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Abstract

In this paper, curved fronts are constructed for spatially periodic bistable reaction-
diffusion equations under the a priori assumption that there exist pulsating fronts in ev-
ery direction. Some sufficient and some necessary conditions of the existence of curved
fronts are given. Furthermore, the curved front is proved to be unique and stable. Finally,
a curved front with varying interfaces is also constructed. Despite the effect of the spatial
heterogeneity, the result shows the existence of curved fronts for spatially periodic bistable
reaction-diffusion equations which is known for the homogeneous case.
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1 Introduction

In this paper, we consider spatially periodic reaction-diffusion equations of the type
u—Au=f(x,y,u), (x,y) €RxR? (1.1)

where u, = % and A = d,, +d,, denotes the Laplace operator with respect to the space variables
(x,y) € R%. The reaction term f(x,,y,u) is assumed to be periodic in (x,y) and bistable in u.
More precisely, we assume throughout this paper that

(F1) f(x,y,u)is continuous, of class C* in (x, y) uniformly in u# € [0, 1] with @ € (0, 1), of class
C? in u uniformly in (x, y) € R? with f,(x, y, u) and f,,(x, y, u) being Lipschitz continuous
inu€R;
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Foundation of China under grants 11731005 and 11671180. Wang is supported by the National Natural Science
Foundation of China under grant 11371179.



(F2) f(x,y,u)is L-periodic with respect to (x, y) where L = (L,, L,) € R?, thatis, f(x+k L, y+
koL, u) = f(x,y,u) for any ki, k; € Z;

(F3) for every (x,y) € R?, 0 and 1 are stable zeroes of f(x,y,-), that is,

f(x,,0) = f(x,y,1) =0,
and there exist A > 0 and o € (0, 1/2) such that

—fu(x,y,u) > Aforall (x,y,u) € R>x [0,0] and (x,y,u) € R>x [1 — 0, 1].

A typical example of f(x,y, u) is the cubic nonlinearity

f(x’ Yy, Lt) = l/t(l - M)(M - Hx,y)’

where 6,, € (0, 1) is a L-periodic function. The equation (L)) is a special generalization of the
famous Allen-Cahn equation [[1]. For mathematical convenience, we extend f(x, y, u) out of the
interval u € [0, 1] such that

— fu(x,y,u) > A for all (x,y,u) € R* X (—oo0, 0] and (x,y,u) € R? X [1 — 7, +0). (1.2)

Then, f(x,y,u) is globally Lipschitz continuous in u € R.
Before going further on, we first recall some well-known results in the homogeneous case,
that is,
u, — Au = f(u), (t,x) e RxRY, (1.3)

where f is of bistable type, that is, f(0) = f(1) = f(8), f <0on (0,0) and f > 0 on (6, 1), for
some 6 € (0, 1). For one-dimensional space, it follows from celebrated results due to Fife and
McLeod [12] that (I.3)) admits a unique (up to shifts) traveling front ¢(x — c¢z) satistying

0<¢p <1, ¢(—0) =1 and ¢(+c0) = 0.

Moreover, the speed ¢y has the sign of fol f(u)du and the front is globally and exponentially
stable. A trivial extension of the traveling front to higher dimensional spaces is the planar front
@(x - e — ct) where e € S¥~! denotes the propagation direction. Notice that every level set of a
planar front is a plane. Except planar fronts, more types of fronts are also known to exist in high
dimensional spaces, such as V-shaped fronts, conical shaped fronts and pyramidal fronts, see
Hamel et. al. [18]], Ninomiya and Taniguchi [20] and Taniguchi [23} 24]. All these fronts are
transition fronts connecting 0 and 1 defined by Hamel [16]]. For above fronts, their interfaces
between 0 and 1 can be given by their level sets and different shapes of interfaces actually show
some structures of the solutions. One can roughly imagine a global appearance of such solutions
in the framework of transition fronts by noticing that the solutions are approaching to 1 and 0
on one side and the other of the interfaces, respectively.
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As far as a spatially periodic bistable reaction-diffusion equation considered, the situation
is more complicated than the homogenous case. Because of the effect of hetereogeneities, there
may even not exist transition fronts connecting states 0 and 1, see Zlatos [32]]. However, what
we are concerned in this paper is the existence of curved fronts when there exist some fronts
in every direction, that is, pulsating fronts. We now introduce the notion of pulsating front by
referring to [2, 22} 27, 128, 29].

Definition 1.1 Denote a periodic cell by T> = [0, L1x[0, L,]. A pair (U,, ¢,) with U, : RxT? —
R and ¢, € R is said to be a pulsating front of (L.1)) with effective speed c, in the direction e € S
connecting 0 and 1 if the two following conditions are satisfied:

(i) Forevery & € R, the profile U, (&, x, V) is L-periodic in (x,y) and satisfies

flim U.(& x,y) =0, 5hm U,(&,x,y) = 1, uniformly for (x,y) € T%
—+00 =X

(ii) The map u(t, x,y) := U.((x,y)-e—c,.t, x,y) is an entire (classical) solution of the parabolic

equation (L.1).

We now recall some existence results of pulsating fronts for the general reaction-diffusion
equation in spatially periodic media

=) (@), + Y by, + f(x,u), t€R, xR, (1.4)

For one dimensional case of (I.4) when f(x,u) = g(x)f(u), Nolen and Ryzhik [21] proved the
existence of pulsating fronts with nonzero speed by provided with some restrictions for g and
f. Moreover, Ducrot, Giletti and Matano [8] also got some existence results of pulsating fronts
with a positive speed, if the solutions of (I.4)) with some compactly supported initial conditions
can converge locally uniformly to 1 as # — +oco. Still for one-dimensional case, Ding, Hamel
and Zhao [6] applied the implicit function theorem and abstract results of Fang and Zhao [11] to
get the existence of pulsating fronts for small period and large period. For higher dimensions,
when the diffusivity matrix a is close to identity and f is independent of x, the existence of
pulsating fronts is obtained by Xin [27, 28, [29] through refined perturbation arguments. Ducrot
[7] also got some existence results of fronts connecting 0 and 1 in every direction for slowly
varying medium and rapidly varying medium (that is, d << 1 and d >> 1 respectively when
the reaction term is f(dx, u)), in which the fronts are either moving pulsating waves or standing
transition waves. Although such existence results are known, there may not exist pulsating
fronts in general. ZlatoS [32] constructed a periodic pure bistable reaction such that there is no
pulsating fronts of (I.1]). We also refer to [6, 30, 31]] for some nonexistence results.

In this work, we aim to construct curved fronts by using some pulsating fronts with nonzero
speeds. Therefore, we need to assume a priori that

HD [ 01, F Oy, wdxdydu # 0,



(H2) for every unit vector e € R?, the equation (I.T)) admits a pulsating front U,((x,y) - e —
cet, x,y) with ¢, # 0.

From the results of Ducrot [[/] and Guo [14], one knows that if (H1), (H2) hold, the propagation
speed c, of the pulsating front in every direction has the sign of fT2x[o . f(x,y,u)dxdydu. We
assume without loss of generality that ’

f f(x,y, wydxdydu > 0, (1.5)
T2x[0,1]

which implies ¢, > 0 for all e € S. Otherwise, one can replace u, f, U.(&,x,y) by it = 1 — u,
g, y,u) = —f(x,y, 1 —u), U.(&, x,y) = 1 = U.(=¢, x,y) and consider the new pulsating front U,
with speed —c.. From [3] and [[14]], the speed c, and the profile U, of the pulsating front are
unique up to shifts in time for any direction e. We fix the pulsating front in every direction e by

1
U.0,0,0) = 5

From [14], we also know that 6:U, < 0, the family {c,}.cs is uniformly bounded with respect to
e and the minimum and maximum of ¢, can be reached with the following inequality

0 <minc, £ maxc, < +c0.
e€S eeS

In the whole paper, we always assume that (F1)-(F3), (H1)-(H2) and (I.3) hold and we do
not repeat it in the sequel. We now focus on construction of curved fronts by some pulsating
fronts. To the best of our knowledge, few results of the existence of curved fronts are known
for bistable reaction-diffusion in spatially periodic media. However, one can refer to [9, [10] for
the existence of curved fronts of monostable and combustion reaction-diffusion equations with
a periodic shear flow and refer to [4] for a space-time periodic monostable reaction-advection-
diffusion equation. Although the pulsating front U,.((x,y) - e — c.t, x,y) is not exactly planar,
every level set is still bounded with a plane. Thus, the pulsating front is also called almost-
planar in the framework of transition fronts, see [16l]. We try to apply the ideas of Ninomiya
and Taniguchi [20] which they used for homogeneous bistable case, to construct the curved
fronts. But, since the profiles U, and speeds c, of pulsating fronts are different in general with
respect to the direction e, we have to update their ideas.

We then claim our results. Let @ € (0, ). Then, by Assumption (H2), there exists a pulsating
front in the direction (cos «, sin @), that is,

Uy(xcosa + ysina — c,t, x, ).
For any «, B € (0, ), define
U;ﬁ(t, x,y) := max{U,(xcosa + ysina — c,t, x,y), Ug(xcos B + ysinf3 — cgt, x,y)},  (1.6)

which is a subsolution of (I.1I). Our first result shows the existence of a curved front which
converges to pulsating fronts along its asymptotic lines under some conditions on angles a and
B. The curved front is actually a transition front connecting 0 and 1 whose interfaces can be
chosen as a V-shaped curve.



Theorem 1.2 For any 6 € (0, 7), let g(0) = cy¢/ sin . For any 0 < a < 8 < m such that

C
sza - Sirfﬁ = Cop > S:Tegfor any 6 € (@, B), ¢'(@) < 0and g'(B) > 0, (1.7)

there exists an entire solution V(t, x,y) of (I.1)) such that V(t, x,y) > 0 for all (¢, x,y) € R x R?
and

lim sup
R0 X2+ (y—copt)*>R?

V(t, x,y) — U;ﬁ(t, x,y)| = 0. (1.8)

Remark 1.3 [t seems that the conditions g'(a) < 0 and g'(8) > 0 can not be removed by
our methods. These conditions are actually true for homogeneous unbalanced bistable case
with the reaction term having positive integration from 0 to 1 (a has to be smaller than /2
in this case by symmetry and 8 = n — «), but false for homogeneous balanced bistable case.
Moreover, the V-shaped front exists in homogeneous unbalanced bistable case, but does not
exist in homogeneous balanced bistable case, see [I7)]. Nevertheless, for the balanced case,
there exist some fronts whose level sets have an exponential shape for 2-dimensional space and
a paraboloidal shape for N-dimensional space with N > 3, see [5} 25| 126]].

Remark 1.4 One can easily check that the curved front V(t, x,y) in Theorem is a transition
front connecting 0 and 1 (see [16] for the definition) with sets

I :={x<0,yeR;xcosa+ysina—c,t} U{x >0,y € R;xcosf + ysinf — cgt},
Q :={x<0,yeR;xcosa+ysina —c,t <0} U{x>0,y€R;xcosf+ysinB—cst <0},
and
Q ={x<0,yeR;xcosa+ysina—c,t>0U{x>0,y€R;xcosf+ysinf —czt > 0}.

Notice that for any fixed t, I'; is a connected polyline since c,/ sina = cg/ sin B and the shape of
I'; is invariant with respect to t. Moreover, by the definition of the global mean speed [16], the
curved front V(t, x,y) has a global mean speed equal to min{c,, cg}, in the sense that

a1, Ty)
|t = ]

— min{c,, cg}, as |t — s| — +oo.

Here, the distance d(A, B) between two subsets A and B of R?, is defined by the smallest geodesic
distance between pairs of points in A and B. Other definition of the distance d like

d(A., B) = min  sup{d(x, B); x € A}, sup{d(y, A);y € B}),

could be used. Then, there holds that d(A, B) < d(A, B) and the global mean speed is equal to
max{c,, cg}, in the sense that

dI,Ty)
|t = s]

— max{c,, cg}, as |t — s| — +oo.
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Figure 1: An example of a and 3 satisfying (1.7).

This is different with the homogeneous case, in which the global mean speeds under these
two definitions are the same, see [16] and see [15] for the underlying domains being exterior
domains and domains with multiple branches.

We then show that the condition (I.7) is not empty, that is, it is satisfied when « close to 0
and S close to m, see Figure 1.

Corollary 1.5 There exist 0 < @y < 81 < « such that for any a € (0, a,), there is 3 € (B, 7)
such that (1.77)) holds for such a, B and there exists an entire solution V(t, x,y) of (L.1)) satisfying

(L-3).

Indeed, one can rotate the coordinate such that y-axis points to any direction. Therefore,
Corollary implies that for any two pulsating fronts whose propagation directions are close
to reversed with each other, one can use them to construct a curved front.

Corollary 1.6 There exist 0 < p < 1 such that for any directions e, e, with —1 < ey-e; < —1+p,
there exist a direction ey such that

Ce, Ce,
== - = Cepey (1.9)
Vi=(ei-e0?  y1-(e2-eo)
and there is an entire solution V(t, x,y) of (1.1)) satisfying
lim sup |Vt xy) - U, (6x,y)| =0, (1.10)

R4 (k) =cepeyten?>R2

where
U;ez(ta x’}’) = maX{Uel((X,)’) e — Celt’ X,)’)» Uez((xay) c €y — Cezt7 x’y)}'
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By Theorem|[I.2] one knows that (L.7)) is a sufficient condition for the existence of V(z, x, y)
satisfying (1.8]). However, we can not show that (I.7) is necessary, but can show that (I.7)
without g’(@) < 0 and g’(8) > 0 is necessary.

Theorem 1.7 If there are two angles a and B of (0, r) and a constant c,g > 0 such that there
exists an entire solution V(t, x,y) of (L.1) satisfying (1.8)), then it holds
Co Cp

Co
Cop = — = — > — orany 0 € (o, B).
P~ sine  sin B siné f Y (@.p)

Now, we show the uniqueness and the stability of the curved front V(z, x, y).

Theorem 1.8 For any fixed 0 < a < B < & satisfying

Ca Cp L
sina  sing

Caps

the entire solution V(t, x, y) of (L.1)) satisfying (1.8) is unique, that is, if there is an entire solution
V*(t, x,y) satisfying (1.8), then V*(t, x,y) = V(¢, x, y).

