arXiv:1007.3628v1 [math.AP] 21 Jul 2010

KPP reaction-diffusion systems with loss inside a
cylinder: convergence toward the problem with Robin
boundary conditions

Thomas Giletti *
April 20, 2022

Abstract

We consider in this paper a reaction-diffusion system under a KPP hypothesis in
a cylindrical domain in the presence of a shear flow. Such systems arise in predator-
prey models as well as in combustion models with heat losses. Similarly to the single
equation case, the existence of a minimal speed ¢* and of traveling front solutions for
every speed ¢ > ¢* has been shown both in the cases of heat losses distributed inside
the domain or on the boundary. Here, we deal with the accordance between the two
models by choosing heat losses inside the domain which tend to a Dirac mass located
on the boundary. First, using the characterizations of the corresponding minimal
speeds, we will see that they converge to the minimal speed of the limiting problem.
Then, we will take interest in the convergence of the traveling front solutions of our
reaction-diffusion systems. We will show the convergence under some assumptions
on those solutions, which in particular can be satisfied in dimension 2.

1 Introduction and main results

The models and their background

We consider reaction-diffusion-advection systems in a cylindrical domain Q =R, xw, C R?
where w is a smooth bounded domain of R?~'. The existence and qualitative properties
of the solutions of such problems have been extensively studied over the years both in the
single-equation [3] 4, 12] and the two-equations [2], [0 10, 11|, 14] cases. Those references
describe various situations, in dimension 1 or more, within homogeneous or heterogeneous
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framework, and with various assumptions on the nonlinearities arising in the system, such
as KPP or ignition hypotheses. For large reviews of this mathematical area, we refer the
reader to [Il, [6, 16]. This variety reflects the diversity of the processes which can lead to
such systems, ranging from chemical and biological to combustion contexts [13] 15].

In particular, in this paper, the issue at stake is the accordance between two reaction-
diffusion-advection problems in 2 with heat losses. For a better knowledge of those models,
we will refer the reader to 2] [7, 10], where they have been introduced. Note that here, we
chose to invoke the "combustion" terminology, hence the term "heat loss". We will also
refer to the unknowns functions Y and T as, respectively, the combustant concentration
and the temperature.

Let us now present the two models. First, when the heat loss (denoted by h) can take
place in the whole domain 2, we consider the following system, described in [7]:

T+ u(y)T, = AT + f(y, T)Y — h(y, T), (L1)
Y, +u(y)Y, = Le 'AY — f(y, T)Y, '

with Neumann boundary conditions
oT B oY
on  On
where n denotes the outward unit normal on 0f2.

Then, in the case of a heat loss (denoted by ¢7") on the boundary, we consider the
following system, described in |2, 10]:

=0 on 012, (1.2)

T, + u(y)T, = AT + f(3.T)Y. .
Y +u(y)Y, = Le 'AY — f(y, TY, '
with Robin boundary conditions
T
or +¢T =0 on 09,
on (1.4)
aY ’
— =0 on 0.
on

Note that in both systems ([LI) and (L3), the Lewis number Le is the ratio of the
thermal diffusivity and the diffusivity of the reactant, and may be an arbitrary positive
number. Besides, f(.,T)Y is the reaction term, raising the temperature while consuming
the combustant, and wu is the shear flow of the medium, which will be assumed to have
zero average and does not depend on the x-variable: that is, the flow is invariant along the
cylinder, and divergence free.

As mentioned before, those systems have a wide range of applications, and also describe
predator-prey situations [13]. The unknowns 7' and Y would then be replaced by the
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density of two species, U and V', where the former is the predator and the latter the
prey. In this context, our interest in traveling waves is a way to study the invasion of the
prey-populated medium by the predator. The "heat loss" would then be interpreted as
the death rate or as a saturation effect for the species U. In the former, the death rate
of the predator U may be caused by a human influence, which may intervene inside the
medium or on its boundary. In the latter, the saturation may be caused by an intra-species
competition. In both cases, it can be reasonable to assume that the intrinsic death rate
and the saturation for the prey V are negligible compared to the other parameters.

As we are interested in traveling front solutions of those problems, we look for solutions
of the form T'(t,z,y) = T(z —ct,y), Y(t,x,y) = Y (z —ct, y) for some ¢ € R, and such that

Ty(—00,.) = Ya(—00,.) = 0. (15)

{ T(+00,.) =0, Y(+o0,.) =1,
Physically, that means that we search solutions such that the right side of the front is a cold
region with a strong presence of the combustant (or, in a biological context, is populated
only by the prey), while the left side of the front is left free. Moreover, to make physical
sense, we impose on the solutions to verify 77 > 0 and 0 < Y < 1 (the inequalities are
strict in order to avoid trivial solutions).

Assumptions, notations and known results

Before we enounce the main results of [7] and [2, 0], we remind the main hypotheses.
We assume first that v € C%*(w) (for some a > 0) and that, as said before, it has zero

average:
/ u(y)dy = 0.

Moreover, the heat loss coefficient ¢ is assumed, as in [2], [I0], to be a positive constant,
although the results in the mentioned papers and in this article could be generalized to
smooth positive functions on dw.

The functions f and h are in C'(@ x [0, +00); R) and there exists sy > 0 such that
the sets of functions (f(y,.))yez and (h(y, .))yes are bounded in CH([0, so); R). Lastly, f
verifies:

of af
fL,0)=0< f(.,T) < aT( 0)T, 37 2 >0 for all T > 0, and f(., +o0) = +o0; (1.6)
and h satisfies:
oh
h(.,O)zOSaT( 0)T < h(.,T) < KT for all T > 0 and some K > 0,

(1.7)
0)dy > 0.

\



The KPP-type hypotheses will allow us to determine the behavior of systems (L1])-(.2))
and (L3))-(L4) by comparisons with the linearized problems. The positivity of the integral
of g—éﬂ(., 0) insure that the heat-loss is non trivial. For a more precise information about
the role of those hypotheses, we refer to [2, [7, 10].

Next, in order to characterize the minimal speeds of the solutions of the two systems
(CI)-(C2) and (L3)-(T4), we introduce some eigenvalue problems that arise from the
linearized systems ahead of the front (that is, with 77 = 0 and Y = 1). For A € R,
let (un(N), ¢n.x) be the principal eigenvalues and eigenfunctions of the following system:

oh 0
—Adpx — Au(y)dny + (8—T(y’ 0) — 6—7{@’ 0)) Snar = M N)opa  Inw, 13)
1.8
O0n.» =0 on Ow.
on

That is, pp(\) is the unique eigenvalue of (L§)) that corresponds to a positive eigenfunc-
tion ¢p,n. Nonnegative solutions of the form T(¢,z,y) = ¢(y)e == of the linearized
system (LI)-(L2) with 7 =0 and Y = 1 only exist if ¢ = ¢, and up, () = A* — c\. For
the conditions (LX) ahead of the front to be satisfied, the real number A must be positive,
thus the need of assumptions on p, s and ¢, which will be enounced later in this paper and
will in fact guarantee the existence of traveling waves (see Theorem [[.T] below). Similarly,
let also (v4(A),1,.x) be the principal eigenvalues and eigenfunctions of the system:

—Athyn — Au(y) g — 8f( 0)gn = v(MNYgn inw, (1.9)
ag}” +qPgy = 0 on Ow. .

