with a quasi-entropy
property formally enjoyed by the functional

/ulnu—/u—kﬁ vinw -2 [ 4 (1.8)
Q Q X2 JQ X2 JQ

when evaluated along suitably smooth trajectories of (IL4]). This notice, generalizing an observation
already made in the context of a slightly different regularization for (L3]) in [31], will lead us to the first
of our main results, by asserting global solvability without any restrictions on the system parameters
in (4)), and for widely arbitrary initial data:

Theorem 1.1 Let Q C R be a bounded open interval, for i € {1,2} let the constants D;,a;, \; and x;
be positive, and suppose that ug € WH2(Q) and vg € W12(Q) are such that ug > 0 and vo > 0 in €.
Then there exist nonnegative functions u and v defined a.e. in Q x (0,00) and satisfying

3
2

{u,v} € C2([0,00); L (Q)) N L} .(Q x [0,00)) N L2

loc loc

(10,00); WhE(9)) N L%((0, 00); Llog L(S2)),

(1.9)
which are such that (u,v) forms a global weak solution of ({I7)]) in the sense of Definition [J-1] below.
This solution can be obtained as the limit of solutions to (1.6)-(1.7) in that whenever ny € [1,2],
ny € [1,2] and a € (0,3] and (u0e)ec(0,1) and (voe)ee(o,1) satisfy (LA), there ewists (g5)jen C (0,1)
such that €; \, 0 as j — oo, and that

ue = u as well as ve = v a.e. in Q x (0,00) ase=¢e; \,0. (1.10)

Beyond establishing the above existence result which with regard to its outcome essentially parallels
Theorem 1.1 in [3I], our analysis related to (L)) will moreover be organized in such a way that
a beneficent dependence of correspondingly gained estimates on the sensitivities y; and yo can be
cropped out. Together with a rather straightforward observation identifying a (x1, x2)-independent
absorbing set in (L'(2))? for (L6)-(7) (Lemma Z3), the regularity information thus provided by a
quasi-entropy inequality associated with (L8] will imply eventual bounds for solutions to (LL6])-(L1)
in somewhat stronger topologies, independent of the initial data and depending on y; and yo in a
favorably controllable manner (Lemmal[5.4]). In a key step to be achieved in Lemmal6.2] these ultimate
bounds will further be improved so as to become manifest even in (W12(Q))2, provided that x; and
X2 satisfy a smallness condition which, importantly, involves essentially no knowledge on the initial
data.

This will bear fruit by implying global asymptotic stability of the nontrivial spatially homogeneous
steady states of (L4)), in the case Ag > agA; given by (uy,v,) with

N )\2 — ag)\l

A1+ ag e
= and Vy 1=
14 ajas

= 1.11
* 1 +a1a2 ( )

and by (A1,0) if A2 < as\;, whenever x; and x» are suitably small: In Section [§ addressing the former
case, we shall see that then for small y; and x2 and any choice of initial data compatible with (L3H]),



a regularized variant of

/(u—u*—u*lni)—i-ﬂ/<v—fu*—v*ln1) (1.12)
Q0 Uy a2 Jo (2

eventually plays the role of a genuine entropy functional for (L@)-(L7T), up to a regularization error,
under a crucial additional assumption on structural consistency of our approximation, here expressed
in the hypothesis that n; = ny = 2 which is fortunately in compliance with Theorem [[T] (Lemma B3]).
In conjunction with the compactness properties of trajectories entailed by Lemma [62] this further
dissipative structure will lead us to the following second of our main results:

Theorem 1.2 Let 2 C R be an open bounded interval. Then given Dy > 0,Ds > 0,a; > 0,a3 >
0,A\1 > 0 and A > 0 fulfilling

)\2 > a2/\1,
one can find Xy > 0 such that if x1 € (0, xax) and x2 € (0, Xsx) as well as
ny =2 and no =2,

then for any choice of initial data fulfilling (123) the global weak solution (u,v) of (1-4)) from Theorem
(1 has the properties that

{u,v} ce CY(Q x (T,00)) N L=(Q x (0,0)) for some T > 0, (1.13)
and that as t — oo,
u(-,t) = ux in L(Q) as well as v(,t) = vy in L(Q),
where u, > 0 and v, > 0 are as in (LI11).

In the opposite parameter range where Ay < agAq, an accordingly modified analysis identifying a
corresponding entropy property of a functional approximating

u aq aq 2
u— A —Aln— +—/v+ /v, 1.14
/Q< ! ! )\1) as Jo 2(12)\2 QO ( )

will finally reveal in Section [ the following analogue of the above statement under the assumption
that yet n; = 2 but that now no satisfies the alternative consistency condition ny = 1, both still
admissible in Theorem [Tk

Theorem 1.3 Whenever €2 C R is an open bounded interval and Dy > 0, Dy > 0,a1 > 0,a2 > 0, \; >
0 and Ay > 0 are such that

A2 < agAy,
there exists Xxx > 0 such that if x1 € (0, Xsx); X2 € (0, Xox )
ni=2 and ng=1

and if (1) holds, then the global weak solution (u,v) of (I.4) from Theorem L1 satisfies (1.13) as
well as

u(-,t) = A\ in L*°(Q) and v(,t) =0 in L(Q) as t — 0o.



2 Basic properties of the approximate problems

To begin with, we recall that Amann’s theory provides a basic statement on local existence and
extensibility of solutions to (L6])-(L7) in the following sense.

Lemma 2.1 Fori € {1,2} let D; > 0,a; > 0,\; > 0,x; > 0 and n; € (0,4), and suppose that (I3)
holds. Then for all € € (0,1) there exist Tz € (0,00] and a pair (ue,v:) of functions

ue € Nye 2y CO10, Tinaa,e ) WH(Q)) N CHH(Q % (0, Tnare))  and
Ve € ﬂse%z) CO([0, Trnaz,e ); W*2(2)) N OS2 % (0, Trnaa,e ),

satisfying ue > 0 and ve > 0 in Qx [0, Trpaz.c ), which are such that (u.,v.) solves (L0)-([T-7) classically
in Q x (0, Traze), and that

either Trpgze = 00,  or

+ [lv=( )l[w22()

ﬁum(m} — 50.(2.1)

PrOOF. This can be seen by adapting the argument from [31, Lemma 2.1] in a straightforward
manner. ]

lim sup {Huac,t)qu,z(m

Tmaz,s

mHme)

2.1 Mass evolution. Absorbing sets in L!'(2)

Simple integration in (L6])-(L7) yields a basic information on the evolution of the total mass functionals
related to both solution components.

Lemma 2.2 Let D; > 0,a; > 0,\; > 0,x; > 0 and n; € (0,4) fori € {1,2}, and assume (7). Then
for all e € (0,1), we have

d
%/ua_ )\1+ /uE /u +a1/u€v€ for allt € (0, Thnaz,c) (2.2)
and

i/v€_<x\2—|—— /'Ue /v —a2/uev€ agf/ue Jor allt € (0, Tingze).  (2.3)

PrROOF.  Writing g.(s) := m for s > 0 and € € (0,1), on the basis of (L6)-(L7) we compute

d
— Use = Al/ge(ue)_/ge(ue)ue_‘_al/ ge(ue)ve
dt Jq Q Q Q

= Al/flug—/ﬂu?—l—al/ﬂuevg
A [ (=) + [ (=gt —ar [ (e—gtwd)oe (24




for t € (0, Tnag,e). Using that [0,00) 3 s — s — g-(s) is nonnegative and attains its maximum at

s = /5 with extremal value %, from (24 we directly obtain ([Z2)), whereas (Z3)) can be derived

similarly. O

By taking a suitable linear combination of the latter inequalities, we obtain some genuine L' estimates
which will later on play a fundamental role in our derivation of eventual bounds which do not depend
on the size of the initial data.

Lemma 2.3 Fori € {1,2} let D; > 0,a; > 0,\; > 0,x; > 0 and n; € (0,4), and assume that (L)
holds. Then there exists a bounded function m : (0,00) — R such that for all € € (0, 1),

/%mw+/%mw§m@ for all t € (0, Tyaa.s). (2.5)
Q Q
and such that

Q 1 2 |0 1 2
limsupm(t) < meo ::| |-<)\1+—+1+max{a%,l}'£> +| |-()\2+—+1) -max{a%,l}

t—ro0 2 23 20/3/ 2 VE]
(2.6)
Proor. We let
B = max{a%, 1} (2.7)
and combine (2.2)) with (2.3]) in estimating
d
il g e e o)
1
< ()\1+ +1+@ /ua /
2v/3
+B(A —I-——I—l /U - /v
5+ 55 ) (0= [ v
+(a1 — Bag)/ Ue Vs for all t € (0, Trnaz,e)- (2.8)
Q
Here three applications of Young’s inequality show that
1 Baz 1 ’Q\ 1 Bas
A 1+ — < — A — 414+ — f 11t Tinaz
(1+2\/_+ +2\/_)/u5_2/ 2<1—|—2\/_+ +2\/_> or all t € (0, c)
and
1 B ﬁ\Q! 1
A+ ——=+1 /U g—/ A+ ——=+1 for all t € (0, Tyaz
5(2 203 >Q€2 2(2 23 ) ( <)
as well as
(a1—ﬁa2)/ uve < a1/ueve
Q Q
1 a?
g54@+54ﬁ
< 1 2 B 2
< — [ ui+= [ o for all t € (0, Thnaz.c),
2 Ja 2 Jo ’



the latter relying on ([2.7). From (2.8) we therefore obtain that

%{/ﬂueJrﬁ/Qve}Jr{/QueJrﬁ/ﬂve}

[8) 1 Baz\2 Bl 1 2
< a=5 Mttt —) +——(t+t—F7+1 for all ¢ € (0, Trnaz
1 2 ( ! 2V/3 2\/§> 2 <2 2V/3 > ( <)

and that accordingly, again due to (L3,

/Que—l—ﬁ/ﬂva < {/Quo—kﬂ/gvo—l—(ﬂ—i—l)m]}~e_t+04/0te_(t_s)ds

< {/u0+5/vo+(5+1)\§2]} et ey for all t € (0, Thnaz,c)-
Q Q

As > 1 by (21), upon an abvious choice of m this asserts both (23]) and (Z0]) in this case. O

2.2 Global extensibility in the regularized problems

In order to show that the solutions from Lemma 2] are actually global in time, in view of (Z1]) our
goal will be to establish a priori bounds, throughout this part possibly depending on ¢, for u. and v.,
and for u% and i, in W22(Q) and L>(1), respectively. In a first step toward this, but moreover also
later on in the context of our qualitative analysis (see Lemma [6.2]), we will make use of the following
interpolation inequality that has extensively been exploited in the analysis of the thin film equation,
albeit mostly for slightly different purposes there ([4] and [3]).

Lemma 2.4 Let 8 € R be such that 5 # 1. Then

9
-2 4 B 2
IS 7/ P 2.9
I, B-17 Jo 2
for all o € C*(Q) which are such that ¢ > 0 in Q and p, = 0 on INQ.

Proor. We integrate by parts and use the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality to see that

1 1
3 3 2 2
B2 4 _ _ B—1 2 < g—2 4" B 2

from which (Z.9]) immediately follows. O

In the present context, our first application thereof will guarantee a certain consistency of the artificial
second-order fast diffusion term in ([CH)-(L7) with regard to the evolution of the H' norms of solutions.
Already in the following basic statement concerning this, to be immediately utilized in Lemma 2.6 but
recalled also later on in the crucial Lemma [6.2] our standing assumption that o < % plays a major
role.



Lemma 2.5 For i € {1,2} let D; > 0,a; > 0,\; > 0,x; > 0 and n; € (0,4), and assume (7). The
for alle € (0,1) and any t € (0, Tynazc),

1d ul D
2 5 2 1 2
Ugy + € - Ueggr + 2 Uega
Q Q

2dt Jo ur™™ 4 ¢
u2™™M 2 af 2.2
€
< XI/Q <mvsm>x1%xx+3/\1/guax+2—l)1/QU€’UE (210)
and
1 d 2 'U4 2 D2 2
5%/9”{-14_5/9Uél—nj_l_gUEmmm—i_?/stmm
v " 2 a3 2,2
5
< _X2/Q (muax>mveggm+3)\2/ﬂvax+ﬁ/ﬂua’ua. (2.11)

PrROOF.  We multiply the first equation in (@) by —u.,, and integrate by parts to see that

1d / / ul

2 £ 2 2
5 14 Ugy + € — Uggpr T Dy Uegy
2dt Jo Qui™ ¢ Q

5—n1
o _ Ug
= —¢€z / (ue aua:c)xua:c:c + X1 / (WUEQC) Uerx
Q Q Mg +eée z

3 3
_/Q 3u2ui E()\l — Ue + A1V Uy for all ¢t € (0, Thnaz,e)s (2.12)
3

where another integration by parts, followed by an application of Lemma [2.4] shows that

—« -, 2 —a—1, 2
_/(us Ueg ) g Uere = _/ Ug ue:m'i'a/ Ug UgpUeza
Q Q Q

1
= _/ue_augxx+a(a3+ )/ue—a—2u4€lx
Q Q

< 0 for all t € (0, Thnaz.e), (2.13)

ala+1) 9 _ 3a
because =5 iy = G

that for all € € (0,1) and any s > 0 we have

< 1 thanks to our assumption that o < % Apart from that, observing

d 3s3 9s* + 9es? 952
TRl
ds\3s? +¢ (3s24¢)2 ~ 3s2+4¢

and

d ( 354 > 1857 + 12es?

_ >
ds\3s2 +¢ 0,

(3s2+¢e)?2 —

in the rightmost expression in (2.12]) we may once more rely on integration by parts to estimate

3u? 3u? 3u?
_ A — — <7€> _/< c )
/Q?)ungs( 1 e e 1/9 302 +e/a = Jo\BuZ el

< 3\ / uZ,  forallt € (0, Tpaze) (2.14)
Q

10



As finally

3u? D, 9 a? / 3u? )2 9
_ e < 2
al /Q 3ug + €U€u€fﬂfﬂ — 2 /Qusmm + 2D1 Q <3ug + c U€
D1 CL2
< - /ngm + ﬁ /ngfug for all t € (0, Tnaz.c)

by Young’s inequality, in view of (ZI3)) and (2I4]) we readily infer (2ZI0) from (2I2]). The inequality
(ZII) can be derived similarly. O

Under the additional requirements that 1 < n; < 2 and 1 < ng < 2, for each fixed € € (0,1) the
integrals in (2.10) and (ZI1]) originating from the cross-diffusive interaction in (L6 can conveniently
be estimated in terms of the respective higher-order dissipative contributions, thus leading to the
following e-dependent bound with respect to the norm in W12(Q).

