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Abstract. This paper deals with the quasilinear parabolic—elliptic chemotaxis system
with logistic source and nonlinear production,

ug =V - (Dw)Vu) = V- (S(uw)Vo) + du — pu®, =€ Q, t >0,
0= Av— Ms(t) + f(u), xeQ, t>0,

where A > 0, 1 > 0, k > 1 and M/ (t) := |_§12\ Jo f(u(x,t)) dz, and D, S and f are functions

generalizing the prototypes
D)= (u+1)""1, Su)=uu+1)*" and f(u)=u"

with m € R, @« > 0 and ¢ > 0. In the case m = o = ¢ = 1, Fuest (NoDEA Nonlinear
Differential Equations Appl.; 2021; 28; 16) obtained conditions for x such that solutions
blow up in finite time. However, in the above system boundedness and finite-time blow-up
of solutions have been not yet established. This paper gives boundedness and finite-time
blow-up under some conditions for m, «, x and /.
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1. Introduction

In this paper we consider the following quasilinear parabolic—elliptic chemotaxis system
with logistic source and nonlinear production:

u =V - (Dw)Vu) = V- (S(u)Vv) + du — pu®, z€Q, t>0,

(11) 0=Av—M(t)+ f(u), reQ t>0,
' Vu-v=Vuv-v=0, r e, t>0,
u(z,0) = ug(x), x € €,

where Q@ C R” (n > 1) is a bounded domain with smooth boundary 9€; A > 0, x> 0 and
k> 1; D, S € C?([0,00)) and D(0) > 0; f € Useon CP ([0,00)) N CH((0, 00));

(1) = ﬁ / f(ulz, 1)) d:

v is the outward normal vector to 9$; ug € Uge (g1 CP(Q) is nonnegative.

The system ([LI) describes a motion of cellular slime molds with chemotaxis, and
the unknown function u = u(x,t) donates the density of cells and the unknown function
v = v(z,t) represents the concentration of the chemical substance at place x € Q and
time ¢ > 0. This system is one of many types of the Keller—Segel system

(12) {ut:Au—V-(qu), re t>0,

vy = Av — v+ u, reQ t>0,

which was proposed by Keller and Segel [9]. A number of variations of the original
system ([L2)) and related results for blow-up (in the radial setting) and boundedness are

introduced in [1, [6l, 11]:

e We first focus on the quasilinear Keller-Segel system,

u =V - (Du)Vu) = V- (S(u)Vv), =€, t>0,
T = Av — v + f(u), reQ, t>0,

where 7 € {0,1}. When f(u) = u, in the parabolic-parabolic setting (7 = 1), Tao
and Winkler [17] showed that solutions are global and bounded under the conditions

that IS)((Z)) < cu? with ¢ < % and ¢ > 0 and that 2 is a convex domain; Ishida et al.

[7] removed the convexity of €; whereas Winkler [21] proved that solutions blow
S(u) 2

Bla) = cu? with ¢ > = and ¢ > 0; In the

parabolic—elliptic setting (7 = 0), Lankeit [10] proved that solutions exist globally
and are bounded in the case ¢ < % and that unbounded solutions are constructed in
the case ¢ > 2. When 7 = 1 and D(u) = 1, S(u) = u and f(u) = v’ with ¢ > 0, Liu
and Tao [13] established global existence and boundedness under the condition that
0 < ¢ < 2; Moreover, in the case that D(u) = (u+ 1)""" and S(u) = u(1 4 u)*!
with m € R and a € R, it was obtained that solutions are global and bounded
under the condition v — m + max {{, 1} < 2 in [15].

up in either finite or infinite time when
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e We next review the quasilinear Keller—Segel system with logistic source,

u =V - (Dw)Vu) = V- (S(u)Vv) + du — pu®, = €Q, t>0,
o, = Av — v + f(u), ref, t>0,

where A > 0, 4 >0, kK > 1 and 7 € {0,1}. As to this system, blow-up phenomena
are suppressed when x > 2 and f(u) = w. Indeed, in the parabolic-parabolic setting
(1 = 1), when D(u) = 1 and S(u) = u, Winkler [20] derived that solutions exist
globally and are bounded if y > 0 is so large and x = 2; When D(u) = (u+ 1)™"!
and S(u) = u(u+ 1)*" with m € R and a € R, global existence and boundedness
were obtained if A\ =y =1,k =2and 0 <a—m+1< 4+—n by Zheng [28]. In
the parabolic-elliptic setting (7 = 0), when D(u) = 1 and S(u) = u, Tello and
Winker [18] showed that solutions exist globally and are bounded in the cases that
k=2 and g > max {0,222} and that £ > 2 and > 0; When D(u) = u™ ! and
S(u) = u® for all w > 1 with m > 1 and « > 0, Zheng ﬂﬂﬂ proved global existence
and boundedness in the cases that x > 1 and o + 1 < max {m + %, li} and that
k>1,a+1=kand > o for some py > 0. On the other hands, in the parabolic—
elliptic setting, it is known that blow-up occurs under the some conditions for x > 1
when f(u) = u. When D(u) = 1 and S(u ) = u, Winkler [24] presented that if
l<rh<ime{34})andl <k <1+ ) (n > 5), then solutions blow up in

finite time; Similar blow-up results were obtained in the case that D(u) = (u+1)""*
and S(u) = u(u+1)*"! with m > 1 and a > 0 (see [2}, 14}, [16]).

e We turn our eyes into the quasilinear parabolic—elliptic chemotaxis system

u =V - (Dw)Vu) = V- (S(u)Vv), e, t>0,
0=Av— M(t)+ f(u), re, t>0.

A simplification of this system was introduced by Jéger and Luckhaus [§]. When
D(u) = (u+ 1)™"! with m € R, S(u) = v and f(u) = u, Cieslak and Winkler [3]
derived global existence and boundedness in the case 2 —m < 2 and finite-time
blow-up in the case 2 —m > 2; When D(u) = (u+1)™"! and S( ) = u(u+ 1)
with m < 1 and o € R as well as f(u) = u, Winkler and Djie [25] proved that
solutions are global and bounded if « —m + 1 < %, whereas finite-time blow-up
occurs if & —m +1 > 2; When D(u) = 1, S(u) = u and f(u) = u’ with ¢ > 0,
Winkler [23] obtained that solutions exist globally and remain bounded in the case

! < % and that there exist solutions which are unbounded in finite time in the

case £ > 2; When D(u) = (u+ 1)™"1, S(u) = v and f(u) = u’ with m € R and
‘>0, global existence and boundedness were established if / —m + 1 < % by Li
[12]. Moreover, in [12] it was asserted that finite-time blow-up occurs under the
condition that £/ —m + 1 > % However, this condition should be repaired because
from assumptions of [12) Lemma 3.5] we can obtain the condition that

