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BOUNDEDNESS AND ASYMPTOTICS OF A REACTION-DIFFUSION
SYSTEM WITH DENSITY-DEPENDENT MOTILITY

HAI-YANG JIN, SHIJIE SHI, AND ZHI-AN WANG

ABSTRACT. We consider the initial-boundary value problem of a system of reaction-diffusion
equations with density-dependent motility

uy = A(y(v)u) + auF(w) — Ou, =€, t>0,

v = DAv+u— v, reQ, t>0,
wr = Aw — uF(w), zeQ, t>0, (%)
au:@:f)_w:(L $€897t>07

X ov ov
(u, v, w)(x,0) = (uo,vo,wo)(x), =€ Q,

in a bounded domain Q C R? with smooth boundary, o and # are non-negative constants and
v denotes the outward normal vector of 9€2. The random motility function ~(v) and functional
response function F(w) satisfy the following assumptions:

o y(v) € C3([0,00)), 0 < 1 < () <2, ¥ (v)] <7 for all v > 0;

o I'(w) € C*([0,00)), F(0) = 0, F(w) > 0 in (0,00) and F’(w) > 0 on [0, 00)
for some positive constants 71,2 and 1. Based on the method of weighted energy estimates and
Moser iteration, we prove that the problem (@) has a unique classical global solution uniformly
bounded in time. Furthermore we show that if 6 > 0, the solution (u,v,w) will converge to
(0,0, ws) in L™ with some ws > 0 as time tends to infinity, while if # = 0, the solution (u, v, w)
will asymptotically converge to (ux,ux,0) in L™ with u., = ‘—512‘(|\u0||L1 + allwol|pr) if D> 0is
suitably large.

1. INTRODUCTION AND MAIN RESULTS

The reaction-diffusion models can generate a wide variety of exquisite spatio-temporal pat-
terns arising in embryogenesis and development due to the diffusion-driven (Turing) instability

, ] In addition, colonies of bacteria and eukaryotes can also generate rich and complex
patterns driven by chemotaxis, which typically result from coordinated cell movement, growth
and differentiation that often involve the detection and processing of extracellular signals B, B]
Many of these models invoke nonlinear diffusion which is enhanced by the local environment
condition because of population pressure (cf. @]), volume exclusion (cf. [8, 22]) or avoidance
of danger (cf. ]) and so on. By employing a synthetic biology approach, the authors of ﬂﬁ]
introduced the so-called “self-trapping” mechanism into programmed bacterial Eeshcrichia coli
cells which excrete signalling molecules acyl-homoserine lactone (AHL) such that at low AHL
level, the bacteria undergo run-and-tumble random motion and are motile, while at high AHL
levels, the bacteria tumble incessantly and become immotile due to the vanishing macroscopic
motility. As a result, Eeshcrichia coli cells formed the outward expanding stripe (wave) pat-
terns in the petri dish. To gain a quantitative understanding of the patterning process in the
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experiment, the following three-component reaction-diffusion system has been proposed in ]:

up = A(y(v)u) + 4% e Q, >0,

v = DAv +u — v, zeQ, t>0, (1.1)

wt:Aw—%? e, t>0,
where u(x,t),v(z,t), w(x,t) denote the bacterial cell density, concentration of acyl-homoserine
lactone (AHL) and nutrient density, respectively; a, A, D > 0 are constants and € is bounded
domain in R™(n > 2). The first equation of (II]) describes the random motion of bacterial cells
with an AHL-dependent motility coefficient v(v), and a cell growth due to the nutrient intake.
The second equation of (LI describes the diffusion, production and turnover of AHL, while
the third equation provides the dynamics of diffusion and consumption for the nutrient. The
prominent feature of the system (L.T]) is that the cell diffusion rate depends on a motility function
v(v) satisfying 7/(v) < 0, which takes into account the repressive effect of AHL concentration
on the cell motility (cf. ])

Though the system ([I) may numerically reproduce some key features of experimental ob-

servations as illustrated in ﬂﬂ], the mathematical analysis remains open. Later an alternative
simplified two-component so-called “density-suppressed motility” model was proposed in ﬂﬁ]

{ut = A(y(v)u) + pu(l —u), ze€Q,t>0, (12)

vy = DAv+u— v, reQ, t>0,

where the reduced growth rate of cells at high density was used to approximate the nutrient
depletion effect in the system ([LI]). One can expand the Laplacian term in the first equation
of (2] to obtain a chemotaxis model with signal-dependent motility. Hence the system (2]
shares some features similar to the Keller-Segel type chemotaxis model. However due to the
cross-diffusion and the density-suppressed motility (i.e., 7/(v) < 0), even for the simplified system
([L2]), there are only few results obtained recently when the Neumann boundary conditions are
imposed, as summarized below.

(1) > 0: In this case, the first result on the global existence and large time behavior of
solutions was established in @] More precisely, it is shown in ] that the system (L2))
has a unique global classical solution in two dimensional spaces for the motility function
v(v) satisfying the assumptions: v(v) € C3([0,0)),y(v) >0 and 9/(v) < 0 on [0, 00),

li_)rn ~v(v) = 0 and lim % exists. Moreover, the constant steady state (1,1) of (L2)
v [e.9] v—00

is proved to be globally asymptotically stable if p > £0 where Ky = max @I
16 0<v<oo 7(v)

Recently, the global existence result has been extended to the higher dimensions (n > 3)
for large p > 0 in [31]. On the other hand, for small x > 0, the existence/nonexistence
of nonconstant steady states of (L2]) was rigorously established under some constraints
on the parameters in ﬂﬁ] and the periodic pulsating wave is analytically obtained by
the multi-scale analysis. When ~v(v) is a constant step-wise function, the dynamics of
discontinuity interface was studied in |25].

(2) ;o = 0: The existence of global classical solutions of ([2]) in any dimensions has been
established in @] in the case of v(v) = co/vF(k > 0) for small ¢y > 0. The smallness
assumption on ¢q is removed lately for the parabolic-elliptic case with 0 < k < % in

|. Moreover, the global classical solution in two dimensions and global weak solution in
three dimensions of ([.2]) with x4 = 0 are obtained in @] under the following assumptions:
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(H1) ~v(v) € 03([0, 00)), and there exist v1,72,17 > 0 such that 0 < v < v(v) <
Y2, |7 (v)] < n for all v > 0.

Without the lower-upper bound hypotheses for v(v) as assumed in (H1), if v(v) decays
algebraically and 1 < n < 3, the global existence of weak solutions with large initial data
was established in ﬂ] Moreover, if 7(v) decays to zero fastly like exponential decay, the
solution of (L2) with x = 0 may blow up. For example, if v(v) = e~ X", by constructing
a Lyapunov functional, it is proved in IE] that there exists a critical mass m, = &
such that the solution of (2] with pu = 0 exists globally with uniform-in-time bound if
fQ ugdr < my while blows up if fQ uogdx > my in two dimensions, where uy denotes the
initial value of u.

Except the above mentioned results on the simplified model (L2)), to our knowledge, there are
not any results available for the original three-component system ([LI) proposed in ] The
purpose of this paper is to develop some analytical results on the system ([I]). More generally
we shall consider the following initial-boundary value problem

up = A(y(v)u) + auF (w) — Ou, z€Q, t>0,

ve=DAv+u—w, zeQ t>0,
wy = Aw — uF(w), zeQ, t>0, (1.3)
gu _ v _ Juw _ () x €N, t>0,

v — ov T v
(u,v,w)(z,0) = (ugp,vo, wo)(z), x €,

where 6 > 0 accounts for the natural death rate. We assume that the motility function ~v(v)
satisfies the assumption (H1) as used in @] and the intake rate function F'(w) satisfies the
following conditions

(H2) F(w) € C(]0,00)), F(0) =0, F(w) > 0 in (0,00) and F’'(w) >0 on [0, 00).