Theorem 1.9 Let a and B be fixed angles satisfying (1.7) and V(t, x, y) be the entire solution of
(L.1) satisfying (1.8). Let O < ug(x,y) < 1 be an initial value satisfying

lim  sup uo(x,y)—U;ﬂ(O,x,y)‘zQ (1.11)

R—+00 x2+y2>R2
Then, the solution u(t, x,y) of (L.I)) for t > 0 with u(0, x,y) = uy(x, y) satisfies
tl_ljgo (2, x,y) = V (1, x, y)lle(R2) =0.

Next, we construct a transition front connecting 0 and 1 with varying interfaces. Such a kind
of transition front is known in homogeneous case by [16], in which the solution is orthogonal
symmetric with respect to y-axis and behaves as three planar fronts as t — —co. However, in
our case, this transition front can not be symmetric in general.

Theorem 1.10 Let « and 8 be fixed angles satisfying (1.7) and let V,4(t, x,y) be the entire
solution of (L)) satisfying (L.8). Denote e, = (cos @, sin @) and ez = (cos 3, sin 8). Assume that
there exist another angle 0 € (a,8) and a direction ey = (cos 6, sin 6) such that

(i) for e, and ey, there is a direction e,y such that (1.9) holds for e; = e,, e, = ey and
ey = e, it holds W' (@) < O where h(s) = cz/(eqq - (cOs s,8in 8)) for 0 < s < 0 and there is
an entire solution V,(t, x,y) satisfying (I.10).

(ii) for eg and ey, there is a direction egy such that (1.9) holds for e, = eg, e, = ey and ey = eg,
it holds h'(B) > 0 where h(s) = c,/(egg - (cos s,sin 5)) for 8 < s < wand ey = ey and there
is an entire solution Vgy(t, x,y) satisfying (1.10).
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Figure 2: Left: interface when ¢t << —1; Right: interface when t >> 1.

Then, there exists an entire solution u(t, x, y) of (L.1)) such that

V,o(t, x,¥), uniformly in the half plane {(x,y) € R?; x < 0},

. . 5 ast— —o0,(1.12)
Vpo(t, x,y)}, uniformly in the half plane {(x,y) € R*; x > 0},

u(t, x,y) — {

and
u(t, x) = Vop(t, x,y), as t — +oo uniformly in R2. (1.13)

The convergence in above theorem is in the sense of L* norm.

Remark 1.11 From the proof of Theorem[I.10} one can easily check that the entire solution
u(t, x,y) is a transition front connecting 0 and 1 with the interfaces

w Sin 6 — ¢y sin ) « Sin 6 — ¢y sin
I; ::{xﬁc - < at,yeR;xcosa+y51na—cat:O}U{C - < at<x
sin(6 — ) sin(fd — @)
cgsinf — cqsin cgsinf — cgsin
i - i ﬁt,yeR;xcosH+ysin0—cgt:0}U{x> i - i 'Bt,yeR;
sin(@ — fB) sin(d — 3)

xcosfB+ysinf — cat = 0}, fort <0,
and
I :={x<0,y e R;xcosa+ysina—c,t = 0}U{x > 0,y € R; xcos +y sin f—cgt = 0}, fort > 0,
see Figure 2.

Finally, we give an example showing that Theorem |1.10|is not empty.

Corollary 1.12 Assume that e, is the direction such that the family of speeds {c.}.cs reaches its
minimal, that is, c,, = min,s{c.}. Then, there exist e, and e, close to e, such that (1.9) holds
for ey = e, and there is an entire solution V,,.,(t, x,y) of (I.1)) satisfying (I.10). Moreover, there
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exist a direction ez close to —e, and a direction e, such that there is an entire solution u(t, x, y)

of (1.1) such that

t ) > Veie, (1, X,Y), uniformly in the half plane {(x,y) € R?; (x,) - e, <0},
Hh %y Veser(t, 5,7)}, uniformly in the half plane {(x,y) € R?; (x,y) - e.. > 0},

ast— —oo and
u(t,x) = V, e (t, x,y), ast — +oo uniformly in R2.

We organize this paper as following. In Section 2, we first prove the existence of the curved
front, that is, Theorem [I.2] Then, we give some examples showing that Theorem [[.2] is not
empty. We also show a necessary condition for the existence of the curved front in this sec-
tion. Section 3 is devoted to the proof of the uniqueness and stability of the curved front in
Theorem In Section 4, we construct a curved front with varying interfaces and give an
example.

2 Existence of curved fronts

This section is devoted to the construction of a curved front satisfying Theorem [1.2] We will
need some properties of the pulsating front, especially the differentiability of the profile U, and
the speed ¢, with respect to the direction e.

2.1 Preliminaries

We will use the hyperbolic function sech(x) frequently in the sequel. Thus, we recall some
known properties of it which can be checked easily.

Lemma 2.1 It holds that
|sech’(x)|, |sech”(x)| < sech(x), for x € R,
and there is a positive constant p such that
sech’(x) > 0 for x < —p, sech’(x) < 0 for x > p and sech”(x) > 0 for |x| > p.

Then, we need a smooth V-shaped curve with y = —xcota and y = —xcotf being its
asymptotic lines.

Lemma 2.2 Forany (0 < a < 8 < «, there is a smooth function y(x) for x € R withy = —xcota

and y = —xcot being its asymptotic lines and there are positive constants ky, k, and K, such
that
v (x) >0, forall x e R
—cota < Y/'(x) < —cotp, forall x e R
kysech(x) < ¥/(x) + cota < Kjsech(x), for x <0, 2.1)
kysech(x) < —cotf — ¢/’ (x) < K;sech(x), for x >0,
max(|y” (x)|, " (x)]) < Kisech(x), forall x € R.
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Figure 3: The function ¢(x).

Proof. Let 0 < @ < 8 < &. Since @ < B, there are two positive constants a, b and a smooth
function ¢(x) such that

—xcota, x < —a .
"D(x)_{—xcotﬂ, > b, and ¢”(x) > 0 for —a < x < b.

An example of such a function is that one can take an incircle of the straight lines y = —xcota
and y = —x cot$ with tangent points (—a, a cota) and (b, —b cot5) and ¢(x) is made of the line
y = —xcota for x < —a, the arc of the incircle between —a and b, and the line y = —xcotf
for x > b. One can mollify ¢(x) at (—a,acota) and (b, —b cot ) such that ¢(x) € C*(R), see
Figure 3. Define a smooth function ¢/(x) as following

Y(x) := ¢(x) + psech(x),

where p > 0 is a constant. Since sech”(x) is bounded and by Lemma 2.1} one can make p small
enough and a, b sufficiently large such that

" (x) > 0 for all x € R.

Moreover, one can easily check that ¥(x) satisfies all properties in (2.1I). This completes the
proof. O

We now recall some properties of the pulsating front U,((x,y) - e — c.t, x,y). One can substi-
tute the form U,((x,y)-e—c.t, x, y) into (I.1)) and get that (U, (¢, x,y), ¢.) satisfies the semi-linear
elliptic degenerate equation

c0sU, + 05eU, + 2V,,0:U, - e + AU, + f(x,y,U,) =0, forall (£,x,y) eRxT% (2.2

From [14, Lemma 2.1], we have the following lemma.
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Lemma 2.3 For any pulsating front (U (&, x, ), c.) with ¢, > 0, there exist uy > 0, u, > 0,
C, > 0 and C, > 0 independent of e such that

0 < U(&,x,) < Cie™é for ¢ >0, (x,y) € T?
0<1—-ULé x,y) < Cre® for £<0, (x,y) € T2

Then, by standard parabolic estimates applied to u(t, x,y) = U.((x,y) - e — c.t, X, y), one can
get that [V ul, |uyl, [u;] < Cu(t+1,x,y) for some constant C > 0 and (¢, x,y) € R X R2. Notice
that u,(t, x,y) = —c.0:U.((x,y) - e — c.t, x,y) with ¢, > 0. Then, by Lemma we have the
following lemma.

Lemma 2.4 For any pulsating front (U.(&, x,y), c,) with ¢, > 0, there exist uz > 0 and C3 > 0
independent of e such that

10cUe(&, %, )N, 0geUe(é, 2,9, IViy@eUolé, x,9)| < Cie ¥ for £ €R, (x,y) € T2
We also need the following properties.

Lemma 2.5 For any C > 0, there is 0 < 6 < 1/2 independent of e such that
S <UJé,x,y) <1 =06, for —-C <& < C and (x,y) € T?, (2.3)
and there is r > 0 independent of e such that
— 0:U (&, x,y) > 1 for for —C < £ < C and (x,y) € T*. (2.4)

Proof. Let u(t, x,y) = U.((x,y) - e — ct, x,y). One can easily check that u(z, x, y) is a transition
front connecting 0 and 1 with set {(z, x,y) € RxR?; (x,y)-e—c.t = 0} being its interfaces. Then,
by [3, Theorem 1.2], one immediately has that there is 0 < 6 < 1/2 such that

o <u(t,x,y)<1-96, for—C < (x,y)-e—c.t <C.

By continuity of U, with respect to e, one has that ¢ can be independent of e.

The following proof for (2.4)) can be simplified for the pulsating front U,. However, we do
it in a general way in purpose that such idea can be used to prove that the curved front which
we construct later has similar properties. Notice that u,(z, x, y) > 0 satisfies

(ur): — Au, — f(x,y,wu, = 0, for (¢, x,y) € R x R%.
Assume that there is a sequence {(f,, X,, Yu) e Of R X R? such that —C < (x,,,y,) - e — c.t, < C

and u,(t,, X, y,) — 0 as n — +oo. Since f(x,y,u) is periodic in (x, y), there is (x',y") € R? such
that f(x+ x,, y +y,,u) = f(x+ X, y+y,u)asn — +oo. Let u,(t,x,y) = u(t +t,, X + X, y + V)
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and v,(t, x,y) = u,(t + t,, x + x,, y +y,). By standard parabolic estimates, u,(t, x, y) converges to
a solution u(t, x,y) of

u—Au— f(x+x,y+y,us) =0, for (£, x,y) € RxR?,
and v,(¢, x, y) converges to a solution v(?, x, y) of
vi—Av— fi(x+ X,y + Y, us)v = 0, for (£, x,y) € R X R,

Moreover, v (2, x,y) satisfies vo(f, x,¥) > 0 and v,(0,0,0) = 0. By the maximum principle,
Veolt, x,y) = 0. Since U,(&, x,y) — 1 as ¢ — —oo, there is R > 0 large enough such that

u(t,x,y) > 1 — o for (¢, x,y) € R x R? such that (x,y) - e — c,t < —R

where o is defined in (F3). Take (x,,y.) € R? such that (x,,y.)-e < —R—C. Then, v,,(t,x,y) = 0
implies that u,(f + t,, X + X, + X, ¥ + ys + y,) — 0 as n — +oo locally uniformly in R x R2.
Notice that (x, + x,,y. + y,) - e — c.t, < —R and hence, u(t,, x. + x,,y. +y,) = 1 — 0. Also
notice that 1 is the only equilibrium of (I.1]) over 1 — o from (F3) and (I.2). It further implies
that u(t + t,, x + x, + x,, ¥ + v, + y,) — 1 locally uniformly in R x R2. Since (x,,y,) is fixed and

—C < (Xp,yp) - € — ¢ty < C, it reaches a contradiction with (2.3). This completes the proof. O

It follows from [14, Theorem 1.5] that U, and c, are differentiable with respect to e. Re-
member that U, are normalized by U,(0,0,0) = 1/2 for all e € S. For any b € R?\ {0},
define

Ub:UWblandCb:C%' (25)

Lemma 2.6 Let U, and cj, be defined in (2.5)). Then, U, and c;, are doubly continuously Fréchet
differentiable at any b € RV \ {0}.

Let us denote the Fréchet derivatives up to second order of U, and c, with respect to e by
U., U/, c, and ¢, . From [14], one knows that U, is continuous with respect to e in L™ space.
Since U, is uniformly bounded for e € S, the Fréchet derivatives are all bounded in the sense
that

U - Al (U - 1) - pllis@sa)
< < 400

IU.|l = sup +oo, ||U]|| = ,
‘ heRN Al ¢ (h,p)ERNXRN |Allol
nd ¢, - hy-p
c - " h) -
llci]| = sup = < +oo, |Ic)]| =  sup B WPl 4o
e h ? e h
ey |l (h.p)ERNXRN |Allo]

We also know from [14] that for any 4 € R?, p € R?, U, -h and (U - h) - p are differentiable with
respect to &, x and y up to second order and these derivatives are bounded too. We then need the
following properties of U..
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Lemma 2.7 For any e € S, there exist us > 0 and C4 > 0 independent of e such that
(UL - )E, x9N, 10U, - h)(E, x, )| < Cae™F|hl, for any h € R?, & € R and (x,y) € T
Proof. Take a smooth nonincreasing function p(¢) such that
p(é) =1foré <0and p(&) = e for & > b,

for some positive constants » and b. Here, one can make r and b to be small and large enough
respectively such that

r < min{uy, uo}, (2.6)
% z;,((;)) Zforallé eRande €S, @2.7)

where A > 0 is defined in (F3).
For every direction e, we define a function V,(¢, x, y) by

V(& x,y) := p (&)U, x,y), for & € Rand (x,y) € T2
By Lemma 2.3]and (2.6)), one has
V, (=0, x,y) = 1 and V,(+c0, x,y) = 0, uniformly for (x,y) € T>and e € S,

and V(&, x,y) € L*(R x T?). Since U, (¢, x, y) satisfies (2.2), one can get that V,(&, x, y) satisfies
2p’ 2p’
€0V + 0t Ve +2V,,0:Ve e + Ay Ve + —0V, + —V,,V, - e
’ I p

1 ’ 12
+ —f(xy,pVe) + (cep— - p—)ve =0, for (&, x,y) € R x T2
p p p

From (F3) and (2.7), there is C > 0 such that

1 r ! 2
{ LGy, pVe) + (o2 + 7 Z)V, < -4v., for (x,y) € T2 and £ > C, 08

Lfey, pVe) + (o + L)V 2 4(1-V,),  for (x,y) € T> and £ < -C,

For any e € S, define a linear operator

’ 2 ’
P Ogv + iVx,yv e —pv,
p p

M. (V) := o0V + Ogev + 2V, 0y - e + A v +

where 8 > 0 is a fixed real number and
veD:={ve HRXT); 0zv+2V,0sv-e+ Ay e L}(Rx TV},

13



see [14]] for definitions of L*(R x T?), H'(R x T?) and their norms. The space D is endowed
with the norm ||vl|p = [Vllg gxrv) + 1026V +2V,,0,v - € + AVl 25rv). Then, by the similar proofs
of Lemma 3.1, Lemma 3.2 and Lemma 3.3 in [6] and Lemma 2.7 in [14], one knows that M,
satisfies all the properties in Lemma 2.7 of [[14], such as invertibility and boundedness. For any
e € S, we then define

’

2 ’
P 0sv + le’yv e
‘ p

H,(v) = Ceagv + (?gfv + 2Vx,y(9§v ce+ Ax,yv +

’ 2

+ fu(ya pVe)V + (Cep— + p—)V, veD.
p

p

Notice that H,(v) = ﬁe(pv)/ p with 0 < p(¢) < 1 where
ﬁe(v) = €0V + 0gev + 2V, 0ev - e + Ay + f,(y, Ue)v, v eED.

