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Abstract
Systems of the type

{ut =V (Di(u)Vu — S1(u)Vv) + fi(u,v), )

vy =V - (D2(v)Vo + S2(v)Vu) + fa(u,v)

can be used to model pursuit—evasion relationships between predators and prey. Apart from local kinetics
given by f1 and f2, the key components in this system are the taxis terms —V-(S1(u)Vv) and +V-(S2(v)Vu);
that is, the species are not only assumed to move around randomly in space but are also able to partially
direct their movement depending on the nearby presence of the other species.

In the present article, we construct global weak solutions of (x) for certain prototypical nonlinear functions
D;, S; and f;, i € {1,2}. To that end, we first make use of a fourth-order regularization to obtain global
solutions to approximate systems and then rely on an entropy-like identity associated with () for obtaining
various a priori estimates.
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1 Introduction

Predator—prey relationships are often described by systems of differential equations. While systems of ordinary
differential equations essentially assume a spatially homogeneous setting, the simplest way to account for non-
trivial spatial behavior is to assume that the species move around randomly. However, sufficiently intelligent
predators and prey may also partially orient their movement towards or away from higher concentrations of the
other species. In order to capture these abilities, [28] proposes the so-called pursuit—evasion model

(1.1)

ur =V - (d1Vu — x1uVo) + fi1(u,v),
vy =V - (daVu + x2vVu) + fa(u,v),

where u, v correspond to the predator and prey densities, dy,ds, x1, X2 > 0 are given parameters and f1, fo
relate to intrinsic growth and certain functional responses. We discuss reasons for various choices of the later
in a moment, but first motivate the fluxes present in (1.1).
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Crucially, both species are not only assumed to move randomly in their habitat (which is modelled by the
diffusion terms V - (d;Vu) and V - (d2Vv) with diffusion strength characterised by the parameters dy and ds),
but may also partially direct their movement in response to the presence of the other species. More concretely,
predators move towards higher prey concentrations and the prey seeks to avoid high predator concentrations.
These effects are called attractive prey- and repulsive predator-taxis and modelled by the terms —V - (x;uVv)
and +V - (x2vVu), respectively, again with the strength of the effects indicated by x1 and xa.

Similar terms are also present in the minimal Keller—Segel system

(1.2)
v = doAv — v + u,

{ut =V - (d1Vu — x1uVv),
which has been proposed in [18] to describe the behavior of the slime mold Dictyostelium discoideum with
density u, which are attracted by the chemical substance with density v they produce themselves. A key feature
of this organism is to spontaneously form structures, which is reflected mathematically by the existence of
solutions to (1.2) which aggregate so strongly that they blow up in finite time [13, 30]. For an overview of
blow-up results and techniques for obtaining them, we refer to the recent survey [20]. In addition to questions
of global well-posedness, various other aspects of (1.2) and relatives thereof have been analyzed, culminating in
a huge body of mathematical literature (see for instance the survey [2]).

In contrast to (1.1), however, (1.2) only features a single taxis term—which already forms a huge obstacle for
obtaining global classical solutions, in that it can cause finite-time blow-up, as indicated above. Thus it has to be
expected that solutions to doubly cross-diffusive systems such as (1.1) are generally even less regular or, at least,
that constructing global (weak) solutions for such systems is more challenging. Accordingly, global existence
results regarding (1.1) are, up to now, quite limited. Nontrivial unconditional a priori estimates can apparently
only been derived by means of a certain entropy-like identity (which we discuss below in more detail), which
in the one-dimensional setting are barely sufficient to conclude the existence of global weak solutions [26, 27].
Apart from that, only certain conditional functional inequalities, which fail to hold for general data, are known
to exist. In [10], these have successfully been employed in order to prove existence of global classical solutions
under the assumption that the initial data are sufficiently close to homogeneous steady states.

We also remark that, apart from (1.1), several other fully cross-diffusive systems have been examined, of which
the one proposed by Shigesada, Kawasaki and Teramoto to model spatial segregation [24], which we henceforth
call the SKT model, is certainly one of the most famous. Again, the cross-diffusive terms pose challenges for
obtaining any global existence results and, accordingly, global classical solutions are only known to exist in
certain specific situations; see for instance [7, 22]. Moreover, a quite general global solution theory for such
cross-diffusive systems has been developed, both for weak [17] and renormalized [3, 8] solutions, which is in part
applicable to the SKT model. Unfortunately, however, the techniques employed there are not transferable to
the system (1.1), the main reasons being that stronger versions of the entropy-like inequality (1.6) below would
be needed. For a more thorough comparison between the SKT model and (1.1), we refer to the introduction of
[27].

Nonlinear diffusion and saturated taxis sensitivities. Over time, various modifications of the minimal Keller—
Segel system (1.2) have been proposed, see [14] for a (non-exhaustive) list. Prominent examples include replacing
the linear diffusion term with a quasilinear one and allowing for nonlinear taxis sensitivities. While in part
this has already been suggested by Keller and Segel in [18], the need for these adjustments has been further
emphasized in [23] (see also [14, 33]). A key reason is the desire to incorporate effects such as volume-filling;
that is, to take into account that the motility of bacteria may be impacted by the availability of free nearby
space and thus reduced by a high presence of other bacteria.



Apart from biological motivations, suitable nonlinearities may also improve the regularity of the system. When
replacing the constants d; and x; in (1.2) with functions of w, if the growth rate of % is higher than a certain
threshold, solutions exist always globally in time and are bounded, even in situations where blow-up can occur
for constant d; and x [15, 16, 25]. On the other hand, if the growth rate is below that threshold, solutions may
be unbounded [15, 29]. That is, if the motility of bacteria is only slightly reduced in high-density environments,
chemotaxis may still lead to overcrowding. Determining when exactly these solutions fail to exist globally in
time is still an open question, although quite large classes of examples for both finite-time [4-6] and infinite-
time blow-up [31] have been detected. Generally, it is conjectured that the system (1.2) with nonconstant dy, x1
possesses similar properties as parabolic—elliptic simplifications thereof, for which a more complete answer to
the question of global existence is available [19, 32].

In the present article, we adapt these ideas to the model (1.1) and thus consider the system

ug =V - (D1(u)Vu — S1(u)Vo) + fi(u,v) in Qx (0,00),
ug = V- (Da(v)Vu + S2(v)Vu) + fo(u,v) in Q x (0,00),
ou=0,v=0 on 90 x (0, 00),
u(+,0) = up,v(-,0) = v in Q

(P)

in smooth bounded domains 2 C R™, n € N. Although the methods established below would allow for more
general choices, mainly for the sake of clarity we confine ourselves to certain prototypical functions in (P); that
is, we set

Di(s) =di(s+1)™"" and Si(s) = yis(s +1)% " (1.3)
for s > 0 and i € {1,2}, and where the parameters therein are such that
di,da, X1, X2 > 0, mi,m2 € R, q1,q2 € (—00,1]. (1.4)

Moreover, we choose to either neglect zeroth order kinetics altogether or assume a typical Lotka—Volterra-type
predator—prey interaction, meaning that apart from intrinsic growth the functions f; and f5 should reflect that
interspecies encounters are beneficial for the predator and harmful to the prey. Again, while the techniques
developed in this article could be employed for a variety of choices for fi; and f5 and thus for various functional
responses, we only consider the same zeroth order terms as in [26] and [10], namely

fi(517 52) = )\151 — /LZS? —+ (—1)”1&1-5152 (15)
for s1,s2 > 0 and i € {1,2}, where

either A1, Ao, i1, o, a1, ae = 0 (H1)
or A1, A2, pi1, po, a1, az > 0. (H2)

The entropy-like identity. Our goal is to construct global weak solutions of (P) for widely arbitrary initial
data. Thus, conditional estimates valid only as long u and v are close to certain steady states (such as those
derived in [10]) are evidently insufficient for our purposes. Instead, we will rely on the following unconditional
entropy-like identity which has already been made use of in [26, 27] for related systems. Setting

s rp
Gi(s) ::/1 /1 %dadp for s > 0 and i € {1, 2},



a sufficiently smooth and positive global solution (u,v) to (P) satisfies

4 u v D (u) ul? D5 (v) o2
de (/QGl( )+/(2G2( )> * o S1(u) [Vul™+ o S2(v) IVl

:/Q @EZ% B ?Ei) Vi Vot /QG’1<u>f1<u,v>+ L Gy(v)fa(u,v)  in (0,00). (1.6)

This functional inequality constitutes the main—if not essentially the only—source for a priori estimates. In
order to indeed gain any useful bounds from (1.6), however, we have to control the right-hand side therein.
Evidently, the first term there just vanishes; the functions G; and G2 have been chosen precisely to guarantee
a cancellation of the cross-diffusive contributions.

Moreover, the last two summands on the right-hand side in (1.6) also simply vanish if (H1) holds and they can
be easily controlled if there are C7,Cy > 0 such that
Gll(sl)fl(sl,SQ)+G/2(82)f2(81,82) < —018% In s¢ —0183 In sy + Cy for all s1,s9 > 1. (Fl)

(We note that, while for bounding the right-hand side in (1.6) it would suffice to take C; = 0, positive values of
C4 guarantee uniform integrability of f;(u,v) which in turn will allow us to undertake certain limit processes in
approximative problems.) Unfortunately, (F1) cannot hold unconditionally. Indeed, suppose ¢1 = g2 = ¢ < 1
and that (F1) holds for C7 = 0 and some Cy > 0. Taking s; = so = s > 1 in (F1) then implies

Cy > Gh(s) (M5 — p18% + a18%) + Gh(s)(Aas — pas® — ags?)
N /s (0’ + 1)1*q do (Ml + ay + — M2 — a2> 52,
1

o o X1 X2

where the right-hand side diverges to co as s ' oo, provided % > /;—1 + f;—z + % Still, in the case of
q1 = ¢2 = ¢ < 1, Young’s inequality shows that (F1) holds provided a; is sufficiently small or x; is sufficiently
large compared to the other parameters, for instance.

Of course, instead of (F1) one may also rely on the dissipative terms in (1.6) for controlling the right-hand
side in (1.6) and this idea will allow us to derive another sufficient condition for bounding the right-hand side
n (1.6). As integrating certain linear combinations of the first two equations in (P) provides us with a locally
uniform-in-time L(£2) bound for both u and v, combining the Gagliardo—Nirenberg and Young inequalities
shows that requiring

2n—2+(3—q2)(2—q1)—(37q1)(27q2) 2n — 2

> — F2
mq - 2 ¢ or Mmoo > + (QQ Q1) ( )

suffices to estimate the right-hand side in (1.6) against the dissipative terms therein (cf. Lemma 4.8). We note

that if ¢ = g2, then (F2) is equivalent to max{mq,mo} > 22=2,

n

Next, one could discuss more refined approaches and for instance also make use of the L? space-time bounds
(which in the case of (H2) result as a by-product when obtaining L!(Q) bounds). However, here we confine
ourselves to the conditions (F1) and (F2), mainly because treating the most general case possible would lead
to several technical difficulties which we would like to rather avoid here. Still, the important special cases that
either a1 is small or x; is large (condition (F1)) or mjy or mso are large (condition (F2)) are included in our
analysis and, as the examples above show, at least qualitatively, these conditions seem to be optimal.



Obtaining further a priori estimates. With the right-hand side of (1.6) under control, we then make use of
(a corollary of) the Gagliardo—Nirenberg inequality to obtain space-time bounds for u, v, Vu and Vv. That is,
assuming

m; —q; > —1 for i € {1,2}, (1.7)

we can obtain estimates in LP*, LP2 L™ and L™, respectively, where

max mi—l—l—qi—i—M,Q—qi , if (H1) holds .
pi = { 22" g1) } ] (H1) for i € {1,2} (1.8)
max{m; + 1 —¢; + =="%,3 —¢;}, if (H2) holds
and
i { 2Di 2} for i € {1,2} (1.9)
r; = min 2 ¢, or i ,2}, .
pi—(mi—q —1)

see Lemma 4.11 and Lemma 4.12.

Lacking any other sources of helpful a priori bounds, these estimates need to be strong enough to inter alia
assert convergence of the corresponding approximative terms to

/ S1(w)Vu - Ve and / Sa(v)Vu - Vo, 0 € C(Q % [0,00)).
0o Jo o Jo

This is the case when p; and r; are sufficiently large. More precisely, we need to require

1

Ts—i<17 q’LSOa

L4 <1, 0<g <1, for i € {1,2} (1.10)
1 1 —

E‘FESL q =1,

(In the case of ¢; = 1, we obtain slightly stronger bounds than outlined above so that equality in (1.10) is
sufficient for that case.) We remark that if m; = m € R and ¢; = g € (—o0, 1] for i € {1,2}, then ¢ < 0 implies
(1.10) while for ¢ € (0,1) and if (H1) holds, (1.10) is equivalent to

(2n+1)q2,4q1} (1.11)

m > min
&

Moreover, in the case of (H2) (and again ¢ € (0, 1)), (1.10) is not only implied by (1.11) but also by m > 4¢—2.

Main results. Under these assumptions, we are then finally able to construct global weak solutions to (P).

Theorem 1.1. Let Q C R", n € N, be a smooth, bounded domain. Suppose that (1.3), (1.4), (1.5), (1.7), either
(H1) or (H2), (F1) or (F2), as well as (1.10) (with p; and r; as in (1.8) and (1.9), respectively) hold and that

L?79(Q <1
Up, Vo € (@), " are nonnegative. (1.12)

Then there exists a global nonnegative weak solution (u,v) of (P) in the sense of Definition 5.1.



In conclusion, under certain conditions we are able show the existence of global weak solutions for variants of
the pursuit—evasion model. As already mentioned above, the techniques employed in this paper should also be
applicable for different choices of D;, S; and f;. In particular, Theorem 2.1 below may serve as a starting point
for global existence results of related systems.

