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Abstract

Solutions in self-similar form presenting finite time extinction to the singular dif-
fusion equation with gradient absorption

∂tu− div(|∇u|p−2∇u) + |∇u|q = 0 in (0,∞)× R
N

are studied when N ≥ 1 and the exponents (p, q) satisfy

pc =
2N

N + 1
< p < 2, p− 1 < q <

p

2
.

Existence and uniqueness of such a solution are established in dimension N = 1. In
dimension N ≥ 2, existence of radially symmetric self-similar solutions is proved and
a fine description of their behavior as |x| → ∞ is provided.

MSC Subject Classification 2020: 35C06, 34D05, 35K67, 34C41, 35K92.

Keywords and phrases: fast diffusion equation, self-similar solutions, finite time ex-
tinction, gradient absorption, simultaneous extinction.

1 Introduction

The aim of this paper is to give an insight on the phenomenon of finite time extinction
of non-negative solutions to the following singular diffusion equation with an absorption
term depending on the gradient

∂tu−∆pu+ |∇u|q = 0, (t, x) ∈ (0,∞) × R
N , (1.1)
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Chambéry France. e-mail: philippe.laurencot@univ-smb.fr

1

http://arxiv.org/abs/2406.11518v1


where N ≥ 1, ∆pu = div(|∇u|p−2∇u) is the standard p-Laplacian operator, and

pc :=
2N

N + 1
< p < 2, p− 1 < q <

p

2
. (1.2)

A significant feature of Eq. (1.1), when p ∈ (1, 2), is that it involves a competition between a
singular diffusion term, which corresponds to the fast p-Laplacian equation, and a nonlinear
absorption term in the form of a power of the euclidean norm of the gradient. This
competition can generate a number of different mathematical properties of solutions to
Eq. (1.1), according to the range of the exponents (p, q), that were classified in the authors’
previous work [20]. In particular, it is shown therein that, in the specific range (1.2), finite
time extinction occurs for suitable initial conditions. Recall that a solution u to Eq. (1.1) is
said to vanish in finite time if there exists Te ∈ (0,∞) such that u(t) 6≡ 0 for any t ∈ (0, Te),
but u(t, x) = 0 for any (t, x) ∈ (Te,∞)× R

N .

In the last three decades, both the semilinear problem (p = 2) and the degenerate
diffusion-absorption problem (p > 2) related to Eq. (1.1) have been investigated, with
emphasis on the large time behavior. As an outcome of many successive works, see for
example [2, 5–12, 14–16, 33] and references therein, an almost complete understanding of
the qualitative properties of solutions to Eq. (1.1) in the semilinear case p = 2 is available.
It has been noticed in particular that the gradient-type absorption becomes very strong
and dominant if q ∈ (0, 1), where finite time extinction is a typical phenomenon, while for
q > 1 the diffusion implies that solutions are positive in R

N and global in time, decaying
with some rate as t → ∞. Concerning the degenerate case p > 2, the situation is very
different: indeed, on the one hand, the support of compactly supported solutions advances
in time with finite speed and interfaces appear, as a classical effect of the slow diffusion,
see [4,34,38]. But on the other hand, it is proved that, if q ∈ (1, p− 1], then the dynamics
of Eq. (1.1) is fully governed by the absorption term [29, 32], giving rise to asymptotic
profiles with features such as shape and regularity specific to a Hamilton-Jacobi equation
instead of a nonlinear diffusion one.

The range p ∈ (1, 2), where the diffusion is no longer degenerate, but becomes singular
when ∇u vanishes, is a very interesting one and has been considered by the authors in a
number of works during the last decade. The starting point of this research in the fast
diffusion range stems from [20], in which the well-posedness of the Cauchy problem in
the sense of viscosity solutions, together with a comparison principle in the spirit of [35]
and optimal gradient estimates of solutions to Eq. (1.1) are established. With the help of
these gradient estimates, the ranges of algebraic decay as t → ∞, exponential decay as
t → ∞ and finite time extinction are also identified in [20]. Restricting ourselves to the
supercritical fast diffusion range,

pc =
2N

N + 1
< p < 2,

three critical values of the exponent q are uncovered in this analysis, namely:

• q = q∗ := p−N/(N+1) is a critical exponent separating, in the large time behavior, the
range q > q∗ where the diffusion term rules over the dynamics, and the range p/2 < q < q∗
where a balance between the singular diffusion and the gradient absorption is achieved,
leading to very singular solutions in self-similar form, with characteristics inherited from
the two terms competing in Eq. (1.1), as asymptotic profiles. The latter is established
in [23], following the existence, uniqueness and classification of very singular self-similar
solutions obtained by the authors in [22], see also [37] for the range q ∈ (1, q∗).
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• q = p/2 is a critical exponent separating the range q > p/2, where solutions are positive
in R

N and present an algebraic time decay as t → ∞, and the range 0 < q < p/2 where
finite time extinction takes place (at least for initial conditions rapidly decaying at infinity).
This critical exponent is specific to the fast diffusion range, since it plays no role at all
for p > 2, and it has been identified in [20]. Moreover, the analysis performed in [21] for
precisely the critical case q = p/2 led to a classification of eternal self-similar solutions in
exponential form, with a very thin difference, of logarithmic scale, between the fast decay
and the slow decay as |x| → ∞ of the self-similar profiles.