By Lemma 2.9 in [[14], one knows that the operator H, and its adjoint operator ﬁj have alge-
braically simple eigenvalue 0 and the kernel of H, is generated by 0:U,. Therefore, the operator
H, and its adjoint operator H; also have algebraically simple eigenvalue O and the kernel of H,
is generated by p~'0:U,. Moreover, the property that the range of H, is closed in L*(R) x T?
can be proved in the same line of the proof of [0, Lemma 4.1] by using (2.8).

Now, for any e € S, v € H*(R x T?), ¥ € R and 57 € R?, define

’

2
Ko, 9,17) = 90:(V, +v) + 2V,0:(V, +v) - + fvx,y(ve V)

1 1 ’ ’’
+ _f(y’ p(Ve + V)) - _f(y’ Ve) + (cep_ + p_ +ﬁ)V,
P P P p

and

G(v, 0.1 = (v+ M; (K0, 8.7), f |(Vel.y) +v&. 30 - UAEY)] dydf).
R

+xTN

By following the proof of [14, Lemma 2.10], one can get that for every e € S, the function
G.: H*RxTY)xR xR — D xR is continuous and it is continuously Fréchet differentiable
with respect to (v, ) and doubly continuously Fréchet differentiable with respect to n. For any
e € S"and (7,9) € D x R, define

0.5, %) = (v + M B0V, + £y, U)o + (ce% + % +B)9).2 fR L Ve y)dydf),

which has the same form as d,,.5G.(0,0,0). By the properties of H, and the same line of the
proofs of [6, Lemma 3.3] and [14, Lemma 2.11], one can get that Q, satisfies all properties in
[14, Lemma 2.11], such as invertibility and boundedness.
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As soon as we have all these properties of these operators, we can follow the same proof of
[14, Theorem 1.5] to get that V,(&, x,y) = p~{(&)U,(&, x,y) is doubly Fréchet differentiable at
any b € R?\ {0}. Moreover, IIV.|| is bounded for any e € S.

Thus, by the definition of Fréchet differentiation, we have

U, - h)(y+ ) = pEXV. - h)(,-,-), forany e € S and h € R?.
Therefore, there exist a positive constant C4 such that
(U, - )&, x, )| < pOIV.IIA < Cse " |h| for & > 0, (x,y) € T> and h € R?. (2.9)

By applying similar arguments to the other side, that is, & < 0, one can also get that there are
positive constants Cs and us such that

(U, - h)(&, x,y)| < Cse"*|h| for & < 0, (x,y) € T? and h € R2, (2.10)
Lastly, we differentiate (2.2)) at e on h € R? and get that

(, - WU, + c.Be(U. - h) + Bee(U, - h) + 2V,0;U, - (h — (e - h)e)
+2V,, 06U - h) - e + Ay (U. - ) + f(x,3, UY(U., - h) = 0.

By changing variables ¢ = (x,y) - e — c.t, one has that u(t, x) := (U, - h)((x,y) - e = c.t,X,)
satisfies a parabolic equation

u—Au = f,(x,y, Uu + (¢, - h)0:U, + 2V, ,0,;U, - (h — (e - h)e).

By parabolic estimates, Lemma[2.4]and (2.9)-(2.10)), one can get that there are positive constants
Cs and ¢ such that
(2, %, )| < Coe™ e ),

that is,
10:U. - h)(&, x,y)| < Cse¥|h| for any h € R?, ¢ € R and (x,y) € T2.

This completes the proof. O

2.2 Proof of Theorem 1.2

Take any two angles a, 5 of (0, ) such that (1.7)) holds. Let ¢/(x) be a smooth function satisfying
Lemma [2.2] for @ and 8. Take a constant g to be determined later. For every point (x, y) on the
curve y = ¥(0x)/o, there is a unit normal

¥’ (0x) 1 )
VY2 ex) + 1 \y2(ox) + 1
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By Lemma [2.2] every component of e(x) is differentiable with respect to x and
e(x) = (cosa,sina) as x = —oo and e(x) — (cosf, sinfB) as x — +oo.

Its derivatives can be denoted by

oy (0x) _Ql/"(QX)W'(QX))

¢'(x) = (€] (x), é(x) = ( - W2(ox) + 13 (Y%(ox) +1)3

and
Y ex) | 30 (0 (o)
W)+ i (@2(ox) + 1)}
L QU e ey) | 392w'2(9x>w"2<gx)).
W2 x) + DI (3 ox) + D)3 W (ox) + 1)}
Therefore, by Lemma[2.2] there exist K, > 0 and K3 > 0 such that

¢’ (x) = (e} (x), €5 (x)) =( —

¢’ (x)| < oK»sech(yx) and |e” (x)| < 0°Kjsech(yx) for all x € R. (2.12)

Remember that U, (1, x,y) defined by is a subsolution of (I.I)). Now, take a positive
constant £ and we define

U+(t’ X, y) = Ue(x)(‘f(t’ X, y)’ X, )’) + SSCCh(Q)C),

where
— Copt — Y(0X)/0

Ve +1
and c,p is defined by (1.7). We prove that U*(z, x,y) is a supersolution of (I.I) for small € and
O.

£(t,x,y) =

(2.13)

Lemma 2.8 There exist &y > 0 and o(gy) > 0 such that for any 0 < € < gy and 0 < o < 0(&y),
the function U*(t, x,y) is a supersolution of (L.I) with U > 0. Moreover, it satisfies

lim sup U (t, x,y) = Upgg(t, x,y)| < 26, (2.14)
R—otoo X2+ (y—ca pt)*>>R?
and
U'(t,x,y) > Uas(t, x,y), for allt € R and (x,y) € R, (2.15)

Proof. We divide the proof into three steps.
Step 1: U* is a supersolution. We will pick gy > 0 and o(e) such that Lemma [2.8] holds.

Assume that
g

Eoﬁa,
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where o > 0 is defined in (F3). More restrictions on gy will be given later. One can compute
that
LU* :=U; = A, U = f(x,y,U")
:af Ueér = aff Ue(x)(‘f;% + 'fi) - 2vx~ya‘f Uew - (€ ‘f)) - Ax,y Uetr) = (9§ Uewéx
= Uy €'(x)-€(x) = Uy, - €"(x) = 20:U,, ) - € ()6, — 20, U, - €'(x)
— go’sech” (ox) = f(x,y,U"),

where 6§Ue(x)’ af.er(x)a Vx,yane(x% Ax,y Ue(x)a U;Ex) ' e’(x) : 6/()(3), U;(x) . 6”()(), an/(e(x)) . e/(x)’
BXU;(X) - ’(x) are taking values at (£(¢, x,y), x,y) and U™, &, &,, &, are taking values at (2, x, y).

By (2.13), it follows from a direct computation that

Caﬁ
&= -—2—,
Vi (ox) + 1
o VW), Y@y

(W2 (ox) + 1)% VU (0x) + 1
1
& = el (2.16)
£ = QYE) V00N, | 3V o ox) | e (ex) — DY (ox)
Y2 (ox) + 1 (¥2(ox) + 1)2 W2 (ox) + 1)2
Qw’(QX)s!f"(Q{))Z 2, Z(Q%//(QX)W'(Q)? Y’ (0x) ¢
(W2(ox) + 1) W2(ox) + 127 fy2(ox) +1
By noticing that &, = e,(x) and by (2.2), one has

g+e-1=|(

LU =(cey = €D0¢Uetr) = OgeUein (&5 + & = 1) = 20:0¢U i (éx — 1(1) = 0eUeibn
Uy €)' (x) = Uy, " (x) = 20:U,, - € (x)é, — 20U, - €'(x) (2.17)
— go’sech” (0x) + f(x,y, Uy — f(x,y,U"),

where a.er(x)9 8§§Ue(x), 6x6§Ue(x), U‘:Ex) : EI(X) : e’(x), U;(x) . 6’,()6), 8§U’(e(x)) . €I(X), BXU;(X) :
e’(x), Ugy are taking values at (£(t, x,y), x,y) and U™, &, &, &, are taking values at (7, x, ).
By Lemma [2.4] one has that |0z Ue&l, 105Uenél, 10:0¢Unnél and 0:U, € are uniformly
bounded for & € R, (x,y) € R%. Then, by Lemmas and (2.16), there is Cs > 0 such that

102 Uet (€7 + &) = DI + 20,0 Uiy Ex = e1(0)| + 10 Ue(nérl < Csosech(ox). (2.18)

Since |U|I, U ]I, 10:U;|l, 10 U.|| are bounded and by Lemma [2.7] (2.12), there is Cs > 0 such
that

U €' (x)- €' (0l + Uy, - € (0] +210: Uy, - € (0] + 210, U - € (x)] < Csosech(ox). (2.19)

We claim that
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Claim 2.9 There is C7 > 0 such that

Cafﬁ
& = Cor) = —F/———
VY2 (ox) + 1

We postpone the proof of this claim after the proof of this lemma.

Then, it follows from @2.17), (2.18), (2.19), (2.20), Lemma[2.T]and 9, U, < O that

LU > — 90U, Csech(px) — (Cs + Cg)osech(ox) — 2s0*sech(ox)

— Ce(x) = Cysech(ox) > 0. (2.20)

| 2.21)
+ f(X,y’ Ue(x)) - f(-x’y’ U )
By Lemma [2.3] there is C > 0 such that
0 < U (& x,y) < % foré > Cand 0 < 1 — Uy(£, x,) < % for ¢ < —C. (2.22)

uniformly for (x,y) € T? and e € S. Then, for (¢,x,y) € R x R? such that &(t, x,y) > C and
&(t, x,y) < —C respectively, one has that U*(¢,x,y) < 0/2+ & < ocand U*(t,x,y) > 1 — /2
respectively since € < &y < 0-/2 and hence, it follows from (1.2)) that

&y, Uey) — f(x,y, U™) > Aesech(ox). (2.23)
Since 9:U, < 0 and by (2.21), (2.23), one has that
LU* 2 (= (Cs + Ce)o — 280" + Ag)sech(ox) 2 0,
by taking 0 < o < po(€) where o(g) > 0 is small enough such that
—(Cs + Cg)o — 20> + A& > 0, for all 0 < o < o(e). (2.24)

Finally, for (¢, x,y) € R x R? such that —C < £(¢, x,y) < C, it follows from Lemmathat there
18 k > O such that
—0:U (&, x,y) > kforalle € S. (2.25)

Notice that
FO,y, Unyy) — f(x,y,U") = —Mesech(px), (2.26)

where M := max,yerexz |fu(x, ¥, w)|. Thus, it follows from (2.21), 2.24), (2.25) and (2.26)
that

LU > (kC7 —(Cs+ Co)o — 28@2 - Ms)sech(gx) > (kC7 -1+ M)s)sech(gx) >0,
by taking &y = min{o/2,kC;/(1+ M)} and 0 < € < &.

Therefore, LU* > 0 for all € R and (x, y) € R?. By the comparison principle, U*(t, x, y) is
a supersolution of (I.1). The property U; > 0 comes from 9;U, < 0 and ¢,z > 0.
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Step 2: the proof of (2.14). Since e(x) — (cos a, sin @) as x — —oco and by the definition of
U., there is R, > 0 such that

|Ue(x)(é‘:(t7 X, )’), X, )’) - Ua(f(t’ X, y)’ X, )’)| S”U(;Hle(x) - (COS a, sin a’)l + 0(|€()C) - (COS a, sin a)l)

sg, forx<—R,and7€R,y€R. 2.27)

Notice that 1/ 4/y/?(0x) + 1 — sina as x — —oco and ¢,gsin@ = c,. Then, by Lemma , one
has that

&(t, x,y) = xcosa + ysina — c,t, as x — —oo forany t € R and y € R.
Thus, there is R, > 0 such that
. f>
Uy (&L, x,Y),x,y) — Uy(xcosa + ysina — c,t, x,y)| < 5 forx <-R,andreR,yeR.

Together with (2.27), it follows that

[UT(t, x,y) — Uy(xcosa + ysina — ¢,t, x, y)| < 2¢, for x < —max{R,R,} andt € R, y € R.
(2.28)
Similarly, one can prove that there is R; > O such that

U™ (t, x,y) — Ug(xcos B+ ysinf8 — cst, x,y)| < 2¢, forx > R;andr € R,y e R. (2.29)

Now, for —max{R;,R,} < x < R3, we know that ¢(ox) and ¥’(ox) are bounded. Then, as
Y — Copt — +00, one has that

&(t,x,y) = +ooand xcosa + ysina — c,t — +0o, for —max{R;,R,} < x < R3.

