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Abstract. This paper is concerned with the attraction-repulsion chemotaxis system with
superlinear logistic degradation,

ur = Au — XV - (uVv) + £V - (uVw) + A — pu®, zeQ, t>0,
0= Av+ au — fv, re, t>0,
0= Aw + yu — dw, e, t>0,

under homogeneous Neumann boundary conditions, in a ball @ C R™ (n > 3), with
constant parameters A\ € R, k > 1, u,x, &, a,8,7,6 > 0. Blow-up phenomena in the
system have been well investigated in the case A = . = 0, whereas the attraction-repulsion
chemotaxis system with logistic degradation has been not studied. Under the condition
that £ > 1 is close to 1, this paper ensures a solution which blows up in L°°-norm and
L7-norm with some o > 1 for some nonnegative initial data. Moreover, a lower bound of
blow-up time is derived.

2010 Mathematics Subject Classification. Primary: 35B44; Secondary: 35Q92, 92C17.
Key words and phrases: finite-time blow-up; chemotaxis; attraction-repulsion; logistic source.
fCorresponding author.
E-mail: ycnewssz@gmail.com, mmarras@unica.it, yuya.tns.63080gmail.com,
yokota@rs.tus.ac. jp


http://arxiv.org/abs/2104.00212v1

1. Introduction

Chemotaxis is a property of cells to move in response to the concentration gradient
of a chemical substance produced by the cells. More precisely, it accounts for a pro-
cess in which cells exhibit in response to chemoattractant and chemorepellent which are
produced by themselves, that is, moving towards higher concentrations of an attractive
signal and keeping away from a repulsive signal. A fully parabolic attraction-repulsion
chemotaxis system was proposed by Painter and Hillen [18] to show the quorum effect
in the chemotactic process and Luca et al. [10] to describe the aggregation of microglia
observed in Alzheimer’s disease, and can be approximated by a parabolic—elliptic—elliptic
system.

In this paper we consider the parabolic—elliptic—elliptic attraction-repulsion chemotaxis
system with superlinear logistic degradation,

(ut:Au—xv-(qu)+§V-(qu)+)\u—uuk, reN, t>0,

0= Av+ au— P, r e, t>0,

0=Aw+ yu — dw, x€eQ t>0, (1.1)
Qu — Qv — Qv ), red, t>0,

\u(x,O) = ug(z), x €,

where Q0 := Bg(0) C R" (n > 3) is an open ball centered at the origin with radius
R>0;AeR, k>1and pu,x,&, a,B,7,0 are positive constants; % is the outward normal
derivative on 0€). Moreover, the initial data ug is supposed to satisfy

ug € C°(Q) is radially symmetric and nonnegative. (1.2)

The functions u, v and w represent the cell density, the concentration of attractive and
repulsive chemical substances, respectively.

Blow-up phenomena correspond to the concentration of organisms on chemical sub-
stances. Hence it is important to investigate whether a solution of system (1.1) blows up
or not. In this paper we show finite-time blow-up in L*-norm and L?-norm with some
o > 1, and derive a lower bound of blow-up time. Still more, not only blow-up phenom-
ena but also global existence and boundedness have been studied in many literatures on
chemotaxis systems (see [7], [2] and [1]). Before presenting the main results, we give an
overview of known results about some problems related to (1.1).

We first focus on the chemotaxis system

{ut = Au—xV - (uVv) + g(u),

(1.3)
T = Av + au — fo

under homogeneous Neumann boundary conditions, where x, «, 8 are positive constants
and ¢ is a function of logistic type, 7 € {0, 1}. The system with g(u) = 0 was proposed
by Keller and Segel [8]. Since then, system (1.3) was extensively investigated as listed
below.



