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Abstract. This paper deals with the two-species chemotaxis-competition models

u = diAu — x1V - (uVw) + pau(l — ufr=t — groM—1), zeN t>0,
v = doAv — X2V - (VVw) + pov(1 — agurz =1 — pr2 =1y, zeN, t>0,
0 = dsAw + au + fv — h(u, v, w), e, t>0,

where Q@ C R" (n > 2) is a bounded domain with smooth boundary, and h = yw or
h = Wll fQ(au + Bv)dz. In the case that k1 = A\ = ko = Ay = 2 and h = yw, it is known
that smallness conditions for the chemotacic effects lead to boundedness of solutions in

g. [21]. However, the case that the chemotactic effects are large seems not to have been
studied yet; therefore it remains to consider the question whether the solution is bounded
also in the case that the chemotactic effects are large. The purpose of this paper is to
give a negative answer to this question.
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1. Introduction

Background. A Lotka—Volterra competition model represents a simplified scenario of
the coexistence of two competing species. Moreover, if the species have random spacial
motion, the model reads
up = diAu 4 pu(l — u — aqv),
vy = doAv + pov(1l — agu — v)
(see e.g. [22]), where dy, da, 1, f12, a1, az > 0 are constants and u, v idealize the population
densities of the two species. In a mathematical view, the diffusion and competition terms
lead to boundedness and stabilization of solutions. Indeed, there is a rich literature on
large time behavior of solutions to the above model (see e.g. [5, 7, 8, 13, 16, 18, 19]).
In addition to the random spacial motion, if the model includes concentration phenomena
of the two species, how do solutions behave? In order to consider this question, we next
focus on a two-species chemotaxis-competition model proposed by Tello and Winkler [24],
that is,
uy = diAu— 1V - (uVw) + pu(l — u — agv),
v = doAv — X2V - (VW) + pov(1 — agu — v),
Tw; = d3Aw + au + v — yw,

where x1, x2,ds, @, 5,7 > 0 and 7 € {0, 1} are constants and w shows the concentration
of the signal substance. This model describes a situation in which multi species move
toward higher concentrations of the signal substance, and moreover compete with each
other. Here the structural feature of this model is that it involves not only the diffusion
and competition terms but also the chemotaxis terms. In particular, the diffusion and
competition terms indicate stabilization of the species, whereas the chemotaxis terms
represent concentration of the species. Therefore it is one of the fundamental themes
whether the solutions remain bounded or not.

Now let us collect known results in the above models. We shall recall the parabolic—
parabolic—elliptic case (7 = 0). In this case, boundedness and stabilization were obtained
under smallness conditions for x; and x» in the cases that ay,ay € (0,1) ([4, 24]) and
that a; > 1 > ay ([23]); moreover, these conditions in [4, 23, 24] were improved in
some cases in [21]; particularly, the conditions for boundedness in [21] were given by
0<x1 < min{di%,“ldTwl} s and 0 < xp < min{df”%,“z%’”} - ~5. Similarly, in
the fully parabolic case (7 = 1), results on global existence and asymptotic stability were
obtained under smallness conditions for x; and y» in [1, 17, 20].

The challenge of proving blow-up. The above studies indicate that smallness of
chemotactic effects entails boundedness and stabilization of solutions to chemotaxis-
competition models. However, to the best our knowledge, there is no result in the case
that chemotactic effects are large. Therefore the following question arises:

Does the solution remain bounded in the case that the chemotactic effects are large?

The purpose of this work is to give a negative answer to this question.



Review of chemotaxis systems. In order to consider the above question, it is useful
to give an overview of known results for the parabolic—elliptic chemotaxis system with
logistic source,

u = Au — xV - (uVw) + Au — pu”,
0=Aw—w+u,

where y, A\, 4 > 0 and kK > 1. As to this model, results on boundedness and blow-up were
obtained in [3, 11, 25, 27, 29|. Indeed, Tello and Winkler [25] proved boundedness
of solutions in the cases that x = 2 and y < ﬁ,u and that x > 2 and xy > 0,
whereas Winkler [29] derived finite-time blow-up under some smallness condition for
k > 1; in a simplified parabolic—elliptic chemotaxis system with logistic source, smallness
conditions for x leading to finite-time blow-up were established in higher-dimensional cases
by Winkler [27] and in three- and four-dimensional cases by Black et al. [3]; moreover,
Fuest [11] succeeded in improving the conditions for « in [3, 27] and showing finite-time
blow-up under largeness conditions for y in the case k = 2 in higher-dimensional cases.
In summary, in the one-species model, boundedness and blow-up are determined by the

sizes of x and k.

Main results. From the review of the one-species chemotaxis systems with logistic
source, it is expected that a behavior of solutions depends on chemotactic effects and
competitive effects also in the two-species model. In this context, we consider two-species
chemotaxis models with generalized competition terms, which read

(w, = diAu— 1V - (uVw) + pru(l — us =t — groM=1), reN, t>0,
vy = dyAv — X2V - (VVw) + pov(1 — agu??™t — vR27 L), r e, t>0,

0 = dsAw + au + fv — h(u, v, w), x e t>0, (1.1)
Vu-v=Vv-v=Vw-v=0, x el t>0,
L u(,0) = up(z), v(z,0) = vo(z), x € €,

where Q C R™ (n > 2) is a bounded domain with smooth boundary 0f2; v is the outward
normal vector to 082; dy, da, d3, X1, X2, 11, H2, a1, a2, &, 3 > 0 and ky, K2, A1, Ag > 1

yw (v >0) (Keller—Segel type (cf. [14, 15])),
(1.2)

h(u,v,w) =

ﬁ [ (aus go)de (iger-Luckbiaus type (. [12)))
Q

the initial data ug, vy are assumed to be nonnegative functions; in particular, in the case
that h is of Jager—Luckhaus type, we consider the model (1.1) with

/wd:c:O, t>0. (1.3)
Q

From the preceding consideration, we aim to show boundedness and blow-up of solutions
to (1.1). Here we briefly state our main results as follows:



e Prevention of blow-up, i.e., bundedness (Theorem 3.1): If n > 2 and

50 if K1 > 2, A\ > 2,
dsp n i =
0<xi<{ 2 2 P
o .
%m% 1f/~€1>2, )\1:2>
. d- d: i
min { £, 850} 2 ik =2, 0 =2
and
. )
0< . 3;2_% 1f/€2:2, )\2>27
X2 asdaps | n_ if Ky >2, Ay =2
o n—2 2 ’ 2 ’
min{d3;2>(mi73m}'ﬁ if kg =2, Ap =2,

then for all nonnegative initial data, (1.1) has a bounded solution.

e Finite-time blow-up in the case h = yw (Theorem 4.1): If

I if n € {3,4},

ma; S AL Ko, Ao} <
x{K1, A1, K2, A2} {1+2(n1_1) itn> 5,

then for some nonnegative initial data, (1.1) has a blow-up solution.
e Finite-time blow-up in the case h = ﬁ Jo(au+ Bv) dx (Theorem 5.1): If
n25,)\1:>\2:2and

aidspn n .