Lemma 2.6 Let D; > 0,a; > 0,\; > 0,x; > 0 and n; € [1,2] for i € {1,2}, and let (I73) be valid.
Then for all e € (0,1) and T > 0 there ezists C(e,T) > 0 such that
/ ul (z,t)dx + / v, (z,t)dx < C(e,T) for all t € (0,T%) (2.15)
Q Q
and R
”Ua(‘,t)”Loo(Q) + HUE(',t)HLoo(Q) < C(e,T) for allt € (0,T%), (2.16)
where fe = min{T, Taze}-

PrROOF.  In the cross-diffusive term on the right of (2I0]), we integrate by parts and use Young’s
inequality to find that for all ¢ € (0, Taz.c),

ug—nl ug—nl
X1 I—m Vex | Uezz = —X1 I—n, VegUezzx
QO NUg +e z Q Ue + €
4 2 6—2n1
u X1 Ue 2
< 6/ —? + = ——0 (2.17)
= _ ez - exs :
oui M +e de Joui™™ +¢

where since 1 < nj < 2, again due to Young’s inequality we obtain that

ud=m 2 2 2
13 —ni
/ 4—nq Usm é / ue Usm é /(u€ + 1)U€m
Q Ue +ée Q Q

\|vm\|§oo(m-/g(u€+1) for all £ € (0, Thass ). (2.18)

sup {/ug—l—/ve} < 00 (2.19)
te(0,7.) L /Q Q

by Lemma [2.3] which in conjunction with the Gagliardo-Nirenberg inequality and Young’s inequality
shows that (ZI8]) implies that with some ¢; > 0 and ¢ > 0 we have

IN

Here we use that

2 6—2n;
X7 Ug 2 2
& Jorm et = alvelizo

11



IN

C2HUEMHL2(Q)HUEIHLZ(Q)

D 2 .
< —2/11529”4—6—2/1)390 for all ¢ € (0,7%). (2.20)
2 Ja 2D Jg

Also the last summand in (2.I0]) can be controlled by means of Young’s inequality and the Gagliardo-
Nirenberg inequality, which thanks to (2.I9]) namely provide c¢g > 0 and ¢4 > 0 fulfilling

2 2
ay 4 aj 4
4D1/Q“5+4D1/Q”5
2 4 2 4
< %{/u?x}{/ug} 4—63{/u€ —1—03{/1)?90}-{/1)5} +C3{/U€}
Q Q Q Q Q Q

< 64/ugx+64/va2x for all t € (0,73).
Q Q

[(\V]
@\f
IS
S~
[

m N
[

m pN
IA

Combined with (ZI7) and (220]), this shows that ([2I0]) entails the inequality

1d 9 Dy 2 Do 9 9 C% ) R
55 Qum + 7 Quax:c < 7 Qvax:c + (3)\1 + C4) Quax + <ﬁ + 64) Qvax for all t € (O,TE),

so that applying quite a similar procedure to ([Z.I1]) we infer the existence of c5 > 0 such that

d ~
—{/ugm—l—/v?x} 305-{/u§x+/v€2m} for all t € (0,1%),
dt | Jo Q Q Q

which upon integration yields (28] and thereby also implies (ZIG) due to the continuity of the
embedding W1H2(Q) < L>®(0Q). O

The following conclusion of Lemma [2.6] parallels that of Lemma 2.3 from [31] in its statement, but its
derivation proceeds in a slightly different manner.

Lemma 2.7 Let D; > 0,a; > 0,A; > 0,x; > 0 and n; € [1,2] for i € {1,2}, and assume (L3).
Then given any € € (0,1), for all T > 0 one can find C(e,T) > 0 such that again writing T, =
min{7, Typaqc} we have

1 1 ~
- S < T T.). 2.21
/ng(m)dﬁ/ﬂ de < C(eT)  for allt € (0,T.) (2.21)

v3(z,1)

PROOF.  On the basis of (LLO)-(L7) and several integrations by parts, we compute
1d [ 1 1 u? o [ 1,
_— JR— e £ —_ U — &2 — - (u U
iz = < (), = [ g 02

1 1 ul~™m
—Dy | —Ues + - (5711 )
1/Q’LL§ ETT Xl/Q’LLg uél_nl T )

1
—3/ . ()\1 — Uge + alva)
Q

3u+e

@

1 u?
= 35/ A= UexUegxzx — 3e2 =
Qui™ +e Qust®

12




1
_3D1/ +3X1/ u?l_l(ug_nl +€)Uaxvax

_3/Q 3uZ + ¢ (A1 —ue + arve) for all t € (0, Thnaz,e), (2.22)

where one more integration by parts, followed by an application of Young’s inequality, shows that for
all t € (0, Thnaz,e),

u3—n1

1 1 2 5 2
35/9%T+Uexuexxx = _3‘5/ng n1+€uaxx+3(4_nl)€/ﬂ (uﬁ_m +€)2U5xua:c:c

3¢ 1 3(4 —nq)%e 6=2m
B N RS S T
2 Jou™ 4 ¢ 2 o (us "™ +¢)3
In order to estimate the rightmost summand herein appropriately, we recall that according to Lemma
2.6l there exist ¢; = ¢1(¢,T) > 0 and ¢ = ¢2(g,T) > 0 such that

/ uZ, —I—/ v, < e for all ¢ € (0,T%) (2.24)
Q Q
and R
ue(x,t) + ve(z,t) < 2 for all z € Q and t € (0,7T7). (2.25)
The latter, namely ensures that
—_ i > — [ u for all t € (0,7%), 2.26
/Q ug_nl +e exx — C;l_nl +e /g exx ( 8) ( )
while trivially
6 6—2n7
4 ni oy 6 I—ny

EXT

u6—2n1
/ 5 u4x
o (Ut ™ 4¢)3 ° utm" 4 ¢)3

S /
6—nq
— / —ni +€ T a— n1u4

< € = / ul, for all t € (0, Trnaz,e) (2.27)
Q

by nonnegativity of u.. Since the Gagliardo-Nirenberg inequality provides c3 > 0 such that

1,2
| ¢t < allerlialielig  forall ¢ € W32(@),
along with ([2.24)) this enables us to invoke Young’s inequality in making sure that

3(4 — m)% / ue ™ o o mP o2 [ at
a ( @

2 uzel—nl +€)3 EX — 2 EX

3 1

, .

3-—m)efey — 2o [ [ 2 12
2 Q EXTXT

3e ~
m /ng:c:c +ca forall t € (0,7;) (2.28)

IN
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_8=m
with cg = ¢4(e,T) := %(4 —n)i3E(cy ™ ) e A,
Next, in the second last summand in ([222]) we use Young’s inequality to see that again thanks to

@29),
1 3X2 u6—2n1
3 / UerV < 3D / ﬂ + Al / £ v2
X1 0 u?l_l(uﬁ_"l +o) exVex 1 4Dy /g (ug_nl +E)2 ex
3X2 6 2nq
= 3D, [ == 1 2
1/ + 4D, /Q 4-ny = 2n1 4—ny %Uax
( +E)4 nl(& +€)4 nq

3D1/ ﬁ—i— 3X1 /’ng
4D1€4 "1 Q

3Dy / u—if + 5 for all t € (O,i) (2.29)
0 Ue

IN

IN

if we let ¢5 = c5(e,T) = 5~
Finally, in the last integral in (2.22]) we may use ([2.25]) to achieve the rough estimate

|)\1 — Ues + a1v5| <A+ (a1 + 1)62 in  x (O,fg),

which ensures that

1 Sl :
_3/ S+ (e + Vel € (0,Tz).

. )\ —_ < = ’T =
e (A —ue + a1ve) < c6 = c6(e,T) 6

In combination with [2.23]), [2.26]), (228]) and (229]), this shows that (222]) entails the inequality
1d 1 ~
§E/§\ZU—ESC4+C5+CG foralltE(O,Te)

and thereby yields the claimed estimate for u., while that for v. can be derived similarly. O

As well-known from [31I], the estimates from [2:6] and Lemma 7] in combination yield pointwise lower
bounds for both solution components:

Lemma 2.8 Let D; > 0,a; > 0,\; > 0,x; > 0 and n; € [1,2] for i € {1,2}, and let (I23) hold. Then
for alle € (0,1) and T > 0 there exists C'(e,T) > 0 such that

us(z,t) > C(e,T) and v.(z,t) > C(e,T) for all z € Q and t € (0,T%), (2.30)
where again fg = min{T, Traze }-

PROOF.  Based on Lemma with Lemma [27] this can be obtained by verbatim copying the
argument from [31, Lemma 2.4]. O

Again referring to a corresponding argument from [31], we may refrain from giving details concerning
the derivation of H? estimates of the following flavor.

14



Lemma 2.9 Let D; > 0,a; > 0,\; > 0,x; > 0 and n; € [1,2] for i € {1,2}, and let (1.3) hold. Then
foralle € (0,1) and T > 0 one can find C(e,T) > 0 fulfilling

/ u?, (x,t)dx +/ v2,(x,t)de < C(e,T) for all t € (0,7%), (2.31)
Q Q

where again fe = min{T, Tnazc}-

PrROOF.  This estimate can be derived by testing the first two equations in (6] against ey, and
Verzee and estimating all appearing ill-signed lower-order integrals in terms of the respective fourth-
order dissipative summands, using thanks to Lemma 2.8 and Lemma the latter are bounded from
below by suitable positive multiples of [, u%,,,, and [, v%,... For a corresponding argument in a
specialized setting without the kinetic terms from (L6]) we refer to [3I, Lemma 2.5, and we may omit

detailing the minor adaptations necessary in the present framework. O

In view of (2.]), collecting our e-dependent regularity information we can now make sure that indeed
all our approximate solutions actually exist globally in time.

Lemma 2.10 Let D; > 0,a; > 0,)\; > 0,x; > 0 and n; € [1,2] fori € {1,2}, and suppose that (IJ7)
is satisfied. Then for all € € (0,1) we have Tpape = 00; that is the solution (ue,v:) of (1.6)-(1.7)
from Lemma 21 is global in time.

ProOOF.  This directly results from a combination of Lemma [2Z9] Lemma 2.8 Lemma 23] and (21]).
O

3 A quasi-entropy structure reminiscent of (I.8])

We next intend to analyze a regularization-adapted modification of the functional in (L8). Here
in contrast to the simplified setup in [3I] in which the absence of kinetic terms implies a genuine
Lyapunov property, in the present context the appearance of the zero-order terms in (L6l requires
substantial additional efforts. These will be prepared by the following basic observation.

Lemma 3.1 Let v € [0,2]. Then

SI/

352+ ¢

1 z —V —V
< 3 (%)2 -(2—1/)275_27 for all s >0 and any € € (0,1). (3.1)

PrOOF.  In the case v = 2, ([B]) follows from the simple estimate

o L Al s> 0and € (0,1)
— = or all s and any e ,1).
3s24+¢ 7 3s2 3 - Y
When v € [0,2), the function p(s) := 3—:2%, s > 0, satisfies ¢/(s) = _3(2_82;?&;;'/881/71 for all s > 0,
whence ¢ attains its maximum at sg := 3(2”—% with
(3(51,,))55% 1 v\ 5 22y 2w
— = .= (2 — 2 g 2
plon) = = 1o =5 (5) -



which verifies (B.I)) also in this case. O

We can now make sure that if in addition to the above we assume n; > 1 and no > 1, then our
approximation in ([6) indeed cooperates with a fundamental structural property of (L4]) in the
following sense.

Lemma 3.2 Assume that D; > 0,a; > 0,A\; > 0 and n; € [1,2] for i € {1,2}. Then there exists
C > 0 such that whenever x1 > 0 and x2 > 0 and (L3) holds, for all € € (0,1) the functions F. and
D, defined by

93
./T"e(t) = /Qua(’,t)hlug(’,t)—/ng(’,t)+ (3—711)(4—711)/ 3— nl ,t)

X1 X1 X1€
+2= | ve(,t) Inw -,t——/v t) + / , t>0, (3.2
Y2 Jo 6( ) E( ) Y2 Jo 6( ) (3—712 _n2 x2 Ja v 3— nz ( )
and
Dl/ (1) / 1 2 / uZ, (1)
D.(t) := A meto w2, (1) + Die | =2
W= Joutan T OGO P |y
X1D2 / Ugm(7t) Xlg/ na—1 2 X1D2€/ Ugm( ’t)
+ 4+ v '7tUSCSC .7t + s t>07 3.3
2x2 Jo ve(+t) x2 Jo © ()02 () X2 Ja v T"2(-,t) (3:3)
satisfy

d

GFO+Dm<c (14 2). {1+{/Qu€<-,t>}7+{/ﬂve<-,t>}7} for allt>0. (3.4

PrOOF.  For i € {1,2} abbreviating

€ 1
Li(s) :=slns — . 0
i(s) ==slns s+(4_ni)(3_ni) R 5> 0,
we see that )
(o) —
L;(s) =Ins— yp—— for all s > 0 (3.5)
and
I 1 5
Li(s) = B + i for all s > 0, (3.6)
and we observe that thus, in particular,
S )= sl foralls >0 3.7
e i(s)=s or all s > (3.7)
and hence
d? st " n;i—3
- (mL (s)) = (n; —D)(ni —2)s™ 3 <0 foralls>0 (3.8)
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according to our assumption that n; € [1,2]. In order to make appropriate use of this, we now go back
to (LG)-(L7) and integrate by parts in computing

d
i fy ) = [
4
J— — ! . 7'“6 3 4 * @
= E/QLl(UE) <u§—n1+€uax1‘x)x+€2 /QLl(Ua) (uz “ter)a

+Dl/ Lll(ua)uaxx
Q
, 5—n1
3
_XI/QLI(UE)' <mvm>x

+/L/(“)'37u§'(>\1—u + a1v:)
o B 3u2 e : ‘

4

Ue n a —arn 9

- 6/ 4—ny + L (Ue ) UeqUegzy — €2 / ug “ LY (ue)uZ,
Q Ue + £ (9}

_Dl/ Llll(u€)ug:c
Q
5—n1

Ug "
+X1/ 1=, LY (ue ) uezVer
Q Ue +ée

3u3
-+ /Q L (ue) - Wi&?()\l — us + ajve) for all t > 0, (3.9)
where (B.0) and B3] directly yield
—e% / uZ LY (u)u?, <0 for all t > 0 (3.10)
Q
and
u? u?
—Dl/ LY (uo)u?, = —Dl/ —=£ — Dla/ = forall t >0 (3.11)
Q Q Ue Qug
as well as
u5—n1
Xl/ #L&’(ua)umvm = Xl/ UgpVer forall t >0 (3.12)
Qus ' +e Q
and

3u? ullnu
/ o e
/QLl(us) : 311,? _T_E(Al — U +a1v:) = 3/Q 322 n E()\l — Ugs + a1ve)

3e u?l—l
T fogerpe M T uetawwe)  foralli>0.(3.13)
£

In the first summand on the right of (39, we integrate by parts two more times to find that thanks

to B.8) and B.12),

U4 U4 2

e " € 1"

E/ e <Ly (Ua)uaxuaxxx = _5/ I—n, - Ly (ua)ugxx
Q Ue +e€ Q Ue +e
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_E/Q%<S4—514+€ /1,(8)) o Hewllens
S = (TR
+§/§Zd?22<84—514+5 /1/(8)> — .uéx
< uﬁ_jf? L,
_ —E/ngl_lugm for all t > 0, (3.14)

so that collecting (39)-([3I4]) we obtain
d u? u?
it L ny—1 2 D / Sex D / ex
dt 1(ue) + E/Q Uggy + D1 0 Ue + e Q ug—n1

< Xl/uaxvax
Q

3 np—1
ug Inue 3¢ u™
+3/Q 323 T 8(Al — Ue + (11115) - 4 n /Q 31% T g(Al — Ue + alve) for all t > 0.

