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LEVEL-SET FORCED MEAN CURVATURE FLOW WITH THE
NEUMANN BOUNDARY CONDITION

JIWOONG JANG, DOHYUN KWON, HIROYOSHI MITAKE, AND HUNG V. TRAN

ABSTRACT. Here, we study a level-set forced mean curvature flow with the homo-
geneous Neumann boundary condition. We first show that the solution is Lipschitz
in time and locally Lipschitz in space. Then, under an additional condition on the
forcing term, we prove that the solution is globally Lipschitz. We obtain the large
time behavior of the solution in this setting and study the large time profile in some
specific situations. Finally, we give two examples demonstrating that the additional
condition on the forcing term is sharp, and without it, the solution might not be
globally Lipschitz.

1. INTRODUCTION

In this paper, we study the level-set equation for the forced mean curvature flow

up = |Du|div (%) + c(x)|Du| in Q x (0, 00), (1.1)
ou

i 0 on 09 x [0, 00), (1.2)
u(z,0) = ug(x) on Q. (1.3)

The domain Q C R" with n > 2 is assumed to be bounded and C*? for some 6 € (0, 1).
Here, ¢ = ¢(x) is a forcing function, which is in C*(Q), and 1 is the outward unit normal
vector to 9. Throughout this paper, we assume that uy € C*?(Q), and %iff = 0 on 02
for compatibility.

We first notice that the well-posedness and the comparison principle for —
are well established in the theory of viscosity solutions (see [2, |4} |10, [L1] for instance).
Our main interest in this paper is to go beyond the well-posedness theory to understand
the Lipschitz regularity and large time behavior of the solution. The Lipschitz regular-
ity for the solution is rather subtle because of the competition between the forcing term
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and the mean curvature term together with the constraint on perpendicular intersec-
tions of the level sets of the solution with the boundary of €2. It is worth emphasizing
that the geometry of 0€) plays a crucial role in the analysis.

We now describe our main results. First of all, we show that u is Lipschitz in time
and locally Lipschitz in space.

Theorem 1.1. Let u be the unique viscosity solution u of (1.1)—(1.3)). Then, there
exists a constant M > 0 and for each T > 0, there exists a constant Cr > 0 depending
on T" such that

t) — th— ) Ie)
{|u(m, ) u($’3)|< [t =5l forallz,y € Q, t,5 €[0,T].

[u,t) = uly,?)]

We next show that if we put some further conditions on the forcing term ¢, then we
have the global Lipschitz estimate in x of the solution. Denote by
Co := max{—X\ : X is a principal curvature of 02 at z, for xy € 0N} € R,
Ky :=min{d : d is the diameter of an open ball inscribed in Q} > 0.

Theorem 1.2. Assume that there exists 6 > 0 such that

lc(m)Q — |De(z)| — 6 > max {0, Cole(x)| + 2200} for all z € Q. (1.4)
n 0

Let u be the unique viscosity solution to (1.1)—(1.3). Then, there exist constants M, L >
0 depending only on the forcing term ¢ and the initial data ug such that

{ lu(z, t) — ulz, s)| < Mt — s,

for all z,y € Q, t,5 € [0, 00). (1.5)
u(z,t) —u(y,t)| < Llz —yl,

Let us now explain a bit the geometric meaning of K. For each x € 02, let
K, =max{2r >0 : B(x —rn(x),r) C Q}.

Then, Ky = min,cpn K,. We notice next that if € is convex in Theorem then
we clearly have Cy < 0. In this case, becomes Lc(z)? — [De(z)| — 6§ > 0, a kind
of coercive assumption, which often appears in the usage of the classical Bernstein
method to obtain Lipschitz regularity (see [19] for instance).

In the specific case where ¢ = 0 and €2 is convex and bounded, the global Lipschitz
estimate of the solution was obtained in [9]. See Remark[l] Moreover, a very interesting
example was given in [9] to show that the solution is not globally Lipschitz continuous
if €2 is not convex. Motivated by this example, we give two examples showing that u is
not globally Lipschitz continuous if we do not impose . Furthermore, the examples
demonstrate that condition is sharp.

Let us note that the graph mean curvature flow with the Neumann boundary con-
ditions has been studied much in the literature (see [13| |15, 20] and the references
therein).

We next study the large time behavior of u under condition ([1.4)).
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Theorem 1.3. Assume (1.4)). Let u be the unique viscosity solution to (|1.1))—(1.3).
Then,

u(-,t) = v, ast— oo,
uniformly on Q for some Lipschitz function v, which is a viscosity solution to
- (div (@—ZO + c(m)) |Dv| =0 in Q,

(1.6)
8_11 =0 on 0f2.
on

We prove Theorem by using a Lyapunov function, which is quite standard. We
say that v is the large time profile of the solution u. It is important to note that the
stationary problem (1.6)) may have various different solutions, and thus, the question
on how the large time profile v depends on the initial data ug is rather delicate and
challenging. We are able to answer this question in the radially symmetric setting, and
it is still widely open in the general settings.

Theorem 1.4. Suppose that, by abuse of notions,

Q= B(0,R) for some R > 0,
c(x) = c(r) for|z| =r €0, R, (1.7)
up(z) = uo(r) for |z| =r €0, R].

Here, c € C*([0, R], [0,0)), and ug € C*([0, R]) with uj(R) = 0. Denote by

A= {re(O,R] : c(r)zn_l},

r

Ay o= {re(o,R] e(r) > ”—1},

r

A= {re(O,R] () < ”_1}.

Define d : (0, R] — (0, R] as

r if r € A,

dr) = max (AN (0,7)) if re Ag,
min (AN (r, R]) ifre A and AN (r,R] # 0,
R ifr e A_ and AN (r,R] = 0.

Write u(x,t) = ¢(|x|,t) for z € Q = B(0,R) and t > 0. Then, the limiting profile
Goo(r) = limy_soo (1, ) can be written in terms of ug as: for each ro € (0, R],

Goo(ro) = max {ug(r) : = d(ro)}. (1.8)

As a by-product, Theorem shows that the solution to (|1.1))—(1.3)) is not globally

Lipschitz continuous with an appropriate choice of initial data wuy.
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Corollary 1.5. Consider the setting in Theorem [I.4. Assume that there exist 0 <
a < b< R such that a,b € A and (a,b) C A_. Assume further that ug is a C* function
on [0, R| such that

1 forr <a,
up(r) =< € (0,1) fora<r<b,
0 forb<r <R.
Then, u is not globally Lipschitz, and
1 forr < a,
%O(T):{O fora <r <R.