e If 7 =1, g(u) =0 and o = f = 1, global existence and boundedness as well as
finite-time blow-up were investigated as follows. In the one-dimensional setting,
Osaki and Yagi [17] showed that all solutions are global in time and bounded.
In the two-dimensional setting, Nagai et al. [15] established global existence and
boundedness under the condition [, ug(z) dz < 47”. On the other hand, Herrero and
Velazquez [6] presented existence of radially symmetric solutions which blow up in
finite time. Winkler in [24] with y = 1 and n > 3, derived that if |Juo|| L+e(g) and
|Vvg| pne(q) are small for sufficiently small ¢ > 0, then a solution is global and
bounded. Also, Winkler in [25] proved finite-time blow-up under some conditions
for initial data (ug, vo).

o If 7 =1 and g(u) = Au — pu® with X\, > 0, global existence for any k > 1
and stabilization for k£ > 2 — % were achieved in a generalized solution concept by
Winkler [27]. Also, for certain choices of A, i1, Yan and Fuest in [28], derived global
existence of weak solutions under the condition & > min{2 — 2, 2 — 2}, n > 2
and a = [ = 1. In particular for n = 2, they showed that taking any k > 1 suffices
to exclude the possibility of collapse into a persistent Dirac distribution.

o If 7 =0, g(u) =0and § = 1, Nagai in [13] proved global existence and boundedness
when n = 1, or n = 2 and fQ up(x) dr < %, and finite-time blow-up under some
condition for the energy function and the moment of v when n > 2. Also, in the
two-dimensional setting, Nagai in [14] obtained global existence and boundedness
under the condition [, ug(x) dz < i—’;, and finite-time blow-up under the conditions

that o = 1, [ ug(x) dw > °F and that

/ ug(z)|x — x0|? dov is sufficiently small for some zy € Q. (1.4)
0

e If 7 =0, g(u) < a—pu? witha >0, >0 (n<2), p>22x (n>3) and
a = f =1, Tello and Winkler in [22] showed global existence and boundedness.

elfr=0and y = a = 3 =1, when g(u) = M — pu® with A € R, u > 0 and
k > 1, Winkler in [26] established finite-time blow-up in L**-norm under suitable
conditions on data; more precisely, the author asserted that if Q@ = Bg(0) C R"
withn >3, R>0and 1 <k < g (n€{3,4}), 1 <k <1+ g5 (n=5), then
system (1.3) admits a solution which blows up in L*-norm at finite time. In [12],
Marras and Vernier derived finite-time blow-up in L?-norm with ¢ > 7 and finally
obtained a lower bound of blow-up time. Moreover, as to system (1.3) with nonlinear
diffusion, finite-time blow-up in L*-norm was obtained by Black et al. in [3] (see
also [19], [20] for weak chemotactic sensitivity and [11] for finite-time blow-up in

LP-norm to more general chemotaxis system).



We now shift our attention to the attraction-repulsion chemotaxis system

u = Au—xV - (uVv) + &V - (uVw) + g(u),
T = Av + au — P, (1.5)
Twy = Aw + yu — dw

under homogeneous Neumann boundary conditions, where x, &, o, 5,7, 6 > 0 are constants

and 7 € {0,1}. The system with 7 = 0 and g(u) = A\u — pu* coincides with (1.1), whereas
the previous works on this system are collected as follows.

e If 7 =0 and g(u) = 0, existence of solutions which blow up in L*-norm at finite
time was studied in [21] and [9]. More precisely, in the two-dimensional setting,
Tao and Wang [21] derived finite-time blow-up under the conditions (1.4) and

(i) xa =&y >0, 6= and [,up(z)ds> =

xa—&y"

Also, in the two-dimensional setting, Li and Li [9] extended the above (i) to the
following two conditions:

(i) xa =&y >0, 0>F and [ ue(z)dr > xo?ji’v;

(iii) xad —&y8 >0, 6<pB and [, ue(x)dr > Xaégfgw.

e If 7 =0 and g(u) = 0, Yu et al. [29] replaced xad — £y5 with xya — &y in (iii)
and filled the gap between the above (ii) and (iii). In [21], [9] and [29], blow-up
phenomena were analyzed by introducing the linear combination of the solution

components v,w such that z := yv — fw (as to the fully parabolic case 7 = 1,
see [5]).

e If =0 and g(u) = 0, explicit lower bound of blow-up time for system (1.5) was
provided under the condition ya —&v > 0 in the two-dimensional setting (see [23]).