As similarly

d 02
< _X2/u€£BU€fE
Q

v3 In v, 3¢ pn2—1
—1—3/Q 322 +E(>\2 — Ve — A2Ug) — g /Q 3;3 +€(A2 — Uz — GU) for all t > 0,

on taking a suitable linear combination of the latter two relations we can achieve a cancellation of the
respective cross-diffusive contributions and thereby obtain the inequality

d _d X1

70400 = 2 [ D)+ 2 [ Lea}+ 0
(D un
- 2 Jo ue 2x2 Ja Ve

31 3 n1—1
+3/ Ye nu;()\l — Ue + a1v:) — ° / Ye 8()\1 — Ue + a1ve)

o 3u? + 4—ny Jo 3uZ+
3x1 / vg’ In v, 3x1€ / pre—l
AL Ay — Ve — - e (M —v.— 3.15
* o v+ E( 2~ Ve — apue) (4 —n2)x2 Jo 302 + E( 2 = Ve — apue) (3.15)

for all ¢ > 0. Here clearly

ud In u, 9
3 5 (A —ue +a1ve) <\ ue Inu, — u:z Inu. + ag UV, I U
o3uz +e¢ {(ue>1} {ue<1} {(ue>1)
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for all £ > 0, so that using the estimates
1
In¢ <26 foré>1 and &n¢ > » for £ € (0,1], (3.16)

by means of Young’s inequality we infer that

3
2

3
ulnwu 3 QO
3/93;2_'_;()\1—%;-1—&1215) < 2>\1/Qu€2+%+2al/gusve

IN

3 Q
2{)\1|Q| + aq / ve} : HueHioo(Q) + |2—| for all ¢ > 0. (3.17)
QO (&
Since the Gagliardo-Nirenberg inequality provides ¢; > 0 fulfilling

3 3
H‘PH%O@(Q) < Cl”@:t:HiZ(Q)H‘PH[Q,Z(Q) + Cl”‘P”%%Q) for all ¢ € W1,2(Q).

by several applications of Young’s inequality we can herein estimate

3
3 3 !
2{)\1|Q| + ay /Q,UE} . HUEHIQ,oo(Q) < 261{)\1|Q| + a; /Ql)e} : H(\/u_€)$H[2,2(Q) . {/Qus}

2ct 4 3
< 2Dl + 7t Ml [t { [
Dy Q Q
%
+261{A1\Q]+a1/v€}~{/u5}
Q Q
Dy [ u2, 2] / 4 / s
— 2L [ Zez L 7L )NIQ .
2 Jo ue +Dif 1@+ ar Qve Que
3
3
+261{A1\Q]+a1/v€}~{/u5}
Q Q
ey
- 2 O Ue
2ci !
+<D—%+261)-{)\1‘Q’+a1/ﬂ’05}
2¢i !
g ) 2
+(D51”+ c1 {/ng} + 2¢1
g
- 2 O Ue

2¢t 7
+26. (=L 4+ 2¢1 ) - )\7|Q|7+a7{/v}
(Di” ) ! "W ©
2611 7
+(D—%+2c1)-{/9u5} + 20 (3.18)
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for all t > 0. Next, noting that again thanks to (3.16),

3
v Inwv, 1, 1 )
- 0 < —=vilnv. < — if v, <1,
wZ+e © 3° ° 7 6e c
that
It <0 e > max{L A}
9 — 1) < if v, > max{1, \s
3v2 +¢ c €
and that
3 .
v2 Inw 1 23 232 .
3;€2+Z§§vglnvg<§v§ §§)\22 it 1l <wv. < A,
writing ¢z := max{g , %)\25} we see that
3x1 v3 In v, 3x1021Q  x1a2
— 5 (M2 — v —ague) < — sV In v,
x2 Jo3vZ+e X2 X2 J{v<1}
< 3x162/Q| L Xaa / "
X2 ex2 Jo
3x1¢2|Q 7
< chr“‘’+Xla2-{/ua}+’“a2 forallt>0 (3.19)
X2 €X2 Q €X2

due to the inequality —¢In¢ < % for £ € (0,1]. In the last and the third last summand in (3I5]) we
make use of Lemma [B.J] which when applied to v = ny entails that

ni

3e urt—t 3e U
_ A — < €
4—n1/ﬂ3u§+€( 1 uetarve) < 4—n1/g3u§+€

3 1 s 2—n 2—n
R

IN

4—711 2\ 3
2—nq n1
_ BE-nm) Tl Q m
2(4—711)
32— )] 0 0]
< %Z n)l for all £ > 0 (3.20)
— 7]

because of our restriction that & < 1. Twice more employing Lemma Bl with v = ny and v = ny — 1,
respectively, furthermore shows that again due to Young’s inequality,

3x1€ pnzl
— Mo — v —
(4 — ng)XQ /Q 3’[)2 + E( 2 ve a2ua)

3x1e / V2 N 3agx1€ /0?2_1 y
(4—n2)x2 Ja3vZ+e (4—na)x2 Jo3vZ+e °©

3X1€ 1 ng 2 2—ng _ 2-ng
B VA
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3 1 — 1\ 3-ny _ 3-nm
B (B) T Bem) e 22/%
Q

(4 —n2)x2 2 3
2—n n2
_ Be- no)l 7 ny Xl]Q\E%Q
2(4 — ng)XQ
+ [3(3 B n2)]37%(n2 — 1)%71(12)(16@271 / w
2(4 — Tl2)X2 Q
2—n n2
[3(2 — 77,2)]727122 Xl’Q‘
- 2(4 — ng)XQ

ng—1

BB —n2)] 7 (na—1)"% asxs 7

for all ¢t > 0, where we have once more used that ¢ < 1, and that ny > 1.

In summary, we only need to insert ([B.I8)) into ([B.I7), combine the latter with (3:19]), (3:20) and (3:21]),

and to particularly observe the dependence of the obtained estimate on x; and ys exclusively through
the factor 1 + %, to infer from (BI5) that indeed (B:4]) holds with an appropriate choice of C. O

In order to prepare appropriate integration of ([8.4]) for the purpose of deriving estimates essential for
our existence proof (Lemma[L]), but also later in our qualitative analysis (Lemmal5.4)), let us note the
following relationship between F. and the nonnegative quantities [, uc In(u. +e) and [, v- In(v: +e).

Lemma 3.3 Let D; > 0,a; > 0,\; > 0 and n; € [1,2] fori € {1,2}. Then there exists C > 0 such
that given any x1 > 0 and x2 > 0 and initial data such that (17) holds, with F. as in (3.2) we have

/ua(.,t)ln(ua(.,t)+e)+ﬁ/va(.,t)ln(va(-,t)ﬂ)
Q X2 JQ
< F(t)+C- <1+£) . {1+/u5(',t)—|— ve(',t)} for allt >0 and € € (0,1).(3.22)
X2 Q Q
Moreover,
sup F-(0) < oo. (3.23)
€€(0,1)

PROOF.  Again relying on the inequality £In& > —% for £ € (0,¢], for all t > 0 and € € (0,1) we can
estimate

/ ueIn(u:. +e) = / ue In(us +€) + / ue In(us + €)
Q {usze}

{ue<e}

< / ue - (Inue +1n2) + 111(26)/ Ue
{ue>e}

{uc<e}
Q

< / ue Inu, + (In 2 —i—ln(Qe))/ Ue + u,
Q Q €

and performing the same operations on v. we obtain that by (B.2I),

/ ue In(ue +e) + &/ ve In(ve + €)
Q Q

X2
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< /ualnug—FE/valnva
Q X2 Jao
Q
+(ln2+ln(2e))-{/ue+& va}+<1+ﬁ) u
Q X2 Ja X2 e

]-'e(t)+(ln2—|—ln(26)+1)-{/u€+£/v€}—|—<1+X1> 19 for all t > 0 and € € (0,1),
Q X2 Jqa X2 e

IN

which establishes (3.22)).

Apart from that, since uy and vy are positive, and since (L)) requires that ug. — ug and vg. — vg in
L>(Q) as € \ 0, it is evident from ([B.2]) that F.(0) — fQ ug Inug — fQ ug + % fQ vo Invg — % fQ vy as
e\ 0, which clearly entails (3.23]). O

4 Global existence. Proof of Theorem [1.7]

Before proceeding, let us now sharpen our objective by specifying our solution concept in the following
natural sense.

Definition 4.1 For i € {1,2}, let D; > 0,a; > 0,\; > 0 and x; > 0, and let ug € L'(Q) and
vo € LY(Q) be nonnegative. Then a pair (u,v) of nonnegative measurable functions defined in Qx (0, 00)
and satisfying

{u?, 02 Uy, Vg, UV, VUL b C L (9 % [0, 00)) (4.1)

will be called a global weak solution of (1.4) if

/ /U(,Dt /UO(’D :_Dl/ /um@m“‘Xl/ /UUchDm"F/ /U(Al_u“‘alv)(p (4'2)
0 Q 0 Q 0 Q

/ /U(Pt /UOSD = _D2/ /Uxﬁpx_)Q/ /qu¢x+/ /U()‘2_U_a1u)90 (43)
0 Q 0 Q 0 Q

for all p € C§°(Q x [0,00)).

Based on Lemma [3:2] in this section we shall derive estimates for solutions to (G- (7)) which allow
for an appropriate subsequence extraction process, in the limit yielding a solution in the above sense.
As our approach parallels that in [31] in some parts, we may concentrate on the essential and novel
aspects here, beyond this restricting ourselves to outlining the main steps.

4.1 A first integration of (3.4)): Global regularity properties for fixed y;

Using the L' bounds provided by Lemma [Z3] for arbitrary but fixed cross-diffusion coefficients we
obtain the following from a first integration of ([8.4]) in a straightforward manner, emphasizing that
throughout this section all appearing constants may depend on x; and xa.
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Lemma 4.1 For i€ {1.2}, let D; > 0,a; > 0,\; > 0,x; > 0 and n; € [1,2], and assume (173). Then
for all T > 0 there exists C(T) > 0 such that for any € € (0,1),

/Que(-,t)ln(ue(-,t)+e)+/ﬂv€(-,t)ln(v€(-,t)—I—e) <) foralte(0,T),  (44)
that with F. as in (33) we have
F()<CT)  foralte(0,T), (4.5)
and that .
/O/Q% //€m<c (4.6)
as well as

S [ tie [ [ o )

PrOOF.  We employ Lemma 23] to find ¢; > 0 such that
/ Ug + / ve <1 for allt > 0 and € € (0,1), (4.8)
Q Q

and observe that therefore Lemma B.2]implies that with some ¢y > 0, the functions F. and D, in (3.2
and (B.3]) satisty
d
dt

and hence, upon integration,

Fo(t) + D:(t) < co for all t > 0 and any € € (0,1)

t
F-(t) —1—/ D.(s)ds < F-(0) + cot for all ¢ > 0 and each ¢ € (0,1). (4.9)
0

Thus, if in accordance with Lemma [3.3] and ([4.8]) we pick c3 > 0 and ¢4 > 0 large enough such that
F:(0) <es for all e € (0,1)

and

X2
then from (@3] we infer that

t ¢
/ ue In(us +€) + as / ve In(ve + e) + / De(s)ds < Fo(t)+ca+ / D.(s)ds
Q X2 JQ 0 0

< cot+ce3tey forallt >0 and ¢ € (0,1),

from which in view of (B3] both (£4) and ([@3) as well as (@6) and (L7T) directly follow. O

/ ue In(ue + €) + &/ ve In(ve +€) < Fo(t) + ¢4 for all t > 0 and € € (0,1),
Q Q

Further consequences can be drawn by means of the following interpolation inequality which can be
found in [31l Corollary 7.6].
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Lemma 4.2 There exists C > 0 such that for all ¢ € W12(Q) satisfying o > 0 in Q,

/Q‘Pgln(@“‘e)gc'{/g%j%}‘{/QQDID(SD—FG)}z—l-C'{/Qgpln(gp—l—e)}g.

Inter alia by utilizing the latter, from Lemma [Tl we can derive three more spatio-temporal estimates,
the first and the third among which will yield precompactness of the cross-diffusive fluxes from (L.6l)
in spatio-temporal L' spaces, and the second of which will play an important role in our asymptotic
analysis by implying positive lower bounds for the mass functionals in Lemma

Corollary 4.3 Let D; > 0,a; > 0,\; > 0,x; > 0 and n; € [1,2] for i € {1,2}, and let {IJ) be
fulfilled. Then for all T > 0 there exists C(T') > 0 such that

/ /ulnu€+e / / In(ve +e) < C(T) for all e € (0,1) (4.10)
and
T T
| 0yt + [ Ol e < ) for attz € 0.1) (411)
as well as
T 3 T 3
/ / |tee| 2 +/ / [ves|2 < C(T) for all e € (0,1). (4.12)
0 Q 0 Q
PrROOF.  Given T > 0, we first apply Lemma [ZT] to find ¢;(7") > 0 and c2(7") > 0 such that
/ ue In(ue + €) —I—/ ve In(ve +€) < e (T) for all t € (0,7) and € € (0,1) (4.13)
Q Q

and

/ / / / — < e for all £ € (0,1). (4.14)

As a consequence of Lemma 2] combining these inequality immediately yields (Z10).
Since by the Holder inequality,

T T 2 V% T 1
/ / |u€m|% < {/ / h} {/ /ug} for all € € (0,1),
0 JQ 0 JQ Ue 0 JQ

using that In(u. + e) > 1 and arguing similarly for v. we thereafter obtain ({12 from (AI0) and

E14).

Finally, as the Gagliardo-Nirenberg inequality provides cs > 0 fulfilling

lllzoe @) < esllalZollelliag) + esllelliag)  for all p € WH(Q),
@) (@) @) (©)
once more combining ([AI3]) with ([AI4]) we infer that

T T T
| el < e [ 10wy VR0 +es | IV

C1 (T)Cg (T)C3

<
- 4

+E(T)es - T for all e € (0,1)
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and thereby conclude that also (EII) holds. O

A last preparation for our limit procedure asserts e-independent estimates for the time derivatives of
u. and v, with respect to the norm in some suitably large spaces. Beyond this, these bounds will later
on once more be recalled in the course of our qualitative analysis (cf. Corollary [6.3]).

Lemma 4.4 Let D; > 0,a; > 0,\; > 0,x; > 0 and n; € [1,2] fori € {1,2}, and assume (L3). Then
for all T'> 0 one can find C(T') > 0 such that

T T
/0 ||u€t(-,t)||(W03,2(Q))*dt—1—/0 [oee )y et < C(T)  for all € € (0,.).

