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Abstract. This paper deals with the quasilinear attraction-repulsion chemotaxis system

uy =V - ((u+1)""'Vu — xu(u+ 1)P2Vo + u(u + 1)1 2Vw) + f(u),
0=Av+ au — Sv,
0=Aw+~yu—dw

in a bounded domain Q@ C R™ (n € N) with smooth boundary 99, where m,p,q € R,
X, &, a, B,7,0 > 0 are constants. Moreover, it is supposed that the function f satisfies
f(u) =0 in the study of boundedness, whereas, when considering blow-up, it is assumed
that m > 0 and f is a function of logistic type such as f(u) = Au— pu™ with A >0, u >0
and k > 1 sufficiently close to 1, in the radially symmetric setting. In the case that £ =0
and f(u) = 0, global existence and boundedness have been proved under the condition
p<m+ % Also, in the case that m =1, p = ¢ = 2 and f is a function of logistic type,
finite-time blow-up has been established by assuming ya — &y > 0. This paper classifies
boundedness and blow-up into the cases p < ¢ and p > ¢ without any condition for the
sign of ya — &y and the case p = ¢ with xya — &y < 0 or ya — &y > 0.
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1. Introduction

Background. Chemotaxis is the property of cells to move in a directional manner in
response to concentration gradients of chemical substances. The system of partial differ-
ential equations describing such the motion of cells was introduced by Keller—Segel [20],
and is called the chemotaxis system. The system

u =V - (Vu—xqu),
vy = Av+ au — fv

(1.1)
is one of many types of the chemotaxis systems and expresses phenomena caused by the
movement of cells as a response to an attractive chemical substance. Here the functions u
and v idealize the cell density and the concentration of the chemoattractant, respectively.
After the work [20], there have been many extensive studies on the chemotaxis systems
(see e.g., Osaki-Yagi [32], Bellomo et al. [2], Arumugam-Tyagi [1]). From the point of
view of modeling, it is significant to analyze quasilinear systems such as the system

u =V - ((u+1)"'Vu — yu(u+ 1)P"2Vv),
vy = Av + au — P,

where m,p € R. This system has been proposed by Painter—Hillen [33] and has been
dealt with by some works (see e.g., Cieslak [7], Tao-Winkler [38]; cf. also [17] for the
degenerate version of the system). In the other direction, in order to describe the quorum
sensing effect that cells keep away from a repulsive chemical substance, Painter—Hillen [33]
suggested the following attraction-repulsion chemotaxis system which was also introduced
by Luca et al. [26] to describe the aggregation of microglial cells in Alzheimer’s disease:

u =V - (Vu — xuVv + £qu),
v = Av + au — P, (1.2)
wy = Aw + yu — dw.
The functions u, v and w in (1.2) represent the cell density, the concentration of the
chemoattractant and chemorepellent, respectively. The system (1.2) has also been actively
studied as detailed in later. Here we emphasize that it is meaningful to consider the system
(1.2) with diffusion, attraction and repulsion terms involving nonlinearities, that is,
u =V - ((u+1)"Vu — yu(u+ 1)P2Vu + u(u + 1)7*Vw),
vy = Av + au — P, (1.3)
wy = Aw + yu — dw.
In this paper, previous to a mathematical analysis of (1.3), we will reduce the system to
the parabolic—elliptic—elliptic version. The reduction seems to be reasonable because the

diffusion of chemical substances are faster than that of cells. Thus we can approximate
the system (1.3) by its parabolic—elliptic—elliptic version.



Problem. In this paper, as mentioned above, we consider the quasilinear parabolic—
elliptic—elliptic attraction-repulsion chemotaxis system

;

u =V - ((u+1)"'Vu — yu(u+ 1)P2Vu + u(u+ 1)72Vw) + f(u),
0= Av+ au— po,

0= Aw +yu — dw, (1.4)
Vu-v|pgg = V- v|sgg = Vw - v]gg = 0,
\u(-,O) = Uy

in a bounded domain Q C R™ (n € N) with smooth boundary 0f), where m,p,q € R,
X, &, a, B,7,0 > 0 are constants, v is the outward normal vector to 0f2,

up € C°(Q), up>0in Q and wg # 0. (1.5)
Moreover, we assume that

e m R, f(u) =0 in the consideration of boundedness;

e m >0, f(u) = A(|z|)u — u(|z|)u® (k > 1) in the study of blow-up, provided that

Q= Bp(0) CR" (n €N, n > 3) with R > 0, (1.6)
A(+), u(-) are nonnegative and continuous functions on [0, R], (1.7)
w(r) < pgr® for all r € [0, R] with some gy > 0 and a > 0. (1.8)

Attraction vs. repulsion. As to the system (1.4) with p = ¢ = 2, it is known that
boundedness and blow-up are classified by the sign of ya — &y (see e.g., Tao—Wang [37]).
Here boundedness (including global existence), which expresses that |u(-, )| e < C
for all £ > 0 with some C' > 0, is interpreted as the diffusion of cells, and that finite-
time blow-up (blow-up for short), which means that lim; »p [|u(:, )| () = oo with some
T € (0,00), implies the concentration of cells. On the other hand, to the best of our
knowledge, when p # 2 or ¢ # 2, no results are available for boundedness and blow-up
in (1.4). Here the powers p, ¢ determine the strengths of the effects of attraction, which
promotes blow-up, and repulsion, which induces boundedness. Thus we can naturally
guess as follows.

Boundedness and blow-up can be classified by the size of the powers p, q.

In the following we discuss this expectation. As will be explained later, in the case £ =0
in (1.4) it is known that boundedness holds in the case

2
p<m+ﬁ, (1.9)

and blow-up occurs in the opposite case. In view of the first equation in (1.4), the condition
(1.9) implies that the effect of diffusion “plus 27 is stronger than the one of attraction.
In the case & # 0 the system (1.4) involves the repulsion term which is expected to work



in contrast to the attraction term. Therefore the question arises whether the repulsion
term is useful for deriving boundedness, that is,

(Q1) when p < q, does boundedness in (1.4) hold without assuming (1.9)?

In the opposite case p > ¢, we believe that blow-up can be shown since the effect of
attraction is more dominant than that of repulsion, and we raise the following question.

(Q2) When p > q, does blow-up in (1.4) occur?