In summary, blow-up phenomena have been well studied in both a parabolic—elliptic
Keller—Segel system and an attraction-repulsion one when logistic sources are missing.
However, blow-up with effect of logistic degradation in a Keller-Segel system has been
investigated, while for an attraction-repulsion system it is still an open problem.

The purpose of this paper is to solve the above open problem. Namely, we examine
finite-time blow-up in the attraction-repulsion system (1.1) and we achieve a lower bound
of the blow-up time.

We now state main theorems. The first one asserts finite-time blow-up in L°-norm.
The statement reads as follows.



Theorem 1.1 (Finite-time blow-up in L*-norm). Let Q@ = Bg(0) C R", n > 3 and
R>0,andlet \€R, u>0, xv,&a,8,7,0 >0. Assume that k > 1 satisfies

k<{% if n€{3,4},

and x, &, o,y > 0 fulfill xa — &y > 0. Then, for all L > 0, m > 0 and mqy € (0, m) one
can find ro = ro(R, A\, i, k, L,m,mg) € (0, R) with the property that whenever ug satisfies
(1.2) and is such that

(1.6)

uo(z) < Llz|™"™=Y for all z € Q (1.7)

as well as
/ uo(z)dr <m  but / uo(z) dz > my,
Q By (0)

there exist Thax € (0,00) and a classical solution (u,v,w) of system (1.1), uniquely de-
termined by

u € C%Q x [0, Tiax)) N C*H(Q X (0, Thnax)),
v, W € m CO([Oa Tmax); Wl’ﬁ(Q» N 0271(6 X (O, TmaX>>v

Y>n

which blows up at t = T.x in the sense that

limsup [[u(-, ¢)| z2o(0) = oo. (1.8)

max

We next state a result which guarantees a solution blows up in L?-norm at the blow-up
time in L*°-norm. The theorem is the following.

Theorem 1.2 (Finite-time blow-up in L7-norm). Let Q = Bg(0) C R", n > 3 and

R > 0. Then, a classical solution (u,v,w) fort € (0, Tyax), provided by Theorem 1.1, is
such that for all o > 3,

limsup [[u(-, )] o) = o0
t/Tmax

Define for all ¢ > 1 the energy function

1 ) , 1o
(t) == ;||u('>t)||L0(Q) with Wy := ¥(0) = ;HUOHLU(Q)' (1.9)

The third theorem provides a lower bound of blow-up time. The result reads as follows.

Theorem 1.3 (Lower bound of blow-up time). Let Q0 = Br(0) CR", n >3 and R > 0.
Then, for all o > 5 and some By > 0, By, B3 > 0 depending on A, p, o, and n, the

blow-up time Ty, provided by Theorem 1.1, satisfies the estimate

oo d
T > / i (1.10)

v, Bin+ Bant + B2’

with 1= oFL, oy o= AT




One of the difficulties in the proofs of the above theorems is that the transformation
z = xv — &w does not work to reduce (1.1) to the Keller—Segel system in the case § # 9,
in contrast to the case = § which ensures the simplification of (1.1) as

u = Au— V- (uVz) + I — pu®, r e t>0,
0=Az+ (xa—£&y)u— pz, xref t>0,

which has already been studied in [12, 26]. To overcome the difficulty, we carry out the
arguments in the literatures without using the above transformation z. In particular, we
need to handle the effect caused by the repulsion term &V - (uVw).

This paper is organized as follows. In Section 2 we give preliminary results on local
existence of classical solutions to (1.1) and some basic and useful facts. In Sections 3
and 4 we prove finite-time blow-up in L*-norm and L7-norm (Theorems 1.1 and 1.2),
respectively. Section 5 is devoted to the derivation of a lower bound of blow-up time
(Theorem 1.3).