PRrROOF.  This can be obtained by minor modification of the reasoning in [31, Lemma 3.4]. O
Collecting the above, we arrive at the following.

Lemma 4.5 Let D; > 0,a; > 0,\; > 0,x; > 0 and n; € [1,2] fori € {1,2}, and assume (L7). Then
one can find (€5)jen C (0,1) and nonnegative functions u and v defined in Q x (0,00) such that (1.3
holds, that €; \, 0 as j — oo, and that with some null set N C (0,00) we have

ue —u  and ve — v a.e. in © x (0,00), (4.15)

Ue(+,t) = u(-,t) and ve(-,t) = v(-,t) a.e. in ) for allt € (0,00) \ N, (4.16)

ue = u and ve—v in L3 .(Q x [0,00)) and (4.17)
ER

Uey — Uz aNd  Veg — Uy in L7 (€2 x [0, 00)) (4.18)

as € =5 \, 0. Moreover, (u,v) is a global weak solution of ([I]]) in the sense of Definition [{.1].
PrROOF.  Form Corollary 3] we know that

3
(ue)ee(0,1) and (ve)zg(0,1) are bounded in L; ([0, 00); ng(Q)), (4.19)
and that
(ug’ In(u. + e))

and that hence, by the de la Vallée-Poussin theorem,

and (vff In(v: + e))ee(o N are bounded in L}, (2 x [0, 00)) (4.20)

€€(0,1)
(ug’)ee(o,l) and (vg’)ee(o,l) are uniformly integrable over Q x (0,7") for all 7' > 0.
As Lemma .4 warrants that
(uet)ee(0,1) and (vVer)z€(0,1) are bounded in Lise([0,00); (Wg 2 (2))%),

the existence of (g5)jen C (0, 1), nonnegative functions v and v on 2x (0, 00) and a null set N C (0, 00),
as well as the convergence properties (£I5)-(£I8]), result from straightforward arguments involving
the Aubin-Lions lemma ([27]), the Vitali convergence theorem and the Dunford-Pettis theorem. The
verification of (AI)-(£3]) can thereafter be accompliches in much the same manner as demonstrated
in [31, Lemma 4.1], so that we may refrain from giving details here. g

This in fact already contains our main result on global existence in ([L4]):

PROOF of Theorem [[.1 In view of Lemma [£.5] all statements are now obvious. O
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5 Eventual bounds I. A second integration of (3.4))

Next addressing the large time behavior of the solutions gained above in the case when y; and x2
are suitably small, since in view of Theorem and Theorem we intend to admit initial data
of arbitrary size our first step will consist in making sure that any such solution can eventually be
controlled by quantities independent of the initial data, similarly to the second conclusion from Lemma
but in more useful topological frameworks.

For this purpose, we shall once more return to the quasi-entropy inequality from Lemma [3.2] but
now with the ambition to make more efficient use of the dissipation rate appearing therein. Here
an obstacle toward straightforward approches seems to be linked to the observation that according
to ([B.2)), for each fixed ¢ € (0,1) the functional F. contains summands proportional to the integrals
fQ ﬁ and fQ ;}#12 for which our previous estimates do not provide any meaningful information.

An elementary but important interpolation lemma, formulated in a way general enough to allow for
two further applications later in Lemma 8.4 and Lemma [3.3] will be of decisive support in overcoming
this difficulty:

Lemma 5.1 Let ¢ € CY(Q) be such that ¢ > 0 in €.
i) For allp>0 anq>0,

p
2 ptq q 2p P
[ersd¥ |ﬂ|pqq-{ / so—q—%i} 1o% |ﬂ|p+1-{ / 90} . (5.1)

ii) The inequality
1
3 ©2) 2
—/ln<p§|Q|2-{/—g} —|Q|-ln{/<p}—|—|Q|-ln|Q| (5.2)
Q Q& Q

PrROOF. i) We fix 2o € Q such that ¢(zg) > |—512‘ Jo ¢ and then use the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality
to see that for all x € €2,

o) = o Ha)+ [ ety < jort | [e} v /Q@—%);}%.

Thanks to Young’s inequality, this implies that

holds.

2p

e@) = {v i@}
7 -P q 2
ﬁmrp-{/so} H%’,m%.{/(@—g);}q
Q Q
2p P 2p P q
2‘1\?2!”'{/90} +qqu\Q-{/<p_q_2cpi} for all x € Q
Q Q

and thus establishes (5.I]) upon integration.

IN
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ii) Likewise,

—lngo(:n):—lngo(:no)—/x: “Zc((yy))dyg—1n{/ﬂ<p}+1n|sz|+|sz|é-{/Q%zf}é,

which after integration results in (5.2]). O

Indeed, an application of the first part thereof enables us to create an absorptive linear summand
in (34]) at the expense of additional expressions on its right-hand side, which however remain under
control as long as the mass functionals fQ ue and fQ ve remain uniformly positive:
Lemma 5.2 Given D; > 0,a; > 0,\; > 0,x; > 0 and n; € [1,2] for i € {1,2}, one can find C > 0
such that if x1 > 0 and x2 > 0 and (L.2) holds, then for all e € (0,1) the functions F. and D, from
(32) and (33) have the property that

d 1 1

E]:s(t) + Efs(t) + §De(t)

ooy ) e
te- {/Que(.,t)}_(g_nl)—ka- {/Qva(.,t)}_(g_M)} (5.3)

Proor. In view of Lemma 3.2l and Young’s inequality, it is clearly sufficient to make sure that given
Dy >0,Ds >0,a1 > 0,a2 > 0,1 >0 and A2 > 0, one can find ¢; > 0 such that whenever y; > 0 and
x2 > 0 and (LH) holds, then for any ¢ € (0,1) we have

R < chg(t)+Cl‘<1+%>'{1+{/gu5}6+{/§2%}6
+€‘{/Que}_(g_"”%.{/Qve}_@_nﬂ} (5.4)

for all t > 0. To achieve this, we note that e.g. by once more combining the Gagliardo-Nirenberg
inequality with Youngs inequality in a straightforward manner we can find positive constants ¢y and
c3 such that for all p € C1(Q) fulfilling ¢ > 0 in Q we have

for allt > 0.

6
[ome< [ ¢ < alBloIvelte + alvelie /——m3{/¢}+@.

Therefore,
6
uE(E
< —+c {/ua} +c3

Q Q

X1 v2 C3X1 0 C3X1

+22 ﬂ+3—-{/va} + =2
X2 JQ Ve X2 Q X2

€ 1 X1€ / 1

+ + forall t >0, (5.5

TG i T B 29
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where the two rightmost summands can be estimated by means of Lemma [5.111), which when applied
top=q=3—mn; i€ {1,2}, says that for all ¢t > 0,

€ 1 (3 —n1)|Q? u2, 4| Q- —(3=m)
3—n S - & E_n + cE Ug
B—n1)(d—n1) Jouz"™ 4—mn au™™  B—n1)4d—mn) Q

and

(B3—mn2)(4d—n2)x2 Jouv2™™ = (4 —n2)x2 Qud™™ (3 —n2)(4—n2)x2 Q ’

In conjunction with (B.5]) and the definition [B3]) of D., these inequalities readily establish (B.3]) with
some suitably large C' > 0. O

As a natural next task, we are thus concerned with positive lower bounds for fQ ue and fQ v.. Thanks
to the second estimate provided by Corollary 3] however, at least within time intervals of finite
length these can be obtained by simply returning to (LG)-(L7):

Lemma 5.3 Let D; > 0,a; > 0,\; > 0, X, > 0 and n; € [1,2] fori € {1,2}, and suppose that (I3
holds. Then for all T > 0 there exists C(T") > 0 such that whenever ¢ € (0,1),
/ () >C(T) and / ve(+,t) > C(T) for all t € (0,T). (5.6)
Q

ProOF.  For fixed T' > 0, using Corollary [I.3]and the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality we can fix ¢1(T") > 0
such that

T T
| ellmio+ [ ooy <) foral e 0.1 (5.7)

Thus, if going back to (LG)-(LT) we estimate

d 3u?
- — A —
dt/gw /Q3uz+a(1 ue + a1ve)

_/ug
Q

—[[ue | oo () / Ue forall t >0 and e € (0,1),
Q

v

v

then upon integration we infer that thanks to (5.7)),

/Us(',t) > {/UOe} = Jo Ilue ()| oo () ds
Q Q

> cge— (D) for all t € (0,7) and € € (0,1),

with ¢ 1= inf_c( ) fQ upe being positive due to (LI) and the positivity of ug. Likewise, from the
inequality

d 3u3
“ _ o — v —
dt /Qve /Q 3v? + E( 2~ Uz ~ G2tc)

2
> —/ve—ag/ugv6
Q Q

> vl (@) /Qva — ag||uel| Lo () /Qva forall t >0 and e € (0,1),
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through (B71) we obtain that

/ () > { / UOE} — i o)l s g—aa fi lue ()l oy s
Q Q

> cgem M) gmazer(T) for all t € (0,7) and any ¢ € (0,1)

with ¢z :=inf.¢(g 1) fQ voe > 0. ]

Making use of the fact that the singular expressions on the right-hand side of (5.3]) contain the small
factor ¢, on integration thereof we infer the following data-independent eventual regularity information
as the main outcome of this section.

Lemma 5.4 Fori € {1,2}, let D; > 0,a; > 0,\; > 0 and n; € [1,2]. Then there exists K > 0 with
the following property: If x1 > 0 and x2 > 0 and (I32) holds, one can find Ty = To(x1, X2, o, v0) > 0
such that for each T > Ty there exists eg = eo(T, X1, X2, U0, Vo) € (0,1) such that whenever € € (0,&),

X X
/Qua(-,t)ln(ua(-,t)—i-e)+—1/Qva(-,t)ln(va(-,t)+e) <K (1+X—;) for all t € (To, T) (5.8)

t+1 2 i+1
/ / Uz / / Er LK Xl) for all t € (Ty, T). (5.9)
p Q Ue X2

PROOF. By means of Lemma [5.2] and Lemma B3] given any Dy > 0, Dy > 0,a7 > 0,a2 > 0,1 >0

and Ay > 0 we can find ¢; > 0,co > 0 and c3 > 0 with the property that whenever y1 > 0, x2 > 0 and
(C3) holds, for F. and D, taken from (B.2]) and (B.3]) we have

and

G F0) +eaFalt) + D201

<o (1) foe{ o o Lo} e { Lo} e { o) o0

and

/Qualn(ug—l—e)—F%/Qvaln(vE—i—e) < Fe(t) +cs- <1+ {1—1—/% /fug} (5.11)

for all ¢ > 0 and any € € (0,1). Moreover, combining the inequalities (23] and (2.6) provided by
Lemma [2.3] we see that if (LI is valid, then there exists T} = T (uo, vo) such that

/ Ug +/ Ve < €4 = Moo + 1 for all ¢ > T7 and each € € (0, 1), (5.12)
Q Q

where mo, > 0 is as defined in (2.6). Keeping this value of T} fixed henceforth, we now assume that
Dy, Dy, a1, a2, A1, A2, x1 and 2 are given positive constants, and that (I3) holds. Then an application
of Lemma [£.1] yields ¢5 = ¢5(x1, X2, w0, vg) > 0 such that the correspondingly defined function F; in

B2) satisfies
F(T1) < ¢c5 for all e € (0,1), (5.13)
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and we thereupon let Ty = To(x1, X2, uo,vo) > 11 be large enough such that
cse” M1 < 1, (5.14)

Next, fixing any T > Ty + 1 we infer from Lemma [B.3] that
/ ue > ¢ and / Ve > Co for all t € (0,7) and ¢ € (0,1) (5.15)
Q Q

with some suitably small ¢ = c6(T, x1, X2, u0,v0) > 0, whence it becomes possible to pick ¢y =
eo(T, x1, X2, U0, Vo) € (0,1) small enough such that

g ey + g BT < 1.

Then on inserting (GI2) and (G150 into (GI0) we obtain that

d 1
ZF(t) + e1Fu(t) + 5De(t) < e (1 n %) for all t € (T1,T) and ¢ € (0, ), (5.16)
2

where we underline that besides c1, also ¢y := ¢ - (2 + 2¢]) is independent of both x1 and x3 as well
as ug and vg. After integration using (L.I3) and (.I4), from (G.I6) we firstly infer that

t
Felt) < FulT)- e gep- (14 30) / e=er(t=3) g
2 i)

1 _ —Cl(t—Tl)
1y Lo
X2 1

C1 X2
cr X1
14+ —- <1 + —) for all t € T5,T) and € € (0,¢9), (5.17)
C1 X2

and that thus in view of (5.I1]) and (.12, in particular,

cse” (=T ¢y

IN

IN

IN

/ueln(u€+e)+ﬁ/veln(v€+e) < 1+ﬁ-<1—|—&)—|—03-(1+£>-(1+C4)
Q X2 JQ a X2 X2
for all t € (T5,T) and € € (0,&¢). (5.18)

Thanks to (517), (516) secondly entails that for all ¢t € (T5,T') and each ¢ € (0, &g),

1 t+1 t+1 X1
—/ D.(s)ds < F(t)-Felt+1)—a [ Flsdster (145)
t

2 t X2

c

< 14— (1 + ﬁ) +es(ca + 1)<1 + ﬁ) +cres(ca + 1)<1 + ﬁ) +c7<1 + ﬁ)

€1 X2 X2 X2 X2

because
F(t) > —c3 (1 + £> (14 cq) for all t > T} and any ¢ € (0,1)
X2

according to (5.11]) and (5.I2]). Due to the definition ([B3]) of D,, the latter implies (5.9, whereas (5.8)
results from (B.I8)). O
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6 Eventual bounds II. The conditional quasi-entropy fQ u?, + fQ v2,

Now approaching the core of our asymptotic analysis, we next intend to improve the information on
eventual regularity provided by Lemma [54l To this end, in the key Lemma we shall study the
time evolution of [, uZ, + [, vZ,, and more precisely we shall see there that under suitable smallness
assumptions on x1 and Y2, for carefully chosen values of the parameter v > 0 depending on the ratio
X—; in a subtle manner, this functional enjoys an entropy-like property as long as its values remain
small. Using Lemma [5.4] to achieve the latter at least at some large initial time, we will thereby be
able to indeed conclude eventual boundedness of both solution components in W12(€2).

In estimating the respective cross-diffusion terms appearing in the corresponding testing procedure
adequately, we will make use of the following elementary inequalities.