— if k1 <2 asdsfio

X1 > 7 dn_4 ardzp no " oand  xo > a
max {—Z’fl , —g” } C if kK1 =2

4

or n>5 A =X=2and

d, .
- ardsfiy and - wEh L if Ky < 2,
X1 6 X2 dspo agdspe\ | _n if =9
max{—ﬁ T } n—1 Who=2

then for some nonnegative initial data, (1.1) has a blow-up solution.

Main ideas and plan of the paper. We first collect some preliminary facts on local
existence of solutions to (1.1) and estimates for masses of u and v in Section 2. In Section
3 we show boundedness of solutions to (1.1), the proof of which is based on [21]. The key
point is to establish an LP-estimate for v and an L?-estimate for v by constructing the
differential inequalities

1 d
—-—/updxgleupdx—Cg/up+“1_ld:C+C3
p dt Jq Q Q

-i/quxS04/qux—05/vq+“2_ldx+06.
dt Jo Q 0

4

and
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In Section 4 we prove finite-time blow-up in the case that h is of Keller—Segel type.
Referring to [29], we will introduce the functions

ou(t) == /Oso s sy —s)U(s,t)ds and ¢y (t) = /OSO s %(sg — 5)V(s,t)ds

with sg € (0, R") and b € (0,1), where

Ul(s,t) := /OS

In this case the goal is to obtain a superlinear differential inequality for ¢y + ¢y, and
toward this goal, we need to control the integrals

[t ([ via v o) as
[ teo-a ([ vienvena) a

which come from the competition terms. To this end, we derive pointwise upper estimates
for v and v (see Lemma 4.2) by an argument similar to that in [29, Lemma 3.3]. Finally,
in Section 5 we show finite-time blow-up in the case that h is of Jager—Luckhaus type.
In this case, by the structure of the third equation in (1.1), it is sufficient to establish
a superlinear differential inequality for ¢y or ¢y with the parameter b > 1. The key to
obtaining the inequality for ¢y or ¢y is to derive concavity of U and V (see Lemma 5.2).
Here, this property will be shown by using a comparison principle, which is a different
method in [28, Lemma 2.2].

3=
3=

p .ty dp and V()= [ 0 (o) dp
0

and

2. Preliminaries

We first recall the known result about local existence of solutions to (1.1), which is
proved by a standard fixed point argument as in [6, 23].

Lemma 2.1. Let Q@ C R" (n > 2) be a bounded domain with smooth boundary and
dl,dg,dg,Xl,Xg,,ul,,ug,al,ag,Oé,ﬁ > 0, Ky, Ko, A1, Ao > 1 and let h SCLtiSfy (12) Assume
that

g, vg € C°(Q) are nonnegative. (2.1)
Then there ezist Tyax € (0,00] and a unique triplet (u, v, w) of functions
u,v,w € C*(Q X [0, Thax)) N C*HQ x (0, Thnax)),

which solves (1.1) classically, and fulfills (1.3) in the case that h is of Jager—Luckhaus
type. Moreover, u,v > 0 in Q X (0, Thax) and

f T <00, then lim (fuC )l + o0, Ollm) = 00 (22)

max

Furthermore, if ug, vy are radially symmetric, then so are u,v,w for any t € (0, Tyyax)-

b}



We next show that the masses of v and v can be controlled by u1,uy and us, vy,
respectively.

Lemma 2.2. Assume that ug, vy € C°(Q) are nonnegative. Then

/u(z,t) d:vge‘“t/uo(:v) dxr and /v(x,t) d:vge”t/vo(x) dx
0 0 Q

Q

for all t € (0, Trax)-

Proof. By integrating the first and second equations in (1.1), and using that p; > 0 and
o > 0, it follows that

%/ﬂudxg,ulfﬂud:c and %/ﬂvdajg,@/ﬂvdx

for all t € (0, Thnax). These inequalities imply the conclusion of this lemma. O

3. Boundedness

In this section let us denote by (u, v, w) the local classical solution of (1.1) on [0, Tipax)
given in Lemma 2.1. We shall prove the following theorem which asserts global existence
and boundedness in (1.1).

Theorem 3.1. Let Q C R" (n > 2) be a bounded domain with smooth boundary, and let
dy,ds, ds, X1, X2, A1, A2, o, 3 > 0. Assume that py and po fulfill

00 iflil > 2, >\1 > 27
dsn | _n_ if k1 =2, Ay >2
- po—) 1 ) 1 9
0<x1< aidspr | _n iff{ >2 A\ =2 (31)
B n—2 1 ’ ! ’
i {42,950} 2 i =2, D=2
and
00 ifl%2>2, )\2>2,
dspa | _n_ ' =
0<x2< 3@2 n-2 iRz =2, 20 > 2, (3.2)
azdsyig . _n_ if kg > 2, Ay =2,
min{ds—fa‘wﬁuz}'% if kg =2, Ay =2

and that (2.1) is satisfied. Then the corresponding solution (u,v,w) of (1.1) is global and
bounded in the sense that Ty, = 00 and

[, Ol @) + [[v( )|l e@) < C
for all t > 0 with some C > 0.

Remark 3.1. In the case that Ky = A\; = k3 = Ay = 2, the conditions (3.1) and (3.2) are
the same as in [21, (6)]. Thus this theorem is a generalization of [21, Theorem 1.1].
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For the proof of Theorem 3.1 we derive an LP-estimate for v with some p > ¢ and an
Li-estimate for v with some ¢ > 7.