Thus, there 1s R4 > 0 such that
P>
0 < Ue(x)(f(n X, y)5 X, y) < 55
and

0 < Uy(xcosa +ysina — cyt, x,y), Ug(xcosf + ysinf — cat, x,y) <

b

\SN N

for —max{R;,R,} < x < Ry and y — c,4t > R4. Hence,
|U+(t’ X, y) - Uaﬁ(t, X, y)l < 289 (2.30)

for —max{R;,R,} < x < Ry and y — c.pt > R4. Similarly, since U, (=00, x,y) = Uy(=0, x,y) =
1 uniformly for (x, y) € T?, there is Rs such that

U™ (t, x,y) — Unp(t, x,y)| < 2, (2.31)
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for —max{R;,R,} < x < Ryandy — c,pt < —Rs.
On the other hand, for any fixed r € R and any point (, x,y) € R x R? such that xcos a +
ysina — c,t = r, one has that

sinfe —B) sinf
: t+—=—r
sina sina

xcosB+ysinf—cpt = x — 400, as x — —0o,

since —m < @ —fB < 0 and ¢,/ sina = cgsinf. It implies that Ug(xcos B+ ysinf — cst, x,y) — 0
as x — —oo for (t,x,y) € R x R? such that xcosa + ysina — c,t = r. While, U,(r, x,y) > 0.
Thus, there is Rg > 0 such that

Ugyp(t, x,y) = Upg(xcosa + ysina — ¢,f), forx < —Rgandr € R, y € R.
Similarly, there is R; > 0O such that
U;ﬁ(t, x,y) = Ug(xcosB +ysinf —cpt), forx > R;andr e R,y e R.

Then, by (2.28))-(2.31)), we have our conclusion (2.14)).
Step 3: the proof of (2.15)). We only have to prove that U*(¢, x,y) > U,(x cos @+y sin @—c,t)

and U*(1, x,y) > Ug(xcosB + ysinp — cgr) for all £ € R and (x,y) € R%.
Since U,(-0,x,y) = 1 and U,(+00, x,y) = O for any (x,y) € T? and e € S, there is C > 0
such that
0 < U(&,x,y) <o foré > Cand (x,y) € T,

and
1 -0 <UL x,y) < 1foré < —C and (x,y) € T?,

where o is defined in (F3). By (2.14) and letting & < /4, there is R > 0 such that
U'(t,x,y) < o, for (t,x,y) € Qp and U™ (t, x,y) > 1 — o, for (1, x,y) € Qp,
where

Q= {(t,x,y) e RxR* x <0and xcosa + ysina — c,t > c,R} U{(t, x,y) € R X R?%;
x> 0and xcosf + ysinf — cgt > R},

and

Qp :={(t,x,y) € R xR?* x <0and xXcosa + ysina — c,t < —co Ry U{(t,x,y) € R x R?;
x> 0and xcosf + ysinf — cgt < —cgR}.

Notice that for any 7, the boundaries of Q and €, are connected polylines since ¢,/ sina =
cg/ sin. By Lemma[2.5|and the definition of U*(, x, y), there is 0 < 0’ < o~ such that

o' <U'(t,x,y) <1 -0, for (¢, x,y) € Rx R?\ (Qr U Q).
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For any 7 € R, let u.(t, x,y) = Uy(xcosa + ysina — c,t + 7). Let
w! ={(t,x,y) € R XR?* xcosa + ysina — cot + 7 > C},
and
w, ={(, x,y) € Rsz;xcosa+ysina—cat+T < -C}.
Notice that since a < 3, one has that
{(z,x,y) €e R X R?; xcosa + ysina — ¢t < —CcoR} C Qp,

and
Qf c{(t,x,y) e RXR*; xcosa + ysina — cut > c,R)}.

Thus,
RXR*\ (0] Uw]) C Qe_yy, and R X R*\ (Qf U Q) C Wi, p-

Then, by (2.14), U.(—c0,x,y) = 1 and U,(+co, x,y) = 0, there is 7; > ¢,R + C large enough
such that for any 7 > 7,

U(t,x,y) 2 1 — 0’ > u.(t,x,y), forall (¢, x,y) € RXR?\ (w! U wy),

and
ur(t, x,y) < o’ < U™(t, x,y), forall (1, x,y) € RxR?*\ (U Q).

Moreover, since T > 7; > R + C, one has that
U'(t,x,y) 21 — 0 > 0 > u,(t,x,y), forall (¢, x,y) € w} N Qx.
Thus, it follows that
u(t,x,y) < U*(t,x,y), forany 7 > 7y and all (£, x,y) € RXR?\ (w; UQ}). (2.32)
Also notice that
u(t, x,y), UT(t,x,y) > 1 — o in w; and u.(t, x,y), U'(t,x,y) < 0 in Q},

and f(x,y,u) is nonincreasing in u € (—o0, ] and u € [1 — o, +o0) for any (x,y) € T? by (T.2).
By following similar proof as the proof of [3, Lemma 4.2] which mainly applied the sliding
method and the linear parabolic estimates, one can get that

U™(t,x,y) = u.(t, x,y), in w; and Qj.
Combined with (2.32)), one has that

U*(t,x,y) > u.(t,x,y), forany > 7, and all (¢, x,y) € R x R%.
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Now, we decrease 7. Define
7, = inf{r € R; U™ (¢, x,y) > u.(t, x,y) for all (t, x,y) € R x R?}.

From above arguments, one knows that 7, < 4+co0. Since U*(t,x,y) — U,(xcosa + ysina —
Col, X,y) as x = —oo, U,(&, x,y) is decreasing in & and by the definition of u.(¢, x, y), one also
knows that 7, > 0. Assume that 7, > 0. If

inf{U" (1, x,y) = ur, (t, X, ); (, x,y) € RX R*\ (w;, UQp)} >0,
then there is 7 > 0 such that
U™ (1, X,y) 2 ttr, (1, X, y), for (7, x,y) € RXR*\ (w;,_, UQp).

Then, one can apply the above arguments again and get that U* (¢, x,y) > u,,_,(t, x,y) for all
(t, x,y) € R x R? which contradicts the definition of 7,. Thus,

inf{U* (1, x,y) = ur, (£, %,); (£, %,y) € RX R\ (w;, UQp)} = 0.

Since a < S, there is a sequence {(Z,, X, Yn)}new in R X R? \ (w7, U Qp) such that

—C -1, <x,c08a +y,sina — cyt, < CoR,
and
U+(ln’ Xns yn) - u‘r*(tn,-xn, yn) - 0, asn — +oo.

Then, there is &, € R such that x, cosa + y, sina — ¢,t, — &, asn — +oo. Since U™ (¢, x,y) —
Uy(xcosa + ysina — cot,x,y) as x — —oo, U(t,x,y) — Ug(xcosB + ysinf — cpt, x,y) as
X — +4oo with @ < B and 7, > 0, one has that x, is bounded and there is x, € R such that
X, = X, asn — +oo. Again by U"(t, x,y) = U,(xcosa + ysina — c,t, x,y) as x — —oo and by
(2.28)), there is R’ > 0 such that

|[U*(t, x,y) — Up(xcosa + ysina — ¢ t, x,y)| < eforx < —R andt € R,y € R. (2.33)
Let v(t, x,y) = U*(t, x,y) — u,(t, x,y). Then, v(¢, x,y) > 0 and
v(t, x,y) > 0 for any (¢, x,y) € R X R? such that x < —R, xcosa + ysina — ¢ t = &,  (2.34)

by (2.33), 7. > 0 and taking ¢ sufficiently small. Since U*(t,x,y) is a supersolution and
u,(t, x,y) is a solution of (I.I]), we have that v(z, x, y) satisfies

v, — Av > —b(x, y)v, for (t,x,y) € R x R?,

where b(x, y) is bounded. Since v(t,, x,,y,) — 0 and by the linear parabolic estimates and x,, is
bounded, one gets that

R cosa —

c
v(t, = 1,%, = R, y, + 2y > 0asn — +oo,

sin @
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which contradicts (2.34)). Thus, 7. = 0 and U*(, x,y) > U,(xcosa + ysina — ¢,t, x,y) for all
(t, x,y) € RxR2
Similarly one can prove that U*(t, x,y) > Ug(xcosf + ysinf — cgt, x,y) for all (¢, x,y) €

R x R2. In conclusion, U (¢, x,y) > U,4(t, x,y) for all (1, x, y) € R X R2. o
Proof of Claim 2.9 Notice that
! 1
V0D o and ———— = ey,

o + 1 ion) + 1

Let 8(x) = arccose;(x). By Lemma one can get that @ < 6(x) < B for all x € R and
O(—c0) = @, O(+c0) = B. Then, e(x) = (cos 0, sin §) and

Cey _ Cp

ex(x)  sind’

Thus,
Cop . A( Cy )
——————— — Cop = SINO|Ccop— —=|.
[y (0x) + 1 sin 6

Since c,p > cg/ sinf for any 6 € (a,f) and 0 < min{sina, sinf} < sinf < 1, one only has to
prove that

C/\
Cop — _—gé > C7sech(ox), for some positive constant C; and when |x| is large. (2.35)
sin

We only consider when x < 0 and similar arguments can be applied for x > 0. Define

2(0) = —2__ for 6 € (0, 7).
sin 6

Obviously, g(6) is a C? function since c, is doubly differentiable with respect to e. By (1.7), one
has that g’(a) < 0. Since 8(x) — a as x — —oo, it then follows that

Cqy Cy
sin @ sin 6

=g (a)a - 0(x)) + o(la — H(x)|), for x negative enough. (2.36)

Moreover, by (2.1)), one has that

fa ’ € (S) Q‘V/(QS)
0 - = H ds =
(x) — @ I (s)ds = f 2(3) f o+ 1 +1

1
>— (z// (ox) + cota) > —sech(gx)
W7 + 1 W17 +
One then can conclude (2.35)) from (2.36)) for x negative enough. O
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Now, we are ready to prove Theorem [[.2]
Proof of Theorem [I.2] Let u,(z, x) be the solution of (L.I]) for # > —n with initial data

up(—n, x,y) = Ugpg(—n, x,y).
By Lemma [2.8] one can get from the comparison principle that
Uayp(t, x,y) < un(t, x,y) < U*(t, x,y), for t > —n and (x,y) € R (2.37)

Since U;ﬂ(t, X,y) is a subsolution, the sequence u,(t, x,y) is increasing in n. Letting n — +o0
and by parabolic estimates, the sequence u,(t, x,y) converges to an entire solution V(t, x,y) of

(L.1). By (2.37), one has that
Uzs(t, x,y) < V(t,x,y) < U*(t,x,y), for € R and (x,y) € R%.

Then, it follows from Lemma [2.§]| that (1.8) holds.
By U_(1, x, y) is increasing in ¢ and the maximum principle, one has that (u,),(z, x,y) > 0
for all € (—n, +o0) and (x,y) € R%. By letting n — +oo and the strong maximum principle, one

concludes that u(, x,y) > 0 for all € R and (x, y) € R?. This completes the proof. O

2.3 Proofs of Corollaries|[1.5, 1.6 and Theorem

We then give some examples to show that Theorem [I.2]is not empty, that is, Corollaries [I.5]
.61

Proof of Corollary Notice that ¢y and ¢, are uniformly bounded for 6 € [0,7]. Let
g(0) := cy/ sin@. Then,

¢y (=sinf,cosf) cycosd

80 = sin 6 sin?@
Obviously, there are constants 0 < a; < 81 < 7 such that g’(f) < 0 for 6 € (0,a;) and g’(6) > 0
0 € (B, ) since ¢, is bounded for any e € S and sinf — 0 as § — 0 or 7. One can also notice
that g(f) — +oo0 as § — 0 or § — n. By continuity, one can take any a € (0, @;) and there is

B € (B, ) such that g(a) = g(B) and g(0) < g(a) = g(B) for all 8 € (a, B).
Then, the conclusion of Corollary [I.5]follows from Theorem o

Proof of Corollary[1.6, Take two directions e; = (cos 6y, sin 6;) and e, = (cos 6,, sin 6,) where
01, 6, € (0,271). Assume without loss of generality that 8, > 6,. Rotate the coordinate by
changing variables as

X = xcosf+ ysin6,
Y = —xsinf+ ycos¥,

where 6 varies from 6, — /2 to 6; + /2. Let u(t, x, y) be the solution of (I.1)) and let v(z, X, Y) =
u(t,x,y) = u(t,Xcosfd — Ysinf, Xsinf + Y cos ). Then, v(z, X, Y) satisfies

vi—Axyv =g(X,Y,u), (t,X,Y)€RxXR?, (2.38)
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where g(X,Y,v) = f(Xcosf — Ysinf, Xsinf + Y cos 6, v). Notice that g(X, Y, v) satisfies (F1)-
(F3).

Assume without loss of generality that 8, — 6; < . Otherwise, if 6, — 8; > m, we can take
0 varying from 6, to 2n + 6,. Then, under the new coordinate, directions e; and e, become
(cos(f) + m/2 — 0),sin(0; + /2 — 6)) and (cos(6, + n/2 — 0),sin(6, + /2 — 0)) where 0 <
0 +m/2—-60<6,+n/2—-0 < nm Since sin 6 is increasing in [0, /2] and decreasing in [x/2, r],
one has that

Ce,
; is increasing from ———L-— to +oco as @ varies from 6, — /2 to 6, + /2,
sin(6; + /2 - 6) g sm(61 92+7z') p) / 1 /
and
Ce,
. is decreasing from +oo to —2— as 6 varies from 6, — /2 to 6, + /2.
sin(@, + /2 — 0) g sm(B —01) 2 / 1 /

By continuity and for any 0 < 6, — 6, < m, there is 8* such that

Ce, Ce,

sin(0; + /2 — 60°)  sin(6, + /2 — 6%)

On the other hand, by the proof of Corollary[I.5] there is 0 < @; < 7 small enough such that for
O<m-— (02 - 91) <ai, it holds
Ce1 Cez Co

= > for6, + /2 <0< 6, +n/2.
sin(0; + 1/2 —60%)  sin(6, + /2 —6*)  sin(0 — 6*) or 6, +x/ 1+ 7/

Then, it follows from Corollary [I.5]that there is an entire solution V(z, X, Y) of (2.38) satisfying
(L.10). By taking p = cos(7 — a;) — 1 and ¢y = (cos §*, sin §"), the conclusion of Corollary [I.6]
immediately follows. O

Now, we show that condition (1.7) without g’(@) < 0 and g’'(8) > 0 is necessary for the
existence of the curved front in Theorem 1.2
Proof of Theorem1.7, We first prove that

Cy Cp

(2.39)
sina sm,B

Assume by contradiction that ¢,/ sina@ # cg/ sin . Take a sequence {,},ev such that 7, — +oo.
Then, for the sequence

(cosinf —cgsina)t, (c,cosB — cpcos cx)tn)
sin(8 — a) ’ sin(e — ) ’

one has that x2 + (y, — Caply)* = +00 as n — +oco for any c,s € R since ¢,/ sina # cp/ sinp.
Notice that for any n, there are k!, k> € Z and x/, y/, € [0, L) such that x, = k!L; + x/ and
Vp = k,%Lg + y,. Moreover, up to extract subsequences of x, and y,, there are x;, € [0, L] and

(X, Yn) = (
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v, €10, L,] such that x;, — x andy, — y, asn — +oo. Since f(x,y, ) is L-periodic in (x, y), one
has f(x+ X, y+y,, 1) = f(x+x,y+y,,-)asn — +oo. Letv,(f,x,y) = V(E+1,, X+ Xu, y+y,). By
standard parabolic estimates, v,(t, x, y), up to extract of a subsequence, converges to a solution
Veolt, x,y) of

v, —Av=f(x+x,,y+y.,v), fort € Rand (x,y) € R (2.40)

By definitions of x, and y,, one can also have that
U;ﬁ(t + il X+ XY+ Y, & (7;ﬁ(t, X,Yy), as n — +oo uniformly in R X R?,
where
0;ﬁ(t, x,y) := max{U,(xcos a+ysina—c,t, x+x,,y+Y.), Usg(x cos B+y sin f—cpt, x+x,, y+Y,)}.
Moreover, by (I.8) and x2 + (y, — Capty)* = +00 as n — +oo, one gets that
vu(t, x,y) = U ;ﬂ(t, x,y) as n — +oo locally uniformly in R x R,
It implies that v (¢, x,y) = U;ﬁ(t, x,y) which is impossible since U;ﬂ(t, X,Y) is not a solution of

(2.40). Therefore, (2.39)) holds.