Lastly, we give another example to show the non global Lipschitz phenomenon in
Theorem Since we deal with the situation where €2 is unbounded there, we leave
the precise statement of Theorem and corresponding adjustments to Section [6]

Our problem — basically describes a level-set forced mean curvature flow
with the homogeneous Neumann boundary condition. If a level set of the unknown
u is a smooth enough surface, then it evolves with the normal velocity V(z) = k +
c(x), where k equals (n — 1) times the mean curvature of the surface at z, and it
perpendicularly intersects 02 (if ever). What is really interesting and delicate here is
the competition between the forcing term ¢(z) and the mean curvature term x coupled
with the constraint on perpendicular intersections of the level sets with the boundary. It
is worth emphasizing that we do not assume €2 is convex, and the geometry of 02 plays
a crucial role in the behavior of the solution here. Indeed, analyzing the competition
between the two constraints, the force and the boundary condition subjected to 052,
as time evolves in viscosity sense is the main topic of this paper.

We now briefly describe our approaches to get the aforementioned results. We use
the maximum principle and rely on the classical Bernstein method to establish a pri-
ori gradient estimates for the solution. The main difficulty is when a maximizer is
located on the boundary, which we cannot apply the maximum principle directly. We
deal with this difficulty by considering a multiplier that puts the maximizer, with the
homogeneous Neumann boundary condition, inside the domain so that the maximum
principle is applicable. To the best of our knowledge, the idea of handling a maximizer
in the proof of Theorem for the level-set equation for forced mean curvature flows
under the Neumann boundary condition is new in the literature.

Once we get a global Lipschitz estimate for the solution, by using a standard Lya-
punov function, we prove the convergence in Theorem|[1.3] Next, the radially symmetric
setting is considered, and f are reduced to a first-order singular Hamilton-
Jacobi equation with the homogeneous Neumann boundary condition; see [7, [8] for
a related problem on the whole space. By using the representation formula for the
Neumann problem (see, e.g., [16]), we are able to obtain Theorem and Corollary
[1.5] The situation considered in Theorem is related to that in [23, Section 4] with
no forcing term. As we have a constant forcing ¢ interacting with the boundary, the
construction in the proof of Theorem is rather delicate and involved. It is worth
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emphasizing that Corollary and Theorem demonstrate that condition ({1.4)),
which is needed for the global Lipschitz regularity of u, is essentially optimal.

We conclude this introduction by giving a non exhaustive list of related works to
our paper. There are several asymptotic analysis results on the forced mean curvature
flows with Neumann boundary conditions 13| [21} 22, 24] or with periodic boundary
conditions [3], but they are all for graph-like surfaces. The volume preserving mean
curvature flow, which is a different type of forced mean curvature flows, was studied
in [17, |18]. Recently, the relation between the level set approach and the varifold
approach for ([1.1)) with ¢ = 0 was investigated in [1]. We also refer to [8| |14] for some
recent results on the asymptotic growth speed of solutions to forced mean curvature
flows with discontinuous source terms in the whole space.

Organization of the paper. The paper is organized as follows. In Section [2| we give
the notion of viscosity solutions to the problem and some basic results. In Section [3]
we prove the local and global gradient estimates. Section [ is devoted to the study on
large time behavior of the solution and its large time profile. We give two examples
that the spatial gradient of the solution grows to infinity as time tends to infinity in
Sections |5 and |§| if we do not impose assumption ((1.4) on the force c.

2. PRELIMINARIES

In this section, we recall the notion of viscosity solutions to the Neumann boundary

problem (|1.1)—(1.3)) and give some related results.
Let S™ be the set of symmetric matrices of size n. Define F: Qx (R"\{0})xS™ — R

by
F($7p7X) = trace ((I - p|(?2p) X) + C(ZL‘)|p|
p

We denote the semicontinuous envelopes of F by, for (z,p, X) € Q x R* x 8",
F.(z,p,X)= liminf F(y,q,Y), F*(z,p,X)= limsup F(y,qY).

(¥,¢,Y) = (z,p,X) (¥,¢,Y) = (z,p,X)

Definition 2.1. An upper semicontinuous function u : Q x [0,00) — R is said to be

a wviscosity subsolution of (L.1)~(L.3) if u(-,0) < ug on Q, and, for any ¢ € C?(Q x
[0,00)), if (&,1) € Q x (0,00) is a mazimizer of u — @, and if & € Q, then

gpt(i,f) — F*(z, Dgo(f,f), Dzw(ir,f)) <0;
if © € 0N), then
N N w0 .
min {gpt(f,t) — F*(z, Dp(z,t), ngo(:f:,t)), a—f(i, t)} < 0.
n

Similarly, a lower semicontinuous function u : ) x [0,00) — R is said to be a viscosity

supersolution of (T.1)-(1.3) if u(-,0) = ug on Q, and, for any ¢ € C*(Q x [0,00)), if
(2,1) € Q x (0,00) is a minimizer of u — @, and if & € Q, then

ei(2,1) — Fu(2, Dp(2,1), D*p(d,1)) > 0;
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if © € 0N), then

A

max {gpt(i“, t) — F.(%, Dp(,1), D*p(%,1)), —(:@,f)} > 0.
n
Finally, a continuous function u is said to be a viscosity solution of (1.1))—(1.3) if u is

both its viscosity subsolution and its viscosity supersolution.

Henceforth, since we are always concerned with viscosity solutions, the adjective
“viscosity” is omitted. The following comparison principle for solutions to ([1.1)—(1.3))
in a bounded domain is well known (see, e.g., [10]).

Proposition 2.2 (Comparison principle for . .) Let w and v be a sub-
solution and a supersolution of (|1.1] - ., ), respectively. Then, u < v in Q x [0, 00).

To obtain Lipschitz estimates, it is convenient to consider an approximate problem
of (1.1)—(1.3) by considering, for ¢ > 0, T > 0,

c|2 2 €|2 1
= /€2 + |Duf| le(\/m> + c(x)+/e? + | Due| in Q x (0,77,

8u
or =0 oniQx 0,77,
us(z,0) = up(x) on €.

(2.1)

Equation ({2.1]) describes the motion of the graph of “?E under the forced mean curvature
flow V = k 4 ¢ in 2 with right contact angle condition on 9f2. The following result on
a priori estimates on the gradient of u® plays a crucial role in our analysis.

Theorem 2.3 (A priori estimates). Assume that 9Q is smooth and ¢ € C=(Q).
For each e € (0,1) and T > 0, assume that u¢ € C=(Q x (0, T])NCY(Q x [0,T)) is the
unique solution of . Then, there exist a constant M > 0 and a constant Cr > 0
depending on T' such that

[utllo@xppry S M and || Duf|| oo @xiory) < O (2.2)
Here, M and Cr are independent of € € (0,1).

The proof of Theorem [2.3]is given in the next section. The a priori estimates then
allow us to get the existence and uniqueness of solutions to ([2.1).