• q = p−1 is a critical exponent separating two different mechanisms of finite time extinc-
tion. Indeed, as shown in [28], in the range q ∈ (0, p − 1), a rather striking phenomenon,
known as instantaneous shrinking of supports, takes place genuinely; that is, if u0 is an ini-
tial condition with sufficiently fast decay as |x| → ∞ (see [28] for the precise statements),
then the solution u to Eq. (1.1) with initial condition u0 becomes immediately compactly
supported for any t > 0, and then the support shrinks as t > 0 increases, leading to a single
point extinction at t = Te. On the contrary, it is expected that, for q ∈ (p − 1, p/2), the
solutions stay positive for any (t, x) ∈ (0, Te)× R

N and that finite time extinction occurs
simultaneously as t → Te. In particular, the critical case q = p−1 is studied in [24,25] and
such simultaneous extinction is proved in this case, along with a precise description of the
self-similar behavior at the extinction time. The proof takes advantage of an underlying
variational structure which is only available for the specific choice q = p − 1 in a radially
symmetric setting.

We thus notice that there is still a gap remaining in the previous classification, which is
related exactly to the range (1.2). The authors considered this range in their short note [26]
and identified both the optimal tail of the initial data u0 for finite time extinction to take
place; that is, there is C0 > 0 such that

u0(x) ≤ C0(1 + |x|)−q/(1−q), x ∈ R
N , (1.3)

and the extinction rate in the case when a more restrictive decay as |x| → ∞ than (1.3)
is fulfilled. More precisely, [26, Theorem 1.2] establishes that, if u0 is an initial condition
decaying as

u0(x) ≤ K0|x|
−(p−q)/(q−p+1), x ∈ R

N , (1.4)

for some K0 > 0, then the solution u to Eq. (1.1) with initial condition u0 vanishes in
finite time Te ∈ (0,∞) and there are positive constants 0 < c1 ≤ C1 and 0 < c∞ ≤ C∞

such that
c∞(Te − t)α ≤ ‖u(t)‖∞ ≤ C∞(Te − t)α, t ∈ (0, Te), (1.5)

and
c1(Te − t)α−Nβ ≤ ‖u(t)‖1 ≤ C1(Te − t)α−Nβ, t ∈ (0, Te), (1.6)

with

α :=
p− q

p− 2q
> 0, β :=

q − p+ 1

p− 2q
> 0. (1.7)

Besides, the following optimal gradient estimate

∣

∣

∣∇u−(q−p+1)/(p−q)(t, x)
∣

∣

∣ ≤ K1

[

1 + ‖u0‖
(p−2q)/p(p−q)
∞ t−1/p

]

, (1.8)
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is established in [20, Theorem 1.3 (iii)]:1 for solutions to Eq. (1.1) with bounded and
continuous initial conditions and it holds true in the positivity set of u; that is, for

(t, x) ∈ P(u) := {(t, x) ∈ (0, Te)× R
N : u(t, x) > 0},

for some constant K1 > 0 depending only on p and q. The extinction rates (1.5) and (1.6)
strongly suggest that the behavior near extinction in the range (1.2) of exponents (p, q)
should be a self-similar one. The aim of this paper is then to prove the existence of self-
similar solutions, along with some properties of their profiles. We are thus in a position to
state our main results.

Main results. Let us consider Eq. (1.1) in the range (1.2) of exponents (p, q). We look
for radially symmetric self-similar solutions to Eq. (1.1) presenting finite time extinction,
in the form

u(t, x) = (T − t)αf(|x|(T − t)β), (1.9)

where the self-similar exponents are given by (1.7). Introducing the ansatz (1.9) into
Eq. (1.1) gives the ordinary differential equation solved by the self-similar profile f of a
solution in the form (1.9), namely

(|f ′|p−2f ′)′(r) +
N − 1

r
(|f ′|p−2f ′)(r) + αf(r) + βrf ′(r)− |f ′(r)|q = 0, (1.10)

with independent variable r = |x|(T − t)β ≥ 0. In addition, since we expect the self-similar
solution u to be smooth, we impose the condition f ′(0) = 0. A formal analysis of (1.10),
by letting

f(r) ∼ Cr−θ as r → ∞,

reveals that positive solutions to (1.10) may only have the following two behaviors as
r → ∞:

f(r) ∼ Cr−q/(1−q) or f(r) ∼ Cr−(p−q)/(q−p+1). (1.11)

Noticing that
p− q

q − p+ 1
−

q

1− q
=

p− 2q

(q − p+ 1)(1 − q)
> 0

in the range (1.2) of exponents (p, q), we deduce that the fastest decay is the second one
in (1.11) and we will be thus looking for solutions to (1.10) enjoying this decay property.
In order to simplify the rest of the exposition, we introduce the following two constants

µ :=
p− q

q − p+ 1
=

α

β
> N, K∗ :=

1

µ
[(p− 1)(µ + 1)−N + 1]1/(q−p+1) . (1.12)

We specialize now to dimension N = 1 and we state our first result, which deals with
existence and uniqueness of a radially symmetric self-similar solution with fast decay as
r → ∞.

Theorem 1.1 (Existence and uniqueness, N = 1). Let N = 1. There exists a unique
a∗ ∈ (0,∞) such that the solution f∗ to (1.10) with initial conditions f∗(0) = a∗ and
(f∗)′(0) = 0 is positive on (0,∞) and enjoys the fast decay

f∗(r) ∼ K∗r−µ as r → ∞, (1.13)

where the constants µ and K∗ are defined in (1.12).

1The integrability of u0 is also assumed in the statement of [20, Theorem 1.3 (iii)] but is actually not
needed for its validity, as the gradient estimate only involves the L

∞-norm of u0
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We are able to overcome the (usually) very difficult problem of uniqueness of the self-
similar profile by a technique relying on a fine analysis of an auxiliary dynamical system,
together with a shifting in space in self-similar variables adapted from [13]. The outcome
of the former is the identification of the second term in the asymptotic expansion of f∗(r)
as r → ∞, see Theorem 1.2 below. The combination of both arguments allows us to prove
a monotonicity result among global self-similar solutions with the desired behavior (1.4).
Unfortunately, it is no longer possible to employ part of this technique in dimension N ≥ 2,
in particular the shifting method used in Section 4 in order to prove the uniqueness of the
self-similar profile f∗ in dimension N = 1. Still, existence and a fine analysis of the tail of
the self-similar profiles are available in general dimensions, as follows.