Then, we prove that
Cy Cp

B = T o 241
Cop sina  sinf ( )

Assume by contradiction that ¢, # ¢,/ sina. Take a sequence (t,),en such thatt, = Lynsina/c, —
+00 and consider the sequence

Ca
(X0 ) = (0, ——1,,).
Niliyes

Notice that x2 + (y, — Coply)* — +00 as n — +00 SiNCe Cop # Cof SiNQ, 1,¢,/ sina = nl, and
U;ﬁ(t + ity X+ Xy + V) = U;ﬁ(t, x,y). Then, one can make the similar arguments as above to
get a contradiction. Thus, (2.41) holds.
At last, we prove that
Co Cq Cﬁ

_<C(L/ﬁ:_:

f 0 € (a,p).
sin sina  sinf orany (@.p)

Assume by contradiction that there is 8 € (@, 8) such that ¢y/ sinf > c,s. Then, two cases may
occur: (i) cp/ sin @ > c,p; (1) cg/ SING = Cyp.
For case (i), take r = 0 and by (I.8)), for any & > 0, there is R, > 0 such that

sup ‘V(O, x,y) = U0, x,y)| < &. (2.42)

[e)>Re

We claim that
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Claim 2.10 There exist constants T € R and 6 > 0 such that
V(t,x,y) > Ug(xcosO+ ysinf — cot + 7, X,y) — Se™, fort>0and x € R%.

In order to not lengthen the proof, we postpone the proof of this claim after the proof of Theo-
rem|1.7} Take a sequences (%,),en such that 7, — +oo asn — +oo and y, = c.pt, + R where R
is a constant. Then, since U,(+o0, x,y) = 0 for all e € S and (x,y) € T?, one can take R large
enough such that

U(;’B(tn’ 0, yn) = maX{Ua(Yn sina — ¢,ty, 0, yn)’ Uﬁ(yn Sil’lﬁ — Cply, 0, yn)}
1
=max{U,(Rsina,0,y,), Ug(RsinB,0,y,)} < T

By (L.8)) and even if it means increasing R, one has that

<

1
15 for all n. (2.43)

| =

V(t,0,yn) < Uyp(tn, 0, y,) +
However, since cg/ sin @ > ¢,z and hence,
Yu SINO — cot, = (CopSING — cy)t, + Rsinf — —oco, as n — +oo,
it follows from Claim that
V(t,,0,y,) > Ug(y, sinf — cot, + 7,0,v,) = 1 asn — +oo,

which contradicts (2.43)). Case (i) is ruled out.
Now we consider case (ii). Since U (-0, x,y) = 1 and U,(+o0, x,y) = 0 for any (x,y) € T?
and e € S, there is C > 0 such that

0 < Uyé&, x,y) <o foré > Cand (x,y) € T2,

and
1 -0 < Ul x,y) < 1foré < —C and (x,y) € T?,

where o is defined in (F3). By (1.8)), there is R > 0 such that
V(t,x,y) < o, for (¢, x,y) € Qp and V(t,x,y) > 1 — o, for (£, x,y) € Qp,
where

Qp :={(t, x,y) € RxR%*x<0and xcosa + ysina — cot > ¢ R} U {(t, x,y) € R X R?;
x> 0and xcosf + ysinf — cgt > cgR},

and

Qp :={(,x,y) € R x R%; x < 0 and xcosa +ysina — c,t < —c, R} U{(t,x,y) € R x R?;
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x> 0and xcosf +ysinf — cgt < —cgR}.
By a similar proof as of Lemma[2.5] there is 0 < ¢’ < o such that
o < V(t,x,y) <1 -0, for (1,x,y) € RXR?\ (Qf U Q).
For any 7 € R, let u.(t, x,y) = Ug(xcos 0 + ysinf — cgt + 7, x,y). Let
w? = {(t,x,y) e RXR* xcos @+ ysin — cgt + T > C},
and
w; ={ x,y) € RXRZ;XCOSQ+ySin9 —cot +7 < —-C}.
Since @ < 6 < B and ¢y/ sinf = ¢,/ sina = cg/ sin B, one can easily check that
RXR*\ (0] Uw]) C Qe_yy, and R X R*\ (Qf U Q) C Wi, p-

Then, by (1.8), U.(—0, x,y) = 1 and U,(+0, x,y) = 0, there is 7| > ¢,R + C large enough such
that for any 7 > 7,

V(t,x,y) > 1 =0 > ut, x,y), forall (¢, x,y) € RXx R*\ (w! U w)),

and
ur(t,x,y) < 0’ < V(t,x,y), forall (1, x,y) € R X R*\ (Q} U Q).

Moreover, since T > 7| > ¢,R + C, one has that
V(t,x,y) > 1 =0 >0 > u.t, x,y), forall (t,x,y) € w! N Q.
Thus, it follows that
u(t,x,y) < V(t,x,y), forany > 7 and all (¢, x,y) € R x R? \ (w; U Q). (2.44)
Also notice that
u(t,x,y), V(t,x,y) > 1 — o in w; and u.(t, x,y), V(t,x,y) < o in Q5,

and f(x,y,u) is nonincreasing in u € (—o0, ] and u € [1 — o, +o0) for any (x,y) € T? by (T.2).
By following similar proof as the proof of [3, Lemma 4.2] which mainly applied the sliding
method and the linear parabolic estimates, one can get that

V(t,x,y) > u.(t, x,y), in w; and Qz.
Combined with (2.44)), one has that

V(t,x,y) > u(t, x,y), forany r > 7, and all (¢, x,y) € R x R?.
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Let
7, = inf{r € R;u.(t,x,y) < V(t,x,y) for all (t,x,y) € R x R?}.

By above arguments, one knows that 7, < +co. On the other hand, for any fixed (¢, x,y),
u(t,x,y) = Ug(xcosf + ysinf — cgt + 7,x,y) — 1 as 7 — —oo and V(t,x,y) < 1 by the
maximum principle. By the definition of 7., one also has that 7, > —co. Thus, |r,| is bounded.
If

inf(V(t, x,y) — ur,; (, x,y) € RXR*\ (w; UQR)} >0,

there is 7 > 0 such that
V(t,X,Y) = tr,_y(t, x,y), for (£, x,y) € R X R*\ (w;, UQp).
Then, one can follow above arguments again to get that
Ur,—y(t, x,¥) < V(t,x,y), for (t,x,y) € RxR?,
which contradicts the definition of .. Thus,
inf{V(t, x,y) — ur.; (, x,y) € RXR*\ (w, UQp)} = 0.
Since V(t, x,y) > o’ in RxRﬂ(w; UQg) and u; (¢, x,y) = Up(x cos O+ysin—cot+7,,x,y) — 0

as xcosf + ysinf — cyt — +oo, there is Ry > 0 and there is a sequence {(f,, X,, V) }nen 1IN
R X R?\ (w7, U Q}) such that

~C -1, < x,c0860 +y,sin6 — cot, <R, (2.45)
and

V(t,, Xu, yu) — Ug(x, cOS 0 + y, sin 0 — cot,, + Toy X, ¥,) — 0, as n — +o0, (2.46)

Notice that x, is bounded. Otherwise, if x, — —co as n — +oo, then it follows from (2.45)) and
0 < « that

. Co
X, COS @ + sin oz(yn - —t )

X, COS + y, Sina@ — C,t, - ;
sin @

. Co
X, COS @ + sin a(yn — ,—t,,)
sin 6

sin @ cos 0 ) . .
= (cos o — ,—)x,, + sin a sin 9( cos Ox, + sin by, — cgt,,)
sin
— 400, as n — +oo,

and x2 + (¥, — Caply)* — +00 as n — +oo. It implies that V(t,, X,, y,) — U p(ts Xns yn) — 1 as
n — +co which contradicts u,,(t, x,y) < 1 — 0’ in R X R* \ w;, and (2:46). Similarly, it is not
possible that x, — 4+oc0 as n — +oo. Thus, there is x, € R such that x, — x. asn — +oo. Let
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w(t, x,y) = V(t,x,y) — u.,(t, x,y). Then, by (2.46), w(t,, x,,y,) — 0 as n — +oo. Consider the
point (¢, — 1, x, — R’,y, — ¢/ sin 0 + R’ cos 8/ sin 6) for some constant R’. Notice that by (2.43)),

(x, —R')cos O+ (y, — cy/ sinf + R’ cos 8/ sinB) sin O — cy(t,, — 1) € [-C — 7., Ry], for any n,
and
(x, —R")cosa + (y, — cy/ sin@ + R' cos 0/ sinf) sina — c,(t, — 1) = +co0, as R" — +oo,
for any n. By taking R’ large enough, one can let
V(t,—1,x,—R',y,—cyg+ R cos@/sin6) > 1 — ¢, for any n.

Then, by noticing that (¢, — 1, x, — R, y, — ¢o + R cos 8/ sin 0) satisfies (2.45)) and hence u. (1, —
I,x, —R,y, — cog+ Rcosf/sinf) < 1 — o’, one has that

w(t, —1,x, —R,y, — cg + Rcos 8/ sinf) > 0. (2.47)
However, since V(t, x,y) and u.,(t, x, y) are solutions of (I.I)), we have that w(z, x, y) satisfies
w; — Aw > —b(x, y)w, for (1, x,y) € R x R?,
where b(x,y) is bounded. By the linear parabolic estimates, one can get that
w(t,—1,x, —R,y, —co+ Rcos8/sinf) — 0, asn — +oo,

which contradicts (2.47). Therefore, case (ii) is ruled out.
In conclusion, ¢,/ sin @ < c,p for any 6 € (a, ). O

We finish this section by proving Claim [2.10
Proof of Claim 2.10} Take § > 0 such that

(oa
5 < mi {—,/l},
min 2

where o and A are defined in (F3). Since Uy(—o0, x,y) = 1 and Uy(+oo, x, y) = 0 for (x,y) € T?,
there is C > 0 such that

0 < Ug(&, x,y) <6, for &£ > C and (x,y) € T?
1-6<Udéxy) <1, foré<—Cand(x,y) €T

From Lemma [2.5] there is k > 0 such that —0;Uq(&, x,y) > k for —-C < £ < C and (x,y) € T%
Take w > 0 such that
kw>0+M, (2.48)

where M = max,  yerxr | fu(x, y, w)l. It follows from (2.42) and the definition of U, that there
is Rs > 0 such that
V(@0,x,y) > 1-0, for (x,y) € Q
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where
Q:={x<0,yeR;xcosa+ysina < -Rs}U{x >0,y € R;xcosf + ysinf8 < —R;}.

Define
VI (t,x,y) = Ug(€ (1, x,¥), x,y) — 6”7,
where
E(t,x,y) = xcos O + ysinf — cot — we™ + w + Rs + C,

and R; = Ry sin#max{1/ sin e, 1/ sin8}. We prove that v_(z, x, y) is a subsolution of the problem
satisfied by V(¢, x,y) for t > 0 and (x,y) € R2.
Firstly, we check the initial data. Since @ < 6 < 3, one has that

{(x,y) e R%&7(0,x,y) < C} C Q.

Then,
v (0,x,5) <1 -6 < V(0, x,y), for (x,y) € R? such that £0, x,y) < C.

For (x,y) € R? such that &(0, x,y) > C, one has that
v (0,x,y)<d6-0=0<V(O,ux,y).

Thus, v=(0, x, y) < V(0, x, y) for all (x,y) € R
We then check that

Nv:=v, —Av" — f(x,y,v") <0, fort > 0 and (x,y) € R?.
By some computation and (2.2)), one has that
Nv = wde™0:Uq + 6°¢™" + f(x,y, Ug) — f(x,y,V"). (2.49)

Fort > 0 and (x,y) € R? such that &(t,x,y) = C, one has that 0 < Uy(é(t, x,y),x,y) < 6 and
hence v (¢, x,y) < 26 < o. Thus, by (L.2), it follows that

fx,y,Up) = f(x,y,v)) < =26 (2.50)
Since 9;Uy < 0, it follows from (2.49) and (2.50) that
Nv < 6%¢™ — 26e™ < 0.

Similarly, one can prove that Nv < 0 for > 0 and (x,y) € R? such that &(¢, x,y) < —C. Finally,
for t > 0 and (x,y) € R? such that —C < &(¢, x,y) < C, one has that —0:Ug(é(1, x,y), x,y) > k
and

f(x,y,Ug) — f(x,y,v") < Mée™, (2.51)

where M = max . erexr | fu(x, y, w)l. Then, it follows from (2.48), (2.49) and (2.51) that
Nv < —kwée™ + 6% + Mse™ < 0.

