arXiv:2406.11746v1 [math.AP] 17 Jun 2024

Location of blow-up points in fully parabolic chemotaxis systems with spatially heterogeneous logistic source

Mario Fuest^{∗1}, Johannes Lankeit^{†1}, and Masaaki Mizukami^{‡2}

1Leibniz Universität Hannover, Institut für Angewandte Mathematik, Welfengarten 1, 30167 Hannover, Germany 2Department of Mathematics, Faculty of Education, Kyoto University of Education, 1, Fujinomori, Fukakusa, Fushimi-ku, Kyoto 612-8522, Japan

Abstract

We consider the fully parabolic, spatially heterogeneous chemotaxis-growth system � u_t = Δu − ∇ · (u∇v) + κ(x)u − μ(x)u^2, v_t = Δv − v + u

in bounded domains Ω ⊂ R^2 and show that the blow-up set is contained in the set of zeroes of μ.

1 Introduction

Solutions to semilinear parabolic equations (say, in a domain Ω ⊂ R^n with smooth boundary) may cease to exist at finite time T . In this case, they usually ‘blow up’ in the sense that

lim sup t↗T ‖u(·, t)‖_L∞_{(Ω)} = ∞.

Investigations then may be concerned with the question where such blow-up happens, i.e. with a characterization of the blow-up set

B = { x ∈ Ω | ∃((x_j, t_j ))_{j∈N} ⊂ Ω × (0, T ) : (x_j , t_j ) → (x, T ), |u(x_j , t_j )| → ∞ as j → ∞ },

∗e-mail: fuest@ifam.uni-hannover.de, ORCID: 0000-0002-8471-4451 †e-mail: lankeit@ifam.uni-hannover.de, ORCID: 0000-0002-2563-7759 ‡e-mail: masaaki.mizukami.math@gmail.com, ORCID: 0000-0002-5496-5129 2020 Mathematics Subject Classification. 35B44, 35K55, 92C17.

Key words and phrases: chemotaxis; logistic source; spatial heterogeneity; blow-up set; spatially local bounds.

see e.g. [8, 13, 15, 14, 33, 12] for semilinear parabolic equations or [30] for systems.

The Keller–Segel equations of chemotaxis

u_t = Δu − ∇ · (u∇v), v_t = Δv − v + u (1.1)

constitute a well-studied system (see e.g. the surveys [1, 22]), whose ability to admit blow-up is not only of mathematical but also of biological interest and has endowed it with a firm position as prototype of spontaneous aggregation and thus structure formation. Its basic mechanisms – production of a signal substance (of concentration v) and partially undirected (heat equation) and partially directed motion (taxis term, −∇ · (u∇v)) of cells (with density u) – are fundamental throughout biology, and the system thus emerges – possibly as submodel of more complex descriptions – in a variety of contexts, [18, 28].

If (1.1) is considered under no-flux boundary conditions in a bounded, spatially two-dimensional domain with smooth boundary and with sufficiently regular initial data (u_0, v_0), it has local classical solutions – which necessarily are global if � Ω u_0 < 4π, [26]. If, however, the initial mass is larger, the solution may blow up; and this happens for a large set of initial data, [16, 19, 24]. The first such solution found was the radially symmetric solution constructed in [16], which aggregates towards 8πδ_0 (with δ_0 denoting the Dirac measure centred at the origin); and, in fact, for radially symmetric solutions, the origin is the only possible blow-up point, i.e. B ⊆ {0}, [25]. If the Lyapunov functional � Ω u ln u − � Ω uv +^1_2 � Ω |∇v|^2 +^1_2 � Ω v^2 remains bounded from below, the points of B are isolated also in non-radial scenarios. At every isolated blow-up point x_0, the solution collapses into mδ_{x0} (plus an L^1-function) in the sense of weak-star convergence in the space of Radon measures, [25], and where m = 4π or m = 8π, depending on whether x_0 ∈ ∂Ω or x_0 ∈ Ω.

While homogeneous Dirichlet boundary conditions for v in a parabolic–elliptic simplification of (1.1) can rule out boundary blow-up, see [31], without these modifications, blow-up in a boundary point is still possible for (1.1), as demonstrated in [11] (for less smooth domains, like a quarter disk). Further estimates of solutions near blow-up, including a nondegeneracy result for blow-up points analogous to [15], can be found in [23].

If additional source terms of logistic type +κu − μu^2 are included in the first equation of (1.1) – for example, in order to account for population growth, [18, Sec. 2.8] –, the possibility of blow-up may be significantly impaired. This question is not completely settled in higher-dimensional cases, see [21, 34, 41, 44, 5] for the construction of weaker solutions and their eventual smoothness properties or [37, 43, 42] for global existence theorems requiring largeness of μ, but [38, 40, 10] for some indications of possible unboundedness at least in parabolic–elliptic system variants or [39, 35] for large population densities even in the absence of blow-up. In Ω ⊂ R^2 , on the other hand, mere positivity of the constant μ suffices to guarantee globally bounded solutions, [27].

The same does not automatically carry over to spatially inhomogeneous (i.e. non-constant) κ and μ. Such inhomogeneity can be needed for more realistic inclusion of environmental conditions, for example in spatial ecology (and can have significant effects, as the results on (non-)coexistence in the competition model in [6] show), and has been studied in a related chemotaxis model in, e.g., [29]. (See also references therein.) The following thus is the system we will consider in the present article.

� � � � � � � u_t = Δu − ∇ · (u∇v) + κ(x)u − μ(x)u^2, x ∈ Ω, t > 0, v_t = Δv − v + u, x ∈ Ω, t > 0, ∂_ν u = ∂_ν v = 0, x ∈ ∂Ω, t > 0, u(x, 0) = u_0(x), v(x, 0) = v_0(x), x ∈ Ω,

(1.2)

where κ, μ ∈ C^0(Ω) with μ ≥ 0 in Ω and where u_0 ∈ C^0(Ω) and v_0 ∈ W^{1,∞}(Ω) are nonnegative initial data.

For this system, existence of solutions was shown in [44], within a generalized concept of solvability (of u being a ‘weak logarithmic supersolution’ and a ‘mass subsolution’ and v being a weak solution; cf. [44, Def. 2.1]) under some restrictions on the growth of μ, which for the quadratic exponent in (1.2) are fulfilled whenever μ(x) ≤ |x|^α for some α < 2.