2. Preliminaries

We start with the following lemma on local existence of classical solutions to (1.1).
This lemma can be proved by a standard fixed point argument (see e.g., [22]).

Lemma 2.1. Let Q = Br(0) C R", n > 3 and R >0, and let A\ € R, >0, k> 1,
X, & a,8,7,8 > 0. Then for all nonnegative uy € C°(Q) there exists Thax € (0, 00] such
that (1.1) possesses a unique classical solution (u,v,w) such that

ue COQ % [0, Tomax)) N C?HQ X (0, Thax)),
v, W E ﬂ CO[0, Tax); WH(2)) N C*HQ X (0, Tinax)).

9>n
and
u>0, v>0, w>0 foraltée (0,Thau)-
Moreover,
if Tax < 00, then ligTsup (-, )] ooy = 00. (2.1)

Remark 2.1. We can use lim; ~7,,. [|u(:,t)||L>~(o) instead of limsup, g, [[u(-, )] L~ @)
in the blow-up criterion (2.1), because we can construct a classical solution on [0, 7]
with some positive time 7" depending only on |[ug|| =) and discuss the extension of the
classical solution in a neighborhood of its maximal existence time Ty, .y, if Thax < 00.

We next give some properties of the Neumann heat semigroup which will be used later.
For the proof, see [4, Lemma 2.1] and [24, Lemma 1.3].



Lemma 2.2. Suppose (e'®);>o is the Neumann heat semigroup in S, and let y; > 0
denote the first non zero eigenvalue of —A in Q under Neumann boundary conditions.
Then there exist kq, ko > 0 which only depend on Q0 and have the following properties:

(i) if 1 <q<p<oo, then
e 2l ooy < bt 3 2l Loy, V>0 (2.2)

holds for all z € L(9Q).

(ii) If 1 < q <p< oo, then
€2 - 2| oy < ko (1 4+ 275G 0)) e 1 2| pay, ¥ £ >0 (2.3)

is valid for any z € (L9())", where e!®V - is the extension of the operator e*V -
n (G5 ()" to (L))",
In Section 5 we will use the following lemma which is obtained by a minor adjustment
of the power of the Gagliardo—Nirenberg inequality.

Lemma 2.3. Let ) be a bounded and smooth domain of R™ with n > 1. Letr > 1,
0<qg<p<oo,s>0. Then there exists a constant Cqn > 0 such that

171 nay < Con IV AL A2 + 11124 (2.4
for all f € LI(Q) with Vf € (L"(Q)", and a := lilil € [0,1].

Proof. Following from the Gagliardo—Nirenberg inequality (see [16] for more details):
p
1100y < [con (I £ e I £ Ity + 1) ]

with some cgny > 0, and then from the inequality
(a+b)* <2%@*+b*) forany a,b>0, a >0,

we arrive to (2.4) with Con = 2Pcly. O

3. Finite-time blow-up in L*°-norm

Throughout the sequel, we suppose that Q@ = Bg(0) C R™ (n > 3) with R > 0 and
ug satisfies condition (1.2) as well as A € R, > 0, k > 1, x, &, a, 3,7,6 > 0. Then we
denote by (u,v,w) = (u(r,t),v(r,t),w(r,t)) the local classical solution of (1.1) given in
Lemma 2.1 and by Tax € (0, 00) its maximal existence time.

The goal of this section is to prove finite-time blow-up in L*°-norm. To this end,

noting that wug is radially symmetric and so are u, v, w, we first define the functions
1

Ul(s,t) ::/ " tulp,t)dp, s €[0,R"], t €0, Thax),
0

V(s,t) = / o Yolp ) dp, s € [0, R, 1€ [0, To),
0

Sl=

W {(s,t) ::/ " tw(p,t)dp, s€[0,R"], t €0, Thax)-
0



Then we prove the following lemma.