Proposition 2.4. For each € € (0,1) and T > 0, equation (2.1) has a unique con-
tinuous solution u®. Furthermore, u® € C*'(Q x (0,7]) N CI(Q x [0,T]) and (2:2)
holds.

Proposition can be obtained by the classical parabolic PDE theory. For instance,
we refer to [22] for a similar form of Proposition The proof of this proposition is
quite standard, and hence, is omitted here.



FORCED MEAN CURVATURE FLOW 7

Once we get (2.2), by the standard stability result of viscosity solutions, and the
uniqueness of viscosity solutions to ([1.1)—(1.3]), we imply that

u® —u ase— 0 uniformly on Q x [0, 7]
for each T" > 0. Moreover, Theorem [2.3|and Proposition 2.4 give us right away Theorem
L1
3. LIPSCHITZ REGULARITY

In this section, we prove Theorems|[I.1],[1.2] and[2.3] As noted, it is actually enough to
prove Theorems[1.2) and [2.3] First, we prove that the time derivative of u° is bounded.

Lemma 3.1. Assume that 092 is smooth and ¢ € C=(Q). Suppose that u® € C>( x
(0, 7)) NCHQ x [0,T)) is the unique solution of for each e € (0,1) and T > 0.
Then, there exists M > 0 depending only on the forcing term ¢ and the initial data ug
such that, for e € (0,1),

gl oo @xporny < Nwg (5 0)[| oo @y < M.
Proof. Set b(p) = I, — p @ p/(e* + |p|?). Then (2.1)) is expressed as
uy — b7 (Du)us; — c(z)\/e2 + [Dus> =0 in Q x (0,7]. (3.1)

Here, we use the Einstein summation convention, and we write f; = % and f;; = %
i 10U j

fori,j=1,...,n, where f = f(z,t) is a given function. We now show that
[ | Lo @iy < Nz (5 0] oo - (3.2)

To prove (3.2)), it is enough to obtain the upper bound

“max u; = maxu;(+,0)
Qx[0,7] Q

as the lower bound can be obtained analogously.
Differentiating (3.1]) with respect to ¢ yields

y y (ug)iuj
us —b”uai-—b” uz‘s—cm—:()
(= 090 = (s — )
where
(ug)iuj ug (ug) 2uusug (uf),

iy —
%) =-57 |Dus|2 24 |Duf2 (€2 + |Duf]?)?

Suppose, on the contrary, that ug(x,t) > maxgu(-,0) for some (z,t) € Q x (0,7).
Then, there exist a small number § > 0 and (z,t,) € Q x (0,7] such that (zg,t5) €
argmaxg, o 7y (Ui — 0t).

At (z9, o), we have Dui = 0, and note that the boundary case zo € 0 is included
due to the homogeneous Neumann boundary condition. Thus,

(uf)t — bij (Ui)w = 0, at (lL‘(), t()) (33)
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On the other hand, (uf — 0t); = 0, —b"(u5);; = 0 at (z0,%). Note that the Neumann
boundary condition is used for D*u$ < 0 at (xg,to) as well. Since (uf); = § > 0, we

arrive at a contradiction in (3.3[). Thus, (3.2) holds. Choose

M = ”2||D2U0||Loo(ﬁ) + llev/ 1+ [Dug | oo

to complete the proof. O

We are now ready to prove Theorems and using the classical Bernstein
method. It is important emphasizing that the boundary behavior needs to be han-
dled rather carefully. We first give a proof of Theorem [I.2]

Proof of Theorem[1.4 Assume first that 9Q is smooth and ¢ € C*(Q). For each
e € (0,1)and T > 0, let u* € C>(Q x (0,7]) N C*(Q x [0,T]) be the unique solution
of (2.1).

Let w® = /% + |Duf|?. In view of Lemma , we only need to show that

max w® < C (3.4)
Qx1[0,7]

for some positive constant C' depending only on ||lug|| o2, IIcllo1@m), the constants n,
Co, Ko, and § from (1.4). The crucial point here is C' does not depend on 7" and e.
Fix (z0,t0) € argmaxg, o w. If to = 0, then

‘max w® < w(xg,0) < ||DU0||L00(5) + 1,
Qx[0,T

and is valid. We next consider the case tg > 0.
We write u = u®, w = w® in this proof for brevity. Differentiate in x5 and

multiply the result by u; to get

Up U, Ug

=0.

uptge — (Dpb" - Dug )ugui; — b7 upug; — ugcpw — ¢ "

Substituting ww; = wpug, wwr = wuy and Ww;; = Ukjug 4 bklukiulj, we get
ww; — w(Dyb - Dw)u;; — wbijw,-j + bijbklukiulj —wDu - Dc—cDu-Dw=0. (3.5)
We divide the proof into two cases: g € Q and xy € 9.

Case 1: the interior case 2y € Q2. We follow the computations of [6, Lemma 4.1].
At (z0,10), we have wy > 0, Dw = 0, D*w < 0, and thus

wDu - De > bijbklukiulj.
We then use the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality
(traB)? < tr(a®)tr(6%)
for all a, 3 € 8", and put a = A2BAz, 8 = I,,, where A = (b'), B = (uy), I, the n
by n identity matrix to get tr(AB)? > (trAB)?/tr(1,).
Therefore, at (o, to),

(trAB)*> 1

|De(zo)| w? = wDu - De = b6 upu; = tr(AB)? > w) n (ug — c(xo)w)?
(I, n
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Since L¢(x)? — |De(x)| = 6 > 0 by (L.4), we imply that at (g, to),

Suw? < 2uic(wo) w< 2M ||ef| oo @)

n no ’
which confirms ([3.4)).

Case 2: the boundary case z, € 9Q. As 00 is C*?, we assume that n is defined as
a C! function in a neighborhood of 9. Note that the Neumann boundary condition
Du-ni = 0 gives (D*>uni + DADu)-v = 0 for all v € R" perpendicular to i on 9Qx [0, T'.
Thus, on 992 x [0, 7],

ow  D*uDu DiiDu - Du _ | Du?

= i = o
on w w w

where Cy = sup{—A\ : X is a principal curvature of J2 at xz, for xq € 9Q}.
If Cp < 0, then 22 < 0 on 9 x [0,7], and hence w cannot attain its maximum on
082 x [0, T]. Therefore, Cy > 0. We consider the case when Cy > 0 first, and deal with

the case when Cy = 0 later. We note that if Cy > 0, then

9 Dul?
—1i’<00| ul < Cyw.
on w

Take x. € Q so that B := B(x., Ky/2) is inside 2 and tangent to the boundary 052
at xg. Consider a multiplier

+1 forzeqQ.