On the other hand, if the equation for v in (1.2) is replaced by an elliptic counterpart, blow-up can occur [9] (see also [2] for possibly nonlinear diffusivities), and again the question arises, where this blow-up may take place. For the parabolic–elliptic variant of (1.2), this question was answered in [3] with the conclusion that B ⊆ μ^{−1}({0}), i.e. that only zeroes of μ are possible points of blow-up. It is the aim of the present paper to prove a corresponding result for the fully parabolic analogue (1.2):

Theorem 1.1. Let Ω ⊂ R^2 be a smooth, bounded domain, κ, μ ∈ C^0(Ω) with μ ≥ 0, 0 ≤ u_0 ∈ C^0(Ω), 0 ≤ v_0 ∈ W^{1,∞}(Ω), T_{max} ∈ (0, ∞] and let (u, v) ∈ � C^0(Ω × [0, T_{max})) ∩ C^{2,1}(Ω × (0, T_{max}))

�_2 be a nonnegative, classical solution of (1.2).

(i) Let x_0 ∈ Ω with μ(x_0) > 0 and T ∈ (0, T_{max}] ∩ (0, ∞). Then there exist an open neighbourhood U of x_0 in Ω and C > 0 such that

‖u(·, t)‖_L∞_{(U)} ≤ C for all t ∈ (0, T ).

(ii) If T_{max} < ∞, then the blow-up set

B := { x ∈ Ω | ∃((x_j, t_j ))_{j∈N} ⊂ Ω × (0, T_{max}) : (x_j , t_j ) → (x, T_{max}), u(x_j , t_j ) → ∞ as j → ∞ }

is contained in { x ∈ Ω | μ(x) = 0 }.

Remark 1.2. At least as soon as κ and μ are Hölder continuous, local existence of solutions of the regularity assumed in Theorem 1.1 is achievable by standard techniques, cf. the fixed point construction in [1, Lemma 3.1] together with classical parabolic theory [20, Thm. IV.5.3]; if they are not global in time, lim sup

t↗T_{max}

‖u(·, t)‖_L∞_{(Ω)} = ∞,

and hence B ≠ ∅ in Theorem 1.1 (ii).

In systems such as (1.2), uniform-in-time bounds for u in L^p(Ω) can be bootstrapped to L^∞ bounds whenever p >^{dim Ω}_2 (cf. [1, Lemma 3.2]). Indeed, the global existence proof in [27] for functions μ with a positive lower bound first shows boundedness of � Ω u ln u and then of � Ω u^2, yielding the desired L^∞ bound.

When μ is allowed to have zeros, however, the techniques from [27] are not directly applicable. In Lemma 4.3 and Lemma 4.4, we instead consider the evolution of functionals � Ω φu^p for some φ localized near a point x_0 and small p > 1 – similarly as in the parabolic–elliptic counterpart [3] of the present paper. With bounds for this quantity at hand, we can then ensure boundedness of u near x_0 (see Lemma 4.5 and Lemma 4.6).

In contrast to [3], the second equation in (1.2) is parabolic, meaning that replacing −Δv by u − v in the calculations is no longer possible. Instead, we apply maximal Sobolev regularity results (see Lemma 2.2 and Lemma 2.3) to φv. When applied with φ ≡ 1, maximal Sobolev regularity is known to be useful in fully parabolic chemotaxis equations. It has, for instance, been employed in [4] in giving a short proof for the large-time behaviour of solutions to a system with a spatially homogeneous logistic source. When φ ≢ 1, as is necessitated by our localization procedure, however, the right-hand side of the corresponding inequality contains a term involving ∇v. We control it by again relying on maximal Sobolev regularity in Lemma 4.1 and Lemma 4.2, which in turn are based on the spatially local L^2-L^2 bound for u and spatially global estimates for v and ∇v obtained in Lemma 3.1 and Lemma 3.2, respectively.

In order to absorb the resulting expressions by dissipative terms of the functional � Ω φu^p, we need to ensure that p − 1 is smaller than a certain constant (see the discussion directly before Lemma 4.3). Obviously, the latter may not depend in an unfavourable way on p and hence it is essential to trace the dependency of constants throughout our argument. In particular, our approach requires that the optimal constant in the maximal Sobolev regularity estimate is bounded on compact subsets of (1, ∞)^2, a fact we prove in Lemma 2.2.

Plan of the paper. Quite general maximal regularity results and the existence of suitable cutoff functions are collected in Section 2, while Section 3 and Section 4 deal with spatially global and spatially local bounds of solutions to (1.2), respectively. The order of the lemmata in the latter is nearly reversed from the line of reasoning outlined above. This is due to the fact that we often consider cutoff functions whose support is contained in the set where the cutoff function from the previous lemma equals 1 and that we choose to begin with arguments where the corresponding cutoff function has the largest support.

2 Preliminaries

As already mentioned, maximal regularity properties of the scalar parabolic equation � � � � w_t = Δw − w + f in Ω × (0, T ), ∂_ν w = 0 on ∂Ω × (0, T ), w(·, 0) = w_0 in Ω,

(2.1)

form an essential ingredient in our proof. To formulate the estimates, we first introduce the Banach spaces

W^{2,q}_N (Ω) := { φ ∈ W^{2,q}(Ω) | ∂_ν φ = 0 on ∂Ω in the sense of traces } and W^{p,q}(T, Ω) := W^{1,p}((0, T ); L^q (Ω)) ∩ L^p((0, T ); W^{2,q}_N (Ω)),

where p, q ∈ (1, ∞), n ∈ N, Ω ⊂ R^n is a smooth, bounded domain and T ∈ (0, ∞]. We recall a result on unique solvability of (2.1) for appropriate data.

Lemma 2.1. Let n ∈ N, Ω ⊂ R^n be a smooth, bounded domain, T ∈ (0, ∞] and p, q ∈ (1, ∞). For all w_0 ∈ W^{2,q}_N (Ω) and all f ∈ L^p((0, T ), L^q (Ω)), there exists a unique solution w ∈ W^{p,q}(T, Ω) of (2.1).

Proof. This follows from [17, Theorem 3.1], for instance.

We next state a maximal regularity result for (2.1) in L^p-L^q spaces, where the optimal constant K(p, q) depends on (p, q). For its key application in the present paper we will need that K is bounded on compact subsets of (1, ∞)^2 so that for instance (p − 1)K(p + 1, p + 1) → 0 as p → 1, cf. the application of Lemma 2.3 in (4.4) that the proof of Lemma 4.4 relies on. A short argument based on complex interpolation shows that K is actually continuous.