Theorem 1.2 (Existence and tail description, N ≥ 1). Let N ≥ 1. Then there is a
closed subset B of (0,∞) such that, for any a ∈ B, the solution f(·; a) to (1.10) with initial
conditions f(0; a) = a and f ′(0; a) = 0 is positive on (0,∞) and satisfies

f(r; a) ∼ r−µ(K∗ −Ar−θ) as r → ∞ with θ :=
N(p− 1)− q(N − 1)

p− 1
, (1.14)

for some A > 0. In addition, B = {a∗} when N = 1, with a∗ defined in Theorem 1.1.

Notice that θ ∈ (0, 1) for N ≥ 2, taking into account the range (1.2) of exponents (p, q).
We thus identify in (1.14) a precise decay rate of the profiles up to the second order as
r → ∞, which is an essential tool in the proof of the uniqueness of the profile f∗ in
Theorem 1.1 when N = 1. We conjecture that the uniqueness of the self-similar profile
with decay (1.14) also holds true in any dimension N ≥ 2, but some different ideas are to
be found for its proof.

The proof of the existence of at least one positive solution f to (1.10) which decays as
K∗r−µ as r → ∞ relies on a rather classical shooting method. In contrast, the identification
of the second term in the asymptotic expansion as r → ∞ is more involved and it seems to
us that the approach we develop here is the most original part of the paper. Specifically,
we first transform (1.10) into an autonomous quadratic three dimensional system. While
such transformations have already been employed and proved useful to study self-similar
solutions to the porous medium equation with or without absorption or source terms,
see [3,18,19,27,30,31], as far as we know it is the first time that it is used for a quasilinear
diffusion equation involving a p-Laplacian and a gradient term. Once this transformation
is performed, establishing (1.14) amounts to study precisely the behavior of the trajectories
of this dynamical system lying on the two-dimensional stable manifold of a specific critical
point of it. This analysis requires in particular a rather precise description of the stable
manifold.

Organization of the paper. For the proofs of the main results, we employ a variety
of techniques, as described now. The existence of self-similar solutions is established in
Section 2 by a shooting method. In the subsequent Section 3, we introduce a transformation
mapping the differential equation (1.10) into a three dimensional autonomous dynamical
system. A deeper analysis of a specific critical point of this system is performed in order to
establish the local behavior (1.14) as r → ∞, which completes the proof of Theorem 1.2.
This behavior has independent interest in the analysis of the solutions, but, restricting
to dimension N = 1, it becomes also a fundamental step in the quest for the uniqueness
as stated in Theorem 1.1. Indeed, monotonicity of self-similar solution will be proved in
Section 4 using a shifting technique at the level of self-similar profiles, together with a
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clever use of the comparison principle. Uniqueness then follows from a separation between
self-similar solutions stemming from the already established precise behavior at the second
order.

2 Existence of self-similar profiles in dimension N ≥ 1

This section is devoted to the shooting method leading to the proof of the existence of
self-similar solutions with fast decay, which borrows ideas from [22]. For any a ∈ (0,∞),
we consider the Cauchy problem for the equation (1.10) with initial conditions f(0) = a
and f ′(0) = 0. Introducing

F (r) := −(|f ′|p−2f ′)(r),

the problem can be written as



























f ′(r) = −|F (r)|(2−p)/(p−1)F (r),

F ′(r) +
N − 1

r
F (r) = αf(r)− βr|F (r)|(2−p)/(p−1)F (r)− |F (r)|q/(p−1),

f(0) = a, F (0) = 0.

(2.1)

Since q > p − 1 and (2 − p)/(p − 1) > 0, the right-hand side of (2.1) is locally Lipschitz
continuous. There is thus a unique maximal C1-smooth solution (f(·; a), F (·; a)) to the
system (2.1), defined on an interval [0, Rmax(a)) and such that

F ′(0; a) =
αa

N
> 0.

Moreover, either Rmax(a) = ∞, or

Rmax(a) < ∞ and lim
r→Rmax(a)

(

|f(r; a)|+ |F (r; a)|
)

= ∞.

Setting
R(a) := inf{r ≥ 0 : f(r; a) = 0} ≤ Rmax(a),

the positivity of a and the continuity of f(·; a) ensure that R(a) > 0. Throughout this
section, we omit the parameter a in the notation where there is no danger of confusion.

We gather in the following statements a few general properties of f(·; a).

Lemma 2.1. Let a > 0. We have

−(aα)1/q ≤ f ′(r; a) < 0, r ∈ (0, R(a)). (2.2a)

If moreover R(a) = ∞, then

lim
r→∞

f(r; a) = lim
r→∞

f ′(r; a) = 0, (2.2b)

and there is κ0 > 0 depending only on p and q such that

∣

∣

∣

∣

(

f−1/µ
)′

(r; a)

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤ κ0

[

1 + ‖f‖1/(αp)∞

]

, r > 0, (2.2c)
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Proof. The proof of (2.2a) and (2.2b) is exactly the same as that of [22, Lemma 2.1], to
which we refer. As for (2.2c), it follows from (1.10) and (2.2b) that f ∈ W 1,∞([0,∞)),
while the positivity of f and (1.10) imply that

u(t, x) = (1− t)α+f
(

|x|(1 − t)β+
)

, (t, x) ∈ [0,∞)× R
N ,

solves Eq. (1.1) with a positive initial condition u(0) ∈ W 1,∞(RN ). It then follows
from (1.8) that

(1− t)β−α(q−p+1)/(p−q)

∣

∣

∣

∣

(

f−(q−p+1)/(p−q)
)′

(r)

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤ K1

[

1 +
‖f‖

1/(αp)
∞

t1/p

]

.