(1.3) (—(m—1).>2 where (m—1)s = max{0,m— 1}:
n

When D(u) =1, S(u) = u(u + 1) ! and f(u) = u’ with « > 0 and ¢ > 0, Wang
and Li [19] derived the critical value o + ¢ — 1 = 2.
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In the system (L)), when D(u) =1, S(u) = u and f(u) = u, Winkler [22] showed
thatif 1 < kK < %4—2”1_2 (n > 5), then there exists a solution blowing up in finite time;
Moreover, a similar blow-up result was obtained in the case that D(u) = (u+1)™"!
with m > 1 in [2]; Furthermore, Fuest [5] showed that solutions blow up in finite
time under the conditions that 1 < x < min{2,2} and g > 0 (n > 3) and that
k=2and u € (O, "7_4) (n > 5); In the two dimensional setting and x = 2, global
existence and boundedness were established when fQ up < 8m, whereas finite-time

blow-up occurs when [, ug < mqg with mg > &7 in [4].

summary, in [2], [4, [5, [22], blow-up results were derived in the chemotaxis system

with logistic source and linear production. However, boundedness and blow-up results
were not obtained in the quasilinear chemotaxis system with logistic source and nonlinear
production (when D(u) = 1 and S(u) = u, recently, Yi et al. [26] derived the blow-up

result

under the condition that £ +1 > x (1+ 2)).

Our aim of this paper is to present conditions that solutions of (L)) are bounded or
blow up. Before we state the main results, we give conditions for the functions D, S and
f as follows:

(1.4)
(1.5)

(1.6)

D € C*(]0,00)) is positive;

S € C*(]0,00)) is nonnegative and nondecreasing;

fe U CP ([0, 00)) N C*((0,00)) is nonnegative and nondecreasing.
pe(0,1)

We now state the main theorems. The first one asserts boundedness of solutions.

Theorem 1.1. Let Q@ C R™ (n > 1) be a smooth bounded domain, and let § € (0,1],

meR, a>0,AX>0,u>0 k>1andl > 0. Assume that ug € UBE(O,I) CP(Q) is
nonnegative and D, S and f satisfy (L), (L) and (L) as well as

(1.7)
and

(1.8)

D(&) > Cp(E+0)™",  S(€) < Cs&(E+6)*" forall € >0

f(&) < L& forall€ >0

with Cp > 0, Cs > 0 and L > 0. Suppose that m, «, i, k and ¢ fulfill that

(1.9)

(1.10)

Then

which
there

ifa+ 10 < max{m+%,/~f}, then > 0,
n(la+0—m)—2
20 —1)+n(a+Ll—m)
there exists an ezxactly one pair (u,v) of functions
{u € C°(Q x [0, 00)) N CFL(Q x (0, 00)),
V€ Nyon CY([0, 00); WH4(Q)) N C*0(Q x (0, 00))

if a + 0 =K, then > CsL.

solves (L) classically. Moreover, the solution (u,v) is bounded in the sense that
exists C' > 0 such that

|u(-,t)||Looy < C for allt € (0, 00).
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We next state a result such that solutions blow up in finite time.

Theorem 1.2. Let Q) := Br(0) C R™ (n > 1) be a ball with some R > 0, and let 6 € (0, 1],
meR, a>0,A>0,u>0,k>1andl>0. Assume that D, S and f satisfy (L4,

([CH) and (L) as well as

(1.11) D(€) < Cp(E+0)",  S(€) > Cs(€+ )" forall >0
and
(1.12) f&) > Le forall€ >0

with Cp > 0, Cs > 0 and L > 0. Suppose that
. 2
(1.13) ifm>0, then a+/{> max{m—l—gl-ﬂ,f@},
. 2
(1.14) ifm <0, then a4+ /{>max {—m, H} :
n

Then for all My > 0 there ezist ey € (0, My) and r, € (0, R) with the following property:
If

(1.15)
uy € U C?(Q) is nonnegative, radially symmetric, nonincreasing with respect to ||
Be(0,1)
and
(1.16) /uo(x) de = My and / wo(z) dz > My — o,
Q Br, (0)

then there exist T* € (0,00) and an ezactly one pair (u,v) of functions

u e COQ % [0,7%) N C>1 (81 x (0,T%)),
v € Myan CO0, T7); WH(Q)) N C29Q x (0,T*))

which solves (1)) classically and blows up in the sense that

lim

AT u(-, t)HLoo(Q) = Q.

Remark 1.1. As to Theorem [[1] letting x — 1 implies that the condition (L9) reduces
the condition

2
a+€<max{m+—,1},
n

which is a generalized condition such that solutions remain bounded in [12}, 19), 23]. Also,
as to Theorem [[L2] we see that the condition (I.I3]) with m = 1 and k — 1 is a generalized
condition such that solutions blow up in finite time in [19] 23].
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Remark 1.2. When o = 1, letting k — 1 entails from (LI3) and (I.I4]) that

Y

|

2
, we obtain from (3] that ¢ > 2, whereas we can observe

m—1+—,0
n

, then £>max{

fm>0

i

(1.17)

if m <0, then £>maX{—1+%,0}.

(1.18)

improve

—1,0}. Thus the conditions (LI7) and (II8)
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Moreover, in the case that m = 1 and a = 1, we can establish that

2
1—i—£>max{1+—f<a,/<a}.
n

(1.19)

1S an

1011

KJ}, we can make sure that the condit

on the condition in [26].
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The proofs of Theorems [L.1] and are based on those in [23]. As to the proof of
Theorem [LI, our purpose is to establish an LP-estimate for u. In order to obtain an
LP-estimate, we consider three cases. With regard to the proof of Theorem [[L2] we first
define the mass accumulation function

w(s,t) == / " tu(p,t)dp for s €[0,R"] and t € [0, Thax),
0
where s := r" for r € [0, R], and transform the system (ILI]) to the parabolic equation

1 -
wy = n2s2_%D(nws)wss — —sS(nws) My (1)
n

+ %S(nws)/ f(nws(o,t))do + Aw — n”_l,u/ w (o, t) do.
0 0

Next, we introduce the moment-type functional

o(t) == / s 7(sp — s)w(s,t)ds
0
and the functional w0
W(t) = / s (sg — s)wi (s, t) ds
0

with some sy € (0, R") and v € (—o0,1). By using the above functionals, we will derive
nonlinear differential inequalities ¢’ > ¢, — cy. In order to attain this inequality, we
apply the inequality ¢ > e3¢+ (in [26] the inequality 1 > cadp s with some ¢; > 0 was
obtained). Moreover, in the case m = 0, due to use the estimate log(a + ) < %ae + ¢5 for
all € > 0 with some ¢5 > 0, we can improve the condition (L3 to the conditions (LI7)

and (LIS).