Lemma 6.1 Letn € [0,1], £ > 0 and

S5—n
hE(S) = m, S 2 0. (61)
Then
0<he(s)<s and 0<hl(s)<b-n for all s >0, (6.2)
and moreover o ) ,
|hZ(s)| <2720 . (4 —n)(5 —n)e2-n s 2 for all s > 0. (6.3)

Proor. Computing

$872 4 (5 — n)est

hl(s) = >0

5(8) (84_n +€)2 ) s =24,

. (3= m)(d — n)esT™2" + (4= n)(5 — n)e?s®
—3—n)4—n)es' ™"+ (4 —n)(b —n)e?s>"
"
hZ(s) = 1 e , s> 0, (6.4)
we immediately see that since 1 <5 —n,
_ 8—2n _ 4—n 4—n
0<hl(s) < (b —n)s + (G —mnes =(b-n) 5 <5—-n for all s > 0,

(st +¢)? st ¢

whence (6.2)) becomes evident.
Furthermore, since |3 —n| <5 — n, from (6.4) it follows that

687_2n + 6263_n

[RZ(s)] < (4=n)(5—n)- 571t o)

= (4 —n)(5—n)l(s) for all s > 0, (6.5)

where clearly

I.(s) == < = s for all s >0,
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and where on the other hand by Young’s inequality,

1 st 135412 1
I(s)==- . — < -.22 2" < __ for all s > 0.
() s (st +e)2 T s (stm+e)?2 T 2s
An interpolation therefore shows that since n < %,
1 7—2n
L(s) = 27 (s)- 127 (s)

1 n—>5 —zn
< {gmsm}.{(%)_%} for all s > 0,

and that thus (63]) is a consequence of (6.5). O

Now the presumably most crucial step toward our derivation both of Theorem and of Theorem
[[L3] will be accomplished in the course of the following quite delicate argument. Here a considerable
technical intricacy originates from the ambition to unambiguously identify smallness assumptions on
x1 and Y2, independently of ug and vy, and on ¢, the latter possibly data-dependent, that ensure the
following global absorption property considerably going beyond that from Lemma

Lemma 6.2 Let D; > 0,a; > 0,\; > 0 and n; € [1,2] for i € {1,2}. Then there exist x, > 0 and
C > 0 with the property that whenever x1 € (0,xx) and x2 € (0,x«) and (L3) holds, one can find
T, = Ti(x1, X2, U0, v0) > 0 and e, = ex(x1, X2, U0, v0) € (0,1) such that

/ ul, (1) + / v2, (1) <C  forallt > T, and each ¢ € (0,&,) (6.6)
Q Q
and

[[ue (-, )| Lo () + V() oo () < C forallt > T, and ¢ € (0,&,) (6.7)
as well as

t+1 t+1

/ / ul,, —I—/ / v, <C for allt > T, and any € € (0,&,). (6.8)

t Q t Q
PROOF. In order to prepare our selection of y,, taking ms > 0 from Lemma let us set

m := My + 1 and repeatedly make use of the Gagliardo-Nirenberg inequality to find positive constants
c1,¢2,¢3,¢4 and cs such that for any ¢ € W2(Q) fulfilling ||| ;1) < m we have

4
I3y < 1 {Irelfaey +1} (6.9)
and ,
lol20) < ez - {Irall o) +1} (6.10)
and
2
Iellzeee) < es - {Iealfaggy + 1} (6.11)
as well as .
e 122 < 1 {Irallaey + 1} (6.12)
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and

1o 7
el fagqy < o5+ {Iaall fagy +1}- (6.13)
By the same token, we can fix ¢g > 0 and ¢7 > 0 such that
1 3
Iellzs@ < colleall ooy ol iy for all € WEP(Q) (6.14)
and
el ooy < €7 {||90m||%2(9) + 1} for all p € W2(Q) satisfying [|p]|72q) < m- (6.15)

We next employ Young’s inequality to choose positive numbers cg, cg, c19 and ¢11 with the properties
that

(a%Jra%) 5<D15%+ 3 for all € >0 and n > 0 (6.16)
— 4+ —= - cic c or a n .
2D, ' 2D, 1277_8\/5 81 2 Uandn =2
and D
2%68577 < 1—;53 + Cg’l’}% forall ¢ >0andn >0 (6.17)
as well as D
3/\104£g < ?152 + c10 forall £ >0 (6.18)
d
an s Dy,
3ocyés < ?5 + c11 for all £ >0, (6.19)
and thereupon abbreviate
D+ D
Cl2 = % + ¢y (620)
as well as
€13 = C10 + 3A1¢q and c14 := c11 + 3¢y, (6.21)

Furthermore introducing

8 _ 7—2n; _
€15 = max {03 + (5 — m)%cé’} and C16 := max 2 20-m) L (4 —mn;)(5—ny), (6.22)

ie{1,2} ie{1,2}
we let D4 D
c17 ==ci2 +c13 +c1a + % +2 and c18 1= CéClG (6.23)
as well as )
min{ D¢, D 23 -min{D, D
Cl9 = {—152} and Coo 1= C17 + { ! 2}, (6.24)
32 (3cy)3 16
and taking K > 0 from Lemma 5.4 we write
K 3 10
coq = 2K - o + 7,  Co9 := max {1, deor, 2- (cﬂ) 5} and 93 := min {1, (cﬁ> ! } (6.25)
2 19 degy
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and finally define

3
—M} (6.26)

i
vV 2048 - 6156232

noting that through the above construction, x4 indeed only depends on D1, Do, a1, as, A1 and As.

Xx i= min{l,

We now let x1 > 0 and x2 > 0 be such that

X1 < X2 < Xxo (6.27)
and assuming ([L5]) we introduce
i) = [ e [Eln, >0 e 0, (6.28)
Q Q
where .
v = o313 with pi= 1 € (0,1]. (6.29)
X2

In order to derive an appropriate upper bound for y., we first invoke Lemma [2.3] to see that thanks
to our definition of m we can pick 71 = T3 (ug, vp) > 0 such that

/ Ue + / ve <m for all t > T} and any € € (0, 1), (6.30)
Q Q

and thereafter employ Lemma[5.4lin choosing T, = T4 (x1, X2, uo,vo) > T1+1 and &1 = £1(x1, X2, U0, Vo) €

(0,1) such that
2
/ /“a / / P o K (14 p) < 2K (6.31)
w1 u w1

according to ([6.29). Then writing  := min,c(; o) m we fix £, = e, (X1, X2, U0, Vo) € (0,e71) suitably
small fulfilling

39
D D 2710
afgmin{ L= T } (6.32)
576c16X1  32¢5C16X1  CC16CHX1
as well as n D )
el < min{ et Ty ool ; } (6.33)
576cieX2  32¢5C167X2  chergciyy10 X2
and we claim that these selections ensure that
ye(t) < 0227_1% for all t > T, and any € € (0,¢,). (6.34)
To verify this, for € € (0,1) we consider the set
S. = {t > T ‘ Ye(t) < o370 } (6.35)
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and first combine the inequalities provided by Lemma to see upon dropping two nonnegative
summands that for all € € (0, 1),

1 D ’}/Dg

< Xl/Q<h1,a(ua)vax)xuax:c—’yx2/g(h2,a(va)uax)xvax:c

2 2
a ~va
+3)1 /Q ul, + 372 / 2, + (ﬁ + ﬁ) / w?  forallt >0, (6.36)

where hj(s) := = for s > 0, € (0,1) and i € {1,2}. Here since v < 1 by (6.29) and (625), i

view of ([6.30) we may apply ([©.9), (610), ([€.I6), (G.I7) and Young’s inequality to estimate

(a_%ﬂ_a%) / "
2Dy 2Dy

a ay
(25 +top 28 s e o e

m N
QN )

v

o (9 09 § 1 5 1
< (ap; T ap,) a2 Ulusssliag +17 - lvesallfzg) +

D, 1 3 2 3
< o {ltucsalZagy + 1} + s { Ioesall oy + 1}

s Dy 2 2
< 2 o AllcealBagy + 1} +25es - {vealfaey + 1}

D D 2 1 2 1
= 2 [+ 2t ey (Vo) %)

Q

D D, D 2 13 _1
< I/Q“ + 20 22 (el @)t + 73} + or
< et T + 2 { Wvsae oy + 7} + 0773

D, D2 D2 _1
- 7/ eat T/Q vews g

Dy
< T/ / V2. + 0127_% forall t > T and € € (0,1). (6.37)

Q
Next, due to ([6.30), (6.12]), (6I8]) and ([©.2I) we have
6
3)\1 / ugm § 3)\164“11,59595“22(9) + 3)\164
Q
D
< ! HuaxﬂcHLZ ®) +cio + 3)\104
D
= % / ul,, +ci3 for all t > T and € € (0, 1), (6.38)
Q

while similarly ([6.30), (€12]), (6I9) and (62I]) ensure that

6
3’Y>\2/U§m < 3’Y>\204Hvamsz(Q)+3’Y)\2C4
Q
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D2

< 3 HvamHLz (@) ey + 37 e
D
< % / v, + cu for all t > T and € € (0, 1), (6.39)
Q

again because v < 1.

We next intend to estimate the cross-diffusive contributions to (6.36]), and to this end we use integration
by parts in firstly rewriting

X1
Xl/ <h1,a(ua)vax> Uexe = Xl/ hl,a(ua)uax:cva:c:c"‘?/ /175(71/5)7)590(711395):0
Q T Q Q
= Xl/ hy a(ua)uax:cva:c:c

/ h e (ue) Ju2 Vepe — A1 / h e (uc) ud ey (6.40)

for t > 0, where by Lemma [6.T] the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, (611]) and (6.30),

A

Xl/hl,e(ue)uexxvexx > Xl/ |u€u€:mvvemv|
Q Q

< X1||u€||L°°(Q)||u€m||L2(Q)||U€m||L2(Q)
2
< eoxa - {Ilucelfao) + 1 ns o osaa 2y (6.41)

for all t > T} and € € (0,1). Moreover, thanks to Lemma [6.] and the Holder inequality,

5 —
/ M e( £ \Ue uexU€IEIE < %/ |u§xv«€m|
Q
5 —
< %HUEIH%AL(Q)H’UEZ‘IHLZ(Q) for all ¢ > 0 and € € (0,1), (6.42)

and here combining (€14 with ([€I3]), (€30) and Young’s inequality shows that

8 10
||u€r||%4(9) = ||u€$||z4(Q) ’ ||u€m||Lg4(Q)
8 2 2 7
< oscq Huemcnzz(g)Hueszz(Q) : {Huemcnzz(ﬂ) + 1}
8 2
< 205] [uealf2 {Humup +1} for all ¢ > Ty and € € (0,1). (6.43)

According to (6.41), (6:42) and our definition ([6.22]) of ¢15, we therefore readily obtain using Young’s
inequality that since [, uZ,(-,t) < y=(t) for all t > 0 by ([G28),

X1
X1 hls us UergVexax — hl £ ue usmvsmm

2
< @yu5—mww@Xy{MWMWD+Q-H%mmz )+ 1} ez

1
< X1 {yag (t) + 1} : {”Uax:c”L2(Q) + 1}HUEIIHL2(Q)
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D1 2 160%5)(% 1 2 9
o1 Unersllizy + 1} + =220 {02 () 4 1] [oesalFago)

IN

D Dy | 16ci5x; (1 2
< = / Uzgy T =t PR B {yg3 (t) + 1} / v, for all t > T} and € € (0,1). (6.44)
32 32 Dy o

1
Here we note that since co2 > 1 and v < 1 and thus 1 < 6232’7_% by ([€.25), in view of (6.29]) and (G.20))
inside the set S; in ([6.35) we may estimate

162533 {3 2
=t {yé’ (t) + 1} 5122 x2 [ 1 2
_ 15X1 -{y3(t) + 1}
D2 vD1D; :
512¢3:x3 L
< % (e3yy 10 + 1)
2
- 2048¢35c3, 2yt
- DD 1
, 2 ¢
_ 20487539 Co3” _Xlgxi—g
D1D2 1 A2
2 6
< 2048¢15¢35Cog” L2
= DyD X
1D
< 1 for all t € S; and each € € (0, 1),

whence (6.44)) implies that actually

X1
Xl/ hl,a(ua)uaxxva:c:c_ 9 / 1s(ua)u§mvaxx
Q Q

Dy 7Dy Dy
3 /ngm + 53 Qvgm + 32 for all t € S, and any ¢ € (0,1). (6.45)
In the rightmost summand in ([G40]), once more relying on Lemma [6.1] enables us to combine Young’s

inequality with Lemma[24] to see that due to (6.22]) and our definition of §, and again thanks to (6.14]),
for all t > 0 and € € (0,1) we have

3
1 U,
— eaVex
/hleue uegcvsm < aexie ll)/ —x§
ol 2
€
o [ us 0 4
X
< cXi€ /%+616X1€ /Uax
0 Uz Q
o [ 2 4 0 3
< 9ciexie /Quaxﬁcﬁclﬁxw [Vewall2(@)l1Vexll 72 (0
o [ 2
< 9csx1e /ugm
0
L4 o [ .2 L4 0,.-3 3
+5cciex1e” | Uz + 5Gc16x18 7 YL (b), (6.46)
0

37



because [, v2,(-,t) < v tye(t) for ¢ > 0 by (B.28). Again restricted to times belonging to S:, due to
(635) and (6.32) this implies that

X1 3 0 2
9 1 a(ua)uavaI < 9016X1€ Ueyy
Q Q

39

_‘_164 0 1 10 0
5 C6C16X1E 5 m+206016022><17 €

D D
< _1/ ul,, + = 2 V2, + 1 forallt € S; and € € (0,e,). (6.47)
Q

64 64
Now by arguments quite similar to those used in (6.40)-(6.47), on splitting
X2
_’7X2/ <h2,e('[}e)usm> Vegaxe — _7X2/ h2€ Us UerarVers T —— 7 /h25 'Ue 'Uggpusmm
(9] x
X2
+77 o 25(”6)“&:0’”?907 t>0, (6.48)

we may first essentially copy the reasoning from (G.41)), (6.42)), (6:43]), (6-44]) and (6.45]): Indeed, again
using that [, v2,(-, ) <y 'y.(t) for ¢ > 0 we thereby obtain that

X2
—rX2 / ha a(Ua)uax:cUaxx + /72 / 2 e(va)vgwu&’vx
Q Q

2
< esmxe - {llvealfaq) + 1 fllucsal oy {losaoliz@) + 1}

< asvxe - {758 (0 + 1} ftcasll oy { Neews 2y + 1)

S D el +%’f’<5-{r%ys<t>+1} Alvessll @y +1}

< %/Qu?xﬁ%’f@{f%yﬁ(t)ﬂ}?{/QvEMH}

< %/ Uy + % /Qvgm + % forall t € S; and € € (0,1), (6.49)

1
because according to (6.35]) and the inequalities v < 1 and 02327_% > 1 asserted by ([6.25]) and (6.29)
we have

16¢2.~22 1 1 2
clf)’ly X2 | {7 Byg(t) + 1} 51262 ,.YXQ 11 2
ﬂ - D1D2 v Ye
32
512c.vx3 L
TR (e 1)
2
2048255715 X3
- D1Ds
2 3 2
- 2048¢75C39 X%
- D1 Dy
< 1 forall t € S and € € (0,1)
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3

due to (6.26]) and our restriction that 1 > c;.