Moreover, Theorem 1.1 can be seen as a prerequisite for further analysis. That is, only if (global) solutions
are known to exist, it sensible to ask questions such as: Can patterns emerge at intermediate or large time
scales? Are certain homogeneous steady states globally attractive in the sense that the solutions constructed
in Theorem 1.1 converge towards them? Can one show that taxis mechanisms are actually beneficial for the
species subject to them, perhaps by comparing qualitative and quantitative results for (P) with those for systems
without predator- or prey-taxis? However, all of these are out of scope for the current paper and thus left for
further research.

Structure of the paper. A challenge not yet addressed is the construction of global solutions to certain
approximative problems. For systems similar to (P) but where either S; = 0 or Sy = 0, this is usually a
straightforward task. For the fully cross-diffusive system (P), however, even if all given functions are assumed
to be bounded, the question of global existence is already highly nontrivial, even for a weak solution concept.

Thus, Section 2 is devoted to the construction of so-called weak W!2-solutions to systems suitably approxi-
mating (P). The corresponding proof then relies on an additional approximation; we make use of fourth-order
regularization terms. The general strategy is described more thoroughly at the beginning of Section 2, so we
do not go into much more detail at this point. However, it seems worth emphasizing that apart from obtaining
these solutions, we also prove a corresponding version of the entropy-like identity (1.6).

Next, in Section 3, we fix the final approximation functions used and rely on the results in the preceding section
to obtain a global weak W1 2-solution fulfilling a certain entropy-like inequality, see Lemma 3.2.

Section 4 then makes use of this inequality and the hypotheses of Theorem 1.1 in order to guarantee sufficiently

strong convergence towards a function pair (u,v), which in Section 5 is then finally seen to be a weak solution
of (P).

Notation. Throughout the article, we fix n € N and a smooth bounded domain 2 C R™. For p € (1,00), we
set WP (Q) = { o € W?P(Q) : 9, = 0 in the sense of traces }.

Additionally, we use the following notation for Sobolev spaces involving evolution triples. For an interval I C R
and an evolution triple V < H — V* we set WH2([;V,H) == {p € L*(I;V) : ¢, € L*(I;V*)} as well as
Wit (I; V H) = Uy W2([a, b); V, H) and abbreviate W2 (1; W2(Q)) = W (1; WH2(Q), L2()).

Moreover, for a set X, a function ¢: X — R and A € R, we abbreviate {x € X : ¢(z) < A} by {¢ < A}, the
set X being implied by the context. Similarly for other order relations.

2 Global weak 1V!2-solutions to approximative systems

In this section, we prove the following quite general global existence theorem, which we will then use in Section 3
to obtain solutions to certain approximate problems. In contrast to the hypotheses of Theorem 1.1, here we
also assume that all given functions are bounded. That is, in this section, we do not need to assume any of the
conditions introduced in the introduction but instead require that (2.1)—(2.6) below are fulfilled.



Theorem 2.1. Suppose that, for i € {1,2},

D; € C°([0,00)) N L>¥((0, 00)), (2.1)
S; € C1([0,00)) NW1°((0,00)) and (2.2)
fi € C°([0,00)*) N L*((0,00)%) (2.3)
Fulfill
. . Si(S) .
inf D;(s) >0, inf > 0, inf S;(s) >0 and S;(0)=0 (2.4)
s€[0,00) s€(0,1) S s€[1,00)
as well as
lim sup |fi(s1,82)Ins1| =0 and lim sup |fa(s1,$2)Inss| =0 (2.5)
51\0 5,>0 520 g, >0
and assume that
ug,vg € C(Q)  are positive in ). (2.6)

Then there exists a global nonnegative weak W12-solution (u,v) of (P), meaning that u and v belong to the

space W,22([0,00); WH2(9Q)), satisfy

u(+,0) =wug as well as v(-,0) = vo a.e. in (2.7)
and fulfill
/ / Upp = —/ / Di(uw)Vu -V + / / S1(w)Vu -V + / / fi(u,v)p (2.8)
0o Ja o Ja 0o Ja 0o Ja
as well as
/ / ORGES —/ Dy(u)Vu -V — / So(u)Vu - Vi —|—/ fa(u,v)p (2.9)
0 Q 0 Q 0 Q 0 Q

for all p € L2 _([0,00); WH2(Q)).

loc
In what follows, we fix D;, S;, fi, i € {1,2} fulfilling (2.1)—(2.4) as well as ug,vg as in (2.6).

As already alluded to in the introduction, a cornerstone for gaining a priori bounds for these solutions is the
following theorem, which shows that the solutions constructed in Theorem 2.1 fulfill an inequality reminiscent
of (1.6).

Theorem 2.2. Denote the weak W2-solution of (P) given by Theorem 2.1 by (u,v) and let

Gi(s)/ls/lpﬁdadp fors e R and i€ {1,2}
as well as
E(t) = L G (u(- 1)) + L Go(v(- 1)),
D) o e [ D) o s
D) /Qsmu(-,t)) Vel 0P+ | St VoG OF and
R(t) = / G (u( 1) fr (ule ), 0 ) + / G0 1)) fau (-, 1), 0(-, 1))
Q Q



fort €[0,00). (We remark that D and R are to be understood as functions in L°((0,00)); that is, they are only
well-defined up to modifications on null sets.) Then

emm)+ [ Dlecde <)o)+ [ RcBa+ [ ewear (2.10)

for all T € (0,00) and 0 < { € C*([0,T]).

Next, we describe our approach of proving the theorems above. Similar to [26, 27], where one-dimensional
relatives of (P) have been studied, our general approach is approximation by a fourth order regularization.
That is, for €, € (0,1), we will first construct global solutions to

Uest = V - (—S16(tes) VAU + D1 (|ues|) Vues — Si1s(tes)Vues) + fis(ues, ves) in Q x (0,00),
Vest = V - (—ESgg(UE(;)VAUE(; + D2(|’U85|)VU55 + SQé(UE(S)VUg‘(S) + fz(s(ug(s,vg(;) in Q x (0, oo),

8y Atics = Oyucs = Dy Aves = Dyves = 0 on 99 x (0, 00), (Pes)
Ues(+,0) = ug,ve5(+,0) = vg in Q,
where
Sis(s) = Si(|s]))+d  forseR,§e(0,1)and i € {1,2} (2.11)
and
Ffis(s1,82) = fi(51)4s (s2)4)  forsi,sn € R, &€ (0,1) and i € {1,2}. (2.12)

We note that (2.5) entails f1(0,-) = 0 and hence fi15(p,0) = 0 for all p < 0 and o € R. Likewise, fo5(p,0) =0
for all p € Rand o <0.

For convenience, let us introduce several abbreviations. For i € {1,2}, we set

o _ —
D; = |DillL~(0.s)): Si = ISillL=(o.00) +1 and S = [SillLo((0,00))
as well as

D.:= inf D; d S == inf S; 111 +1].
D= inf Di(s) and 8= inf Si)[(; = Do) +1]

Due to continuity of S; up to 0, the definition of S; entails that S;(s) > S,s for all s € [0,1), i € {1, 2}.

The rest of this section is organized as follows. The first step towards proving Theorem 2.1 and Theorem 2.2
consists of constructing solutions to (Pss) and is achieved by a Galerkin approach. To that end, non-degeneracy
of the fourth order terms in (Ps) is of crucial importance, which is the reason for introducing the parameter 6.

A general problem for equations of fourth-order is the lack of a maximum principle; that is, ucs,v.s might
become negative even for strictly positive initial data. Following [11], however, we see in Subsection 2.2 that
suitably constructed limit functions ue,v. are indeed nonnegative. Here, degeneracy for § = 0 actually comes
in handy.

In contrast to Section 4, where we aim to argue similarly but only assume the hypotheses of Theorem 1.1,
the assumptions (2.3) and (2.5) allow us to rather easily obtain certain a priori bounds from a version of the
entropy-like identity (1.6). These allow us to so finally let & N\ 0 in Subsection 2.3 and then to prove Theorem 2.1
and Theorem 2.2.



2.1 The limit process k — oo: existence of weak solutions to (P.s) by a Galerkin method

To prepare the Galerkin approach used below for constructing solutions to (P.s), we briefly state the well-
known

Lemma 2.3. There exists an orthonormal basis { ¢; : j € N} of L*(Q) consisting of smooth eigenfunctions of
—A with homogeneous Neumann boundary conditions.

PROOF. The existence of an orthonormal basis consisting of eigenfunctions of —A with homogeneous Neumann
boundary conditions is given by [12, Theorem 1.2.8] and their smoothness is proved by iteratively applying [9,
Theorem 19.1]. O

For the Galerkin approach, we first construct local-in-time solutions to certain finite-dimensional problems.

Lemma 2.4. Let (¢;)jen be as in Lemma 2.3 and set Xy, :==span{ p; : 1 < j <k} fork € N. Fore, 6 € (0,1)
and k € N, there exist Tynax,=5k € (0,00] and functions

Uesk s Vesk S COO (ﬁ X [0; Tmax,sSk)) (213)
with
avus(% = aVAuszsk = al/'UESk = aVA'UsSk =0 (214)
fulfilling
d
— [ ussph =€ | Sis(ucsr)VAussk - Vo —/ D (|uesk|) Vuesk, - Voo
dt Jo Q Q
+ | Sis(uesk)Vuesk - Vo + [ frs(tesk, vesk )t (2.15)
Q Q
and
d
T Vesk) =€ | Sa5(Vesk) VA1 - Vb — / Do (|vesk|) Voes - Vb
Q Q Q

*/( S26(U55k)vusz§k'vw+/ Ja5 (Uesk, Vesk )V (2.16)
)

Q

in (0, Tmax.esr) for all ¢ € Xy, as well as
[ w0 = [wov and [ vnop= [wp forallv e Xi. (2.17)
Q Q Q Q

Additionally, if Timax,esr < 00, then

tlim sup  (uesk (- )l £2) + lvesn (- D)l 22 () = oo (2.18)

Tmax,zék

PRrROOF. We fix ¢,5 € (0,1) and k € N. For w, z € R¥, we define Fy(w, 2), F»(w, z) € R¥ by
(F1(w, 2))i 115/516 S wies ) VA (X5 wie; 'V%*/Dl ’Zk: w'sﬁ" V(SEwip;) - Ve
o (]1]]) (;1]1) o (]1JJ)<]1JJ)
+/S15 S wiei ) V(X5 zie 'V%Jr/fw SN w1 zi5 ) @i
o (gl]])(]l]]) o (;1]] ]1]])



and
(F2(w, 2)); = / Sas (Zj 1%%) VA (Zj 1%%) Vi — /QD2 (‘Zlezj% ) \ (Zlezj%) Vi
—/9526 Ejzlzj%) \ (Zlewj%) -V +/Qf25 (Elewj%aZf:le%) i

forie {1,...,k}.

As Fy and F; are locally Lipschitz continuous, the Picard-Lindeléf theorem asserts the existence of Tiax,cs €
(0,00] and w, z € C%([0, Tmax.csr); R¥) N CL((0, Trax.csx); R*) which solve

g

"= Fi(w,2) in (0, Tiax,esk)
"= Fy(w, z) in (0, Tmax,eok)s
w(0) = fQ UQe P

Z(O) = fg Voe P

classically and, if Tinax 56 < 00, then

I\

limsup (Jw(t)| + |2(t)]) = oo. (2.19)
t " Tinax,esk
According to Lemma 2.3, the functions
k
Uesr (2, 1) Zw] Joi(x) and vesk(x,t) Zz] x € Ot €0, Tmax.eok),
j=1

satisfy (2.13) and (2.14). Moreover, they fulfill

k
d d k .
qt J,, tenei = E/Q (ijle%) i = ;w; /Q pipj = w; = (Fi(w,2)); 0 (0, Tmax,eok)

for i € {1,...,k}. Thus, (2.15) is fulfilled for ¢ = ¢; for all i € {1,...,k} and, due to linearity, also for all
Y € X}, as desired. Likewise, we obtain that (2.16) is also fulfilled for all ¢ € Xj.

From [, @ip; = d;; for i,j € {1,...,k}, we further infer

2

k k k
2 2 2 2

E Weskj = E /ws(Skj‘Pj :/ E Weskj Py = / uzsy 0 (0, Tmax,cok)

j=0 j=0" € \j=0 @

and, likewise,

Zzaékj - / Uesk in (OaTmax,eék)-

Thus, if (2.18) is not fulfilled, then (2.19) is also not satisfied, implying Tiax sk = 00. O

In the following lemma, we show that the solutions (ucsg, vesx) constructed in Lemma 2.4 are global in time.
Moreover, in order to prepare the application of certain compactness theorems, we also collect several k-
independent a priori estimates.
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As opposed to [11], however, these bounds may depend on §, the reason being that in our situation the terms
stemming from the possibly nonlinear diffusion terms D; and Ds can no longer be controlled independently of
0, at least not in all situations covered by Theorem 2.1. This problem will then be circumvented by deriving
appropriate J-independent estimates in Lemma 2.11 below, which are, however, weaker than those obtained in

the present subsection.

Lemma 2.5. For all €,6 € (0,1) and k € N, let (us5,v:5) and Tiaxesx be as given by Lemma 2.4. Then
Tax,eo = 00 for all e,6 € (0,1) and k € N and, moreover, for all €,6 € (0,1) and all T € (0,00), there exists

C > 0 such that for all k € N, the estimates

sup /ngSk("t)"" sup /QUESk('at)SCa

te(0,T) t€(0,T)
sup / |Vuesk (-, t)]* + sup / |Vvesk (- 1)]> < C and
t€(0,7) JQ te(0,1) Jo

T T
/ /|VAu55k|2+/ /|mv€5k|2§c
0 Q 0 Q

PROOF. According to the Poincaré inequality (cf. [10, Lemma A.1]), there is Cp > 0 such that

hold.