This paper is organized as follows. In Section 2] we recall local existence and show
Theorem [Tl In Section Bl we prove Theorem and give open problems.

2. Boundedness

In this section we derive global existence and boundedness in (I.1]). We first introduce
a result on local existence of classical solutions to (LI]). This lemma can be proved by a
standard fixed point argument (see e.g., [25]).

Lemma 2.1. Let Q@ C R" (n > 1) be a smooth bounded domain, and let A > 0, p > 0
and k> 1. Assume that uo € Uge(q 1 CP(Q) is nonnegative and D, S and f fulfill (L4),
(C3) and (LE). Then there exist T € (0,00] and a unique classical solution (u,v) of
(CI) satisfying

u € COQ x [0, Tiax)) N C%HQ X (0, Thnax)),

v € Nysn C[0, Tinax); WH(Q2)) N C*Y(Q X (0, Tinax))-
Moreover, u > 0 in Q X (0, Thax) and

Zf Tnax < 0, then t}}%}:ﬂ Hu(vt)||L°°(Q) = o0.

If ug is radially symmetric, then so are u(-,t) and v(-,t) for all t € (0, Thax)-
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In the following we assume that @ C R" (n > 1) is a smooth bounded domain and
e (0,1],meR, a>0,A>0,u>0,x>1and ¢ >0. Also, we suppose that D, S and
f satisfy (L7) and (L8). Moreover, let (u,v) be the solution of (LIl on [0, Tix) as in
Lemma 2.1l We next recall the following lemma which is obtained from the first equation

in (LI).

Lemma 2.2. The classical solution u satisfies that

(2.1) /Qu(:n,t) dr < M, := max {/Quo(:v) du, (%|Q|“_1) ﬁ} for all t € (0, Thax)-

Proof. Integrating the first equation in (LT)) and using Hélder’s inequality, we have

i/ud:cﬁk/ud:c—mml_” (/ud:c)
dt Jo Q Q

for all ¢ € (0, Thyax). By an ODE comparison argument we attain (2.1]). O

In order to see global existence and boundedness of solutions, it is sufficient to make

sure that for each nonnegative initial data ug € (J 5e(0,1) CP(Q) and for any p > 1 we can
take C'= C(p) > 0 such that

(2.2) / uP(z,t)de < C for all t € (0, Tipax)-
Q

In the following subsections we will prove (22) in three cases as follows:
e Case 1. a+£<m+% and p > 0.

e Case 2. a4+ <k and pu > 0.

e Case 3. a+( =k and pu > 2(;1(‘11;%(;”53@ CgL.

2.1. Case 1. oz—l—€<m+% and p > 0.
In this subsection we derive (Z2) under the condition that o +¢ < m + 2 and p > 0.

Lemma 2.3. Let > 0 and assume that m € R, a > 0 and ¢ > 0 satisfy
2

Then for any p > max{1,2—m,2 — (a+¢),2(1—m)+ (2 — 1) (a+—1)} there is
C > 0 such that

(2.4) / uP(z,t)de < C for allt € (0, Thax)-
Q



Proof. By virtue of the first equation in (L)) and D(u) > Cp(u + §)™ !, we have

(2.5) (u +0)Pdr < —p(p—1)Ch / (u + 0)PT™ 3| Vul? dx

dt o

+p(p—1) /Q(u + 6)P72S(u)Vu - Vo dx

+p>\/ (u—i—é)p_l dx—p,u/ “(u+ 8P d

p+m_1 /\V +6)"

+plp—1) /Q v </ (€4 6)P725(¢) df) - Voda

0
+p>\/ u(u+ 0)P~tdx — p,u/ u(u+ 6P dx
Q Q

= [1—|—IQ—|—13+[4

|2da:

for all ¢ € (0, Thyax). Noting from S(¢&) < Cg(§ +6)* and p > 1 — « that

/Ou<£ + 5)])—25(5) dg S CS /Ou<£ _|_ 5)104'0!—2 dg S ]%(U _'_ 5)p+a—1’

from (L])) and the second equation in ([.T]) we can obtain

(2. === [ ( [ erarsie d£) Avds

0
p(p — I)CS pta—1
<PES [ oyt i) da

< p(p —1)CsL /(u + 5)p+a+€—1 dx
p+a—1 Jq

for all t € (0, Tinax). As to I3 and Iy, since we see from elementary calculations that there
exists € > 0 so small such that

(u+0)" < (1+e)u”+ C.f,

rk—1
where C. == [ —2—— > (), we can observe
1—(1+e) »-1

(2.7) I3+ I

C
< pA 5Pt dy — LE / )Pl gy 4 PHZE 5/5 5)P1d
<p /Qu(u—i—) A Q(u—l—) x+1+8 Q(u—ir) x

< &/(u o de — 2 [ (sl de
Q 1‘|‘5 Q



for all ¢ € (0, Tinax), where C. := max {pX p“CE} > 0. From (Z3)—(27) it follows that

7 14e

(2.8) %/g(w&)p da

p+m_1 /|V +5

p . p/“L p+r—1
+c€/9(u+5) iz —1+€/Q(u+5) da

—1 —1 L
T |2 da + p—(p+ a)oi /(u + §)Prettt dy
p - Q

for all t € (0, Tiyax). Here, let

ptm—1 p+m—1
0 — 2 2(pta+£-1)
oprmol 1
2 2

From p > max{1,2—m,2 — (a+£),2(1—=m)+ (2 —1) (a+¢—1)} we see 6 € (0,1).
Thus we can apply the Gagliardo-Nirenberg inequality to find ¢; > 0 such that

+a+l-1 ptm= Ly 2
@9) [ (e 0P =+ | L
) L™ pFm=T ()
P+m 1 2(p+6:n+e D P+m 1 2(p+(:;rl 1)(1 9)
<allV+6) 2 |l u+d0) =2 HL;’:#;(Q)
'm 2(pta+f—1)
el (ut ) TF | iy
LPFm=1(Q)
for all ¢ € (0, Tiyax). Moreover, thanks to (2.3]), we have
2(p+oz+€—1)9_ p+a+l—2 <9
p+m—1 tlp+m—-2+2) 7

Hence, noticing from Lemma that [, udz < M,, from (Z9) and Young’s inequality
we can take ¢y > 0 such that

(210) =10 / (u+ 6Pt dr < / V(u+6)"
p+a—-1 Jq p+m—1

1‘2dI+CQ

for all t € (0, Thax). A combination of (Z.8)) and (ZI0) yields that

° (u+5)pdx<0/(u+5)pdx— pu /(u+5)p+"‘_1d:)§+02
Q

0 2(1+¢)
for all ¢ € (0, Thyax). By Holder’s inequality there exists ¢z > 0 such that

ptr—1

(u+ 0) d — 3 (/Q(uw)m) " te

(u+5)pd:E<C/

dt o

for all £ € (0, Tipax), which yields (2:4) by an ODE comparison argument. O
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2.2. Case 2. a+ /¢ <k and p > 0.
In this subsection we show (Z2) under the condition that o + ¢ < k and p > 0.