K
(@) = — e~ +

Then, p>11in B, p=1o0n 9B, and p < 1 on Q\ B. Besides, Cop(z¢) + %(xo) = 0.
Denote by 1) = pw. Then, at (zo, to),
oY J(pw) ow dp dp
oY _ _ 7 “F C ) =0. 3.6
oi  on Pon Yoa ~U\"T i (3.6)
By the choice of p, it is clear that
Y(z,t) < w(z,t) < w(xo, to) = V(w0 to) for (2,t) € (2\ B) x [0,T],

and, by (3).

‘max pw = max pw > (g, ty) = w(wo,to)- (3.7)
Qx[0,T] Bx[0,T)

Let (21,t1) € argmaxg, o ) pw. If t1 = 0, then for all (z,t) € Q x [0,T],

w(z,t) < w(wo,to) = p(wo)w(wo,t0) < p(w1)w(71,0)
CoKy
< ( Tt 1) <||Du0HLw@ +1>,

and we are done. Thus, we may assume that ¢; > 0. In light of (3.6)—(3.7]), we yield that
11 € B C Q. At this point (z1,t;), we have ¢y > 0, Dy = 0, D*1) < 0. Consequently,
as Yy = prw + pwy, DY = wDp + pDw, and ¢y = wijp + w;p; + w;p; + wpij, we have
at (.171, tl),
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Wy = —%w = 07
Dw = —%DP,
Wij = %(%’j — wip; — Wip; — Wpij).

Therefore, at (z1,t1), by (3.5)
2

w . w ..
— %w2 + ?(prlj . Dp)uzj + ;bw (w,;pj + w; P + wpz-j)

+ b0 gy, — wDu - De + “Du- Dp < 0.
P

Now,

bij - _ 5iluj i 5jlui 2uinul

P U@ [Duf @2+ Dl T (22 + [Duf?)?
and thus,

i _ Pitlj Ui PjUilij 20U P
w(pr? . D,U)Uij =w (_82 + \Du|2 o €2 + |DU,|2 + (62 T |Du|2)2)
2(Du - Dp)(Du- D
= —2Dw-Dp + ( U p)g U w)‘
w

Hence,

w(Dyb"? - Dp)uy; + b7 wip; + b7 w;p;

2(Du- Dp)(Du - Dw)  wujwip; — uuw;p;
N 2 2

=0.

w? w w

All'in all, at (71,1;) € argmaxg, 7 pw with 2, € B C Q, the inequality

P2 + P yid 2 + bijbklukiulj —wDu - Dc+ “Du- Dp<0 (3.8)
P P P
holds. Note that p; = 0 here, but we keep this term in the above formula for the usage
in the proof of Theorem [2.3| later.
Using the Cauchy-Schwarz type inequality as in the above, we obtain

1 , 2
—(uy — e(z1)w)? < b”bkluﬂukj < —w—b”pij +wDu - Dc — o - Dp
n p p

2C w? | Du? ) )

2nC
< < oo |De(z)| + C’0|c(x1)|) w?.

By (L.4),

%c(mf — |De(z)| — Cole(x)] —

2 _
oS 520 foralzeq
Ky
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for some § > 0, we see that w(z,t1) < WHC?L‘—?X’@. Thus,
C. K, 2M||c|| 7 oo
w(zo, to) < plar)w(zy,t) < [ —— +1 M
4 no
Now, we handle the case when Cy = 0. We consider a multiplier
o 01 K _
pla) = -z —az P+ —2+1 forze,
Ky
where
)
51 = > 0.

- 2(flellz + 22)
Then, at (,Io,to),

2
w2y,
on w

and

oY O(pw) ow op o op
= = =pos twos Swos
o on  ‘on  "om >~ 'om
Following the same argument as above with d; in place of C, we see that

< 0.

1 2no
—(uy — c(z)w)? < ( Lt |De(zq)] + C’0|c(x1)|) w?.
n K()
This inequality, together with the fact that
1 2no 1 1 —
Ec(x)2 — |De(x)| — 61e(x)] — Zol >0 — 5(5 = 55 >0 for all z € €,

implies (3.4)).

By and Lemma [3.1] Du® and u{ are uniformly bounded in Q x [0, 7] for all
e € (0,1) and T > 0. Note that the bound depends only on [[uo||c2@) llcllcr@), the
constants n, Cy, Ky, and ¢ from . By approximations, we see that the same result
holds true in the case that 9Q € C%*? and ¢ € C'(2). From the uniform convergence
of u® to the unique viscosity solution u of 7, we conclude that u satisfies

(L.5). O
We remark for later usage that for any smooth function p > 0, (3.8) is valid at
(x1,t1) € argmax (pw) N (2 x (0,77]).
Remark 1. Let us discuss a bit the case where ¢ = 0 and € is convex and bounded.
Then, w satisfies
wwy — w(prij - Dw)u; — wbw,; + bijbklukiulj = 0.
And, on 092 x [0, T,
ow D*uDu DinDu - Du
— = n———
on w w
By the usual maximum principle, we yield that

<0.

‘max w = maxw(-,0) < C.
Qx[0,T] Q
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We thus recover the gradient bound in [9]. It is worth to note that in this specific
situation, condition (|1.4) is not needed.

Proof of Theorem[2.3 Let u = u® and w = /€2 + |Du®|? as in the proof of Theo-
rem . As above, we may assume 952 is smooth and ¢ € C*(€2). Pick
2n(|Co| + 1)
M > A0 )
> e

and (xo,ty) € argmaxg, o e "w(z,t). If to = 0, then we have that for (z,t) €
Q x [0,T],

+ [ Dell oy + (1Col + Dllel < @)

w(e,t) < e (|1 Duoll ey + 1)
Consider next the case that tq > 0. If 2y € €, then by (3.8)) with p = ¢! at (z, 1),
Muw? + bijbkl/U/ﬂUkj —wDu - De <0.

As Mw? — wDu - Dc > 0 by the choice of M and bijbkluz‘ZUkj > 0, we arrive at a
contradiction. Thus, zy € 0.
We repeat the proof of Theorem . Since zy € argmaxgw(-,ty) N OS2, we see as

before that Cy > 0. We use a new multiplier
Co+1 Co+ 1K —
p(z,t) = e M (— OK+ |z — x| + % + 1) for (z,t) € 2 x [0, 00).
0

Here, B = B(x., Ky/2) is inside € and tangent to the boundary 09 at z.
Put wy; = e~ Mw and note that wy (g, to) = maxg wyy, QW < Clywyy on OS2 X 0,77,

oni
and Co+1 Co+ 1)K,
Observe as in the proof of Theorem |1.2{ that 8(6”111”) (z0,t0) <0, pw < wyr on (2 B)