/Q|A¢|2 < CP/Q IVAB?  for all € Wi (Q).

We then fix €,d € (0, 1), take uesi as test function in (2.15) and apply Young’s inequality to obtain

1d
2dr Qus(Sk

:5/ S15(west) VAUSE - VUesy _/D1(|U56k|)|vusék|2
Q Q

+/ S15(Uest) Vesk - Vs +/ J16(Uesr, Vesk ) Uesk
Q Q

. - 3
<* / 15 (tesp) |V Attagi|? + <€S1Q1+71> / (Vatess]?
Q Q

S 1 [ F1117 o0 (10,0092
—i——1 / |VU56k|2 + —/ ugék + ([0:00)%)
2 Ja 2 Ja

2

(2.20)

(2.21)

(2.22)

(2.23)

in (0, Tmax,es%) for all & € N. Moreover, as the Laplacian leaves the space X}, defined in Lemma 2.4 invariant, we
may also use —Augsr € Xi as a test function in (2.15), which when combined with Young’s inequality, (2.12),

11



(2.23) and (2.11) gives

1d
5&/ |vu86k|2 = _5/ Slé(uaék)|VAU56k|2+/ D1(|u55k|)VAu86k 'vuaék

—/ 515 (Uest) VAU - VUesy, _/flé(uaékavaék)Auaék
Q Q

3e ed ed
<3 [ Sis(ues) VAug + 2 / IV Al + o / |Auesi]?
4 Jq 8 Ja 8CPp Jo
_2 —
2D1 9 Sl 2 2C'P|Q| 2
22 [ Vw4 2 [ Vol + TR oo

_£
4

—2 —
2D1 9 Sl 2 2C'P|Q| 2
22 [ Vw4 2 [ Vol + TR oo

ed
< / S5 (o) |V Auucgp |2 — 22 / IV Ay 2
Q 4 Q

in (0, Tax,esk) for all k € N.

Along with analogous computations for the second equation, we see that there are ¢1,co > 0 such that for all
k € N, the function

1 1 1 1
y(t) == —/ uZsy + —/ |Vusse|? + = / V25 + —/ |Vussk|?, t € [0, Tmax.cok)s
2 Ja 2 Ja 2 Ja 2 Ja

solves the ODI

y/(t> S *Cl/ |VAu55k|2 - C1/ |VAv€5k|2 + (&X7) + c2 in (Ovaax,EEk)-
Q Q

According to Gronwall’s inequality and as y(0) is finite and bounded independently of k by (2.6), the estimates
(2.20)—(2.22) are then valid for all finite T € (0, Tinax,e5k] and certain C' > 0 (depending on ¢, and 7" but not
on k). Due to the extensibility criterion (2.18), this then implies Tiax,csx = oo for all £ € N and then that
(2.20)—(2.22) indeed hold for all T' € (0, 00) (and corresponding C' > 0). O

Having an application of the Aubin—Lions lemma in mind, we next collect a priori estimates for the time
derivatives.

Lemma 2.6. Fore,0 € (0,1) and k € N, we denote the solution given by Lemma 2.4 by (uesk, vesi). For all
g,0 €(0,1) and T € (0,00), there exist C1,Cs > 0 such that

llueskellL2(0, 70w 12 ())) F [[vesrt | 220, 1) w12 (0))+) < Ch (2.24)

and

IV uesiell o, rywz @) + 1V veske | Lo w2 < C2 (2.25)

for all k € N.
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PRrROOF. Let ,6 € (0,1) and T € (0,00). Letting X be as in Lemma 2.4, we denote the orthogonal projection
from W12(Q) onto X; by Py. Applying Lemma 2.4 and Holder’s inequality shows that

/usaktsﬁ = /Uszsktpk@‘
Q Q

/515(u55k)VAu55k VPksﬁ‘ ’/ D (|ucsk|) Vuess - VPMO‘
Q

+ / S15(uesk) Voest - VPMP’ +
Q

/ flé(uaéavsé)Pk(P’
Q
< (B1IV AUkl 20 + Dill Vtesllac@) + Sall Voesk 2@ + (1ll e 10,0012 ) 1Pepllwzo

for all p € W2(Q) and k € N. Upon integrating this inequality over (0, T") and in conjunction with an analogous
argument for vesg., we then infer (2.24) from (2.22), (2.21) and (2.3).

Since for all o € Wa*(Q;R") and k € N, we have

’/ Vueskt - 90‘ = ’/ Uesht V - 90‘ < ueske | (w2 IV - @llwrz ) < llueske | (wr2)) l@llw22 @irm
Q Q

(and likewise for Vusit), a consequence thereof is (2.25). O

The bounds obtained above now allow us to obtain convergences of u.s; and v.5; along certain subsequences
Of (k)keN-

Lemma 2.7. For all e,6 € (0,1), there exist a subsequence (k;)jen of (k)ren and functions

Ues, Ves € Wige ([0, 00); Wi (), WH2(2)) N L, ([0, 00); W2(€2)) N C([0, 00); WH2(92))

such that
Uesk; — Ues and Vedk; — Ves pointwise a.e., (2.26)
Uesk; — Ues and Vesk; — Ves in C°([0,00); L*()), (2.27)
Vs, — Vies and Vesk; — Vs in LE (Q x [0,00); R™), (2.28)
VAucsr; — VAues and VAvs, — VAugs in LE.(Q x [0,00); R™), (2.29)
Ucsk;t — Uest and Vesk;t — Vest in LE,.([0,00); (WH2(Q))*) (2.30)
as j — o0.

PROOF. As the claims for the second solution component can be shown analogously, it suffices to prove (2.26)—
(2.30) for the first one. According to (2.20)—(2.22), (2.24) and (2.25), the sequence (ugsk)ren is bounded in the
space Wli)’f([O, o0); W22(Q), Wh2(Q)) so that by a diagonalization argument, we obtain a sequence (k;)jen C N
with k; — oo and a function u.s € WL2([0, 00); W22(Q), WH2(Q)) such that

Uss, = ues  in WiLZ([0, 00); Wa(Q), WH2(Q)) as j — oo,

which directly implies (2.29) and (2.30) and together with the Aubin—Lions lemma also (2.28).

Thanks to (2.21) and (2.24), another application of the Aubin—Lions lemma yields (2.27) and thus also (2.26),
possibly after switching to subsequences. O

13



We conclude this subsection by showing that the pair (ues,ves) constructed in Lemma 2.7 indeed solves (P.s)
in a weak sense.

Lemma 2.8. Lete,0 € (0,1). The tuple (uzs,ve5) constructed in Lemma 2.7 is a weak solution of (Pgs) in the
sense that

Ues(,0) =ug as well as  ve5(,0) = vo hold a.e. in 2 x (0, 00), (2.31)

and, for all T € (0,00) and ¢ € L*((0,T); W+%(Q)), we have

T T T
/ /uaatso=6/ /Sm(uaa)VAuaa-Vso—/ /Dl(luaal)Vuaa-Vso
0 Q 0 Q 0 Q

T T
+/ / S15(tes) Vues - V<p+/ J15(Ues, Ves) @ (2.32)
0o Ja 0o Ja
as well as
T T T
/ / Vestp = 6/ / Sa5(ves ) VAU - Vi */ Ds(|ves|)Vues - Vo
0o Ja o Ja 0o Ja
T T
_/ / SQé(Uaé)vuaé Vo +/ / f26(ua(5; Uéé)‘p' (2‘33)
0o Ja 0o Ja

PrROOF. We fix T € (0,00) as well as ¢ € L2((0,T); W12(£2)), denote the orthogonal projection on X} by
Py, (where X}, is as in Lemma 2.4) and set (Pyp)(x,t) = (Prp(-,t))(z) for (z,t) € Q x (0,T). Moreover, let
(tes, vesi) and (k;) jen be as given by Lemma 2.7. According to Lemma 2.4 and Lemma 2.5, we then have

T T T
/ /usaktpksﬁit?/ /SM(Usék)VAUsSk'VPk(P*/ /D1(|U56k|)vus(5k'vpk90
o Ja o Ja o Ja
T T
+/ /Sls(ussk)vvgak'vpk<ﬁ+/ /flE(U56k7U56k)Pk80
o Jo o Ja

for all k € N. Since Prp — ¢ in L2((0,T); Wh2(Q)) for k — oo, we infer

T T
lim/ /Uaakjtpkj@Z/ /Uaét(P
J—= Jo Q 0 Q

from (2.30). Moreover, as fi5 is bounded, (2.26) asserts fi5(ucsk,,Vesk,) — f15(ues, ves) in L2(Q x (0,T)) as
7 — oo and hence

lim J15 (s, Vesk; ) Pr, o = / /fw Uss, Ves )P

Jj—o0 Q
Boundedness of Sys, (2.26) and Lebesgue’s theorem imply

1515 (uesr, )V Pr; 0 — S16(uesk; )Vl L2ax0,1))
< |1[S16(tesk,;) — S16(tes)I Vol L2(ax (0,1)) + 1516 (tesk; )V [Pr; ¢ — €]l L2 (0% (0,7)) — 0

as j — oo and hence

T T
lim / / S16(tesk,; )V AUy, - VP, p = / / S15(tes)VAugs - Vo
Q 0 Ja

J—00 0
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due to (2.29). A similar reasoning, relying on (2.28) instead of (2.29), gives

jlim/ /515 Uesk,; ) Vesk, - VP, o = / /515 (ues)Vues - Vo
00 0

and

T T
lim / / D (Jtesk, ) Ve, - VP, o = / / D (Juesk, ) Vues - Vip
Q 0 Q

J—00 0

so that indeed (2.32) holds, while (2.33) can be derived analogously.
Finally, we note that (2.27) implies ucs, (-,0) — ues(-,0) in L*(Q) as j — oo so that (2.17) asserts

/ ues(+,0)Y = lim [ uesp; (+,0)Pr;0b = / upY for all 1 € L*(Q).
Q Q Q

Vimde

This implies u.5(-,0) = up a.e. and, by combining this with an analogous argument for the second solution
component, we arrive at (2.31). O

2.2 The limit process ¢ \, 0: guaranteeing nonnegativity

As opposed to the problem solved by (uesk, vesk) for k € N, where (2.15) and (2.16) require that ¢(-,t) € X, for
all t € (0,00), in the weak formulation for the problem (P.s), (2.32) and (2.33), all p € L ([0,00); W%(Q2))
are admissible test functions. In particular, we may now test with anti-derivatives of Tt and S0
allowing us to obtain estimates independent of both £ and ¢ in Lemma 2.10. These bounds not only form the
basis for the limit processes § \, 0 and € N\, 0 (which are finally performed in Lemma 2.14 and Lemma 2.17,
respectively) but are also important for showing that the later obtained limit functions u,v. are nonnegative
(see Lemma 2.15).

To further prepare these testing procedures, we state the following lemma which should essentially be well-
known.

Lemma 2.9. Let T € (0,00), w,z € WH2((0,T); W12(Q)) and ¢ € CH([0,T)).
(i) For H € C*(R?) with D*°H € L*>(R?;R?>*?), H,(w,2) and H.(w,z) belong to L*((0,T); W12(2)) and

/OT/thHw(w,z)cp+/OT/taHz(w,z)w

T
_/ 0 H(w’z)‘pt"f' 0 H(’LU(-,T),Z(-,T))(p(-,T)— 0 H(’LU(-,O),Z(-,O))QD(-,O) (2'34)

holds. (We remark that w(-,0), w(-,T), z(-,0) and 2(-,T) are (well-defined) elements of L*(S)) since
WE2((0,T); WH2(Q2)) < C°([0,T]; L*(Q)); that is, all terms in (2.34) are well-defined.)

(ii) Let H € C?(R) with H" € L™(R). Then H'(w) € L*((0,T); W"2(2)) and

/ /Q“’tH' / QH w)pr + QH( w(-,T)) - fo(w(-,())).
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PrOOF. We first fix (wy)een, (20)een € C°(Q x [0,T]) with w, — w and z, — z in WH2((0,T); WH2(Q)) as
j — oo. Hence, for X = L*((0,T7); W'2(Q)) and thus X* = L?((0,T); (W'2(Q))*), we have w, — w and
20— zin X, we — wy and 2y — 2 in X* as well as wy — w and 2z, — z in C°([0,T]; L3(Q)).

Then

/ / Hwe, 2 w[ H(we, ), 2e(-,t >>so<-,t>]t_T

Q
/ / (we, z¢)]ep = / /wétH Wy, 2¢ <P+/ /ZétH We, 2¢)P
Q Q

By Taylor’s theorem for multivariate functions and Young’s inequality, we obtain

(1)) H(w(-,w,ze(-,t))\

Q

<> /(z |DC‘H(w(;!t),z(.,t))| [w(- ) — we(-, 1), 2(- 1) — 20(- £)]°

|a]=1
max; g|— \alHDﬁH”L“(RZ) w we(, 1), (-, £) — ze(-, 1))
+;2 /Q[ (1) = wel-r8), 2(-18) — 2e(-, )]
< [Hy (w( |/ [w(-,t) —we(- )] + [Ha(w(-, 1), 2( )] [ [2(51) — 2¢(-, 1)
Q

D2 H| o ey /Q<w<-,t> = )+ D Hll = [ (0= 20

—0 asl—ooforalltel0T].