The conditions in (H2) can be satisfied by a wide class of functions such as

w w™

Pw)=w, Fw)=1r— F) =

with constants A > 0 and m > 1, which are called the Holling type functional response functions
in the predator-prey system (cf. HE, Il_AI, @, @]) Therefore the system (II]) is a special case of
the equations in (I3)) with § = 0 and F(w) = %Z}Q In the sequel, for brevity we shall drop the
differential element in the integrals without confusion, namely abbreviating fQ fdz as fQ f and
fg Jo fdzdr as fg Jo f- With the assumptions (H1)-(H2), we first prove the existence of globally

bounded solutions to the system (L3]) in two dimensions as follows.

Theorem 1.1 (Global boundedness). Let Q2 C R? be a bounded domain with smooth boundary,
and the assumptions (H1)-(H2) hold. Assume (ug,vo,wo) € [WH(Q)]3 with ug,vo,wy = 0.
Then for any 6 > 0, the problem ([L3) has a unique global classical solution (u,v,w) € [C°(Q x
[0,00)) N C%L(Q x (0,00))]® satisfying u,v,w = 0 for all t > 0 and

[u(, )| < M,
where M > 0 is s constant such that
1
M :=Cy(1+ )1+ 5)1%02(”“)6(1*%)4, (1.4)

with some constants C1,Co > 0 independent of D,« and t.



4 HAI-YANG JIN, SHIJIE SHI, AND ZHI-AN WANG

We remark that we precise the dependence of constant M on « in (I4)) so that the results
of Theorem [[.T] can be applied to the case &« = 0. The explicit dependence of M on D will be
used later to derive the asymptotic stability of solutions when imposing some conditions on D
as shown in the next theorem.

Theorem 1.2 (Asymptotic stability of solutions). Let the assumptions in Theorem [Tl hold
and (u,v,w) be the classical solution of (L3) obtained in Theorem [I1. Then the following
asymptotic stability results hold.

(1) If @ > 0, then it holds that
Jim () + o) + 1) — wlz~) =0,

where wy > 0 is a constant determined by wy = |—512|||w0||L1 - ﬁ IS JquF (w).
(2) If 0 = 0, there exists a constant Dy > 0 such that if D > Dy, then

Jim (1) = wall o + o, 2) = w2+ o, )l <) = 0,
where uy, = |—(12‘(HUOHL1 + alwol[£1).

Remark 1.1. The results of Theorem[L.2 hold for any o > 0. In the case § =0 and o = 0, the
system ([L3)) reduces to

up = A(y(v)u), ze, t>0,
v = DAv 4+ u — v, zeQ, t>0, (15)
u_ 0u _ zed, t>0, '

(u,v)(x,0) = (up,vp)(x), = €.

The global ezistence of classical solutions of (L)) in two dimensions has been established in [@/,
whereas the large time behavior of solution is left open. The result of Theorem [L.2(2) solves this
open question for large D > 0.

Sketch the proof. With the special structure of the first equation of (I.3]), we shall use some
ideas in , | to show the boundedness of solutions. More precisely, let A be a self-adjoint
realization of —A (see more details in ﬂﬂ]) defined on D(A) := {¢ € W>2(Q) N L*(Q)| [, ¢ =
0 and g—f = 0 on dN}. Let B denote the self-adjoint realization of —A + ¢ under homogeneous
Neumann boundary conditions in L?(Q) for some § > 0. We can use the first and third equations

of (3] to obtain
(u+ow —u—aw); + A(y(v)u + aw — y(v)u —aw) =0, if § =0,

and
(u~+ aw); + B(y(v)u + aw) = (6v(v) — 0)u + daw, if 6 > 0,

which enable us to find a constant ¢; > 0 independent of D and « such that ftt+T fQ u? <

c1(1+ a)? for some appropriately small 7 € (0,1]. Using the smoothing properties of the second
equation of (L3) we can obtain the boundedness of [, |Vv|? and tt+T Jo |Av[%. Then we use
the direct L? estimate of u as developed in ] to find two positive constants cs, c3 independent

of D and « such that
u( )2 < co(l + ecs(l @)°(1+5)" for all t € (0, Taz),
L

see Lemma for details. Then using the routine bootstrap argument and Moser-iteration
method, we derive that ||u(-,t)||p~ < M with M satisfying (L4).



BOUNDEDNESS AND ASYMPTOTICS OF A REACTION-DIFFUSION SYSTEM 5

To study the asymptotic behavior, we divide our proofs into two cases: # > 0 and § = 0. When
6 > 0, we can obtain from the first equation of (L3)) that fooo fQu < o0, which combined with
the relative compactness of (u(-,t))¢>1 in C'(2) (see LemmalLI)) gives ||u(-, )|z — 0 and hence
|lv(-,t)||L~ — 0ast — oo from the second equation of (I3]). Then using the semigroup estimates
and the decay property of u, from the third equation we can show that ||w(:,t) — wy|[fee — 0 as
t — oo for some w, > 0, where w, > 0 is proved by showing

/ Inw(xz,t) > —cyq, forall t > 1
Q

for some constant ¢4 > 0, see Lemma [£.3] for details.
When 6 = 0, from the third equation of (L3]) we have

| [ere+ [T ] o <.

which, combined with |[ugl/z1 < ||u(-,t)||1, entails us that
lw(-,t)||pe — 0 as t — co.

On the other hand, using the relations between M and D in (I4]), we can construct a L? energy
functional of (u,v) which along with suitable regularity of (u,v) finally leads to the convergence
of (u,v) as claimed.

2. LOCAL EXISTENCE AND PRELIMINARIES

The existence and uniqueness of local solutions of (I.3]) can be readily proved by the Amann’s
theorem ﬂa, @] (cf. also @, Lemma 2.6]) or the fixed point theorem along with the parabolic
regularity theory ﬂﬁ, ] We omit the details of the proof for brevity.

Lemma 2.1 (Local existence). Let Q@ C R? be a bounded domain with smooth boundary and
the assumptions (H1) and (H2) hold. Assume (ug,vo,wg) € [WH(Q)]® with ug,vg,wy = 0.
Then there exists Tpar € (0,00] such that the problem (L3l) has a unique classical solution
(u,v,w) € [COQAX[0, Thnaz))NC>H(Qx (0, Traz))]? satisfying u,v,w > 0 for allt > 0. Moreover,

if Thaz < 00, then ||u(-,t)||pe — 00 as t /" Thaz-

Lemma 2.2. The solution (u,v,w) of (3)) satisfies

Ju( )l + allw(, )l + 9/: [u(, )l = lluollpr + allwollpr, ¢ € (0, Tinae),  (2.1)
and
llw(-,t)||Le is decreasing in t. (2.2)
Moreover, for all (z,t) € Q x (0, Tiax), it follows that
F(w(z,t)) < Cr = F(|lwo| L) (2.3)

Proof. We first multiply the third equation of ([I3]) by « and add the resulting equation to the
first equation of (L3). Then integrating the result over 2 x (0,¢), we have (2.1]) directly. The
application of the maximum principle to the third equation of (L3]) gives ([2.2]). Furthermore,
since F'(w) > 0 for all w > 0, one has (23] by using ([2.2)). O

Next, we list some well-known estimates for the Neumann heat semigroup for later use.
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Lemma 2.3 (@]) Let (e!®)y>0 be the Neumann heat semigroup in 2, and let A\; > 0 denote the
first nonzero eigenvalue of —A in Q under Neumann boundary conditions. Then for all t > 0,
there exist some constants k;(i = 1,2,3) depending only on 0 such that

(i) If 1 < ¢ < p < o0, then

nel_ 1
22| r < k1 (1 +t2 rﬁ) e\ 2| Lo (2.4)
for all z € LY(Q) satisfying [o, z = 0.
(ii) If 1 < ¢ < p < oo, then
Ve 2| e < ko (1 + t—%—%<%—%>) e M| 2| Lo (2.5)
for all z € LI(Q2).
(iii) If2 < ¢ <p < o0, then
Ve 2| 1o < ks (1 it %—%>> e M|V 2| 1o (2.6)

for all z € WHP(Q).