Lemma 2.4. Let yn > 0 and assume that o >0, k > 1 and { > 0 satisfy
(2.11) a4+l < K.

Then for any p > 1 there exists C' > 0 such that

(2.12) / uP(x,t)de < C for allt € (0, Thax)-
Q

Proof. We know that there exist £ > 0 and C. > 0 such that (28) holds. By virtue of

(2100), we have

pta+l—1<p+r-—1.
Thus, by using Young’s inequality, we can find ¢; > 0 such that
pp — 1)CSL/ +ati-1 DH / +r—1
2.13 —_ 0)PTe dr < —— 0P d
(2.13) p+a—1 Q(u+ ) x_4(1+€) Q(u+ ) Tt

for all ¢t € (0, Tihax). Combining (2.13]) with (2.8) and applying Hélder’s inequality, we
observe that there exists ¢o > 0 such that

ptr—1

(u+0) dz — 3 (/Q(u+5)pda:) "y

d _
— u—l—é”szCE/
o Q( ) g

for all ¢ € (0, Tiax). Accordingly, we see that (2.12]) holds. O

2.3. Case 3. a+/(=r and p > 2(07_((11)1gn_(ﬂﬁm)05L-

In order to prove (2.2) under the condition that a+¢ = x and p > 5 n(oté-m)—2 7CsL,

(a—1)+n(at+l—m
we first derive the LP-estimate for some p < 1 + (ngf e

Lemma 2.5. Let it > 0 and assume that « > 0, k > 1 and £ > 0 satisfy o« +¢ = k. Then
for any p € (1, 1+ ﬁ) there exists C' > 0 such that

/ uP(z,t)de < C for all t € (0, Tinax)-
)

. . o e
Proof. Since the condition p < 1 + Cole implies that

plp—1)CsL

<0
p+a—1 p=5

we can take ¢ > 0 small enough such that

plp—1)CsL  pp

< 0.
p+a—1 1+e¢
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Thus we have that there exists 6’ > 0 such that

d —1 ~
p < 2 p
7 (u+5) dz -~ 1 /|V —|—5 | d:):+C€/Q(u+5) dx

bu . - ].)CSL /( + 5);0—1—/@—1 dr
1+¢€ p+a—1 Q

for all t € (0, Thax). By using Hélder’s inequality, we obtain ¢; > 0 such that

cjt (u+5)pdaj<C’/u+5pdx—cl</(u+5)pdx)
Q

for all t € (0, Thhax), and thereby we can arrive at the conclusion. O

ptr—1

Next we establish the LP-estimate for any p > 1.
Lemma 2.6. Assume thatm € R, a >0, 4 >0, kK > 1 and { > 0 satisfy

n(la+0—m)—2

2.14 (= d
(2.14) o+ K an 'u>2(a—1)+n(a+€—m)

CsL.

Then for any p > 1 there exists C' > 0 such that

(2.15) / uP(z,t)de < C for all t € (0, Tiax)-
Q

Proof. The second condition of (2I4) yields that

(1+ﬁ) —g(a+€—m)>0.

Therefore we can pick some py € (g(a +0—m), 1+ ) Thanks to Lemma 2.5

(Cs L 1)+
we see that there exists ¢; > 0 such that

(2.16) / u” dr < ¢
Q
for all ¢ € (0, Trax). Moreover, we choose
p>max{p0,p0+1—mp0+1—(a+£) —(1—m)+ (g—l) (a+£—1)}

and take ¢ > 0 and C. > 0 such that (23) holds. Applying the Gagliardo—Nirenberg
inequality, we have

2(ptate—1)
/ (w4 S)PH O dy — [[(u 4 )25 T

Q LT PrmT ()
2(pta+i—1) 5 . 2(pta+e—1) 1-0
< e[ V(u+ ) gy )= e

LpFm=T ()
1 2(p+a+7€71)
teall(u+o) 2 || P
LFFm=T (Q)

12



for all ¢ € (0, Tiyax) With some ¢y > 0, where

ptm—1 p+m—1
0 2po 2(p+a+é 1)
o p+m—1 + 11 S (O> 1)'
2po 2

Here, we note from py > 4(a + ¢ — m) that

+a+0—1 +m—1 2 atl—m
pt+ati-1); , T —1-(Emte2on) ot s
p+m—1 ptmol 11 “mmiy1 1<
2po n 2 2po n 2

Thus, due to ([ZI6) and Young’s inequality, we can show that there is ¢35 > 0 such that

—1)CsL
p(p )_CYS /(u+5)p+a+£—1 dl’ ~ / |V _I_(S
p+a—1 Jqo p+m 1

for all t € (0, Tipax). From (2.8)) and (2I7) we infer that

(2.17) 1|2dat+03

(u+5)pd:c<C’/u+5pdx i /(u+5)p+“_1dx+03
Q

dt 1+4+¢

for all ¢ € (0, Trnax), which implies that (Z.I3]) holds. O

2.4. Proof of Theorem [1.1]

In this subsection we complete the proof of boundedness.

Proof of Theorem[L 1. Thanks to (L) and (L.I0), we can apply Lemmas 23] 2.4 and 2.6
Therefore, for any p > 1 we can find ¢; > 0 such that

/updx§01
Q

for all £ € (0, Tinax). By the Moser iteration (see [I7, Lemma A.1]), we obtain
[uls D)l =) < 00

for all ¢ € (0, Thyax), which concludes the proof. O

3. Finite-time blow-up

In this section we will show Theorem[[.2 In the following let Q2 := Bg(0) C R™ (n > 1)
be a ball with some R > 0 and let A > 0, u > 0 and xk > 1. Also, we suppose that D, S and
f fulfill (L4), (LH) and (L4), respectively, and uq satisfies (L15). Moreover, introducing
r = |z|, we denote by (u,v) = (u(r,t),v(r,t)) the radially symmetric local solution of
(TT) on [0, Thnax). Based on [8], we define the mass accumulation function w such that

3=

(3.1) w(s,t) := / " tu(p,t)dp for s €[0,R"] and t € [0, Thax)-
0

13



This implies that

1 1 1 1
ws(s, t) :—u(s%,t) and  wg(s,t) = —sn tu,(sn, 1)

n n?