Lemma 3.1. Under the above notation, we have
Uy(s,t) = n*s*" 2 Uss(s,1) + nxaU(s, Uy (s,t) — nxBV (s, )Us(s, 1)
—n&yU(s,t)Us(s,t) + n&oW (s, t)Us(s, t)

+ AU (s,t) — nk_l,u/ Ur(o,t) do (3.1)
0

forall s € (0, R™), t € (0, Trax)-
Proof. By the definitions of U, V, W, we obtain
1

Uslsst) = Tulsh, 1), Ul 1) = %si_lur(si,t),
V(s ) = So(st ), Vis(sit) = —sTu(s%.4)
Wals,t) = “w(st. 1), Waa(s.t) = —s2~lu (5% .4)

for all s € (0, R"), t € (0, Timax). Since u,v,w are radially symmetric functions, we see
from the second and third equations in (1.1) that

nl_l (r" . (r,t), = —au(r,t) + po(r,t),
,
1
yn—1 (rn—lwr(r’ t))T’ - —7u(7“> t) + (S’LU(’I“, t),
from which we obtain
"o (r,t) = —aU(r", t) + BV (r™, t), (3.2)
" lw(rt) = —y U™ t) + W (r", t) (3.3)

for all 7 € (0,R), t € (0,Tmax). Moreover, rewriting the first equation in (1.1) in the
radial coordinates as

1_1 (r"Yu.(r, 1)), — x (u(r, t)r" v (r, 1)),

/rTL
+¢

+ Mu(r, t) — pu(r, t)

wg(r,t) =

Tn—l

(u(r, t)r"tw,.(r, 1)),

Tn—l

and integrating it with respect to r over [0, 5%]7 we have
Ui(s,1) = n°s" U, 1) = nxUs(s.1)s"~Fun(s%. 1)
+ n€UL(s, 1) mw, (s7, 1)
+ AU (s,t) —n* 'y /s Uk(o,t) do
0

for all s € (0, R"), t € (0, Tiax). Thanks to (3.2) and (3.3), we arrive at (3.1). O
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Given p € (0,1), so € (0, R™), we next derive a differential inequality for the moment-
type function ® defined as

50
O(t) := / s P(so—s)U(s,t)ds, t €0, Tmax)-
0
Lemma 3.2. Let A € R, up > 0, x, & a,8,7,0 > 0 and let xa — &y > 0. Assume that
k > 1 satisfies (1.6). Then there is p € (1 — 2,1) with the following property: For all
m >0 and L > 0 there exist s, € (0, R") and Cy > 0 such that whenever ug fulfills (1.2),
(1.7) and [ uo(x) dx < m, for any so € (0,s.) the function @ satisfies

1 249
— b3 () — C’ls{;H P (3.4)

'(t) >
OEFe

for all t € (O,fmax), where Thy = min{1, Ty }. Moreover, for all mg € (0,m) one can

find so € (0,5,) andro = ro(R, A, p, k, L,m,my) € (0, R) such that if [, uo(x) dz > mg
and Tyax > %, then for all t € (0, %),

() > Cosh D2 (t), (3.5)
where Cy is a positive constant.

Proof. By the definition of ® and equation (3.1), we have
P'(t) = /0 " (50 — 5)U(s, ) ds
= n? /080 82_%_17(80 — 5)Uss(s,t) ds
+ n(xa — &) /080 s P(sg— s)U(s, t)Us(s, t)ds
—nxp /OSO sP(sg— $)V (s, t)Us(s,t)ds
+n&o /080 s P(sg— s)W (s, t)Us(s, t)ds
+ )\/080 s P(sg — s)U(s,t)ds —n" "y /080 s P(sg—s) [/OS Uk(a,t) da} ds. (3.6)

Since Us(s,t) = %u(s%,t) > 0 and hence the fourth term on the right-hand side of (3.6)
is nonnegative, we obtain