This system arises from the linearization of (L3))-(L4) with 7" =0 and Y = 1. We can
normalize ¢y, and v, in L?(w) norm, that is:

[Pnallz = [[Pgall2 =1 (1.10)

We now enounce some properties of v,(\) and g, (A) that will be needed throughout this
paper. First, we remind that under the L?*-normalization (L.I0):

) = it | [1960ka - [ e
+ [ (5300~ 510.0) ¢

= [ 190n)dy = [ wlét )y

+/w (g—;(y,O) - g—;(y, )) O (y)dy,
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w@)¢gmgg21{Atw@>%yiéu@w%w@
+ [ - [ o).
= [ 190l = [ utw)iz iy
2 8 2
+ [ vt [ GE0vw.

It follows from the above that the functions pup(\) and v,(A\) are concave, as an infimum
of affine functions of A. Lastly, elementary calculations lead to, for all A € R:

(1.12)

W) = — / u(y) 63 (v)dy.

(1.13)
SO = - / w(y)? \(y)dy.

We can now express the minimal speeds of problems (L))-(L2) and (L3)-(L4) with con-
ditions at infinity (L3]) as:

{ ¢, = min{c € R/IN >0, un(N) = X — e}, (1.14)

¢, = min{c € R/IX > 0,1,(A) = N — A}
We assume in this paper that:
,uh(O) < 0,
v,(0) < 0.
Then, by concavity of p, and v, with respect to A, the minima in (I.I4)) are well defined.

The known existence results for problems (LT))-(L2) and (L3)-(L4]) are summed up in
the following theorem:

Theorem 1.1 (|2, [7, 10]) Under the above hypotheses, we have that:

(a) If pn(0) < 0, there exists a traveling front solution of (L1)-(12) and (I.5) with
speed c if and only if ¢ > ¢j, and ¢ > 0,

(b) If v(0) < 0 and ¢ > max(c},0), then there exists a traveling front solution of
(L)-(T4) and (ILH) with speed c. Conversely, if there exists a traveling front solution of
(L3)-(T.4) and (L3) with speed c, then ¢ > ¢ and ¢ > 0.

Main results

In this paper, we first prove the following result on the convergence of the minimal speeds:



Theorem 1.2 Let (hi)ren be a sequence of functions verifying (L) with h = hy for
all k € N, and such that:

e, ¢ 0 such that %(, 0) — 0 uniformly in w\ (0w + B(0, &), (1.15)
Ohy,
ek || == (-, 0) =0(1), (1.16)
OT = iz
b Ohy,
g(o) = / 5ka—T(0’ —egsn(0),0)ds — q wuniformly in o € Ow. (1.17)
0

Then pp, — v, locally uniformly and for any A € R, the sequence (¢, »)ken of the
L2-normalized principal eigenfunctions of (I8) is bounded in H(w) and converges to the
principal eigenfunction ¥, 5 of (L9) strongly in L*(w) and weakly in H'(w).

Furthermore, if v,(0) <0, then ¢}, — c;.

Theorem will rely on the Lemma 2], that is the uniform convergence of the se-

quence (%(., 0))ren toward the Dirac mass gdg, on any sequence of functions bounded

in H'(w). This is in fact the important assumption on the sequence (hy)ren, but we chose
in Theorem a more convenient hypothesis to give a better view of the admissible hy.

For instance, the hj defined as

h 1 2
verify the correct assumptions with e, = + and ¢ = 1. Since we assumed that Ay, belongs
to C' (@ x [0,+0c0c );R), we can not define 2(.,0) as a constant or an affine function

of d(.,0w) near Ow, and 0 elsewhere. Still, we can also define %(., 0) as a constant or an

affine function of d(., dw) near dw and extend it so that 9%(.,0) € C* (@) and Z%(.,0) =0
outside of a neighborhood of dw. More generally, we can easily use standard approxima-
tions of a Dirac mass in dimension 1 to generate suitable sequences for Theorem

We also want to study the convergence of the traveling front solutions of the problem
(LI)-([C2) with the conditions at infinity (LI), when h converges to a Dirac mass with
the same assumptions as in Theorem [[L2. We recall that (7,Y) = (T(z,y),Y(x,y)) is a
traveling front solution with speed ¢ € R of (II]) when:

{ AT + (¢ — u(y)Te + f(y, T)Y — h(y,T) =0,

Le 'AY + (¢ —u(y))Y, — f(y, T)Y = 0. (1.18)

with Neumann boundary conditions (L2]) and conditions at infinity (IH). Similarly, (7,Y")
is a traveling front solution with speed ¢ € R of (L3) when:

AT + (e —u(y) Ty + f(y, T)Y =0, (1.19)
Le 'AY + (c —u(y))Ye — f(y, T)Y = 0. '
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with Robin boundary conditions ([L4]) and conditions at infinity (LH). To ensure the
accordance between our two models of the heat-loss, we want to show the convergence
of the solutions of (LI8)-(L2) and (3] for some speed ¢ to the solutions of (LI19)-(L4)
and (LH) with the same speed, when h is replaced by a sequence (hy)ren converging to
the Dirac mass ¢dg, with the same assumptions as in Theorem The main difficulty
is the lack of bounds on hy, and thus the lack of estimates on the corresponding sequence
of temperatures 7). In particular, we would need H' estimates on the temperatures in
order to use Lemma 2.1l on the convergence of the h;, on any H' -bounded sequence toward
a Dirac mass, that is the lemma we use for the convergence of the eigenvalue problems.
Another difficulty is the impossibility to use Harnack inequality, so that even when our
sequence of solutions converges, the limit may be trivial: for instance, the temperatures
might tend to be concentrated on a single point, hence a regular limit could only be zero.

Therefore, the general case is still open. Here, we will only consider particular so-
lutions of (LI8)-(L2) and (L), which satisfy some exponential bounds from below and
above, in order to overcome the above difficulties. Then, the bounds are proved to hold in
dimension d = 2, leading to the desired convergence result in this case.

Theorem 1.3 Let (hy)ken be a sequence of functions verifying (I13), (I.16), (Z17) and (I.7)
with h = hy, for all k € N, and such that hi(y,.) is linear for ally € @ and k € N. Let
also (T, Yy) a sequence of non-trival solutions of problem (LI8)-(12) with h = hy,, ¢ > ¢,
and verifying the conditions at infinity (I3), and let (A )ken be a sequence of positive real
numbers such that for any k € N, we have:

)\Z — C)\k = ,uhk()\k)

We assume ﬁmt there exist 0 < Ay < Ay and C1,C5,C3 > 0 such that for all k € N
and (z,y) € §2:

Ty(z,y) < Cre =, (1.20)

max(0, Coye ™% — Cye™2%) < Ty, y), (1.21)

p L () and strongly
in L2 (Q) to a non trivial solution (T,Y) of problem (LI9)-({1.4) and (L)

Remark 1.1 In this theorem, we added the assumption that hy is linear in the T-variable.
Indeed, in Theorem [I.4 where we only considered the eigenvalue problem (I.8), we only
made assumptions on %(.,0). Here, we need to make sure that the term "hy(y,T)" in
our equation (LI18) will tend to qds., T, hence the linearity assumption.