Furthermore, in the case p = ¢, where the effects of attraction and repulsion are balanced,
the following question arises.

(Q3) When p = q, are boundedness and blow-up in (1.4)

classified by the condition for the coefficients in the equations?

Overview of related works. Before giving answers to the above three questions, we
summarize the previous studies related to each case.

We first focus on the reduced system without repulsion term,

{ut =V (1) = xu(u+ 1P70) + f () (1.10)

Ty = Av + au — P,

where m,p € R, x,a, 8 > 0, 7 € {0, 1} are constants and f is a function. In the case 7 =1,
boundedness were shown in [16, 38, 41, 46]. More precisely, Tao-Winkler [38] derived
boundedness when Q2 C R" (n € N) is a convex domain, f(u) =0 and p < m + 2 holds;
after that, the convexity of Q0 was removed by [16]. Conversely, finite-time blow-up was
obtained under the condition p > m + 2 (see e.g., Winkler [43], Cieslak—Stinner [8, 9]).
Besides, in the critical case p = m + %, boundedness and blow-up were classified by the
condition for initial data (|4, 18, 22, 27]). Also, in the case f(u) < A—pu® (A >0, u > 0,
k > 1), global existence of classical solutions was established by Zheng [46] under the
condition that p < min{x—1,m+ %}, or p = k if u > 0 is sufficiently large. On the other
hand, in the case 7 = 0, boundedness were proved in [24, 34, 40, 45]. Particularly, in the
case 2 = R" (n € N), Sugiyama-Kunii [34] demonstrated boundedness of weak solutions
in the system (1.10) of a degenerate type. Namely, in the literature the authors dealt
with the case that f(u) =0, m >1,p>2and p < min{m+ 1,m+ %} Also, in the case
that p =2 and f(u) < A—puu” (A >0, x> 0, K > 1), boundedness were verified by Wang
et al. [40] under the condition that m >2— 2 if k € (1,2), or > p* if K > 2 with some
p* > 0. In contrast, when m =1, p =2 and f(u) = du —pu® (A € R, p >0, k > 1),
Winkler [44] established finite-time blow-up; after that, the result was extended to the
cases p € (1,2), p=2and p > 1in [36], [3] and [35], respectively. Moreover, some related
works for the system (1.10) with nonlinear sensitivity can be found in [11, 13, 14, 19].
For instance, when 7 =1, m = 1, p = 2 and f(u) = 0, Fujie [13] showed boundedness in

(1.10) with sensitivity function X under the condition 0 < x < \/% :
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We next shift our focus to the attraction-repulsion system

u =V - (Vu — xyuVov + Squ) + f(u),
0= Av+ au — P, (1.11)
0 =Aw + yu — dw,

where x, &, a, 3,7,6 > 0. In the case f(u) = Au— pu® (A € R, u > 0, k > 1), finite-time
blow-up was recently proved in [5] via the method in [44] when & is sufficiently closed to 1
and ya —&v > 0 holds. Moreover, some related works deriving boundedness can be found
in [15, 28, 29, 30, 31]; showing finite-time blow-up can be cited in [21]; dealing with
nonlinear diffusion and sensitivities can be referred in [6, 23, 25]. Particularly, in the
two-dimensional setting, Fujie-Suzuki [15] established boundedness in the fully parabolic
version of (1.11) under the condition that 8 = 0, xa — &y > 0 and |ug|| 1) < %;
note that the authors relaxed the condition for uy in the radially symmetric setting and
removed the condition § = §. Also, Nagai-Yamada [31] obtained global existence of
solutions under the condition that & = v = 1, x =& > 0 and ||uo||z1@) = % in the
two-dimensional setting; after that, the authors demonstrated boundedness of solutions
in [30]. On the other hand, in the three-dimensional and radially symmetric settings,
existence of solutions blowing up in finite time to the fully parabolic version of (1.11) was
shown by Lankeit [21] under the conditions that xa — &y > 0 and that ||u||z1@) = M
with some M > 0.

In summary, the results on boundedness and blow-up in the system (1.4) were obtained
as follows: Boundedness was derived in the case & = 0 under the condition p < m + %;
blow-up was proved under the condition ya — &y > 0. However, in previous studies,
the effect of repulsion has not been effectively utilized. The purpose of this paper is to
establish boundedness and blow-up with help of the repulsion term without the above
conditions.

Main results. Before introducing our results, we mention the expected answers to
the questions (Q1)-(Q3). As to the questions (Q1) and (Q2), we can give affirmative
answers. Also, regard to the question (Q3), we can classify boundedness and blow-up
according to the sign of ya — &v. In the following we briefly state the main results which
give the answers to the questions. The precise statements and their proofs will be given
in Sections 3, 4.

(I) If p < q, then, for all initial data, the system (1.4) possesses a global bounded
classical solution which is unique (Theorem 3.1).

(I) If p = g and ya—&v < 0, then, for all initial data, the system (1.4) admits a unique
global bounded classical solution (Theorem 3.4).

(IT) If p > ¢, then there exist initial data such that the corresponding solutions blow up
in finite time in the radial framework (Theorem 4.1).

(IV) If p = q and ya — &y > 0, then there exist initial data such that the system (1.4)
possesses solutions blow up in finite time in the radial framework (Theorem 4.4).
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Strategies for proving boundedness and blow-up. The strategy for showing bound-
edness is to establish the differential inequality

% Q(u +1)7 < —01</Q(u + 1)”) o + ¢ (1.12)

with some o > n, ¢1, ca,6; > 0. The key to the derivation of (1.12) is to take advantage of
the effect of repulsion. More precisely, we will estimate positive terms like ya fQ uo P2
by the negative term —¢&v fQ u’t972. On the other hand, the cornerstone of the proof of
finite-time blow-up is the derivation of the differential inequality

¢ - .
E(So’t) > c355 2% (50, 1) — 452, (1.13)
where c3, ¢4, 05,03 > 0 are constants. Here the moment-type functional ¢ is defined as

P(s0,t) == [;° 57 (so — s)U(s,t) ds, where U is the mass accumulation function given by
1

U(s,t) = Oﬂ p"tu(p,t)dp for s > 0, ¢t > 0 and b € (0,1). To derive the inequality
(1.13) we utilize the attraction term. More precisely, the key is to handle a term derived
from the repulsion term by exploiting the effect of attraction.