Since

β −
α(q − p+ 1)

p− q
= 0,

we obtain (2.2c) with κ0 = K1 by letting t → 1 in the previous estimate.

We next introduce the following energy (which is actually used in the proof of [22,
Lemma 2.1])

E(r; a) =
p− 1

p
|f ′(r; a)|p +

α

2
|f(r; a)|2, r ∈ [0, Rmax(a)). (2.3)

With the aid of this energy, we show that the solutions to the system (2.1) cannot have a
blow-up at a finite value of r.

Lemma 2.2. Let a ∈ (0,∞). Then Rmax(a) = ∞.

Proof. We deduce from the definition (2.3) of E and (1.10) that

E′(r) = f ′(r)[(p − 1)|f ′(r)|p−2f ′′(r) + αf(r)]

= f ′(r)

[

−
N − 1

r
|f ′(r)|p−2f ′(r)− βrf ′(r) + |f ′(r)|q

]

= −
N − 1

r
|f ′(r)|p − βr|f ′(r)|2 + |f ′(r)|qf ′(r) ≤ |f ′(r)|q+1 − βr|f ′(r)|2.

Observe that we cannot make use of (2.2a), as it only holds true on (0, R(a)), and this
is why we cannot directly control the sign of E′ on (0, Rmax(a)). Nevertheless, since
q < p/2 < 1 by (1.2), an application of Young’s inequality entails that, for 0 < r0 ≤ r <
Rmax(a),

E′(r) ≤ (βr)(q+1)/2|f ′(r)|q+1(βr)−(q+1)/2 − βr|f ′(r)|2

≤
q + 1

2
βr|f ′(r)|2 +

1− q

2
(βr)−(q+1)/(1−q) − βr|f ′(r)|2

≤ (βr0)
−(q+1)/(1−q).

Integrating over (r0, r), we end up with

0 ≤ E(r) ≤ E(r0) + (βr0)
−(q+1)/(1−q)r, r0 ≤ r < Rmax(a),

which prevents the blow-up of both f and f ′ at a finite value of r and completes the proof.
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Having next in mind that we want to prove the existence of a solution with the decay (1.13)
as r → ∞, we introduce

w(r; a) := rµf(r; a), (r, a) ∈ [0,∞) × (0,∞),

with µ defined in (1.12). Straightforward calculations show that w(·; a) solves the differ-
ential equation

(p− 1)r2w′′(r) + (N − 1− 2µ(p − 1))rw′(r) + µ[(p− 1)(µ + 1)−N + 1]w(r)

+ |W (r)|2−p[βrγ+1w′(r)− |W (r)|q] = 0,
(2.4)

for r > 0, with

W (r; a) := rw′(r; a)− µw(r; a), γ :=
2q − p

q − p+ 1
= −

1

β
< 0.

We next split the range of a ∈ (0,∞) into three disjoint sets according to the expected
properties of w(·; a):

A := {a > 0 : there exists R1(a) ∈ (0, R(a)) such that w′(R1(a); a) = 0},

B := {a > 0 : w′(·; a) > 0 in (0,∞) and lim
r→∞

w(r; a) < ∞},

C := {a > 0 : w′(·; a) > 0 in (0,∞) and lim
r→∞

w(r; a) = ∞}.

Recall that
w′(r; a) = rµ−1[rf ′(r; a) + µf(r; a)] ∼ µarµ−1 > 0

as r → 0, so that w′(·; a) > 0 in a right neighborhood of r = 0. Therefore, A ∪ B ∪ C =
(0,∞). In the next subsections, we perform a careful analysis of these three sets.

2.1 Characterization of the set A

We begin with a lemma listing some general properties of the solutions w(·; a) to (2.4) for
a ∈ A.

Lemma 2.3. Let a > 0. Then the following statements are equivalent:

(i) a ∈ A.

(ii) There exists R1(a) ∈ (0, R(a)) such that w′(R1(a); a) = 0, w′(·; a) > 0 in (0, R1(a)),
w′(·; a) < 0 in (R1(a), R(a)) and w′′(R1(a); a) < 0.

(iii) sup
[0,R(a))

w(·; a) < K∗, where K∗ is the constant defined in (1.12).

Proof. Consider a ∈ A and denote the smallest positive zero of w′ in (0, R(a)) by R1(a),
its existence being guaranteed by the definition of A. Then w′ > 0 in (0, R1(a)) and
w′′(R1(a)) ≤ 0. Assume for contradiction that w′′(R1(a)) = 0. It then follows from
evaluating (2.4) at r = R1(a) that

µ(µK∗)q−p+1w(R1(a))− (µw(R1(a)))
q−p+2 = 0;

that is, w(R1(a)) = K∗. Since w′(R1(a)) = 0 and the constant function K∗ is a solution
to (2.4) on (0, R(a)), we conclude by uniqueness that w ≡ K∗ on (0, R(a)), which contra-
dicts the fact that w(0) = 0. Therefore w′′(R1(a)) < 0 and there is a maximal interval
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(R1(a), R2) ⊆ (R1(a), R(a)) such that w′ < 0 on (R1(a), R2). Let us first notice that, by
evaluating (2.4) at r = R1(a), we have

(p − 1)R1(a)
2w′′(R1(a)) = (µw(R1(a)))

q−p+2 − µ(µK∗)q−p+1w(R1(a)), (2.5)

and the negativity of w′′(R1(a)), along with the positivity of q − p + 1, entails that
w(R1(a)) < K∗. Since the maximum of w on [0, R2] is attained at r = R1(a), we fur-
ther deduce that

w(r) < K∗ for any r ∈ [0, R2]. (2.6)

Assume now for contradiction that R2 < R(a). It follows that

w′(R2) = 0, w′′(R2) ≥ 0,

whence, by evaluating (2.4) at r = R2, we obtain from the similar equality to (2.5) but
with R1(a) replaced by R2, that w(R2) ≥ K∗, which is a contradiction. Thus, R2 = R1(a)
and we proved that (i) implies (ii).