Lemma 3.2. Assume that (2.1) holds.
(i) If o satisfies (3.1), then for some p > § there exists Cy > 0 such that
[, ) lzr@) < Ch (3.3)
for all t € (0, Trax)-
(ii) If po satisfies (3.2), then for some q > % there exists Cy > 0 such that
[0 )l Loy < Cs (3.4)
for all t € (0, Trax)-

Proof. We let p > 2 be fixed later. Multiplying the first equation in (1.1) by u?~! and
integrating it over (), we have

1 d

up dr = d; / uP Audr — / P~V - (uVw) d
D dt Q Q

+ / uP (1 —u™ " — a1 da
Q
1) 2o
dy | |Vuz|*d x1 | vPAwdx
Q Q

+,u1/updx—,ul/up+”1_1dx—a1u1/upv)‘1_ldx
Q Q Q

for all t € (0, Tinax). From the third equation in (1.1) and the nonnegativity of h, it follows
that

-1 -1 -1

P /upAwdx< 04X1/ uP dx —|—— @/upvdx
p Q p ds Jo p ds Jo

and so, we see that

1 4 1 P
—-i/updxg— (p )d1/|vua\2dx
p dt Jg Q
—l—p—_l.%/ uPt dx +p—1 5X1/upvdaj
p ds Jo p d3 Jo

+,u1/up dx —ul/uer“l_l dx — al,ul/upvh_ldat (3.5)
Q Q

Q

for all t € (0, Tiax). We first prove (3.3) in the case that k1 = 2 and A\; = 2. In this case,
the above inequality gives

1 —1
d updx<,u1/uf”d:c— (,ul—p— %)/up“d:c
p dt Q p ds Q

- <a1,u1 _p;l 5X1)/upvdx.
p d3 Q



From (3.1) we can choose p > 7 fulfilling

-1
PP .S S (3.6)
p d3
and
p—1 Bxi
—— == >0. 3.7
aip D ds (3.7)
Then, noting that —(alul — 7%1 ﬁXl) fQ uPvdr < 0, by using Hoélder’s inequality we

derive that

1 d p+1
upd:c<,u1/upda:—cl (/upd:c)
p d Q Q

for all ¢ € (0, Tinax), where ¢; := (pg — ijl . “X1)|Q| !> 0. Hence (3.3) results from this.
Next, we consider the case that x; > 2 and >\1 > 2. For all p > ¢ it follows from Young’s
inequality that

-1
p— a_Xl/ Pt dx < H1 / uPte—l gy o+ Cs (3.8)
p ds Jo 2 Jo
with some ¢y > 0, and
—1
pP—2. 5X1/upvdatgalulfupv)‘l_ld:z—l—Cg,/updx (3.9)
p ds Jq Q Q

with some ¢z > 0. Combining these inequalities with (3.5), we obtain

1
pdt

for all t € (0, Tiax), where ¢y := py + ¢3, and this leads to (3.3). Similarly, taking p
satisfying (3.6) and using (3.8) in the case that k; = 2 and A\; > 2, and picking p fulfilling
(3.7) and applying (3.9) in the case that k; > 2 and A\; = 2, we can confirm that (3.3)
holds. Moreover, we can show that (3.4) holds for all ¢ € (0, Tiax) With some ¢ > 5 by
an argument similar to that in the proof of (3.3) under the condition (3.2). O

u”d:c<c4/upd:£—&/up+“1_ldzz+02
Q 2 Jo

With these estimates for v and v at hand, we can show Theorem 3.1.

Proof of Theorem 3.1. Since the proof is similar to that in [21, Lemma 2.4], let us briefly
state the proof. By making use of Lemma 3.2, we can establish an LP-estimate for u for
some p > 5 and an L?%estimate for v for some ¢ > 7. Thus, for all € (%, min{p, q}} N
(0,n) there exists ¢; > 0 such that ||u(-,?)|| @) + [[v(- )| Lr@) < ¢ for all t € (0, Trax)-
Hence, applying elliptic regularity theory (see e.g. [9, Theorem 19.1]) to the third equation
in (1.1) and the Sobolev embedding theorem, we can take ¢o > 0 such that

IVw(, 2 ) < 2

for all t € (0, Tinax), and moreover, we invoke the standard semigroup technique (see e.g.
[2, Proof of Lemma 3.2]) to find ¢3 > 0 such that

u(e, )l zoe @) + [[v(5 )|l e@) < cs
for all ¢ € (0, Thyax), which in conjunction with (2.2) implies the end of the proof. O
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4. Finite-time blow-up in a model of Keller—Segel type
In this section we consider the system (1.1) in the case that h is of Keller—Segel type
as follows:

(

u; = diAu— 1V - (uVw) + pu(l — w1 — gt~ xe, t>0,
vy = dyAv — X2V - (VVw) + ppv(1 — agu??~! — vr27 L), reQ, t>0,

0 = dsAw + au + fv — yw, xr e, t>0, (4.1)
Vu-v=Vv-v=Vw- -v=0, r e, t>0,
u(z,0) = up(x), v(z,0) = vo(x), x €,

\

where 2 = Bg(0) C R" (n > 3) is a ball with some R > 0, and uy, vy satisfy (2.1) and
ug, vg are radially symmetric. (4.2)

Moreover, let (u, v, w) be the local classical solution of (4.1) on [0, Tiax) given in Lemma
2.1. We now state the following theorem which guarantees finite-time blow-up.

Theorem 4.1. Let Q = Bg(0) C R"™ (n > 3) and let dy,ds, ds, X1, X2, 1, 2, a1, az > 0
and o, B,y > 0 as well as k1, Ko, A\1, Ao > 1. Assume that k1, Ko, A\1 and Xy satisfy that

if n € {3,4},

7
6
1+ 2(n1_1) if n > 5.

(4.3)

max{/ﬁ, >\1, K2, )\2} < {

Then, for all L > 0, My > 0 and My € (0, My) there exists r, € (0, R) with the following
property: If ug, vy satisfy (2.1), (4.2) and

/Q(uo(x) +vo(x))de = My and /B o (uo(z) + vo(x)) dz > My (4.4)

as well as
uo(x) + vo(z) < Llz|™ Y for all z € Q, (4.5)

then the corresponding solution (u,v,w) of (4.1) blows up in finite time in the sense that
Tax < 00 and

Jim (e, Oll e + ol D)le) = . (4.6)

Remark 4.1. If v = 0 in (4.1), then Ay, ko and Ay can be taken smaller than ;, and thus
(4.3) is rewritten as

_ {g if n e {3,4},
R1

1 .

This is the same condition as in [29, (1.4)], which means that the result in [29, Theorem
1.1] is generalized to that in the two-species model.