Then up to extraction of a subsequence, (Ty,Y:) converges weakly in H}

The hypotheses of Theorem [[L3] may in fact be weakened. For instance, the hypothe-
sis (LZI)) could be replaced by any function positive on a non trivial set in 2. The choice
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of those exponential bounds in fact come from the sub and super-solutions that have been
used in [7] to construct solutions of (LIR)-(L2) and (LI). More precisely, we know that
there exist, for each k and ¢ > ¢ , solutions of (LI8)-(L.2) and (L3) with i = hy that
fulfill similar exponential bounds. The issue is then to make those bounds independent
of k£ € N, in order to exhibit some particular solutions satisfying the assumptions of The-
orem [L.3. In fact, the construction of sub and super-solutions aforementioned and used
in [7], rely on some strong estimates on the principal eigenfunctions of (L8], which can be
made independently of £ € N only in dimension 2 (d = 2), where H'(w)-estimates imply
C%1/2(w)-estimates.
The discussion above will lead to the following corollary of Theorem [L.3t

Corollary 1.1 Let (hg)ken be a sequence of functions verifying (L13), (I16), (I.17)
and (IL7) with h = hy, for all k € N and such that hy(y,.) is linear for ally € @ and k € N.
In dimension d = 2, up to extraction of some subsequence, there exists a sequence of solu-
tions of problem (LI18)-(L2) and (IL3) with h = hy, ¢ > max(0,c;), that converges weakly
in HE_(Q) and strongly in L2 (Q) to a non trivial solution (T,Y) of problem (ILL19)-(1.4)

loc loc

and (I35).

In spite of all the difficulties aforementioned, we think that this result is only a first step
and in fact holds in a more general case. In particular, we hope that the study of the
exponential behavior of any solution of (LIS)-(L2) and (LA]), which will be a subject of
interest in a forthcoming paper, will allow us to apply Theorem [L3] to a larger set of
solutions.

Plan of the paper

Theorem will be proved in Section 2l The use of Lemma 2.1l on the principal eigen-
functions of problem (L8) and (L9) will allow us to prove the locally uniform convergence
of the eigenvalues (11 (A))gen toward v,(A). Lastly, we will end the proof by showing the
convergence of the minimal speeds.

Theorem will be proved in Section Bl We will first show Lemma B.1] which gives
a uniform exponential bound from below on the sequence (Y}), near +oo. Then, the
bounds from above will allow us to obtain H}_ () estimates on the sequence (T, Y )ren
and thus its convergence toward a pair (7,Y). Then, the same lemma as in the proof
of Theorem will imply that (7,Y) is a solution of (LIY9)-(L4). The fact that it is
non trivial will immediately follow from (L2I]) and Lemma B.I and so will the behavior
of (T,Y) near +o00. Lastly, the behavior of (7,Y") on the left, near —oo, will be proved
using (L20) and a lemma from [10], stating the boundedness of a solution of (IL19)-(L4)
when it is bounded from above by an exponential of the form e™** with A\? — cA = v, (\)
(we include its proof at the end of Section Bl for the sake of completeness).



The Section ] will deal with the proof of Corollary [Tl although for convenience, we
will refer the reader to [7] for the precise proof of the existence of solutions between the
introduced sub and super-solutions.

2 Convergence of the principal eigenvalue problems and
of the minimal speeds

We deal in this section with the proof of Theorem [[.2l As mentioned before, we begin by
a lemma before we study the convergence of the principal eigenvalues and minimal speeds.

2.1 A useful lemma

We prove here a lemma, that is the convergence of the sequence (2%/(.,0))gen toward the

oT
Dirac mass ¢dg,, in the following sense:

Lemma 2.1 Let (¢p)ren be a bounded sequence of functions in H'(w). Then, up to extrac-
tion of some subsequence, the sequence converges weakly in H'(w) and strongly in L*(w)

to a function ¢ such that:
hm/ 8hk 0)¢7 — qo*.

ow

Proof. Let us first note that since (¢); is bounded in H'(w), we already know that
up to extraction of a subsequence, it converges weakly in H'(w) and strongly in L?(w)
to a function ¢. Moreover, it follows from the traces theory that ((¢x)s.)r is bounded
in W1/22(9w). Thus, up to the extraction of some subsequence, it converges in L?(dw) to
the trace ¢jg,. That is, we have for any A € R, as k — +o0:

/ aor — | a9’
Ow Ow
Therefore, it now remains to show that
Ohy,
(06~ [ act 0.
/ oT g ow g

From the hypothesis (LI5) and the L2-bound on (¢)ren, by noting I'., =wN(0w+B(0, &),
we only have to prove that:

oh
[ g0 [ a0 (2.)



Let the function d be the distance from the boundary dw. It follows from the coarea
formula that for €4 small enough (that is, for a sufficiently large k), we have:

ck Ohy, Ohy,
/ (/ e G m) [ artod

For g5, small enough and 0 < s < &, we can parametrize d~'(s) N T, by z — sn(z),
where z € Jw and n(z) is the outward normal unit of dw on z. We then obtain:

a+oe) [ ( [ m)

_ / /a ) Ok sn(2), 0V — sn(2))?dzds

= /0 /(% eka—T(z — epsn(2),0)pr(z — epsn(z))*dzds.
We then have on one hand:
1
/ / €k%(z —epsn(z),0) (gbk(z - »sksn(z))2 — gbk(z)z) dzds
ow
/ / ko ahk (z —ersn(z), O)/ 2e0k(2 — ex™n(2)) Vi (2 — epmn(z)).n(z)drdzds.
Oow 0

Thus, with the hypothesis (I.I6) on h:

Ek%(z — epsn(2),0)(¢r(z — epsn(2))? — dp(2)?)dzds

Ow

< C/o /&u /08 2er| k(2 — ermn(2))Vor(z — epmn(z)).n(z)|drdzds.

From the coarea formula, with the notation I',, ; = (dw + B(0,&xs)) Nw, we then obtain:

N %(z — epsn(2), 0)(Br(z — epsn(2))? — ép(2)?)dzds

§0(1+O(6k))/0 </F [ ”W’k”> s (2.2)

< '@z, IV Rl 2., 1)

< "\l ez, 1)
— 0.

€k
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Here, we used the fact that the sequence (¢ ) is bounded in H!(w), and converges strongly
in L?(w). On the other hand, it immediately follows from (LI7) that

/ /aw gkahk (z — ersn(2))pr(2)*dzds — / qb2 — 0. (2.3)

Ow
Then, (2.2)) and (23) imply (2.1]), which concludes the proof of Lemma 2.1l [

2.2 Locally uniform convergence of j;, to v,
We now begin the proof of Theorem Let us fix A € R. It follows from (LII]) that

) < [ 19000 = [ atwezsoars [ (5200 - 510.0) st

where ¢, 5 is the principal eigenfunction of (L) normalized so that ||t x| r2() = 1. More-
over, by Lemma 2.1 and since ¢, , € H' (w), we have that

oh
ajlj( wq)\ — / q,lvz)q)\

Thus, by passing to the limit and using (I.I2] ), we obtain that for all A € R:

lim sup pep, (A)
0
< [ 1V0aPdy = [ atiaids+ [ avia= [ SLw 0wy
= v,(N). (2.4)

We can also deduce that the sequence (j5, (A))i is bounded for all A € R. Indeed, it is
bounded from above because of (2.4]), and it is also bounded from below thanks to the
first part of (LII) (from %( ,0) > 0 for all k£ and since u and g—{,(.,()) are bounded).
Thus, up to the extraction of a subsequence, we can assume that s, (\) converges to some
limit p(A). We now want to show that p(A) = v,(A). From (L.III), we have that:

[wonarar = [ o+ [ (Grwo - 5w0) o

_ / i (VG2 (y)dy

We know that u and g—;(.,()) are in L>(w). Since %(.,O) >0, ||¢n,all2 = 1 and since the

sequence (pp, (A))x is bounded, it then follows that for all A € R:

sup ( / |v¢hk,x<y>|2dy) < +oo.
keN w
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Therefore, for all A € R, the sequence (¢, 1)k is bounded in H'(w). Up to the extraction
of some subsequence, we can then assume that there exists ¢ € H'(w) such that:

bn,.x — ¢ weakly in H'(w), strongly in L*(w).