X
[0,7], and therefore, argmax (pw) C B x [0,7]. Then, there is a point (z1,t,) €
argmaxg, o) P with (z1,41) € B x [0, T]. Consider the case {; = 0. For all (z,t) €
Q x (0,77,
war (2, 1) < war(zo, to) = (pw) (2o, to) < (pw)(x1,0)
Co+ 1)K
Thus, for (z,t) € Q x [0, 77,
Co+ 1)K

W) < M7 (% + 1) (HDUOHLOO@ + 1) . (3.9)

Next, we consider the case t; > 0. At (z1,%;), thanks to (3.8]), we have

Muw? + @biij + bijbklukiulj —wDu - Dc+ @Du - Dp < 0.
P p
From this, recalling the choice of M, we obtain, as before,

. 2n(Cy + 1
0 < 090 ugiuy; < (—M + % + | De(z)| + (Co + 1)|c(a:1)|) w? < 0,
0
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which is absurd. Thus, the case t; > 0 does not occur, and (3.9)) holds true. Lemma
and (3.9) then complete the proof.
O

Remark 2. We note that Theorems and are still valid when 0Q € C?, ¢ €
CY(Q), and ug € C?(Q) by approximations as the Lipschitz bounds depend only on
[uollc2@ys llellormy, the constants n, Co, Ko, and T' > 0 in case of Theorem and 0
from in case of Theorem .

4. LARGE TIME BEHAVIOR OF THE SOLUTION

In this section, we prove the large time behavior of u, which is globally Lipschitz
continuous thanks to Theorem Let L be the spatial Lipschitz constant of u* for
e € (0,1) given by the proof of Theorem .

Proof of Theorem[1.5. Although the proof is almost same as that of [12, Theorem 1.2],
we give it for completeness.
We consider the following Lyapunov function

]E(t):/\/€2—|—|Du6|2dx.
Q

By calculation,

d Du® - Du§ Du®
— [ Ver+ |DuFPdr = de:—/uidiv | ar,
dt Q Q Q

2+ | Due]?

and thus,

d us
— [ e+ |DuEl2de = —/uE —t  _(x)] dx
dt Jq | | a ' < €2 + |Dufl? (z)

_ _/Q (\/%—c(:p)uf) du
—ﬁ[)(uf)%x—l—/ﬁc(m)uf dx.

Rearranging the terms,

d 1
— | [ Ver+|Dusd —/ 5d><——/ D)2 da.
% (/Q €2 + |Dus|? dx Qc(x)u x = Q(ut) x

Integrating the inequality above, we have
T
/ /(u§)2 drdt < \/52—|—L2/c(95)(u5(x,T) —u®(z,0))dx
o Jo 0
+ VT L2/ (Ve +1DuP(,0) — &+ [DuP(w T) ) dr.
Q
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Note that [[u| zo@x[0.00)) < U0l (). Therefore,

T
lim sup/ /(ui)2 dxdt < C
e—0 0 (9}

where C'is a constant independent of € € (0,1) and 7" > 0. Hence, we get that uf — u;
weakly in L?(Q x [0,T]) as ¢ — 0 for each T' > 0.
By weakly lower semi-continuity,

T
ug)? dedt < hmmf (uf d:zcdt
i)
0 Ja

Since the constant C' is independent of ¢, T, we see that

/Ooo /Q(ut)2 dxdt < C. (4.1)

For every {t;} — oo, by the Arzela-Ascoli theorem, there exist a subsequence {#,}
and a Lipschitz continuous function v such that

ug, (v,t) = u(z,t +tg;) — v(w, 1),
locally uniformly on Q x [0, 00). In particular,
ug, (z,t) = u(z,t +ty,) — v(w,t), (4.2)

uniformly on Q x [0, 7], for every T > 0. By stability results of viscosity solutions, v
satisfies

vy = |Dol|div <|D ‘> + ¢|Dv| in Q x (0, 00),

%:0 on 02 X [0, 00).

Thanks to (4.1]), we have

1 1+tkj
/ /(ukj)? dxdt = / /(ut)2 dxdt — 0,
0 Q tk:j Q

as j — oo. This shows that
(ukj)t — 07

weakly in L2(Q x [0,1]) as j — co. On the other hand, (4.2)) implies that
(ukj)t — V¢,

weakly in L2(Q x [0,1]) as j — oco. Consequently, v; = 0 weakly, and v is constant in
t. Thus, v is a solution of (|1.6)), that is, v solves

| Dol div (lw) c(x)|Dv| =0  inQ,

ov

on
Equation has many viscosity solutions in general. For example, as v is a solution,
v+ C' is also a solution for any C' € R. Therefore, v may depend on the choice of
subsequence {ty}.

=0 on 0.
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At last, we prove that v is independent of the choice of subsequence {;}. Since uy,
converges uniformly to v on Q x [0, 1], for every € > 0 there exists j large enough such
that

ug, (z,8) —v(z)| <e, forall (z,t) € Qx[0,1].
In particular, v(z) — & < wuy,(z,0) = u(z,ty;) < v(z)+ e for all z € Q. By the
comparison principle,

v(z) —e <ulz,t) <v(x)+e  for (z,t) € A x [ty,,00).

This implies that u(-, ) converges uniformly to v on Q without taking a subsequence.
O

5. THE LARGE TIME PROFILE IN THE RADIALLY SYMMETRIC SETTING

In this section, we study the radially symmetric setting and illustrate some examples
of multiplicity of solutions to the stationary problem (|1.6). We always assume here

, that is,
Q= B(0, R) for some R > 0,
c(x) = ¢(r) for |x| =r € [0, R],
up(z) = ug(r) for |x| =r € [0, R].
Here, ¢ € C'([0, R], [0,0)), and ug € C?([0, R]) with uj(R) = 0 are given. In this set-

ting, (1.6]) reduces to the following Hamilton-Jacobi equation with Neumann boundary
condition

{‘"m —e(r)lér =0, in(0,R), (5.1)

6. (R) = 0.

It is worth noting that no boundary condition is needed at r = 0, and that the
Hamiltonian is concave and maybe noncoercive. Clearly, every constant is a solution

to ((5.1). Also, if ¢ is a solution to (5.1]), then so is C'¢ for any given constant C' > 0.
We have the following proposition.

Proposition 5.1. Let A= {r € (0,R] : ¢(r) = =1}. Denote by

A min{r : r € A} >0 if A# 0,
min — R /l/fAzw'

Let ¢ be a Lipschitz solution to (5.1)). Then, ¢ is constant on each connected component
of (0, R) \'int(A). In particular, ¢ is constant on [0, rmyi].

Proof. Factoring into (==L £ ¢(r)) ¢, (r) = 0, we see that either =2 £¢(r) =0
or ¢,(r) = 0 at each point of differentiability of ¢.