The proof of Theorem 4.1 is based on [29]. In what follows, we regard u(z,t),v(x,t)
and w(z,t) as functions of r := |z| and t. Also, we introduce the mass accumulation
functions U,V and W as

3=

Uls.t)i= [ o tulpit)dp.
0

3=

V(s,t) = / p"to(p, ) dp
0

and

W (s, t) = / " tw(p,t) dp
0

for s € [0, R"] and t € [0, Tinax). Moreover, we define the functions ¢, ¢v, ¥y and 1y as
outt) = [ 50— U (s.1) s,
ovlt) = [ 0= V(s ) ds
and
)= [0 = U O (s,1) ds,
w(t)i= [ 0= V(s OVi(snt) ds

for t € [0, Thyax) with suitably chosen sy € (0, R") and b € (0,1). Here, we note that

¢U7 ¢V € CO([07 Tmax)) N 01((07 Tmax))-
To prove Theorem 4.1, we will establish an ordinary differential inequality for ¢y + ¢y .
As a preparation of the proof, we show pointwise upper estimates for v and v.

Lemma 4.2. For all L > 0, My > 0 and ¢ > 0 there exist C7 > 0 and Cy > 0 such that
if ug, vo satisfy (2.1), (4.2) and [, (uo(x) + vo(x)) dx = My as well as (4.5), then

u(r,t) < Cyr D=2 and  w(r,t) < Cor mnmb=e (4.7)
for allr € (0, R) and t € (0, min{1, Tiyax})-
Proof. We put a(x,t) := e **y(z,t). Then we see from (4.1) that

ﬂt < dlAﬂ — le : (ile), X e Q,t > 0,
Vi-v=Vw-v=0, x € 0Nt >0, (4.8)
w(z,0) = up(x), x € L.

Also, we have [, (-, 0)dx < M. Next we verify that

/ 2|V V(2 1) |7 do < e (4.9)
Q

10



for all ¢t € (0, min{1, T}yax }) with some 6 > n and ¢; > 0. Since the third equation in (4.1)
yields [,,(ou + fv) dx =~ [, wdz, we can observe from the third equation in (4.1) that

1
dy

n_lwr| —_= ‘_

r 2 R
/ o (au + Bo — ) dp\ <2 / (et B0) dp
0 3 J0

|r

Estimating the right-hand side by Lemma 2.2 and the condition [, (u + vo) do = My, we
see that for all r € (0, R) and ¢ € (0, min{1, Tipax}),
2(aett + Ber?) M,

r | <
| T| o d3wn

=:Ca, (410)

where w,, := n|B1(0)]. Given € > 0, let us choose § > n so large such that
n(n—1)0

0—n
Then, due to (4.10) we can derive (4.9) with ¢; = §|Q|. Thanks to (4.5), (4.8), (4.9) and
(4.11), we can apply [10, Theorem 1.1] to find c3 > 0 such that @(z,t) < cgz| (1<

for all x € Q and ¢t € (0, min{1, T,.x }), which means the first claim in (4.7). Similarly,
the second claim in (4.7) can be obtained. O

n(n—1)+¢e> (4.11)

We next derive differential inequalities for ¢y and ¢y. The following lemma is based
on [29, Lemmas 4.1, 4.3 and 4.5].

Lemma 4.3. Let sg € (0, R™) and let b € (1 — %, min{1,2 — %}) satisfy

(n — 1)(max{r1, w2} — 1) < g (4.12)

Then, for all L > 0, My > 0 and € > 0 there exz'st C;>0,C>0,C3>0and Cy >0
such that if ug, vy satisfy (2.1), (4.2) and [, (ug(x)+vo(x)) dx = My as well as (4.5), then

3-b_2
Py(t) = =Cisy®  "/u(t)
+ D (1) - <b+1>”§1”50 | s oW ds
3 0
_ 028—(" D(r1—1)+252 t)
— ap ™M 1 "(s0 — 5 (/ Us(o, )V Yo, t) da) ds (4.13)
0

and
3—b 2

Py (t) > —Cssy” " /1y (t)

50
+ 0 - 0+ 1>”§2”SO | sV ow s ds
3 0
— 0480 (n-D(ra=1+ %57 t)
— Qg g™ 1 b(s0 — s (/ Vi(o, ) UM (o, 1) da) ds (4.14)
0

for all t € (0, min{1, Tmax}).

11



Proof. We first derive a differential inequality for ¢y from the first and third equations
n (4.1). The first equation in (4.1) is rewritten as

wy = dyr' (" ), — xart T ), 4 (1 — u Tt — g™ (4.15)

for all r € (0, R) and t € (0, Tryay). Also, we multiply the third equation in (4.1) by r™~*
and integrate it over [0, s7] to obtain

1-1 _ _B
s wr(s ) = ng(S 1) d?’V( t) +
Thus, noticing that Ug(s,t) = (Sn t), Vi(s,t) = —’U(Sn t), Ws(s,t) = w(Sn t) and

Uss(s,t) = 2Sﬁ_lur(sm,iﬁ), we can verify from (4.15) and (4.16) that

di( t). (4.16)

axin Bxin XN
Vv —
4, —UU, + s U, 0, UW

+ U — uln“_l/ U (o,t)do — al,uln’\l_l/ Uy(o,t) VMo, t) do
0 0

_2
Uy, = din®s> n U, +

for all s € (0, R") and ¢ € (0, Tinax)- In light of this identity we infer that
s0
oy (t) > d1n2/ s277 (59 — 8)Uss ds
0

S0
OéXln@bU(t) _ / s(sg — s)U,W ds
ds ds Jo

S0 s
- uln“_l/ s7(s0 — 5) (/ Uit (o,t) da) ds
0 0

S0 s
- al,uln’\l_l/ s(s9 — ) (/ Us(o, )V o, t) da) ds
0 0
=. Il+12—|—]3+l4+l5 (417)

for all t € (0, Thnax). We next show estimates for [, I3 and I,. By arguments similar to
those in [29, estimate (4.4) and Lemma 4.3], it follows that

3—=b_ 2

[1 Z —01807 " ’QDU(t) (418)

for all t € (0, Thyax) with some ¢; > 0. As to I, by Fubini’s theorem we deduce that

S0 S0
I, = —,uln’“_l/ (/ s %(sy — 5) ds) U (o,t)do
0 o
S0 S0
> —ulnm_l/ (/ 570 ds) (so —o)U (o,t)do
0 o

Iulnnl—l

s0
> — - sé_b/ (so — s)U (s, t) ds, (4.19)
- 0

so that by virtue of (4.12) we apply [29, Lemma 4.5] to find ¢, > 0 such that

M

—(n—1)(k1—1 3-b_ .
I > —eosy T ) (4.20)
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for all t € (0, min{1, Tinax}). With regard to I3, as in [29, estimate (4.5)], by integration
by parts we can make sure that

TX1n %0 b1
ds 0
for allt € (0, Thax). By (4.17), (4.18), (4.20) and (4.21) we arrive at (4.13). The inequality
(4.14) is derived by a similar argument. O

We next present an estimate for the integrals involving W in (4.13) and (4.14). Since
the following lemma has been obtained in [26, Lemma 4.4], we provide only the statement
of the lemma.