The following lemma will be used to show the boundedness of solution, one can see HE,
Lemma 3.3] or |26, Lemma 3.4] for details.

Lemma 2.4. Let T > 0, 7 € (0,T7), a > 0 and b > 0. Suppose that y : [0,T) — [0,00) is
absolutely continuous and fulfils

Y (t) +ay(t) < h(t), forallte (0,T),

with some nonnegative function h € L} ([0,T)) satisfying

loc

t+1
/ h(s)ds <b, forallte[0,T —T).
t

Then
b
y(t) < max {y(O) +b, o + 2b} , forallte (0,T).
T

3. BOUNDEDNESS OF SOLUTIONS (PROOF OF THEOREM [I.1])
In this section, we shall establish the boundedness of solution in two dimensions.

Lemma 3.1. Suppose the assumptions in Theorem [l hold. For all & > 0, there exists a
constant Ky > 0 independent of D and o such that the solution to (L3) satisfies

t+7 .
/ / uw? < Ki(1+a)?, forall te (0, ), (3.1)
t Q

where

1 ~
T := min {17 §Tmax} and Tmax = Tmax - T.

Proof. We divide the proof into two cases: § = 0 and 6 > 0.
Case 1: 6 = 0. In this case, multiplying the third equation of (3] by o and adding the result
to the first equation of (L3]), one has

(u+ aw)y = A(y(v)u + aw). (3.2)

Then integrating ([B.2]) with respect to & with the homogeneous Neumann boundary conditions,
one has

_ _ 1/ 1/ _ _
U+aw=— [ uy+a— [ wy= Uy + awy, (3.3)
12 Jo Q[ Jo
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where f denotes the mean of f, namely f = ﬁ fQ fdx. Let A be a self-adjoint realization of

—A defined on D(A) := {¢ € W22(Q) N L*(Q)| [, ¢ =0 and g—f = 0 on 09Q2}. Then using ([3.3)),
we can rewrite ([B.2]) as

(u+aw—a—aw); = —A(y(v)u + aw — y(v)u — aw). (3.4)

Multiplying B.4]) by A~! (u+ aw — % — aw) and integrating the result by parts, we obtain

|A_%(u + oaw — @ — aa)|?

DO =
&=

J
J

A (7(v)u +aw — y(v)u — aw) AN (u+ aw — @ — aw)

:—/Q(u—l-ozw—ﬂ—aw)' <7(U)U+O‘w_7(v)u_aw>

:—/Qy(v)(u—ﬂ)z—a2/Q(U)—1D)2—Oé/Q<1+7(U)>(U—ﬂ)(w_w)
—ﬂ/ﬂy(v)(u—ﬂ) _aﬂ/y(v)(w—w),

Q
which together with the facts 0 < v < v(v) < 72 and the nonnegativity of u,w, gives
1d 1 _ N2 —\2 2 —\2
—— [ A2 (u+aw—u—aw)|*+v [ (u—u)*+a [ (w—w)

=—a [ (1+20)@=a)w=0) =7 [ 1)) a7 [ 2w =)

(3.5)
gaw/ (1+’y(v))u+au/ (1 +’y(v)>w+(u2+auw)/fy(v)
Q Q Q
2a0 + 3arye Y2 2
< 2 Rl el + 2l

in which we have used the fact [,(¢ — @)* < [, ¢? for all ¢ € L*(Q). We know from Lemma
2.2 that [[ullr < fluollzr + aflwollpr < 1Q[(luollze + allwollze) and [lwllp < [Qlwllze <
|Q|||wo]| L. Therefore, ([B.5]) shows

i/ |A_%(u—|—aw—ﬂ—aw)|2+2%/(u—ﬂ)2—|—2a2/(w—w)2§cl(1+o¢)2, (3.6)
dt Jo Q Q

where ¢ = 4(1 + 2v2)|Q|(Jluo| e + [Jwo||z)?. Because of [, A_%(u +oaw —u— aw) = 0, we
can apply the Poincaré inequality with a positive constant co and the fact ||w||p~ < |Jwpl|ze~ to
obtain

/Q|A‘%(u+aw—a—aw)|2
§C2/Q|VA‘§(u+aw—a—aw)|2
:c2/Q|U+Oéw—ﬂ—Oéw|2 (3.7)
§2(;2/(u—u)2+2cza2/(w—w)2

Q Q

< 2¢, / (u—)* + 2c20° |9 [|Jwo | 7o -
Q
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Substituting ([B7) into B.6), and letting X () := [, |A (u 4 aw — @ — aw)|?, one yields

X0+ LX) +m /Q(u — )2 < es(l+ @), (3.9)

where c3 = ¢1 + 71 |Q|||wo||2. Then applying the Grénwall’s inequality to (3.8]), we first obtain
:/ \A_%(u—i-aw—a—aw)\z < cy(1+)?, (3.9)
Q

where ¢4 = 262—63 + 2¢2|9(JJuol|zee + ||wol/z)?. Then integrating ([B.8) over (t,t + 7) with
T := min {1 Tmm} and using ([3.9), one has

t+7
/ / < BT T a2 <B4, o2 (3.10)
! !

By the fact [, (u—u)* = [,u® — [, @? it follows from (BI0) that

t+1 t+7 t+7
[ o= o [ oo
t Q t Q

which yields 1)) by using the fact @ < |Jug||z~ + anoHLoo.

Case 2: 6 > 0. In this case, we let B denote the self-adjoint realization of —A + § under
homogeneous Neumann boundary conditions in L?(€2), where 0 < § < ,%. Then there exists a
constant c5 > 0 such that

1Bl 2 < callll e for all ¥ € L2(Q) (3.11)
and
550l = [ 657 < esuls for all v € L2@), (312)
one can see the details in HE] Froglzn the system (L3]), we have
(u+ aw)y = A(y(v)u + aw) — Ou,
which can be rewritten as
(u+ aw)y + B(y(v)u + aw) = 6(y(v)u + aw) — bu = (0y(v) — O)u + daw. (3.13)
With the fact 0 < § < % and the boundedness of w, we derive
(07(v) = O)u + daw < (6v2 — O)u + da||wol| L~ < cear, (3.14)
where ¢g = 9”“’0”“’0 . Hence, multiplying BI3)) by B~(u + aw) > 0, and using (B.I4]), one has

2dt/ |B~2 u—i—aw)\2 /( (v)u + aw)(u + aw) ScGa/B_l(u—l—aw),
Q
and hence p
—/ \B‘é(u+aw)\2+267/(u+aw)2 < 2c6a/ B~ (u + aw), (3.15)
dt Jo Q Q
with ¢7 := min{~y, 1}. Using (BI1]) and ([B.12]), we can derive that
/\B u+aw)]2+266a/8 (u+ aw)
205
g; (u + ow)? +265cﬁa\§2]§Hu+awHLz (3.16)
Q
26?(%&!&2
cr