Take (a,b) C ((0, R) \ int(A)) for some a < b. By the above, we have that ¢,(r) =0
for a.e. r € (a,b), and thus, ¢ is constant on [a, b]. O
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Example 5.2 (A toy model). We consider the case that ¢(r) is of the form

—1
=, 0<r<a,
c(r) = ”;1, a<r<b,
n—l b<r<R,

b
for some 0 < a < b < R, then the stationary problem ([5.1) admits multiple solutions
of the form

C1, 0<r<a,
o(r) =< 9(r), a<r<b,
Co, bgrgR,

where ¢; > ¢y are constants, ¢g(r) is any nonincreasing function on [a, b] with g(a) =
¢1, g(b) = co. Here, the function g can be discontinuous if we extend the definition of
viscosity solutions to discontinuous functions (see [5] for instance).

Example shows further the multiplicity of solutions to besides the constant
functions noted above. Thus, it is important to address how the large-time limit ¢,
depends on the initial data wug. In this radially symmetric setting, we are able to
characterize the limiting profile and specify its dependence on the initial data.

Equations (1.1)—(1.3]) become
¢ — o, —c(r)|o,] =0 in (0, R) x (0, 00),
or(R, 1) =0 for t > 0,
o(r,0) = ug(r) for r € [0, R].
Here, u(x,t) = ¢(|z|,t) for (x,t) € B(0,R) x [0,00). Note that this is a first-order

Hamilton-Jacobi equation with a concave Hamiltonian. The associated Lagrangian
L = L(r,q) to the Hamiltonian H(r,p) = —=2p — c(r)|p| is

T

L(r,q) = inf dp-q— (—” - Ly c(r>|p|>}

peER
= inf { (q + n_—l) p+ C(r)|p|}
peR r
_{ 0, if |q+ =2 <c(r),
—00, otherwise.

Therefore, we have the following representation formula for ¢ = ¢(r,t)

¢(r,t) = sup {uo(7(0)) : (v,v,1) € SP(r, )},
where we denote by SP(r,t) the Skorokhod problem. For a given r € (0,R], v €

L>([0,t]), the Skorokhod problem seeks to find a solution (v, 1) € Lip((0,¢))x L>=((0,t))
such that

(((t) =, 7([0,¢]) (0, B],
>0 for almost every s > 0,
5)=0 if v(s) # R,

~u(s) + 22| < ela(s)),
[ v(s) = —(s) + (s)n(7(s)),
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and the set SP(r,t) collects all the associated triples (v, v,[). Here, n(R) = 1 is the
outward normal vector to (0, R) at R. See [16, Theorem 4.2] for the existence of solu-
tions of the Skorokhod problem and [16, Theorem 5.1] for the representation formula.
See [7] for a related problem on large time behavior and large time profile.

Example 5.3. Consider Example [5.2] To recall, ¢(r) is defined in the following way

”T_l, 0<r<a,
c(r) = ";1, a<r<b,
n—1 b<r<R.

for some 0 < a < b < R. We analyze the velocity condition ‘7(8) + ;‘(—;;‘ < c(v(s)).

Note that ¢(r) is less than "T’l, equal to ”7’1, and greater than "T’l in the written order,
respectively. In each case, then, the velocity condition becomes

—nol 2ol CA(s) < = -2 <, 0<~(s) <a,

a V(s) = v(s)
— 2 < () <0, a<(s) <,
25— 2 <) < 2t - b<(s) < R

Boo(T)

Fi1c. 1. Stationary solution of 1}

Focusing the right hand side in each case, we see that the point v(s) must move left
as time s increases, can stay still, and can go right in the written order, respectively.
This point of view in terms of the Lagrangian L(r, ¢) and Proposition explain the
limit ¢ (r) of ¢(r,t) as t — oo in the above illustration of Figure [1]

The description in Example [5.3] shows how to formulate and write the limit ¢
in terms of the initial data wg in full generality. We note one more thing on the
boundary. If ¢(h) < "% for all h € (0, R], then the reversed curve n(s) := y(t — s) of
an admissible curve v must go right, and it stays on the boundary » = R once it reaches
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there. This is where the effect of the Skorokhod problem comes in, and it means that
the solution ¢(r,t) needs to be understood in the sense of viscosity solutions. We also
note that in this setting, we can prove that ¢ is same as the value function of the state
constraint problem. Together with this observation on the boundary, analyzing curves
v(s) explains how the limit ¢., depends on the initial data ug, and indeed the analysis
of admissible curves yields the proof of Theorem

We now give some preparation steps in order to prove Theorem . Let n(s) =
v(t—s), s € [0,t], be the reversed curve of a curve v € AC ([0, t], (0, R]) with (v, v,l) €
SP(r,t). Then, we have the following velocity condition for n

n—1 n—1

—eln(e) + " <ile) < elnls) + s

The following lemma is a direct consequence of the comparison principle.

for a.e. s € [0,t] with n(s) # R. (5.2)

Lemma 5.4. Letry € (0,R). Let my € AC([0,00), (0, R]) be a curve satisfying
ni(s) = —c(m(s)) + 7’;1@1), for s > 0 provided that n;(s) < R,
T (O) =T9.

If n1(so) = R for some so > 0, then we set ny(s) = R for all s > sq.
For each t > 0, let n € AC([0,t],(0, R]) be the reversed curve given above with
n(0) = ro. Then, m(s) < n(s) for all s € [0,1].

Lemma 5.5. Assume the settings of Theorem and Lemmal5.4. Then,
lim 7, (s) = d(ro). (5.3)

Proof. If ry € A, then n,(s) = ro for all s > 0, and hence holds.

Next, we only need to consider the case that rqg € A, as the proof of the case that
ro € A_ follows analogously. It is clear that 7, is decreasing, and by Lemma [5.4]
m(s) = d(ro) for all s > 0. Therefore, limg_,o, 71(s) exists, and

lim 7(s) = r1 = d(ro).
§—00

This yields further that
limsupm;(s) = 0.

5—00
Hence,

-1
n 0,

—C(T’l) + 7’1

which implies that r; = d(ro).

Proof of Theorem[1.4]. For (rq,t) € (0, R) x [0,00), we have

¢(T0vt> = SUP{UO(U(t)) : (’7’”7[) € SP(T()?t)’ 77(3) = ’7(1& - S)’ s € [Ovt]}'

We say that n € AC ([0, ], (0, R]) is admissible if n(s) = v(t — s), s € [0, ] for some v
with (v,v,1) € SP(ro,t). Let 1 be the curve given in the statement of Lemma 5.4 By
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Lemma 5.4, n(s) = ni(s) for s € [0,¢] for any admissible curve n. From this fact, we
see that

¢(ro, ) < supfuo(r) : = m(t)},
and therefore, by Lemma [5.5]

lim sup ¢(ro, t) < max{ug(r) : r > d(ro)}.

t—o00

In order to complete the proof, it suffices to show the other direction
hgl_l}iglf &(ro,t) = max{ug(r) : r = d(ro)}. (5.4)
To show this, let m € [d(rg), R] be such that
up(r1) = max{ug(r) : r = d(ro)}.