Lemma 4.4. Let sy € (0,R") and b € (0,min{1,2 — 2}). For all L > 0 and My > 0
there exists C > 0 such that if ug, vy satisfy (2.1), (4.2) and [, (uo(x) + vo(z)) dx = My
as well as (4.5), then

(b+1)7§1 0/ st (s, )W (s, t)ds—(b+1)7§2 0/ sV (5, 8)W (s, ) ds
3 0 3 0

1-b+2 2

> —Csy " = Csg (Yu(t) + ¥y (t))
for all t € (0, min{1, Tipax})-

We estimate the last terms in (4.13) and (4.14).
Lemma 4.5. Let sy € (0, R") and let b € (0,1) satisfy
b
5
Then, for all L > 0, My > 0 and € > 0 there exist C; > 0 and Cy > 0 such that if ug, vy
satisfy (2.1), (4.2) and [;,(uo(x) + vo(x)) dz = My as well as (4.5), then

- aluln)‘l_lf s_b(so —5) </ Us(o,t) Vo, t) da) ds
0 0
> —Cysy "IN (4.22)

s0
— a2,u2n)‘2_1/ “(sg— s </ Vi(o, ) UM (0,1) da) ds
0 0
> sy TP (4.23)

for all t € (0, min{1, Tipax})-

(n —1)(max{A;, \a} — 1) <

and

Proof. 1t is sufficient to show (4.22), because we can confirm (4.23) by a similar argument.
Given € > 0, let us fix n > 0 fulfilling

SRS

(A1 —1) <min{e, 1} and (n—1)(\ —1)+ (>\1 —-1)<

l\DI@‘
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By an argument similar to that in (4.19), we infer from Fubini’s theorem that

™! / (59— s) < / Us(o—,t)x@l—l(a,t)da) ds
0 0

)\1—1 S0
> —%sé_b/ (50 — s)U, VM ds. (4.24)
- 0

Moreover, from Lemma 4.2 there exists ¢; > 0 such that

- Lo A\ ~(-1) (-1 -2 (A1)
VAT (s, t) = | —v(sn,t) <8 1R
n

for all s € (0, R") and ¢t € (0, min{1, T1,ax}), and thus we derive that
S0 S0
sy~ b/ (s0 — s)U, VM s < cls(l]_b/ s~ D =D=2a=D (g, — §)U, ds
0 0
for all t € (0, min{1, Tinay}). Combining this inequality with (4.24) and using an argument
similar to that in the proof of [29, Lemma 4.5, we can verify that (4.22) holds. O

We can now pass to the proof of Theorem 4.1.

Proof of Theorem 4.1. Let us show that there are b € (1— 2, min{1,2—2}), s, € (0, R"),
¢1 > 0 and ¢y > 0 such that for any sq € (0, s1),

1—- b+7

S (1) + 3 (1) = 15y “ T (Gu(t) + dv(t))? — easy

for all ¢ € (0, min{1, Thyax}). By virtue of (4.3), in the case n = 3 we can make sure

(4.25)

a4
that (n — 1)(max{r1, A1, k2, Ao} — 1) < § = 22", whereas in the case n > 4 we have
(n — 1)(max{r1, A1, K2, Aa} — 1) < 2. Thus we take b € (1 — 2, min{1,2 — 2}) such that

(n — 1)(11’1&)({%1, )\1, K2, >\2} — 1) < g (426)

Also, let us pick € > 0 fulfilling

2
2 <1-— =, (4.27)

n

Then we can apply Lemmas 4.3-4.5 to find ¢3 > 0 and ¢4 > 0 such that

3=b_ 2
2

Oy (t) + By () > —ezs9” " (VUu(t) + Vv (t)
+ ca(Yu(t) + Yy (t))

1-b+

)
— ¢35 — 385 (Yu(t) + v (1))

—(n—=1)(rk1—1)+3=L—
_0380( )( 1— ) 2 € wU()_Ci}SO

3

(n—1)(ka— 1)+ b_¢

€ —(n—1)(A2—1)+
— ¢35 Yy (t) — es8 2
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for all ¢ € (0, min{1, T},ax}). Moreover, Young’s inequality yields that there exists ¢5 > 0
such that

Blt) + B 6) > Sea(wut) + 9 (1)) — essi (Gur(t) + vy (1)

— 2 _5 _2_ n— K1—1)— _2_ n— Ko—1)—
c 1 b—l—n ( 2—2 1 2—-= 2(n—1)(k1—1)—2¢ 2—-= 2(n—1)(k2—1)—2¢
_2_ n— —1)— _2_ n— —1)—
2 n 2( 1)()\1 1) 2¢e 2 n 2( 1)()\2 1) 26)

2
for all t € (0,min{1, T,ax}). Here, we choose s; € (0, R") such that c3si < &', and then
2

we see that czsy < & for all so € (0, s1). Also, since it follows from (4.26), (4.27) and the
condition b < 2 — % that

2
2 — — —2(n—1)(max{k1, A1, ko, Ao} — 1) — 2¢
n
Z 1-— 2(71, — 1)(1’I1aX{I€1, )\1, K9, >\2} — 1)
>1—-0>0,
we infer from the relation sy < R™ that
Cy
2
for all sop € (0,s1) and t € (0, min{1, Tyyax}), where

1-b+2

Py (t) + oy (t) = - (Wu(t) + v (t) — cosg (4.28)

Co = 05(R2n—6 + 14 R2n—2—2n(n—1)(ﬁ1—1)—2n€ + R2n—2—2n(n—1)(n2—1)—2n5

+ R2n—2—2n(n—1)()\1—1)—2n€ + R2n—2—2n(n—1)()\2—1)—2n5)'
Since [29, Lemma 4.4] provides ¢; > 0 such that

Yult) > ersg CV(t) and  dy(t) > ersy TV G()

for all £ € (0, Thnax), these inequalities together with (4.28) lead to (4.25).
Now let us prove (4.6). We take s € (0, s1) so small such that

and then the relation

holds. Let us put r, := (%0)% € (0, R). Moreover, we suppose that the initial data ug, vg
satisfy (2.1), (4.2), (4.4) and (4.5). Then we can make sure that ¢y (0)+¢y (0) > 55052