We consider each term in (LII]) in order to pass to the limit in & — +o0:

lim inf / IV non(y) Pdy > / Vo (y)[*dy,

. / w(y) B\ (y)dy — — / w(y) (),

o 0,03, Ay - / (v)dy.

Here, we only used the weak convergence of the sequence (¢p, »)r in H'(w) and its strong
convergence in L?(w). Lastly, from Lemma 2.1l and up to extraction of some subsequence,

Ohy,
i 8—T(" 0)¢p, A — . q9°.

Therefore, by passing to the limit in (LII)):

of
Nz [ wotly =2 [ et - [ SLw0¢war+ | 0o
w w Ow
From (LI2), it implies that v,(A) < p(A) (since ||¢]l2 = 1) and it is in fact an equality
from (2:4). By uniqueness of the limit, we have proven the simple convergence of i, (A)
toward v, ().
Here, we have also shown that

) = [ 196Pdy - [awein+ [ a6~ [ w0

where ¢ is the limit, up to extraction of some subsequence, strongly in L?(w) and weakly
in H'(w), of the sequence (¢p, »)r of the L?-normalized principal eigenfunctions of pro-
blem (L8). Thus, by nonnegativity of ¢ (¢n, » nonnegative for all £ € N, and ||¢|]» = 1)
and by uniqueness of the limit, the whole sequence (¢, )x converges strongly in L*(w)
and weakly in H'(w) to the L?-normalized principal eigenfunction v, of problem (L.9).

Moreover, we remind that for all A € R (see (LI3)): s, (A) = — [ u(y)d;, (y)dy

Thus [|i), lle < llullocll@neals = [Jullo. It then follows from the Dini theorem that
tn, (A) = v4(N) as k — +oo uniformly on any compact subset of R.
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Remark 2.1 The results above will be used to control the variations of the (¢n, \)k in
dimension 2 in order to prove Corollaryl1. In fact, we will use a little more general result,
where A is replaced by a converging sequence (). This sequence would then be bounded
and the H'-estimates above on the eigenfunctions would still hold. One could easily check
that we would then obtain the convergence of the L?>-normalized principal eigenfunctions
of problem (L&) with X\ = N\ toward the L*>-normalized principal eigenfunction of pro-
blem (I.9) with A = lim \y.

2.3 Convergence of the minimal speeds

We first show the following lemma, which will be used several times throughout this paper:

Lemma 2.2 Under the hypotheses of Theorem L2, let ¢ € R, (cx)ken and (Ag)gen such
that ¢, — ¢ and for all k € N, pp, (\r) = A2 — e \p. Then the sequence (\)ren is bounded
and v,(Aso) = N2 — e for any accumulation point M.

Proof of Lemma 2.2 Let (c¢x)reny and (Mg)ren such that ¢p — ¢ € R and that for
any k € N, pp, (\) = A2 — cxA.. The sequence (A\g)ren is bounded, since by concavity of
the pp,:

N = exde < iy (0) + piy (0) A,
and from the fact that the sequences (cx)r, (113, (0))x and (g, (0)), are bounded. Let

now A be an accumulation point of the sequence (\,),. By the uniform convergence
of iy, on any compact, we deduce that A2, — chy = 14(As). O

We now get back to the proof of Theorem [[.2] and assume that 1,(0) < 0. Note that
this hypothesis hadn’t been used in the proofs above, which thus hold whether or not the
minimal speeds are well defined. By uniform convergence of j, , toward v,, we can also
assume up to extraction of some subsequence that pp, (0) < 0 for all & € N. Under those
assumptions, we define the minimal speeds ¢ and ¢j, for any k € N as in (CI4). We now
show that ¢; — ¢, to conclude the proof of Theorem .21

First, let ¢ > ¢}. There exist € > 0 and A > 0 such that \*> — ¢\ < v4(\) — €. Then,
for sufficiently large k, we have A\* — cA < py, (). Therefore, since pp, (0) < 0 for all &, we
have that for k large enough, there exists A’ > 0 such that

N2 —eN = pp, (N).
Hence limsup¢;, < ¢ for all ¢ > ¢, and then
limsupcy, <cj. (2.5)

We then deduce that the sequence (¢} )i is bounded. Indeed, it follows from (2.5) that
it is bounded from above. We also have that ¢; > —uj, (0) (by concavity of us,), and
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thus the sequence is bounded from below (remind that the sequence (uj, )i is bounded
in L°°). We can now assume, up to the extraction of a subsequence, that ¢ converges to
some ¢ € R verifying ¢ < ¢},

Let (Ax)r be a sequence of positive real numbers such that A7 — Ch Ak = Hny, (A\g) for
all k € N. By Lemma 2.2] this sequence is bounded and up to the extraction of some
subsequence, we can assume that A, converges to a A € R* such that A\* — cA = y,(\).
Besides, since v,(0) < 0, we have that A > 0. Therefore, ¢y < cand ¢ = ¢;. By uniqueness
of the limit, we have shown that limy_, 1 ¢;, = ¢ for the whole sequence, and the proof
of Theorem is complete. [J

3 Convergence of some solutions

We now begin the proof of Theorem [[L3l We recall our assumptions: (hg)ren is a sequence
of functions verifying (LIH), (LI6), (II7) and (L) with A = hy for all £ € N, and such
that hy(y,.) is linear for all y € @ and k € N. We let (T, Y)) be a sequence of solutions of
problem (LI8)-(L2) and (L3) with h = hy, ¢ > ¢;, and such that 0 < T, and 0 < Y} < 1.
Let also (Ax)ken be a sequence of positive real numbers such that A} — cA\p = pp, (Ax)
for any k£ € N. Lastly, we assume that there exists 0 < A; < Ay and Cy, Cy, C5 > 0 such
that for all k € N and (x,y) € Q, (Ty, Y3,) satisfy (L20) and (L21)).
Let us first note from Lemma that up to extraction of some subsequence, Ay — A
such that
A — Ao = v4(As0)- (3.1)

Moreover, since the real numbers A, are positive and since ,(0) < 0, we have that A, > 0.
This important fact will be used several times along this section and the next one. In par-
ticular, with the hypothesis (L20), it implies that the sequence (T} )y is locally bounded.

We also recall the following theorem from [7], giving some qualitative properties of the

traveling front solutions of (LIf))-(L2) and (LH):

Theorem 3.1 Let (¢,T,Y) be a solution of (I18)-(1.2) and (IF) such that 0 < T and
0<Y < 1. Then T is bounded, T'(—o00,.) =0, Y(—00,.) = Yo € (0,1).

3.1 Exponential bound on (Y})ken

Lemma 3.1 Under the hypotheses of Theorem[1.3, there exist 5 > 0 and v > 0 such that
for any k € N :

max (0,1 — ye ) <Y, < 1.
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Proof. It has already been said that Y, < 1 for all £ € N, which comes from the fact that
we only consider non-trivial solutions. We introduce the following principal eigenvalue
problem (3.2), depending on a parameter \ € R:

—Ayxx —Mu(y)xa = p(Axa inw,

P =0 on Jw. (3:2)

on
This is the same principal eigenvalue problem as (L8] and (L9), with ¢ = h = f = 0 (the
purpose of its introduction is only to simplify some of our notations). In particular, we have
that p(A) is concave. Furthermore, (LI3) with h = f = 0, together with the fact that any
positive constant is an eigenfunction of (B.2) with A = 0, imply that p(0) = p’(0) =0 < c.
The fact that ¢ is positive follows from the first part of Theorem [} proved in [7], stating
that traveling front solutions only exist with positive speeds.