Lemma 2.2. Let n ∈ N, Ω ⊂ R^n be a smooth, bounded domain and T ∈ (0, ∞]. For p, q ∈ (1, ∞), denote by K(p, q) the set of all numbers ^K(p, q) > 0 with the following property: For all f ∈ L^p((0, T ); L^q (Ω)), the unique solution w ∈ W^{p,q}(T, Ω) of (2.1) with w_0 ≡ 0 given by Lemma 2.1 fulfills �_t 0 � Ω |w|^q

� p_q + �_t 0 � Ω |w_t|^q

� p_q + �_t 0 � Ω |Δw|^q

� p_q ≤ �^ K(p, q)

�_p �^t 0 � Ω |f|^q

� p_q

(2.2)

for all t ∈ (0, T ]. Then K(p, q) is nonempty and the mapping (1, ∞)^2 ∋ (p, q) → K(p, q) := inf K(p, q) is continuous.

Proof. As the left-hand side in (2.2) is increasing in t and f can simply be extended by 0 if necessary, it is sufficient to consider the case t = T = ∞ in seeing that K(p, q) ≠ ∅. This is shown by [17, Theorem 3.1] which asserts that (2.2) holds for all p, q ∈ (1, ∞) and some ^K(p, q) > 0.

If, for arbitrary T ∈ (0, ∞], we abbreviate X^{p,q} := L^p((0, T ); L^q (Ω)), let ι: W^{p,q}(T, Ω) → (X^{p,q})^3 denote the isometry φ → (φ, φ_t, Δφ) and let A be the (linear) operator mapping f to the unique solution w of (2.1) given by Lemma 2.1, then (2.2) thus for all t ∈ (0, T ) holding with the choice ^K(p, q) = K(p, q) shows that ‖ι∘A‖ = K(p, q) is the norm of ι∘A: Xp,q → (Xp,q)3 for any p, q ∈ (1, ∞). Since X^{pθ ,qθ} coincides with the interpolation space [X^{p0,q0} , X^{p1,q1} ]_θ for p_0, p_1, p_θ, q_0, q_1, q_θ ∈ (1, ∞) and θ ∈ (0, 1) with^1_{pθ} =^{1−θ}_{p0} +^θ_{p1} and^1_{qθ} =^{1−θ}_{q0} +^θ_{q1} (cf. [32, Theorem 1.18.4]), complex interpolation applied to ι ∘ A yields K(p_θ, q_θ) ≤ (K(p_0, q_0))^{1−θ}(K(p_1, q_1))^θ (cf. [32, Theorem 1.9.3 (a), Definition 1.2.2.2]). That is, Φ: (0, 1)^2 → R, (p̃, q̃) → ln K(^1_{p̃} ,^1_{q̃} ) is convex. Since (0, 1)^2 is open, Φ is continuous and so is K = exp ∘ Φ ∘ ((p, q) → (^1_p ,^1_q )).

As a straightforward consequence of Lemma 2.2, we obtain an L^p-L^p bound for φΔw in terms of the data and the cutoff function φ. In particular, the following lemma is applicable in situations where L^p-L^p bounds are available for φf but not for f.

Lemma 2.3. Let n ∈ N, Ω ⊂ R^n be a smooth, bounded domain and T ∈ (0, ∞]. There exists a continuous function ~K : (1, ∞) → (0, ∞) such that for all w_0 ∈ W^{2,p}_N (Ω) and all f ∈ L^p(Ω × (0, T )), the solution w ∈ W^{p,p}(T, Ω) of (2.1) given by Lemma 2.1 satisfies �_t 0 � Ω |φΔw|^p ≤ ~K(p) � ‖φw_0‖^p_{W 2,p(Ω)} +

�_t 0 � Ω � |∇φ · ∇w|^p + |wΔφ|^p + |φf|^p �

for all φ ∈ C^2(Ω) with ∂_ν φ = 0 on ∂Ω, all t ∈ (0, T ) and all p ∈ (1, ∞).

Proof. Since for any φ ∈ C^2(Ω) with ∂_ν φ = 0 on ∂Ω,

Δ(φw − e^{−t}φw_0) = φΔw + 2∇φ · ∇w + wΔφ − e^{−t}Δ(φw_0) in Ω × (0, T )

and −2∇φ · ∇w − wΔφ + e^{−t}Δ(φw_0) + φf ∈ L^p(Ω × (0, T )), the function z := (w − e^{−t}w_0)φ is the unique solution of � � � � � z_t = Δz − z − 2∇φ · ∇w − wΔφ + e^{−t}Δ(φw_0) + φf in Ω × (0, T ), ∂_ν z = 0 on ∂Ω × (0, T ), z(·, 0) = 0 in Ω

in the sense of Lemma 2.1. Moreover, we see from Lemma 2.2 that (with K as in that lemma) �_t 0 � Ω |φΔw|^p =

�_t 0 � Ω � � �Δ(φ(w − e^{−s}w_0)) − 2∇φ · ∇w − wΔφ + e^{−s}Δ(φw_0) � � �^p ds

≤ 2^{p−1}

�_t 0 � Ω |Δz|^p + 2^{p−1}

�_t 0 � Ω � � − 2∇φ · ∇w − wΔφ + e^{−s}Δ(φw_0) � �^p ds

≤ 2^{p−1}K^p(p, p)

�_t 0 � Ω � � � − 2∇φ · ∇w − wΔφ + e^{−s}Δ(φw_0) + φf � � �^p ds

+ 6^{p−1}

�_t 0 � Ω � |2∇φ · ∇w|^p + |wΔφ|^p + e^{−ps}|Δ(φw_0)|^p � ds ≤ ~K(p) � ‖φw_0‖^p_{W 2,p(Ω)} +

�_t 0 � Ω � |∇φ · ∇w|^p + |wΔφ|^p + |φf|^p � holds for all φ ∈ C^2(Ω) with ∂_ν φ = 0 on ∂Ω, all t ∈ (0, T ) and all p ∈ (1, ∞), where ~K(p) := (8^{p−1}K^p(p, p)+6^{p−1})2^p. Continuity of ~K follows from the continuity of K asserted by Lemma 2.2.

Inter alia in order to warrant applicability of Lemma 2.3, we need to ensure that there are cutoff functions whose normal derivatives vanish at the boundary. Having in mind that the point x_0 in Theorem 1.1 (i) may lie on the boundary, we cannot confine ourselves to cutoff functions supported in the interior of Ω, which would not only trivially fulfill homogeneous Neumann boundary conditions but would also be easily obtained by a mollification argument. Instead, we recall that cutoff functions suitable for our purposes have been constructed in [3].