Plan of the paper. This paper is organized as follows. In Section 2 we collect some
preliminary facts about local existence in (1.4) and a lemma guaranteeing an L*-estimate
from an L7-estimate for u as well as an inequality which will be used later. Section 3 is
devoted to establishing results on global existence and boundedness. In Section 4 we give
and prove results on finite-time blow-up.

2. Preliminaries

We first give a result on local classical solutions to (1.4). This result can be proved by
standard arguments based on the contraction mapping principle (see e.g., [10, 38, 39]).

Lemma 2.1. Let Q C R" (n € N) be a bounded domain with smooth boundary and let
m,p,q €R, x,& a, 5,7,0 > 0. Assume that f(u) =0 or f(u) = Au— pu® (k > 1), where
M\ € C%Q). Then for all ug satisfying the condition (1.5) there exists Thax € (0, ]
such that (1.4) admits a unique classical solution (u,v,w) such that

(2.1)

u € COUQ X [0, Thnax)) N CHHQ x (0, Trnax)),
0, W € Ny CV[0, Trnax); WH(Q)) N C*H(Q x (0, Tinax))-

Moreover,

Zf Tmax < 00, then t/l‘lir}rnlax ||u(at)||L°°(Q) = 00. (22)
Particularly, in the case that f(u) = A(|z|)u — p(Jz|)u” (k > 1) and the conditions (1.6),
(1.7) hold, if ug is further assumed to be radially symmetric, then there exists Trax € (0, 00]

such that (1.4) possesses a unique radially symmetric classical solution (u,v,w) satisfying
(2.1) and (2.2).



We next give the following lemma which provides a strategy to prove global existence
and boundedness.

Lemma 2.2. Let Q C R" (n € N) be a bounded domain with smooth boundary and let
m,p,q € R, x,& a,5,7,0 > 0. Assume that f(u) =0 and ug satisfies (1.5). Denote by
(u,v,w) the local classical solution of (1.4) given in Lemma 2.1 and by Thax € (0, 00] its
maximal existence time. If for some o > n,

sup [[u(+, )| o) < oo,
t€(07Tmax)

then we have

sup  |lu(-, 1) o) < 00. (2.3)
t€(07Tmax)

Proof. By the L?-boundedness of u, there exist ¢; > 0 and ¢ > n such that
Ju(, )|z < a (2.4)

for all t € (0, Tipax). Since o > n, applying [42, Lemma 2.4 (i) with § = ¢ and p = o0
along with (2.4) yields

IVel, Dl < c2(14 sup u(,8)llzoe)) < s, (2.5)
te(omiax)

IVl ey < es(14+ sup Jult)lie) < s (2.6)
te(omiax)

for all t € (0, Tinax) With some ¢y, 3, ¢4, c5 > 0. Thanks to (2.4)—(2.6), we can see from
(38, Lemma A.1] that (2.3) holds. O

We finally state an inequality which will be used repeatedly.
Lemma 2.3. Let ¢ > 1. Then for all e > 0,

(z+ 1)< (Q+e)at+C. (z>0), (2.7)

where Ce = (1+ &) ((1+e)71 —1)" Y,

Proof. Owing to the convexity of the function y +— 3* on [1,00) we have

. ‘
1 1 1 1 =1
(l"l‘l)zz 71(1+5)m1'+ 1— T . ( +62Z
(I14+¢)zT (I+e)71) (1+¢)771 -1
. ¢

1 I 1 1 =T

(1+e)=1 (1+e)=1 (I+e)71 -1
1+
=(14e)z" + Lg g
(Q+e)71 —1)
which leads to (2.7). O



3. Global existence and boundedness

In this section we assume that Q@ C R™ (n € N) is a bounded domain with smooth
boundary, m,p,q € R, x,&,a,3,7,6 > 0, f(u) = 0. We will prove global existence and
boundedness in (1.4) in two cases p < g and p = g.

3.1. The case p < q

In this subsection we show the following theorem which asserts global existence and
boundedness in (1.4) in the case p < g.

Theorem 3.1. Assume that p < q. Then for all uy satisfying (1.5) there exists a unique
triplet (u,v,w) of nonnegative functions

{u € OO0 x [0,00)) N CL(Q x (0,00)),
v, W E Ny Co([0, 00); WE?(Q)) N C*1(Q x (0, 0)),

which solves (1.4) in the classical sense, and is bounded, that is, ||u(-,t)||z=@) < C for
all t > 0 with some C' > 0.

In the following we denote by (u,v,w) the local classical solution of (1.4) given in
Lemma 2.1 and by Thax € (0, 00] its maximal existence time. To prove Theorem 3.1, it
is sufficient to derive an L7-estimate for u with some o > n, because Lemma 2.2 leads to
an L*>-estimate for u which together with the criterion (2.2) implies the conclusion. The
following lemma plays an important role in the derivation of the L7-estimate.

Lemma 3.2. Let { > 1. Then the first and third components of the solution satisfy that
for all e >0,

/we < 5/ u' +c(e) on (0, Thnax)
Q 0

with some c(g) > 0.

Proof. Let t € (0, Thyax) and put u := u(-,t), w := w(-,t). Multiplying the third equation
in (1.4) by w*~! and integrating it over €2, we obtain

5/w£—/w£_1Aw:7/uw£_1.
Q Q Q

Since the second term on the left-hand side is rewritten as

— / wr Aw = (0 — 1) / w2 | Vw|? = 4(£; D / ‘Vw%
Q Q 4 Q

40 —1
5/105—1— (¢ 5 )/‘Vwéfzv/uwe_l. (3.1)
Q ¢ o) Q

2
)

we infer




Here we note from the first equation in (1.4) that the mass conservation [, u(-,t) = [, uo
holds for all ¢ € (0, Tinax). Hence, integrating the third equation in (1.4) over € gives

/Qw:%/Qu:%/uo. (3.2)

Applying the Gagliardo—Nirenberg inequality to sz and using the relation (3.2),

|20
we see that there exist ¢, ¢y > 0 such that

02 | ey < 1 ([9V08 Gy ot 1300, + 2 ,)
< o[V 7oy + 1) (3.3)
where 0, := é;i € (0,1). Let € > 0 (fixed later). Then Young’s inequality implies that
there exists C23(g) > 0 such that

