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Blow-up phenomena for a chemotaxis system
with flux limitation

M.Marras , S.Vernier-Piro H, T.Yokota E

Abstract

In this paper we consider nonnegative solutions of the following
parabolic-elliptic cross-diffusion system

uy = Au — V(uf(|Vo>) Vo),

1
0=Av—pu—+u, /sz, ,u::—/ud:z:,
0 €] Jo

u(z,0) = ug(z),

in Q x (0,00), with € a ball in R, N > 3 under homogeneous Neu-
mann boundary conditions and f(§) = (14+&)7%, 0 < a < %,
which describes gradient-dependent limitation of cross diffusion fluxes.
Under conditions on f and initial data, we prove that a solution which
blows up in finite time in L°-norm, blows up also in LP-norm for some

p > 1. Moreover, a lower bound of blow-up time is derived.
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1 Introduction

In this paper we consider the chemotaxis system with flux limitation,

(0, = Au— V(uf(|[Vo])Vv), 2€Q, t>0,

0=Av—pu+u, reQ t>0,
(1.1)

%:%:0’ xed, t>0,

| u(,0) = ug(w), x €,

with Q a ballin RV, N > 3, u = |—512‘ [ udz >_0, Jqudz =0, f e C*([0,00)).
We assume that the initial data ug(z) € C°(Q), ug > 0.
System (L)) is a modified version of the well known Keller-Segel model

ur = Au—V(uVo), zeQ, t>0,
vy = Av — i+ u, e, t>0,

proposed by Keller and Segel [9] in 1970, which is a mathematical model
describing aggregation phenomena of organisms due to chemotaxis, i.e., the
directed movement of cell density u(z,t) at the position x and at the time ¢
in response to the gradient of a chemical attractant v(x,t). The presence of
the elliptic equation in ([ILT]) instead of the parabolic one reflects the situation
where the chemicals diffuse much faster than cells move.

For decades various Keller—Segel type systems have been extensively studied
by many authors.

In [1], the authors propose a very exhaustive survey and analysis focused on
classical and modified Keller-Segel models. Moreover, other contributions
(e.g., [8], [10], [12], [14] and [15]) investigate the behavior of the solutions to
chemotaxis systems, specifically boundedness, decay, blow-up properties and
non-degeneracy of blow-up points. For more general Keller—Segel systems
involving three equations of fully parabolic type or parabolic-elliptic-elliptic
type, see [5], [7] and the reference therein.

The finite-time blow-up of nonradial solutions of (LL1]) is investigate in [17],
where some conditions on the mass and the moment of the initial data are
introduced, with f(|Vv|?) =1 on a bounded domain in R?.



Bellomo and Winkler [3] consider the following chemotaxis system

P (&) WV <U7W>
(1.2) ' Vu? + [Vul? V1+ [Vu]2/’
0=Av— pu+u,

under the initial condition ug(x) > 0 and no-flux boundary conditions, when
the spatial domain €2 is a ball in RV, N > 1, p := |—(12‘ Jq, uodz. The authors
prove that if xy > 1 then, for any choice of m with

m>\/12—17 it N =1,
2

m > 0 is arbitary, if N > 2,

there exist positive initial data uy € C*(Q), [, uodz = m, which are such
that the problem (L.2)) possesses, for some T}, > 0, a uniquely determined
classical solution (u,v) in Q X (0,T}4:), blowing up at time T, in the
sense that limsup ||u(z, )|~ = oco. These results are a continuation of the

t/‘Tmaac

analytical study presents in [2] of the flux-limited chemotaxis model (L.2)
in which the main results assert the existence of a unique classical solution
of (L2), extensible in time up to a maximal T}, € (0, 00] which has the
property that if T},,, < oo then limsup ||u(-, )|/~ = oo.

max

In [6] Chiyoda et al. consider the system

u= () v (),

Vu?+ [Vul? V1+|Vul?

0=Av— pu+u,

(1.3)

in a ball in RY, N € N, under no-flux boundary conditions and initial condi-
tion ug(x) > 0. Assuming suitable conditions for x and ug when 1 < p < ¢,
they obtain existence of blow-up solutions of (I3)). When p = ¢ = 1 the

system ([L.3)) reduces to (L.2]).