One can then choose S > 0 small enough so that

{ 0< 5 < infkeN )\k,

p(BLe) — 3% + cfLe > 0. (3.3)

Note that since each A, is positive and as A\, — Ao > 0 up to extraction of some subse-
quence, we indeed have that inf,cy Ap > 0. Let also v > 0 large enough so that

v X min Xgre > 1,
w

yLe ™" (p(BLe) — 5* + cfLe) x min xgre > Cy e (gg( 0)) "

where xgar. is the positive eigenfunction of (3.2) with A = SLe, normalized in such a way
that ||xgrellzw) = 1. Let Y be defined by
Y (x,y) = max(0,1 — yxae(y)e ™).

Note that ¥ = 0 for x < 0. Let us check that for any £ € N, Y is a sub-solution for
(LI])-(L2) with T"= T}, and h = hy. Note first that Y satisfies the Neumann boundary
conditions on 0€2. Moreover, when Y > 0, then x > 0 and

Le 'AY 4 (¢ —u(y)Y, — f(y, Tx)Y.

> JLe™ (p(BLe) — B2+ cBL W) — Co k1,00 (1~ 1xonelu)e™)
> L™ (p(BLe) — 62 + FLe) onely)e ™ — Crom(y, 0)e™

> 0,

since f of the KPP-type, and because of (3.3)-(3.4).

Besides, we have that Y (—o0,.) =0 < Yy and Y (400,.) = 1 = Yj (400, .) for each k€ N.
Therefore, it follows from the weak maximum principle in unbounded domains that Y <Y}
in €. This concludes the proof of Lemma B [
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3.2 H}.(Q) estimates on (T}, Y})

For any k € N, (T}, Y)) verifies (LI8) with h = hy, together with Neumann boundary
conditions and the conditions at infinity (LH). We first integrate the equation verified
by Y}, over (—N, N) x w where N € R*. We obtain:

[ L (a¥o) = Va=No) + e = ) (AN ) = Y=V, ) ]y
= [ F T )it )y

But for each k, the left-hand side is bounded independently of N (since 0 < Y, < 1
and Y}, ./ Y} is bounded from the Harnack inequality for each k) and the function f(7})Y%
is positive, thus its integral over € converges. Moreover, since for all k, Yj ,(£o0) = 0
and 0 < Yy < 1, we obtain by passing to the limit N — +o0:

sup / £ (9, T, 9) Vi, y)dedy < / e — u(y)|dy < +oo. (3.5)
keN JO w

For any k£ € N, we multiply by Y} the equation verified by Y} and integrate over (—N, N) X w:
_ 1
/ [Le (Vi (N,9)Ye(N, 9) = Yea (=N, 9)Yi(=N, ) + 5 (¢ = u(m) (Y (N, y) =Y (=N, y)) | dy
— [ e Tdedysiet [ VYidedy
(=N,N)xw (=N,N)xw
> Le ! / VY, |2 dxdy.
(=N,N)xw

The left-hand side is again bounded independently of N € R. Thus

/ VY| 2dwdy < +oo,

Q

for all k£ € N. By passing to the limit as N — 400 and using 0 < Y; < 1, we even have
that:

L
sup/ (VY| Pdwdy < 76/ lc — u(y)|dy < +oo.
Q w

keN

That is, the sequence (VY})ren is uniformly bounded in L?((2).

We now look for H} () estimates on the sequence (T})ren. We first recall that the

sequence T}, is locally bounded, that is, for any K compact subset of €2, we have:

sgp | T || oo (1) < +00. (3.6)
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Indeed, this inequality immediately follows from hypothesis (L20) and the fact that the
sequence (A )ren is bounded (since it converges to Ao, > 0 such that A2, — Ay = 1v4(Ax)).
By integrating the equation verified by T}, over (=N, N) x w where N € R, we obtain:

[ [@aVe) = Tia=N.0)) + (e = ) (BelN,) = Tul=No) ]y

=/ hk(y,Tk(x,y))dxdy—/ fy, Ti(z,y))Ye(z, y)dady.
(=N,N)xw

(=N,N)xw
Recall that for each k, Tj ,(£o00,.) = Tj(+00,.) = 0. Moreover, it has been shown in [7]
(as reminded here in Theorem B.1]) that T} (—o0,.) = 0 for any k. It follows, by passing to
the limit N — 400, that:

/ by, Ti(z, y))dedy = / £y, Tel, )iz, y)dady.
Q Q

In particular, the left integral converges. We then obtain from (B.5):

sup/ hi(y, T (z, y))dedy < +o00. (3.7)
keN Jo

Lastly, we multiply by T} the equation verified by T}, and we integrate over (—N, N) X w:

/ (TN )TN, ) = Tha (=N, y)Te(~N,)) + %(c —u(y)) (T(N.y) = TN, y)) |dy

=/ hk(y,Tk)dexdy—/ f(?/,Tk)Ykad$d?/+/ VT dzdy.
(=N,N)xw (=N,N)xw

(=N,N)Xw
We then integrate over N € (M, M + 1) where M > 0:

/MM+1/W |:(Tk;7ac(N, NTi(N,y) — Thol =N, y)Tu(—N, y))] dydN

M-+1
[ [ fle = ulo)TWg) ~ TH-N.g))dyan
i M+1 (3.8)
- [ [ memondday - [ [ TYididadydy
M (—=N,N)xw M (—N,N)x

M+1
+ / / VT |*dzdydN.
M (—N,N)xw

For any M € R, the left-hand side is bounded independently of £ € N from Fubini theorem
and the fact that the sequence (T} )ren is locally uniformly bounded from (B.6]). Moreover,

from (B.0), (3.6) and ([B.7), we have that

M-+1
swp [ [l T TidndyN < sup | haly, Ti) Tyddy < +oo,
M (=N,N)xw (=M —-1,M+1)xw

keN keN
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M+1
sup/ / fy, Th) Y TrdzdydN < sup/ [y, Th) Vi Trdzdy < +o00.
keN J (=N,N)xw keN J(—M—1,M+1)xw

We then conclude from (B.8]) that for all M > 0,

M+1
sup/ / |VTi|?dvdydN < +oo,
M (=N,N)xw

keN
and thus,

sup/ VT |*dedy < +oo.
kEN J (=M, M) xw

That is, the sequence (T} )xen is bounded in H} (Q).

3.3 Convergence toward a solution of (I.19)-(1.4)

By the estimates proved above, we can now assume, up to extraction of some subsequence,
that the sequence (Tj,Y:)ren converges to a pair of functions (7,Y) weakly in H} ()
and strongly in L2 (). We now want to prove that (7,Y) is a solution of the problem
(LI9)-([T4) and (LH), and we will then show that it verifies the wanted properties.

Recall that for any n, Y} satisfies:
Le_lAYk + (C - u(y))Yk,x — f(y, Tk)Yk =01in Q,

with the Neumann boundary conditions on 0f2. Since T} and Yj are at least locally
bounded independently of n (recall ([B.0])), since f locally Lipschitz-continuous and from
the convergence toward (7,Y), it is straightforward to check that Y is a weak solution of

Le 'AY + (c —u(y))Ye — f(y, T)Y =0in Q
with the Neumann boundary conditions on 0f2. Recall now that T}, verifies

with Neumann boundary conditions. Here, the parameters of the equation depend on k.
Thus, the convergence is not straightforward, although it is true for the weak formulation,

by the same method we used in the previous sections. Let ¢ € C°(€). By multiplying
the above equation by ¢ and integrating over €2, we obtain:

- /Q VIV + /Q (¢ — u(y)The & + /Q P TiYio — /Q hi( T)é = 0.