IV < ST+ e

This together with (3.3) yields that

T \ﬂvw%”mm+02<C3<a>+1>>2
<€va2HL2(Q + cu(e)

with some ¢4(g) > 0. Namely, we have

/}sz > /wg—c5(a) (3.4)

with some ¢5(e) > 0. Combining (3.1) with (3.4) and using Holder’s and Young’s inequal-
ities, we derive that

6/sz+%/ﬂw5§7/ﬂuwz_i+07(a) -
() (o) v
L0 [ e

with some cg, ¢7(¢) > 0, and thus infer

(5+CE—6—7+%)/wagZ/u+c7<> (3.5)

We now observe that if € € (0, %6) then © —~ > 0, that is,

IN

IN

Co v
o+ — — = >0.
+€ 7+€



Therefore, picking € € (0, %), we have from (3.5) that

0l
/weg _ ¢ . /uz+ 607(5) :
Q 5+6—’7+7 Q 5+?6—’}/‘|‘z

_ ° /ue cr(e)e
(0 =7+ 7F)e+cs Jo (0—v+7F)e+cs

Noticing that for all € > 0 there exists ¢ € (0, & ) such that m
the conclusion. O

< €, we arrive at

We now prove an L?-estimate for u.
Lemma 3.3. Assume that p < q. Then for some o > n there exists C' > 0 such that
(e, 8) 2oy < ©
for all t € (0, Thnax)-

Proof. Let o > 1 be sufficiently large. We first obtain from the first equation in (1.4)
with f(u) =0 and integration by parts that

1d
odt

- / (4 )19 - (a4 17 19)
o /Q(u + 177V (u(u + 1)P7V0) + € /Q(u + 177V - (u(u+ 1) V)
~o=1) [ @17

+x(c—1) /Q u(u+1)7P 4V - Vo — £(0 — 1) /Q u(u+ 1)tV - Vw

= ]1+]2+[3 (36)

for all t € (0, Tinax). We estimate the terms Iy, I5, I3. As to the first term I, we rewrite
it as

(u+1)

0'—1 a+m1
I =-— Crm_IF /}v +1) ”. (3.7)

We next deal with the second term I and third term I3. As to the former, integration
by parts and the second equation in (1.4) lead to

Iy = x(o — 1)/QV[/Ou s(s+ 1)”+p_4ds] - Vv
—xto=1) [ [ ["stsnrtas - (-a0

0—1/9[/0 s+1”+p4ds} (au — Bv)

<Xa(a—1)/Q [/0 s(s 4+ 1)7+P" 4ds} (3.8)
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Here we infer that for ¢ > —p + 2,

u

[/0u8(8+1)”+p_4ds]u < [/0 (s + 1)77=3 ds|u

1 o+p—2
_7a+p_2(u+ ) u

1o+p—1.
- U+p—2(u+ )

Combining the above estimate with (3.8) and using Lemma 2.3 with ¢ = 1 and 0 > —p+2,
we have

I < M(z / wrtPl cl>, (3.9)

o+p—2

with some ¢; > 0. Similarly, as to the term I3, we establish
Iy = &(o — 1)/ [/ s(s+1)“+q—4ds} . Aw
abtJo
=¢&(o0— 1)/ [/ s(s+1)7t ds} (0w — yu). (3.10)
altJo
Here, noting that s7t973 < s(s + 1)1 < (s +1)77973 for 0 > —q + 4, we see that

LT < / s(s+1)77 0 ds < (w+1)772 (3.11)
0

o+q— o+q—2
1
o+q—2

where we neglected the term —
with € = 1 we obtain that

[/Ou s(s+1)7te ds]w <

on the most right-hand side. Due to Lemma 2.3

(u +1)7H 2y

o+q—2
1
= Tq—Q <2u”+q_2w + ng), (312)

with some ¢o > 0. Therefore a combination of the above estimates (3.10)-(3.12) yields

that
<>~ (25 otg=2 5 — ota=1), 3.13
3_a+q—2< Qu w + 0cy Qw y Qu ) ( )

Collecting (3.7), (3.9) and (3.13) in (3.6), we derive

1d ; 4(oc —1) otm—12
— (u—l—l) S—m/ﬂ}V(u—l—l) 2 ‘

odt Jg
xa(o —1) / +p—1
AT (2wt
+a+p—2< Qu +Cl>
{(o—1) / -2 / / -1
(2§ ota o - ota 3.14
+0+q—2< Qu w + 0cy Qw Y Qu ) (3.14)
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for all t € (0, Tax). Moreover, taking e; > 0 which will be fixed later and applying
Young’s inequality to u?~1 we have u®™~! < gyu”T7! + ¢3(g;) with some c3(g1) > 0.
Additionally, again by the relation (3.2) we see that

1d 40—1 ot+tm—1 2
;afﬂ(ujtl)"—l—ﬁ/ﬂ}vw—l—l) 2 |

< xa(o = 1) [2(51 /Qu”q_l +03(51)> +cl}

o+p—2
5(0_1)< / -2 / -1

4S9 (o5 [ w2y ey —y [ uot ) 3.15
o+q—2 Q 7 Q ( )

for all ¢ € (0, Tinax) with some ¢4 > 0. We next estimate the term [, u”"?*w. Using the
Holder inequality, we infer

o+qg—2 1
_ _ otq—1 _ o+q—1
/uo+q 20 < (/uo+q 1) </w0+q 1) .
Q Q Q

Here we take €5 > 0 which will be fixed later. Employing the Young inequality as well as
applying Lemma 3.2 with { =0 + ¢ — 1 and e = (2)7""! to [, w™", we establish

o+4+q—2 1
— 1\ oHa1 [ [E2\OFa ] - otq—1
/ua—i-q 2w < (/ua-i-q 1) [(_) u’te 1—|—C5(€2)
Q Q 2 Q

o+qg—2
<22 / u tt 4 05(52)%1171 (/ u”+q_1> T
2 Jo Q
£ £
< <2 uo-l—q—l 4 05(52)(7#171 721 / uo-l—q—l + C6(£2)>
2 Ja 2c5(g9) o1 Jo
= &9 / u°+q_1 -+ C7(€2) (316)
Q
with some c5(e2), cs(e2), c7(€2) > 0. Setting cg := % and cg 1= fr(j:—q__l%, we derive from