In [I6] Mizukami et al. for the solutions to the problem (I3]) obtain

e if p.q > 1, local existence and extensibility criterion ruling out gradient
blow-up;

e ifp>qg+1— %, global existence and boundedness.
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Negreanu and Tello in [I8] consider the case when f(|Vv|?) = x|Vv[P72 ie.,

w = Au — V - (xu|Vol|P~2Vo),
14) " (xu|Vo| )
0=Av—u+u,

with homogeneous Neumann boundary conditions and nonnegative initial
data ug(x) with p = ﬁ fQ updx, x a positive constant and p so that

pe(l,00), if N=1,
pe<1 L) if N> 2.

' N—1

Under suitable assumptions on the data, they obtain for the solutions of
(L4) uniform bounds in L>(2) and the global existence, while for the one-
dimensional case, the existence of infinitely many non-constant steady-states
for p € (1,2) for any y positive and a given positive mass is obtained.

In this paper we focus our attention on blow-up phenomena, extensively
studied both in the elliptic and in the parabolic cases (see for instance [11],
[13] and references therein).

For the solutions of (ILTl), in [2I], Winkler proves that, if f(§) > (1 +&)™@

with 0 < a < #‘_21), then throughout a considerably large set of radially
symmetric initiai data, the blow-up phenomenon, with respect to the L

norm of u, occurs in finite time.
This result is contained in the following theorem.

Theorem 1.1 ([21] Finite-time blow-up in L*-norm). Let Q = Bg(0) C RY,
N >3 and R > 0, and let f satisfy

(1.5) f€C*[0,00)), as well as f(&) > kp(1+&)™* forall € >0

with some ky > 0 and

N -2

(1.6) 0<a< SN=1)

Then for any choice of u > 0 one can find Ry = Ro(p) € (0, R) with the
property that whenever ug satisfies

_ 1
(1.7) ug € C°(Q), ug nonnegative with 9] /Quod:c =4u>0
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and

(1.8) wg is radially symmetric with /

uodx > / uopdx, ¥V r € (0, R)
By (0) Q

as well as

1 W RA\N
1.9 — updz > = (=)
(1.9) 0 Jop 2<R0)

the corresponding solution (u,v) of ([IIl) blows up in finite time; that is,
for the uniquely determined local classical solution, maximally extended up
to some time Tyar € (0,00] according to Lemma [2.] below, we then have
Tonaz < 00 and

(1.10) limsup ||u(-, t)|| Lo () = 00.

t/‘Tmaac

The first purpose of this paper is to prove that the solutions of (I.]) blow
up in LP-norm, for some p > 1, if they blow up in L*-norm.

Theorem 1.2 (Finite-time blow-up in LP-norm). Let Q = Bgr(0) C RV,
N >3 and R > 0. Then, a classical solution (u,v) of ([LI)) fort € (0, Thax)
and with f(§) = k(1 4+ &)™ with some ky > 0, provided by Theorem [1.1, is
such that for all % <p<N,

limsup [u(-, )]0 = o
t/Tmaz

The second purpose of this paper is to study the behavior of the solutions of
(L) near the blow-up time 7},

Since it is not always possible to compute 7,,,.., deriving a lower bound is a
matter of great importance, in order to obtain a safe time interval of existence
of the solution (0,7") with T' < T}4z-

With this aim, we define for all p > 1 the auxiliary function

1 . 1
(1.11) () = Dl with Vo= 0(0) = ol



Theorem 1.3 (Lower bound of blow-up time). Let Q = Bp(0) C RY,
N >3, R>0 and let ¥ be defined in (LII)). Then, for all % <p< N and
some positive constants By, Ba, B3, By, the blow-up time T4, for (L)) with
f(&) = k(14 &)~ with some ky > 0, provided by Theorem [1 1], satisfies the
estimate