By the comparison principle, one gets that
V(t,x,y) > v (t,x,y), fort > 0and x € R%.
Then, the conclusion of Claim follows immediately. O
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3 Uniqueness and stability of the curved front

This section is devoted to the proofs of uniqueness and stability of the curved front in Theo-
rem[1.2] that is, Theorems[I.8]and [1.9]

3.1 Proof of Theorem

The idea of the proof of the uniqueness is inspired by Berestycki and Hamel [3] who proved
that for any two almost-planar fronts u,(, x,y) and u,(t, x,y), there is T € R such that either
ui(t+7T,x,y) > uy(t,x,y)orui(t + T, x,y) = us(t, x, ).

Proof of Theorem [I.8, Assume that there is another curved front V*(z, x,y) satisfying (I.8).
By (1.§), there is R > 0 large enough such that

V(t, x,y), V(t,x,y) < o for (¢, x,y) € 0" and V(1,x,y), V*(t,x,y) 2 1 — o for (¢, x,y) € w™,
where o is defined in (F3),

w! ={t x,y) € RxR? x < Oand xcosa + ysina — c,t > co R} U {(t, x,y) € R x R?;
x> 0and xcosfB + ysinf — cgt > cgR},

and

w, :={(t,x,y) e RxR*x <0and xcosa + ysina — c,t < —c,R} U {(t,x,y) € R x R?;
x> 0and xcosf + ysinf — cgt < —cgR}.

Since ¢,/ sina = cg/ sin 3, one knows that w;” and w; are connected. By a similar proof as of
Lemma 2.5] there is 0 < 0" < o such that

o <V(t,xy), Vit,xy) <1-0, inRxR*\ (0f Uw)).
Then, by taking 7 large enough, one has
Vit -1,xy) <0’ <V(t,xy), for (t,x,y) € RXR?\ (wf Uw)),
and
Vit,x,y) > 1 -0’ > V(t—1,x,y),for (t,x,y) e RxR*\ (0", Uw;,),

It means that

Vi(t—1,xy) < V(t,x,y), nRXR?\ (w/,Uw)).

Since f(x,y, u) is nonincreasing in u € (—oco, o] and u € [1 — o, +o0) for (x,y) € T? and by the
same line of the proof of [3, Lemma 4.2], one can get that

Vit —1,x,y) < V(tx,Yy), forall (¢, x,y) € w,_. and (¢, x,y) € w;.
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and hence,
Vi(t-1,x,y) < V(¢ x,), for all (t,x,y) € R x R? and 7 large enough.
Now, we decrease T and let
7, = inf{r e R; V*(t — 7, x,y) < V(1,x,y), for (¢, x,y) € R x R?}.
Since both V(z, x,y) and V*(z, x, y) satisfy (1.8), one knows that 7, > 0. Assume that 7, > 0. If
inf{V(t,x,y) = V*(t — 1., x,¥); (1, X,y) € RXR* \ (0], Uw))} > 0,
then there is 7 > 0 such that

Vit = (1. — ), x,y) < V(t,x,y), for (1, x,y) e RXR*\ (", Uwy)).

=Ty
By applying above arguments again, one can get that
Vit - (1. — 1), x,y) < V(¢ x,), for (¢, x,y) € RxR?,
which contradicts the definition of 7.. Thus,

inf{V(t, x,y) = V*(t — 7., x,y); (t, x,y) € R X R? \(w . Uw,)} =0,

=Ty
and there is a sequence {(¢,, X,;, Y»)}zen Such that
V(tn’ xn,yn) - V*(tn — Ty Xps yn) - O, asn — +oo.

Then, by following similar arguments as Step 3 of the proof of Lemma [2.8] one can get a
contradiction. Thus, 7, = 0.
Therefore,
V(t,x,y) > V(t, x,y), forall (t,x,y) € R x R?.

The same arguments can be applied by changing positions of V(z, x,y) and V*(z, x, y), and then,
we can get that
Vi(t, x,y) > V(t, x,y), forall (,x,y) € R x R

In conclusion, V*(¢, x,y) = V(¢, x, ). O

3.2 Stability of the curved front

Take any 0 < @ < 8 < 7 such that Theorem [[.2] holds. Since g’(@) < 0, one can take a; € (0, @)

such that
Coy Cqy
>

sinf sina

, for 8 € [a;, a].
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Similar as Lemma [2.2] there is a smooth function ¢;(x) with y = —xcota and y = —xcote,
being its asymptotic lines and there are positive constant k3, k4 and K, such that

¢ (x) <0, for all x € R,

—cota > ¢|(x) > —cotay, for all x € R,

kisech(x) < —cota — ¢} (x) < Kysech(x), for x < 0, 3.1)
kasech(x) < ¢}(x) + cota; < Kysech(x), for x > 0,

max(|¢] (X, l]"(0)]) < Kysech(x), for all x € R.

Take a constant o which will be determined later. For every point (x,y) on the curve y =
¢1(ox)/o, there is a unit normal

¢} (0x) 1
Vo +1 \Jelon +1

e(x) = (e1(x), e2(x)) = ( =

For (x,y) € R? and ¢ € R, take a constant & and we define

Ui (t,x,y) = Uy (§(t, x, ), x,y) + &sech(ox),

where

- Caﬁl - QDI(QX)/Q

\erlox) +1

Lemma 3.1 There exist €y and o(gy) such that for any 0 < € < gy and 0 < o < 0(&y), the
function U7 (t, x,y) is a subsolution of (I.1). Moreover, it satisfies

£t x,y) = ?

lim sup |U1‘(t, x,y) — Uy(xcosa + ysina — c,t, x, y)‘ < 2g, (3.2)

R—+00 . 'p

and
Ui(t,x,y) < Uy(xcosa + ysina — cut, x,y), forall t € R and (x,y) € R%. (3.3)

Proof. Assume that o
& < —,
=7

where o > 0 is defined in (F3). More restrictions on g, will be given later. It follows from
similar computation as Step 1 of the proof of Lemma[2.8]that

NUT =(U)); = AU = f(x,y, U7)
=0eUeg — 0cU e<x>(§i + ﬁj) =2V, y0:Ueiy - (€ §y) = AxyUe) = 0cUenf
= Uy - €(X) - €'(x) = Uy, - €7(x) = 20: Uy - €(0E = 20U, - €'(x)
— go’sech”(0x) — f(x,y, Uy)
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=(Cen) = §;)65Ue(x) - afoe(x)(§i * é:i - - 26“"65 Ue(x)(§x —ea) - 65 Ue(x)ixx
— Uy € (%) - €'(x) = Ugyy - €7(%) = 20:Uy - €/ ()€ = 20Uy, - €'(x)
— go’sech” (ox) + f(x, ¥, Uu) — f(x,y, U7),

where Ue(x)» 3§Ue(x), 6§§Ue(x)» Vx,yane(x)’ Ax,yUe(x)’ U’ e (x)e(x),U. e’ (x), 8§U’(e(x))-e'(x),

e(x) e(x)
axU;(x) - €'(x) are taking values at (£(, x,y), x,y) and U7, ft, &, € are taking values at (¢, x, ).
=t =x =y

Similar as (2.18), (2.19) in the proof of Lemma[2.§] there are Cs > 0 and Cs > 0 such that

|6§§Ue(x)(§;25 + 'fyZ - l)l + 2|axa.§Ue(x)(§x - el()C))l + |6§Ue(x)§xx| < C5QS€Ch(QX), (34)
and

| U/I

e(x

)€ (X)) + Uy, - € (0] + 210Uy - € (0)E] + 210Uy, - € (x)] < Csosech(ox). (3.5)

e(x
By a similar proof as of Claim[2.9] we can easily get that
Ce(x) - §t > (0, for x € R.

and there is C; > 0 such that

Cap

Ce(x) — é:t =Co(y) - T /——
Ve ox) + 1

Since ¢} (x)(0x) — —cotay, e(x) — (cosay,sina;) as x — +oo and ¢,,/sina; > ¢,/ sina,
there is a constant ¢ > 0 such that

> C;sech(ox) > 0, for x being negative enough.

Ca,ﬂ

Cew) =&, = Cot) = ———
\JeHox) +1

For x < 0, one can make similar arguments as in the proof of Lemma [2.8|to get that NU| <

0. For x > 0, one can get from (3.4), (3.5), and Lemma [2.1] that

NU| <c0:U,») + (Cs + Ce)osech(ox) + 2&0%sech(px) + F,y, Uery) = f(x, 3, U7).  (3.7)

>c¢ >0, forall x > 0. (3.6)

For (¢, x,y) € R X R? such that £(, x,y) > C and £(¢, x,y) < —C where C is defined by (2.22), it
follows from (F3) and ¢ < &) < /2 that -

F,y, Uny) — f(x,y,Uy) < —Aesech(ox).

Since 9,U, < 0, one has that
NU7 < ((Cs + Co)o + 280 — Ae)sech(ox) <0,
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by taking o(€) > 0 small enough such that
(Cs + Co)o + 280* — e < 0, (3.8)

and 0 < o < o(g). Finally, for (¢, x,y) € R x R? such that —C < &(¢, x,y) < C, there is k > 0 such
that
—0:U (¢, x,y) > kforalle € S.

Notice that
fx,y, Ugw) — f(x,y, UT) < Mesech(ox),
where M := maxX . erexr | fu(%, y, w)|. Thus, it follows from (3.7) and (3.8) that

NU; < —ke + ((Cs + Co)o + 280" + Me)sech(ox) < —ke + (1 + M)esech(ox) <0,

by taking £y = min{o /2, kc/(1+ M)} and 0 < & < &y.

By similar arguments as in Step 2 of the proof of Lemma [2.8] one gets that (3.2) holds.
The inequality (3.3)) can be gotten by comparing U (¢, x, y) with Uy(xcos a + ysina — ¢y, x,y)
through similar arguments as in Step 3 of the proof of Lemma[2.8] This completes the proof. O

Similarly, since g’(8) > 0, one can take 8, € (8, ) such that

C
P 5 forall6 e (B,B].
sinf  sin@

Similar as Lemma [2.2] there is a smooth function ¢,(x) with y = —xcotB and y = —xcotf3
being its asymptotic lines and there are positive constant ks, ks and K5 such that

05 (x) <0, for all x € R,

—cotf; < yYi(x) > —cotp, for all x € R,

kssech(x) < —cotf; — ¢,(x) < Kssech(x), for x <0, 3.9)
kssech(x) < ¢5(x) + cot§ < Kssech(x), for x > 0,

max(|¢5 (x), |5’ (x0)]) < Kssech(x), for all x € R.

Take a constant o which will be determined later. For every point (x,y) on the curve y =
©2(0x)/0, there is a unit normal

¢5(0x) 1
VR0 +1 \JeRen +1

For (x,y) € R? and ¢ € R, take a constant & and we define

e(x) = (e1(x), ex(x)) = (-

U, (1, x,y) = Uen)(&(t, X, ), x, y) + &sech(ox),

where
— Capt — p2(0x)/0

\Je5 (0x) + 1

Similar as Lemma (3.1} we can prove the following lemma.

£t x,y) = ?
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Lemma 3.2 There exist &y and o(gy) such that for any 0 < € < g and 0 < o < o(&y), the
function U (t, x,y) is a subsolution of (LI).. Moreover, it satisfies

lim sup
R—+00 o p

U, (t,x,y) — Ug(xcos B+ ysinf — cpt, x,y)| < 2&,

and
U; (t,x,y) < Ug(xcos B+ ysinf — cst, x,y), forall t € R and (x,y) € R

Then, we need the following sub and supersolutions for the Cauchy problems of (I.T)).

Lemma 3.3 For any function u(t, x,y) € C'*(RxXR?), if it is a subsolution of (I.1)) for (¢, x,y) €
R x R? with u, > 0 and for any 0 < o < 1/2 there is a positive constant k such that

u; > k, for (t,x,y) € R x R? such that oy < u(t, x,y) <1 -0, (3.10)

then for any O < 6 < 0 /2 where o is defined in (F3), there exist positive constants w and A such
that
u(t, x,y) = u(t + wée™ — wé, x,y) — e,

is a subsolution of (I1)) fort > 0 and (x,y) € R?. Similarly, if u(t, x,y) is a smooth supersolution
satisfying (3.10), then for any 0 < § < o7 /2, there exist positive constants w and A such that

u(t, x,y) = u(t — wde™ + w6, x,y) + 6

is a supersolution of (1)) fort > 0 and (x,y) € R

Proof. We only prove for the subsolution. Similar arguments can be applied for the superso-
lution. Take any 0 < 6 < o0/2 where o is defined in (F3). Let k > 0 such that 4, > k for
(t,x,y) € RxR?such that o < u < 1 — 0/2. Take w > 0 such that

A+ M
kw > ,
A

where A is defined in (F3) and M := max,, ,eroxr | fu(X, y, 1)].
We then check that

Nu :=u, — Acyu— f(x,y,u) <0, forr>0and (x,y) € R%.
By computation, one can get that

Nu = —wdde "u, + 6Ae™ + f(x,y, u(t + wée™ — wé, x,y)) — f(x,y, u).

For ¢t > 0 and (x,y) € R? such that 1 — /2 < u(t + wde™, x,y) < 1 and 0 < u(t + wde™, x,y) <
o /2 respectively, one has that u(, x,y) > 1 — o and u(t, x,y) < o respectively. Then, by (1.2),
it follows that

F(x,y, u(t + wde™ — wé, x,y)) — f(x,y,u) < —Ase™™.
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Thus, by u, > 0, we have
Nu < 8de™ = A6e™" < 0.