for all s € (0, R") and t € (0, Tax). Thus we have from the first equation in (IL1]) that

(3.2) wy = n232_%D(nws)wss - 31_%S(nws)vr + Aw — n“_l,u/ wh(o,t) do
0

for all s € (0, R") and t € (0, Thyax), and see from the second equation in (L.1]) that

1 - 1 [°
(3.3) sty = J\/[f(t)f - _/ f(nws(o,t)) do

nonJ
for all s € (0, R") and t € (0, Tyyax). From [B.2)) and ([B.3)) it follows that
1 o
(3.4) wy > n232_%D(nws)wss — EsS(nws)Mf(t)
1 S S
+ ES(nws)/ f(nws(o,t)) do — n“_lu/ wr(o,t)do
0 0

for all s € (0, R™) and t € (0, Tipax)-

In Subsection B.Ilwe recall some lemmas in order to obtain inequalities for a derivative
of a moment-type functional. In Subsection we establish some estimates which lead
to differential inequalities for the moment-type functional. The proof of Theorem is
shown in Subsection Finally, we give open problems in Subsection 3.4

3.1. Preliminaries
We first derive the concavity of w.

Lemma 3.1. Assume that ug satisfies (LI0). Then
up(r,t) <0 forallr € (0,R) and t € (0, Trax),
that is, for w as in ([B1)
wss(s,t) <0 forall s € (0, R") and t € (0, Trax)-

Proof. By an argument similar to that in the proof of [23] Lemma 2.2] or [2) Lemma 5.1],
we can prove this lemma. O

Given sy € (0, R") and v € (—00, 1), we set the moment-type functional

o(t) == /OSO s (sp — s)w(s,t)ds fort € [0, Thax)-

Moreover, we introduce the functional
S0
»(t) ::/ s (sg — s)w (s, t)ds for t € (0, Tinax)
0

14



and

M — S0 ) 82_7}
(I=72=7wn "
Next we recall the following two lemmas which were showed in [23].

Lemma 3.2. Assume that ug satisfies (LIH) and let so € (0, R") and v € (—o0,1). Then

So 1 4sg
—,t)§—~ M50 ltes,.
w<2 o ( 27(3_7)) forallt € Sy
The following lemma is obtained from Lemmas Bl and B2 (see [23, Lemma 3.2]).
Lemma 3.3. Assume that ug satisfies (L15) and let sy € (0, %] and y € (—o0,1). Then

5, = {t € (0, Toas) | 6(1) =

(3.5) Me(t) < f, + 1 /S f(nws(o,t))do forall s € (0,s9) and t € Sy,
2s Jo

where

In order to derive differential inequalities for ¢ we establish an estimate for ¢'.

Lemma 3.4. Assume that f fulfills (L12) and uo satisfies (LI5). Let s € (0, %] and
v € (—o0,1) as well as

2
Then
(3.8) o' (t) > ﬁL/SO 5177 (s — 8)S(nwy(s, t))w(s, t) ds
2 Jo
f

_ 27 /Oso SI_W(SQ - S)S(nws(s>t)) ds

n

50
+ n2/ 32_%_”(30 — 8)D(nws(s, t))wss(s, t) ds
0

S0 s
- n“_l,u/ s (sg — s) {/ wh(o,t) da} ds
0 0

= [1—|—IQ—|—[3+[4
for allt € Sy, where f, > 0 is defined as ([B0).
Proof. Invoking ([3.4) and ([B.0), we have

(3.9) wy > 125> 8 D(nws)wss — %ssmws)

1 S S
+ %S(nws)/o f(nws(o,t)) do — n“_lu/o wr(o,t) do

15



for all s € (0,£%] and t € S,. Here, we note from Lemma B that
ws(o,t) > ws(s,t) (0 <s).

Thanks to this inequality and (LI2]), we see that
(3.10) S(sws)/ f(nwy(o,t)) do > LS(an)/ (nws(o, 1)) do > n'LsS(nw,)w’
0 0

for all s € (0,£%] and t € S,. By virtue of (3.9) and (BI0), we attain (B3). O

4

3.2. Estimates for the four integrals in the inequality (B8.8)

In this subsection, in order to derive different inequalities for ¢ we show estimates for
the four integrals in ([B.8]) by using lower bound for ¥. We first provide the estimate for
I + I in the following lemma.

Lemma 3.5. Assume that S and f fulfill (LI1)) and (LI2), and uo satisfies (LI5). Let
S0 € (0, %} and v € (—o0,1). Suppose that o > 0 and ¢ > 0 satisfy

(3.11) a+l>1.
Then there exists Cy = Cy(a, l, L,Cs) > 0 and Cy = Cy(R, o, €, L,y) > 0 such that
(3.12) L+ 1, > Cy(t) — Cysi

forallt € Sy.

Proof. We define the function y 4 as the characteristic function of the set A and put

o (MY
C:= (T) > 0.

As to I, noticing that S is nondecreasing, we see that

50
(3.13) b:_%/5mmmxﬁﬂ%—@ﬂmwﬁ
0
f’}/ %0 S B
=2 [ Xy (50— )5 (o, ds

0
> —— /0 X{nws(-,t)26}sl_’y(80 - S)S(TL'LUS) ds

Sy o [ -
—ﬁS(C) ; X{nws(.,t)<6}51 (s0 — s)ds

for all t € Sy. Moreover, we have that

Sy [ _
(3.14) —ﬁ . X{nws(.,t)zé}sl (80 — 8)S(nw;) ds
s /80 1- nw, )
> —— oS (s — s)S (nws — d
=", X{nws(-t)>C}S (s0 — 8)S(nw;) C S
nf—l S0
= _TL/ s177 (59 — 8)S(nwy)wt ds
0
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and

e /SO - f>5(C) 3
3.15 —2LS(C oS sy —8)ds > — so 7
( ) n ( ) 0 X{nws(,t)<C} ( 0 ) (2 _7)(3_7)71 0
for all t € Sy. In light of ([B.13)-(3.15]), we observe that
Y 1-S(C) _
3.16 L+1L>—L (59 — 8)S(nws)wh ds — . o7
B16) Rz T [ s Sl ds - ]

for all t € Sy. Recalling (LT1), we can obtain

(3.17) /080 s (sg — 8)S(nwy)wt ds > nCy /080 s'77 (59 — 8)(nw, + 0)*tw T ds
for all t € S,. If @ > 1, then it follows from (nws 4+ §)*~! > (nw,)*! that