§C7/(U+Oéw)2+
Q
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Substituting (BI6) into (BI5), and defining Y (¢) := [, |B (u 4 aw)|?, one has

210
Y/(t) + 1Y (t >+C7/<u+aw>2 < 2561 2
265 QO Cr

which combined with the Gronwall’s inequality gives

Actc?
Y (t) < e5)Q <(Hu0HLoo + Jwo| e )? + 052 6) (14 a)? = (1 + )’
7
and thus
t+7 t+1 Y (t Q
/ /u2§/ /(u—l—aw)2§ ()4— 566’ I o? < co(1 4 a)?,
t Q t Q C7 07
where cg = i—f + %ccgﬁ, which gives ([B]). Then we complete the proof of this lemma. ]
7

Lemma 3.2. Let the conditions in Theorem [L1] hold. Then there exist two positive constants
Ky, K3 independent of D, a and t such that

/ Vo2 < Ko(1+ a)? <1 + %) for all t € (0, Tnaz), (3.17)
Q

and

t+7 1 2 -
/ / Avf? < Ks(1+ )’ (1 + 5) for all £ € (0, Thuae). (3.18)
t Q

Proof. We multiply the second equation of (I3]) by —Aw and integrate the result with Cauchy-
Schwarz inequality to get for all ¢ € (0, Trnaz)

2 _ 2
2dt/|v| D/|Av| /QuAv+/QvAv
1
< _ Avl? 2_/ 2
< 2/Q| v|—|—2D/Qu Q|Vv|,

%/ |Vv|2+D/ |Av|2+2/ Vo2 < l/u? (3.19)

Letting y(t) = [, |Vv[> and h(t) = % [, u?, we have from (BI9) that
y(t )+ 2y(t) < h(t ) for all ¢ € (0, Thnaz )- (3.20)

which leads to

Then applying Lemma 2.4 with the fact [ T h(s)ds < M for ¢ € (0, Tynaz) to (B20) gives

K(1+a)2 Ki(1+a)? 2Ki(1+a)?
2 2 1 1 1
[ 190 < max { vl + S0, D ZREE )
2K1(14+a)?  Ki(1+a)?
< 2
< Vol + 5 +—5p-
2 K 1 2
< HVU0||L2—|—2K1+2— 1—1—5 (I1+a)* forallte (0, T,

which yields BI7) with K» = ||Vuo|/2, + 2K + 51, On the other hand, integrating (3I9) over
(t, t+7) for t € (0, Tjnar) and using (BIT), we can derlve that

D/HT/ Avf2 < /HT/U +/ Vo2
< D(1+a) +K2< D>(1+a)

which implies (B18) with K3 = K1 + Ko. O
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Lemma 3.3. Let the assumptions in Theorem [ 1l hold. Then there exist two positive constants
Ky and Ks, which are independent of D and «, such that

u(, )|z < Ka(1 + a)eXsMH 0+ 5" for all ¢ € (0, Thnas)- (3.21)

Proof. Multiplying the first equation of (L3]) by u and integrating the result with assumptions
(H1) and (23] gives

1d ,
@ u /Vu V(v +a/F w)u? — /
S—/’y(v)\VuP—/’y'(v)uVu-Vv—i—an/u2
Q Q Q
S—’h/ ]Vu\2+n/u\VuHVv\+an/u2
Q Q Q

2
—ﬂ/ \Vu]2+n—/u2]Vv]2+aCF/u2,
2 Ja 27 Ja 0

d
u +’yl/ Vul|? < /uZIVUIQ—FQaCF/uz. (3.22)
dt 1 Jo Q

Moreover, applying Gaghardo—Nlrenberg inequality and Young inequality to the first term on
the right hand side of ([3.22]), we obtain a constant ¢; > 0 such that

which yields

772 2 2 772 2 2
i / W2Vl < 2ol 2,
71 Ja 71

0177
S (IVull 2llull 2 + lullF2) ([Av]l2 Vol L2 + [[Voll72)

01?7
— IVulzzlulzAvilz[1Vollze + —|!VUHL2HUHL2HVUHL2
2!
(3.23)
6177
HU||L2HAUHL2HVUHL2 + 2 o || [72[1V70172
1’
<[Vl + 2 (2 + v |rL2) 217l
an® (1 an
2 (5 S HLz)uu|r%2HAvH%z-
gt
Substituting ([B.23)) into (3:22), and using (B.I7), we conclude
d 1)°
s < a1+t (145 ) Q-+ 180l (3.24)

where ¢y = Cl" <2K2 + 5+ M) + 2Cp. On the other hand, using the facts (31
1

and (B.18]), then for any t € (0,T)az), we can find a tg > 0 satisfying tg € (O,Tmm) and
to € ((t — )", t) such that

[u(-,to)[I72 < ea(1+ @)?, (3.25)

to+T1 1 2
/t /Q |Av)? < K3(1 + a)? <1 - 5) : (3.26)
0

and
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with ¢35 = |Jug||2, + £L. Then we integrate [3:24) over (to,t), and use the facts ([3.25), B26)

T

and t <tg+ 7 <tp+ 1 to obtain
|’u(7t)H%2 < ”u(,7tO)H2L2602(1+a)4(1+%)2ftt0(1+||Av(-,s)||2L2)ds
< ||u(’ t0)||%2602(1+a)4(1+%)2 fttO ds+cz(1+a)4(1+%)2 ftto ||Av(~78)||2Lst
< e3(1 + @)2e20+0) (145) +eaKs(1+a)0 (14 5)

which yields B2I) with K4y = ¢3 and K5 = c2(1 + K3). Then we finish the proof of this
lemma. O

Lemma 3.4. Suppose the conditions in Theorem [L1] hold. Let (u,v,w) be the solution of the
system (L3)). Then it holds that

1 2
()]0 < Ko(1 + a)? (1 + 5) 3Ks(1+a) (14 5)"  for all t € (0, Thnaz), (3.27)

where K¢ > 0 is a constant independent of a, D and t.

Proof. With the fact that 0 < F(w) < Cp from (Z3]) and the assumptions (H1), we multiply
the first equation of (IL3) with u? and integrate the result to have

1d 4
—_— _= F -
4dt/9u /QuVuV +a/ u 0/

§—3/7(v)u2|Vu|2—3/7/(v)u3Vu'Vv+ozC'F/ ut
Q Q Q
3—371/u2|Vu|2+377/u3|Vu||Vv|+an/u4

Q Q Q

3 3n?
< — l/ u?|Vul? + L/ ut|Vol? —I—aC’p/ ut,
2 Ja 2n Ja Q
which yields that
d 3 61>
— u4+l/ IVu?? < i/u4\Vv\2+404CF/u4. (3.28)
dt Jo 2 Jo 1 Jo Q
Using Gagliardo-Nirenberg inequality and Young’s inequality, along with the facts [333]) and
[u?[|1 = ||lul|3 2, we can find a constant ¢; > 0 independent of o and D, such that
67> 677 2 2
2 [ <2 ([ ([
ga! Q gt Q Q

677
||U HL4HVUHL4

677 c1 (3.29)