(Q) and strongly in L2 () to T, we have that

. . 1
Since T}, converges weakly in H e

loc

/QVTR.VQS — /ﬂVT.V(b , and /Q(c —u(Y)) Tk ¢ — /Q(c —u(y) Ty b,
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o0

~ () and converges

as k — +oo. Since the sequences (T})r and (Y%)x are bounded in L

in L? (Q), and since f is locally Lipschitz-continuous, we have that

/ﬂ 7 T)Yeo — / (T,

as k — +oo. Lastly, since the functions hy(y,.) are assumed to be linear for any y € @,
we have that

[ om,

This result is similar to the Lemma 2.1 in Section 2, with w replaced by 2. In fact, since ¢
is compactly supported, one can easily check that the proof of Lemma 2] still holds in
this case. Therefore, we have that T is a weak solution of (ILI9) with Robin boundary
conditions. We conclude by standard estimates that (7,Y) is a strong solution of the

problem (L19)-(T.4).

3.4 Non-triviality and conditions at infinity

It now only remains to be shown that 0 < T, 0 < Y < 1 and that T, Y verify the
right conditions at infinity. Note first that 0 < 7" and 0 < Y < 1 from the convergence
of (Ty,Yy) toward (7,Y). Moreover, it immediately follows from hypothesis ([L.21]) and
Lemma B.] that there exists (x,y) € Q such that T'(z,y) > 0 and Y (z,y) > 0. Thus,
by the strong maximum principle, we have that 7" > 0 and Y > 0 everywhere. We now
assume that Y = 1 somewhere. Again by the strong maximum principle, we then have
that Y = 1 everywhere. Since Y is a solution of (LI9)-(I4), it implies that f(7T)Y = 0,
and thus T = 0, which is a contradiction.

Let us now show that 7" and Y verify the conditions at infinity (LH). It is immediate
that T'(+00,.) = 0 and Y (400, .) = 1 from the exponential bounds in (L.20) and Lemma[3.1]
(recall that the sequence A, converges to some Ay, > 0 from Lemma [2.2]).

In order to deal with the behavior of (T,Y") on the left, we will use the next lemma:

Lemma 3.2 ||T|| ) < +00.

The proof of this lemma (which echoes a proof of [10]) is postponed to the next subsection.

By the same method as in Section B.2] one can check that

Lf(y,T(x,y))Y(x,y)dxdy < +o0,

And the integral

/Q VY (z,y)|*dedy < +oo (3.9)
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converges. Let now (x;),en be any sequence such that x; — —oo as j — +o00. We define
the functions Yj(x,y) = Y(x + z;,y) for each j € N. It follows from standard elliptic
estimates and the fact that ||7']| 1) < 400 that this sequence is bounded in W2P(Q) for

all 1 < p < +o0. Therefore, up to extraction of a subsequence, it converges in Clloc(ﬁ) to

a function Y. Because of (8.9), we know that Y is a constant. Hence, Y, (—o0,.) = 0.
Similarly, we now integrate equation (LI9)) verified by T" over (—N, N) xw where N > 0,
and we obtain:

[ (@) = T=Na) + = u) (D) = T(-N.) |y

_ / (T, y)dady — / £y, T, )Y (. y)dedy.
(=N,N)x0w

(=N,N)xw

By Lemma 3.2l and the Harnack inequality, we know that the left-hand side of this equation
is bounded independently of N, and that, by passing to the limit as N — +oo:

/ qT(z,y)drdy < +o0.
o0

Furthermore, by multiplying the equation (LI9) satisfied by 7" by T itself, and integrating
over the domain (—N, N) X w with N > 0, we obtain:

| [T () = TN T-No) + 56 = ulw) (TP(Noy) = T2(-N.) | dy

= / qT (x, y)*dady + / [IVTI2 — [y, T(z, y))Y(x,y)T(x,y)}dxdy-
(=N,N)x 0w (=N,N)xw
We conclude that the integral
/ VT (x,y)|*dzdy < 400
)

converges. As before, from standard elliptic estimates and since ||T||z=@) < o0, we
have that T" converges to a constant T, near —oo. Hence T, (—o0,.) = 0.

As a conclusion, (7,Y") is a solution of (LI9)-(L4)) and verifies (IL5]), which ends the
proof of Theorem [[.3l [J

3.5 Proof of Lemma

Assume for the sake of contradiction that 7" is not in L>°(£2). Let us first note that from
hypothesis (L20) and Lemma 2.2, we know that:

0 < T(z,y) < Cre =" (3.10)
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for all (z,y) € Q, and where A\, > 0 satisfies ([B.I). Hence, the only possibility for the
function 7" to grow is on the left, and there exists a sequence (z;,y;)jen in R X @ so that

T(x;,y;) = 400 and x; — —00 as j — +o0. (3.11)

We now want to show that Y (—oo,.) = 0. Since the function |VT|/T is globally bounded
from standard elliptic estimates and the Harnack inequality up to the boundary, it follows
that for each R > 0,
(x,y)e[rjl?}%%j+R]XwT<x’ y) = oo
as j — +oo. Let also m = minyez f(y,1) > 0. We use again the principal eigenvalue
problem (B.2]), which we introduced in Section Bl As mentioned before, the function p
is concave and p(0) = 0. Therefore, there exist exactly two real numbers o such that
a_ <0< ay and
Le 'p(—axLe) = Le 'al + car — m.

We denote by y+ the two principal eigenfunctions of problem (3.2) with A = —a.Le,
normalized so that ming y+ = 1. The functions uy(z,y) = e*:*x4(y) then satisfy

Le 'Aus + (¢ —u(y))us, —mus = 0 in

0
S = 0 %,
Fix now any R > 0 and choose N € N so that
min T(zx,y)>1

(z,y)€[z;—R,x;+R] xw

for all j > N. Then, as the function f(y,T) is increasing in the variable T, we have
that f(y,T) > f(y,1) > min [z; — R,z; + R] x W for all y € w and j > N. Hence, on the
same domain,

Le 'AY + (¢ — u(y))Y, — mY > 0.

The function Y also satisfies the Neumann boundary conditions on 0€2. Furthermore,
Y <1in Q. It then follows from the weak maximum principle that

v<.CL’, y) € ['rj - R7 T + R] X W, Y(.’L‘, y) < eour(x_mj_R)XJr(y) + eai(x_xj—i_R)X* (y)
Therefore, along the section = x;, the function Y is small:
lim sup (max Y (z;, y)) < max <m@x X, max X,) X (e7o+ e Ty,
j—+o0 yew w w

Since R > 0 can be chosen arbitrary, one concludes that Y (z;,.) — 0 uniformly in @
as j — +o00. Let now € > 0 be any positive real number, and N € N such that Y (z;,y) <e
for all j > N and y € w. Since the function Y satisfies

Le 'AY + (¢ —u(y))Ye = f(y, T)Y >0,
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it follows from the weak maximum principle that Y (z,y) < ¢ for all (z,y) € [zj,zn]| X @
and j > N such that z; < xy. Since z; - —oo0 as j — 400, we have that ¥ < ¢
in (—oo,zy| X @. Thus, as Y > 0, Y (—o00,.) = 0 uniformly in y € @.

We now use this to find an increasing exponential bound on the temperature to con-
trol its behaviour on the left, and thus to reach a contradiction with (311]). From (B1I)

and (LI12):

. Of
)\go — oo = Vy(A) < Vg r=0(Aso) — rynelg 8—T(y’ 0), (3.12)

where v, r—¢ is defined as the principal eigenvalue of (I.9) where f is replaced by zero. Let

iy (Yes=0©) 1 . Of
5—m1n( 5 ,21;161%16T(y,0) > 0.