(3.18) nCyg /Oso s177(sg — 8)(nws + 6)* twt ™ ds > n*Csah(t)

for all ¢t € Sy. Hence, in the case o > 1 a combination of ([B.16), BI7) and [B.I3) yields
(BI2). On the other hand, if a < 1, then we can show from wt! = tw!(nw, + ¢ — 9)
that

S0
(3.19) nC’g/ s'7 (s — 8)(nws + 0)*Lwt T ds
0
S0
= nCS/ X{nws(-,t)Z(S}Sl_ﬁ/(SO — 8)(nw, + 6)* twtt ds
0

S0
+ an/ X{nws(,7t)<5}sl_”(so — s)(nws + 5)0‘_1wﬁ+1 ds
0

«

Z 21—a

50
+ C’g/ X{nws(,7t)<5}sl_'y(so — s)(nws + 5)aw§ ds
0

50
CS/ X{nws(.,t)zg}sl_V(SO — s)w*ds
0

s0
— 505/ X{nws(.,t)@}sl_”(so — s)(nws + 5)0‘_1w£ ds
0

v

50
CS/ X{mws(-0)z8)8" " (s0 — s)wg ™ ds
0
s0
+ naCS/ X{nws(.7t)<5}sl_7(80 — s)w ds
0
50
- 505/ X (-0<sys' (80 — ) (nws + 8)* M wids
0

for all t € Sg. Noting from av < 1 that

1-«a
- nw - — - —
(nws+5)a lwﬁ _ ( _T_5> ne lw?+€ 1 Sna lw?+€ 17
Nws

17



we establish that
s0
- 505/ X{nws(,7t)<5}sl_“/(so — 8)(nws + 5)0‘_1wﬁ ds
0
S0
> —na_lcs/ Xinw, (1)<sS' 7 (50 — 8)wd T ds
0

50
> —n“‘le/ Xinws(-t)<s1S (80 — s) ds

for all t € Sy. From this inequality and (3.19]) we see that

ne na—ICS

Cs(t) —
3= T e )
for all t € Sy. Thus, in the case a < 1, from ([B.16]), (3.17) and ([B.20) we attain (3.12). O

3—y
So

S0
(3.20) nCS/ s (so — 8)(nw, + 6)*twt T ds >
0

Next, we show the estimate for I3.

Lemma 3.6. Assume that D fulfills (LII) and uo satisfies (LIG). Let so € (0,%-].
Suppose that m € R, o> 0, £ > 0 and v € (—o0, 1) satisfy

2 14
(3.21) ifm>0, then a+{>m and 2——-L>%
n a+l—m
2
(3.22) if m <0, then 2——>1.
n

Then there exist € > 0, C, = Cy(m,a, ¢,8,v,Cp) > 0 and Cy = Cy(m, d,v,Cp) > 0 such
that

(B—y)ottm 2 3—y—2 .
—Cys o mheti(t) — Cys n if m >0,
1 ?3_7)a+e—s_g ¢ ) ( ) 2 30%{_2 f
(3.23) I3 = § —Cisg ot T rpari(t) — Cysy | " if m =0,
2
—C’2sg T me <0

forallt € Sy.

Remark 3.1. In this lemma, the constants C; > 0 and C5 > 0 are depend on §. However,
in the case m > 0, we can take them which are independent of §.

Proof. We have from (LIT) that

I3 > n2C’D/ 32_%_“’(30 — 8)(nws + 8)™ w,, ds
0
= nCD/ §2 5 (59 — s)i {/ (E+6)m ! d§} ds
0 ds {Jo
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for all t € Sy. Since it follows that

1
— (nws + §)™ if m > 0,
nws m
/ (€4 6™ tde < { log(nw, +0) —logd if m =0,
0
1
——m if m <0,
m

we obtain from integrating by parts that

( n 9 LI - ,
——Cp(2—=—7 s n 7 (so— s)(nws + )" ds if m >0,
m n 0
2 50
(3.24) Iy > ¢ -nCp (2 - == ’Y) / s (s — s) log (nws + 1) ds ifm=0,
n 0 0
n 2 50 1—2_ .
—0"Cp (2———7 s n 7(sg—s)ds ifm<0
Wi n 0

for all t € S,. First, we show the estimate ([B23) in the case m > 0. By applying the
inequality (nws + )™ < 2™((nwy)™ + §™), we know that

S0 S0
(3.25) / sl_%_”(so — s)(nws + )" ds < anm/ 81_%_”(80 — s)w!*ds
0 0

for all t € Sy. Invoking from (B3.21]) that 5 < 1, we see from Holder’s inequality that

S0 m
_ _m_ 1— atl—m 2 at+l—m
Jl — 2mnm/ [81 'Y(SO _ S)w?-i-q a+l | S( ) at? n(SO — S) atl (s
0
at+l—m

m S0 o att
< 2MpMparr(t) - </ P AT (s0 — s) ds)
0

for all t € Sy. Moreover, thanks to the condition 2 — % . af%m > 7y, we can observe

50 2 a+t-l
1—~y—2._atl 3—y—5- =

/ S T—n ati—m (80 _ 8) dS — CISO n at+l—m
0

)

where

Thus we establish that

o a+€}m (3_7)a+£}m_g m
(3.26) Jp < 2Mn™Me, Y s, o Mahati(t)
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for all t € Sy. Also, since 2 — v — % >2—~y—2. 9ot 5 (and§ <1, it follows that

n atl—m
2mem 2—y—2 om 92
E—-D6--29" SC-1-3HB-1-7
In the case m > 0, from ([B.24)-(B27) we can deduce that
_2mnm+1C’D ( 2 ) atl—m (3 yatlm_2 2"nCp 2—y—2

(327)  Jy=

I3 > 2—— =) 5 G TyRi(t) —

m n

for all ¢ € S,, which implies ([B:23). Next, we confirm that the estimate (.23 holds in
the case m = 0. Due to (B.21)) with m = 0, we can take € > 0 small enough such that
2 a+/

a+fl>e and 2— —

— > .
n at+l—¢ i

Furthermore, we have that

NWs 1 /nw, S | 1
< - = e_Z,
10g< o +1>_5< ) +1> € 65£(nws+5) 3
In light of ([3.24]), we obtain that
2 50
(3.28) I3 > _nCo (2 —— = fy) / s'7w 7 (s — 8)(nws + 0)° ds
£0¢ n 0

2 0
_nC (2 - —— fy) / 31_%_7(30 —s)ds
g n 0

for all t € Sy. As in the case m > 0, we can verify that

C 2 50

(3.29) — Z&D (2 - 7) / 51—%—“f(50 — s)(nws + 9)° ds
0

2nstiC 2 afloe (3_p)atlce_2 2°nC' 2-—n—2

Z_TD (2_5_7) C2a+l 80 Y a+l nwa+e(t>——ig)so T~ n

for all t € Sy, where
! >0
Co 1= o a .
2-v-2-55)B-7-2-355)
On the other hand, we see that
C 2 0 C 2
(3.30) I <2 - — = 7) / sl_%_”(so —s)ds = —n—D283 T,
0 e@-7-3)
Accordingly, a combination of (B28)-([330) yields (323). Finally, in the case m < 0, we
can show from ([3.24)) that

n 2 S0 g nd™Cp 3_y—2
—0"Cp (2——— =0 (sg — s)ds = n
- D( - 7)/0 s (so — s)ds m(3—7—%)80 :

which concludes the proof. O
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In the following lemma we derive the estimate for .