Likewise, proceeding as in ([6.40) and (@47) we find that since [, uZ,(-,1) < y:(t) < czgfy_l% for all
tes,,

X2
=2, b (Ve ueyvd, < 90167X2€9/Qvgm+C§6167X2€9||Usm||L2(9)||uam||?iz(9)
1 1 L
< 96167X2€0/Qvgmv+56461016/7X269/Qu§mm+§C£616166§2/710X260
D D
g—i/ﬁm+lﬁ v2,,+1 forallt€ S.andec (0,e) (6.50)
64 Jo 64 Jo
because of ([6.33)).

When inserted into (636]), in view of (6.40) and (G.48]) the estimates (637), ([638), (6.39), (6.45),
(647), [©49) and ([@50) in summary show that as v < 1,

1 D, 2 vDo 2 _1 Dq vDo
§y2(t)+§/gu€m+§ Q'Uz-:mm < c1o7Y 2+013+614+3—2+1+3—2+1

< 617’7_% forall t € S. and € € (0,e4) (6.51)

according to the definition of ¢17 in (6.23]). In order to turn the two remaining integrals herein into
an appropriate superlinear absorptive term, we once more make use of (6.12]), (630) and Young’s
inequality to see that again since v < 1,

3 _ 2 2 |°
Ye (t) - uax + Y Uax
Q Q

5 6 6 3

IN
o
oo

ot

3

IN

5 6 3 6
< (3es)?- {”uax:cH%Z(Q) + lvesalaay + 23} for all ¢ > Ty and all ¢ € (0, 1),

so that for all ¢ > 77 and any ¢ € (0, 1),

D1 2 ’yDQ / 2 min{Dl, Dg} / 2 / 2
— R > - -7 =
32 /Q uECL‘Z‘ + 32 Q UEZ‘LL‘ 32 Q u&:l?x + ’Y Q UEZ‘LL‘

2
min{Dl, Dg} _5 % 23 - min{Dl, D2}
il St S e B 3 (1) — .
In light of (624]), (G51)) therefore entails the autonomous ODI
1 5
§yé(t) + croyd (t) < 620’7_% for all t € S; and each € € (0,¢&,). (6.52)
To deduce ([6.34) from this, we now recall (G3I)) to infer that for each ¢ € (0,1) we can fix t. €
(T — 1,T,) such that
2 (¢ 2 (.4
/¥ﬁi¥ﬁ+p/7@i:Q§2K. (6.53)
Q ua(’ata) Q Ua(’ata)
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Through (6.15]) and again (6.30), this firstly entails that

[Jue (-, ta)”%w(ﬂ) = [IVue(, ta)”%w(ﬂ)

< e (Il el By + 1)
S 7u2x(-,t5) +cr
4 0 ’I,Lg(',tg)
K
< C7——|—C7 for all € € (0,1)

2

and, similarly,

2 (- t) crK
)Py < [ Vit e for all 1).
llve (-, te) |7 Q) 4/ (1) 4+ c7r < % + 7 orall e € (0,1)

Therefore, ([6.53) secondly implies that

u? ( t ) U2:c('7t )
Ye(te) < flus(, thLoo(Q)/ﬁJFVHUs( te)ll = (a /Q;( ts)
e\ e
K K 2K
< C7 +oer 2K + - c7 +er-
< e 621’7p_% for all € € (0, 1) (6.54)

by (6:25]), for we are yet assuming that p < 1.
But now the precise link between v and p in ([6.29]) ensures that

13

3
-3 4 4 10
1621%0_i _ Cz1fy%p_g _ *C21Ca3 <1
2622’}/ 10 C22 C22
due to ([6.25), so that since (G.25]) moreover entails that
21 _< deg <1
U
from (€54 we infer that
1
ye(te) < 50227_1% for all € € (0,1). (6.55)

This especially guarantees that ¢, belongs to S: and that hence

T, := sup {T >t

t-. 7] C 5.

is a well-defined element of (¢., o] for all € € (0,1). According to ([652]), however, for each e € (0, e,)
we actually must have T, = oco: Otherwise, namely, the definition of S. would entail that (¢.,7.) C S
but

3

Ye(T:) = co2y™ 10, (6.56)
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while since F(t) := %cmfy_%, t > t., satisfies

1_ _
§y/(t) + c107

1 _5 5 -
2 = (27 3c19¢5, — C20) Y

wlot
[T

(t) — ca0y >0 for all ¢ > t.

as a further consequence of ([6.25]), a comparison argument based on (6.55]) would show that y-(¢) < 7(t)
for all ¢t € [t., T.] and thereby contradict (6.56]). This confirms that indeed [t.,00) C S. forall e € (0,¢e,)
and that thus (€34]) results from the fact that t. < 7T} for any such €. In view of (6.30]) and e.g. (6.11]),
we therefore conclude that both (6.6) and (6.7)) are valid whenever 0 < x; < x2 < X«, whereupon
going back to (6.51]) we infer by integration that also (6.8]) holds for all such x; and yo.

According to an evident symmetry property of the presented reasoning, however, in the case when
conversely yo < x1 the above result can be derived in much the same manner, essentially by exchanging
the roles of u. and v,. O

By once more recalling the convergence properties obtained in Section [, from Lemma we readily
derive the following conclusion, inter alia asserting eventual continuity and H'-boundedness of the
limit couple from Lemma

Corollary 6.3 Let D; > 0,a; > 0,A\; > 0 and n; € [1,2] for i € {1,2}, and let x1 € (0,xx) and
X2 € (0,x«) with x5 > 0 as given by Lemma [62A Then whenever (IJA) holds, there exists T, =
Ti(x1, X2, u0,v0) > 0 such that with (¢)jen C (0,1) and N C (0,00) taken from Lemma [{.5 we have

us(+,t) = u(-,t) and ve(-,t) = v(-,t) in L=(Q) for all t € (0,00) \ N (6.57)

as well as

to to to 12}
/ / ul, — / u  and / / V2, — / / v2 for allt; > T, and any ta > t; (6.58)
11 Q t1 Q t1 Q 11 Q

as € = £; \, 0. Moreover, both u and v belong to CO(Q2 x (Ty,00)) and satisfy u(-,t) € WH2(Q) and
v(-,t) € WH3(Q) for all t > Ty, and one can find C > 0 such that

u(t) lwrz@) + v ) lwiz@) < C for allt > T,. (6.59)

PROOF. According to Lemma [6.2] for fixed ug and vg we can find T, > 0, ¢ > 0, ¢o > 0 and
£« € (0,1) such that for any ¢ € (0,¢,),

[Jue (5 ) [lwr2 ) + [lve (5 D)llwrz@) < a for all t > T (6.60)

and

T T
/ Hue(-,t)||%vz,2(ﬂ)dt+/ oDl yangydt < - (T+1)  forall T >T,. (6.61)
T

*

As (6.60) warrants relative compactness of (ue(-,t))ee(0,e,) and of (v=(-,t))ze(0,c,) With respect to the
weak topology in W12(Q) for all t > T,, it is thus clear from Lemma 5] that as e = g; \, 0,

u(-,t) = u(-,t) and w.(-,t) —=o(,t) in WH3(Q) for all t € (T}, 00) \ V. (6.62)

41



and thereby especially entails ([6.57) by compactness of the embedding W12(Q) < L>(Q). Since thus
(u(, ))ie(r, copn and (v(,t))ie(r, copn are bounded in W2(2) due to (6.62) and (G.60), and since
from Lemma we already know that both u and v belong to C9 ([0, 0); L*(€)), it can therefore
easily be verified that actually u and v are continuous throughout (77, co0) as W12(Q)-valued functions
with respect to the weak topology therein. Again through compactness of the embedding W12(2) —
L>(€2), this entails that indeed u and v are contained in C°((T%,00); C*(Q2)) and satisfy (6.59).

Apart from that, for all T > T} (6.61]) ensures boundedness of the families (uc)cc(o,,) and (v=)ee(o,z,)
in L2((T, T); W*2(Q)), so that recalling the time regularity properties from Lemma Z4] we may once
more invoke the Aubin-Lions lemma to conclude that u. — u and v, — v in L2((T},t); W2(Q)), and
that thus in particular (6.58]) holds. O

7 Toward verifying consistency with a genuine entropy structure

Now having at hand the eventual regularity properties gained above, for establishing our main results
on stabilization in the flavor of Theorem and Theorem it will be sufficient to make sure
that the genuine gradient-like structures related to the functionals in ([I2]) and (LI4) find some
appropriate rigorous counterpart in the approximate problems (L6])- (7). This short section provides
the fundament therefor by recording results of associated testing procedures, which will in particular
foreshadow our final selections of the key parameters ny and ns.

Lemma 7.1 Let D; > 0,a; > 0,\; > 0 and n; € [1,2] fori e {1,2}, and assume ({I7).
i) If ny =2, then for all e € (0,1),

d g 1 u2 u2
—< — |1 - = c 2 D £t 4 De | ==
dt{ /sz“”€+6/szu§} b [t D [ Sg e Die [ 3
N R e
Q Q
1
= Xl/ _uaxvax_)\l‘Q’—f-/Ug—al/'Ug forallt >0. (7.1)
Qu Q Q

)

ii) If ng =2, then for all e € (0,1),
d € 1 v2 v2
— — |1 R 2 D Zez Zex
dt{ /Q“””G/sz} i /g+ /Q 2 !

Q Q

1
= —XQ/ —umvax—)\gm\—i-/va—kag/ug forallt>0. (7.2)
Qv Q Q

€

i11) In the case no = 1, for all e € (0,1) we have

d (1 9 € 1 2 / 2 v2
a2 S e D Doe [ Y2
dt{Z/(2U€+2/9%} * /Qvevaer ? QUMJr > Jo 2
/ vyo2, + e / vro 302,

0 0
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2 3 2
= _X2/Uauaxvax +)\2/ Ve — / Ve — a2/ UsVg
Q Q Q Q

202 + 3v
—{—:/Q m()\g — Vg — Aglg) for all t > 0. (7.3)

1

PROOF. i) Writing £(s) := —Ins+ & - % for s > 0 and fixed ¢ € (0,1), we have ¢(s) = —1 — -5 =

(s
— 3242 and ¢ (s) = % + = 8281'5 for all s > 0, so that using the first equation in (L.G)) we obtain

353
d u4
i w0 = e [ e (), *“/f R

+D1/€ Ueuemc_Xl/E ue) 2+€ >
T

3
+/ O (ug) - g (A1 — ue + ayve)
Q €

3u? +

4

u (3

" € 1" —a, 2

= €/£ (ue) - 2 UegUepzy — €2 /E (ue)us “uz,
Q Uz +e Q

3
) u
—D1/Q€”(ue)u5x +X1/Q€//(Us) : ug—j_euewvsm

+/€'(u) B - et aren)
o ) 3u2+te Lo Te T

=4 —a—2 —a—4 2
= E/ UegUegzx — €2 / (ua + eu, )ua:c
Q Q

1 € 1
-D (— —) 2 / —
1 /Q ’LL? + ! Uy T X1 o Ue UegVey

€

_/()\l_u€—|—a111€) for all ¢ > 0.
Q

As clearly € [ Ueplicgzs = —€ [o uZ,, for all t > 0, this is equivalent to (ZI)).
ii) This part analogously follows from the second equation in ([L6l).
iii) We now rather let {(s) := 23 + = = for s > 0 and € € (0,1), and observing that then ¢'(s) =

s— o =225 and ("(s) = 1 + 5 = = for all s > 0, we use ([B)-(7) to compute

d vl o —a
T Qg(Ua) = E/6//(1)5)'1)3—_8'_61)51‘118505050_62\/526//(/1)5)/1) U?w

Q €
" 2 " U4
— (v vz, — 0 (vg) - =——ugv
2/ (8)5;{7 X2/Q (6) Ug’—l—&‘ exVex

/E/vg 32+€ (A2 — vz — aguye)

o —a—3
= e/ VeVegVegpy — €2 /( Y+ ev; )vm
Q Q

£
—Dg/ (1 + —3)?15250 — X2/ VelexVex
Q v Q

£
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23_
_’_/M.()Q_Ua—alua) for all ¢ > 0.
Q

2- (302 +¢)
Since
_ 2 2 _ 2
E/ VeVerVegmr = —5/ VeVZpy — E/ VEpVena = —5/ VeVZyy for all t > 0,
Q Q Q Q

and since

35(2s% —¢) 9 252 + 3s

— L =5 — g for all s >0

2-(3s2+¢) S PR orate =
this yields (Z.3). O

8 The case \y > as\;. Proof of Theorem

In our convergence argument concentrating on the situation of Theorem first, in view of (LI2) our
design of an approximate variant of the functional therein will be based on parts i) and ii) of Lemma
[Tl thus suggesting to fix n; = ny = 2 henceforth in this case. For our construction here and also
for later reference, let us separately state some elementary properties of the nonlinear map arising in

both integrals in (LI2]).

Lemma 8.1 Let & >0 and

b =¢6—Eg, €50 (1)
Then ¢¢, is positive on (0,00) \ {x} with ¢¢, (&) = 0, and furthermore
2 9 &
e, (&) < éT (- &) Jor all § > o (8.2)
PROOF.  Since ¢ (§) =1 — %* and ¢f, (§) = g—g for all £ > 0, it is clear that the zero &, of ¢¢, is a
strict and global minimum point of ¢¢,, and that moreover
2
— 2
be. () < sup ol ()] - S8 = 2 e g2
Ex 2 6*
7727
for all &€ > &. O

Then combining lemma [l with (LI2) suggests to generalize the entropy structure in question as
follows.