3 1
< O (v Lt + 1R ) 190l

6?’] &1

6?’] &1

——|IVu 2HLZHUHL2HVUHL4+ el 2190124

< ’nHVuQHLz + C2HWHL4HUHLz(HV’UHL4 +1),

1 < 3 )3 <6T]261>4 61%c
Cy = — | — + .
4 \4n M M

where
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12
Furthermore, using the Gagliardo-Nirenberg inequality and Young’s inequality again, we can

find a constant ¢3 > 0 independent of D and «, such that

(1+ 4aCF)/ ut = (14 4aCp)|[u?(|7,

Q
3 1
< a1+ 4aCr) (1T bl + 10212, ) .
3.30

3
< ¢5(1 + 4aCr) <HW2H 3l + Huuil)
< SIVe |2+ ea(1 4 ),

3
3 ) + c3(4CF + 1)) (Jluollz1 + [Jwol|z1)?. Substituting (E29) and

where ¢, = ( 2(4Cp + 1)* (ﬁ

B30) into [B28), one has
(3.31)

d
G [t [ at < alVolBault (9ol + 1) + et + )
Q Q

S

By the scaling ¢ = Dt, and applying the variation-of-constants formula to the second equation

of (3], one has

v(-,t) = eA=D)by, + % /Ot e(A_%)(f_s)u(-, s)ds. (3.32)
Then using the semigroup estimates (2.3 and (2.6]), we derive from (B.32))

190, Bllzs < Ve Bugllpa+ /0 VA, ) uds
<t Vel 4 82 [ (14 G- 971) NIt s
D Jo
< [ Toolls + 22 (1 +T(1/4)A ) (1 + a)es(Har s 31
which gives
(3.33)

1
”V'U(-,t)”L4 < 05(1 + a) <1 + 5) 6K5(1+a)6(1+%)47
3
with ¢5 = k1||Vvo|[pa + k2>\11(4 1+ F(1/4))\f>. Then substituting (333)) into (B]), one can find a

constant cg := ca Kjc2(cf + 1) + ¢4 to obtain

d 4 4 12 L
il < _
t/u +/u ce(l+a)~(1+

3
> 612K5(1+a)6(1+%)4.
This along with the Gronwall’s inequality yields a constant c¢; = ¢g + ||u0\|‘}d4 independent of D
and « so that
JuC Dl < fuolls + co(1 + )2 (1 e

12 1\® tar14a)(14 )t
< 67(1 + a) 1+ 5 e ° D/

1\% 6 144
> 12K5(140)° (14 5)

which yields (B27)).
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Lemma 3.5. Let the conditions in Lemma [3] hold. Suppose (u,v,w) is a solution of (3.
Then it follows that

1
D
where the constant K7 > 0 is independent of D and «.

12
e llm < Kr(1+0) (145 ) HORIOD o all € O L), (330

Proof. Using ), B327) and the estimate || Ve vz < c1vollyriee for all £ > 0(see m]),
from ([B3.32) we have
- ; - ;
IV, D)l < Ve 0|1 + / [Vl u(, ) | ds
0

ko [f -
<alwlwie+ 3 [ (14 0= )t ads

koK 3 3 1)? 3K5(1+a)8 (1+5)4
DN, <1+F(1/4))\1>(1+a) 1+D e D

S Cluvo”wl,oo +

which implies

3
1900, 8)lz= < e2(1 +a)® (1 * %> o 15 ), (3.35)

where ¢ := ¢1||vg|[prio + k2K6 <1 +F(1/4))\4>. With (Z3) and 335]), we multiply the first
equation of (IL3)) by uP~!(p > 2) and integrate the result to obtain

1d
P— _ (p—1 p—2 F(w j2
ot u (p )/Qu Vu-V(y +a/ /u
<—(p— 1)/ y()uP 2 Vul? — (p — 1)/ ’y'(v)up_1Vu'Vfu+aC’F/ u?
Q Q Q
S—’Yl(p—l)/up_2]Vu\2+n(p—1)/up_1]VuHVv]+aCF/up (3.36)
Q Q Q

—1 2
S_M/uz)—awu”—(p—l)/ up|w|2+a0p<p—1>/up
2 0 21 Q Q@

WD [P+ Ko - 1) [
2 0 Q

where Kp is independent of p and defined by

6
Kp := i (:2 +Cr)(1+a) (14 1 oK (14+a)° (14 5)*
2m D

Then using the identity [, u?~2|Vu| = % Jo IVu?|, from (330) one has

jt/up—kp( 1)/Qu1”§ L/\VW’? (Kp + Dp(p _1)/up (3.37)

Q

IN

Using the interpolation inequality and Young’s inequality with e, then for all f € W12(Q), one
has

11172 < el VFl7e + s+ DIfII7 (3.38)

for any ¢ > 0, where c3 > 0 only depends on €. Then letting f = u? and e = —W in (3:38),
we can derive that

(icD+1>p<p—1>/Qup<L/|Vu2|2+/cpp< —1><1+p></9u5>2, (3.39)
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where
~ c3(l+2
Kp =020 e 4y
21
c3(14271) (n?c3 ? 12 1\" 12K5(14a)8(14+L)4
= +Cp+1) A+a)? (14 =] 260+l 0+5)
21 2m D

Substituting ([3:39) into ([B:37) and using the fact 1+ p? < (1 + p)?, one has

%/ﬂuup(p—l)/ﬂupgl'épp(p—l)(1+p)2 (/Qu%>2,

/up(a:,t)g/ug(a:)—klzp(l +p)?  sup </u
Q Q 0<t<Tmaz \JQ

Then using the Moser iteration E]( see also the similar argument as in , ]), from (3:40]) one
has

which gives

[SIiS]

2
(z, t)) . (3.40)

-, )l < 2°Kp(L+ Q)L + a)(|fuo ]z + [wollz=),

which gives ([B.34]).
O

Proof of Theorem LIl For any fixed D > 0 and « > 0, from Lemma [B.5] we can find a constant
C > 0 independent of t such that

12
||U(',t)HL0<> < 0(1 + 01)13 <1 + %) 612K5(1+a)6(1+%)4’

which combined with the local existence results in Lemma 2] proves Theorem [I11 O

4. ASYMPTOTIC BEHAVIOR (PROOF OF THEOREM [L2)

In this section, we will derive the asymptotic behavior of solutions as shown in Theorem
Before embarking on these details, we first use the standard parabolic property to improve the
regularity of u, v and w as follows.

Lemma 4.1. Let (u,v,w) be the nonnegative global classical solution of (L3)) obtained in The-
orem [l Then there exist o € (0,1) and C > 0 such that

lals )l o3 @ gy < € forall > 1 (4.1)

and

”U(”t)”c“”v”%((zx[uwl}) + Hw|]02+0,1+%(ﬁx[t7t+l}) <(C forall t>1. (4.2)

Proof. Let A(x,t,u,Vu) = v(v)Vu + v (v)uVv and B(z,t,u) = aF(w)u — fu. Then we can
rewrite the first equation of (L3]) as follows

ug =V - Az, t,u, Vu) + B(z,t,u).
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Noting that Theorem [[1] gives two positive constants ¢; and ¢y satisfying ||ul|p~ < ¢; and
vl + ||l < c2, we end up with

Az, t,u,Vu) - Vu = (y(v)Vu + uy' (v)Vv) - V

< ()| Vul* +7/(v

Y

JuVu - Vo
1) gy GO i (43)
< 29w+ 09 Vel
2
72 2 010277
< 12
< 5 |Vu|* + ——— 5

and
|A(z, t,u, Vu)| = |y(v)Vu + 7/ (v)uVo|
< y@)IVul + [ @)l[[ufl = [ V| 2o (4.4)
< 72| Vul + c1eam.
Moreover, since (2.3]) guarantees F'(w) < Cr and hence
|B(x,t,u)| = |aF(w)u — Ou|
< alF(w)||lullzee + 0l[ul[z~ (4.5)
< ci1(aCp +0).