@'(t) > n’ / N §2 5P (s9 — 8)Uss(s, 1) ds
0
+ n(xa — &) / s P(sg—s)U(s, t)Us(s,t)ds
0
—nxp /80 s P(sg—s)V (s, t)Us(s,t)ds
0

S0 S0 S
+ )\/ s P(sg—s)U(s,t)ds — nk_lu/ s P(sg—s) [/ Uk(a,t) da} ds
0 0 0



for all t € (0, Tinax). Since ya — &y > 0 by assumption, following the steps in [26, (4.3)],
we can derive the differential inequalities (3.4) and (3.5); note that, in the assumption
Trax > % for (3.5) the value % can be replaced with other positive values less than 1. [

Now, we can prove Theorem 1.1.

Proof of Theorem 1.1. Thanks to Lemma 3.2, in particular, from (3.5), we can see
that Thax < 00. Therefore, from blow-up criterion (2.1), we conclude that the finite-time
blow-up in L*-norm occurs. Namely, (1.8) is proved. O

4. Finite-time blow-up in L?-norm

In these next sections we will assume the conditions contained in Theorem 1.1. In
order to prove Theorem 1.2, first we state the following lemmas.

Lemma 4.1. Let Q2 C R", n > 3 be a bounded and smooth domain, and A € R, u > 0,
k> 1. Then for a classical solution (u,v,w) of (1.1) we have

/ udr <m, for allt € (0, Tiax), (4.1)
Q

- M ™
My = max{/ﬂuodx, (M Is] ) } (4.2)
where Ay = max{0, A\}.

with

Proof. Integrating the first equation in (1.1) and applying the divergence theorem and
boundary conditions of (1.1), we obtain

k
4 udx:)\/udx—,u/ukdxg>\+/udaj—,u|§2|1_k</udx> , (4.3)
dt Jo Q Q Q Q

where in the last term we used Hélder’s inequality: [, u < |Q|% (Jo uk)%. From (4.3) we
deduce that y := [, udz fulfills

y'(t) < Apyt) — pyt(t), = plQF forall t € (0, Tinax),
y(0) =90, o= [, uodx.
Upon an ODE comparison argument this implies that
y(t) <m, forall t € (0, Thay)-

The lemma is proved. O

We next prove the following lemma which plays an important role in the proof of
Theorem 1.2.
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Lemma 4.2. Let Q C R™, n > 3 be a bounded and smooth domain. Let (u,v,w) be a
classical solution of system (1.1). If for some og > % there exists C' > 0 such that

lul)lzoniey < C - for all £ € (0. Tu),

then, for some C > 0,
(-, ) oy S € for all t € (0, Thnax)- (4.4)

Proof. For any x € Q, t € (0, Tmax), we set ty := max{0,t — 1} and we consider the
representation formula for u:

u(et) = 3y gy — y / IS - (u(-, 5) V-, )) ds

—|—€/ (t—s AV )Vw( )) ds —l—/ et=9)A [)\u(.’s) _ quk(.,g)} ds

¢
t) + ug(-t) +usg(-t) + ugl(s, t) O
and
0 <ult) < flus (s 8)l[ ooy + llua(s )l ooy + [lus(c, £l oo @) + ual- ). (4.5)
We have
[ur (- )| oo () < max{||uol|Loe(a), maki} =: Cs, (4.6)

with k; > 0 and m, defined in (4.2). In fact, if ¢ < 1, then t; = 0 and hence the maximum
principle yields u; (-, t) < |lug||re(). If t > 1, then t —ty = 1 and from (2.2) with p = oo
and ¢ = 1, we deduce from (4.1) that [Jui (-, #)|| () < ki(t —to) "2 |Ju(-, to)| 1) < maki.
We next use (2.3) with p = oo, which leads to

t
|2(+, ) || oo () < kQX/ (1+(t— s)—a—%)e—m(t—gnu(,’S)VU(.’S)HL(I(Q) ds. (4.7)
to