We consider first the case rqg € A. Then, r; > r¢. Let 1, solve

n2(s) = c(na2(s)) + 772—@1), for s > 0,
7]2(0) =T9.

Note that ¢(r) + (n —1)/r = (n —1)/R > 0 for all » € (0, R]. Then, there is a unique
number ty > 0 such that 7y(t2) = r;. Now, for t > t5, let n be defined as

To, if s <t—t2,
n(s) = .
ﬁg(S—(t—tZ))a 1f$>t—t2.

Then, 7 is admissible, and ¢(rg,t) > ug(n(t)) = u(r1). Thus, holds.

Next, we consider the case rg € A,. If r; > 7y, then we repeat the above process
to conclude. If r; < rg, then r € [d(rg),70) necessarily, and in this case, we use the
curve 7. We note that if r; > d(rg), then there is a unique number ¢; > 0 such that
ni(t1) = r1. Now, for t > t1, let n be defined as

To, if s
"@>_{nﬂs—@—¢g% if 5

Then, the curve 7 is admissible, and ¢(ro, t) = ug(n(t)) = ue(r1). If r1 = d(ro), we take
n = m and recall that limy_, ., 71(t) = d(ro), which gives ¢(ro,t) = uo(n(t)) — uo(ry)
as t — oo. Therefore, holds.

Finally, we study the case o € A_. Let 19,5 be defined as above. There exists a
unique t3 > 0 such that n(t3) = d(ro). In this case, r1 > d(ro) and to > t3. For t > to,
define

n2(s), if 0 < s < t3,
1(s) = q d(ro), ifts <s<t— (2 —t3),
ne(s — (t —ta)), ift — (ty —t3) < s < t.
Then, n is admissible, and 7(t) = ry, which yields (5.4)). O

Next, we prove Corollary and discuss the sharpness of condition (|1.4)).
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Proof of Corollary[1.5. The values of ¢, are computed directly from Theorem [I.4]
This tells us the fact that the solution u = u(r,t) is not globally Lipschitz because if
it were globally Lipschitz, then the limit ¢, would be as well. (l

Corollary[1.5realizes a jump discontinuity in the limit, which indicates that condition
(1.4), which is needed for the globally Lipschitz continuity of u, is almost optimal. As
the domain Q = B(0, R) is convex, Cy < 0, and (1.4) becomes Z¢(z)? —|De(z)|— 6 > 0.

Let us now assume that ¢(r) touches ”T_l from below at a. Then,

-1 -1
c(a):na and c’(a):—na2 :

At r = a, we see that
1 (n—12 n-1 n—1

2 /
~c(a)” = ¢ (a)l — e o

Moreover, we see that condition ([1.4]) is essentially optimal if we seek to find sufficient
conditions on the force ¢ that are uniform in dimensions n and in R because the left
hand side of the above goes to zero as a — oc.

6. THE GRADIENT GROWTH AS TIME TENDS TO INFINITY IN TWO DIMENSIONS

Let n = 2. Let the forcing term ¢ be a positive constant in €2, that is, ¢(x) = ¢ for
all x € € for some ¢ > 0. Consider the following nonconvex domain,

Q= {(21,72) €R?: 23| < f(x1)}, (6.1)
where f(x) = Za® + k for fixed m > 0 and k > 0. Here, Q is unbounded.

In this unbounded setting, let Ry > 0 be a sufficiently large constant. Let QCR"
be a bounded C*? domain such that

QN B(0,Ry) Cc Q C Q.

We say that u is a solution (resp., subsolution, supersolution) of (1.1)-(1.3)) on Q x
[0, 00) if there exists « € R such that

u—a=u—a=0 on (Q\ B0, Ry)) x [0,0), (6.2)

and u is a solution (resp., subsolution, supersolution) of (L.I)—(L.3)) with Q in place of
Q.

Let u be the solution to f. If a level set of u is a smooth curve, then it is
evolved by the forced curvature flow equation V' = k¢, where V' is the normal velocity
and k is the curvature in the direction of the normal. Then, the classical Neumann
boundary condition becomes the right angle condition for the level-set curves with
respect to 02, that is, if a smooth level curve and 0f) intersect, then their normal
vectors are perpendicular at the points of intersections.

We show that if ¢ is too small and fails to satisty , then there exist discontinuous
viscosity solutions to . In particular, we find that one such discontinuous solution
of is stable in the sense that the solution of — with a suitable choice of

initial data converges to this discontinuous stationary solution as time goes to infinity.
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This implies that the global Lipschitz estimate for the solution of ((1.1)—(|1.3) does not

hold. The following is the main result of this section.

Theorem 6.1. Let 2 be the set given by (6.1), and c(x) = ¢ for all x € Q for
¢ € (0,70), where r, is defined by (6.7). Let u € C(2 x [0,00)) be the solution of

(T1)-(1.3) with the given initial data ug € C*(Q) satisfying that % =0 on 02 and
there exist constants ly,ls, and B such that Iy € (0,ay), ls € (0,a2 — a1), a < f3,

(z) = B for x = (w1, 22) € U(ar — 1),
ol = o for x = (z1,22) € Q\ U(ay + 1n),

and a < ug < 8, where U(a) is defined by fora >0, and 0 < ay < ay s given in
Theorem[6.4). Then,

(6.3)

lim u(z,t) =
t—o0

ﬁ ifl’EU(al),
« ifz € Q\ Ulay).

6.1. Set-theoretic stationary solutions. For a > 0, consider a family of curves with
constant curvature in €2,

X(a,0) = (X1(a,0), X2(a,0)) = p(a) + r(a)(cosd,sinb), |0 < arctan(ma), (6.4)
where we choose p(a), r(a) so that the curve
I':={(X1(a,0), Xs(a,0)) : |0| < arctan(ma)}U{(—X1(a, ), X2(a,0)) : |0| < arctan(ma)}

has a constant curvature, and is perpendicular to the boundary 9€). Indeed, set

p(a) = (g . %0) .

Then, we see that the tangent line for {(z1,x2) | xz2 = f(z1)} at 1 = a goes through
r(a) = ‘ (a, % + k) —p(a)

p(a). Moreover, setting
k
= (2 + —) m2a® + 1,
2 ma
by elementary geometry, we can check that

' Lo.

2

The parameter a will be specified so that

in Lemma [6.3]
The following definition is taken from |5, Definition 5.1.1].