Lemma 2.4. Let Ω ⊂ R^2 be a smooth, bounded domain and x_0 ∈ Ω. Then there is a relatively open set W ⊂ Ω containing x_0 such that whenever A ⊂ W is compact, V is a open neighbourhood of A in W and η ∈ (0,^1_2 ), then there exist φ ∈ C^2(Ω) with φ^η ∈ C^2(Ω) and C_φ > 0 such that

0 ≤ φ ≤ 1 in Ω, φ = 0 in Ω \ V, φ = 1 in A, ∂_ν φ = 0 on ∂Ω (2.3) and |∇φ| ≤ C_φφ^{1−η} and |Δφ| ≤ C_φφ^{1−2η} in Ω (2.4)

Proof. This is essentially [3, Lemma 3.3]; the additional claim φ^η ∈ C^2(G) follows directly from the proof there.

3 Spatially global estimates

Throughout this section, let � � � � � � � � �

Ω ⊂ R^2 be a smooth, bounded domain, κ, μ ∈ C^0(Ω) with μ ≥ 0 in Ω, 0 ≤ u_0 ∈ C^0(Ω), 0 ≤ v_0 ∈ W^{1,∞}(Ω), T_{max} ∈ (0, ∞],

(u, v) ∈ � C^0(Ω × [0, T_{max})) ∩ C^{2,1}(Ω × (0, T_{max}))

�_2

be a nonnegative, classical solution of (1.2).

(3.1)

First a priori estimates for the first solution component are rapidly obtained by integrating the corresponding equation in (1.2). Unlike in situations where κ and μ are positive constants, however, the following bounds – and hence also all subsequent ones – are necessarily local in time; for instance, the choices κ ≡ 1 and μ ≡ 0 are allowed by (3.1) and imply � Ω u(·, t) = e^t � Ω u_0 for t ∈ (0, T_{max}).

Lemma 3.1. Assume (3.1). For all T ∈ (0, T_{max}] ∩ (0, ∞), there is C > 0 such that

‖u(·, t)‖_L1_{(Ω)} ≤ C for all t ∈ (0, T ) (3.2) and �_T 0 � Ω μu^2 ≤ C. (3.3)

Proof. Integrating the first equation in (1.2) shows d dt � Ω u = � Ω κu − � Ω μu^2 ≤ ‖κ‖_L∞_{(Ω)} � Ω u − � Ω μu^2 in (0, T ),

hence z(t) := ‖u(·, t)‖_L1_{(Ω)} +

�_t 0 e^{‖κ‖L∞(Ω)(t−s)} � Ω μu^2(·, s) ds solves z^′ ≤ ‖κ‖_L∞_{(Ω)}z in (0, T ), so that

‖u(·, t)‖_L1_{(Ω)} +

�_t 0 � Ω μu^2 ≤ z(t) ≤ ‖u_0‖_L1_{(Ω)}e^{‖κ‖L∞(Ω)t} ≤ ‖u_0‖_L1_{(Ω)}e^{‖κ‖L∞(Ω)T} =: C (3.4)

for all t ∈ (0, T ). This directly yields (3.2), while (3.3) follows from (3.4) and the monotone convergence theorem upon taking t ↗ T .

On the basis of (3.2), well-known estimates for the inhomogeneous heat equation yield the following a priori estimates for v.

Lemma 3.2. Assume (3.1) and let T ∈ (0, T_{max}] ∩ (0, ∞). For all s ∈ [1, ∞) and all q ∈ [1, 2), there is C > 0 such that

‖v(·, t)‖_Ls_{(Ω)} ≤ C for all t ∈ (0, T ) (3.5) and ‖∇v(·, t)‖_Lq_{(Ω)} ≤ C for all t ∈ (0, T ). (3.6)

Proof. Due to (3.2), this is a routine application of standard semigroup estimates (as collected in [36, Lemma 1.3], for instance).

4 Spatially localized estimates

Next, we shall gain stronger a priori estimates near points in Ω where μ is positive, where we can utilise (3.3). To that end, we henceforth assume that � � � � � � � � �

(3.1) holds, T ∈ (0, T_{max}] ∩ (0, ∞), τ ∈ (0, T ), x_0 ∈ Ω is such that μ(x_0) > 0, d > 0 and μ >^{μ(x0 )}_2 in B_{5d}(x_0) ∩ Ω, B_{5d}(x_0) ∩ Ω is contained in the set W given by Lemma 2.4,

(4.1)

where the last two properties can be achieved by choosing d sufficiently small.

4.1 Localized space-time gradient bounds for v

Our first spatially local bound is a consequence of maximal Sobolev regularity (in particular Lemma 2.3) and the L^2 space-time bound (3.3) for the first solution component. While in the parabolic–elliptic setting considered in [3] one immediately obtains

�_T 0 � {μ>μ(x_0 )/2} |Δv − v| 2 = �_T 0 � {μ>μ(x_0)/2} u

2 ≤ C, we apparently have to confine ourselves to L^{2−η} space-time bounds for Δv with η > 0, at least at this point in the proof. Moreover, these bounds may still depend on all data fixed in (4.1) and (3.1), in particular on x_0, τ and T .

Lemma 4.1. Assume (4.1) and let r ∈ (1, 2). Then �_T τ � B_{4d}(x_0)∩Ω

|Δv|^r < ∞. (4.2)

Proof. We let A := B_{4d}(x_0)∩Ω and V := B_{5d}(x_0)∩Ω, so that Lemma 2.4 guarantees the existence of a cut-off function φ ∈ C^2(Ω) obeying (2.3). According to Lemma 2.3, we can thus find c_1 = ~K(r) > 0, and from the regularity of φ and v(·, τ) according to (3.1) consequently have c_2 > 0, satisfying �_T τ � A |Δv|^r =

�_T τ � A |φΔv|^r ≤

�_T τ � Ω |φΔv|^r

≤ c_1 � ‖φv(·, τ)‖^r_W 2,r_{(Ω)} +

�_T τ � Ω (|∇φ · ∇v|^r + |vΔφ|^r + |φu|^r) �

≤ c_2 � 1 + �_T τ � Ω |∇v|^r +

�_T τ � Ω |v|^r +

�_T τ � Ω |φu|^r � . The first two integrals on the right-hand side are finite by (3.6) and (3.5), respectively. For the remaining one, we make use of the defining property of d in (4.1) and Lemma 3.1, which show �_T τ � Ω |φu|^2 ≤ 2 μ(x_0) · μ(x_0) 2 �_T τ � V u^2 ≤ 2 μ(x_0)

�_T τ � Ω μu^2 < ∞.