(3.15) and (3.16) that

1 d 4(0 - 1) ot+m—1,2
- 1 S )7
adt/Q(u_l_ ) +(<7+m—1)2/9‘v(2hL ) |

< M [2 (51 /Q wuoteTt 4 03(61)) + cl]

o+p—2
-1
+M(25/u"+q_2w—l—c4—7/u“+q_1>
oc+q—2 Q Q

< 2cge; / w4 ey [25 (52 / wotat 07(52)) — 7/ u"+q_1} + c10(e1)
Q Q Q

= 20881 / u"+q_1 -+ 09(2582 — ’)/) / U0+q_1 -+ 011(81, 82) (317)
Q Q

for all ¢ € (0, Tyax) with some ci9(e1), c11(e1,62) > 0. Here we choose g5 > 0 satisfying
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€9 that is, 20e5 — v < 0. Then we have from (3.17) that

1d (u+1) —4(0_1> Q/Q\V(ujtl)”z“‘2

26’

o dt (c+m—1)
< (20851 —co(y — 2552)) /Qu”q_l + c11(e1) (3.18)
for all t € (0, Trpax). We let
€1 1= 69(72_—082552) > 0.

Therefore we obtain from (3.18) that

ii& /( +1)7 + % /Q V(u+ 1) " < ey (3.19)

for all t € (0, Tiax). We finally estimate the second term on the left-hand side of (3.19)
in order to derive a differential inequality for fQ(u + 1)?7. Again using the Gagliardo—
Nirenberg inequality and the mass conservation, we see that

Ju(- ) + 1|70

— . J+m 1
= |l t) + )= .
< en ([Tt t) + 1)7F 7 gl (ul DT S
2
0+ )™ )
o‘+m 1

< 012<HV(U('715) + 1) Hﬁm ' 2||u( t) + 1H1L;(9§22) + [Ju(-,t) + 1||L1(Q))

< 013<HV(U(-,15) +1)7E 1H“+m)1 o+ 1)

o+m—1 o+m—1

for all t € (0, Thax) with 6y := (,fm++fjl € (0,1) and ¢;2, ¢13 > 0. This implies
2

n 2
0+m 1 1 - 021;1271
90t 0) 4 1075 gy > (-l 0) + Uiy — 1)
o+m—1
> cullut) + | gy — 1 (3.20)

for all ¢ € (0, Tinax) with some ¢4 > 0. A combination of (3.19) and (3.20) yields that

1 d 202
(U+ 1) —|—Cl5</(u—|— 1)‘7) 0 < ¢y
Q

o dt
for all t € (0, Tax) With some 15, c16 > 0. Noting from 20, < 2 < 0+m—1 for sufficiently
large o that Z£™=1 > 1 we infer that

202
/(u + 1)0 < C17
Q

with some c;7 > 0. This proves the conclusion for all sufficiently large o > 1. O

13



We are now in a position to complete the proof of Theorem 3.1.

Proof of Theorem 3.1. A combination of Lemmas 3.3 and 2.2 along with the criterion
(2.2) leads to the conclusion of Theorem 3.1. O

3.2. The case p = ¢q

In this subsection we state the following theorem guaranteeing global existence and
boundedness in (1.4) in the case p = g.

Theorem 3.4. Assume that p = q and xa — &y < 0. Then for all uy satisfying (1.5)
there exists a unique triplet (u,v,w) of nonnegative functions

Ve@@x&mwwmﬁx@m»
v, W E Ny Co([0, 00); WE2(Q)) N C*1(Q x (0, 0)),

which solves (1.4) in the classical sense, and is bounded, that is, ||u(-,t)||z=@) < C for
all t > 0 with some C' > 0.

As in the previous subsection, we denote by (u,v,w) the local classical solution of
(1.4) given in Lemma 2.1 and by Ti.x € (0, 00] its maximal existence time. We prove
Theorem 3.4 by deriving an L?-estimate for u.

Lemma 3.5. Suppose that p = q. Then for some o > n there exists C' > 0 such that
[u(, )l|Lo@) < C
for all t € (0, Thnax)-

Proof. Let 0 > 1 be sufficiently large. Let ¢y > 0 which will be fixed later. Proceeding
similarly in the proof of Lemma 3.3, we see that (3.14) with p = ¢ holds, that is,

1d U_1> a+m1
17 < — 1)
odt (u—l— )< (0 +m—1)2 /}V * ‘
Xa(g_l) o+p—1
+;:;t3(u+a>/ +aen)

5(0-_1) /U+p2 / /U+p1
a+p 2(25 w—+docy [ w—ry

for all t € (0, Thax) With some c¢i(g1),c2 > 0. Also, setting c3 :=
property (3.2), we have

]_ d 4 _]_ ot+m—1
—— (u—i—l)"%—L/ ‘V(u+1)+T‘2
Q Q

- +_ 5 and recalling the

o dt (c+m—1)2
S X&Cg((l -+ 81) / U0+p_1 + 01(81))
Q
+ §c3(25/ W2y 4 ey — 7/ u“ﬂ’—l), (3.21)
0 0

14



for all ¢ € (0, Tiax) with some ¢4 > 0. We now take e, > 0 which will be fixed later.
Then, an argument similar to that in derivation of (3.16) implies

_ &2 _
utP 2y < —/u”+p Y yes(e
/Q 280 Jo 5(€2)

with some c5(g2) > 0. Thus we obtain

1 d o 4(0-_ 1) o+m—1,2
o Q(u+1) +—(O_+m_1)2/ﬂ\V(u+1) |

< yacs ((1 +e1) /Q u P 4 01(51)>

+ &3 (25/ PR ey — 7/ u"+p_1>
Q Q

<3 [xoz(l +€1) /Qu"ﬂ"l + 256(%/9%“’—1 + 05(52)) - gfy/gua-irp—l]

+ cg(e1)

=3 [(on(l +e1) —&y) + 52} /Qu‘”“”‘l + c7(e1,€2) (3.22)

for all t € (0, Tinax) with some cg(e1), c7(€1,€2) > 0. Here since ya—¢&vy < 0 by assumption,
we can pick g7 > 0 satisfying xya(1 4 1) — &y < 0. Then, taking

g =&y — xa(l+e1) >0,

we have from (3.21) and (3.22) that

1 d 4(0' — 1) ot+m—1

2
—— 1)° N <
o Q(u+ ) +(O_+m_1)2/ﬂ\V(u+ ) "< e

forall t € (0, Tinax). Finally, deriving a differential inequality for [, (u+1)7 by an argument
similar to that in the proof of Lemma 3.3, we arrive at the conclusion. 0

Employing Lemma 3.5, we can prove Theorem 3.4.