Since (ii) implies as above that (2.6) holds true on (0, R(a)), we readily obtain that (ii)
implies (iii).

Finally, if w satisfies (iii), then let us assume for contradiction that w′ does not vanish
in (0, R(a)). Then w′ > 0 in (0, R(a)) and w > 0 in (0, R(a)) as well, which gives that
R(a) = ∞ and there exists a limit

lim
r→∞

w(r) = l ∈ (0,K∗). (2.7)

This implies in particular that there exists an increasing sequence (rk)k≥1 such that
rkw

′(rk) → 0 as k → ∞. Thus, according to [22, Lemma 2.9], there exists a sequence
(̺k)k≥1 such that, at the same time,

lim
k→∞

̺k = ∞, lim
k→∞

̺kw
′(̺k) = 0, lim

k→∞
̺2kw

′′(̺k) = 0. (2.8)

Taking r = ̺k in (2.4) and passing to the limit as k → ∞, we infer from (2.7) and (2.8)
that

µl(µK∗)q−p+1 − (µl)q−p+2 = 0,

hence l = K∗, which contradicts (2.8). Consequently, w′ vanishes at least once in (0, R(a))
and a ∈ A, showing thus that (iii) implies (i).

The next lemma proves that the solutions to (2.1) corresponding to elements in A have a
compact positivity set.

Lemma 2.4. Let a > 0. Then a ∈ A if and only if R(a) < ∞.

Proof. The converse statement is almost obvious: if R(a) < ∞, then f(R(a)) = 0 and thus
w(0) = w(R(a)) = 0. By Rolle’s theorem, w′ vanishes at least once in (0, R(a)), proving
that a ∈ A.

Consider now a ∈ A and assume for contradiction that R(a) = ∞. We deduce from
Lemma 2.3 (ii) that w decreases on (R1(a),∞) and there exists the limit

lim
r→∞

w(r) = l ∈ [0,K∗). (2.9)

9



Arguing as in the final part of the proof of Lemma 2.3 above, we conclude that l = 0.
Furthermore, according to Lemma 2.1,

∣

∣

∣

∣

(

f−1/µ
)′

(r)

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤ κ1 := κ0

[

1 + ‖f‖1/(αp)∞

]

, r ≥ 0;

hence
f−1/µ(r) ≤ a−1/µ + κ1r, r ≥ 0,

which is equivalent, taking into account the positivity of α and β, to

f(r) ≥
[

a−1/µ + κ1r
]−µ

, r ≥ 0. (2.10)

The estimate (2.10) translates in terms of w as follows:

w(r) ≥

[

r

a−1/µ + κ1r

]µ

, (2.11)

and we deduce by letting r → ∞ in (2.11) with the help of (2.9) that

0 = lim
r→∞

w(r) ≥ κ−µ
1 > 0,

and a contradiction. Therefore, R(a) < ∞ and the proof is complete.

We end this section with the non-emptiness of the set A.

Lemma 2.5. The set A is non-empty, open, and it contains an interval (a∗,∞) for some
a∗ > 0.

Proof. We argue as in [37, Theorem 2] and [22, Proposition 2.11] by employing a scaling
argument. Specifically, we define the function g(·; a) by

f(r; a) = ag(s; a), s = ra(2−p)/p, r ∈ [0, R(a)). (2.12)

Plugging (2.12) into the equation (1.10), we obtain after direct calculations that the func-
tion g(·; a) solves the following differential equation

(|g′|p−2g′)′(s; a) +
N − 1

s
(|g′|p−2g′)(s; a) + αg(s; a) + βsg′(s; a)

− a(2q−p)/p|g′(s; a)|p = 0,
(2.13)

for s ∈ (0, a(2−p)/pR(a)), with initial conditions

g(0; a) = 1, g′(0; a) = 0. (2.14)

The limit of (2.13)-(2.14) as a → ∞ reads










(|h′|p−2h′)′(s) +
N − 1

s
(|h′|p−2h′)(s) + αh(s) + βsh′(s) = 0, s > 0,

h(0) = 1, h′(0) = 0,

and it follows from [22, Proposition 2.11] that there exists S0 > 0 such that h(S0) =
0, h(s) > 0 for s ∈ (0, S0) and h′(s) < 0 for s ∈ (0, S0]. It is then easy to deduce
from the continuous dependence of solutions to the Cauchy problem (2.13)-(2.14) that
g(·; a) vanishes at some positive s depending on a for a > 0 large enough. Lemma 2.4
therefore provides the existence of a∗ > 0 such that (a∗,∞) ⊆ A. Furthermore, continuous
dependence and Lemma 2.3 (iii) entail that A is open.
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2.2 Characterization of the sets C and B. Existence

We next establish some properties of the elements in the set C. In this direction, the
constant K∗ introduced in (1.12) plays a fundamental role.