1.12 Tax =1 = )
(1.12) /110 Bin + Bon™ + Bsn2 + Byns

N(p+1)(1+e
th . ptl o 2(p+1)—N O 2(p+1)— (Z;Jrl)ie :

win 7 = =, Y2 tE oy s 13— N+ (p+D)

P D s

The scheme of this paper is the following: Section 2] is concerned with pre-
liminaries including the Neumann heat semigroup, in Section Bl since the
solution of (1)) blows up in finite time in L*-norm we prove that the so-
lution blows up also in LP-norm (for some p > 1). Section M is devoted to
find appropriate assumptions on the data, such that the ||u|/z») remains
bounded in (0,7") with 7' < T},4,. Clearly this value of T" provides a lower
bound for blow-up time T},,, of u.

2 Preliminaries

In this section, we present some preliminary lemmata which we shall use in
the proof of our main results.

Lemma 2.1 (see [21]). Let Q € RY, N > 1 be a bounded domain with
smooth boundary, and assume that f and uy satisfy (LH) and (LT). Then
there ezists Taz € (0,00] an a uniquely determined pair (u,v) of functions

u € C%Q x [0, Thaz)) N C*H(Q x (0, Thaz)),
vE ﬂ L2 ([0, Thnaz): W) N C?2Q x (0, Thnaa)),

q>N

withu >0 andv >0, in QX (0, Tyaz), such that (u,v) solves (L)) classically
in Q% (0, Thaz), with

(2.1) /Qu(~,t) :/Quo for all t € (0, Tyas)
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and

if Thae < 00, then limsup |lu(-,t)||ze@) = 0.
t/Tmaz

Moreover, if Q = Bgr(0) with some R > 0 and ug is radially simmetric with
respect to x = 0, then also u(-,t) and v(-,t) are radially symmetric for each
t € (0, Thnaz)-

We next give some properties of the Neumann heat semigroup which will be
used later. For the proof, see [4, Lemma 2.1] and [20, Lemma 1.3].

Lemma 2.2. Let (e!®);50 be the Neumann heat semigroup in €2, and let
w1 > 0 denote the first non zero eigenvalue of —A in  under Neumann
boundary conditions. Then there exist ki, ko > 0 which depend only on €2
and have the following properties:

(i) if 1 <q<p<oo, then
_N(1_1
(2.2) le"* 2l o) < kat™ 2@ 9| 2] o), V>0

holds for all z € LI(S2).

(1) If 1 < q<p<oo, then
(2.3) ||6tAV . ZHLP(Q) < ko (1 + t_%_%(%_%))e_ultnz||LQ(Q), Vi>0

is valid for any z € (L9(Q))N, where e!®V - is the extension of the
operator eV - on (C$°(Q))N to (L1(Q))V.

In Section [ we will use the Gagliardo—Nirenberg inequality in the following
form.

Lemma 2.3. Let Q be a bounded and smooth domain of RN with N > 1.
Letr > 1,0<q<p<oo,s>0. Then there exists a constant Cgy > 0
such that

(24) 1000y < Coan (VA 1155 + 1)
for all f € L9(Q) with Vf € (L"(Q)Y and a := %jy_% € [0,1].



Proof. Following from the Gagliardo-Nirenberg inequality (see [19] for more

details): ;
LS(Q))] ;

(a+b)?P < 2P(aP 4+ bP) for any a,b >0, p >0,

118y < [ean (19 A 51/ I 5miey + 1S

with some cqgy > 0, and then from the inequality

we arrive to (24) with Con = 2PcQy- O

3 Blow-up in LP-norm

The aim of this section is to prove Theorem [L.2l To this end, first we prove
the following lemma.