With (£3)—-(3) in hand, we obtain (£I) by applying ﬂﬁ, Theorem 1.3]. Furthermore, the
standard parabolic regularity combined with (&I]) infers (£2]) directly. O

4.1. Case of 0 > 0. In this subsection, we are devoted to studying the large time behavior
of solutions for the case # > 0. Notice that fooo fQu < oo and the relative compactness of
(u(-,t))¢>1 in C() (see LemmaldT]) indicate some decay information for u and hence the decay
properties of v from the second equation of (I.3]). Precisely, we have the following results.

Lemma 4.2. Let the conditions in Theorem [L.2 hold, and suppose 6 > 0 and (u,v,w) is the
solution of the system (L3). Then it follows that

llu(-,t)||Le — 0 as t— oo, (4.6)
and
lo(-,t)|[Le — 0 as t— oo. (4.7)
Proof. First, we claim that
u(-,t) =0 in LY(Q) as t — oc. (4.8)
Indeed, defining A(t) :== [y u > 0, we have [;°|A(t)| = [;° [qu < oo from @T). Furthermore,

from the first equatlon of (L3)) and the fact w € L>(Q) (see Lemma 22)), we can derive that

[uor=["| farw-on <o [~ [u<o

which together with the fact [ |A(t)| = [;° Jou < oo gives A(t) — 0 as ¢t — co. This verifies

the claim (L.8]).
With (@8] in hand, we shall show (ZG]) holds. In fact, if ([46]) is false, we can find a constant

c2 > 0 and a time sequence (t)keny C (1,00) satisfying ¢, — oo as k — oo such that

[ u(-, )| e > eo for all k € N. (4.9)
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On the other hand, using (41 in Lemma [£1] and the Arzela-Ascoli theorem, we know that
(u(-,t))e=1 is relatively compact in C'(£2). Hence, we can extract a subsequence, still denoted by
(tk)ken C (1,00), such that

u(tytg) = uso in L°(Q) as k — oo,

which combined with (L8]) implies 1, = 0. This however contradicts (£9]) and hence (4.0)) is
proved.
Next, we show (A7) holds. To this end, we consider the following system

vwt+v=DAv+u, x€Qt>0,
v —, z e dNt>0, (4.10)
v(z,0) = vo(x), x € €.

Let v*(t) be solutions of the ODE problem

{uz(t) +07(t) = [[u(, )|, >0, (4.11)

v*(0) = [lvol| e~ -
By the comparison principle, we know that v*(t) is a super-solution of ([€I0) satisfying v(z,t) <

v*(t) for all z € Q, ¢ > 0. Similarly, we can prove that v(z,t) > —v*(t) for all x € €, t > 0.
Hence, one has

[o(z,t)| <v*(t) forall z €, t>0. (4.12)
On the other hand, from (£IT]) and using the fact ||u(-,t)||z — 0 as t — oo we have
v*(t) = 0 as t — oo,
which combined with ({12 gives
lo(-,t)||Lee < 0*(t) = 0 as t — oo.
This yields (4.7]) and completes the proof of Lemma O

Lemma 4.3. Suppose the conditions in Lemma [{.4 hold. Let (u,v,w) be the solution of the
system (L3). Then we have the following result

Jw(-t) = willLe =0 as t— oo, (4.13)
where wy, > 0 is a constant determined by w, = ﬁ”woﬂy — ﬁ IS JouF(w).

Proof. Let w(t) = ﬁ Jow = ﬁHwHU, then the third equation of (I.3]) can be rewritten as

(w—w), = A(w —w) — uF'(w) + uF(w). (4.14)

Then applying the variation-of-constants formula to (£I4]), we get

w(-t) —w(t) = e%A(w(-,t/2) —w(t/2)) — /t elt=9)A (uF(w) - uF(w)) ds,
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which, together with the fact ||w(-,t)||~ < ¢ and (24]), gives
lw(:,t) —w(t)]|ze

< [le2® (w(-/2)) = w(t/2)) | 1= +/t e (uF (w) — wF (w))|| L ds

At t 4.15

< ke 2 ||w(-,t/2) — @(t/2)|| L + klcpﬂ e My (-, 5)|| e ds (4.15)
2

< 2k1016_% + leF

sup |ju(-, s)| poe.
L<s<t

Then using the decay property of v in (&6, from (£I35]) one has
Jim Jw (-, t) —@(t)]| L= = 0. (4.16)

Next we define a number w, by

w, = ﬁ”wouy _ ﬁ/m/up(w). (4.17)

Then integrating the third equation of (L3 over £ x (0,t), we see that

w0 =wn s gy [ f wr)

C o0
() — ws 1o SI_QF\/t u(e, )|l pads — 0 as ¢ — oc. (4.18)

which implies

Then combining (£I6]) and (£.18]), one has

[w(-8) = willree < flw(-8) =@ (@)L + [[0(F) = wllLee =0, as ¢ = oo,

which yields (@I3]).
Next, we shall show w, > 0. Noting F(w) € C'([0,00)) and F(0) = 0 and using the
boundedness of u and w, we can find £ € (0,w) and K > 0 such that
uF(w)  F(w)— F(0)

= S = P < POl ulloe = K

Let w(x,t) be the solution of the following system

—Aw=—-Kw, ze€Qt>0,
‘g—‘j—o z €00, t>0,
w(z,0) = wo(z), x €.

Clearly, w(x,t) is a sub-solution of w(z,t) by the comparison principle, and hence
w(x,t) > w(x,t). (4.19)
On the other hand, using ﬂﬂ, Lemma 3.1], we can find a constant Iy > 0 such that for all ¢ > 1
w(z,t) = e MePluwy > e_KtFo/Qwo,
which combined with (£19) gives

w(x,t) > e_’ctfo/ wp, for all ¢ > 1. (4.20)
Q
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Multiplying the third equation of (3] by %, and integrating by parts with respect to x € €,

2
i/lnw(m,t) = |Vw| Flw) —/ Mu,
dt Q Qo w

/anw(:p,t) Z/QInw(:p, 1)—/;/(2%“%. (4.21)

Then using ([@.20) and the fact fot Jou < cq, from ([@21]) we can find a constant c¢g > 0 such that

one has

which thus gives

/ Inw(z,t) > —cg, forall t > 1,
Q

which combined with the fact ([AI3]) implies w, > 0. O

In summary, we have the asymptotic behavior of solutions for the system (3] with 6 > 0.

Proposition 4.4. Let the conditions of Theorem [L.Q hold and 6 > 0, the solution of system

([T3) satisfies

T (a8l + [0 ) + (- 8) = =) = 0,
where w, > 0 defined by (EIT).