Since moreover

| Ho(w, 2) — Hy (we, 2e)|| L2(2x (0,1))
SN Huw(w, ze) — Hu(we, 2¢0) || 22 (x 0,7)) + [ Hw(w, 2) — Hy(w, 2e)||L20x 0,1))
< [ Huww|l oo @2y lw — well 2 (x 0,1)) + [ Huwzll Lo ®2) |2 — 2ell L2 (02 0,7))
=0 as { — o0 (2.35)

by the mean value theorem and

T T
Sup/ / |VHw(wéa Zg)|2 = Sup/ / |wa(w€; Z@)V’U}g + sz(wéa ZZ)VZ@|2
LeN Jo teNJo JQ

T T
< sup <2|wa|%x(w> [ [ vwd 2l [ f |Vze|2> <
£eN 0 Q 0 Q

by the chain rule, we conclude sup,cy ||[Huw(we, 2¢)||5% < oo. Therefore, after switching to subsequences if
necessary, we have

H,(we, z¢) = @ in X as { = o0 (2.36)

for some w € X. From (2.35), we infer & = H,,(w, z) so that (2.36) and the convergence wy — w; in X* imply

/ /wgtH Wy, Zp ga%/ /wt (w, 2) as { — oo.
Q
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Likewise, we obtain
T T
/ / zoe H(we, ze)p — / / zeH, (w, 2)¢ as { — 0o
0o Jo 0o Jo

Finally, the second part follows from the first one by setting H(p, o) = H (p) for p,o € R. O

and thus (2.34).

With Lemma 2.9 at hand, we are now able to prove an analogue to the entropy-like inequality (2.10).

Lemma 2.10. Let e,6 € (0,1) and ues, ves be as in Lemma 2.7. Set moreover

s rp 1 .
s) :/1 /1 5 () dodp forie{l,2}

as well as

Es(t) = / Gra(uues(-. ) + / G (ves (1)),

D.s(t) Z:[:‘/Q|Au55(~,t)|2+€/Q|A’055(~,t) 2

Dy (|ues(-,t)]) 2 Ds(Jves(+,1)])
o St VGOl e )

/Gm Ues (5 1)) fro(ues (-, t), ves (- /G25 Ves (5 )) fas (ues (-, 1), ves (-, 1))

+ |Vues(,t)]?  and

fort €[0,00). (Here, similarly as on Theorem 2.2, Des and Res are to be understood as functions in L°((0, 00)).)
Then

T
/ Des(t)¢(t) dt < E-5(0 / Res(t)C(t) dt + / Eos(t)¢!(t) dt (2.37)
0

holds for any T € (0,00) and 0 < ¢ € C*([0,T1]).

PRrROOF. As S%s is continuous, positive and bounded, we may apply Lemma 2.9 (ii) and Lemma 2.8 to obtain

[ Gustues( TAD) ~ [ Gaslun)0) - / G5 (11es)C”

Q Q
T
:/ /UEEtG/lg(ust;)g
Q
D1 (Jue
= [ [1awapc- [ [ 2lhig,

+/0 /QVUES'V’UEEC‘F/O /QG/l(S(ust;)flzs(us&st)C (238>

for all £, € (0,1). Since the signs of the cross-diffusive terms in the first two equations in (P.s) are opposite,
(2.38) and a corresponding identity for the second solution component already yield (2.37). |

Aiming to derive (g, §)-independent a priori estimates from (2.37) with ¢ = 1, we next estimate the right-hand
side therein and obtain
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Lemma 2.11. Let T € (0,00) and G5, 6 € (0,1) ¢ € {1,2} be as in Lemma 2.10. Then there is C' > 0 such

that
sup (/ G1s(ues (- / Gas(ves (- ) C, (2.39)
te(0,T)
T

5/ / |Au55|2+5/ /|A’U55|2 <C, (2.40)
o Jao 0o Ja
T T

/ /|Vu85|2+/ /|Vv85|2§0 and (2.41)
o Ja o Ja
T T

/ /u§5+/ /uj; <C (2.42)
0o Jo 0o Ja

for all e, 6 € (0,1), where uss and ves are as in Lemma 2.7.

ProOF. Since the definition of S, entails that

S 1
Sis(s) > S1(]s]) +8 > Sis, sl <1, for all s > 0 and ¢ € (0,1),
ﬁla |S| Z 1
we may estimate
! do Inu .
|G s (ues)| :/u S1(0) < | §185| in {0 <wugs <1} foralle,d e (0,1)

and

us g 1
IG5 (ues)| = / 515((70) = Uszfs’ in {1 <wug} foralle de(0,1).
1 21

Due to fis(ues, ves) = 0 in {uss < 0} and because of (2.3) and (2.5), we thus obtain ¢; > 0 such that
t ¢
/ J16(tes, ve5)Gls(ues) < cl/ /(1 + u2y) forall t € (0,7) and €,0 € (0, 1).
0 Jo 0o Jo

Moreover, positivity of ug and vy implies finiteness of

sup (/ Glg(UO) +/ G25(00)> .
6€(0,1) Q Q
D

As & 5(5)) > E i € {1,2}, for all s € R, along with an analogous computation for the second solution component

and choosing ¢ =1 in (2.37), we obtain ¢ > 0 such that

/Q Grg(uss(- 1)) + ﬂ G (0e5(+ 1))

+5/ /|Au55| +5/ / |Au55|2+— //|Vu85|2+_2/ /|w55|

§CQ+02/ /U§5+C2/ /’Ug(; for allt € (0,7) and &,0 € (0,1). (2.43)
0 Jo 0o Ja
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Since

1 Ues 1 1 1 1 1 1
odp> — “Ddp= — [ =2 — = — R [ e
Gh; ug(s / Sw d dp > Sl / (P )d 5, (2u65 5 (ug(; )) = (4U55 2)

in Q x (0, )foralle 0 € (0, )andhence

/ / uzs < 45’1/ Gis(ues) +2|1QT for allt € (0,7) and &,0 € (0,1), (2.44)
Q 0 Jo

a consequence of (2.43) is

/ Ghs(ues (- / Gas(ves (-, 1)) < cg + 4eo maX{S1,52}/ (/ Ghs(ues) / Gas (Ves )

forallt € (0,7T), ¢, € (0,1) and c3 == ¢ + 4¢2|Q|T. Gronwall’s inequality thus asserts that
/ Gis(ues(-,t)) +/ Gis(ves (-, 1)) < ezete2max{S1.523T  polds for all £ € (0,7) and ¢, € (0,1),
Q Q

implying (2.39). Finally, (2.40)—(2.42) follow from (2.43), (2.44) and (2.39). |
plying Y

Again seeking to apply the Aubin—Lions lemma, we complement the bounds (2.39)—(2.41) by estimates for the
time derivatives in the next two lemmata. However, in contrast to Lemma 2.6 and owing to the fourth-order reg-
ularization terms, we have to settle for bounds in L?((0,7); (W™ T52(Q))*) instead of L2((0,T); (WH2(Q))*).

Lemma 2.12. For T € (0,00), there exists C > 0 such that

T T T T
/ / et + / Dy (fues|) Vs - Vip — / / S (te5) Voes - Vip — / Fultes, ves)0
0 Q 0 Q 0 Q 0 Q

< Ce? H(PHLZ((O7T);W71+1,2(Q)) (2.45)
and
T T T T
| oot [ [ Dalloshoes- Tt [ [ Satven)Vues- T~ [ [ fatwes,vesre
0 Q 0 Q 0 Q 0 Q
< CE% H(PHLZ((O7T);W71+1,2(Q)) (2.46)

for all e,6 € (0,1) and p € L*((0,T); W™t12(Q)), where uss and ves are as in Lemma 2.7.
PRrOOF. Since n + 1> 5 + 1, Sobolev’s embedding theorem allows us to fix ¢; > 0 with
[VollLe (@) < cllellwnrizg) for all p € W"H12(Q).
Moreover, we fix T' € (0,00) and choose ¢y > 0 such that (2.40) and (2.41) hold (with C replaced by ¢3). Then

S1s(ues )VAugs - Vo

Q

<

T
/ S15(ues) Auzs Ap
o Ja

T
/ Sié(uaé)Ausévuaé V| +
0 Q

— —
< [ Aucs |l 2 (x 0,1)) (51||VU56||L2(szx(o,T))HVSOHLoo(szx(o,T)) + 51||A<P|\L2(nx(o,T)))
< ez 62(61023/1 + §1)||(,0||L2((0 T);Wn+1.2(Q)) for all ,6 € (0, 1).

Combined with (2.32), this already implies (2.45), while (2.46) can be shown analogously. O

19



Lemma 2.13. Let € € (0,1), T € (0,00) and (ues,ves) be as in Lemma 2.7 for 6 € (0,1). Then there exists
C > 0 such that

luestll Lz (0,m):(wnrr2(0))+) + [vesell 20, m);wn+12(0))) < C - for all § € (0,1). (2.47)
PRrOOF. This immediately follows from Lemma 2.12 and the bounds provided by Lemma 2.11. O
With the estimates above at hand, we are now able to obtain convergence of certain subsequences of (u.s, ves).
Lemma 2.14. Let ¢ € (0,1). For § € (0,1), let ues,ves be as given by Lemma 2.7. There are functions
Ue, Ve € Line([0,00); WH2(Q)) - with  uer, ver € Li ([0, 00); (W"T12(2))*)

and a null sequence (0;)jen C (0,1) along which

Ues, — Ue and Ves; — Ve pointwise a.e., (2.48)
Ues, — Ue and Ves; — Ve in LE,.(Q x [0,00)), (2.49)
e, (- t) = u(-t) and v, (-, t) = v(-,t) in L*(Q) for a.e. t € (0,00), (2.50)
Vaues, = Vu:  and Ve, — V. in L. (2 x [0,00); R™), (2.51)
Ues;t — Uet and Ves;t — Vet in LE,.([0,00); (W™TL2(Q))*), (2.52)

as j — 00.

PROOF. Due to the bounds in (2.41), (2.42) and (2.47), by means of the Aubin-Lions lemma and a diagonal-
ization argument, we can obtain a null sequence (d;);jen C (0,1) and functions ., v.: € x (0,00) — R such that
(2.49), (2.51) and (2.52) hold. Upon switching to subsequences, if necessary, (2.48) and (2.50) follow then from
(2.49). =

As already alluded to, the main reason for introducing the parameter 6 in (P.s) is to be able to establish a.e.
nonnegativity of the functions u. and v. constructed in Lemma 2.14. This will inter alia assure that each
component of the solution (u,v) to (P) obtained in Subsection 2.3 below is nonnegative and hence may be
interpreted as a population density.

Lemma 2.15. Foralle € (0,1), uc > 0 and v > 0 a.e. in Qx(0,00), where u. and v. are given by Lemma 2.14.

PROOF. This can be shown similarly as in [11, pages 554-555]. However, since the solutions considered there
fulfill regularity properties going beyond those stated in Lemma 2.14, we give a (slightly different) proof here.

Let us fix € € (0,1) as well as T € (0,00) and for the sake of contradiction assume that (a henceforth fixed
representative of) u. is not nonnegative a.e. in Q x (0,7"). Then |[{u. < 0}| > 0 and, by the sigma additivity of
the Lebesgue measure, there is 7 > 0 such that A := { (z,t) € Q@ x (0,T) : u-(z,t) < —n} has positive measure.

For ¢ € (0,1), we now let u.s and G15 be as in Lemma 2.7 and Lemma 2.10, respectively, and denote by (d;) en
the sequence given by Lemma 2.14. Thanks to (2.48) and Egorov’s theorem, we then obtain a measurable
A" C A with |A\ A'| < % such that ucs; — ue uniformly in A’ as j — oo; in particular, there is jo € N with
ues; (x,t) < —3 for all (x,t) € A" and j > jo.
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Thanks to nonnegativity of Sy, since Sy (]s|) < fglls for s <0 (due to the mean value theorem and as S1(0) = 0
by (2.4)) and by Fatou’s lemma (we note that lims\ o(—1Ind + In(—p + J)) = oo for all p < 0), we then have

T Ues (z,t)
hminf/ /Gm,(ug(; >hm1nf/ / / dodpd(m t)
i—=oo Jo Ja 7 j—00 , 515
1
>1 flA ————dod
1m1n| |//p5'1|0|+5 odp

> liminf ——— / / da dp
J=oo maX{Sl,l} 2

|A'] /
= liminf ———— —Ind; +In(—p+9;))dp =00
it 1 [ gyt 0)

contradicting (2.39). The same argument is also applicable for the second solution component. |

Let us close this subsection by discussing in which way the pair (u.,v.) obtained in Lemma 2.14 can be seen
as a solution to the problem obtained by formally setting 6 = 0 in (Ps). Within a similar context, in [11,
pages 552-553] it is shown that the limit functions solve the corresponding problem in a certain generalized
sense. However, as already remarked in the preceding subsection, due to the possibly nonlinear diffusion terms
D, and Ds, the convergences obtained in Lemma 2.14 are slightly weaker than those established in [11]; that
is, the methods developed in [11] are not directly applicable to our situation.

Nonetheless, we are able to prove that (u.,v.) is up to an error term of order % a weak solution of that problem,
which, having the limit process € \, 0 in mind, turns out to be more convenient for our purposes in any case.

Lemma 2.16. Lete € (0,1), u.,v: be as in Lemma 2.14 and T € (0,00). Then there is C > 0 such that

T T T T
_/ / UePt — / UO‘P(H 0) +/ Dl(ua)vua -V — / S (UE)V’UE -V — / / fl(u&‘a 'UE)SD
0 Q Q 0 Q 0 Q 0 Q

< Ce? || @ll 2o, mymwnriz(y) (2.53)
and
T T T T
[ [ [wet0+ [ [ Datoovee Vo [ [ saw)uc Vo [ [ faueve
0o Ja Q 0o Ja o Ja o Ja
< CE%H(PHLZ((O7T);W71+1,2(Q)) (2.54)

for all ¢ € C°(Q x [0, 00)).