Lemma 2.6. Let a > 0. Then a ∈ C if and only if

sup
r∈[0,R(a))

w(r; a) > K∗. (2.15)

Proof. The direct implication follows obviously from the definition of the set C. Conversely,
Lemma 2.3 and (2.15) imply that a /∈ A. Consequently, w(·; a) is increasing, R(a) = ∞
and there is l ∈ (K∗,∞] such that w(r; a) → l as r → ∞. If l < ∞, the same argument as
in the proof of Lemma 2.3 entails that l = K∗ and a contradiction. Therefore, l = ∞ and
a ∈ C.

Lemma 2.7. The set C is non-empty, open and contains an interval of the form (0, a∗)
for some a∗ ∈ (0,∞).

Proof. We argue as in the proof of [22, Proposition 2.13]. Let a > 0. By integrating the
estimate (2.2a) on (0, r), we infer that

f(r; a) ≥ a− (aα)1/qr, r ∈ [0, R(a)], (2.16)

which in particular gives
R(a) ≥ R0(a) := a(q−1)/qα−1/q.

Consequently, R0(a)/2 ∈ (0, R(a)) and it follows by evaluating (2.16) at r = R0(a)/2 that
,

w

(

R0(a)

2
; a

)

≥

(

a(q−1)/qα−1/q

2

)µ
a

2
≥ 2−(µ+1)α−µ/qa(2q−p)/q(q−p+1).

Since
2q − p

q(q − p+ 1)
< 0,

it follows that w(R0(a)/2; a) > K∗ if a is small enough. Combining the latter with
Lemma 2.6 ensures that C is non-empty and contains a right neighborhood of a = 0.
Moreover, Lemma 2.6 and the continuous dependence ensure that C is open, completing
the proof.

The proof of the existence part in the statements of Theorems 1.1 and 1.2 is completed
by the following result.

Corollary 2.8. (a) B is non-empty and B ⊆ [a∗, a
∗]. Moreover, a ∈ B if and only if

R(a) = ∞ and lim
r→∞

w(r; a) = sup
r∈(0,∞)

w(r; a) = K∗.

(b) If J is a connected component of A, then inf J ≥ a∗ > 0 and inf J ∈ B.

(c) If J is a connected component of C, then sup J ≤ a∗ and sup J ∈ B.
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Proof. (a) This follows immediately from Lemmas 2.3, 2.5, 2.6 and 2.7.

(b) Let J be a connected component of A. Then inf J ≥ a∗ > 0 by Lemma 2.7, while
inf J /∈ A since A is an open set according to Lemma 2.5. Moreover, for any a ∈ J and
any r ∈ [0, R(a)), we have w(r; a) < K∗ by Lemma 2.3 (iii), so that continuous dependence
entails that

w(r; inf J) ≤ K∗ for r ∈ [0,∞),

recalling that R(inf J) = ∞ by Lemma 2.4, since inf J /∈ A. Consequently, Lemma 2.6
implies that inf J /∈ C and thus inf J ∈ B, as claimed.

(c) The proof is similar to that of (b) and we omit it here.

We close this section with a technical result which gives further properties of w(·; a) and
f(·; a) for a ∈ B. This result will be very useful in the forthcoming sections.

Lemma 2.9. Let a ∈ B. Then
lim
r→∞

rw′(r; a) = 0 (2.17)

and
lim
r→∞

rµ+1f ′(r; a) = −µK∗. (2.18)

Proof. On the one hand, according to the definition of B, we have

rw′(r; a) = µw(r; a) + rµ+1f ′(r; a) ≤ µK∗ + rµ+1|f ′(r; a)|, r ≥ 0. (2.19)

On the other hand, combining the gradient estimate (2.2c) with Corollary 2.8 gives, for
r > 0,

|f ′(r)| ≤ µκ0

(

1 + ‖f‖1/(αp)∞

)

f(r)(µ+1)/µ

≤ µκ0

(

1 + ‖f‖1/(αp)∞

)

(K∗)(µ+1)/µr−1−µ,

and we further find by replacing the last estimate into (2.19) that

rw′(r; a) ≤ µK∗ + µκ0

(

1 + ‖f‖1/(αp)∞

)

(K∗)(µ+1)/µ.

Consequently,
L := lim sup

r→∞
rw′(r) ∈ [0,∞), (2.20)

while the finiteness of the limit of w(r) as r → ∞ stated in Corollary 2.8 implies that

lim inf
r→0

rw′(r) = 0. (2.21)

Assume now for contradiction that L > 0. Setting z(r) := rw′(r) for r ≥ 0, there is
an increasing sequence (r̄k)k≥1 such that r̄k → ∞ as k → ∞ and z(r̄k) = L/2 for all
k ≥ 1. Rolle’s theorem then entails the existence of an increasing sequence (rk)k≥1 such
that rk → ∞ as k → ∞, z(rk) → L as k → ∞, and z′(rk) = 0 for all k ≥ 0. Since
r2w′′(r) = rz′(r) − z(r), one has r2kw

′′(rk) = −z(rk) and it follows by evaluating (2.4) at
r = rk that

[N − 1− (2µ + 1)(p − 1)]z(rk) + µ(µK∗)q−p+1w(rk)

+ |W (rk)|
2−p

[

βrγkz(rk)− |W (rk)|
q
]

= 0.
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Letting k → ∞ and taking into account that a ∈ B and γ < 0, we conclude that

[N − 1− (2µ + 1)(p − 1)]L+ (µK∗)q−p+2 − |L− µK∗|q−p+2 = 0. (2.22)

Now, introducing the function,

ϕ(x) := |x− µK∗|q−p+2 − (µK∗)q−p+2 + [(2µ + 1)(p − 1)−N + 1]x, x ≥ 0,

and recalling that q − p + 2 > 1, we notice that ϕ is a convex function, so that ϕ′ is
increasing. Moreover, since µ > N ≥ 1,

ϕ′(0) = −(q − p+ 2)(µK∗)q−p+1 + µ(p− 1) + (µ+ 1)(p − 1)−N + 1

= µ(p− 1)− (q − p+ 2)[(µ + 1)(p − 1)−N + 1] + (µ+ 1)(p − 1)−N + 1

= µ(p− 1)− (q − p+ 1)[(µ + 1)(p − 1)−N + 1]

= (p− 1)[µ − (µ+ 1)(q − p+ 1)] + (q − p+ 1)(N − 1)

= (p− 1)(µ − 1) + (q − p+ 1)(N − 1) > 0.