Definition 6.2. Let G be a set in R™ x J, where J is an open interval in (0,T). We
say that G is a set-theoretic subsolution (resp., supersolution) of

V=x+c only with [';10Q (6.5)
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m2a? + 1

(a, %aQ + k‘)

X(a,9)

flz) =2+ &

F1a. 2. Illustrations of (6.4) and

if X& is a viscosity subsolution (resp., (Xc)« is a viscosity supersolution) of (L.1)~(L.2)
in R" x J, where xg(z,t) =1 if (x,t) € G, and xg(x,t) =0 if (z,t) € G, and x§; and
(xc)« denote the upper semicontinuous envelope and the lower semicontinuous envelope
of xa, respectively. If G is both a set-theoretic subsolution and supersolution of ,
G 1s called a set-theoretic solution of .

Set
Ua) :=={(x1,22) € Q:|z1| < X1(a,0), |xa] < Xa(a,0),|0] < arctan(ma)},  (6.6)
and
Tmin = inf{r(a) : a > 0}. (6.7)
Then, rp, is positive since r is a continuous positive function in (0, c0) and
(111_r>r(1) r(a) = ali)lgo r(a) = oo. (6.8)

Moreover, by direct computation, we have

1 1 k
/ - - 2 2 -
r'(a) = m2a2+1(ma -1-2 maQ)'

Therefore, r has only one critical point a, = %\/—1 + 1+ 16mk in (0,00) and
Tmin = 7(as). In addition,

r'(a) < 0if a < a,, and 17(a) > 0 if a > a.. (6.9)

Lemma 6.3. If ¢ = %a) for some a > 0, then U(a) is a set-theoretic stationary

solution of (1.1)—(1.2).

Proof. As a consequence of the nice characterization of set-theoretic solutions in ,
Theorem 5.1.2], U(a) is a set-theoretic stationary solution of ifand only if 0 = k+c
on OU(a) N and the right angle condition holds. The equality follows from the fact
that OU(a) N Q) contains two arcs of two circles of the same radius r(a) and curvature

k=—r(a)"t=—c
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On the other hand, these arcs intersect with 052 at four points (a, = f(a)), (—a, £f(a)).
By symmetry, it suffices to prove the right angle condition at (a, f(a)). Notice that

(a, f(a)) = (Xi(a,arctan(ma)), Xo(a, arctan(ma))) = p(a) + _r) (1,ma).

m2a? + 1
Therefore, the line joining (a, f(a)) and p(a), the center of the arc, is tangent to 0 at
(a, f(a)). Thus, OU(a) N Q2 satisfies the right angle condition at (a, f(a)). O

Theorem 6.4. If c € (0,—1-), then there exist two positive constants a; < ay such

Tmin

that U(a;) is a set-theoretic stationary solution of (6.5) fori=1,2.

Proof. Thanks to f, there exist two positive constants ay, as with a; < a, < as
such that
1
r(a1) =r(ag) = - (6.10)
By Lemma , U(a;) is a set-theoretic stationary solution of (6.5)) for i = 1,2. U

6.2. Stability. Let a; be the constants given by Theorem for i = 1,2. In this
section, we prove that U(ay) given by is a set-theoretic solution which is stable
in the sense of Theorem [6.11

Lemma 6.5. Letl; € (0,a;), I € (0,a2 — a1) and 6 > 0. Set a(t) := a; — l1e™® and
a(t) == ay + lye . There exists &g = do(m, k,11,15) such that U(a(t)) and U(a(t)) are
a set-theoretic subsolution and supersolution to (6.5)) for all 6 € (0,0¢), respectively.

Proof. We only prove that U(a(t)) is a set-theoretic subsolution, since we can similarly
prove that U(a(t)) is a set-theoretic supersolution. Let X (¢) := X (a(t),6). From the
characterization of set-theoretic solutions in [5, Theorem 5.1.2], it suffices to show that
fort >0,
dX 1
R for all t > 0, 6.11
T T(g(t))ﬂLc or a (6.11)
where 1 is the outward normal vector i of U(a(t)), that is, i = (cos#,sin6).
Note that

dX _  9adX 50X 0X
—_—n = ——: — . .
dt Jt Oa

Also, for any constant L > 0, there exists C' = C'(m, k, L) > 0 such that

1 mPa*+3 mk

+ + <C
2 m2a?+1 m2a?+1++vVm?2a?+1
for all @ € (0, L) and 6 € (=7, 5). Therefore,

iX X
— A= d(ay — Q(t))% -1 < Co(ay — a(t)).
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The observation implies that r(a(t)) > r(a;) = ¢! for all ¢ > 0, and thus we get

X 1 ! -
& (_—+c) oot
dt r(a(t)) Ta) @)

Thus, (6.11) holds for ¢ € (0,6), where

-1
do:=|(C sup h(a) :
a€lar—l1,a1+12]

Here the function h : [a; — l1, a1 + 5] — R is given by

ar —a
ﬁ for a € [CLl —ll,a1+l2]\{a1},
r(a1)  r(a)
h(a) :=
2
(@) for a = ay.
r'(ay)

Since a3 +1y < ag, by we have r(a) # r(ay) in (a3 — 11, a1 +13] \ {a1 } and 7(a;) < 0.
Therefore, h is well-defined and continuous in [ay — Iy, a; + ls]. Thus, h is bounded in

[a; — Iy, a1 + 5], and hence, §y > 0 is well-defined, which implies that (6.11]) holds for
all 6 € (0,0). 0

Proof of Theorem[6.1. We let a =0 and § = 1 for simplicity. Set
u(z,t) = Xgay(®)  and  u(z,t) == Xv@e) (@)

for (x,t) € Q x [0,00), where @ and @ are the functions defined in Lemma By
Lemma 6.5, we see that u and uw are a subsolution and a supersolution of (|1.1))—(1.2),

respectively. Due to (6.3), we get
u(+,0) = Xggy < Uo < Xu(o) = u(-,0) on Q.

In addition, since

Ula) C V(a) == [=(Ip(a)| + r(a)), [p(a)] + r(a)] x [=f(a), f(a)]

by construction for p(a) and r(a) given in (6.4) and f(a) = Za® + k, we obtain

supp(u) C U V(a) x [0,00) and supp(u) C U V(a) x [0, 00).
CLE[CLlfll,al] (le[al,a1+l2}

As [p(-)|+r(-) and f are continuous on [a; — I, a; + lo], there exists a constant Ry > 0
satisfying (6.2)).
By the comparison principle for ((1.1)—(|1.3), Proposition we get

u(-,t) <u(,t) <u(,t) onQ forallt>0.

On the other hand, since both a; — l1e™% and a; + loe™% converge to a; as t goes to
infinity,

lim u(x,t) = lim u(x,t) =1 for z € U(ay),

t—o00 t—o00
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and
lim u(z,t) = lim w(x,t) =0 forx € Q\ U(ay),
t—00 t—00
which finish the proof. U
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