PROOF. Ford € (0,1), we let (ues, ves) be as in Lemma 2.7 and we denote the null sequence given by Lemma 2.14
by (0;)jen. Since D1, S1 and f1 are continuous by (2.1)—(2.3), the convergences (2.49), (2.51) and (2.48) imply

that
T T T T
>_/ /Ua@t - / UO‘P(HO) +/ /Dl(ua)vua : V(P_/ /Sl(ua)vva : V(P_/ / fl(uaava)@
o Ja Q 0o Jao o Ja o Jao
T T
= lim —/ /uaéjtpt—/uotp(',o)-i-/ /D1(|u55j|)vuaaj -V
J—oe 0 Ja Q 0o Jo

T T
*/ /Swj(ueaj)vvasj 'wa/ /fwj(uszsj,vszsj)@
o Jo o Ja
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for all p € C°(Q x [0,00)). As Lemma 2.9 (ii) and (2.31) assert

T T
7/ / Ues,; Pt — / uop(+,0) :/ / Ues ;1P for all p € C°(Q x [0,00)) and j € N,
0o Jo 0o Jo

Q

we see that (2.53) (with C as in Lemma 2.12) follows from (2.45). An analogous argumentation yields (2.54). O

2.3 The limit process ¢ \, 0: proofs of Theorem 2.1 and Theorem 2.2

Since Lemma 2.11 and Lemma 2.13 already contain e-independent estimates, there are no further preparations
necessary in order to undertake the final limit process of this section, namely € 0.

Lemma 2.17. Let u.,v. be as in Lemma 2.1j. There are nonnegative functions u,v € L3 ([0,00); W%(Q2))
and a null sequence (€5)jen C (0,1) such that

Ug; = U and Ve, =V pointwise a.e., (2.55)

Ue; — U and Ve, = in LE.(Q x [0,00)), (2.56)

ue; (1) = u(-t) and v (-,t) = v(-t) in L*(Q) for a.e. t € (0, 00), (2.57)
Vue, — Vu and Ve, — Vu in LE.(Q x [0,00); R™) (2.58)

as j — Q.

PROOF. As the estimates (2.41) and (2.42) do not depend on &, the right-hand sides in (2.45) and (2.46) are
bounded in ¢ and Lemma 2.14 assures that these bounds also survive the limit § N\, 0 (along a certain null
sequence), the existence of u,v € L2 ([0,00); WH%(Q)) and a null sequence (£;)jen C (0,1) such that (2.55)-
(2.58) hold can be shown as in Lemma 2.14. Moreover, nonnegativity of v and v follow from Lemma 2.15 and

(2.55). O

Next, we show that the convergences asserted by Lemma 2.17 are sufficiently strong to imply that the pair (u, v)
constructed in that lemma at least solves (P) in the following sense, which is yet somewhat weaker than the
solution concept imposed by Theorem 2.1.

Lemma 2.18. The pair (u,v) constructed in Lemma 2.17 fulfills

—/OOO/ngot—/Quotp(-,O):—/OOO/QDl(u)Vu-th-i-/ooo/ﬂsl(u)v”'VSO-F/OOO/Qfl(“aU)‘P (2.59)

and
/Ooo/ﬂwt/nvosa(.,O)/ooo QDQ(U)W.V@/OOO/QSQ(U)VU.VSDJF/OOO QfQ(u,v)cp (2.60)

for all ¢ € C(Q x [0, 00)).

PROOF. Since D;, S; and f;, i € {1,2}, are bounded, the statement immediately follows from Lemma 2.16 and
Lemma 2.17. U

In order to prove Theorem 2.1, in addition to Lemma 2.18, we need to make sure that u,v are sufficiently
regular; that is, that they belong to Wli’f([O,oo);Wl'fQ(Q)). To that end, the e-independent estimates of the
time derivatives obtained in Lemma 2.13 are insufficient. However, we can obtain the desired regularity by
testing directly at the € = 0 level.
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Lemma 2.19. The functions u,v constructed in Lemma 2.17 belong to Wli’f([(), 00); WH2(Q)) and satisfy (2.7)
and (2.8) as well as (2.9) for all ¢ € LE ([0,00); W12(Q)).

PrOOF. We fix T € (0,00). From Lemma 2.18 and Holder’s inequality, we infer that

urp| = UPt
Q Q

T/Qfl(uav)@

< (D_1|\Vu||Lz(QX(O,T)) + 81|V 22 axo,1)) + |‘leL°°([O,oo)2)(|Q|T)E) el z2(0,m);wr2(0))

T T
/ Dy (u)Vu-Vo| + / S1(u)Vu - V| +
Q Q

for all ¢ € C°(Q x (0,T)), so that since u,v € L2((0,T); W2(Q)) by Lemma 2.17 and as C>(Q x (0,7)) is
dense in L2((0,T); Wh2(Q)), we can conclude us € (L*((0,T); WH2(Q))* = L2((0,T); (W12(2))*). Thus, u,
and by the same reasoning also v, belongs to WH2((0,T); W12(Q)).

As therefore
1 1 B
/ / U = —/ / upr — / u(-,0)¢(+,0) for all ¢ € C°(2 % [0,1)) (2.61)
0 Ja o Ja Q

by Lemma 2.9 (ii), we infer from (2.59) and the regularity of u and v that there is ¢; > 0 such that

memwwmw

< (llwell n2¢0,1); (w2 + |1 D1(w) Vu — S1(w) Vol L2ax 0,1)) + 11w, 0) | L2@x0,1))) 1€l L2(0,1):w12(0))
< cillellz2o,1);wr2 ) for all ¢ € C°(Q x [0,1)). (2.62)

We now fix ¢ € C*(R) with 0 < ¢ <1, ()flfors<0andg():Oforszl. For ¢ € C*() and
€ (0,1), we choose ¢p,,: Q x [0,1] 3 (x,t) — ¢(x)C ( ) in (2.62) to obtain

2 2

mem—mw éwumﬂm%mm

<mwmmm/<' Yt < El6]a@n 0 asy -0,

that is, [,,(u(-,0) — ug)y = 0 for all ¢y € C*°(Q). Due to density of C>*(Q) in L*(€), this implies u(-,0) = ug
a.e. in Q and hence the first assertion in (2.7). Therefore, (2.8) follows from (2.59) and (2.61); first for all
¢ € CX(Q x [0,00)) and thus by a density argument also for all ¢ € L2 ([0,00); W12(Q)). The remaining
statements for the second solution component can be derived analogously. |

Finally, we show that an analogue to the entropy-type inequality (2.37) also holds for the limit functions u, v.

Lemma 2.20. Let G;, i € {1,2}, £, D, R be as in Theorem 2.2, T € (0,00) and 0 < ¢ € C*°([0,T]). The
functions u, v given by Lemma 2.3 then satisfy (2.10).

PROOF. For ¢,0 € (0,1), we denote the pairs constructed in Lemma 2.7 and Lemma 2.14 by (ucs, ves) and
(ue, ve), respectively, and let the sequences (g;);en and (6;7)jen be as in Lemma 2.14 and Lemma 2.17. More-
over, again for £,0 € (0,1), we let Gy, @ € {1,2}, E.5, D-s and R.s be as in Lemma 2.10.
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In order to prove (2.10), we essentially need to ensure that the inequality (2.37) survives the limit processes
e=¢; \¢0and 0 =d; \(0. To that end, we first note that for any n > 0, the family

D1(|u€j j/|) C
Slsj (UEJ J )+77 7,5 €N

is bounded in L>=(2 x (0,7T)) and, as first j — oo and then j° — oo, converges a.e. in Q x (0,7) to Sﬁij;ﬁng,
thanks to (2.48) and (2.55). Thus, combined with (2.51) and (2.58), we see that

D1 (Jue;s,1) : _{_Di(w) 3
<S£5j,<uaj j,>+n<> Viesty <51(U)+77C> Ve

in L2(Q x (0,T);R") as first j — oo and then j — oo for all n > 0. Consequently,

D ( , D
hmlnfhmmf/ / 1{Jue S — |) |V Ue, ]/| ¢z / 1 |V %¢ for allp >0
Q Q

Jj—oo 3/ —o0 Slé - UEJ 7

by the weakly lower semicontinuity of the norm. Since n > 0 and by Fatou’s lemma, we can conclude that

D1 (|ue, s, " rbp
hmlnfhmmf/ / 1(Ju, — |Vu€j5j/|2CZ/ 1(U)|VU|QC.
Q 0 Q

j—oo j'—o0 Sts, (uejs,, S1(u)

Next, we show that

T T
tim tim [ G (s, V(e ) (00, )0 = [ G (2.63)

j—roo g =00 Jq

To that end, we first establish pointwise a.e. convergence to 0 of the integrand; that is, we prove that

lim Jim Gl (te,5,) (e, ) (02,5 )4) = G ()i () (264)

Jj—r00 j'—00

a.e. in Q x (0,00). We first prove convergence on the set

A= {(z,t) €Qx (0,00): lim lim w5, (2,1) = u(z,t) >O}

]*}OO] —00

For (z,t) € A and arbitrary 5 € (0, “2: t)) there is jo € N such that for j > jo, we can find j(j) € N with the
property that [u.;s, (z,t) — u(z,t)| < n and hence ucs, (z,t) > “(z 4 for all j/ > jo(3) and j > jo. Since S% is

bounded on (u(z’t) ,00), Lebesgue’s theorem gives

© L(tues, (@) y(o) —]l(ug 5,0 @), (o)

i i G (e, (o:0)) = i Jim_ Si(0) + v
> 1 e - ]1 u x,
= [ Rt =00 4 — 6 uga ),
0 S1(0)

As fy is continuous and u, v > 0, we thus obtain (2.64) for all points in A. Next, we consider points in space-time
where u vanishes and set

B = {(ac,t)eﬂx( 00) : lim lim wucs, (z,t) = u(z, t)—O}

j—00 j'—00
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Similarly as above, we can see that [u;s,| <1 for sufficiently large j, j* € N. Since

Ues 1 d
/1 Si(o) 167

for all £,d € (0,1), the assumption (2.5) and the fact that f1((ues)+, (ves)+) = 0 in {ues < 0} imply that (2.64)
also holds for points in B. As (2.48), (2.55) and the nonnegativity of u assert that (2 x (0,00))\ (AU B) is a
null set, we indeed obtain (2.64) a.e. in Q x (0, 00).

1 [t 1 ,
Gls(ues)] = <g [ Jdo—glms) n{o<us<l)
21 Jues

21

Again thanks to (2.5), there is ¢; > 0 such that

|G/16(u€5)f15(u857v€j5j/)§|
- 1<l o (2 (0,7))
< —§1
< (1 + |uesl) in Qx (0,7) for all e,0 € (0,1)

(| In(ues) f1((Ues)+s (Ve;5, )+ )L fo<ucs <1y + [1f1ll oo ([0,00)2) (Ues — 1)11{1<u55})

so that (2.64), Vitali’s theorem as well as the bound (2.42) assert (2.63).

As moreover 0 < Gis(ues) < co(1 + uZg) in Q x (0,7)) for all £,6 € (0,1) and some ¢ > 0 and since

lim oo limyr oo (14 uZ 5 ) = (1+u?) in L'(2 x (0,7)) is contained in (2.49) and (2.56), Pratt’s lemma asserts
J

that

T T
lim lim / / Gis, (ue,5, )¢ = / / Gy (u)l’ for all T € (0, 00).
Jj—o0j =0 Jg Q 7 7 0 Q

Likewise, now relying on (2.50) and (2.57) instead of (2.49) and (2.56), we also obtain

lim lim Gs, (ues, (1))C(LT) = / Gi(u(-, T))C(-,T) for a.e. T € (0, 00).

Finally,

uo P 1 uo 14 1
G :/ / 1 ded %/ / dodp =G 530
16(UO) 0 o Si(o)+9 7 0 o S1(0) 7 1(UO) 30

by Beppo Levi’s theorem so that according to Lebesgue’s theorem,
[ G0 > [ Gruoe©) as 50
Q Q

Combined with analogous arguments for the second solution component, these convergences show that (2.10)
holds for a.e. T € (0, 00). Since u,v € C°([0,00); L?(Q)) N L2 ([0, 00); W12(Q)) by Lemma 2.19, the inequality

loc

(2.10) holds indeed for all T' € (0, 00). O
Finally, we note that the previous two lemmata already contain the main results of this section.

PROOF OF THEOREM 2.1 AND THEOREM 2.2. Theorem 2.1 and Theorem 2.2 are direct consequences of Lem-
ma 2.19 and Lemma 2.20, respectively. O
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3 Approximative solutions to (P)

In the remainder of the article, we will construct global weak solutions (in the sense of Definition 5.1 below)
of (P). To that end, we henceforth suppose that (1.4), either (H1) or (H2), (F1) or (F2), (1.7), (1.10) (with p;
and 14, ¢ € {1,2}, as in (1.8) and (1.9)) as well as (1.12) hold and that D;, S;, fi, ¢ € {1,2} are as in (1.3) and
(1.5).

Sections 3-5 are organized as follows. In the present section, we will define approximations of D;, S;, f;, i € {1,2}
as well as of vy and vg so that Theorem 2.1, which has been proven in the preceding section, becomes applicable

and thus provides us with global weak solutions (us,vs), @ € (0,1), to the corresponding approximative
problems.

The main part of Section 4 then consists of deriving a-independent bounds from the entropy-like inequality
given by Theorem 2.2. This will then allow us to obtain solution candidates (u,v) of (P) in Lemma 4.14.
Finally, in Section 5, we show that under the hypotheses of Theorem 1.1, these convergences are sufficiently
strong to conclude that (u,v) is indeed a global weak solution of (P).

Having an application of Theorem 2.1 in mind, we now define approximative functions for each henceforth fixed
€ (0,1). We begin by setting

xis(s +1)%~t

s+1 e =
) re s = AT

Dm(s) = dz <m forsZOandzE{l,Q}

We also fix £ € C°(R) with {(s) =1 for s <0 and &(s) = 0 for s > 1 and set
fia(s1,52) = fi(s1,52)€a(51)€a(52)

where &,(s) == f(ams —1) for s € R; in particular,

1, s< ofm7

a(s) = for all o € (0,1) and i € {1,2}. 3.1
o) {0, § > 20 TwmtaaT oralla € (0,1)and i € {1,2} (3.1)

As a last yet undefined component, let us construct initial data ugq, Voo approximating ug, vg in a suitable sense
as a N\, 0.