Thus we obtain (4.2).

By interpolating between (3.6) and (4.2) and applying another cutoff argument, we obtain spatially local space-time bounds for ∇v.

Lemma 4.2. Assume (4.1). For all α ∈ [1, 4), �_T τ � B_{3d}(x_0)∩Ω

|∇v|^α < ∞. (4.3)

Proof. Without loss of generality, we assume α >^3_2 . According to Lemma 2.4, there exists φ ∈ C^2(Ω) fulfilling (2.3) with A := B_{3d}(x_0) ∩ Ω and V := B_{4d}(x_0) ∩ Ω. The definitions r := √ 1 + 2α − 1 ∈ (1, 2) and θ :=^{1r − 1α}_{12 − 1r + 1r} =^{2α−2r}_{αr} ∈ (0, 1) imply θα = r. By the Gagliardo–Nirenberg inequality and elliptic regularity (cf. [7, Theorem 19.1]; note that ∂_ν (φv) = 0 on ∂V × (τ, T ) by (1.2) and (2.3)), there are c_1, c_2 > 0 such that

‖∇(φv)‖^α_Lα_{(V )} ≤ c_1‖D^2(φv)‖^{θα}_Lr_{(V )}‖∇(φv)‖^{(1−θ)α}_{Lr (V )} + c_1‖∇(φv)‖^α_Lr_{(V )}

≤ c_2 � ‖Δ(φv)‖^r_Lr_{(V )} + ‖φv‖^r_Lr_{(V )} � ‖∇(φv)‖^{(1−θ)α}_{Lr (V )} + c_1‖∇(φv)‖^α_Lr_{(V )}

in (τ, T ). Since φ ∈ C^2(Ω) and the expressions

�_T τ � V |Δv|^r, sup_{t∈(τ,T )} � Ω |∇v|^r and sup_{t∈(τ,T )} � Ω |v|^r are finite by (4.2), (3.6) and (3.5), respectively, we conclude the existence of c_3 > 0 with

�_T τ � Ω |∇(φv)|^α ≤ c_3. As φ = 1 in A, we obtain (4.3).

4.2 The functional � Ω φ_pu^p

Our next goal is to bound � Ω φ_pu^p for sufficiently small p > 1 and a suitable cutoff function φ_p. To ensure that this is indeed possible, we fix p and φ_p already at this stage and consider the functional only for these choices.

To that end, knowledge regarding the dependency of the constants in Lemma 2.3 on p is indispensable. Lemma 2.3 asserts that the function ~K given there is continuous at 2, so that we can find ε ∈ � 0, μ(x_0) 8 � and p ∈ (1, 2) such that μ(x_0) 2 − 4ε −

(p − 1)e^{pκ0T} ~K(p + 1) pε^p

≥ 0, (4.4)

where κ_0 := ‖κ‖_L∞_{(Ω)}, and then let (with d as in (4.1)) � � � φ_p be a function given by Lemma 2.4 with A := B_{2d}(x_0) ∩ Ω, V := B_{3d}(x_0) ∩ Ω and η :=^1_{2(p+1)} .

(4.5)

Lemma 4.3. Assume (4.1), (4.4) and (4.5). Then there is C > 0 such that 1 p d dt � Ω φ_pu^p ≤ ‖κ‖_L∞_{(Ω)} � Ω φ_pu^p + p − 1 pε^p � Ω φ_p|Δv|^{p+1} − � Ω (μ − 4ε)φ_pu^{p+1} + C (4.6)

in (0, T ).

Proof. We proceed as in [3, Lemma 4.1], except that we are unable to replace −Δv by u−v. Testing the first equation in (1.2) with φu^{p−1} and integrating by parts multiple times (the boundary terms vanish as ∂_ν φ_p = 0 = ∂_ν u = ∂_ν v on ∂Ω by (1.2) and (2.3)) give 1 p d dt � Ω φ_pu^p = −(p − 1) � Ω φ_pu^{p−2}|∇u|^2 + 1 p � Ω u^pΔφ_p − � 1 − 1 p � � Ω φ_pu^pΔv + 1 p � Ω u^p∇φ_p · ∇v + � Ω κφ_pu^p − � Ω μφ_pu^{p+1} in (0, T ). Another integration by parts and Young’s inequality show 1 p � Ω u^p∇φ_p · ∇v = − � Ω u^{p−1}v∇u · ∇φ_p − 1 p � Ω u^pvΔφ_p

≤ (p − 1) � Ω φ_pu^{p−2}|∇u|^2 + ε � Ω φ_pu^{p+1} + c_1 � Ω |∇φ_p|^{2(p+1)} φ^{2p+1}_p v^{2(p+1)} +ε � Ω φ_pu^{p+1} + c_1 � Ω |Δφ_p|^{p+1}

φ^p v^{p+1} (4.7)

in (0, T ) for some c_1 > 0. Since η =^1_{2(p+1)} by (4.5), (2.4) implies |∇φ_p|^{2(p+1)} ≤ C^{2(p+1)}_φ φ^{2(p+1)−1}_p and |Δφ_p|^{p+1} ≤ C^{p+1}_φ φ^{p+1−1}_p in Ω. Together with (3.5) this entails boundedness of the third and last integral on the right-hand side in (4.7) in (0, T ), whence there is c_2 > 0 such that 1 p d dt � Ω φ_pu^p ≤ ‖κ‖_L∞_{(Ω)} � Ω φ_pu^p + 1 p � Ω u^pΔφ_p − � 1 − 1 p � � Ω φ_pu^pΔv − � Ω (μ − 2ε)φ_pu^{p+1} + c_2 (4.8)

in (0, T ). By two additional applications of Young’s inequality, we further obtain 1 p � Ω u^pΔφ_p ≤ ε � Ω φ_pu^{p+1} + c_3 and − � 1 − 1 p � � Ω φ_pu^pΔv ≤ ε � Ω φ_pu^{p+1} + p^p ε^p(p + 1)^{p+1} � p − 1 p �_{p+1} � Ω φ_p|Δv|^{p+1} ≤ ε � Ω φ_pu^{p+1} + p − 1 pε^p � Ω φ_p|Δv|^{p+1}

in (0, T ) for some c_3 > 0, which when combined with (4.8) yield (4.6) for some C > 0.

The second term on the right-hand side in an integrated version of (4.6) can be absorbed by the last one therein due to maximal Sobolev regularity (Lemma 2.3) and our choices of p and ε in (4.4). Thus, we obtain the following.