Lemma 8.2 Let ny = ng = 2, and suppose that D; > 0,a; > 0,\; > 0 and x; > 0 fori € {1,2}, with

/\2 > ag)\l. (8.3)
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Then writing

Ai=— (8.4)
a2

and taking u, > 0 and v, > 0 from (L.I1]), for

u*e 1 Av,e 1
8 u £ v e\ ) tZ ) 717
1.0 = [ ountusot) + 55 [ iyed [0t 5 [ hec Ol

) (8.5)
with ¢¢, taken from (81) for & >0, we have
d Diu,  Ax3u, 9 /ugx
Goet) + {2 - 20l ) [
ADav, X%U* 2 Ugm
{55 - Ol | [ :

+ /( (7 _u* +A/ Usa _'U*
Q

a+2 a+2 P
+ w2 ’LLa42—|-A’U*€2 /vea‘lvfm
Q

< 1+a1 \/—/ 2%-\/5/9% for allt >0 and ¢ € (0,1). (8.6)

PrOOF.  We take an appropriate linear combination of the inequalities and identities provided by
Lemma 2.2l and Lemma [T1]1) and ii) to see that for all € € (0, 1),

d o at2
2 g 2,2 —a—4, 2
aé'l@(t) +  ue Quem—i—u*az Quea s, +ue 2 Quea Uz,
2 2
u u
+ Dlu*/%‘FDlu*e %
Q Uz Q Ue

a 2 2 at2 —a—4,2
+ Av*»s/Q 590904—141)*62/9 ST, + Avee 2 /Qvea VI,

2 2
+ ADQU*/U_+AD2U*E/ U:

)\1—1- /u6 /u —HJLl/uEv6
Aag\/E
+A-)\+—/v—/ Aa/uv—i—
(2 2\/3 QE 2 ele 2\/§

1
+X1U*/ — Uy Vg — AU Q| + u*/ U — alu*/ Ve
O Ue Q Q
1
—Axgv*/ —Ueg Ve — ANy | Q| + AU*/ Ve + Aagv*/ Ug for all £ > 0. (8.7)
Q Ve Q Q

IN

Here using Young’s inequality, we obtain that

1 Djuy, u? X2u*
U —UepV < —cx 4 2l 02
Xl */Q ’LLE exVex — 2 /Q ug 2D1 Q ExT
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P— 2 GE

2 2 2

Dlu*/ Ueg Xlu*”v ”2 Vex
ENL>(Q

Q Ug 2D1 () Q Ug

and, similarly,

1 ADoyv, v2 Ax2v u?
—Axav Uy Vg < £z 4 A2 |12 ==
X2 */Q v, exVexr > 2 0 ’Ug 2D2 ” €”L (%)) o ug

for all t > 0. Therefore, after neglecting some signed summands and rearranging we infer from (8.7])
that

d Diuy Axgv* 9 u?
— & -(t — o . _Er
ADoyv, X%u* 9 v?x

’ { 2 ap, ey [

a+2 a+2
- —a—4, 2 - —a—4,2
+oukE 2 /Qu6 uz, + Avee 2 /Qv€ Ve,

I(t) == —/u§ + (A +u*+Aa2v*)/ Ue — M1y Q)
Q Q

IN

—A/ v2 + (Adg — ajuy + Av*)/ Ve — Ao, ||
Q Q

+(al - Aa2)/ UeVe

Q

1+ Aas / A /
el ue+——=-ve | v for all t > 0. 8.8
\fQ bW WQE (8.8)

W3

We now make use of our definition (84]) of A, which along with (III)) namely ensures the precise
identities

_l’_

A1+ uy + Aasv, = N Fuy +arv, = 2u, and  AXy — aquy + Av, = 2Av,

as well as

—A —A . (=
A - N — Adgvs — At (Us — A1) + @10 (05 — A2) Gty - 104 + a1V, - (—a2uy) 0
* * a9 a9

and clearly also a; — Aay = 0. Accordingly, in (8.8)) we may simplify

+a / A /
s \/E Us + ——=+VE v,
2\/3 \/_ Q € 2\/§ \/_ Q €
for all t > 0 and ¢ € (0,1), and thus end up with (8.0). O

1

L(t) = —/Q(ue—u*)2 —A/Q(ve S

In view of the eventual bounds derived in Section [@] for small values of x; and y» but arbitrarily large
ug and vy this readily entails an inequality for & . which in the formal limit € N\, 0 indeed predicts
eventual decrease thereof.
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Lemma 8.3 Let ny = ny = 2, and for i € {1,2} let D; > 0,a; > 0,\; > 0 and x; > 0 be such that
(8-3) holds. Then with xx > 0 taken from Lemma [G2, one can find X € (0,x+) and C > 0 such
that if x1 € (0, Xsx) and x2 € (0, x4x), and if (L) holds, there exist Ty = To(x1, X2, U0, Vo) > 0 and
g0 = €o(X1, X2, 20, v0) € (0,1) such that for all e € (0,eq), the function & ¢ defined in (83) satisfies
d

CE1a(t)+ éDl,s(t) <CVE  forait>Th, (8.9)

where for e € (0,1),

u? (- v2 (-
Di(t) = /Q;;((”tt)ﬁ Ex(’t)—I—/Q(ug(-,t)—u*)2+/ﬂ(v€(-,t)—v*)2

e\’ Q Ug('vt)
at2

+ €2 Q ua_a_4('7t)ugx('vt) + 60‘7“ /Qva_a_4('7t)va2x('7t)7 t>0, (810)

and where u, > 0 and v, > 0 are taken from (I.11).

PrROOF.  We first invoke Lemma [6.2] to find ¢; > 0 such that if x1 € (0, xx) and x2 € (0, xx), then
whenever (LH]) holds, we can find Ty = Tp(x1, X2, u0,v0) > 0 and g9 = (X1, X2, U0, Vo) € (0,1) such
that

e (- ) | oo (@) + lve (5 D)l oo ) < 1 for all ¢ > Ty and any € € (0, ). (8.11)

Choosing . € (0, xx) small enough such that with A > 0 given by (84]) we have

AX%*’U*

Diuy and X2,y 2 < ADov,
2D,

2
. <
A= 4 2D, =4 >

from Lemma we infer that if x1 € (0, Xsx)s X2 € (0, x+x) and (LH) holds, then with Ty and gy as
above and for all ¢ € (0,¢¢),

d Diu, u? ADoyv, v2 9 9
_5 t ET ET _ A _
o)+ 2 [ T [ [ f v

at?2 a+2
—_= —a—4, 2 - —a—4, 2
+ U 2 /Qu€ uZ, + Av,e 2 /Qve VZ,

(1+a)ci|Q  Act|Q
< +
- { 2V/3 2v/3

which directly yields (83). O

}\/E for all t > Ty,

Now once more thanks to the interpolation properties from Lemma [5.1] the dissipation rate in (89I)
dominates a certain superlinear power of & . at least within bounded time intervals:

Lemma 8.4 Let ny = no = 2, and let D; > 0,a; > 0,\; > 0 and x; > 0 fori € {1,2}, assuming
(83). Then whenever (L3) holds, for all T > 0 there exists C(T) > 0 such that for all € € (0,1), with
&1 and Dy taken from (83) and (810) we have

a+2

£.2 (1) <C(T)D1(t) + C(T)  for all t € (0,T). (8.12)

)
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PrROOF.  According to Lemma[5.3] given 7' > 0 we can find ¢;(T") € (0,1) such that for all € € (0, 1),

/ ue(+,t) > 1 (T) and / ve(+,t) > 1 (T) for all t € (0,7), (8.13)
Q Q

whereas Lemma, provides ¢ > 0 such that

/ ue (-, 1) + / ve( 1) < e forall t >0 (8.14)
Q Q

whenever € € (0,1). We now recall the definition (83 of &; . to firstly estimate

El,a(t) < /ug—u*/lnua—i—u*lnu* ]QH_U_*&/_
Q

Av,
+A/va—Av*/lnva—FAv*lnv*-\Q]—k Uxe
Q Q

/% for all t > 0,
O Uz

from which by nonnegativity of & ., as asserted by Lemma B.I] for all ¢ > 0 it follows that due to

a+2

a+2
at2 a2 at2 Uy a+2 1) 2
2 < 5 . 2, _ _ -
51’5 (t) < 87z {u* { /anug} <6 {/ ug}
a+2 a+2
at2 Tz Av, aT at2 11 2z
Av, -q = 1 . — 8.15
+(Avy) 2 { /Qlavs}Jr +< 5 > £ 2 {/Qvg} +C3}( )

+ [e]3
with c3 :=c¢y? + |uxInu, - Q] 2 =R (ACQ) 4 |Av, Inw, - Q] "2 E Here we use Lemma [5.11ii) along
with (B.I3) and Young’s inequality to see that writing c4(T') := €] - In (T + 19| - | 1In ||| we have

a+2 1 at2
2 3 ’LL2 3 2
{—/mug} < \an.{/%w} —]Q\ln{/ua}—HQ\ln]Q\
Q + 0 Ug Q
)
: 2, |2 ’
< \QIZ{/Qﬁ} + ¢y
€
at2 W2 i
< _Er 2
< (o) " { [ 5] v
s\ 20 [ uZ, 2\ 32 at2
< <2|Q|2) -QF+<2|Q|2) +(2e)F  forallte (0,T). (8.16)
€

Moreover, applying Lemma [51]1) to p = 2 and ¢ = o + 2 shows that again thanks to (8I3]) and
Young’s inequality,

5“2”{/ iz} < 5“32.{(a+2)ai2|g|§i§.{/ue—a_4ugx}a+z
Q Uz Q
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a+2

-2) "2
Lo |qp? { / u}
Q

S 2%(05 + 2) ‘Q’a+4 a;r2 u_a_4u2 a+4 ’Q‘J(Q*F ) —a—2
Q

€

for all ¢ € (0,T). Together with a similar argument for the respective expressions containing the
second solution component, this enables us to infer from (8I5]) the existence of ¢5 > 0 and ¢(7T") > 0
such that for all € € (0,1),

at2 a
&2 (t)§05-{/ /ﬂ+5 P /ue_a W, e ;2/1’5_& 42 }+06(T) for all t € (0,7).
Q

In view of the definition (8I0) of D, this implies (8I2). O

For drawing conclusions from the resulting autonomous ODI for &; ., let us a quantitative consequence
of a simple comparison argument.

Lemma 8.5 Lettog € R,T > tg,a > 0,b > 0 and § > 1, and suppose that y € CO([to, T))NC((to,T))
1s nonnegative and such that

Y (t) +ay’(t) < b for allt € (to,T). (8.17)
Then L i
yt) < {(B-Dalt—to)} 7T + (2) " forallte (t,T). (8.18)

1

ProOOF.  Without loss of generality we assume that ¢y = 0, and observe that g(t) := ((8—1)at)” -1+
1
(2)7,t > 0, satisfies

vt +ag’t) —b = (5—1)‘11a—11.<_Lt—611—1>+a.{((5_1)at)—ﬁ+<é>%}ﬁ_b

8 1 8 -

> —(B—1)F71a" *1t_5*1+a'((ﬁ—1)at) ‘“+a.§—b:0

for all t > 0 due to the fact that (¢ + n)? > &% + 8 for all € > 0 and 1 > 0. Since 7(t) * +oo as
t \( 0, by continuity of y at t = 0 this readily implies the claimed inequality by means of a comparison
argument. ]

We can thus reap the fruit of Lemma R3] and Lemma R4 and thereby obtain, through the dissipation
mechanism expressed in (89, the following preliminary decay information for our solution to the
original problem.

Lemma 8.6 Let ng =ng =2, let D; > 0,a; > 0,\; > 0 and x; > 0 fori € {1,2} be such that (83)
holds, and let x1 € (0, Xxx) and X2 € (0, Xsx) With Xsx > 0 as in Lemma [83. Then assuming (I.3),
one can find Ty = To(x1, X2, U0, v0) > 0 such that for the limit functions u and v obtained in Lemma

we have
/ /u2+/ /v§+/ /(u—u*)2+/ /(U—U*)2<oo (8.19)
To Q To Q To Q To 9]

with u, > 0 and v, > 0 taken from (I11]).
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PROOF.  According to Lemma and Lemma [6.2] supposing (LH) to be valid we can pick gy =
60(X1,X2,U0,’UO) € (07 1)7 Tl = Tl(X17X27u07U0) > 0 and G = Ci(X17X27u07U0) > 07 i€ {17273}7 such
that

d
55175(15) +1D1£(t) < cav/e forallt > T} (8.20)
as well as
HUE(‘,t)”LOO(Q) + ”'Ua(',t)HLoo(Q) < c3 for all t > T and any ¢ € (0,¢q), (8.21)

where & . and D; . are as defined in (83]) and (81I0]), respectively. Keeping this value of T; fixed, we
thereafter invoke Lemma to pick ¢4 > 0 such that for any choice of € € (0, 1),

a+2

&2 (t) <caDie(t) +cu for all t € (0,71 + 2),
which when combined with ([820]) shows that

d at2
551,5(75) + 2—18162 t)<ci+eave<er+eo for all t € (T1,T1 + 2) and all € € (0,¢p).
4 9

Through Lemma B3] the latter implies that

2
a+2
o a Cl+62> for all ¢ € (T1,T1 + 2) and ¢ € (0, )

< (5 5oe-m) e (7

Cq4 1
and that hence, in particular,

@)% N ((01 +62)C4>ai+2

517E(T1 + 1) < cg:= (
Cc1x C1

for all € € (0,¢9).

Using this as e-independent information at the initial time 77 + 1, we now return to ([820) to infer
upon an integration therein that

T
c Dic(t)dt < E1e(Ti+1) = E1(T) +c2v/e - (T —T1 — 1)
Ty+1
< cstee (T =T —1) forall T > T} + 1 and each € € (0,20), (8.22)

again because & . is nonnegative. Since (B2I]) ensures that according to (8I0]) we can estimate

1 1
Dic(t) > — / ul, + — / v, + / (ue — uy)? + / (v: — vy)? for all t > T7 and € € (0,¢p),
3 JQ €3 JQ Q Q

on taking € = ¢; N\, 0 with (g;)jen C (0,1) as in Lemma A3] from (822) and an argument based on
lower semicontinuity of norms with respect to weak convergence in Hilbert spaces we conclude that

1 T 1 T T T s
—2/ /u?c—l——2/ /vg—l—/ /(u—u*)2+/ /(v—v*)2§— forall t > T + 1,
C3 JTi+1JQ C3 JT14+1JQ Ti+1JQ Ti+1JQ C1

and that thus (8I9) holds with Ty := T3 + 1. O
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We next make use of favorable smallness properties, as implied by (8I9) for certain arbitrarily large
times which we use as new starting instants, to see on going back to (83, but this time simply
neglecting the positive summand D; . therein, that v and v in fact approach their expected limits in
a sense much stronger than indicated in Lemma [B.G] albeit not yet identified as spatially uniform but
rather in a topology associated with the entropy functional in (L.12)).