Lemma 3.1. There are families (toa)ae(0,1): (Voa)ae(0,1) C C°(Q) such that uga > 0 and voq > 0 in Q for all
a € (0,1), (Jouo)(Jquoa) = (Jguo)* and (fov0)(fovoa) = (Jovo)? for all a € (0,1),

(Uoa, Voo ) — (w0, v0) a.e. and in X1 X Xo as a (0, (3.2)
where X; = L*79%(Q) if ¢; < 1 and X; == Llog L(Q) if ¢; = 1 for i € {1,2}, as well as

Olli\‘InOaHUOOtHiP(Q) =0 and Olti\‘InOaHUOa”Zzp(Q) = 0? where p= 3 - min{qla (J2} (33)

PROOF. As C*®(Q) is dense in X; (cf. [1, Theorem 8.21] for X; = LlogL(f)), and since ug belongs to X;
and is nonnegative by (1.12), there is a sequence of nonnegative functions (iig;)jen C C*(Q) with ig; — ug
in X, as j — co. Since we may without loss of generality assume that ug # 0, v; = ([, uo) ([, (@0; + %))_1 is
positive for all j € N so that the functions ug; = 7;(4o; + %) not only fulfill ug; — uo in X; as j — oo but also
Jouoj = [ uo and ug; > ";—J > 0 for j € N. Since X; < L*(f), after switching to a subsequence if necessary,
we may without loss of generality also assume that @g; — ug a.e. as j — oo.
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For o € (0,1), we observe then that
Ay =13 j7eN:j<— and |lug|? I <= u{1}
' ' « TNLP() = ¢

is nonempty and finite, so that

Ja =maxA, and ug = uoj,, a € (0,1),
are well-defined. Because j, — 00 as a \, 0 and a||u0ja|\ip(m < a7 for all a € (0,1) with j, > 1, we

obtain the statement given an analogous definition of and argumentation for (voa)ae(0,1)- |

With these preparations at hand, we are now able to apply Theorem 2.1 to obtain global weak W !2-solutions
of certain approximative problems.

Lemma 3.2. Let a € (0,1), Djn, Sia; fia, @ € {1,2} be as defined above and upq, voa be as given by Lemma 3.1.
Then there exists a global nonnegative weak W12-solution (in the sense of Theorem 2.1) (ua,vs) belonging to

(Wige (10, 00); WH2(2)))* of

loc

Uat = V - (D10 (ta) Vg — S10(ta)VUa) + fla(ta,ve) in Q x (0,00)
Vot = V - (Dag (V0) Vg + S26 (va)Vua) + faa(ta, va)  in Q x (0,00) (3.4)
Oyugq = Opve =0 on 99 x (0, 00) '
u&('vo) :UOmUa(',O) = Voo n Q
Setting
G .
; = > ) 1.2 .
ia($) /1 /1 5 () dodp for s >0 and i€ {1,2}, (3.5)
this solution moreover satisfies
T T
Dla(“a) 2 D2a(ua) 2
Gozuoz';T +/Go¢va'aT +/ 7vua +/ 7V’Uoz
[ Gratwat)+ [ Ganton 1)+ [ [ Zetvu e [ oy
T T
< [ Gratuoa) + [ Gaalina) 4 [ [ Graluadavarva) + [ [ Ghovn)fanluava)  (30)
Q Q o Ja o Ja

for all T € (0, 00).

PROOF. As wg,, V0 belong to C*°(Q) and are positive in Q by Lemma 3.1, the statement follows from The-
orem 2.1 and Theorem 2.2 (with ( = 1) once we have shown that (2.1)—(2.5) hold for D;, S;, f; replaced by
Diou Siou fiou 1 S {1a 2}

Indeed, by definition D;q, Siq belong to C°°([0, 00)) with

1—m. —a:
my , i > 1’ qz, i > 0,
a<Di(s) <di{® T4 m and 0< Sia(s) <xido o
()™ +a, m<1 ()% ¢ <0
as well as
St (s 1+ g —1])(s+1)u1 gila(s + 1) o~ qi >0,
Sia(] (1 +]g: =~ 15 + 1) laols £ D" (4 gy — 1+ i) {0
Xi (1+a(s+1))% (1+a(s+1))n ()% ¢ <0

27



for s > 0 and ¢ € {1,2}. Also, for i € {1,2}, the function

Sia(s)  xi(s+1)ut
0,1)5 5= s (I+als+1)w

is continuous and positive and, as s > 5451 for all s > 1,

i 1 ” i) (5525 @i >0
inf Sia(s) > Lo (—2FL ) s X [ ()t @ >0y oy
s>1 2 s>1\14+a(s+1) 2 a9, q <0

That is, (2.1), (2.2) and (2.4) hold.

AS fio is continuous with supp fio C [0, 20" TmmtmaT)? = K | fiall Lo=((0,00)2) = || fiallco(k) s finite and thus
(2.3) is fulfilled for i € {1,2}. Moreover, the definitions of f; and fi, entail that [0,00)2 3 (s1, s5) — Lalérs2)

s1
is also continuous and supported in K, implying lims, \ o supy,>g | f1a(81,82) Ins1] = 0. The second statement

in (2.5) follows analogously. O

4 The limit process a \, 0: obtaining solution candidates

Apart from assumptions made at the beginning of the preceding section, throughout this section, for « € (0, 1),
we also let Djq, Sin,&a, @ € {1,2}, as introduced in Section 3, wgn, Voo as well as uqy, v, as given by Lemma 3.1
and Lemma 3.2, respectively, and G, i € {1,2}, as in (3.5).

In order to prepare taking the limit a \, 0, we collect several a priori estimates. As already alluded to in the
introduction, the main ingredient will be an entropy-like inequality; that is, we will heavily rely on (3.6).

4.1 Preliminary observations

To streamline later arguments, in this subsection we first collect several elementary statements regarding the
parameters and nonlinearities involved in Theorem 1.1.

Lemma 4.1. Set 8; :=m; —q; — 1 for i € {1,2}. Then the inequalities

Q(mi—l—%)<pi, Bi>—2 and p; >0 (4.1)

hold.

PrROOF. Recalling that p; > 8; +2 + @ by (1.8) and ¢; <1 < 2 by (1.4), we have

i 2(2—q .
Q(mi_l_%):ﬁi+QQi<Bi+2%’+7( q)SPi for i € {1,2},
n

which shows that the first inequality in (4.1) is fulfilled. The second one therein is equivalent to the assumption
(1.7), upon which the third one follows by the definition of p; as ¢; < 2. O

As further preparation, we estimate the functions G;, defined in (3.5) and their derivatives both from above
and from below.
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Lemma 4.2. Set

1 1
Ly(s) =<~ 7<% for s >0 and ¢ < 1. (4.2)
Ins, ¢g=1
and let Gy, be as in (3.5) fori € {1,2} and o € (0,1). Then there are Cy,Co,Cs,Cy,> 0 such that
2—q;
Gia(s){ ~ = (1+a(5+1)) Lo(s+e) = Co for s >0, (4.3)
< 0252_‘“Lqi (5) + Coaus3=% 4 Oy
> (sl
G/ (s) {— Cslns forse(0,1) and (4.4)
<0
> Gl(s) — Cyas?4i
G, P >1 4.5
za(s) {S G;(S) + 040452_% f07" s = ( )

for a € (0,1) and i € {1,2}.
Proor. We fix i € {1,2}. Since

9 qi
el als +1)]

the mean value theorem implies that

=gl + a(s + 1)]‘“71(5 +1) <lgl(s+1) for all s > 0 and « € (0, 1),

1+a(c4+1)% -1
oo+ 1)a—1

’ 1 2—q;
Xil Gia(5) = Gi(s)] = sign(s — 1)/1 [ do < afgi|sign(1 — s)/ o+ )%

for all s > 0 and « € (0,1). Estimating here 0 +1 < 2 and 0 + 1 < 20 for o € (0,1) and o > 1, respectively,
we obtain

do

g

1
1
XilGhn () — Gi(s)] < 22_‘“04|q1-|/ o do = 227 % alg;|| In 5| for all s € (0,1) and a € (0,1)

and
2—qi .

2 a 04|‘]z| 827q.b-
2=

As moreover G}, (s) <0 for s € (0,1) and o € (0,1) and

XilGhn () — Gi(s)] < 227‘1’5a|qi|/ o' do < for all s > 1 and « € (0,1).
1

1 1—q:
-
xi|lGi(s)| = / o+ 7% do < 2'79%|In 5| for all s € (0,1) and « € (0, 1),
s o

consequences thereof are (4.4) and (4.5) for a certain Cs5, Cy > 0.

Furthermore, again making use of the fact that s + 1 < 2s for s > 1, a direct computation shows that

s.ore 1)1—4%
XiGi(s) = / / e+ dodp
1 J1 g

s rp
§21‘Qi/ / o %do dp
1 1

21—qi /5 - )
S0 p ULy (p)dp
1 _qi]l{Qi<1} 1 ¢

2l—ai
<
T (2=a@)d = ailyg<y)

s L, (s) for s > 1. (4.6)
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In a similar vein, we obtain ¢, co > 0 such that

(1
Jr (I+alc+1)" do dp
Co(o+1)a-t
_ p
> (1 + a(s + 1))minta: 0} / / o idodp
1)1
ClSQ_qiLQi(S)
T (14 a(s + 1))max{-a:0}

> 1574 Ly, (s +e) _a In(1+e)lyg,<1ys”
= (1+a(s+1))max{—qi70} (1+a(8+1))max{_Qi’O}

— C2S8

—cps  fors>1and a € (0,1),
where in the last step we have made use of the fact that In(s +e) —Ins = In*¢ <1In(1 +e) for s > 1. Since
the first term on the right-hand side herein grows faster than the other two, there is moreover ¢z > 0 such that

18274 Ly, (s +e)
- 2(1+a(s+1))max{ 4,0}

c s 2=

1

> 2 L.(s4e)—
_2<1+a(s+1)> q’(s e) e

C
> 1
— 23—

XiGlia(s) >

—C3

S+1 2—q;
<1+a(s+1)> Ly (s+e)—c3 for s > 1 and a € (0,1),

which, when combined with (4.4)—(4.6), implies the existence of Cy,Cy > 0 such that (4.3) holds for all s > 1
and a € (0,1).

Finally, by integrating (4.4), we see that there is ¢4 > 0 such that —cy < Gin(s) < ¢4 for all s € [0,1) and
a € (0,1) so that, possibly after enlarging C; and Cy, (4.3) is indeed valid for all s > 0 and « € (0, 1). O

The estimates obtained in Lemma 4.2 and the definitions of D;, and S;, now allow us to infer the following
from the entropy-like inequality (3.6).

Lemma 4.3. Let T € (0,00). Then there exists C1,Cy > 0 such that

Cy BQ*‘“( ()L, (ual-,t) +e) +01/32  (va( 1)) Lg, (va(- 1) + )

/ /Bml N1 ()| Vg | + //Bm2 21 (1) | Vg 2
< C'2 +/ /G Ua fla Ua,?}a / /Géa(va)an(uaava) (47)
0 JOQ

for allt € (0,T) and all o € (0,1), where Lgq, is as in (4.2) and

s+1

B,(s) = m,

s>0,a€(0,1). (4.8)
PROOF. As according to (3.2) and (3.3), there is ¢; > 0 such that

/Q ug " Ly (t0a) + oz/Q ug "+ /Q Ve © Ly, (V0a) + oz/Q ver ® < ey for all a € (0,1),
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an application of (4.3) gives co > 0 such that

Gla(an) +/ Gga(’UQa) < co for all a € (0, 1),
Q Q

Moreover,

Dio(s) > d;B™ 1 (s) and Sin(s) < xiB%(s)
and hence gL((:)) > %Bg”_‘“_l(s) for s >0, « € (0,1) and 7 € {1,2}. Also making use of the first inequality
in (4.3), we can then infer (4.7) from (3.6) for certain Cy,Cs > 0. O

4.2 Controlling the right-hand side of (4.7)

In order to obtain a-independent a priori estimates from (4.7), we need to obtain an upper bound for the
terms on the right-hand side therein. Restricted to the set where u, and v, are at least 1, we will bound the
corresponding integrand using one of the assumptions (F1) and (F2). This is complemented by the following
observation essentially showing we may indeed focus on that regime.

Lemma 4.4. There is C' > 0 such that
Glla (ta) f1a (U, va) + Géa(va).ﬁa(um Vo)
< O+ (G (ua) fi(Uas va) + G5 (va) fa(tas Va)) €a(ta)fa(Va) L fu, > 130 {va =1} (4.9)
a.e. in Q x (0,00) for all a € (0,1).

PROOF. For a € (0, 1), we fix representatives of u, and v, in LL _(Q x [0,00)) so that sets such as {u, < 1} or
{va < 1} are well-defined.

According to (4.4), there is ¢; > 0 such that
cilns <G (s) <0  forallse (0,1), a€ (0,1) and i € {1,2}.
Recalling the definition of f;, and that u,, v, are nonnegative, this implies

G0 (Ua) fia (U, va) < 1) 1nua|,u1u(21£a(ua)§a(va) in {uq, <1} and

/Qa(va)f%e(uaa Vo) < c1fIn va|(u2v§ + 42U Vo )a (ta)a(Va) in {vg <1}

for all a« € (0,1). Since (0,1) 3 s — sln s is bounded, there is ¢o > 0 such that

Glo(Ua) fia(ta, va) < c2 in {us, <1} and (4.10)
Gl (Va) f20 (Ua, Vo) < 2 + c2uaéa(Ua)éa(Va) in {v, < 1}. (4.11)
for all € (0,1) and thus (4.9) holds on the set {u, < 1} N{vy < 1} for some C' > 0.
Moreover, by (4.5), there is ¢z > 0 such that

|G (5) — Gi(s)| < czaus® ™% forall s > 1, a € (0,1) and 7 € {1,2}.