Therefore, ϕ′(x) ≥ 0 for any x ≥ 0, hence ϕ is increasing on [0,∞) with ϕ(0) = 0 and this
shows that the only solution to (2.22) is L = 0, and a contradiction. Therefore, L = 0
and (2.17) follows from (2.20) and (2.21).

In order to prove now (2.18), we recall that

rw′(r) = r(rµf(r))′ = µw(r) + rµ+1f ′(r)

and we immediately deduce (2.18) by passing to the limit as r → ∞, taking into account
(2.17) and the fact that a ∈ B.

3 An auxiliary dynamical system. Refined behavior as r →
∞

Once established the existence of elements in B, and thus, of self-similar solutions to
Eq. (1.1) with the fast decay (1.13) as r → ∞, the aim of this longer and rather technical
section is to compute the second order of their behavior as r → ∞. This step is of
independent interest and leads to the decay rate (1.14) as r → ∞, thereby completing the
proof of Theorem 1.2. It also comes decisively into play in the proof of the uniqueness part
in Theorem 1.1. The proof is based on a fine analysis of an auxiliary dynamical system
obtained from (1.10) by performing a suitable transformation, see Section 3.2 below. But
for the time being, we begin with a formal deduction of the expansion (1.14).

3.1 A formal deduction of the next order

Let us recall here that, for a ∈ B, we have proved in Corollary 2.8 that 0 < w(r; a) < K∗

for r ∈ (0,∞) and lim
r→∞

w(r; a) = K∗. We aim at finding the second order in this expansion

for a ∈ B, and thus insert the ansatz

w(r; a) ∼ K∗ −Ar−θ, as r → ∞ (3.1)
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with yet undetermined exponent θ and constant A > 0, into the equation (2.4) solved by
w(·; a). As we are at a formal level, it is also expected to have

rw′(r; a) ∼ θAr−θ, r2w′′(r; a) ∼ −θ(θ + 1)Ar−θ, as r → ∞.

We thus substitute these expansions in (2.4) and obtain

o(r−θ) = −(p− 1)θ(θ + 1)Ar−θ + (N − 1− 2µ(p − 1))θAr−θ + (µK∗)q−p+2

−Aµ[(p − 1)(µ + 1)− (N − 1)]r−θ + |θAr−θ − µK∗ + µAr−θ|2−p

×
[

βrγθAr−θ − |θAr−θ − µK∗ + µAr−θ|q
]

.

Introducing

B := (θ + µ)(N − 1)− 2µ(p− 1)θ − (p− 1)θ(θ + 1)− µ(p− 1)(µ + 1)

and using the fact that γ = (2q − p)/(q − p + 1) < 0 in order to notice that r−θ+γ is a
smaller order term, we further obtain

o(r−θ) = ABr−θ + (µK∗)q−p+2

+ (µK∗)q−p+2

(

1−
A(θ + µ)

µK∗
r−θ

)2−p [ βθA

(µK∗)q
r−γ−θ −

(

1−
A(θ + µ)

µK∗
r−θ

)q]

= ABr−θ + (µK∗)q−p+2

+ (µK∗)q−p+2

(

1−
A(θ + µ)(2− p)

µK∗
r−θ

)(

−1 +
A(θ + µ)q

µK∗
r−θ

)

= ABr−θ + (µK∗)q−p+2

[

1− 1 +
A(q − p+ 2)(θ + µ)

µK∗
r−θ

]

,

Therefore, the constant A > 0 can be arbitrary, while θ should solve the algebraic equation

(θ + µ)(N − 1)− 2µ(p− 1)θ − (p− 1)θ(θ + 1)− µ(p− 1)(µ + 1)

+ (µK∗)q−p+1(q − p+ 2)(θ + µ) = 0.

Since

−2µ(p− 1)θ − (p − 1)θ(θ + 1)− µ(p− 1)(µ + 1) = −(p− 1)(θ + µ)(θ + µ+ 1)

and θ is expected to be positive, we may factor out θ + µ in the previous identity. Then,

N − 1− (p− 1)(θ + µ+ 1) + (µK∗)q−p+1(q − p+ 2) = 0,

and, taking into account that (µK∗)q−p+1 = (p− 1)(µ+1)− (N − 1) by (1.12), we obtain

θ =
N(p− 1)− q(N − 1)

p− 1

as stated in Theorem 1.2. As a final remark, it is also interesting to notice that θ = 1 if
N = 1 and θ ∈ (0, 1) if N ≥ 2 due to (1.2).
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3.2 A dynamical system

In order to establish the expansion (3.1) (and thus (1.14) as an immediate consequence)
in a rigorous way, we need to work with an auxiliary dynamical system. We thus go back
to f(·; a) with a ∈ B and introduce the following transformation, inspired partially by the
one used in [30, Section 4.2]: set η(r) = ln r ∈ R as a new independent variable and























X(·; a) ◦ η(r) := −r(|f ′|−pf ′f)(r; a),

Y (·; a) ◦ η(r) := −r2(|f ′|1−pf ′)(r; a),

Z(·; a) ◦ η(r) := r(p−2q)/(2−p)|Y (·; a) ◦ η(r)|(q−1)/(2−p)Y (·; a) ◦ η(r).