Lemma 3.1. Let Q C RN, N > 3 be a bounded and smooth domain. Let
(u,v) be a classical solution of system (LI) with f(§) = ky(1+ &)~ with
some ky > 0. If o satisfies (LG) and if for some § < p < N there exists
C > 0 such that

||U(, t)HLp(Q) S 07 fO’f’ anyt S (O>Tma:c)a
then, for some C > 0,
(3.1) ul, )l iy < C. for any t € (0, Trnaa)-

Proof. For any t € (0, Tynas), we set to := max{0,¢ — 1} and we consider the
representation formula for u:

¢ Vou(-,s)

L) et0)A (. _k/ (9D . (4. ) d
(1) = Ol to) by [ S () e ) @
= uy(,t) + us(-, t)

and

(32) [u(- D) zee < flua(, )|l Loy + lJual-, £l L)
We have

(3.3) w1 (5 0| oo () < max{|[uol| Lo (), plk1} =2 Ch,
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with k& > 0 and p defined in (7). In fact, if ¢ < 1, then ¢, = 0 and
hence the maximum principle yields w;(-,t) < [Jugl|ze). If ¢ > 1, then
t —to = 1 and from (Z1)) and [22) with p = 0o and ¢ = 1, we deduce that

ui(-, ) || o) < Rt — to)_%HU('ato)HLl(Q) < | Q1.

We next use (2.3) with p = oo, which leads to
(3-4)  ua(, D)l oo ()

t
<k [ (14 (=) e

to

VU('> S)
T+ [vepe 1@ ™

t
<k / (L4 (= )72 3)e D u(, ) Vol 2| o ds,

to

. Vv —2x
with k := kokj and ﬁ < |Vo|t-2e,

Here, we may assume that % < p < N, and then we can fix N < g < NN—_’;) =
p*. Since 2a < 1, by Holder’s inequality, we can estimate the last term in

B4) as

. )V, )1 agey
< a9l IV )11

< C2Hu(7 S)HL'Q%(Q)HV/U(7 8)||1L;*2€CQ) for all s € (Ovaax>7

for some C5 > 0. The Sobolev embedding theorem and elliptic regularity
theory applied to the second equation in (L)) tell us that ||v(-, s)[ly 1) <

Csllv(-, 8)|lwe2re) < Cy with some Cy,Cy > 0. Thus again by Holder’s in-
equality, the definition of u = ﬁ fQ updr and interpolation’s inequality, we
obtain

lu(-, 8)IVo(, $)]' | Loy

< Collu( ) o

< Cs]lul-, $) |70 @ luls $) Iz

< CGHU(u S)H%C’O(Q) for all s € (07 Tmax)7

with 0 = 1 — 270‘ € (0,1), C5 := CyCy and Cg := C5(u|Q])7?. Hence,



combining this estimate and (B8.4]), we infer
' —2- N —pi(t—s) 0
ua (s )| Lo (o) < Cﬁkz/ (L+(t—s)2720)e " u(-, 8)|| o0y ds.
to
Now fix any T € (0, Tynaz)- Then, since t — tg < 1, we have
t
1N g
||u2(~’t)||Loo(Q) S Cﬁkg/ (1 + (t — 8) 2 2q¢e /J'l(t ))ds . Sup Hu(.’t)Hiw(Q)
to te[0,7

(3.5) < 7 sup [Jul, )|,
te[0,7

N_1

242 (oo —Li N . . 1 N
where C7 := Cgko (1411 fo r~ 27 2e " dr) > 0 is finite, because 313 < 1
(i.e.,, ¢ > N).

Plugging (33) and ([B.3]), into ([B3:2), we see that

[u(-, 1)l < Cr 4 Cr sup Ju(-, )19 0y,
te[0,T

which implies

0
sup |lu(-,t)|l e < Cr + C7< sup ||u(-,t)||Loo(Q)> for all T € (0, Trnaz)-
te[0,T] te[0,T]

From this inequality with 6 € (0, 1), we arrive at (B.1). O

Proof of Theorem 1.2. Since Theorem [T holds, the unique local clas-
sical solution of (I1]) blows up at ¢ = T,,,, in the sense of (LI0), that is,
limsup; ~p, .. [[u(:,t)||L(@) = co. We prove that it blows up also in LP-norm
by contradiction.

In fact, if one supposes that there exist p > % and C' > 0 such that

||u(-,t)||Lp(Q) < C, forallte (0, Thaw),
then, from Lemma 3] it would exist C' > 0 such that
(-, )| Loy < C’, for all t € (0, Thaz ),

which contradics (LI0). Thus, if u blows up in L*-norm, then u blows up
also in LP-norm for all p > % O
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4 Lower bound of the blow-up time 7},

Throughout this section we assume that Theorem holds.