As (3.1) entails that u, and v, are bounded by 2a~ TewtaaT on supp &q (uq) and supp &, (v, ), respectively,
and hence

aui—lh |f10¢ (ua; 'Ua)| < aui—lh ()\lua + ,Uzlui + aluava)goz (Uoz)ga ('Ua)

<TU (N 4 g +ay) = e in {u, > 1} for all a € (0,1),
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we can conclude

1o (Ua) fia(Ua, Vo) < G (ua) f1(ta, va)Ea(Va)éa(Va) + c3C4 in {uq > 1} for all a € (0, 1). (4.12)
Likewise, there is ¢5 > 0 such that
e (Va) f2a (Uas Vo) < G5(Va) f2(Ua, Vo )a(Va)éa (Va) + c3e5 in {v, > 1} for all @« € (0,1). (4.13)

Therefore, after enlarging C' if necessary, (4.9) holds also in the regime {uq > 1} N {vq > 1}.
Furthermore,
2(A
f1(Ua, Vo) < Uq ()\1 - %ua + al) - &ui < —ﬂui in {ua > M} N{ve <1} for all a € (0,1)
H1
so that since G’ (s) > 0 for s > 1, we have

M1

Gll(uoz)fl(uaa'Ua)ga(ua)ga(va) <ce — 7“36&(”&)5&(%}) in {ua > 1} n {’Ua < 1} for all o € (O, 1),

wherein cg = ||G'1f1(-,1)||Loo(07

and (4.12), and possibly after enlarging C, this shows that (4.9) holds also on the set {u, > 1} N {v, < 1},

200 +ap) ) 1 finite as G’ f1(-,1) is continuous on [0,00). Combined with (4.11)
w1

Finally, for the remaining subset {uq < 1} N {ve > 1} of Q x (0, 00), we can argue similarly as above. O

If (F1) holds, the preceding lemma immediately allows us to bound the integrands on the right-hand side of
(4.7).

Lemma 4.5. Let T € (0,00) and suppose that (F1) holds. Then we can find Cy,C5 > 0 such that
/ G'o(Ua) fra(ta, va) + / G (Va) f2a (Ua, Va)
Q Q

T T
<Cy— Cg/ / u? Inug — Cg/ / v2 Inw, a.e. in Q x (0,00) for all a € (0,1). (4.14)
0o Ja o Jo

PROOF. This directly follows from combining (F1), (4.7) and (4.9). O

In the majority of the remainder of this subsection, we will show that (4.14) also holds if we assume (F2) instead
of (F1). To that end, we may assume that (H2) holds since the right-hand side of (4.7) is trivially bounded
in the case of (H1). The key ingredient to the corresponding proof will be the Gagliardo—Nirenberg inequality
whose application we prepare by obtaining locally uniform-in-time L'(€2) bounds in the following

Lemma 4.6. Let T € (0,00) and suppose that (H2) holds. There is C > 0 such that

/ Ua (- 1) Jr/ Vo (1) < C forallt € (0,T) and a € (0,1). (4.15)
Q Q

PROOF. Testing the first equation in (3.4) with the constant function ag > 0, recalling the definition of fi, and
applying Young’s inequality give

SRR P
—ag)\l/ /uafa Ue )a (Vo —agul/ /u o (Ua)a(Va +a1a2/ /QuavagCY Ue )a (Vo)

A2
“2 =2 |Q|T + alag/ / UaVaba(ta)éa(ve)  fort € (0,T) and « € (0,1).
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As likewise

)\2 t
al/ ’Ua(',t) — al/ Voo S aka |Q|T — alag/ / uavaga(ua)ga(va) fort e (OvT) and « € (Oa 1)7
0 Q 4po 0 JO

we conclude

ag )\% al )\%

ag/ (- t) + al/ V(1) <ag | uge + a1/ Uge + |QIT + QT for t € (0,7) and v € (0,1).
Q Q Q Q 4 dpo

In view of (3.2), this implies (4.15) for a certain C' > 0.

O

Lemma 4.7. Let T € (0,00), n > 0, B; == m; —q; — 1 for i € {1,2} and suppose that (H2) holds. For

p € (0, W), there is Cy > 0 such that

/ ub (1) (ua (1)) < 7]/ B2 (1o (-, 1)) Vua (-, )2 + Cy forallt € (0,T) and o € (0,1) (4.16)
Q Q
and, for p € (0, W), there is Cy > 0 such that
/ VP (1) (va () < 7]/ B2 (v, (-, )| Vva (- 1) + Co forallt € (0,T) and o € (0,1), (4.17)
Q Q
where By, is as in (4.8); that is, Ba(s) = #;rl) for s >0 and o € (0,1).
PROOF. As B,(s) <s+1forall s>0and « € (0,1), Lemma 4.6 allows us to fix ¢; > 0 such that
/ Bo(ua (1)) +/ Bo(va(+ 1) < 1 forall t € (0,7) and « € (0,1).
Q Q
The definitions p; = % and §; = ﬁ imply
1 1
TR TR (BL+2)((B1 +2)n +2)n — (b1 + 2)n?
122 " G2+ 2+ 20— (n—2)((Br + 201 2)
_ (B +2)n((B1 + 1)n+2) _ (B1+2)n € (0,1)
(Br+n+2)((Br+2n+2) (Bi+2n+2 7
Since %ﬂ’ = 1, an application of the Gagliardo—Nirenberg inequality (cf. [21, Lemma 2.3] for a version allowing

for merely positive §;) gives co > 0 such that

p1(1-b) B
/ P <o </ |V<p|2> </ ‘Pﬁ) Yot (/ @ﬁ) 1 for all o € WH?(Q2).
Q Q @ ¢

: _ (B e : / _
Thus, setting ¢ = ¢ ¢y and noting that |B.|(s) =
conclude

1
(Fa(s+1)?

B1+2)n+2 B1+2 p1
[t = | (Baz <ua<-,t>>)
Q Q

< 02/
Q

: C?’/ B (ua () B (o 6) P Vua (- 1)* + ¢ e
Q

o 2 p1(1-b)
1

vBaT (ua('at))

5L
< 03/ B2 (uo (1)) Vua (- 1)[* + ¢ co for allt € (0,7) and a € (0, 1).
Q
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We now fix n > 0 and p € (0, W) By Young’s inequality, we then obtain ¢4 > 0 such that

/ B (uq (1)) < 4—2 / B2 (g (-, 1)) Vua (-, 1)]? + ¢4 for allt € (0,7) and a € (0,1). (4.18)
Q Q

For a € (0,1) and s € supp&, C [0,2a~ Y/ @-minda.a2D] < [0, 2071, we have

s=1+4+a(s+1)) < 4B,(s)

S
Tta(s+1)

so that the monotonicity of [0,00) 3 s+ sP asserts

al’ t P
/ (%) Ealua(-t)) < / BP(uq (1)) for allt € (0,7) and a € (0,1).
Q Q
Together with (4.18), this implies (4.16) for Cy := 4P¢4. By an analogous argumentation, we also obtain the

corresponding statement for the second solution component. O

If B; and B9 are sufficiently large compared to ¢; and g2, one might hope that the estimates obtained in
Lemma 4.7 are strong enough to control the right-hand side of (4.7). This idea can be quantified as follows.

Lemma 4.8. Let T € (0,00) and suppose that (F2) and (H2) hold. Then there are Cy,Cy > 0 such that (4.14)
holds.

ProOF. We will crucially rely on the assumption (F2) which asserts that m; > m, or ms > m,, where

2n — 2 3 - 2 — G 2 — 2n —2
_zn n B-@)2-—q) - B—q)2—q) and my = n
n 2—q

my : + (2 — q1)-

Setting again §; == m; — ¢; — 1 for i € {1,2}, these definitions imply

(B1+2)n+2 < (3—¢2)(2—q1)

2
my—q+1+—= if my >m; and
n

n 2-q
+2)n+2 2
%>m2—q2+1+523—6h if my > my,

whence there is n € (0, 1) such that still
Brt2nt+2 (B-¢)2-aqt+n)

- >0 if my >m,; and (4.19)
2 2  3-

(Bt Znt2 3-a if ma > m,. (4.20)
n 1—n

For s > 1, we have =1 € [1,2] and hence s'7% < (s + 1)17% < 2179519 for i € {1,2} which due to
xiGi(s) =[] G+D" 45 for s > 1 and i € {1,2} implies that

1—q; 1—qi ¢1—q;
S LQi(S) S XzG;(S) S 2 S qu'(s)
1 _qi]l{Qi<1} 1 _qi]l{Qi<1}
(We recall that Ly(s) = Tyy<1y + Ig=13Ins for s > 1 and ¢ < 1 by (4.2).) Combined with the facts that

In(s+e)—Ins=1In ":e <In(1+e) and Ins < s7 for s > 1 and Young’s inequality, we thus obtain ¢1,co > 0
such that

for s > 1 and i € {1,2}.

[G1(ua) f1(tas va) + G (va) f2(Ua, Va)] €a (Ua)éa(va)
< [erul 1My, — 2e5ud ™ Ly, (uq + €) — 2620372 Ly, (v + €)] €a(ta)éa(va) + c1
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in {ug > 1}N{v, > 1} for all a € (0,1).

We now distinguish between the cases m; > m; and ma > m,. In the former one, we first employ Young’s
inequality to obtain c3 > 0 such that

Clui_ql +nva§a (ua)ga (va)
(3—92)(2—a1+m)

< cyue 02 Ealug) + cwi_‘pfa(ua)fa(va) in Q x (0,7T) for all « € (0,1)

and then make use of the assumption m; > m; which allows us to apply (4.19) and Lemma 4.7 to obtain ¢4 > 0

such that
Goa) @y tm) dy [T
03/ / 2o Ealtg) < —/ / B2 (ue)|Vua|* + ¢4 for all @ € (0,1),
2x1Jo Ja

If on the other hand my > m,, then we again make first use of Young’s inequality to obtain c5 > 0 such that

3—aq1

clui_qlJr”Uafa(ua)Ea(va) < CQUi_mfa(ua)«Ea(va) + 500" €a(Va) in Q x (0,7) for all « € (0,1).

According to Lemma 4.7 (which is applicable thanks to (4.20)), there is then ¢g > 0 such that

o) [

In both cases m1 > m; and mgy > m,, we then conclude from the estimates above that there is ¢; > 0 such that

a(va) < / /Bﬁ2 (V)| Vo |> + ¢ forall a € (0,1).
2X2 Q

T
/ [ (G (t10) 1 (1, V) + Gl () fo(thes V)] € (t10)En (V) L, 1300513

B'B1 (u0)| Vg 24 / /BBQ Ve )| VU 2
- 2X1 / / ) " 2x2 ) |
_02/ / o D L, (Ua + €)8a(ta)ba(Va —02/ / o 2 Ly, (o + €)8a (ta)la(va) + c7
Q

for all o € (0,1), which in conjunction with (4.7) and (4.9) gives the claim. O

This concludes our journey of controlling the right-hand side in (4.7). As a consequence, we obtain the following
a priori bounds.

Lemma 4.9. Let T € (0,00). There is C1 > 0 such that

sup (/ B2 (e (1)) Loy (- ) + ©) /32 0 (- )qu(va(-,t)—i—e))gcl and  (4.21)

te(0,T)
T
/ B§1 (uoz)|vua|2 / / B§2 (va)|Vva|2 S Cl (4.22)
0 Q 0 Q

for all o € (0,1), where again f; == m; —q; — i for i € {1,2}, and Ly, and B, are as in (4.2) and (4.8),
respectively. Moreover, if (H2) holds, then we can find Co > 0 with the property that

T T
/ / u? In(uq + e) +/ / v2 In(vy +e) < Oy for all a € (0,1). (4.23)
0o Ja 0o Jo
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PRrOOF. According to Lemma 4.3, Lemma 4.5 and Lemma 4.8, there are ¢1,c¢o > 0 and ¢g > 0 such that c3 is
positive if (H2) holds and

B M (ua (1) Lg, (ualst) +€) + 1 /Q Biiqz (Va(+1)) Lgs (Va(-t) +e)

T
/ /Bﬂl ) [Vt |? + 2 / /BgZ(va)|Vva|2
2X1 2x2 Jo Ja
T
<o — C3/ / u? In(uq +e) — C3/ / v2 In(v,y + €) for t € (0,7) and « € (0,1),
o Jo 0o Jo

as desired. 0

4.3 Space-time bounds and the limit process

As a next step, we derive further space-time bounds from (4.21) and (4.22). To that end, we make use of the
following interpolation inequality which is both a refinement and a consequence of the Gagliardo—Nirenberg
inequality and has been proven by Tao and Winkler in [27].

Lemma 4.10. Let 0 < g < p <
and 0 € (0,1] such that

(nz—gh and suppose that A € C°(R) fulfills A > 1 on R. Then there exist C > 0

p(l b)

[wrver=e([ |W|2>% ([1emae) ™ +o( [l ) for all ¢ € W2(9),

where
1_1
b= 1 1 T . T 6(0,1).
atnT3
PRrROOF. This is a direct consequence of [27, Lemma 7.5]. O

Lemma 4.11. For all T € (0,00), there are C > 0 and 61,0, € (0,1] such that

/ / BP (ug,) L91 o(Ua) +€) / / BP2(v,,) L92 By (vy) +6e) <C for all a € (0,1), (4.24)

where p1 and ps are as in (1.8), and Ly, and B, are as in (4.2) and (4.8), respectively.

PRrROOF. We fix T € (0,00). As usual, it suffices to show the statement for the first solution component.