Here, we may assume that § < 0o < n, and then we can fix ¢ > n such that 1— % > 0,

which enables us to pick 9 € (1,00) fulfilling 3 < 1 — (n ;’O ¢, that is, 7% < 2% Then
by Holder’s inequality, we can estimate

luC )Vl )y < lluts )o@l Vot ol e o
< Collul, )llzao@IVo(s o 2zn - for all s € (0, Tonas),

with some Cy > 0. The Sobolev embedding theorem and elliptic regularity theory applied
to the second equation in (1.1) tell us that ||v(, )H oy < Crl[u(s, 8)|lw2en) < Cg

‘n—oq (Q)

with some C7, Cs > 0. Thus again by Holder’s mequahty and (4.1), we obtain

[u(-, $)Vu(-, 8)||La@) < Collu(, 8)|pao (o)
S Cl(]HU(', S)H%O"(Q) for all s € (Ovaax>7
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with some 6 € (0,1), Cy := CsCs and Cy := Com!~?. Hence, combining this estimate
and (4.7), we infer

t
1l _ny _ s ]
s Dlley < Cankox [ (14 ¢ = 9)F ) Il 5) [y s

to

Now fix any T' € (0, Tryax). Then, since t —tq < 1, we have

t
-1l_n _ _s )
Hu2(~’t)||Loo(Q) S ClOkQX/ (1 + (t — S) 2 2qe :U'I(t )>dS . Sup ||u(',t)’|ioo(g)
to t€[0,T

< Cux sup Ju(, )70, (4.8)
te[0,T

n 1 n
where Cyy = Cioka(1 + pg* ° f)° RN T dr) > 0 is finite, because —3 — 3 > —L
Analogously we can conclude

lus (-, )| o) < Cna€ sup [fu(, )70 (q)- (4.9)
te[0,7

We next prove that there exists a constant Cjo > 0 such that ug(-,t) < Ci. To this end,

we firstly observe that
h(u) == \u — pu® < h(u,) =: Cys,

with u, = (2—;)ﬁ We have

t

a1 t) = /t 2 \u(-, 5) — (-, )] ds < 012/ ds < Cho. (4.10)

to to

Plugging (4.6), (4.8), (4.9) and (4.10) into (4.5), we see that

0 < u(z,t) < C5 4 Cra+ Cri(x +€) sup u(, )]
te[0,T

which implies

%
sup [[u-, 1)l z<(0) < Cra + Cua(_sup [Ju(,8)[rwy) for all T € (0, Tas),

tel0,T) t€[0,T
with O3 := C5 + Cip and C1y = Cyi(x + £). From this inequality with 8 € (0,1), we
arrive at (4.4). O

Proof of Theorem 1.2. Since Theorem 1.1 holds, the unique local classical solution of
(1.1) blows up at t = Tipax in the sense limsup, g, ||, t)|z=@) = oo (ie., (1.8)). By
contradiction, we prove that it blows up also in L7-norm. In fact, if there exist oq > §
and C' > 0 such that

(-, )| Loy < C for all t € (0, Thmay),
then, from Lemma 4.2, there exists C' > 0 such that
(- t)|| o) < € for all t € (0, Tinay),

which is in contradiction to (1.8), so that, if u blows up in L*-norm, then u blows up
also in L7-norm for all o > 3. ]
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5. A lower bound for T,,.x, the proof of Theorem 1.3

Let us consider ¥ (t) = 1 [ u”(z,t) dz, u(z,t) the first component of solutions to (1.1)
and we prove that U satlsﬁes a first order differential inequality.
In the proof of Theorem 1.3 we need an estimate for fQ u’tt dz. To this end, we use

the Gagliardo-Nirenberg inequality (2.4) with f = u2, p = 2(%1), r=2,q=2,s =2
Since o > 7, we have

o1 2(0‘+1)
/ do = ] Fam
QO L

SCGNHV“%HH(Q Hu ||L2

(Q)