The positivity of v, r—¢(0) is easily verified from (LI2]) with f = 0. Let A > 0 so that

O (4, 0)¥ () < .

< -A w
Vo < , Yy € w, a7

Such a A exists since Y (—o00,.) = 0. As a consequence of the continuity of v, and (B.12),
there exists A > A, such that

9 1 . o0f
— _ — —_— - < —
Vg f=0(A) —cA+ A* < 5 nin - (y,0) €. (3.13)

We denote by U the positive function defined by

T(z,y) = Ulz,y)e “r_oa(y),

where 97— is the principal eigenfunction of (LJ) with the parameter A and f = 0,
normalized so that ||¢y—o s ||z2(w) = 1. Besides, one has that T'(z,y) < Cre=*=* forallz < 0
(see (B10)) and thus U(—o0,.) = 0. It is also easy to verify that we have 9,U = 0 on 052.

Furthermore, one can check that

AU + (¢ —u(y) — 20U, + ZM.VZJU
Yy—o

+(A* — v, p—o(A) —cA + g(x,y))U = 0 inQ,

where

fly.T(z.y)),,
T(x,y)
for all (z,y) € (—o0, —A] x w. Therefore, we have

of

5T (¥,0)Y(z,y) <e

g(w,y) = (z,y) <

AU + (¢ —uly) = 20U, + 2%.V‘yU + (A* — vy p—o(A) —cA + &)U >0
F=0,A
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for all (z,y) € (—o0, —A] X w.

Because of (3.13)), we shall now apply the maximum principle to the previous operator,
and look for a suitable super-solution. Since ¢ < v, y=0(0)/2 < 14,7=0(0), there exists 6 > 0
such that

6% + 6 — vy p=o(—0) + £ < 0.

One can then check that the function
Vi—0,-5(y)

Ulz,y) = e® o)z 5 D220

Vr—oa(y)

where 1y _s is the principal eigenfunction of (L9)) with the parameter —§ and f = 0,
satisfies

AT + (c — uly) — 20T, + 2%.vyﬁ (A2 = vy yo(A) — A + )T

= (624 ¢6 — vy j=0(—06) + &)U < 0 in Q,

along with Neumann boundary conditions. It follows from the maximum principle that the
difference U — U can not attain an interior negative minimum. Moreover, U > 0 and one
can normalize the function 9;—o _s so that U(—A,y) < U(—A,y) for all y € w. Finally,
both U and U tend to 0 as # — —oo. We conclude that

Vo < —A, Yy €w, Uz, y) <U(z,y).
In other words,
Vo < —A, Yy €@, T(z,y) < e™yoos(y) < ve’,

where v = maxyez V50 s(y), and we have reached a contradiction with (3IT]). Therefore,
the proof of Lemma is complete. [

4 Convergence of some solutions in dimension 2

In this Section, we begin the proof of Corollary [Tl Our aim is to find a suitable sequence
of solutions of (LI8)-(L2) and (L3) with ¢ > max(0,c;) and h = hy, such that it verifies
the assumptions of Theorem [[L3l As we said in the Introduction, the construction of this
sequence will echo the proof which was used in [7] to prove the existence of solutions
of (LIY)-(L2) and (L) for ¢ > ¢. First, we will recall the sketch of this proof. We will
then show how it allows us, in dimension 2, to obtain Corollary [L.1]
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4.1 Construction of solutions of (L.18))-(I.2) and (I.5) - [7]

We fix here £ € N. We remind the construction of a solution of (LIS)-(L2) and (L3
with h = hy, and ¢ > ¢}, , which is possible for £ large enough since ¢ > ¢ and because
of Theorem The first step, and the only one we will detail here, is to construct sub
and super-solutions of (LI8)-(L2). Then, the use of a fixed point theorem on bounded
cylinders allowed us in [7] to construct approximate solutions. Lastly, by passing to the
limit in the infinite cylinder, we could obtain a solution of (LIS)-(L2]) with the desired
qualitative properties. This is in fact a standard procedure which has also already been
applied to show the existence of fronts in 2] 5] [T1], which is why only the construction of
sub and super-solutions will be detailed here. We refer the reader to [7] for the end of the
proof, which will be summed up here by a lemma.

Supersolutions for Y and T

Note first that the constant 1 is a super-solution for Y.
We then construct a super-solution for the T-equation (LIf]) with ¥ = 1. Since
limy 100 ¢, = ¢, < ¢, we can assume, as already underlined, that ¢; < c. Hence,

let A\, be the smallest positive root of A2 — fr, (A) = cA, and T, be the function defined
in Q by

Tr(z,y) = ¢a,(y)e ™ > 0. (4.1)

Here ¢, is the positive principal eigenfunction of (LY) with A = hy and A = Ay, normalized
so that ||y, || z2() = 1. The function T’ satisfies the Neumann boundary conditions on 052,
and is a super-solution for the equation on 7" in (LI8) with Y =1, i.e

ATy + (¢ — u())Tha + f(y, Tr) — hi(y, T)

af O,

< AT+ (o uln) T + (0 0) = 5500.0)

)Tk:()inﬁ.

Sub-solution for Y

The method we use here is the same than in the proof of Lemma [B.1] in Section 3.1 We
define p the principal eigenvalue of (8:2)). As before, we choose 5 > 0 which satisfies (3.3)).
We also let v, > 0 large enough so that

Vi X HgHXmLe > 1,

4.2
WL p(BiLe) = B + o) x min e > max (L 0o )) . )

where yg, Le is the positive eigenfunction of (3.2]) with A = f;Le, normalized in such a way
that |[xg,Lellzoe@w) = 1.
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Remark 4.1 Unlike in Section [31], . indeed depends on k, since we a priori lack for
estimates on (¢x, )ken-

Let Y, be defined by

Y, (z,y) = max(0,1 — kaBLe(y)e_ﬁx). (4.3)

As in Section BI] one can check that Y, is a sub-solution for (LIR)-(L2) with T = T}
and h = hy. That is, Y, satisfies the Neumann boundary conditions on 02, and for
any (z,y) € (&

Le ' AY, + (¢ — u(y)Yy, , — fy,Ty)Y, > 0.

Sub-solution for T

Lastly, we will construct a sub-solution for 7" with Y = Y, . Recall that A7 — fn, (A) = .
We define ax(\) = A — pup, (A). We then show that aj(\z) < ¢. Indeed, since ax(0) > 0
and ) is the smallest positive root of A\* — pup,, (A) = ¢, we have aj (\) < ¢. Furthermore,
if aj,(Ar) = ¢, then A* — pu, (X) > ¢ for all A € R by convexity of a;, whence ¢ > ¢,
which is a contradiction. We conclude, as announced, that aj () < c.