Let us first assume p; = 3—¢; and that (H2) holds. Then (4.23) already contains (4.24). Moreover, if p; = 2—qq,
then (4.21) and an integration in time also show (4.24). According to (1.8), it remains to be shown that (4.24)
also holds for 2 — ¢ <p1 =61 +2+ 22=q1) , where again 31 := my1 — ¢1 — 1. As already alluded to, the main
ingredients for this proof are (4.21) and (4 22) which assert that there are ¢, co > 0 such that

T
sup / B2 9 (ug (1)) Ly, (ua(-t) +€) < ¢ and / / B (1) |[Vua|? < cz.
0o Jo

te(0,7) JQ2
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Preparing an application of Lemma 4.10, we set §; := 2(;1:_'721), which is positive as $; > —2 is contained in (4.1).

Moreover,

2(n+ g i 2(6 +2 4 2 2
P1= (n+q1)2<1+2> e > q
n n B +2 B +2

thanks to p; > 2—q1. Thus, p1 < @ and hence "T*Qﬁl < 2 which in turn implies p; < (nZ—Zﬂ Therefore, we

may indeed apply Lemma 4.10 to obtain ¢z > 0, 6, € (0,1] and b € (0,1) such that with A(s) := L, (sﬁ +e),
s >0,

p1b p1(1—-b) p1
500 9 2 2(2—q1) a1 2(2—qq) a1
A (p) <es | | Vel @ P Ayp) tes( [ o Adp)
Q Q Q Q

for all nonnegative ¢ € W12(Q). Taking here ¢ = B2 (u/(-,t)), t € (0,T), and integrating in time yield

T
/ / B2 () L% (Ba(ua) + )
0 Q
T B2 i g BLE2
= [ [ (5 ) T 5 )
0 Q
T pib p1(1—b)
ol () -
0 Q

B1+2

VBa? (uq)

) : (/ B (o) Loy (ta + e>)
ey /0 ' ( /Q B2 (uq) Ly, (uq + e)) .

. 61131/5163(ﬁ1 + 2)2
- 4
< VW eyey (B + 2)
- 4

Q
[y

T
/ BY (ua)|B' (ta) | Vuta|* + Tl T ey
0 Q

+ TPy forall a € (0,1),

where in the last step we have used that |B/,(s)| = m <1fors>0andac (0,1). Thus, (4.24) indeed
holds in all cases treated by this lemma. O

As an application of Young’s inequality reveals, (4.22) and (4.24) allow us to also obtain gradient space-time
bounds.

Lemma 4.12. Let T € (0,00) and 1,72 be as in (1.9). Then there is C' > 0 such that

T T
/ / [Vug|™ —|—/ / [Vu,|™ < C for all a € (0,1). (4.25)
0o Jo 0o Ja

PROOF. Again, it suffices to prove the bound only for u,, o € (0,1). We first assume that r; < 2 and hence
201 by (1.9), where £ == m; — ¢ — 1. With B, as in (4.8), we then make use of Young’s inequality to

= p1—P1
T T Biry _ By
/ 'V““'”:/ /Ba2 (ua)|Vtta] " Ba 7 (ua)
0 Q 0 Q

obtain
T T Byr
2 _pan
s”—l/ /Bgl(ua)|Vua|2+—T1/ /Ba T (a)
2 Jo Ja 2 Jo Ja
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for all @ € (0,1) which due to (4.24) and

B - -
2_74172_17;01—51717—_,317])1
1 p1 p1

implies (4.25) for some C' > 0.

If on the other hand r; > 2 and hence | = 2 < o ﬁ by (1.9), then 51 > 0 since positivity of p; is contained
n (4.1). Thus, in this case the estimate (4.22) directly implies (4.25). O

As a last preparation before obtaining limit functions u and v by applying several compactness theorems—in
particular, the Aubin-Lions lemma—, we derive estimates for the time derivatives uq: and vqe, @ € (0,1).

Lemma 4.13. Let T € (0,00). Then there exists C > 0 such that
Huat||Ll((O,T);(W”'+1v2(Q))*) + ||'Uo¢t||Ll((O,T);(W"Jrlv?(Q))*) <C for all a € (O, 1). (426)

PROOF. Since u, € L?((0,T); WH%(Q)) by Lemma 3.2, the weak formulation (2.8) entails that

/ e / Dia(tta( ) Vtia (1) Voo [ Sralta 1)Vl 1) - T+ [ froltta( 1), val 5
Q Q

Q

for a.e. t € (0,7), all p € W12(Q2) and all « € (0,1). Thus, recalling that D14 (ua) < diB™  (u,) + 1 and
S1a(ta) < x1B% (uq) for a € (0,1) if B, as in (4.8), we may estimate

/Quat(-,t)w‘

[ (Dratiale ) Visalet w\ [ ot ,>va(,t»w‘

<d ( / (le-l-%<ua<.,t>> ; 1)2 ; / ((B§<ua<-,t>> T 1) |Vua<-,t>|)2> 196 <0

o ([ @2t 4 [ 9000 ) 196

<

Sla(ua(; ))V’UQ a V7/)‘

+ (/ |f1a(ua(.,t),va(-,t))|) 19| o= () for a.e. t € (0,7), all » € WH>(Q) and all a € (0, 1),
Q

wherein as usual 81 :=m; — q1 — 1. As according to (4.1) and (1.10), both 2(m; — 1 — %) and max{aOprs ;.0

To— 1
at most p1, the bounds (4.24), (4.22), (4.25) and (4.23) along with the embeddings W"1:2(Q) — Wh(Q) —
L*>(€)) and an integration in time yield ¢; > 0 such that

T

/ sup / uatzb‘ < for all a € (0,1),
0 pewnth?(Q) Q

1¥llnt1,2(0)<1

which together with analogous considerations regarding v, implies (4.26). O

The a priori bounds gained in the lemmata above now allow us to conclude that (uq,v,) converge in certain
spaces along some null sequence (o) en.
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Lemma 4.14. Set

15 )y i<1a
p,— i) a
Lpi], ¢=1

Then there exists a null sequence (a;)jen C (0,1) and nonnegative u,v € LL (€ x [0,00)) such that

Ug; — U pointwise a.e., (4.27)

Vo, =V pointwise a.e., (4.28)
Bo(ta,) »u+1 in LY (2 x [0,00)) for all p € Py, (4.29)
By (va,;) v +1 in LY, (Q x [0,00)) for all p € P2, (4.30)
T i L]3(10, 00); W (€2), (1.31)

vy v in L73((0, 00); Wl (@), (1.3
fra(ta, va) = fi(u,v) in L. (Q x [0,00)) and (4.33)
foa(ta,va) = fa(u,v) in Li,.(Q x [0, oo)) (4.34)

as j — 0, where B, is as in (4.8) for a € (0,1).

PROOF. Thanks to (4.25) and (4.26), the Aubin—Lions lemma (along with a diagonalization argument) provides
us with a null sequence (a;)jen C (0,1) and functions u,v € L (2 x [0,00)) such that us, — u and v, — v
in LL (Q x [0,00)) as j — oo. After switching to a subsequence, if necessary, we may thus assume that (4.27)
and (4.28) hold. Thus, nonnegativity of u and v is inherited from nonnegativity of u,; and v,,, j € N, which in
turn is asserted by Lemma 3.2. Due to the bound (4.24), and because By, (ta) — tuq + 1 and By (ve) — vo + 1

pointwise a.e. as a \, 0 by (4.27) and (4.28), Vitali’s theorem asserts that (4.29) and (4.30) hold.

Moreover, possibly after switching to further subsequences, (4.31) and (4.32) follow from (4.25). (We note that
(4.27) and (4.28) guarantee that the corresponding limit functions coincide.)

Finally, additional consequences of (4.27) and (4.28) are (4.33) and (4.34): For fixed T' € (0, 00), the complement
of

A= {(z,t) € Q2% (0,T) : max{u(,t),v(x,t)} < oo and (uq,,va,)(@,t) = (u,v)(z,t) as j — oo }

in Qx (0,7)is a null set (since the inclusions u,v € L*(2x (0,7)) imply u,v < cc a.e.). Given (z,t) € A, there is
M > 0 with max{u(z,t),v(z,t)} < M. Thus, we can find j; € Nsuch that max{ue,(z,t),v,(z,t)} < 2M for all
j > j1. Taking moreover jo € N so large that 2M < a}lﬂ%mm{qhqﬂ) for all j > ja, we see that &, (u(z,t)) =
a; (v(x,t)) = 1 and hence fiq, (U, (7,1), V0, (2,1)) = fi(ta,;(,1),va,(z,t)) for all j > max{ji,j2} so that
J1a, (ta, (x,1), v, (2, 1)) = fi(u(z,t),v(z,t)) as j — oo by the continuity of f. Since (x,t) € A was arbitrary,
J1a; (Ua;,va,;) = f1(u,v) a.e. as j — oco. In the case of (H1), (4.33) is trivially true while for (H2), we make first
use of Young’s inequality to obtain c¢; > 0 such that |fi4(s1,52)| < c1(s3+s3+1) for all 51,82 > 0and a € (0,1)
and then employ Vitali’s theorem along with (4.23) and the just obtained pointwise convergence of f1, to also
obtain (4.33) in that case. As usual, (4.34) can be shown analogously. O

5 Existence of global weak solutions to (P): proof of Theorem 1.1

In this final section, we show that the pair (u,v) constructed in Lemma 4.14 is a solution to (P) in the following
sense.
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Definition 5.1. A pair (u,v) € L (2 x [0,00)) is called a global nonnegative weak solution of (P) if u,v > 0,

Dy (u)Vu, S1(u) Vv, Da(u) Vv, S2(v)Vu, fi, fo € Li (2 x [0,00))

and
—/ /ugot — / uop(-,0) = —/ Dl(u)Vu-Vgo—i—/ Sy(u)Vu - V<p+/ filu,v)p  (5.1)
0o Jo Q 0o Ja 0o Ja 0o Ja

as well as

/Om/gvcpt/gvocp(.,o)/ooo QDQ(U)Vv-Vgp/OOO/QSQ(U)VU.chqL/OOO [ Ry 62)

hold for all ¢ € C°(Q x [0, 0)).
Lemma 5.2. The tuple (u,v) constructed in Lemma 4.14 is a weak solution of (P) in the sense of Definition 5.1.

PRrOOF. Both the required regularity and nonnegativity of v and v are contained in Lemma 4.14.

In order show that (5.1) holds, we first fix ¢ € C%(Q x [0,00)). For all a € (0, 1), the pair (uq,vs) given by
Lemma 3.2 solves (3.4) weakly so that by (2.8) and an integration by parts,

Ila +12a = */ /ua@t - / UOQW(';O)
0 Q Q

- _/ Dla(ua)vua : V(P +/ Sla(ua)vvoz : VSD +/ fla(uouva)()o
0 Q 0 Q 0 Q

= I3o + 1o + I5o for all @ € (0,1). (5.3)

Mainly relying on the convergences provided by Lemma 4.14, we now take the limit o = a; ™\, 0 in each term
herein. First,

Lo, — —/ uop(-,0) and Isq, —>/ /fl(u,v)go as j — oo
Q 0o Jao

are direct consequences of (3.2) and (4.33). Moreover, as 1 > 1 by (1.10), we infer from (4.31) that us; — u

in LL (9 x [0,00)) and thus
Ila].%f/ /ucpt as j — o0.
o Jo

loc
Regarding I3, we first note that in the case of m; <1,

T
B;Zl_l(uaj) — (u+1)™~! in L)' (Q x [0,00)) as j — oo (5.4)

loc

by Lebesgue’s theorem and (4.27), where B, is as in (4.8) for a € (0,1). We now show that (5.4) also holds

for my > 1. If additionally r; = pfflﬂl with 81 == mq — ¢1 — 1, then (m; — 1)T1Ti1 = (my — l)pf_’;lﬁl < m

since 0 < 2(my — 1) < p1 + B is entailed in (4.1). If on the other hand (m; > 1 and) r # pfflﬂl and thus

ro=2> pi% by (1.9), then 8; < 0 so that (4.1) asserts 2(m; — 1) < p; and hence also (m; — 1)-= < py.

Tlfl

Therefore, (4.29) asserts that (5.4) indeed also holds for m; > 1. Combined with (4.31), (5.4) then implies

//B?-l’l(uaj)vuaj-vsaﬁ/ /(u+1)m1*1vu-v¢ as j — 0o,
o Ja '’ 0o Ja
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and since additionally a; [ [, Vg, - Vi — 0 as j — oo by (4.31), we conclude

T30, — —/ / Dy (u)Vu -V as j — oo.
o Ja

Finally, we concern ourselves with the term stemming from the cross diffusion: Precisely due to our main
condition (1.10), we can choose p > 1 such that

[1,00), q1 S 0;
1 1
—+—=1 and pel[,&) 0<q <1,
D 1 q1

[17p1]5 q1 = 1.

As also 0 < S1a(s) < xaBZi(s) for all s > 0 and a € (0,1) as well as Sia; (Ua,;) = S1(ua,;) a.e. as a N\ 0,
Pratt’s lemma and (4.29) assert that ST, (ua;) — S7(u) in Ly, (Q x [0,00)) as j — oo, provided that ¢; > 0.

loc
For ¢; < 0, the same conclusion can be reached by Lebesgue’s theorem. Combined with (4.32), this entails that

Sta, (Ua; ) Ve, = S1(u)Vo in Li (2 x [0,00)) as j — oo and thus

loc

Iy, %/ / S1(u)Vu -V as j — oo.
0o Ja

In combination, these convergences and (5.3) prove (5.1), and since (5.2) can be shown analogously, (u,v) is
indeed a weak solution of (P). O

This lemma already contains our main theorem.

PRrROOF OF THEOREM 1.1. All claims have been proven in Lemma 5.2. O
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