(1 6 o 2(0;1)
o) + Conllu? | 12{g,
o+1

= Can /|Vug|2dx> 0jl€0(/ﬂu"dz>%l(l_90)—I—CGN</Qu”dx) 7

(r1)(1-60)
< CGN€150/ \Vus? |? de + Caney (1_ﬁ0)</ ) o(1—Fo)
Q

o+1

+C’GN</Qu”dx) 7
:01(51)/9|Vu3|2d:c+02(51)</ﬂu"d:c)%—i—@(/ﬂu"dx)%ﬂ, (5.1)

with e, > 0, 0y = i T € (0,1) and By = =6, = £ € (0,1). Now, we derive a
differential inequality of the ﬁrst order for V().

U'(t) = / u’ " Audr — X/ u 'V - (uVv) do +5/ 'V - (uVw) do
Q Q Q

+)\/u"d:c—,u/u"+k_1dx
Q Q

= Il —|—IQ —|—Ig +I4 +I5. (52)
We have:
7, = / w T Audr = —(o — 1) / u’ 2| Vul? dr
Q Q
4(0 - ].) o 2
and
o—1 o—1 o
Iy=—x [ v V- (uVv)dr = Vu’ - Vudx
Q Q

= —XU_ L / u’ Av dx
Q

1 —1
/ u’vdr + ona / u” ™ dx
o Ja o Ja

1
< xa / u” ™ dx (5.4)
g Ja
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as well as

I = 5/ w1V - (uVw) d
0

—1 —1
= §5U /u"wdm By /u"Jrl dx
o Ja o Ja

o—1 ot g od1 o+1
<& > (/ ) (/ dx) Qu dx
-1 -1
< 570 5 /Q Tt dr — /Qu”Jrl dx
=0, (5.5)

where the last inequality holds from ( f,, w”*") 1 < ([, uo+1)7+1 established by standard
testing procedures in the equation for w. We now use (5.1) in (5.4) to obtain

. 2(;+1)7n o+1
7 gel(gl)/ |Vu5|2d:)3—|—62(51)</u”dx> "*” —I—Eg,(/u"d:p) " (5.6)
Q Q Q

with ¢ (e1) == xaZ=ci(e1), éaler) == xaZ=ea(er), &3 = xa%=cs. Also, using Holder’s
inequality, we see that

Iy+1s = )\/ u’ dx —u/ u dr
Q Q
o+k—1

§A+/u”dx—u|§2|¥</u”d:c) T (5.7)
Q Q

Substituting (5.3), (5.5), (5.6) and (5.7) in (5.2) we get

2(0+1)—n ot+k—1

\I/,<Bl\II+BQ\IIU —I—Bg\If To—n —B4\If o
S CICIEE— /\Vu2\2dx (5.8)

o+1 2(c+1)— kE ot+k—1

with By := Ap0, By := 30« , B3 1= Gy(e))o 27 , By = u|Q| o0 o .In (5.8) we

choose e; such that ¢ (1) — 4(0 U <0 and neglectlng the negatlve terms, we obtain
/ 2(U+1)
U < BU + ByUs +Bg,\If Zo-n (5.9)
Integrating (5.9) from 0 to Tiax, we arrive to (1.10). O

Remark 5.1. Since u blows up in L7(£2)-norm at finite time T},.y, then there exists a
time t; € [0, Tiax), where W(t;) = Wy, As a consequence, V(t) > W, t € [t1, Trax) SO

that WP < U”WI™ for some p < 72. Moreover, taking into account that 1 < ”TJ’I <
2(o+1)—n
20—n

= 7y, it follows that
U< AU in (ty, Thax), (5.10)

__2 —_n
with A = BiU, > " + ByU, °*" + By. Integrating (5.10) from t; to Tiyax, We derive
the following explicit lower bound of the blow-up time 7T},.x:

Tmax 2 ! 1
A(% - 1)‘1132_
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