For t > 0 and (x,y) € R? such that § < u(t + wde ", x,y) < 1 — /2, one has that

Nu < —kwdde™ + 6de™ + Mée™ <0,

by the definition of w.
This completes the proof. O

Now, we are ready to prove the stability of the curved front of Theorem (1.2
Proof of Theorem Let

U(t, x,y) = max{U; (t + wde™ — wé, x,y) — de™, U; (t + wde™ — w8, x,y) — de™},

and
U(t,x,y) = U (t — wée™ + wd, x,y) + e,

where w, § and A are defined in Lemma [3.3]
By (I.TTJ), there is Rs > O such that

Up0,x,y) =6 < up(x,y) < U0, x,y) + 6, for X2 +y* > R3.
Then, it follows from Lemma Lemma [3.1]and Lemma[3.2] that
U(0, x,y) < up(x,y) < U(0, x,), for x*> +y* > R:.
By the definition of ¥(x), one has that y/(0) > 0. Thus,

y —y¥(ox)/o
VU2 (ox) + 1

which implies U, (£(0, x,y), x,y) = 1 as o — 0 for x* + y* < RZ. By taking ¢ small enough,
one can make that

&0, x,y) = — —coas 0 — 0 for x> + y* < R,

up(x,y) < 1 < U0, x,y) +6 = U, x, ), for x> +y* < R:.
Similarly, since ¢;(0) < 0 and ¢,(0) < 0, one can make that
up(x,y) = 0 > U(0, x,y), for x* +y* < R2,

by taking o small enough. Notice that by taking o small enough, ¢ can be arbitrary small. Thus,
we have that

U(0,x,y) < up(x,y) < U(0, x,y), for all (x,y) € R?.
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On the other hand, by Lemma one knows that U; (¢, x,y), U, (t,x,y) and U*(z, x, ) satisfy
(3.10). By Lemma|[3.3]and the comparison principle, one can get that

U(t, x,y) < u(t,x,y) < U(t, x,y), for t > 0 and (x,y) € R

Take a sequence t, = Lyn/c,s where L, is the period of y. Then, 7, — +co0 as n — +oco. By
parabolic estimates, the sequence u,(t, x,y) := u(t + t,, x,y + Lyn) converges, locally uniformly
in R x R?, to a solution u«(t, x,y) of (ILI). Since U; (¢ + t,,x,y + Lyn) = U (1, x,y), U, (1 +
t, X,y + Lon) = U5 (t,x,y) and U™ (t + 1, x,y + Lyn) = U*(t, x,y), one has that

max{U; (t + wde """ —wé, x,y) — e~ U3 (t + wde ™ — wé, x,y) — de~ 1) o
< uy(t, x,y) < UF(t — wde™ 0 4w, x, y) + se 4+ .
and by passing n — +00, u. (7, x, y) satisfies

max{U7 (t — wé, x,y), U5 (t — w6, x,y)} < us(t, x,y) < UF(t + w6, x,y), for (¢, x,y) € R X R2.

Let Uy, (t, x,y) = max{U; (¢, x,y), U (t, x,y)}. Then, by Lemmas and similar arguments
as Step 2 of the proof of Lemma[2.8] one can get that

lim sup
R X2+ (y—ca pt)*>>R?

Upat, %,3) = Ugglt, x,y)| < 22 (3.12)

By Lemma [2.8] (3.12) and 6, & can be taken arbitrary small, we have that

lim SUp  [Ueo(t, X, y) = Upy(t, x, y)‘ =0,

Roeo xX2+(y—capt)>>R?

By uniqueness of the curved front, we have u.(t,x,y) = V(t,x,y). Thus, for any € > 0, it
follows from (I.8), (3.T1), (3.12), Lemma 2.8 and taking ¢ small enough that there is 7, > 0
large enough such that

lu(ty, x,y) — V(ty, x,y)| < &, forall (x,y) € R2.

On the other hand, by V; > 0 and a similar proof as of Lemma one knows that V(z, x,y)
satisfies (3.10). By Lemma [3.3] again and the comparison principle, one gets that

Y 4 we, x,y) + e,

V(ty + t + wee™ — we, x,y) —ge™ <u(ty +t,x,y) < V(ty — wee™
for ¢ > 0 and (x,y) € R?. Then, since & can be arbitrary small, one finally has that
u(t, x,y) = V(t,x,y), as t = +oo uniformly in R x R2.

This completes the proof. O

39



4 A curved front with varying interfaces

In this section, we construct a curved front with varying interfaces. It behaves as three pulsating
fronts as + — —oo and as two pulsating fronts as + — +co. We can not apply the idea of Hamel
[16] by considering a Neumann boundary problem in the half plane x < 0 since our problem is
not orthogonal symmetric with respect to y-axis in general.

Let @, 8 and 6 satisfy Theorem [I.10] We will need the following properties.

Lemma 4.1 It holds that

Cc,S8In@ —cogsina ¢, cosf — cycos a

) = (c1,02),

Cat€at = ( sin@—a)  sin(a—6)

and ) )
_(cpsin® —cysinf cgcost — cypcosfB
W=\ sin@—-p) ° sinB-6)

with ¢y > 0 and ¢, < 0. Moreover,

)1: (C1,C2),

c c c
LA = - = Coy > AN , for any 0, € (a, ),
€q0 - (COSa,sin@) e, - (cos B, sinb) €q0 - (cos6;,sinb,)
and
c c c
b 0 Cpo > & , for any 6, € (6, ).

epg - (cos B3, sin B) - epg - (cos 6, sin ) - epg - (Cos 0,,81n 6,)

Proof. Assume by contradiction that c,ee.9 # (c1, ). Take a sequence {t,},cx such that ¢, —
+00. Then, for the sequence

(xn’yn) = (Cla Cz)trh

one has that ((X,, ») — Cag€agls)*> — +00 as n — +00 since cppeas # (c1,¢2). Notice that for
any n, there are k!, k2 € Z and x/, y, € [0, L,) such that x, = kL, + x/ and y, = k2L, + y/,.
Moreover, up to extract subsequences of x, and y,, there are x, € [0,L,] and y, € [0, L,]
such that x, — x, and y, — y, as n — +oco. Since f(x,y,-) is L-periodic in (x,y), one has
Jx+x,y+ Y0 ) = f(x+x,y+Yy,,-)asn — +oo. Let v, (¢, x,y) = Vog(t + 1, X+ X, y + y,,). By
standard parabolic estimates, v,(Z, x,y), up to extract of a subsequence, converges to a solution
Veolt, X, y) of

v, —Av=f(x+x,,y+y.,v), fort € Rand (x,y) € R 4.1)

By definitions of x,, y,, ¢; and c¢;, one can also have that
U o(t+ o, X + X,y + ¥,) = Uqy(t, x,¥), as n — +oo uniformly in R x R?,
where

U;H(I, x,y) := max{U,(xcos a+ysina—cyt, x+x.,y+Vy.), Ug(x cos O+ysin O—cyt, x+x., y+y.)}.

40



Moreover, since V,4(t, x, y) satisfies

lim sup Vao(t, x,y) — U2, x,y)| = 0,

R0 (e y)=ceyeytean)?>R2
one then gets that
vu(t, x,y) — U;,,(t, x,y) as n — +oo locally uniformly in R2.

In implies that v (¢, x,y) = U;G(I, x,y) which is impossible since U;O(t, X,Y) is not a solution of
(.1). Thus, cepeq0 = (c1, ¢2). Similarly, one can prove that cgegy = (¢4, €2).

The signs of ¢; and ¢; can be easily gotten from the facts @ < 8 < S and ¢,/sina =
cg/ sinf3 > cy/ sin 6.

By rotating the coordinate such that e,y being the y-axis, then the speed of the pulsating
front Uy, (xcos 8; + ysin 6, — ¢y t, x,y) in direction e,y can be denoted by

Cgl

eq0 - (cos@y,sinb;)’
By Theorem|l.7}, one has that

Ca Co Co,

Cq0 and Cap, forany 6, € (a, 0).

= = <
eq9 - (COSa,sina@) e, - (cosO,sinb) €q9 - (cosO;,sind;)
This completes the proof. O

Let ¢,(x) be a smooth function such that there exist a; < 0 < b; such that

¢1(x) = —xcota, for x < ay, ¢ (x) = —xcotd, for x > by and ¢} (x) > 0 for x € (a;, by).
Let ¢,(x) be a smooth function such that there exist a, < 0 < b, such that

@2(x) = —xcotf, for x < ay, p2(x) = —xcotf, for x > b, and ¢5 (x) > 0 for x € (ay, by).

Let
Wi(t, x) = ¢1(x — c1t) + psech(x — ct) + psech(x — ¢11),

and
Wo(t, x) = @p(x — ¢1t) + psech(x — ¢;t) + psech(x — ¢41).

By ¢; > 0, ¢; < 0 and making |a,|, |az|, by, b, large enough and p small enough, one can let
(Y1) > O for t negative enough and x < (c; + ¢1)t/2 and (), > 0O for ¢ negative enough and
x> (cy + ¢)t/2. Let

Wit x), for x < (c; + ¢1)t/2,

W, x) = { Un(t, x), for x > (¢ + ¢1)t/2. 42
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Take a constant o to be determined. For every point on the curve y = (ot, ox), there is a
unit normal

(1)x(ot, 0x) 1 ] |
Vu2eno0) + 1 )2t ox) + 1

For every point on the curve y = ¢, (ot, 0x), there is a unit normal

_ (2)(ot, 0x) 1
n(t’ x) e s .
VW)X ot,0x) + 1 \(¥2)Xot, 0x) + 1

Take & > 0 to be determined. For ¢ € R and (x,y) € R?, define

e(t,x) = (ey(t, x), ex(t, x)) = (_

Ue.y (€1(2, x,9), x,y) + esech(o(x — ¢11)) + esech(o(x — &;1)), for x < %t,

U*(t, x,y) == . i
Uiy (£2(1, %, y), X, y) + gsech(o(x — ¢11)) + esech(o(x — é11)), for x > =51,

where

— oot — Y1 (ot,0x)/0 and &5(1. x,y) = y — ot — Y (ot, Qx)/@-
V@)t 0x) + 1 V@W2)(ot,0x) + 1

By the definition of ¥, ¥, ¢y, ¢2, ¢; and ¢,, one can easily check that around x = (¢; + ¢1)t/2,

é:l(l’x,y) = Y

Uetr.x) (618, X, ), x,y) = Ug(x cos 0 + ysin 0 — cot, x, ) = Uy (£2(, X, ), X, ¥),
for ¢ negative enough. Thus, U *(t, x,y) is smooth for ¢ negative enough and (x, y) € R.

Lemma 41:2 There exist &y and o(&y) such that for any 0 < € < g and 0 < o < o(&y), the
function U*(t, x,y) is a supersolution of (L.1) for t negative enough. Moreover, it satisfies

lim sup [U*(t, x,9) = Upy(t, x,)| < 2, (4.3)

R—+oo x<0,((x,y)—Capeant)?>R>

lim sup |U* (2, x,y) = Ugg(t, x,y)| < 28, (4.4)

R—oo x>0,((x,y)—cpoepor)*>>R>

and

ﬁ*(t, x,y) = max{U,(xcosa + ysina — cyt, X, y), Ug(xcos 6 + ysin 6 — cet, x,y),

Ug(xcosfB + ysinB — cgt, x,y)}, for t negative enough and (x,y) € R*.
4.5)

Proof. We only prove for the part x < (¢, + ¢,)t/2. Take 0 < &y < 0-/2 and more restrictions on
go will be given later. Change variables X = x — ¢;f and Y = y — ¢,t. Then,

Ui(t, X) := ¢1(X) + psech(X) + psech(X + (¢; — ¢1)1),
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and
(W1)x(ot, 0X) 1

J@ieneX) + 1 JwnieneX) + 1
where (i1)y is taking values at (of, 0X). One can compute that

e(t,X) = (e1(1, X), ex(t, X)) = | -

9

Wr)i(8, X) =(c1 — ¢psech(X + (1 — ¢1)p),
W)x(t, X) =¢1(X) + sech’(X) + sech’(X + o(c1 - ¢1)1),
WD)ix(t, X) =(c; — eépsech’(X + (¢ — &),
W1)xx(t, X) =] (X) + sech”(X) + sech”(X + (c; = ¢1)1),
W)xxx(t, X) =¢]"(X) + sech”’ (X) + sech”’ (X + (¢; — &)1).

TR+ D (@ + 1
ex :(_ oW 1)xx _g(wl)x(xpl)xx)
WX+ D3 (Wi+ D7

e :( oW )ix oW )x(Wi)ix )

and

:(_ O (W) xxx +3Qz(l/’1)x(l//1)§x B 0 W)y _Qz(%)x(lﬂl)xxx+392(l//1);2((lﬂ1)§(x)
@2+ (@A +DF T (@)i+1D7 ()i + 1) ()% + 1)3

where (Y1)x, W1)xx, WW1)xxx, (W1):x are taking values at (of, 0X) in ¢, ex, exx. Let
ﬁ*(r, X,Y)=Uyux) &6, X, Y), X + 11, Y + cat) + esech(oX) + esech(oX — o(c) — ¢))1),

where
Y —(ot,0X)/0

(6, X,Y) = .
1 J@HenoX) + 1

We need to verify that
NU" := l7t+ - AX,YGJr — clﬁ; — czﬁ; —fX +cit,Y +ert,UY) > 0,
for ¢ negative enough and (x, y) € R%. By (2.2)) and after some computation, one can get that

NU* 20U x0(€1)s = c1(ED)x = c2(EDy + Curo) + Uyix) e —Uyxyexex — Uy x - exx
=20:U}, %) - ex(ED)x — 20xU x - ex = Oee Uiy (€1 )y + €Dy — 1)
- 25§3XUe(t,X)((fl)X —e(t,X)) — zagayUe(t,X)((fl)Y —ex(t, X)) — agUe(t,X)fxx
—c U x) - ex — go’sech” (0X) — go*sech”(0X — o(ci — &1)t) — c1g0sech’(0X)
— 180" (0X — o(c1 — &0 + fFX + e1t, Y + eat, Uuxy) — fX + a1t Y + o1, UY),
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where ane(t,X)’ afoe(t,X)a VX,Yane(t,X)’ U é(,,X) e, U éz,’x) ~ex -ex, U ;(I,X) - €xx, agU ;(,,X) ey,

OxU.,y, - ex» Uy - ex Uaux are taking values at (£,(¢, X, ), X, ¥) and U*, (&), (£)x. (€)y
are taking values at (¢, X, Y). Similar as those formulas of (2.16)), one can also compute that

oW)x(W)ix W),
&) =— & - i
Wi +1 \/m
(fl)X — _Q(wl)X(wl)XX - (',l’])x
(W3 + 1?2 oy +1
1
&y = —/—,
V@R +1 (4.6)
(EDxx = _Qz(lM)iX * Qz(lr/’l)X(‘/’l)XXfl N 392(%)?((1//1)?0(& N o((W)x = DO )xx

W)y + 1 (@)% + 1) (W) + 1)3

oW DxW1)xx\2 .» oW )x(W1)xx Wix
e KR

(W) +1)2 (W)} + 1)3) [z +1

where (Y1)x, (W1): W1)xx, (¥1)ix are taking values at (of,0X). By Lemma 2.1} Lemma [2.4]
Lemma boundedness of ||U,||, [|U/ |, 10U, ||, 110.U.|| and above formulas, there are constants

Cg > 0 and Cg > 0 such that

1022 Ueiry(ED + €17 = DI + 20050 Ueirxy ((E1)x — €1(2, X)] + 10 Ueirxy (€D xx]
< Cgo(sech(oX) + sech(oX — o(c; — &))1)),

€y + @y —1=|( &|.

and

|Ué(t’X) ey + |U;Ez,X) -ex - ex| + |Ué(t,x) -exx| + 2|a§Ué(t,X) ~ex(&Dx| + 2|axU;(;’X) - ex|
+¢1|lUy x, - ex| < Coo(sech(oX) + sech(oX — o(c; — ¢1)1)),

Therefore, it follows that

NU* >0:Uo1x)((61)r — c1(€D)x — c2(ED)y + Cerxy) — (Cg + Co)o(sech(oX)
+ osech(oX + o(c; — ¢1)) — (1 + C])SQZ(SCCh(QX) + osech(oX + o(cy — ¢1)t))
+ f(X +c1t, Y + cot, Ue(,,x)) - f(X +c 11, Y + cot, ﬁ+)

‘We claim that

Claim 4.3 There exist positive constants Cyy and Cy, such that

c1(EDx + c2(EDy — (€1)r — Cerx) = —Cro0(sech(oX) + sech(oX + o(c — ¢)n)I&|
— Ciposech(oX + o(c; — ¢1)t)) + Cyi(sech(oX) + sech(oX + o(c; — ¢1)1)).
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In order to not lengthen the proof, we postpone the proof of Claim [4.3] after the proof of this
lemma.