Lemma 4.4. Assume (4.1), (4.4) and (4.5). Then there exists C > 0 such that � Ω φ_pu^p(·, t) ≤ C for all t ∈ (τ, T ).

Proof. Integrating (4.6) and abbreviating κ_0 := ‖κ‖_L∞_{(Ω)} gives � Ω φ_pu^p(·, t) ≤ e^{pκ0(t−τ )} � Ω φ_pu^p(·, τ) − p

�_t τ e^{pκ0(t−s)} � Ω (μ − 4ε)φ_pu^{p+1}(·, s) ds + p − 1 ε^p

�_t τ e^{pκ0(t−s)} � Ω φ_p|Δv(·, s)|^{p+1} ds + pc_1

�_t τ e^{pκ0(t−s)} ds

≤ e^{pκ0T} � Ω φ_pu^p(·, τ) − p

�_t τ � Ω (μ − 4ε)φ_pu^{p+1}(·, s) ds + (p − 1)e^{pκ0T} ε^p

�_t τ � Ω φ_p|Δv(·, s)|^{p+1} ds + pc_1T e^{pκ0T} (4.9) for all t ∈ (τ, T ) and some c_1 > 0, where we have used that, by (4.4) and (4.5), (μ − 4ε)φ_p ≥ 0. Applying Lemma 2.3 (with ~K as in that lemma) and noting that φ 1 p+1 p ∈ C^2(Ω) by Lemma 2.4, we have

I :=

�_t τ � Ω φ_p|Δv|^{p+1} ≤ ~K(p + 1)‖φ 1 p+1 p v(·, τ)‖^{p+1}_{W 2,p+1 (Ω)}

+~K(p + 1)

�_t τ � Ω � |∇φ 1 p+1 p · ∇v|^{p+1} + |vΔφ 1 p+1 p |^{p+1} + |φ 1 p+1 p u|^{p+1} �

≤ ~K(p + 1)‖φ 1 p+1 p v(·, τ)‖^{p+1}_{W 2,p+1 (Ω)} + ~K(p + 1)

�_t τ � Ω φ_pu^{p+1}

+~K(p + 1)

�_T τ � Ω � |∇φ 1 p+1 p · ∇v|^{p+1} + |vΔφ 1 p+1 p |^{p+1} � . Because v ∈ L^{p+1}((0, T ); W^{1,p+1}(V )) with V := B_{3d}(x_0) ∩ Ω by Lemma 3.2 and Lemma 4.2 and supp φ ⊆ V by (4.5) and (2.3), this yields

I ≤ ~K(p + 1)

�_t τ � Ω φ_pu^{p+1} + c_2 (4.10)

for some c_2 > 0. Thanks to (4.4), by inserting (4.10) into (4.9) we can conclude with some c_3 > 0 that � Ω φ_pu^p(·, t) ≤ −p

�_t τ e^{−pκ0s} � Ω � μ − 4ε −

(p − 1)e^{pκ0T} ~K(p + 1) pε^p � φ_pu^{p+1} + c_3 ≤ c_3

for all t ∈ (τ, T ).

4.3 Localized L^∞ bounds for u: proof of Theorem 1.1

On the basis of Lemma 4.4 and without the need for another cutoff argument, we can obtain higher integrability properties of ∇v than those already asserted by (3.6).

Lemma 4.5. Assume (4.1). Then there are q > 2 and C > 0 such that

‖∇v(·, t)‖_Lq_{(B2d(x0)∩Ω)} ≤ C for all t ∈ (τ, T ). (4.11)

Proof. We let p and φ_p be as in (4.4) and (4.5). Straightforward calculations show that φ_pv solves � (φ_pv)_t = Δ(φ_pv) − φ_pv + φ_pu − 2∇φ_p · ∇v − vΔφ_p in Ω × (τ, T ), ∂_ν (φ_pv) = 0 on ∂Ω × (τ, T ),

hence Duhamel’s formula entails that

φ_pv(·, t) = e^{(t−τ )(Δ−1)}[φ_pv(·, τ)] +

�_t τ e^{(t−s)(Δ−1)}f(·, s) ds for all t ∈ (τ, T ), where f := φ_pu − 2∇φ_p · ∇v − vΔφ_p ∈ L^∞((τ, T ); L^p(Ω)) by Lemma 3.2 and Lemma 4.4. Since p > 1 by (4.4), we may fix q ∈ (2,^{2p}_{2−p} ) and then infer from well-known semigroup estimates (cf. [36, Lemma 1.3]) that with some c_1, c_2 > 0,

‖∇(φ_pv(·, t))‖_Lq_{(Ω)} ≤ ‖∇e^{(t−τ )(Δ−1)}(φ_pv_0)‖_Lq_{(Ω)} +

�_t τ ‖∇e^{(t−s)(Δ−1)}f(·, s)‖_Lq_{(Ω)} ds ≤ c_1‖∇(φ_pv_0)‖_Lq_{(Ω)} + c_1‖f‖_L∞_{((τ,T );L}p_{(Ω))}

�_∞ 0 (1 + s^{− 12 −( 1p − 1q )})e^{−s} ds ≤ c_2 for all t ∈ (τ, T ) since −^1_2 − (^1_p −^1_q ) > −1. Recalling that φ_p = 1 in B_{2d}(x_0), we see that ‖∇v(·, t)‖_Lq_{(B2d(x0)∩Ω)} = ‖∇(φ_pv(·, t))‖_Lq_{(B2d(x0)∩Ω)} ≤ ‖∇(φ_pv(·, t))‖_Lq_{(Ω)} ≤ c_2 for all t ∈ (τ, T ).

With Lemma 4.5 at hand, we may now apply another semigroup argument to conclude boundedness of u near x_0 and hence obtain Theorem 1.1.

Lemma 4.6. Assume (4.1). Then there exists C > 0 such that ‖u(·, t)‖_L∞_{(Bd(x0)∩Ω)} ≤ C for all t ∈ (τ, T ) Proof. As the proof is only based on the first equation in (1.2) and the bound (4.11), this can be shown exactly as in [3, Lemma 5.2] where the parabolic–elliptic analogue of (1.2) was treated. Nonetheless, we choose to give a short proof for the sake of completeness.