Proof of Theorem 3.4. In view of Lemmas 3.5 and 2.2 along with the criterion (2.2),
we immediately arrive at the conclusion of Theorem 3.4. O

4. Finite-time blow-up

In the following we suppose that 2 = Bg(0) C R" (n € N, n > 3) with R > 0 and
fu) = M|z|)u — p(|z])u” (k > 1), where A, p satisfy the conditions (1.7) and (1.8) as
well as m >0, p,qg € R, x,& a, 8,7,0 > 0. We also assume that ug is radially symmetric
and fulfills (1.5). Then we denote by (u,v,w) = (u(r,t),v(r,t),w(r,t)) the local classical
solution of (1.4) given in Lemma 2.1 and by Ty € (0, 00] its maximal existence time.

15



In order to state the main theorems we give the conditions (C1)—(C3) as follows:

4

2 2(n?+1
n € {3,4}; m>1, p<—m+M’
n+1 n(n+1) )
12 on—) _ 2
- m m — —=;
\p n—2 n(n—2) ' b n
( 2 2(n? —2n — 1 2 2(n® +1
n>5 m>1, -— m + (n n )<p< m + (n” + ),
n—3 n(n —3) n+1 n(n+1) (©2)
<_n+2m 3n? —5n —4 <n+2m_n2—3n—4'
\p n—4 n(n—4) ’ P="3 3n 7
( 2 2(n? —2n — 1) 2 2(n? +1)
> 5 >1, — < ,
e e n—3" n(n —3) P +1 n(n+1)
n+2 3n? —b5n —4 1 2(n* —n—1)
- <p<— : (C3)
n—4" n(n —4) =P n—2m+ n(n —2)
2
m—p<—=.
\ n

4.1. The case p > q

In this subsection we establish finite-time blow-up in (1.4) in the case p > q.

Theorem 4.1. Assume that p > q. Also, suppose that m > 0, k > 1 fulfill the following
conditions:

(i) In the case (C1),

(n—=2)((m—p+1)n+1) a((m—p+1)n+1)

pel n(n—1) * n(n—1) —(m—1) = (2—p)s;

(ii) In the case (C2),

(n=2)((m—-p+1)n+1) a((m—p+1)n+1)

pel n(n—1) * n(n—1) —(m—1) = (2—p)s;

(iii) In the case (C3),

(m—p+ln+1 a((m—p+n+1) (2-p),
k<14 2n—1) + n(n—1) - 5

where a > 0 is given in (1.8) and y; := max{0,y}. Let My > 0, M, € (0, M) and L > 0.
Then one can find g > 0 and r1 € (0, R) with the following property: If ug satisfies
uo(z) < Llz|™7, where o = % + g9 as well as [,ug = My and fBr'l(O) ug > M,
then the solution (u,v,w) to (1.4) blows up at t =T* € (0,00) in the sense that

Jim a0l =) = o0
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We first show the following lemma giving the profile of w, in which we include the case
p = q toward the next subsection.

Lemma 4.2. Assume that p > q. Also, suppose that m > 0 and p > 1 fulfill

1 2
m > 1, m—pe(—l——, ——].
n.n
Let Mo >0, L>0andT > 0. Let ¢ >0 and set 0 := %%—5. Then there exists

C > 0 such that the following property holds: If ugy satisfies fQ ug = My and
uo(x) < Llz|™°

for all x € Q, then the classical solution (u,v,w) € (C°(Q x [0,T)) N C*(Q x (O,T)))3
of (1.4) has the estimate

u(z,t) < Clx|™° (4.1)
for all x € Q and all t € (0,T).

Proof. By the condition for the function A (see (1.7)), we see that there exists A\; > 0
such that A\(|z]) < Ay for all x € Q. We next set

u(z,t) = e Mu(z,t), D(x,t,p) = (Mp+1)"",
Si(z,t,p) == =x(eM'p+1)P2p, Sy(w,t, p) = E(eMp+1)"p
forz € Q,t € (0,7) and p > 0. Since Si(+,-,-) <0 on 2 x (0,7) x (0,00), we have

52(x7 ta p)

Sil,t, p)Vole,t) + Syl p) V(e t) = Sia,t,p) [Vole,t) + 3 (.1, )
1 s Uy

Vau(z, t)]

for all z € Q, ¢t € (0,7") and all p > 0. Putting

52(x7 tv p)
f(x,t) := t — t
(@.8) = V(o) + S V(e )
we obtain from (1.4) that

u < V- (D(x,t,u)Vu+ Si(x,t,u) f(z,t)) inQx(0,7T),
(D(x,t,u)Vu+ Si(z,t,u)f(x,t))-v=0 ondQ x (0,7T), (4.2)
'17(', 0) = Ugo in Q.

Also, it can be checked that for all x € 2, t € (0,7) and all p > 0,

D(x,t,p) > p" ",
D(x,t,p) < (eMTp+ 1)1 < (M + 1) max{p, 1},
|S1(, 8, p)] < x(eMT + 1) max{p, 1}7~.

17



Moreover, the initial condition in (4.2) implies that [, u(-,0) = [,uo = M. Here we
choose 6 > n satisfying

_ 6(1_1_1 1_3]
MmTPEy n 6 n
and
B n(n —1)
C (m—p+1)n+1
n(n —1) B n—1

(m—p+1ln+1-2 (m—p+1+L-1

Since p > q and

At q—2

S2(x>tap)‘ _ 5(6 p+]‘) P :é(e)\ltp_'_l)q—pgé’

Si(z,t,p)l x(eMp+1P=2p X

forall z € Q, t € (0,T) and all p > 0, following the steps in the proof of [3, Lemma 5.2],
we establish

0 12eMT M\ 0
=D01£ (. ) dor < a §l 20V
[t e < (5 £ 2) (B220) g

for all t € (0,7") with some ¢; > 0, where w,,_; denotes the (n — 2)-dimensional surface
area of the unit sphere in R"~!. Thanks to [12, Theorem 1.1], we derive that there exists
co > 0 such that u(z,t) < cofz|™7 for all x € Q and all ¢ € (0,7"). This leads to the end
of the proof. O