For &,(t,X,Y) > C and &,(¢, X, Y) < —C where C is defined by (2.22), it follows from (1.2)
that

fX+cat,Y +ct,Uyy) — f(X +c1t, Y + cat, 5+) > Ae(sech(ox) + sech(ox + o(cy — ¢t)))
Then, by 0;:U,. < 0, Lemma 2.4 and Claim 4.3} it follows that

ij+ > — Blcl()Q(SCCh(QX) + SeCh(QX + Q(Cl - 6‘1)1‘)) - Bzcl()QSCCh(QX + Q(Cl - 6’1)Z))
— ((Cg + Cy)o+ (1 + C1)8Q2)(SeCh(QX) + osech(oX + o(c; — ¢1)t))
+ Ae(sech(oX) + sech(oX + o(c; — ¢1))) = 0

where By = sup,. |0:U. €|~ and B, = sup,. [|0:U.[|1~, by taking 0 < o < o(g) where p(¢) is
small enough such that

— B Ci00 - B:Cioo = ((Cs + Codo + (1 + c1)eg’) + A2 > 0, forall0 < 9 < o(e).  (4.7)

For —C < &,(t, x,y) < C, there is k > 0 such that —0:U. . (&1(2, x,y), x,y) > k. Then, it follows
from Claim [4.3] that
NU* >kC 1 (sech(oX) + sech(oX + o(c; — ¢1)t)) — B1Cipo(sech(oX) + sech(oX + o(cy — ¢1)1))
— B,Ciggsech(oX + olc; — &1)1)) = ((Cs + Colo + (1 + ¢1)z0? )(sech(oX)
+ osech(oX + o(c; — ¢1)t)) — Me(sech(oX) + sech(oX + o(c; — ¢1))) = 0
where M = max,, yer2xr | fu(x, y, w)l, by @.7), taking 0 < £ < &9 and &y = max{o/2,kC; /(A +
M)}.

By the comparison principle, U*(t, x, y) is a supersolution of (I.1).
By the definition of ¥ (x), ¥»(x) and Lemma.1} one has that

E1(t,X,Y) » Xcosa+ Ysina = xcosa + ysina — ¢ t as X — —oo,
and
E1(t,X,Y) = XcosO+ Ysinf = xcosf + ysinf — cyt as X — +o0o.

Then, by similar arguments as in Step 2 of the proof of Lemma [2.8] one can get (4.3)) and (4.4).
The inequality can be gotten by comparing U*(t, x, y) with U,(xcos @ +ysina — ¢y, X, y),
Ug(xcosB +ysinf — cpt, x,y), Ug(xcos 8 + ysinf — cyt, x,y) respectively for ¢ negative enough
through similar arguments as in Step 3 of the proof of Lemma[2.8] This completes the proof. O

We then prove Claim
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Proof of Claim[4.3] From (4.6), one has that

oW )x(W)xx Wi)x 1
c1(&)x + &)y — (&) — Corxy = —é: —Ci +
(@5 + 12 Jei+1 Jwi+1
Q(llfl)x('lfl)zx W)

&+

= Ce(1,X)-
W+ = fyi +1

Then, by Lemma 2.1 and the definition of ¢, there is Cjo > 0 such that

Q(lﬁl)x(lﬁl )xx 4+ oW )x(Y1)x
(<w1)x+ 1): W)y +1

gl‘ < Cypo(sech(oX) + sech(oX + o(c; — eNO)EL, (4.8)

and

W)

N

Let 6(t,X) = arccos(e((t,X)). Then, e(t,X) = (cosf(t, X),sin6(t, X)). By the definition of
Y1(t, X), one has & < 6(t, X) < 6. It follows from Lemma [4.] that

Wox (c1, c2)(cos 6(1, X), sin (2, X)) — Coux

1
— Ce(r,X) = .
\/(WI)X + 1 \/(wl)i +1 (4.10)

=Cap€ap(cOs O(t, X), sin (¢, X)) — coux) > 0.
Notice that ¢, > 0 for all e € S. By Lemma[4.1] one has that
€9 - (cos (¢, X),sin (¢, X)) > 0, forall X € R.

< Cyposech(oX + o(c; = ¢1)t). 4.9)

Let
Cg

h(s) =

eqp - (COS 5,8in )
Notice that h(a) = c,3. Also notice that e|(,X) — cosa as X — —oco and 6(¢,X) — «a as
X — —oo for X being very negative, one has that
Cap€ap(c0s 0(2, X), sin O(t, X)) — coq.x)
=e.9 - (cos 6(t, X), sin 6(t, X))(h(a) — h(0(t, X))) 4.11)
=€, - (cos O(t, X), sin (¢, X)) (W' (@)(a — 0(t, X)) + o(|Ja — 6(t, X)|))

Remember that /’(a) < 0 by the assumptions of Theorem [I.10] Moreover, by the formulas in
the proof of Lemma.2] there is Cy; > 0 such that

X X
B _ 3 o(W1)xx(ot,05)
a Q(I,X) _j:oo OX(L S)ds - . (lﬁl)i(Qt’QS)"' lds

((Y1)x(ot,0X) + cota) > Cyi(sech(oX) + sech(oX + o(c; — ¢1))).
4.12)

2—
I OxI7s + 1
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By (@.8)-(#.12), we have our conclusion. o

Now, we turn to prove Theorem |1.10)
Proof of Theorem[1.10} Let u,(z, x, y) be the solution of (L.I)) for # > —n with initial data

Un(=n, X,¥) = Upygp(=n1, 1, y),
where
U;eﬁ(t, x,y) = max{U,(xcosa + ysina — c,t, x,y), Ug(x cos 0 + ysin 0 — cet, x, y),
Ug(xcosB + ysinf — cgt, x,y)}.
By Lemma[4.2] it follows from the comparison principle that
U;gﬁ(t, X,y) < uy(t, x,y) < ﬁ*(l, x,y), for—n <t < T and (x,y) € R?, 4.13)

wherer T is a negative constant such that Lemmaholds for —co <1 < T. Since U,(t, x, y)
is a subsolution, the sequence u,(t, x, y) is increasing in n. Letting n — +oco and by parabolic
estimates, the sequence u,(t, x, y) converges to an entire solution u(z, x, y) of (I.1).

By @.13)), u(t, x, y) satisfies
Uggs(t, x,y) < u(t, x,y) < U*(t,x,y), fort < T and (x,y) € R (4.14)
Moreover, by (.3), (4.4) and since € can be arbitrary small, one can get that u(z, x, y) satisfies

lim sup |u(t, x,y) = Upy(t, x,)| = 0, (4.15)

R—+oo x<0,((x,y)—Cqp€ast)*>R?

and
lim sup |ut, x,y) = Ugy(t, x,)| = 0, (4.16)
R=+00 1 00,((ey)—capepnt > R2
for t negative enough. Now, we consider the half plane H := {(x,y) € R* x < 0}. Take
any sequence {f,},en Of R such that , — —oco as n — +o0. Notice that for any n, there are
k', k> € Z and x, € [0,L), y, € [0,L,) such that ¢1t, = k!L; + x/ and c»t, = k2L, + ¥/,
Moreover, up to extract subsequences of ¢, and c,t,, there are x, € [0,L,] and y, € [0, L,]
such that x, — x, and y, — y, asn — +oo. Let v,(t,x,y) = u(t + t,,x + cit,,y + ¢t,) and
H, = H — ct,. Then, H, — R? as n — +o0. Since f(x,y, ) is L-periodic in (x, y), one has that
f(x+city,y + caty,-) = f(x+ x.,y + Y., -) By parabolic estimates, v,(z, x, y), up to extract of a
subsequence, converges to a solution v (%, x, y) of

vi—Av=f(x+x,y+y.,v), (txy) eRxR%. (4.17)
By the definitions of ¢, and ¢, one can easily check that

Ut +t, x+x,y+y,) — Uae(t, X,y), as n — +oo uniformly in R x R?, (4.18)
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where
U;e(t, x,y) := max{U,(xcos a@+ysin@—cyt, x+x.,y+V.), Ug(x cos 0+ysin O—cgyt, x+x., y+y.)}.
By @.195), it follows that

lim sup |vo<,(t, x,y) = Uyt x, y)| = 0.

R+ ()= Capeant P> R2

By uniqueness of the curved front, one then has that v, (¢, x,y) = Vag(t, x,y) where ‘A/ag(t, X,y)1s
the curved front of (4.17) satisfying

lim sup [Vao(t, x,3) = Upe(t, x,)| = 0. (4.19)

R0 () —caneant *>R2
Thus, for any fixed t,
vu(t, x,y) — Vag(t, X,y), as n — +oo locally uniformly in H,.

By @.19), @.18) and @#.19), the above convergence is uniform in H,. Thus, for any fixed ,

u(t + t,, x + city, y + coty) — ‘A/ag(t, X,y), as n — +oo uniformly in ﬁn
That implies
u(t +t,, x,y) = Vag(t, X — city,y — Caty), as n — +oo uniformly in H. (4.20)

By above arguments applied to V,y(t — 1, + fy, X — c1t,, y — cat,,) for arbitrary 7, € R, one can get
that

Voot — 1, + to, x — Cily, Yy — Coty) = Voag(t + 1, x,¥), as n — +oo locally uniformly for € R
and uniformly for (x,y) € R2.

Since 1 is arbitrary, the above convergence is also uniform for € R. Thus, by (4.20), one gets
that
u(t, x,y) = Vy(t, x,y), ast — —oo uniformly in H.

Similarly, one can prove that u(z, x,y) — Vgy(t, x,y) as t — —oo uniformly in R\ H.
On the other hand, for fixed T < 0 such that Lemmaholds, one can easily check that

lim su U,os(T,x,y) = U_s(T,x,y)| =0,
dim sup [Uag(T, 5.9 = Upy(T, x|
and _

lim sup |U+(T, X, ) = Ups(T, x, y)| <2e.

R—+0c0 x2+y2>R2
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Since & can be arbitrary small and by (4.14)), one has that

lim sup |u(T, x,y) = Ups(T, x, Y)| = 0.

Roteo oo pe
By stability of the curved front, that is, Theorem @, one has that
u(t, x,y) = Vop(t, x,y), as t — +oo uniformly in R?.
This completes the proof of Theorem [I.10] O

Finally, we prove Corollary which implies that Theorem (1.10]is not empty.
Proof of Corollary [1.12}  Assume without loss of generality that e, = (0,1). Since c,, =
min,es{c,.} and ¢, is bounded, there exist @, € (0,7/2) and B, € (7/2, 7r) such that

d
and .,
%‘H:ﬁ - clﬁ - (=sing,cosB) > 0 for B € [5,51].

Let g(0) = cy/ sinf. Then,

cy+(—siné,cos6) cycos6

") = .
80 sin 6 sin® §

One can make a4, B; close to 7r/2 such that

g'(@) < Oforall @ € [@, 5) and g'(B) > O for all 8 € [5, B1].

Thus, g(0) is decreasing from g(a) to g(n/2) as 6 varying from «; to x/2, and is increasing
from g(7r/2) to g(B) as 6 varying from /2 to §;. By continuity, one can pick a € [a;,7/2) and
B € (n/2,5;] such that

gla) = g(B), g'(@) <0and g'(B) > 0.

Lete; = (cosa,sina) and e, = (cos 3, sin ). By Theorem([I.2] there is a curved front V, ., (t, x, y)
of (I.1) satisfying (T.10) with ey = e..

Now, by rotating the coordinate, we can assume that e, is denoted by (cos 6., sin 6,.) where
0. € (0,7/2) is small enough. Let e; and e, be denoted by (cos 6, sin#;) and cos 6, sin 6,
respectively, where 6, and 6, are close to .. By Corollary [I.5] and since 6, is small enough
which means that 6, is small enough, there is 85 € (/2, ) such that

C91 _ C93

- = — = Cyg,0
sinf, sin6s e

and there is a curved front Vy, of (L.I)) satisfying (L.8) with @ = 6,, 8 = 65 and c,5 = cy,0,.
On the other hand, since 6; is small enough, it implies that 65 is close to  enough. Then, since
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6, is also small enough, one has that 65 — 6, is close to 7 enough and hence, (cos 6,, sin6,) -
(cos 63, 8in 63) = cos(f3 — 6,) is close to —1 enough. By Corollary[I.6] there is e.. such that (1.9)
holds for e; = (cos 6,,sinb,), e; = (cos b3,sin63), ey = e, and there is a curved front V4, of
(T.1) satisfying (1.10).

Then, by Theorem [I.10] there is an entire solution u(t, x,y) of (I.I)) satisfying (I.12) and
@)withaz@l,Q:Hz,,B:93. O
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