We let q > 2 be as given by Lemma 4.5, λ ∈ (2, q) and φ be as given by Lemma 2.4 with A := B_d(x_0)∩Ω, V := B_{2d}(x_0) ∩ Ω and η := min{^1_{2λ} ,^{q−λ}_{qλ} } <^1_2 . Noting that φu satisfies � (φu)_t ≤ Δ(φu) − uΔφ − 2∇ · (u∇φ) − ∇ · (φu∇v) + u∇φ · ∇v + κφu in Ω × (τ, T ), ∂_ν (φu) = 0 on ∂Ω × (τ, T ) and that −^1_2 − (^1_λ −^1_∞ ) > −1 holds, we obtain from the maximum principle and L^p-L^q estimates (for which we again refer to [36, Lemma 1.3]) that with some c_1 > 0,

‖φu(·, t)‖_L∞_{(Ω)} ≤ ‖u(·, τ)‖_L∞_{(Ω)} + c_1 sup_{s∈(τ,t)} ‖u(·, s)Δφ + u(·, s)∇φ · ∇v(·, s) + κφu(·, s)‖_Lλ_{(Ω)} +c_1 sup_{s∈(τ,t)} ‖2u(·, s)∇φ + φu(·, s)∇v(·, s)‖_Lλ_{(Ω)}

for all t ∈ (τ, T ). For every s ∈ (1, ∞) and γ ∈ (0,^1_s ] there is c_2(s, γ) > 0 such that ‖φ^{1−γ} u‖_Ls_{(Ω)} ≤ ‖u^γ (φu)^{1−γ} ‖_Ls_{(Ω)} ≤ ‖u^γ ‖_Ls_{(Ω)}‖φu‖^{1−γ}_{L∞(Ω)} ≤ c_2(s, γ)‖φu‖^{1−γ}_{L∞ (Ω)} (4.12) for every t ∈ (0, T ), because of (3.2). By Hölder’s inequality, with C_φ taken from Lemma 2.4, and because of (4.12) and Lemma 4.5, for some c_3 > 0 we have

‖uΔφ + u∇φ · ∇v + κφu‖_Lλ_{(Ω)}

≤ C_φ‖φ^{1−2η} u‖_Lλ_{(Ω)} + C_φ‖φ^{1−η} u‖_L qλ_{q−λ (Ω)}‖∇v‖_Lq_{(V )} + ‖κ‖^{1− 1λ}_{L∞(Ω)}‖φu‖^{1− 1λ}_{L∞ (Ω)}‖κφu‖^{1λ}_{L1 (Ω)}

≤ c_3 � ‖φu‖^{1−2η}_{L∞ (Ω)} + ‖φu‖^{1−η}_{L∞(Ω)} + ‖φu‖^{1− 1λ}_{L∞(Ω)} �

and ‖2u∇φ + φu∇v‖_Lλ_{(Ω)} ≤ 2C_φ‖φ^{1−η} u‖_Lλ_{(Ω)} + ‖φu‖^{1−} q−λ qλ L^∞(Ω) ‖φu‖ q−λ qλ L^1 (Ω)‖∇v‖L^q (V )

≤ c_3 � ‖φu‖^{1−η}_{L∞(Ω)} + ‖φu‖^{1−} q−λ qλ L^∞ (Ω) �

in (τ, T ). Therefore, we can find θ ∈ (0, 1) and c_4 > 0 such that sup t∈(τ,T^′)

‖φu(·, t)‖_L∞_{(Ω)} ≤ c_4 � 1 + sup_{t∈(τ,T ′)} ‖φu(·, t)‖^θ_L∞_{(Ω)} �

for all T^′ ∈ (τ, T ), whenceupon the statement follows by Young’s inequality and due to φ = 1 in A.

Proof of Theorem 1.1. Lemma 4.6 and the regularity u ∈ C^0(Ω×[0, τ]) show (i) with U := B_d(x_0), which directly implies (ii).

Acknowledgements

We would like to thank H. Meinlschmidt for pointing out the possibility to adapt our earlier proof of continuity of the optimal constant p → K(p, p) in the maximal Sobolev regularity statement (cf. Lemma 2.2) to continuity of (p, q) → K(p, q).

References

[1] Bellomo, N., Bellouquid, A., Tao, Y., and Winkler, M.: Toward a mathematical theory of Keller–Segel models of pattern formation in biological tissues. Math. Models Methods Appl. Sci., 25(09):1663–1763, 2015.

[2] Black, T., Fuest, M., and Lankeit, J.: Relaxed parameter conditions for chemotactic collapse in logistic-type parabolic–elliptic Keller–Segel systems. Z. Für Angew. Math. Phys., 72(3):Art. 96, 2021.

[3] Black, T., Fuest, M., Lankeit, J., and Mizukami, M.: Possible points of blow-up in chemotaxis systems with spatially heterogeneous logistic source. Nonlinear Anal. Real World Appl., 73:Art. 103868, 2023.

[4] Cao, X.: Large time behavior in the logistic Keller-Segel model via maximal Sobolev regularity. Discrete Contin.

Dyn. Syst. - Ser. B, 22(9):3369–3378, 2017.

[5] Ding, M. and Lankeit, J.: Generalized solutions to a chemotaxis-Navier-Stokes system with arbitrary superlinear degradation. SIAM J. Math. Anal., 54(1):1022–1052, 2022.

[6] Dockery, J., Hutson, V., Mischaikow, K., and Pernarowski, M.: The evolution of slow dispersal rates: a reaction diffusion model. J. Math. Biol., 37(1):61–83, 1998.

[7] Friedman, A.: Partial Differential Equations. R. E. Krieger Pub. Co, Huntington, N.Y, 1976. [8] Friedman, A. and McLeod, B.: Blow-up of positive solutions of semilinear heat equations. Indiana Univ. Math.

J., 34(2):425–447, 1985.

[9] Fuest, M.: Finite-time blow-up in a two-dimensional Keller–Segel system with an environmental dependent logistic source. Nonlinear Anal. Real World Appl., 52:Art. 103022, 2020.

[10] Fuest, M.: Approaching optimality in blow-up results for Keller–Segel systems with logistic-type dampening. Nonlinear Differ. Equ. Appl. NoDEA, 28(2):Art. 16, 2021.

[11] Fuest, M. and Lankeit, J.: Corners and collapse: Some simple observations concerning the influence of the shape of the domain in the Keller-Segel system. Appl. Math. Lett., 146:Art. 108788, 2023.

[12] Fujishima, Y. and Ishige, K.: Blow-up set for type I blowing up solutions for a semilinear heat equation. Ann.

Inst. H. Poincaré C Anal. Non Linéaire, 31(2):231–247, 2014.