We now introduce the mass accumulation functions U = U(s,t),V = V(s,t) and
W = W(s,t) as follows:

U(s,t) := /08" " tu(p,t) dp, (4.3)

V(s,t) := /08" " tu(p,t) dp (4.4)
and

W(s,t) := /08” " tw(p, t) dp, (4.5)

where s := " for r € [0, R] and t € [0, Tyax). We next define the moment-type functional
s0
b(50.1) = / (59— $)U(s,4) ds (4.6)
0
for s € (0, R"), t € [0, Tinax) and b € (0, 1).
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Lemma 4.3. Assume that p > q. Let p; >0, k> 1,a>0 and T > 0. Then there exist
Ch,Cy > 0 such that

@(so,t) > 4 /80 s7(sg — 8)(nU,(s,t) + 1)P2U (s, 1)U, (s, t) ds
ot 0

+ n2/ $2 5 (s — 8)(nU,(s,t) + 1) WUsy(s, t) ds
0
S0
— Xﬁn/ s_b(so — 8)(nUy(s,t) + 1)P2V (s, t)Us(s,t) ds
0

ol /0 " (50 — 5) [ /0 Y EUR () dn| ds — Cod(sart) (A7)

for all sy € (0, R™) and all t € (0, min{T, Tryax})-
Proof. The first equation in (1.4) implies that u = u(r,t), v = v(r,t), w = w(r,t) satisfy
1

U= T ((u+ 1)m_17"n_lur)r X (u(u+ 1)p_27“”_lvr)r
1
- Sm(u(u + 1)q_27“"_1wr)r + A\ — pu”. (4.8)
Moreover, the second and third equations in (1.4) yield that
Tn—lv,r(’f’7 t) = /BV(Tn’t) _ OKU(Tn7 t), (49)
"l (r,t) = SW (", t) = U (" 1) (4.10)

for all € (0,R) and all t € (0, Tiyax). Integrating (4.8) combined with (4.9) and (4.10)
with respect to r over [0, s%], we see from the nonnegativity of A and (1.8) that

U, > n232_%(nUs + 1)U,
+ xnUs(nU, + 1)P2(aU — BV) — énUy(nU, + 1)1 2(yU — W)

—n“‘lul/ N+ UL (n,t) dn (4.11)
0

for all s € (0, R") and all ¢t € (0, Tyyax). Combining (4.6) and (4.11), we obtain

9¢

E(So’t) > xom/ s(s0 — 8)(nU,(s,t) + 1)P72U (s, t)Us(s,t) ds
0

— e [ o0 = )AL 5. 0) + 172U (5,0, 5. ) s
42 /0 " 250 s)(nUa(s,8) + 1) V(s 1) ds

= [ s = )5 8)+ 1PV (5,0, s ) ds
+ & /0 " (s — ) (nUs(s,1) + 1)2W (5, DUs(s, 1) ds

S0 S0
[T 0= ) [ np Uzt dn]ds
0 0
= Jl —J2+J3—J4—|—J5—J6 (412)
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for all sg € (0, R") and all t € (0, min{7", T1,.x}). Here we estimate the term .J,. We first
consider the case ¢ > 1. In this case, using Young’s inequality, we see that for all 1 > 0
there exists ¢1(£1) > 0 such that

-

S

1

(nUs(s,t) + 1) 2U(s,t) < &1 | (nUs(s,t) + 1)V (s,8) |7 + c1(e1)
(U, ) + PR U (s, ) 4 ea(er). (413)
Here we notice from the relation g > 1 by p>q>1that
UST (5,8) = U (5, 0)U.(5,1) < (nUs(s,£) + 1)55 20 (s, 1). (4.14)
A combination of (4.13) and (4.14) implies that
(nU,(s,t) +1)72U,(s,t) < e1(nUy(s,t) + 1)P2U,(s,t) + c1(e1). (4.15)

In the case ¢ < 1, noting that
(nUy(s,t) + 1) 2Us(s, t) < (nUy(s,t) + 1) Uy(s,t) < n ',
we can choose g1 = 0 and ¢;(g1) = n~! in the estimate (4.15). In view of (4.15) we obtain
Jy = &yn /080 s7(sg — 8)(nU,(s,t) + 1)772U (s, t)Us(s, ) ds
< eiéyn /OSO s (sg — 8)(nU,(s,t) + 1)P72U (s, t)Us(s,t) ds
+ c1(e1) /080 s(sg — 8)U(s,t) ds
=e1éyn /080 s %(sg — 8)(nU,(s,t) + 1)P2U (s, 1)U,(s,t) ds + c1(1)d(s0,1).  (4.16)

Combining (4.16) with (4.12) and noting that J; > 0, we establish

99 (s0,8) > (xa — e167)n / " 570 — 8)(nUs(s,8) + 12U (s, Ui (5, 1) ds
ot ;

+ n2/ §2 5 (s — $)(nUy(s,1) + 1) Way(s, t) ds
0
s0
— Xﬁn/ s7(sg — 8)(nU,(s,t) + 1)P72V (s,1)U,(s,t) ds
0

—n“_lul/ s‘b(so—s)[/ nnUS(n,t) dn)| ds
0 0
— c1(e1)9(s0, 1)

for all s € (0, R") and all ¢t € (0, min{T, Tax}). Here, choosing &1 := 3 when ¢ > 1
and recalling that ¢ = 0 when ¢ < 1, we see that ya — ¢,£vy > 0, which means that the

desired inequality (4.7) holds. O
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Proof of Theorem 4.1. Let 0 := % + ¢ with some ¢ > 0 (fixed later) and let

up(z) < L|z|~7 for all z € 2. Then Lemma 4.2 implies that (4.1) holds: u(z,t) < C|z|=°
for all x € 2 and all ¢t € (0,7") with some C' > 0. Also, to estimate the first four terms
on the right-hand side of (4.7) we follow the steps in [35, Lemmas 3.3, 3.6, 3.7 and 3.9].
Employing those estimates in our case, we have that there exist ¢y, co, c3 > 0 such that

99

5(507 t) Z Clwp(sou t)

3—b__ 2 2
—2_ 2 [9(m=1)4+(2—p 3—2_p
s TR R R ] [y e

2,1-b_ o 2_of9_ _
_ 0280+ 2 27L[(2 P)++2(p—2)+] ¢p(80>t) . 025(? n[( p)++(p 2)+}'¢p($0,t)