- 23—bwn
by [29, estimate (5.5)]. Thus, as in the proof of [11, Lemma 4.6] (with d;(so) = 0135(3_b),
p2 ~
dy(sg) = czs(l) "% and o(s0) = 23&”—;;”33—5’), we can establish that Ty, < %, and hence
(4.6) results from (2.2). O
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5. Finite-time blow-up in a model of Jager—Luckhaus type

In this section we deal with the system (1.1) with \; = Ay = 2 in the case that h is of
Jager—Luckhaus type. Namely, we consider the system

;

u; = diAu — 1V - (uVw) + pyu(l — u =t — aqv), re, t>0,
v; = daAv — X2V - (VW) + pov(l — agu — v™271), re, t>0,

0 =dsAw + au+ pv — |—512‘ Jo(au + po) dz, x€eQ t>0, (5.1)
Vu-v=Vv-v=Vw-v=0, x €00, t>0,
L u(z,0) = up(x), v(r,0) = vo(7), x €Q,

with

/wdx:(), t>0,
Q

where 2 = Bg(0) C R" (n > 5) is a ball with some R > 0, and uy, vy satisfy (2.1) and
ug, vy are radially symmetric and nonincreasing with respect to |x|. (5.2)

Let (u,v,w) be the local classical solution of (5.1) on [0,Timax) given in Lemma 2.1.
Moreover, we put

— 1
M(t) == — /(au+ﬁv) dr.
Q[ Jo
The main theorem in this section reads as follows.

Theorem 5.1. Let Q = Br(0) C R"™ (n >5) and let dy, ds, ds, X1, X2, @1, G2, v, > 0 and
K1, ke € (1,2]. Assume that py and po satisfy that

d .
RS Tms2 g x> 20 (5.3)
' max{di%,—“”lg‘“}ﬁ if k1 =2 ? a '

Then, for all My > 0 and M, € (0, My) there exists r, € (0, R) with the following property:
If ug, vy satisfy (2.1) and (5.2) as well as

/ uo(x)der = My and / uo(x) doe > M, (5.4)
Q By, (0)

then the corresponding solution (u,v,w) of (5.1) blows up in finite time in the sense that
Thax < 00 and

Jim (JJul D)z + o€ Dlle@) = oo

Remark 5.1. If v =0,d; =d3s =1, x1 = 1, k1 =2 and a = 1 in (5.1), then the condition
(5.3) is the same as in [11, (1.4b)]. Thus this theorem is a generalization of [11, Theorem
1.1] in the higher-dimensional case.
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Remark 5.2. If p; and po fulfill that

a1d3,u1 a2da—3'u2 : ﬁ if Ko < 2,
X1 > 3 and xg > daprs andsgio T S
wa{—ﬁﬂ‘———}';z Whe =2

then, by replacing uy with vy in (5.4), a similar result can be derived.

Now, let us define the functions U, V and W as in Section 4. Furthermore, we introduce
the functions ¢, ¢y, ¥y and ¥y defined in Section 4 with b € (1,2).

Remark 5.3. As to the functions ¢y and ¢y, even though we have taken b € (1,2) unlike
e.g. [3, 28, 29] and Section 4, we see that these functions are well-defined and that ¢y
and ¢y belong to C°([0, Thnax)) N CH((0, Thnax)), since we can confirm from the following
lemma that s7(so — s)U(s,t) < Cs'b(sg — s) for all t € [0, Tyay) With some C' > 0 and
that for any ty € (0, Thax) and t1 € (to, Tmax), |55 "(so — s)U(s,t)| < Cs'0(s9 — s) for
all t € (to, t;) with some C' > 0 (for details see the proof of [11, Lemma 4.1]).

We first show concavity of U and V', which is obtained by the comparison principle.

Lemma 5.2. Assume that (2.1) and (5.2) hold. If iy and uy satisfy that

bxa X2
0 — d 0 — 5.5
<'u1<a1d3 an <’u2<a2d3’ (5.5)
then

Uss(s,t) <0 and Vig(s,t) <0 (5.6)

and moreover,

Ul(s,t Vs, t

U(s,t) < (Z’ ) CUL0.) and Vi(s.1) < (z’ ) <vy0,) (5.7)

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

Proof. Since (5.7) is proved by using the mean value theorem and (5.6), we need only
to show (5.6). To see this, we establish that v, < 0 and v, < 0 for all r € (0, R) and
t € (0, Tinax) because we have Usy(s,t) = Lsvlu,(s7,t) and Vig(s, 1) = Ls7 v, (s7,1)
for all s € (0, R") and t € (0, Tihax). By an approximation argument as in Step 2 in the
proof of [28, Lemma 2.2], we can assume without loss of generality that ug, vy € C?(Q)
with Vug - v = Vg - v = 0. Then this assumption guarantees that

U, v € CO([0, R] X [0, Tinax)) N C*1((0, R) X (0, Tinax))-

From the third equation in (5.1) it follows that

Xlrl_n(rn_luwr)r = X1UrWy + X1U - Tl_n(rn_lwr)r

Q@ 15} 1—

— 1ty B Ty v 1€
X1Ur Wy + X1U ( dgu d30+d3 ())

= X1U,W, — ad—?ﬁ — Bd—iiluv + g—;M(t)u,
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and so we obtain

Upp = (dlrl_n(rn_lur)r - Xlrl_n(rn_luwr)r + ,ulu(1 - um_l - alv))r

—1 —1
- dlurrr + dln Upyr — dl n—2ur
T
2 _
— X1Upr Wy — X1UrpWyp + o Uy + 5X1 Uyv + @UUT - &M(t)ur
d3 d3 d3 d3

+ ity — pr k™ i — ag v — ag g u,
for all 7 € (0, R) and t € (0, Tinax). Moreover, this identity is rewritten as

Upt = dlurrr + Al (7’, t>u7“7" + Bl (T, t)ur + Cl (7’, t)vru

where
n—1
Al(rv t) = dl - Xlwr(r7 t)v
Bi(rt) = —dy =L () + 2% )+ DXy - X370
! r? ’ ds ’ ds ’ d3
4 — p k™ (e, t) — agpao(r, t)
and
O 1) o= DX, 1) — ay (. 1)
3

(5.8)

for r € (0,R) and t € (0, Tyyax). Now let us fix T € (0, Tyuax) and denote by (), and

(v,)+ the positive part functions of u, and v,, respectively. Then we have

(ur>+(07t) = (ur)+(R7 t) = 07

(5.9)

because the regularity and radial symmetry of u imply that (u,)(0,¢) = 0 and the
Neumann boundary condition in (5.1) gives (u,)4+(R,t) = 0. In view of (5.8) we can

verify from integration by parts and (5.9) that

1 d (" )