Lemma 3.7. Assume that uy satisfies (LIH). Let so € (0,%]. Suppose that o > 0,
k>1,0>0and~ € (—o0,1) fulfill

(3.31) atl>r and 2-2F0 o
K

Then there exists Cy = Cy(a, p, K, £,7y) > 0 such that

atl—k

(3.32) Li> —Cusl 7 er e yata (1)

forallt € Sy.
Proof. We apply the Fubini theorem to obtain that

/030 s (s — ) {/Os wh (o, t) da} ds = /OSO {/:0 s (50— $) ds}w’;(a, ) do

1 1_7/80
— “o,t)d
= [ (o ouitotydo

<

for all ¢ € Sy. Thus we have that

r—1 S0
(3.33) Iy > n 'us(l)_”/ (so — s)w ds
L=~ 0

for all t € S,. Owing to the first condition of (B.31]), we see from Hélder’s inequality that

atl—k

S0 S0 K ®
(3.34) / (s — s)whds = / [s'77 (59 — s)w ] et . s~ (59 — 5) o7 ds
0 0

< wa%f(t) . (/ s_(l_w)r;*ﬂ(so —5) ds)
0

for all t € S,. Here, noting from the second condition of (B:31]) that

K a+/ K
| G S ) I
( fy>oz+€—/<a> ( K )Oz+£—l€ 0

we can verify that

atl—k
o+l

Y ) ==Y axi==
(3.35) s atr (s — §) ds = 18 :
0

where

1
Cc1 = > 0.

(1 - (1 - fy) a-i-’z—/i) (2 - (1 - fY) Oc+’z—n)
Thanks to [B33)-(B35), it follows that

K—1 — 2(atl— -l = L
R = e L N SR G-t

_1_701+ S0 e (t) = — o

G S0 o @Dﬁ”(t)
for all t € Sy, which implies (3.32). O

Iy >
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In the next lemma we establish the estimate for w which is used later.

Lemma 3.8. Assume that ug satisfies (LID). Let so € (O,RTH}. Suppose that o > 0,
>0 and vy € (—o0, 1) fulfill

(3.36) a+l>1 and 2—(a+/l)<y<l1.
Then there ezists Cy = Cy(a, l,7y) > 0 such that

atl+y—2

w(S,t) < C18 atl (SO_S)_ﬁwﬁ(t)

for all s € (0,50) and t € S,.

Proof. According to the condition v+ ¢ > 1, we have from Hélder’s inequality that
o= [ oo
0
= / [0 (s — o) 7wy (o, 1) - [0 (80 — 0)] "7 dor
0

a+l—1
o+l

< w%ﬂ(t) : (/ O'_%(SQ — U)_ﬁ da)
0

for all s € (0,s9) and ¢t € S,. Moreover, thanks to the condition 2 — (o +¢) <y < 1, we
see that

s s
I Sl B 1 1 I Sl B
/ o oti—1 (30 — O') ate-1 do S (30 — S) atl—1 / o ati—1 do
0 0

atl-1 Mi?f( )—%
= ———= s o1 (59— 5) ati1.
a+l+vy—2 0

Thus we can obtain that

(6% + £ - 1 a+; atl+y—2 1 1
H<|—m Tatlqhate
w@’)_(a+£+7—2)
for all s € (0, s9) and ¢ € S, which concludes the proof. O
From Lemma we drive the estimate for 1.

Lemma 3.9. Assume that uy satisfies (LIH). Let so € (0,%]. Suppose that o > 0,
>0 and vy € (—o0,1) fulfill

a+l>1 and 2—(a+/l)<y<l.
Then there exists C; = Cy(a, £,v) > 0 such that
(3.37) W(t) > Cpsy GO gake ()
for allt € Sy.

Proof. By an argument similar to that in the proof of [19, Lemma 3.7], we can show that

(B37) holds. O
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3.3. ODIs for ¢. Proof of Theorem

In this subsection we will prove Theorem To this end, we first derive the ODIs
for the moment-type functional ¢ in the following lemma.

Lemma 3.10. Assume that D, S and f fulfill (LII) and (LIZ). Suppose that m € R,
a>0,k>1andl >0 satisfy that

2
(3.38) if m >0, then «+/{ > max {m + K m} ,
. 2
(3.39) ifm <0, then «+{ > max {—m, H} :
n
Then there exist € > 0 small enough and one can find v = v(m,a, k,f) € (—o0,1) and

C=C(R,m,a,p,k,t, L oy, Cp,Cs) >0 such that if ug satisfies (LID) and sq € (O, %],
then

';286«3—wxa+f—4>¢a+¢(t)__(783—7—%~Q$Zin ifm >0

C )
1 /e ol A2 _ats )

(3.40) ¢/(t) > 580 (3=7)(a+L 1)¢a+f(t) _ ng V= n ati—c if m =0,
1 3 )ase v 2 _

\580 B=7)(att 1)¢a+€(t) _ ng T ifm <0

forallt € Sy.
Proof. By virtue of (33§, it follows that if m > 0, then

2 a+l a+/ 1 2 1
Al 2- 2. =% ) (2- = /) (= —
(3:41) ( n a+€—m) ( K ) (o + )</<, n a+€—m)

1 2 n

Thus, in the case m > 1 we can find v € (—o0, 1) such that

o+ 2 o+l
— <y<2—Z
n a+l—m

Thanks to ([3.38) and ([22]), we know that (31), (311)), (B:21)), (3:3I)) and (B330) hold. In

the case m > 0, applying Lemmas B 4H3.7, we see that there exist ¢; = ¢;(a, ¢, L,Cs) > 0
and ¢y = co(R,m, o, pu, k, ¢, L,0,7,Cp,Cs) > 0 such that

(3.42) 2

2

_ atl—m 2 m o
(3.43) ¢ (t) > c1(t) — cosy T — 023(()3 R mapate (1) — 0252 T

3— atl—k e
sy (Y

for all t € S,. Noting that a4+ ¢ > m and a+ ¢ > &, from Young’s inequality we can take
c3 > 0 and ¢4 > 0 such that