We want to obtain a safe interval of existence of the solution of (I.1J) [0, 7],
with T" a lower bound of the blow-up time 7T,,,,. To this end, first we con-
struct a first order differential inequality for U defined in (ILIT]) and by inte-
gration we get the lower bound.

Proof of Theorem 1.3. By differentiating (L.I1]) we have

(4.1) \If'(t):/u”_lAudz—/up_lv-(quf(|Vv|2) dx
LT, )

with

(4.2) 7 :/Qup_lAudx

= / V- (v 'Vu)dz — (p— 1)/up_2\Vu|2dx
Q

Q
= ) / Vs |dz.
p° Q

In the second term of (AJ), integrating by parts and using the boundary
conditions in (III), V t € [0, T5,4,) We obtain

(4.3) I, = —/up-lv-(uwmw?) da
Q
=(p— 1)/Qf(|VU|2)up_1Vqudx
_r=t [gw. .
=, /QVU Vo f(|Vu|?)dz
_ P [y (W (Ve de
= [y Ver(pd
p—1 2
= ——— [ W[Av v]*)]dx
2 [ wlser(vopa

-1
- pT / uf f'(|Vo*) Vo - V(|Vo|?)dz.
"
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Using the second equation of (II) and taking into account that f(§) =
kr(14&)7 f/() = —akp(1+ &)1 in ([@3), we have

p—1 w—1u
4.4 Ty = —ki—— L ———
A L=—k— /“<1+|w|> v
1 Ve V()

ki——
Fak = <1+\w2>a+1

1 Vo - V(| Vol?)
<kj—— | wPTldr + ak P
* /“ o k= p Jo (1+]|Vof2)ert

where we dropped the negative term kf fQ dx and used the

b n
(1+|Vv|2)«
inequality W <lasa>0.

In order to estimate the second term of (4.4]) we recall the radially symmetric
setting to obtain

R 02
/u Vv - V(|Vo|? )dx WN/ . (NUT( P N1,
0

(14 [Vo[?)ett 1+ v2)ott

R 2
Uy Upr _
:2NwN/ (7 g—k—
0

which together with v,, = & — "~ Jo P 'u dp implies

Vo - V(|Vu]?)
P
(4.5) /Qu i \VUP)QHCZI

f v} N—1
-9 p___r  ,N-ly
|

2
r

R v N-1
+ -
—2N(AJN/O u? WT dr
R ’U2 1 r N1
V¥ =y [T g
# NN = o [ e[| o o)

R R r
1
< 2,uwN/ uPrN " tdr + 2N(N — 1)wN/ up—(/ pN_ludp>dr,
0 0 Mo

where we dropped the negative term —2Nwy fOR uf”“(H:;)aﬂrN Ydr and

used the inequality ﬁ <1
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In the second term of (A7), Holder’s inequality yelds that for all € > 0 there
exists ¢ = c(e, N, p) such that

(4.6)

R 1 r
wN/ up;(/ /)N_1Udp>d7"
0 0
. 1 " N—1 P_il " 1 N-1 p%
con [ [ [
0 0 0
1\ 77 1 w1 ot [
< (—) </up+ da:) wh! wPretildy
N 9] 0
1\ 5 NPT [ e no1 NP ([T N\
S (_) ( uP dl’) w]z\zf < uP r dr) ( re+ dT)
N Q 0 0
1 R —
_ C(/ up+1dx) ﬁ(/ Up+1+€d$) P+11,+s.
QO Q

Combining (4.06]) and (43]) with (£4) we obtain

-1 —1
(4.7) I, < 2a,ukfp—/updzz+kfp—/up+ld:£
Db Ja Db Ja

-1 o P
+ 2aN(N — 1)cky p—(/up“dx) ’ (/upH“d:z) o
p Q Q

pt1
< ¢ / uPdx + co / uPHdr + 03</ up+1+€dx> e
Q Q Q

where, in the last term, we used Young’s inequality with 01 = 2auk f’%l, Cy =
kPt 4+ 2aN(N — Dcky b2, e3 = 2aN(N — 1)cky 2.
Thanks to the Gaghardo Nirenberg inequality (24]), with p = 27%1, r=q=
s=2, a=0y:= € (0,1) for all p > %,We see that