Lemma 8.7 Let ng =ng =2, let D; > 0,a; > 0,\; > 0 and x; > 0, i € {1,2}, satisfy (83), and let
X1 € (0, xxx) and x2 € (0, Xax) With Xsx > 0 taken from Lemmal83. Then assuming (L3) and letting
u,v and N be as given by Lemma[J.0, with ¢n, and ¢, taken from (81) and (I.11]) we have

/¢u*(u(-,t))—>0 and /%(U(.,t)) 50 as (0,00)\ N 3 £ — oo, (8.23)
Q Q

PROOF. In order to prepare our convergence argument, let us first once more resort to Lemma B3]
in choosing ¢; > 0, Ty = To(ug, vo) > 0 and €, = €, (ug, vg) € (0,1) such that for all € € (0,¢e,),

%El,a(t) <cve o forallt > Tp. (8.24)

Then abbreviating cp 1= |Q|% + |Q|_%, given 1 > 0 we fix 6 > 0 conveniently small such that

2e3V/d < % and 2eV8 < %* (8.25)

as well as w v
z d A . 8.26
=6l " = 642219 (8.26)

According to Lemma [8.6] we can thereafter pick some T} > Ty + 1 suitably large such that

/ /ui+/ /vg,—l—/ /(u—u*)2—|—/ /(U—’U*)2§5, (8.27)
Ti—-1.JQ Ti—1.JQ Ti—1.J0 Ti—-1.JQ

and we claim that then
/ bu (1)) + A/ b0 (1) <n  forall t> Ty such that ¢ & N. (8.28)
Q Q

To verify this, given any such ¢ we first observe that due to (827,

/til{/Q“?‘f+/Q”§+/Q<“—U*>2+/Q(v—v*)2} <3,

whence it is possible to find t, = t,(t) € (¢t — 1,¢) \ N such that

[t [t @t —up+ [ o6n) -u? < (5.29)

o1



In particular, this entails the existence of z, € Q such that (u(z,,ts) — uy)? < ﬁ and that hence
[u(@, te) —u <, ) — wl(ae, )| + |w(@, te) — uyl

T
/%@MM+M%M—M
Tx

1
2
3|m%{/@@@mQ T fu(wats) — ul
Q

1
< \9]252+<|g|)2 for all z € Q,

which along with an identical argument for v shows that
Ju(-t) — willpoo(@) < V6 and (o, ) — ve| e () < 2V (8.30)

Now since t, € (0,00)\ N, Corollary [63] applies so as to warrant that with some e, = €4, (tx) € (0,4)
and (g5)jen C (0,1) as in Lemma (5] we have

e (- te) — (-, t) [ oo @) + (s t0) — 0ot poe(y < V8 for all € € (g5)jen N (0,£40),
together with (830]) ensuring that

e () — well oo () < 2e2V6 and (1) — Vil poo) < 2c2V8 for all € € (g7)jen N (0, ).
(8.31)
According to our requirements on ¢ in ([8.25)), these estimates especially entail the inequalities

Ue (4, i) > Uy — 2c9V/8 > 5> and Ve, i) > vp — 2e0V/8 > 5> im0 for all € € (g5)jenN (0, €xx),

(8.32)
which firstly enables us to conclude from (82) in conjunction with ([R3I) and (B26]) that for all
€€ (5j)j€N N (0,€40),

2 2 2|Q 2|Q
[oututien < 2 [ (uetotd =) < 22 )~ wle < 22 @eav <

*

(8.33)

OOIS

and similarly

A/%%tmg (8.34)

OOIJ

Secondly, ([8.32) guarantees that if we pick €4 = €xsn(tx) € (0, E4x) small enough such that

2|2 € ssn ] and 2A|QE sxx <

Su, 8 3v,

|3

then in the contributions to &; . containing the factor € we can estimate

Tl arm s () eisg ralee@)en.em)
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and

Av,e 1 Avee [ 2\2 n
6 /sz(-,t*) =% (?) €2 <g forallee (g5)jen M (0, Exns)-

When combined with (833]) and ([834)), in view of (85l these inequalities show that

E1e(ty) <4- g = g for all € € (g5)jen N (0, Exnx ),

so that letting e = Exsnn (tx) € (0, E4ux) be such that ¢1/Erom < g, on integrating (8.24]) we infer
that at the time in question we have

E1:(t) < E1c(t) + v (t—t,) < g +evE < g + g —n  forall e € (g))jen N (0, nns), (8.35)

because t, > t—1. Since from LemmalLH and our assumption that t ¢ N we know that u.(-,t) — u(-, t)
and v(-,t) = v(-,t) a.e. in Q as € = ¢; \, 0, upon an application of Fatou’s lemma we readily obtain
([B28]), and thus the statement of the lemma, as a consequence of (835]). O

Now thanks to the eventual precompactness features implied by Corollary [6.3] due to the positivity
of ¢¢, outside the point & > 0 the latter readily implies the desired convergence statement.

Lemma 8.8 Let ny =ng =2, let D; > 0,a; > 0,)\; > 0 and x; > 0 fori € {1,2} be such that (83) is

fulfilled, and let x1 € (0, Xxx) and x2 € (0, Xox) With xsx > 0 as in Lemma[83 Then whenever (1.J5)
holds, as t — oo, the limit functions u and v obtained in Lemma [{.0] satisfy

u(yt) = uy in L°(Q) and v(-,t) = ve  in L°(Q), (8.36)
where uy > 0 and vy, > 0 are as in (I11).

PrRoOOF.  From Corollary we know that there exists Ty > 0 such that (u(-,?))i>7, is bounded
in W12(Q) and hence relatively compact in C%(Q), whence if ([836) was false, the we could find
(tr)ren C (Tp, 00) and us € CY(Q) such that us, # uy and that ¢, — oo as well as u(-, t;) — Uso in
L>(Q) as k — co. As in view of Corollary we may assume u to be continuous in Q x (Tp, 00), by
density of [ty ti+1]\ N in [ty, t,+1] we can pick ¢, € [tg, tx+1] such that ||u(',/t\k)—u(‘,tk)||Loo(Q) <1,
meaning that also u(-, ;) — e in L%(Q) as k — oo. As the function ¢,, from (BI)) is positive in
(0,00) \ {uy} by Lemma BT} however, the hypothesis u # u, implies that [, ¢u, (u(-, 1)) # 0 as
k — oo, in contradiction to Lemma R7 Along with a similar argument for v, this establishes the
claim. O

The proof of our main result on kinetics-driven stabilization has thereby already been accomplished:

PROOF of Theorem We only need to combine Corollary [6.3] with Lemma O

9 The case \y < as\;. Proof of Theorem [1.3

In the context addressed in Theorem [[.3] in view of Lemma [l the form of the functional in (L.14)
suggests to choose still ny = 2 but now rather no = 1. Our analysis will then quite closely follow the
lines presented in the previous section, so that here it will be sufficient to concentrate on the main
modifications only.

The fundament for convergence is constituted by a natural counterpart of Lemma
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Lemma 9.1 Let ny =2 and ny = 1, and suppose that D; > 0,a; > 0,\; > 0 and x; > 0 fori € {1,2},
and that

)\2 < ag)\l. (91)
Then with A = ¢ as before and ¢y, as determined by (81), for

)\1&7 1 A 2 Ae 1
M A ot e
825 / ¢)\1 U€ 7 6 /Q u2 t) + /st( ’ ) * 2)\2 ( ) * 2)\2 / ( t)’

tzo,eeaxn, (9.2)
we have

d Dl/\l AX% 2 9 u2x

i) { 5~ 3pag 4G Ol lloel Dl iy | [

+

ADy  Nixi vZ
2)\2 2D1 Q ?)82
A 3
+ (ue(-t) = Ap)? % Jo vz
Q

at2 _ A L —a—
+ )\18 3 u=e" 4 2 +_ /?} « 3?}2
Q

Q £ )\ I3 ET
1+ Aag + 2A4az); / A+ 241 /
< Ve | U+ ————— Ve | v 9.3

for allt >0 and € € (0,1).

PrROOF.  Combining Lemma with Lemma [[71]1) and iii), on dropping several nonnegative sum-
mands we see that

d u? at2 —a—4_ 2
aé’g,a(t)—i-Dl)\l/QuLg—k)\la 2 /Quea U

+AD2/1)2 A a2 8—04—3 2
A2 Q e

)\1—1- /u6 /u —|—0L1/uefuE
Ueg
+>\1X1/ — Vey 1|Q|+/\1/ue—a1>\1/ve
Q
AaQ\/E
—|—A)\—|— /v—/ Aa/uv+7/u
2 e 2 ele 2\/3 Qe
sz/ 25 5 fwet
VelegVeg + A | 02— — | v2 — —= | wu.v
)\2 Q&E € Qe A295 AQ QE&

Ae / 202 + 3v,
Ao Jo 602+ 2

A A
= —/(ug—)\l)2—|—(A/\2 —a1/\1)/ ve— — [ 02— £ U2
Q

€
Q A2 Jo A2 Ja

IN

(A2 — ve — aguy)
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Uu, AX2
+)\1X1/ exvex_ N\ /Ueuaxva:c
2 Q

1—|—Aa2\/_/ \/g/ﬂva

Ae / 202 + 3v:

3 )y Gzt os Ay — vz — ague) forall t >0 and ¢ € (0,1). (9.4)
2

Here we note that according to (@) we have AXy — a; )\ = “}IAQ a1A1 < 0, and that by Young’s
inequality,

A — Ve < =z v
1X1/Q Ue ex X D) 0 ug + — 2D1 o e

and

Axo ADo 2 AX% 2 92
)\2 [¢) Vellealer 2)\2 /Q Vew 2D2 )\2 / Vellen

AD, uZ,

< 2 Ax3
= 2—/\2 Ve +2D)\ HueHLoo(Q ||Ue||Lo<> Q) Qu—g

for all ¢ > 0 and ¢ € (0,1). As moreover maximizing ¢(s) := gizig’i, s > 0, shows that

AE/ 21) + v,

Ae
Ay — vz — < — .
Y 6v2+2g( ve —ague) < -l ((o,oo))/Q(UaJrazua)

= AE 1 {/v +a/u}

— )\2 3 Qa 2 0 S

< SNEE Ve +a Ue
V3 Q ? Q

forall t > 0 and ¢ € (0,1), from ([@.4) we directly obtain (Q.3). O

This implies an inequality of the form in Lemma

Lemma 9.2 Let ny =2 and no =1, let D; > 0,a; > 0,\; > 0 and x; > 0 for i € {1,2}, and suppose
that (91]) holds. Then with xx > 0 as in Lemma [6.2, there exists X, € (0,xx) and C > 0 such
that if x1 € (0, Xsx)s X2 € (0, xax) and (L) is valid, then there exist Ty = To(x1, X2, U0, Vo) > 0 and
g0 = €0(X1, X2, u0,v0) € (0,1) such that whenever € € (0,¢), for & as in (I2) we have

d

1
ag2’€(t) + —'Dg’g(t) < C\/E for all t > Tp, (9.5)

C

where

’LL2 .
Doctt) = [ 25w [0+ [l -2+ [ e

a+2

+ €2 us_a_4(’7t)u§x(’7t) +e 2 Uga_3('7t)vgm('7t)7 t >0, (96)
Q

and where u, > 0 and v, > 0 are taken from (I11).
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PROOF.  Again on the basis of Lemma [6.2] this can be derived from Lemma in much the same
manner as Lemma was deduced from Lemma O

Up to modifications in technical details, the strategy in the proof of Lemma [R4 finds its analogue in
the following.

Lemma 9.3 Letny =2 and ne =1, let D; > 0,a; > 0,\; >0 and x; > 0 fori € {1,2}, and assume
(@1) as well as [IF). Then for all T > 0 there exists C(T) > 0 such that for all e € (0,1), the
functions Eo . and Dy, defined in (93) and [(9.6) satisfy

a+2

£2 (t) SC(T)Dac(t) +C(T)  forallt € (0,T). (9.7)

PrOOF.  We proceed in a way similar to that in Lemma B4 and first note that

inf inf ue > 0, inf inf ve >0 and sup sup {/ua /va} oo, (9.8)
56(071)t€(07T) Q 56(071)t€(07T) Q 66(01 tE(OT

to derive the existence of ¢ (7") > 0 such that for all ¢ € (0,7") and each ¢ € (0, 1),

a+2

42 QTH a+2 1 2
&2 (1) < Cl(T)’{—/lnuE} —|—cl(T)gT.{/ _2}
’ Q + Q Uz

a+2 a+2

—I—cl(T)-{/Qv?} ’ +cl(T)e“T“-{/QU—1€}T+q(T), (9.9)

where again combining Lemma [5.J] with ([@.8]) and Young’s inequality provides co(7") > 0 fulfilling

a+2

61<T>-{ /lnus}Tm(T) w17

/ — + (T QTH / uz "2, 4 o(T) for all t € (0,7) and € € (0,1). (9.10)
Q

Another application of Lemma [5.1]1), now to p = 1 and ¢ = a + 1, reveals that again due to ([@.8) and
Young’s inequality we can moreover find ¢3(7") > 0 such that

a+2 1

(o3 1 T2 « a at1
cl(T)g%z . {/ _} < cl(T)g%z . {(Oé + 1)%“’9‘?1? . {/ Ue—a—3v§x}
Q Ve Q

a+2

—1 2
_2 2
+2o+1 Q| -{/fue}
Q
ety
a 2(a+1 o
{/ ‘”} +e3(T)e™F
Q

C3(T)az/v;a 302, +2c3(T)  forallte (0,T) and e € (0,1)9.11)
Q

IN
o
w
—~
N
~—
™
.

IN
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because 2(‘3‘:21) < 1. Finally, the Gagliardo-Nirenberg inequality along with (0.8]) and Young’s inequal-

ity ensures the existence of ¢4 > 0 and ¢5(7") > 0 such that for all ¢ € (0,7") and any € € (0, 1),

9 QTH a+2 2(a+2)
am)-{ [} < am - {aloal gl +aluli? )
+
< Dlveall iy + es(T)

< e5(T) /Q vz, +2c5(T),

for 22 < 2. Together with ([@I0), (@11 and (@9), this immediately leads to ([@1). O

Therefore, Lemma implies decay in a yet very weak form similar to that in Lemma

Lemma 9.4 Let ny = 2 and ny = 1, let D; > 0,a; > 0,\; > 0 and x; > 0 for i € {1,2}, assume
(91), and let x1 € (0, Xxx) and x2 € (O Xox) With Xsx > 0 as in Lemma [23. Then whenever (IL3)
holds, there exists Ty = To(x1, X2, %0, Vo) > 0 such that u and v from Lemma[{.] satisfy

/To/“+/TO/“+/TO/“‘A1 /T/ < oc. (9.12)

PROOF.  Once more thanks to Lemma [6.2] this can be seen by exploiting Lemma together with
Lemma[0.3]in essentially the same way as Lemma [B3]and Lemma [R4] have been used in the derivation
of Lemma O

With this information returning to the inequality from Lemma yields stabilization in a sense
paralleling that of Lemma

Lemma 9.5 Let ny =2 and ngo = 1, let D; > 0,a; > 0,\; > 0 and x; > 0 for i € {1,2} be such that
(91) is valid, and let x1 € (0, Xsx) and X2 € (0, Xsx) With Xsx > 0 as in Lemma[83. Then assuming
(I3) and letting u,v and N be as given by Lemmal[.5 and ¢y, be as defined through (81), we have

/ O (u(-,t)) =0 and / as (0,00) \ N 3t — oc. (9.13)

PROOF. A verification of this can be achieved by adapting the proof of Lemma in an obvious
manner. ]

Finally, by compactness the latter can be turned into uniform convergence as in Lemma

Lemma 9.6 Let ng =2 and ny = 1, let D; > 0,a; > 0,\; > 0 and x; > 0 for i € {1,2} be such that
(Z2) holds, and let x1 € (0, xxx) and x2 € (0, Xax) With Xsx > 0 as in Lemma [24. Then whenever
(I3) is satisfied, the limit functions u and v in Lemma [].0 have the properties that

u(-,t) = A\ in L(Q) and v(,t) =0 in L®(Q)

ast — oo.

o7



PROOF.  Again relying on Corollary [6.3]and Lemma [B.1], one can readily obtain this as a consequence
of Lemma by means of an argument in the flavor of that presented in the proof of Lemma O

We have thereby established our main result on asymptotic dominance of the predator population
when )\2 < ag)\l.

PROOF of Theorem All statements have been verified in Corollary and Lemma O
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