5 i r(uy) dr

= / ()4 [dytiyrr + A1 (7, )ty + By (1, t)u, + Cy(r, t)v,] dr

= [ (gl @) d?) et 5 [ r Aol

R R
+ / 7By (r, t)(u,) dr + / rCy(r,t)(u,) o, dr
0 0

1
2

:ZJ1—|—J2—|—J3
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<> /0 ’ r Ay (r, 1)[(uy)2 ], dr + /0 ’ By (r, ) (u,)? dr + /0 chl(r, £)(uy) 20, dr

(5.10)



for all ¢t € (0,7). Recalling the definition of A;, we obtain from (5.9) and integration by
parts that

n_ R R
5= 202 e - [l ar
= B0 {2 (1) — 20,0

R R
— x1Rw, (R, 1) - (ur)i(R, t)+ Xl/ w,(uﬁ%r dr + X1/ T‘wrr(ur)%r dr
0 0

R R
<xi / wy(ur)3 dr + xal|wer | 2o (0,8)x (0,7 / r(u,)2 dr.
0 0

Here the third equation in (5.1) yields

1 " 1 —
W, = ——rl_"/ " Hau+ Bu)dp+ —M(t)r <
dg 0 d3n

which together with Lemma 2.2 means that

R R
Ji < ﬁM(t)/ r(ur)d dr 4+ x1l|wee || oo (0,R)x (0.1) / r(uy)% dr
dsn 0 0

R
§01/ r(up)? dr (5.12)
0

for all t € (0,T), where

X1 (aeﬂlT/ Up dx + ﬁe“?T/ Vo dl’) + X1 errHLOO((O,R)x(O,T))-
Q Q

T Q]
We next estimate Jo. Noticing from the third equation in (5.1) and (5.11) that
n—1 Q@ 6] 1—
— Wy = r - —uv——DM(t
w . w+d3u+d3v 7 (t)
1 — Q@ 15}
< —— M)+ —ut =
<~ (t) + d3u+ dgv
o B
< = ~
< d3u + d3v
and using the nonpositivity of —d; ”;21, —ﬁ—;M(t), —prriut~t and —aq v, we infer that
3 2
By(r,t) < Xy 4 ﬁle + 1
d3 d3
3ax1 20x1
< [[ull 2o ((0.m)x (0)) + [Vl oo ((0,R) % (0,1)) + 11 =" ca,
d3 d3
and hence

R
Jy < 02/ r(u,)% dr (5.13)
0
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forallt € (0,7). With regard to Js, the first condition in (5.5) ensures that Bd—?—alul > 0,
and thereby we have

Bx
Ci(r,t) < (d—; —arpin ) |lull Los(0,r)x (0.1)) -

Thanks to this inequality, J3 is estimated as

5)(1 R
J3 < “da —aip ||U||Loo((o,R)x(o,T)) T(ur)+(vr)+ dr
3 0

R R
< 03/ r(u,)2 dr + 03/ r(v.)2 dr (5.14)
0 0

for all t € (0,7), where ¢3 := %(ﬁd—f — ay 1) ||u]| Lo (0,R)x(0,7)). Therefore a combination of

(5.12)—(5.14) with (5.10) implies that

1 d " 2 3 2 X 2
- — r(u)Ldr <ecg [ r(u)idr4cs [ r(v)Ldr

for all £ € (0,T), where ¢4 := ¢; + ¢2 + ¢3. Similarly, under the second condition in (5.5),
we can observe from the second equation in (5.1) that

1 d (" 2 f 2 f 2

- — r(v)L dr < cs r(u)Ldr+cg [ r(v)Ldr
with some c5 = ¢5(7T") > 0 and ¢ = ¢(T") > 0, and thus find ¢; = ¢7(T") > 0 such that

1 d [* 2 2 f 2 2

5 r((ur)d + (v)3) dr < 7 r((ur)y + (v)3) dr

2 dt 0 0

forall t € (0,7"). Since ug, < 0 and vy, < 0 for all r € [0, R] by (5.2), the above inequality

(
provides that v, < 0 and v, < 0 for all » € (0, R) and ¢ € (0,7). Letting T" 7 Tiax, We
arrive at the conclusion. O

We next establish a differential inequality for ¢y. In order to derive it, we will use
estimates as in [11, Lemmas 4.3 and 4.4].

Lemma 5.3. Let s € (0,R") and b € (1,2 — 2). Assume that py and po satisfy (5.5).
Then there exist C; > 0 and Cy > 0 such that

O (1) > —Cisy? "\ o (D)

50
XA o (8) + fxan / s™(s0 — 8)Us(s, )V (s, 1) ds
ds ds Jo

- 0250% wU(t)

_ i) /0 Y (s0— ) ( /0 U (0,1) da) ds
an /0 " (s — o) ( /0 Udlo, )Vi(o,1) da) ds (5.15)

for all t € (0, min{1, Tpax})-

+
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Proof. Since we can verify from the third equation in (5.1) that

Q 15} 1 —
d_gU(S’t) — d—3V(s 1) + dg—nM(t)S

for all s € (0, R") and t € (0, Tinax), we obtain from (4.15) and this identity that

axin Bxin
_ Al
A UU, + a UV d3 M (t)sUs

+ U — ,uln’“_lf U (o,t)do — al,uln/ Us(o,t)Vs(o,t) do
0 0
for all s € (0, R") and t € (0, Tinax). In view of this identity we deduce that
S0
oy (t) > d1n2/ 82_%_b(so — 5)Ugs ds
0

s0
ammww 5?”/ s (so — 8)U,V ds
3 0

- —M( )/ s'70(sg — 5)Us ds
ds 0

- ,uln”“_l/ s7(s0 — 8) </ U (o,t) da) ds
0 0

S0 s
—aunn/‘s4ﬂm—s)(/)U4mﬂVKmﬂda)ds
0 0
=L+hL+L+L+I+1 (5.16)

sl_ﬁwr(Sn t) =

U, = d1n2$2_%U85 +

for all £ € (0, Thyax). Let us next show estimates for 71 and E. With regard to 71, owing
to (5.5) we can employ (5.7), and so by an argument similar to that in the proof of [11,
Lemma 4.3] we provide ¢; > 0 such that

~ 3b 2
[1 > —01802 " ’QDU(t) (517)
for all t € (0, Thax). As to I, arguing as in [29, Lemma 4.3], we can take ¢, > 0 such that
du(t) = easy (1) (5.18)

for all £ € (0, Tinax), S0 that we rely on (5.7) and this inequality to see that

I 2 =216 (t) = ——sy® M (1)) (5.19)

3 VC2ds
for all t € (0, Thax). Moreover, it follows from Lemma 2.2 that for all ¢ € (0, min{1, Tax }),

M(t) < e / uy dx + [e''? / v dex,

Q Q

which in conjunction with (5.19) yields

~ 3-b

I4 > —03802 lpU(t) (520)
for all t € (0, min{1, Ti,ax}), where c3 : \/_ n (ae‘“ fQ ug dx—+ [et? f Vg d:)s). Accordingly,
a combination of (5.16), (5.17) and (5.20) entails (5.15). O
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Next, we estimate the fifth term on the right-hand side of (5.15). The following lemma
generalizes [11, (i) in Lemma 4.2].