4.2. Case of 6 = 0. In this subsection, we shall study the large time behavior of the system
(L3) with = 0. We first show the decay of w based on some ideas in M]

Lemma 4.5. Assume the conditions in Theorem [L.2 hold. Let (u,v,w) be the solution of the
system (L3) with § = 0. Then we have

/0 - /Q wF(w) < o (4.22)
/OOO/QNwP < oo. (4.23)

Proof. Integrating the third equation of (3] over © and using the homogeneous Neumann

boundary condition, one has
d
el Flw) =
o /Q w + /Q uF (w)

/ / uF'(w / wp, forallt >0, (4.24)

and ([@.22) is a direct result of (£24]). We multiply the third equation of (I3)) by w to obtain

;i/w - /|Vw|2 /uwF(w)- (4.25)

Integrating (£25]) with respect to t and using the nonnegativity of u and w, one can derive

[ [rowr < [t
which gives ([£23). O

Lemma 4.6. Let the conditions in Lemmal[].5 hold. Then there exists a time sequence (ti)ren C
(0,00) satisfying ty, — o0 as k — oo such that

trt1
/ /w—)Oask—)oo. (4.26)
tr Q

and

which gives
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Proof. From ([{.22)), we have

j+1
/ / uF(w) — 0 as j — oo. (4.27)
j Q

Defining F(w) := |—(12‘ Jo F(w), we have

/jj+1/QuF /JH/ w))_,_/jo/QuF(w):[1(j)—|—fg(j). (4.28)

Using the Holder inequality, Poincare inequality and the boundedness of ||u(-,t)||z2 in B2I)),

one has
) oo
" [ e - Fer)
o/ | e % o)
< <cz/j /QNF(“’)\Q>
<c3 </jj+1 /Q ’W}’Q)é I

where we have used ([£23)) to derive the convergence. Then combining ({.27]), (£28]) and .29)),
one has I5(j) — 0 as j — oc.
On the other hand, using (2.1]) and the fact ||w(-, )| < ||wol|p1, we have

| A

(4.29)

luollLr + allwollrr = flullpr + eflwlr < flullr + aflwol L1,
which implies
Juoll 1 < flullzr < fluollzr + allwollL:- (4.30)
Hence, using (£30]) and the fact I5(j ) — 0 as j — oo, one has

j+1 ~ j+1
uo/ / = [Jug|| 1 ' F( ) < Ix(j / /uF ) — 0, as j — oo,
j

which implies
j+1
/ / F(w) -0, asj— oo. (4.31)
j Q

Next, we will show that ([@31]) implies ([{.26)). In fact, if we define w;(z, s) := w(z, j+5), (z, s) €
Q2 x(0,1),7 € N, then ([@31]) implies

/OI/QF(wj(a:,s))—)O, as j — oo.

Hence we can extract a subsequence (ji)ren C N such that ji, — oo and F(wj,) — 0 almost
everywhere in  x (0,1) as k — co. Because the function F' is positive on (0,00) and F(0) = 0,
which requires that wj, — 0 almost everywhere in € x (0,1) as k — oo. Moreover, since
|w(-,t)||Lee < e4 for all ¢+ > 0, then the sequence (wj,)reny — 0 in LY(Q x (0,1)) as k — oo.
Choosing tj := ji, one has (£26]). Then the proof of this lemma is completed. O

Lemma 4.7. Suppose the conditions in Lemma [{.9 hold. Let (u,v,w) be the solution of the
system (L3)) with @ = 0. Then it holds that

lw(-,t)||pee — 0 as t — oo. (4.32)
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Proof. Letting (tx)ren C (0,00) be the sequence chosen in Lemma Using the Gagliardo-
Nirenberg inequality, one can find a constant ¢; > 0 such that
4 1
[w( D)llzee < exl[Vw(, )l pallw(- D)1 22 + erllw(- )|
< pl V(s 0)llza + eoflw( )]z,

where p > 0 is an arbitrary constant, co > 0 is a constant depending on p. Noting the uniform
boundedness of ||Vw(-, )|z« and the arbitrary of u, and using ([£.20), from (@33 we get

(4.33)

41
/ lw(-,t)||re — 0, ask — oo,
tg

which implies
liginf lw(-,t)||ze= = 0. (4.34)

The combination of (£34)) and the fact that ¢ — ||w(-,t)||z~ is monotone as shown in Lemma
22 one obtains (£32]) and completes the proof of Lemma [4.7] O

Lemma 4.8. Let (u,v,w) be the solution of the system (3] with 6 = 0. Then it follows that

d / 2 / 2 / Y (v)?

— U — Ug)” + 7y Vul® <

dt Q( ) ! Q| | a ()
where M > 0 is defined by (L) and u, = 1y + oy.

Proof. We rewrite the first equation of the system (L3]) as
(u—us)t = A(y(v)u) + auF(w). (4.36)
Then multiplying (@306 by u — u,, and integrating it by parts, we end up with
33 [=w+ [ 0w
= — / v (v)uVu - Vo + a/ uF(w)(u — uy)
Q Q
1 / 2 L [P 5 2 2
<L) v+ —/ DO 212 4 a/ W2 (w),
2 Jo 2 Ja () Q

which, together with the facts ||u||p~ < M and v(v) > 1, gives

u2|Vv|2—|—aM2/F(w), (4.35)
Q

d / 2 / 2 / |7,(U)|2 2 2 2
— U — Us)“ + 71 Vul* < ——u*|Vv +aM/Fw,
o [ [ < [ B0z, [ Fw
and hence ([@.35]) follows. O
Lemma 4.9. The solution (u,v,w) of the system (L3]) with 6 =0 satisfies
i/(v—u*)z—l—ZD/ |Vv|2+/(v—u*)2 < /(u—u*)z. (4.37)
dt Jo Q Q Q

Proof. Multiplying the second equation of the system ([3]) by v — u., and integrating by parts,
we end up with

%% Q(v—u*)2:/Q(v—u*)[DAv—l—(u—u*)—(v—u*)]
=— v = [ (v —u,)? v —us)(u—u
_D/Q]V! /Q< *>+/Q< D)

1 1
§—D/ ]VUIQ——/(U—U*)2+—/(u—u*)2,
0 2 Ja 2 Ja
which yields ([Z37]).
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Lemma 4.10. Let (u,v,w) be the solution of the system (L3]) with @ = 0. Then there exists a
positive constant Dy such that if D > Dy, it holds that

Jim ([fu, ) = wellpoe + () = | ) = 0. (4.38)

Proof. Applying the Poincaré inequality, we find a constant C), > 0 such that

/Q(u—ﬂ)2 < cp/g|vu|2. (4.39)

Then using the definition of ., we know from (21 that u, = 4 + aw. Then it follows from
#39) that
/(u—u*)2§2/( )+2a/ ik
Q Q Q

<20, [ 1Vl + Ty (] ‘”)2’

2 2
it 2 2 a”v1
— U — U ) < Vul* + /w> . 4.40
2Cy Q( ) 7I/Q| | Cp| Q| < 0 (4.40)

Applying ([@40) into [@35]), and using the facts ||u(-,t)||re < M, 0 <y < 7(v) and |7/ (v)| < n,
we can derive that

which implies

d Y
a/w—u*)%% (u — w,)?

2 2
/ (el vaUPJraM?/F 3{3, </Qw> (4.41)
2
2 2 a”v
" /'V”' ““M/F 0|Q|</‘“>‘

On the other hand, we multiply @37) by -, and use (ZZI]) to have
d 2, M 2 gl g0 2
o (/Q(u Us) +4Cp Q(v Us) +4C’p Q(u Uy )? +4C’ (v —uy)

2702 2 2
n°M D%)/ 9 2/ et} </>
< Voul* 4+ aM w) + w | .
(% it +aat® | P+ i (f

Using the definition of M in (L4]), one can find two constants Cy, Cy > 0 independent of D such
that

(4.42)

12
M= Ci(1+a)® <1 - %) 20+ ) (14)"

Let D, be the positive constant uniquely determined by the following identity

24
D, = 27720 Cl( 1+ ) <1 + i) 6202(1+DL*)4(1+01)67
’Y1 D,

where Cp, v, and 7 are independent of D,. Then if D > D, one has M ggl < 0, and hence
the estimate (£42]) becomes

4 VR Bel Sy L e Y R U Y
dt(/Q(u u*)—|—4Cp Q(v u*)>+40 (u u*)+4C (v —uy)

2 2
§aM2/Fw+a71 (/w)
o0l Uy

(4.43)
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a2 2 .
Define Z(t) := fQ(u—u*)2+4%p Jo(v—u.)? and G(t) := aM? [, F(w)+cp"8| (Jqw)~. Choosing
c1 := min{1, 4%?}, we have from ({43
Z't)+aZ(t) < G(t). (4.44)
Since ||w(-,t)||p~ — 0 as t — oo (see Lemma (7)), one has G(t) — 0 as t — oco. Then from

([#44), we can derive that
Z(t) =0 as t— oc.