B-yettm-2  m 1
6280 a4 n¢a+€ (t) S




and

C1 3—y—2. oL 2, _att c3 m_ Cq 2.kt
@' (t) > 5¢(t) —Cy8y T <s(’f o S g =g e
C

for all t € Sy. By using sy < %, we can verify that there exists c5 > 0 such that

2 a+/l

(1) 2 Got) — sy T

¢'(t) >

C1C (e adl— 3— _ 2, ate
%SO B=7)(a+t 1)¢o¢+é(t) v

for all ¢ € S,, which implies (3.40) in the case m > 0. As to the case m = 0, due to
([B41)), we can pick € > 0 small enough and v € (—o0, 1) such that

Therefore, using Lemmas B.AH3.T we establish that there exist ¢; = ¢7(a, ¢, L,Cs) > 0
and cg = cs(R, o, i, k, 0, L, 0,7,Cp,Cs) > 0 such that

_ 3— atl—e 2 e a2 3— atl—k .
(8) > crp(t) — cssd Y — sy D T A (E) —casy " —cgsy o (1)

for all t € S,. As in the case m > 0, from this inequality we can attain ([3.40). Finally, in
the case m < 0 we see from (B.39) that

2 2 1 2 2
<2__>_(2_a—|—€):oz+€_ b2 2
n K K

Thus we can take v € (—o0, 1) satisfying

3
N
3
3

14 2
2——&Jr <y <2——.
K n

By virtue of Lemmas B4H37 we know that there exist c¢g

= ¢co(a, 0, L,Cs) > 0 and
cr0 = co(R,m, o, p, k, 0, L, 6,v,Cp, Cs) > 0 such that

2 _atl—k -
(b/(t) > ng(t) - CIOS(?;_’Y - 01082 T 010883 " att djm(t)

for all t € Sy. By an argument similar to that in the case m > 0, we can verify that (3.40)
holds in the case m < 0. O

We are in a position to complete the proof of Theorem
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Proof of Theorem[I.2. We first consider the case m > 0. Due to (L.I3]), we can obtain
from Lemma BI0 that there exist v € (—o0,1), ¢; > 0 and ¢ > 0 such that for each ug
satisfying (LI5) and sy < &=, it follows that

2 a+/l

(344) ¢/(t) Z 0188(3_7)(a+z—1)¢a+f(t) . 0283_7_E'a+27m

for all £ € Sy. Next we choose 5y < RTn small enough such that

M,
(3.45) so < 70
and
a+l
(a+€)(1—2v+) C1 ( My ) "
3.46 s moedtem .
0 : 36s \ A= 1)@~ 7

Furthermore, we fix ¢ € (O, %0) so small and take s, € (0, so) fulfilling

M0—€0

Wn

MO — 50 2—7y
(1 =7)(2 = 7)wn

(3.47) So

s0
/ s (sg—s)ds >

1
We define r, := s € (0, R) and suppose that ug satisfies (LIH) and (LIG). In order to
show Th .« < 00, assuming that T},., = 0o, we will derive a contradiction. We set

M() — 5o
(1 =72 =7)wn

(3.48) S = {T e (0,00) ' o(t) > s27 forallt e [O,T]} .

Here, we note that S is not empty. Indeed, since we have that for any s € (s,, R")

1 My —gg

w(s,0) > w(s,,0) = W_/B o ug dr > o

we see from (347 that

»(0) > /so s (so — s)w(s,0)ds

My—zo [
> 0 80/ s 7(sp — s)ds

Wn,
M. —
> 0 % s,
(1 =72 —7)wn

Thus we can put 7 := sup S € (0, 00). Moreover, we know that (0,7 C Sg. Owing to
[B48) and ([B.43]), we establish that
My 2

M= 3w
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for all t € (0,7). From (B40) it follows that

C —(3— a+l—1 o o
G T gari ) - i( M, ) MS O =
il EeE 2 21w -

for all t € (0,T), which implies from (3Z4) that

¢ Sg —(3—7)(a+L-1) ¢a+£( ) >0

(3.49) o (t) > 51

forall ¢ € (0, 7). This inequality yields that T = co. However, from (349) and a+/—1 > 0
we can show that

~ 2 (3=)(atL—1)
T< ——s5777 .
- (Oé + (— 1)01 0
As a consequence, we attain that T},,, must be finite. In the cases m = 0 and m < 0, we
can prove that T},.. < co by an argument similar to that in the case m > 0. O

3.4. Open problems

In [5), 19}, 23] the critical values such that solutions remain bounded or blow up in
finite time were derived. With regard to the conditions (L9), (LI3) and (LI4), we see
that if n > 3 and m > 0 as well as —“5m < x, then

2 2
max{m+—,/~€} :max{mjt—/-@,/ﬁ} = K.
n n

Thus we know that the critical value is o + ¢ = k in this case. However, in the cases that
n € {1,2} and that n > 3 and m > 0 as well as —“5m > &, the conditions (L9), ([L.I3)
and (L4 are not optimal. Moreover, the special cases are as follows:

e In the case that m = a = 1, behavior of solutions is an open problem when
max {2,k — 1} < ¢ < 2k (see Figures [{ and ).

l l
7 A=r-1
1) <t * /
finite-time ,
blow-up —_ finite- tlme
Z/ P blow up
7 I /
2l 2 N
n M : n—2 / :
/: : :
/o : VAR S—
/o boundedness % ----------- S
// 7 boundedness —
= K K
O 1 14 2 O 1 1+2 oo
Figure 5: n € {1,2} and m=a =1 Figure 6: n >3 and m=a =1
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e In the case that m =1 and k < (— from Figure [[] we have an open question of

whether solutions remain bounded or blow up when max {1 + ﬁ H} < atl < 1+n/~€

€

boundedness

0 max{l—i—g H} 1+n/£

Figure 7: m =1 and s < =

e In the case that a = 1 and ¢ > 0, there is an open problem for behavior of solutions
when n =1 and max{x —1,m+1} < ¢ <max{2x —1,m+ 2k —1}. Also, the same
question exists when n > 2 and max{/i— 1,m— (1 — %)} < ¢ <m-— (1 — %H)
Moreover, in the case that & > 0 and ¢ = 1, we obtain regions that ¢ is replaced by
« in Figures [8 and [@

finite-time
///Z 7 / /—: blow-up ’
JEAEE—

26—1] ~ /
“— boundedness —— o — 124 .4/_ —

/

- k-1 ] bouhdedﬁess
m : m
k=2 0 O 1-%)k w—1
Figure 8: n=1and a =1 Figure 9: n > 2 and a =1
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