2(p+1

op+1

(4.8) / wHde = |lus| 7.,
Q L7 ()

p 2Bty o, 9PtLl(1_gg) p, 2BtL

< CanlIVub a0y bl atgy  + Conllub I120e,

:CGN</§2|Vu5|2d:)3)%(/Qupdzz>wg# +C’GN(/Qupdx)p_;1.
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Applying Young’s inequality at the first term of (L8]) we have

N p
(4.9) /u”“dm < —elCGN/ |Vuz|?ds
Q 2p Q

2(p+1)—N pt+1

2 N =N S
+ Can P (/updx> wr +C’GN</upd3:)
2p612” =N 2 JQ L

with €; > 0 to be choose later on, and also

(4.10) ( up+1+edx>piﬁe _ HugHzPT#

ptlg g+l 1(1 9) g+l
<CGNHVUZ||L2 ) + Conllu? || 2fg,

p+19€ p;:l(l 6c)
—CGN /|Vu2|2dx> (/upd:c)
Q

pt1

—l—C’GN(/Qupd:c) "

Withp:27%1,r:q:s:2,a:9€: ](\;(j;’; € (0,1) for all p > & and
sufficiently small € > 0.

Now, in the first term of (4.10), we apply the Young’s inequality to obtain

pt1
(4.11) (/up-‘rl-‘rsdx) pite
Q
+

<c4/|Vu2| d:)s+c5</updx) +CGN</updat> ,
Q Q

with

_ N(1+e)(p+1) a
= 2p(p+1—|—e) Can, €5:= CGN(

2p + 1) - Mo

N(1+€)(p+1)
2 - e

2p(p+1+¢€) —N(p—l—l)(l—l—e))
2p(p+1+¢€) ’

g =

Note that we can fix € > 0 such that 2p — N(1 +¢) > 0.
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Plugging (4.9) and (£I1)) into (A7) leads to
pt+1

(4.12) I, < C’/ \Vug|2dx+cl/updx+CGN</updx)p
Q Q Q

—I—61</u”d1’)w +C5</upd:v>g
Q Q

with C = %610(;]\[ +Cl, €1 > O, 61 = CGN 2p_11\>7 Cy.
2p612p7N

Finally, combining (£I12) with (&) and (£2)) and choosing ¢; such that the
term containing [, |Vu?|*dz vanishes, we arrive at

(p+1)-N
(4.13) V< U+ Con U + 60 5% 4 cs07.

Integrating (AI3) from 0 to T,.., we arrive at the desired lower bound
(m) with Bl = (1, BQ = CGN, B3 = 51, B4 = Cy and Y1 = ptl Yo =

p Y
2(p+1)—-N —
Top-N » BE O 0

Remark 4.1. We note that it is possible to reduce (4I3]) so as to have an
explicit expression of the lower bound T of T,,,,. In fact, since W(t) blows
up at time 7},4., there exists a time t; € (0, T),4.) such that W(t) > ¥, for
all t € (t1, Tynar)- Thus, taking into account that

I <y <
and putting v := max{~,, 3} we have
(4.14) U<,
U <l i =1,2,3.
From (£I3) and ([@I4]) we arrive at
(4.15) U < AUV Vit € (ty, Thaz),
with A := ByU) ™" + ByWl' ™7 4 ByUP ™" + ByWd* ™", and ¥, in (LII).

Integrating (15 from ¢ = 0 to t = T},42, We obtain

1 oo dn Tmam T’ma:c
(4.16) —————= = — <A dr < A dr = AT 0
(f}/ - 1)\];[;]/ \I’o n’y t1 0
We conclude, by (4.16), that the solution of (L.I) is bounded in [0, 7] with
— 1
S
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