This implies

lu(- t) — willz2 + [Jo(-yt) — usllz2 = 0 as t — oo. (4.45)
Using the similar arguments as in Lemma 2] with ([£45]), we obtain ([@38) directly. Then the
proof of Lemma [4.10] is completed. U

In summary, we have the following asymptotic results for the case 6§ = 0.

Proposition 4.11. Suppose the conditions in Theorem [T hold. Let (u,v,w) be the solution of
the system (L3]) with @ = 0. Then there exists constant Dy > 0 such that if D > Dy, it has

Jim ([lu(,8) = wallpoe 4 [l(58) =l pee + [Jw (- 8[|z ) = 0,
where wy = ‘ﬁ1|(HUO||L1 + alwol1).

Proof of Theorem[1.4. The proof of Theorem is a direct consequence of Proposition [£.4] and
Proposition EI11 O

5. SIMULATIONS AND DISCUSSIONS

5.1. Linear instability analysis. The results of Theorem imply that the system (L3 has
no pattern formation if # > 0 or 8 = 0 and D is large. In this section, we will study the possible
pattern arising from the system ([L3)) with # = 0 and small D. To this end, we note that (3]
with # = 0 has three constant equilibria (0,0,0), (0,0, %) and (us,us,0) for given initial value
(up, v, wo), where u, = g + awy. We first consider the system ([L3]) with § = 0 in the absence
of spatial components, that is

up = auF(w),

v =u—,

wy = —uF(w).
The linear stability /instability of each equilibrium is determined by the sign of the eigenvalues
(p1, p2, p3) defined by

(0,-1,0), at (0,0,0),
(P17P27P3) = (07_17aF(%))7 at (0707%)’
(0, -1, —usF'(0)), at (u«,ux,0).
Since F(%) > 0 and F'(0) > 0, we know the non-trivial steady state (0,0, %) is linearly
unstable, while (0,0,0) and (u,,u,0) are linearly stable. Hence we study the possible patterns
bifurcating from the constant equilibria (u.,ue, 0) where u. = 0 or u. = u,. To this end, we
linearize the system (3] at the equilibrium (u., u.,0) to obtain
b, = A1AD + B9, reQ, t>0,
(v-V)® =0, x €I, t>0, (5.1)
®(x,0) = (ug — e, vg — Ue,wg)T, = € Q,
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where 7 denotes the transpose and

U — Uc ’Y(uc) ’Y/(uc)uc 0
b= v—u. |, A= 0 D 0
w 0 0 1

as well as
0 0 oaucF'(0)
Bi=|1 -1 0
0 0 —u.F'(0)

Noting that the linear system (G1]) has the solution of the form

O(x,t) = Z cpe” Wy (x), (5.2)
k>0

where Wy (z) denotes the eigenfunction of the following eigenvalue problem:

AWk(az) + kQWk(az) = 0, 8‘/2712(@ = 07

and the constants ¢ are determined by the Fourier expansion of the initial conditions in terms
of Wi (x) and p is the temporal eigenvalue. After some calculations, we know p is the eigenvalue
of the following matrix

—Y(ue)k?  —uey (ue)k? au.F'(0)
M, = | ~DK? 1 0
0 0 —k? — u.F'(0)

Obviously, p(k?) = —k? — u, F'(0) is an eigenvalue, which is negative for all k # 0. Hence to
get the possible pattern formation, we only need to consider the other two eigenvalues of the
matrix M}, which satisfy

p? + a1 (k*)p + ao(k*) =0,
where
ar(k®) =1+ (D +~(uc))k* >0,

aog(k?) = Dy(uc)k* + (y(ue) + uey'(ue)) k2.

One can check that if y(u.) + uey (ue) > 0 which is the case for u, = 0, then ag(k?) > Ofor all
k # 0, which implies the real part of the eigenvalues p(k?) are negative, and hence the steady
state (0,0,0) is linearly stable and no patterns will bifurcate from (0,0,0). Next we consider
the equilibrium (s, t, 0). If y(us) + usy (us) < 0, the real part of the eigenvalues p(k?) can be
positive and hence the pattern formation may occur provided that the admissible wavenumber
k satisfies
1)+ (w) _
Dry(u) o

Note the allowable wave numbers k are discrete in a bounded domain, for instance if Q = (0,1)

0<k?<—

(5.3)

then & = % for n = 1,2,---. Hence the condition (5.3]) is only necessary because the interval
(0, k) may not contain any desired discrete number k?, for instance when D > 0 is sufficiently
large. Hence we have the following conclusion.

Lemma 5.1. Suppose v(v) satisfies the assumptions (H1). Then the homogeneous steady state
(Us, us, 0) of the system (L3) is linearly unstable if and only if y(us) + usy (us) < 0 and there
is at least an allowable wavenumber k satisfying condition (G.3)).
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5.2. Simulations and questions. In section 5.1, we identify the instability parameter regimes
for the possible pattern formation. But this linear instability result is not sufficient to conclude
that there are non-constant stationary (pattern) solutions. Now we want to numerically test in
one dimension whether non-constant stationary patterns exist for v(v) satisfying the conditions
in Lemma [5.3] For definiteness in the simulation, we assume 2 = (0,[) and consider

w2

—Av
/7(’0) 71 T o€ ) (w) 1+ w2

where 79,7y, and \ are positive constants. Then the condition v(us)+u.y (us) = y1 +v0e™ % (1—
Auy) < 0 in Lemma [5.3] amounts to

1
uy > — and N run < Auy — 1. (5.4)
A Y0

Since k = 7, then the condition (5.3) becomes

Yu) +ur(w) P e M (=) P

D < — . . .
W) (om)? e e (o)

(5.5)
Therefore if we choose appropriate values of v, v1, A, ux and [ so that the conditions (&.4])-(%.5])
hold for some positive integer n, the pattern formation is expected from the results of Lemmal5.3l
Note that u, = u9+awy. Hence for numerical simulations, we choose the initial value (ug, vg, wp)
as a small random perturbation of the equilibrium (us,vs,0), and fix A = a = 1. The system
(3] is numerically solved by the MATLAB PDEPE solver. We choose | = 20, (uy,vs,0) =
(4,4,0),v = 10,7, = 0.1 and show the numerical simulations for D = 0.1 and D = 0.01 in Fig[I]
where we do observe the aggregated stationary patterns. This indicates for suitably small D > 0,
the system ([L3]) with appropriate motility function «(v) admits the pattern formation, which
complements the analytical results of Theorem However the rigorous proof the existence of
pattern (stationary) solutions leaves open in this paper and we shall investigate this question in
the future. Note that the assumption (H1) rules out the possible degeneracy of motility function
v(v), which plays a key role in proving the results of this paper. Therefore another interesting
open question is the global dynamics of ([L3]) without assuming that v(v) has a positive lower
bound such as v(v) = (1+v)"* or y(v) = e~ with A > 0. Such motility function v(v) without
positive lower bound has been used to study the global boundedness/asymptotics of solutions and
stationary solutions for the two-component density-suppressed motility model ([L2]) in , ],
where the quadratic decay —pu? plays an essential role. However the three-component system
([L3) does not have such nice decay term and hence novel ideas are anticipated to solve the
above-mentioned open question.
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