HERRIEFA |« ORI EALIE SRR 2GR O DA FAE & Wil
ZEH)
FOLBER R ARG B IER S ik
FARAEKRE (Yutaro CHIYO)
1 EA

ROEALPETTREACR O WIHHEST S ERTE O fR DA FUE & T DM REE 25 2 5:

(u, =V - ((u+1)""'Vu — xu(u+ 1)P"2Vo + u(u + 1)72Vw), z€Q, t>0,

0= Av+ au — P, ze, t>0,

0 = Aw + yu — dw, xef), t>0, (1)
Vu-v=Vv-vr=Vw-v=0, r€ed, t>0,
u(z,0) = uo(z), AR

2T, QCR” (neN) ZELLRERE L OFREK, m,p,q € R, x,& ,8,7,0 > 0 I13EH,

up € C(Q) \ {0} 1IFFFAMERETH Y, v X 0Q DHMNA & BALIERN T S TH 5.

ME (1) 2BV Tm=1,p=q=20HAIX TV A ~—0FCEIH S5 MiEokFER S %
FLRTHET A THD. T 2T, w TMIROEE, v 13 FFHTIWEORE, w b7 2B E OB E
ZRT.ME () X, ZTOETLVEELELOTH Y, FEEO—i{biX Keller—Segel &% LT
HLUTOLIITRENTND:

{ut =V ((u+1)™"'Vu — xu(u+ 1)P~2Vv), @)

vy = Av + au — fu.
FriZ, (2) I8V Tm =1, p=2 OHE2H A Keller-Segel A TH %.
AWFED T —< IR D — DT 5:

(I) R (1) OfFOA FIE.
(IT) R (1) OF SO WL AE).

F9, (I) ([CBES 2178 & AFED R 2B 5. Keller—Segel 5% (2) OffzsdEhx, fLH
H V- ((u+ )™ V) 128 s m, H51HE —xV - (u(u + 1)P72Vo) (28D p, Kot n (ZBT 5
RIFICE 0 EEND. EBE, p<m+ 2 OBEIIMOFRENRENTEY (Tao-Winkler [11],
Ishida et al. [6]), p > m + 2 OYHITIBREMOFIENE S TV 5 (Winkler [12], Cieslak—
Stinner [2, 3]). ZAUZK LT, KFEHE LV - (u(u+ 1) Vw) ZETME (1) <1, BIoBLE Tz



2 T DD, B SEAICHbON TS, EBE, m=1,p=q¢q=20% %, ya— &y < 0D
BIIREOHFENE LN TE Y (Tao-Wang [10]), xa — &y > 0 OEAIIBIMEOFIEN R S LT
% (Fujie-Suzuki [5], Lankeit [7]). 2416 OFERN G, BB (1) OFZREENTHOWT, EEHEDO RN
FHIEOBE LV, (1) p < g, £721F (1) p=q 2 xa— &y <0, DHAIE, KiEp<m+ 2
ERETDHZ LML (1) OOFFREREGOND & PRIND. AFEOH—O HIIL, ZoFHE%E
BT R EZES 2L THD.

WIZ, (IT) (ZPHE 2 S T8 & ARIFFE D B 2@ 2. B8 (1) ItV Tm=1,p=q=2
DY A OO ZFENL, R ETITIME O/ NS SITEMEEZRT 2 L TRES TN D . EBE, 73
&2 R T A2 20 T, Tao-Wang [10] 12L 9 n € {2,3} Tyxa—&y <0, =0 DA
I RRE SN TN D:

u(-,t) > ug  in L2(Q) (t — ),

v(,t) = =1y in L>(Q) (t — 00),

B

1“%%%%%'mem)(b+m)

Z D%, Lin-Mu-Zhou [9] 12KV n > 2 DHEAITRE B, 0 ([T D2 RME1 ki, —75, )
BIEO /NS SICEME2 T A0V T, Li- Lin Mu [8] 1LV n=2 T ya— &y = 0 DHAI
ol pr () (ERFT 2/ S SDEMED FTLEOBIEHNG LN TS, K, 8] Tlip=¢=2Th
HZEERENLT, 2= v —&w EE#T HZ & T, [ (1) % Keller—Segel %

up = Au— V- (uVz),
0=Az—z+(B—0)u

WZIRE S E DM SN TWD. L, p# q DHEEORME (1) 1%, Keller-Segel RIZILIFHET
TR T TAITETIR, MERUE B RRACR

{ut =V ((u+1)""'Vu— yu(u+ 1)P~2Vv), 3)

v =Av—v+u
O DOMT %68 & P E LT- Ciedlak—Winkler [4] O F{EICHEH Lz, [4] T, &fFn>2,p—m €
[0, %), X||u0\|§f(7?2) < ﬁ DO FTZOHBEEROM (u,v) OWUTZEEH

~

) = ug in L(Q) (t — o0),
) —ug in L2(Q) (t — o)

’LL(-,

v(

~+

ERESNDZ EDRSNTWVS., ZZTug = ﬁfﬂuo TH Y, Crpmy > 013D Poincaré-
Sobolev DAREXT O :=p—m & LEEBICBEND EHTH 5!

_ 2 2
le = Bllixe) < CollVell, 2, VOE[0.-) VoeWhshi (@), (4)

()
ARG DE =0 B, (3) \CRRESD Y | 8 2 FRRLOE 3 HRAN MM CH 2 E (1) 12
RLTH, [4] DFEREDTHD = L ERRT L TH .



2 FHEE

RARE (1) DR A FME R O OWIEEEIC B LT, BUF O R4 187

EE 1 (O HE; [1, Theorems 3.1, 3.3]). KD (i), (ii) ODWT NI ERET 5:

i) p<a
(ii) p = q 7> xa — &y < 0.

ZD L E ALEDOIFAMBEE up € C(Q) \ {0} 1Zxt LT, R (1) OREIIREY AR (u, v, w) 23—
BOICHEL T ROBHRTHERTH 5!
30> 0; fu(,0)l =@ < C (t>0).

EE 2 (MOWSEED). n > 2 L L, ME (1) OFRAMOGEARET 5. £, m,p X
p—m €0, 2] % L, FAMBIIK uo € C(Q) \ {0} 13

p—m < 1
XQHUOHU(Q) > m

ZMIZ YT ERET D, 22T, Clpy > 013 AFEX(4) TOli=p—m L LIELESITHNDIERTH
L. EOE (1) Off (u, v, w) 1% LT, IRBKALT 5

u(-,t) = ug in L>(Q) (t — o0),

v@ﬂ%%%'mLﬂm (t — o0),

1m¢y$%% in L®(Q) (t — o0).
ZIZT, Uy = ﬁfﬂuo Tho.

ST, 1 OFCH T B EE, B (1) OFF (u,v, w) 18 LT, KA D o= & &5 -
ETHDHAEEDe>0E 0> 11T LTESK c(e,f) >0 BIFEL T,

/szga/ﬂuz—i—c(a,ﬂ).
Amlku—myécl(q>0)

DOEMNTHD. ZORHIAFOND &, u DAL [[ull 21 @y (0,00)) < €2 (c2 > 0) & Gagliardo-
Nirenberg O REXDOEAICT LY, u 23 0 (2 L (Q) DA TIRT D22 L 27" TZENTES.

F7o, EH 2 OFEH O FEHT,
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