3=bia_ 0 (9(_ _
_02302 +n gn[z( 1)+(2 p)Jr} ’(/Jp(So,t)

- C3¢(80a t)
for all sg € (0, R") and all t € (0, min{7’, Tr,ax}), where

O (s0,) = / SRR (50— $\U (s, )Us (s, 1) ds
0

for so € (0, R™") and t € [0, Tax). We take €1 > 0 which will be fixed later. Using the
Young inequality, we can see that there exists ¢4(e1) > 0 such that

aaf(so, t) > c1hp(so,t) — e1thp(so, t) — 0283 TRl 2)+]¢ (s0,1)
_04(81)<Sg b—4 - 2[2(m—1)++(2-p)+ ]+s§‘%“’
+S;+1 b—Z1(2=p)++2(p=2)+ ]+Sg—b+%—%[2(n—1>+(2—p)+}>
— c39(s0, 1) (4.17)

for all sg € (0, R") and all t € (0, min{7", Tinax}). We now pick s; € (0, R") small enough
such that

2_o(2— —2)} 1

for all s9 € (0,51) and all ¢t € (0,min{7T’, Trnax}), and set e; := <. Then we have from
(4.17) that

o 1
E(S(bt) > 501%(50,15)
_4_9(9(m— _2_
—c4<s§ b RRD Ao 2R
+S§+1—b—%[<2—p>++2(p—2> e b2 2 [2(r—1)+(2-p)+ })
_C3¢(807t)
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for all sg € (0,s1) and all ¢ € (0, min{7T, Tyyax}). By an argument similar to that in the
proof of [35, Lemma 4.3], thanks to the conditions (C1)-(C3), we can pick gy > 0 and

then for o = % + o there exist ¢5,¢6 > 0 and € (0, 2 — 2(2 — p);) such that
0 1 p
8—(5(50,15) > 501%(50775) —cssy " = ced(s0,1). (4.18)

b=3

Applying the estimate \/1,(s0,t) > c¢75,> i(2_‘1))+gzﬁ(s(),t) with some ¢; > 0 (see [35,
Lemma 3.10]) to the first term on the right-hand side of (4.18), we have

9¢

b—3+2 (2— Ly
E(So’t) > 75 Tl p)+¢2(so,t) — ¢5557070 — (50, 1) (4.19)

for all sop € (0,s1) and all ¢t € (0, min{7", Tiyax}). Again by Young’s inequality, we derive
that there exists cg > 0 such that

1 p_3qo- _p_(2_
ced (S0, 1) < €750 B p)+¢2(so,t) +0883 n(@=P)e (4.20)

A combination of (4.19) and (4.20) yields

9 1 psio o
¢(80,t) > Zonst HRETI 20 g) b0 g SR
ot 2
1 _3.9(9_ .
> 50783 3+2(2 p)+¢2(507 t) — Cgsg (421)

for all s9 € (0,5s1) and all t € (0, min{7T, Tyyax }) with some ¢g > 0 and = min{3 — b —
0, 3—b—2(2—p);}. Here, by the conditions (C1)-(C3), we can take b € (0, 1) satisfying
4 0

b<2—g—g[2(m—1)++(2—29)+]

(see [35, Lemma 4.1]). This yields that

p-3+2@—p < {22 Tpm 1), + @-p)l} -3+ 2@ - p).
:—1—%—2;0(m—1)+<0

and moreover, recalling the choice that 6 € (0, 2 — 2(2 —p),.), we have
o
3—b—0>3—-b—|2——(2—-p),
n
—1-b+22-p); >0,
n
which lead to # > 0. Taking into account the proof of [44, Theorem 1.1] or [3, Theo-

rem 1.1], we obtain Ty, < T < oo, which implies that Theorem 4.1 holds by virtue of
the criterion (2.2). O
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4.2. The case p = q

In this subsection we state the following theorem which guarantees finite-time blow-up
in (1.4) in the case p = q.

Theorem 4.4. Assume that p = q and ya — &y > 0. Moreover, suppose that m, p and
Kk fulfill the same conditions as in Theorem 4.1. Let My > 0, My € (0, My) and L > 0.
Then the conclusion of Theorem 4.1 holds.

In order to prove the above theorem we show the following lemma giving the point-
wise lower estimate for %, where U, V, W and ¢ are defined as in (4.3)—(4.5) and (4.6),
respectively.

Lemma 4.5. Suppose that p =q. Let uy >0, k > 1, a >0 and T > 0. Then there exist
C4,Cy > 0 such that

9¢

57 (50:1) = (xa = &y)n /0 ’ s (s0 — 5)(nUs(s, 1) + 1)P2U(s,t)Uy(s, t) ds

+n? /OSO 32_%_b(30 —5)(nUy(s,t) + 1) 'Wy(s,t) ds

— xpn /OSO s (so — 8)(nUs(s,t) + 1)P2V (s, t)Uy(s,t) ds

—n" /OSO s(s0 — ) [/OSO nnUS(n, t)dn| ds (4.22)
for all so € (0, R™) and all t € (0, min{T, Typax})-

Proof. Arguing as in Lemma 4.3, we have (4.12) with ¢ = p. We then rearrange it as

Slo00) = (xa =€ [ 570 = a5, 0) + 107U, U5, 1) ds

S0 )
+ nz/ §27n (59 — 8)(nUs(s,t) + 1) U,(s,t) ds
0
- Xﬁn/ 57 (sg — 8)(nU4(s,t) + 1)P72V (s, 1)U,(s,t) ds
’ S0 S0 o
- n”_l,ulf s7(s0 — 8) [/ n=U(n,t)dn| ds
0 0

for all sp € (0, R") and all t € (0, min{7’, Tr,ax}), which means that (4.22) holds. O

Proof of Theorem 4.4. In view of Lemma 4.5, proceeding similarly in the proof of
Theorem 4.1 and taking o properly, we can find ¢;,c; > 0 and 6 € (0, 2—2(2—p),) such
that

0 3492

(‘9_?(50, B> asg G (s0, ) — casf
for all s € (0,s1) and all t € (0, min{7", Tihax}) for some small s; > 0. This inequality
corresponds to (4.21) and proves Theorem 4.4. O
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