Lemma 5.4. Let sg € (0, R") and b € (1,2). Assume that py and ps satisfy (5.5). Then

(3—1)) 2—Kr1 K1

—pn /SO s (50— 5) </S Ug' (o, t) dU) ds > 0 v @) e (12),
0 0

_b”inl by (1) if k1 =2

for all t € (0, Thax) with some C > 0.

Proof. In the case k1 = 2 this lemma can be obtained by the same argument as in the
proof of [11, (i) in Lemma 4.2]. Therefore we consider the case x; € (1,2). Noting that
b > 1, by Fubini’s theorem we have

S0 s
- uln“_l/ s %(s9 — 5) (/ Ut (o,t) da) ds
0 0
S0 S0
— —,uln’“_l/ (/ s %(s9 — 5) ds) U (o,t)do
0 o
S0 S0
> —,uln’“_I/ (/ s7° ds) (so —o)UL (o,t) do
0 o

rk1—1

Hain %0 1-b K
> — — s (so — s)U(s,t)ds (5.21)
- 0

for all £ € (0, Tiyax). Since we can apply Lemma 5.2 by the condition (5.5), we know that
Us(s,t) < s71U(s,t) for all s € (0, R") and t € (0, Tjay), and hence it follows that

lulnnl—l

b—1

1 a0 e a
/ s (sg—s)UMds > — — / s 2 (sp—s)(UUs)2 ds.  (5.22)
0 - 0

Moreover, by using Holder’s inequality we can deduce that

/ s (s — 8)(UU,) 7 ds
0

2—kK K
= cisy TR (1) (5.23)

E1
2

2—K1
2

(3-b)
for all t € (0, Tiax), Where ¢; = (W) . A combination of (5.21)—(5.23)
leads to the conclusion of this lemma. O

As a final preparation for the proof of Theorem 5.1, we show that the sixth term on
the right-hand side of (5.15) is estimated by the third term.
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Lemma 5.5. Let sg € (0, R") and b € (1,2). Assume that py and ps satisfy (5.5). Then

—aun /0 " (s — o) ( /0 Uslo, )Vi(o,1) da) ds

50
_al,uln/ s7(sg — 8)Us(s, 1)V (s,t) ds (5.24)
0

- b—1
for all t € (0, Trax)-

Proof. As in the proof of Lemma 5.4, Fubini’s theorem yields

— /0 " (s — o) ( /0 Uslo, )Vi(o,1) da) ds

S0
=57 / s'(s0 = $)U(s, Vi, ) ds
- 0

for all ¢ € (0, Tiax). Also, from Lemma 5.2 we obtain that Vi(s,t) < s7'V(s,t) for all
s € (0,R") and t € (0, Tiax), which together with the above inequality implies (5.24). O

We are now in the position to prove Theorem 5.1.

Proof of Theorem 5.1. We first find b € (1 2 — —) that there exist ¢; > 0 and ¢ > 0 such
that for any sy € (0, R"),
4
O(t) = crsg TGh (1) — easy (5.25)
for all t € (0, min{1, Tax}). To see this, we first consider the case k1 € (1,2). In this
case, the condition for x; in (5.3) implies

2_é>1+a1d3,u1

n Bx1

(5.26)

Thus we can choose b, € (1 + %, 2 — %) Then, applying Lemmas 5.3-5.5, we have

3b1 2

Pu(t) > —esso® "V Yu(t)
O‘Xlan(t)

ﬁxln apn /SO b
— —s) U,V d
+ ( 4, 1)/, s (sp — $) s

— 3507 Vb0 (D)

(3 612111 K1

— (359 wU (t) (5.27)

for all ¢ € (0, min{1, Ti,ax}) with some c3 > 0. Noting from the condition b; > 1 + C”Bd%‘“
that

fan _ aun / 578 (59 — 8)U,V ds > 0 (5.28)
dg bl - 1 0
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and using Young’s inequality to the first, fourth and fifth terms on the right-hand side of
(5.27), we obtain ¢4 > 0 such that
axin

ot = 5

for all t € (0, min{1, Tiax }). Hence, from (5.18) and the fact that so < R™ it follows that

b1 2
Yy (t) — casg <1 + 25 )

S (1) > csso CTMGH (1) — cu (14 2RY) 59 77

for all t € (0, min{1, Thax }) with some ¢; > 0, which means that (5.25) holds with ¢; = ¢;
and ¢y = ¢4 (1 + 2R*). Next, we consider the case x; = 2. In light of the condition for y;
in (5.3) we can make sure that (5.26) and the relation 2 — 2 > 1+ M hold, and thereby
take by € (1 + max { a L } d“” ,2— ) By means of Lemmas 5.3— 5 5 there exists ¢g > 0
such that

3b2

Py (t) = —cosy ? Yu(t)
( ) i

ds by — 1

L (Ban _ an /SO s (so — s)U,V ds
ds  b—1)J, 0 °
3—by

— CgSg 2 wU(t)

for all ¢ € (0,min{1, Typax}). By the condition by > 1+ max {4 4 1. d;“
(5.28) with b; replaced with by holds. Furthermore we deduce that

axin  pn

0.
4 b1

Therefore, as in the case k1 € (1,2), Young’s inequality and (5.18) as well as the fact that

sg < R™ provide that

(3 3b7
Gy (t) > crsg TR (L) — cgsy "

for all ¢ € (0, min{1, T,y }) with some ¢z > 0 and cg > 0.
We next show that T,y is finite. Now we pick b € (1, 2 — %) such that (5.25) holds.
Let us fix sp € (0, R™) so small satisfying

and hence

_ Cy 3—b—2 2
0 2—b > B n

Then, putting r, = (%‘)) € (0, R) and taking the initial data ug with (2.1), (5.2) and
(5.4), we obtain that Ti,.x < 0o as in the proof of Theorem 4.1, which means the end of

the proof. O
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