The above allows us to choose 7, > 0 small enough so that

{ 0 < n < min(B, ax), (4.4)
ek = (A + ) — ar(Me + 1) >0, .

where o > 0 such that f(y,.) is of class C*([0, so]) for some sy > 0 uniformly in y € @.
Let M > 0 such that

fly,s) > g;; (y,0)s — Ms'te for all s € [0, 50 and for all y € @. (4.5)

Now take xj > 0 sufficiently large so that
Yi(z,y) = 1 — yxsre(y)e ® for all (z,y) € (zy, +00) X @
Next, let dp > 0 large enough so that
Or () = O, g, (y)e” DT < s in O,
O3 (W)ETNT = BpPa g, (y)e” MM <0 in (—o0, 1] X @, (4.6)

4, 0)65, (5) + Mo, <y>l+a) ,

f
OrEr X mm Orptm, = max Vi 8T<

where ¢y, 4, is the positive principal eigenfunction of (L8] with h = hy and A = Ay, + ny,
normalized so that ||, 4y, ||z2() = 1. Lastly, we define, for all (z,y) € €,

T(z,y) = max (0, px, (y)e " — Sxdr, 4, (y)e” PeTmIT) (4.7)
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The function T satisfies the Neumann boundary conditions on 0. Let us now check
that T, is a sub-solution to (LIS) with Y = Y,. Note first that 0 < T, < s¢ in Q.
Moreover, if T, (z,y) > 0, then > x;, > 0 whence 0 < Y, (z,y) = 1 — vxs1e(y)e 2.
Then, in that case, we have:

ATy + (¢ —w(y) Ly, + [y, Tp) Yy, — hi(y, Ty

oh 0
Z Azk + (C - u(y))zk,z - a—;(ya O)Ik + (a_jfv(ya O)Ik - leljra) (1 - VkXBLe(y)e_ﬁm)
> =0 (k(Ae 4 11) — ¢ + 10) )Py (y) e NI

8f —Bz o
_8_T(y70)7kaXBLe(y)e A _MI};F

0
> Giernn (D) = 2L, 0)60, (e — Mg, ) e
a - T
( kgkgb)\kﬂne y 6—;(9’ O)Qbhk(y)?/k - M¢Ak (y)1+a) e~ wte)
0,

v

because of (44), (AA), (44), the fact that hj is linear and since 0 < @, 4n, (¥),
0 < XpBLe (y) < 1in w.

End of the construction of solutions with speed ¢ of (I.18)-(1.2) and (I.5])

We sum up the end of the proof in the following theorem.

Theorem 4.1 Let Ty, T, and Y, be defined as in ({-1), [{-7) and (Z.3) where the param-
eters verify the above assumptions. Then there exists a solution (Ty,Y%) of (L18)-(L.2)
with (I3), such that T, < T, <Ty and Y, <Y, < 1.

As we said before, this proof relies on the use of a fixed point theorem in a truncated
cylinder, and then on a passage to the limit, but we refer to [7] for the details.

4.2 Proof of Corollary M1

We now assume that we are in dimension 2 (d = 2). We want to construct a se-
quence (Tj,Y%) of solutions of (LIS)-(L2) where ¢ > ¢ and with the conditions (L3,
such that it verifies the assumptions (L20) and (L2T]) of Theorem L3

That is, we want to find T, Y, and T, sub- and super-solutions defined as in (&1, ([£3)
and (4.7), such that there exist 0 < A} < Ay and Cy, C, C5 > 0 such that for all £ € N
and (z,y) €

Tk(xa y) < Cle_Akxa (48)
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max(0, Cye ™% — Cye™427) < T, (z,v). (4.9)
We first search some C; > 0 such that condition (£.8) is satisfied. Recall (£.1)):

Tk($, y) = ¢)\k(y)6_)\kx > Oa

where ¢,, is the positive principal eigenfunction of (L8) with h = h; and A = \j, normal-
ized so that ||¢y,[[z2() = 1. We know from Theorem [L.2] that for any fixed A, the sequence
of the principal eigenfunctions of (L&) with A = h; and L*-normalization is bounded
in H'(w) and converges in L?(w) to the principal eigenfunction v, of (LY). In fact, one
could easily check that this result still holds with a sequence Ay — A, (see Remark 21l in
Section 2.2). Applying this here, that means that our sequence ¢y, is bounded in H'(w)
and converges in L*(w) to ¢, ... Furthermore, since w C R (we are in dimension 2), we
can assume, up to extraction of some subsequence, that the convergence also holds in the
Holder spaces C%(1/2=¢(%) for all € > 0. Since 1), is a positive function (as a principal
eigenfunction of (L9)), we have that there exist 0 < K < K3 such that for all £ € N large
enough and y € w :

K, < () < Ko (4.10)

With €} = K, the condition (4.8) is verified.
We recall that § is chosen as in (8.3]), and we now choose v > 0 such that (4.2]) holds
for v = 7, that is:

¥ X @nXﬁLe Z 1a
w

0
L (p(BLe) — 6+ ¢ALo) x minxove > Ko ( 5010))
w YyeEw
Then:
Yy(w,y) = Y(,y) = max(0,1 — yxpre(y)e™™)
is a suitable sub-solution for Theorem [A.1] for all k.

Lastly, we deal with condition (£9). We recall that we defined ay(\) = A — p1, (A) for
any A € R. We can also define a(\) = A\* — v,()\). We already know from Theorem
that a;, — a locally uniformly. Besides, as we did above for a; in Section L1 we have
that a(As) = €cAoo and @'(As) < ¢ (A is the smallest positive root of a(A) = ¢\). Let
now 7 small enough so that

0 <n < min(f, Aoo,alicng)\k),
€
€:=c(hoo + 1) —a(reo +1) >0,

where o > 0 such that f(y,.) is of class C*([0, s0]) for some sy > 0 uniformly in y € @.
Let now np = Ao + 1 — Mg, which converges to n as k — +o0o0. We then have for k large
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enough that 7 satisfies (£4) with e > %5 bounded away from 0. Note that we used here
the locally uniform convergence of a; toward a. Now let xq > 0 sufficiently large so that

Y(z,y)=1-— VXBLe(y)e_B“” for all (z,y) € (zg, +00) X

We assume that k is large enough so that:

A € (Am—g,Aw+g). (4.11)

We recall that ¢y, converges uniformly in @ to v, the L?-normalized positive eigenfunc-
tion of (L9)), which implied (4I0). Similarly, we have that ¢y, 4, = ¢r.+y (the principal
eigenfunction of (L8) with parameter A + 1) converges uniformly in @ to g+, the
L?-normalized positive eigenfunction of (L9) with parameter Ay, + 1. Therefore, there
exist 0 < K3 < K4 such that for all £ € N large enough and y € w:

K3 < §xm, (y) < K. (4.12)

Since Ao, — /2 > 0, we can now let 6 > 0 large enough so that

(Koo Q1207 _ 5 e~ Qoo < g0in
Kye O==2)7 _ § R e~ Qoetme < g0 in (),
Koo~ Pet2)7 _ §Rae™Goet® < () in (—o0, 2] X
KQ@ (Ao 2 5K36 Aootn)e < 0 in (—OO,I‘()] X W
de af o

\

Thus, from ([@LI0), (A1) and (4I2), ¢ satisfies (4.6) with 6, = ¢ for any k. We can now
define, for all (z,y) € Q and k € N,

T(x,y) = max (07¢>\k< e M — 5, (Y )«3’“’“*’7’6):’3)7

which is a suitable sub-solution for Theorem 1] for all & € N.
It now only remains to prove that those sub-solutions satisfy (£9). For x < 0, we have
that T, (z,y) = 0. Thus, if T, > 0, then x > 0 and:

Tip(z,y) = o (y)e ‘W—é%w( Yo~ et
> Kie~ (Aoo—3) — 0K e” (Aootn)z

One can then easily conclude that

Ty(z,y) > max <0,Kle_()‘°°_g)$ SK e /\oo+n)ar>’
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and (49) is satisfied with Cy = K, C3 = 0Ky, A; = Ao — 7 and Ay = Ao + 1.

Finally, our sub and super-solutions satisfy the assumptions needed for Theorem [4.1]
which means that there exists a sequence of solutions (7, Y;) of (LI8)-(L2) and (LH), such
that T, < T, < T} and Y, <Y, < 1. Furthermore, since 1';, and T satisfy the conditions

(@8) and (@), the sequence (Tk,Yx)ren satisfies the assumptions (L20) and (L21]) of
Theorem [L.3] hence the proof of Corollary [L1]is now complete. [J
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