[13] Fujita, H. and Chen, Y. G.: On the set of blow-up points and asymptotic behaviours of blow-up solutions to a semilinear parabolic equation. In Analyse mathématique et applications, pages 181–201. Gauthier-Villars, Montrouge, 1988.

[14] Galaktionov, V. A. and Vázquez, J. L.: Regional blow up in a semilinear heat equation with convergence to a Hamilton-Jacobi equation. SIAM J. Math. Anal., 24(5):1254–1276, 1993.

[15] Giga, Y. and Kohn, R. V.: Nondegeneracy of blowup for semilinear heat equations. Comm. Pure Appl. Math., 42(6):845–884, 1989.

[16] Herrero, M. A. and Velázquez, J. J. L.: A blow-up mechanism for a chemotaxis model. Ann. Scuola Norm.

Sup. Pisa Cl. Sci. (4), 24(4):633–683 (1998), 1997.

[17] Hieber, M. and Prüss, J.: Heat kernels and maximal L^p-L^q estimates for parabolic evolution equations. Commun.

Partial Differ. Equ., 22(9-10):1647–1669, 1997.

[18] Hillen, T. and Painter, K. J.: A user’s guide to PDE models for chemotaxis. J. Math. Biol., 58(1-2):183–217, 2009.

[19] Horstmann, D. and Wang, G.: Blow-up in a chemotaxis model without symmetry assumptions. Eur. J. Appl.

Math., 12(02), 2001.

[20] Ladyženskaja, O. A., Solonnikov, V. A., and Ural^′ceva, N. N.: Linear and quasilinear equations of parabolic type. Translated from the Russian by S. Smith. Translations of Mathematical Monographs, Vol. 23. American Mathematical Society, Providence, R.I., 1968.

[21] Lankeit, J.: Eventual smoothness and asymptotics in a three-dimensional chemotaxis system with logistic source.

J. Differ. Equ., 258(4):1158–1191, 2015.

[22] Lankeit, J. and Winkler, M.: Facing low regularity in chemotaxis systems. Jahresber. Dtsch. Math.-Ver., 122(1):35–64, 2020.

[23] Mizoguchi, N. and Souplet, P.: Nondegeneracy of blow-up points for the parabolic Keller-Segel system. Ann.

Inst. H. Poincaré C Anal. Non Linéaire, 31(4):851–875, 2014.

[24] Mizoguchi, N. and Winkler, M.: Blow-up in the two-dimensional parabolic Keller-Segel system. 2013. Preprint. [25] Nagai, T., Senba, T., and Suzuki, T.: Chemotactic collapse in a parabolic system of mathematical biology.

Hiroshima Math. J., 30(3):463–497, 2000.

[26] Nagai, T., Senba, T., and Yoshida, K.: Application of the Trudinger-Moser inequality to a parabolic system of chemotaxis. Funkcial. Ekvac., 40(3):411–433, 1997.

[27] Osaki, K., Tsujikawa, T., Yagi, A., and Mimura, M.: Exponential attractor for a chemotaxis-growth system of equations. Nonlinear Anal. Theory Methods Appl., 51(1):119–144, 2002.

[28] Painter, K. J.: Mathematical models for chemotaxis and their applications in self-organisation phenomena. J.

Theoret. Biol., 481:162–182, 2019.

[29] Salako, R. B. and Shen, W.: Parabolic-elliptic chemotaxis model with space-time dependent logistic sources on R^N . III: Transition fronts. J. Dynam. Differential Equations, 34(1):209–238, 2022.

[30] Souplet, P.: Single-point blow-up for a semilinear parabolic system. J. Eur. Math. Soc. (JEMS), 11(1):169–188, 2009.

[31] Suzuki, T.: Exclusion of boundary blowup for 2D chemotaxis system provided with Dirichlet boundary condition for the Poisson part. J. Math. Pures Appl. (9), 100(3):347–367, 2013.

[32] Triebel, H.: Interpolation Theory, Function Spaces, Differential Operators. North-Holland Mathematical Library.

North-Holland Pub. Co, Amsterdam, New-York, 1978.

[33] Velázquez, J. J. L.: Estimates on the (n − 1)-dimensional Hausdorff measure of the blow-up set for a semilinear heat equation. Indiana Univ. Math. J., 42(2):445–476, 1993.

[34] Viglialoro, G.: Very weak global solutions to a parabolic–parabolic chemotaxis-system with logistic source. J.

Math. Anal. Appl., 439(1):197–212, 2016.

[35] Wang, Y., Winkler, M., and Xiang, Z.: The fast signal diffusion limit in Keller-Segel(-fluid) systems. Calc.

Var. Partial Differential Equations, 58(6):Paper No. 196, 40, 2019.

[36] Winkler, M.: Aggregation vs. global diffusive behavior in the higher-dimensional Keller–Segel model. J. Differ.

Equ., 248(12):2889–2905, 2010.

[37] Winkler, M.: Boundedness in the higher-dimensional parabolic–parabolic chemotaxis system with logistic source.

Commun. Partial Differ. Equ., 35(8):1516–1537, 2010.

[38] Winkler, M.: Blow-up in a higher-dimensional chemotaxis system despite logistic growth restriction. J. Math.

Anal. Appl., 384(2):261–272, 2011.

[39] Winkler, M.: Emergence of large population densities despite logistic growth restrictions in fully parabolic chemotaxis systems. Discrete Contin. Dyn. Syst. - Ser. B, 22(7):2777–2793, 2017.

[40] Winkler, M.: Finite-time blow-up in low-dimensional Keller–Segel systems with logistic-type superlinear degradation. Z. Für Angew. Math. Phys., 69(2):Art. 40, 2018.

[41] Winkler, M.: L^1 solutions to parabolic Keller–Segel systems involving arbitrary superlinear degradation. Ann.

Della Scuola Norm. Super. Pisa Cl. Sci. Ser. V, XXIV(1):141–172, 2023.

[42] Xiang, T.: Chemotactic aggregation versus logistic damping on boundedness in the 3D minimal Keller–Segel model.

SIAM J. Appl. Math., 78(5):2420–2438, 2018.

[43] Xiang, T.: How strong a logistic damping can prevent blow-up for the minimal Keller–Segel chemotaxis system?

J. Math. Anal. Appl., 459(2):1172–1200, 2018.

[44] Yan, J. and Fuest, M.: When do Keller–Segel systems with heterogeneous logistic sources admit generalized solutions? Discrete Contin. Dyn. Syst. - B, 26(8):4093–4109, 2021.