(3.2)

Observe that the positivity of f and the non-positivity of f ′ provided by Lemma 2.1, along
with (3.2), entail that

(

X(η(r); a), Y (η(r); a), Z(η(r); a)
)

∈ [0,∞)3, r ∈ (0,∞). (3.3)

Lemma 3.1. For a ∈ B, the functions
(

X(·; a)◦η, Y (·; a)◦η, Z(·; a)◦η
)

solve the following
autonomous dynamical system







































Ẋ = NX − Y − αX2 + βXY +XZ,

Ẏ =

(

2−
(2− p)(N − 1)

p− 1

)

Y +
2− p

p− 1
(αX − βY − Z)Y,

Ż =
q − p+ 1

p− 1
Z(Z∗ − Z) +

q − p+ 1

p− 1
(αX − βY )Z,

(3.4)

with

Z∗ :=
p− 1

q − p+ 1
−N + 1 =

N(p − 1)− q(N − 1)

q − p+ 1
> 0, (3.5)

where the dot denotes the derivative with respect to η and we have dropped the explicit
dependence on η and a for simplicity.

Proof. The proof is performed by direct calculations. However, since these calculations
are a bit tedious, we include them in some detail below for the reader’s convenience. We
start from the definition of Y ◦ η and find that

|f ′(r)| = r−2/(2−p)|(Y ◦ η)(r)|1/(2−p),

f ′(r) = −r−2/(2−p)|(Y ◦ η)(r)|(p−1)/(2−p)(Y ◦ η)(r).
(3.6)

Then
(|f ′|p−2f ′)(r) = −r−2(p−1)/(2−p)|(Y ◦ η)(r)|(2p−3)/(2−p)(Y ◦ η)(r) (3.7)

and differentiating once more with respect to r gives, taking into account that η′(r) = 1/r,

(|f ′|p−2f ′)′(r) =
2(p − 1)

2− p
r−p/(2−p)|(Y ◦ η)(r)|(2p−3)/(2−p)(Y ◦ η)(r)

−
p− 1

2− p
r−p/(2−p)|(Y ◦ η)(r)|(2p−3)/(2−p)(Ẏ ◦ η)(r).

(3.8)

15



Next, on the one hand, we replace the terms involving f ′ in (1.10) with their formulas
given in (3.6), (3.7) and (3.8), and on the other hand, we separate in the left-hand side
the term featuring Ẏ . After some direct calculations, we find

p− 1

2− p
Ẏ (η) =

(

2(p − 1)

2− p
− (N − 1)

)

Y (η) + αrp/(2−p)f(r)|Y (η)|−(2p−3)/(2−p)

− β|Y (η)|Y (η)− r(p−2q)/(2−p)|Y (η)|(q−2p+3)/(2−p),

(3.9)

where we have employed the notation Y (η) := Y ◦ η. Recalling now the definition of X(η)
and Z(η) (with the same convention of notation) from (3.2), and taking into account (3.6)
and the positivity of f , we readily observe that, on the one hand,

|Y (η)|(1−p)/(2−p) = r2(1−p)/(2−p)|f ′(r)|1−p = r2(1−p)/(2−p) |X(η)|

rf(r)

= r−p/(2−p) |X(η)|

f(r)
,

(3.10)

so that, by (3.3),

rp/(2−p)f(r)|Y (η)|−(2p−3)/(2−p) = rp/(2−p)f(r)|Y (η)|(1−p)/(2−p)|Y (η)|

= |X(η)||Y (η)| = X(η)Y (η),

while, on the other hand,

r(p−2q)/(2−p)|Y (η)|(q−2p+3)/(2−p) = |Y (η)|r(p−2q)/(2−p)|Y (η)|(q−p+1)/(2−p)

= |Y (η)||Z(η)| = Y (η)Z(η).

Putting these last calculations together, we arrive to the following autonomous equation
for Y :

p− 1

2− p
Ẏ (η) =

[

2(p− 1)

2− p
−N + 1

]

Y (η) + αX(η)Y (η)

− β|Y (η)|Y (η)− Y (η)Z(η).

(3.11)

Following similar ideas, we deduce from the definition of X ◦ η in (3.2) that

f ′(r) = −(rf(r))1/(p−1)|(X ◦ η)(r)|−p/(p−1)(X ◦ η)(r), (3.12)

hence
|f ′(r)|p−2f ′(r) = −rf(r)|(X ◦ η)(r)|−2(X ◦ η)(r). (3.13)

By taking derivatives with respect to r and taking once more into account that η′(r) = 1/r,
we obtain

(|f ′|p−2f ′)′(r) = −f(r)|(X ◦ η)(r)|−2(X ◦ η)(r)

+ r(rf(r))1/(p−1)|(X ◦ η)(r)|−p/(p−1)

+ f(r)|(X ◦ η)(r)|−2(Ẋ ◦ η)(r).

(3.14)

We then replace the terms involving f ′ in (1.10) by the expressions given in (3.12), (3.13)
and (3.14). Setting again X(η) := X ◦ η, we obtain after straightforward calculations that

Ẋ(η) = NX(η) − α|X(η)|2 − rp/(p−1)f(r)(2−p)/(p−1)|X(η)|(p−2)/(p−1)

+ βrp/(p−1)f(r)(2−p)/(p−1)|X(η)|(p−2)/(p−1)X(η)

+ rq/(p−1)f(r)(q−p+1)/(p−1)|X(η)|(2p−2−q)/(p−1) .
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We notice again from (3.10) that, on the one hand,

rp/(p−1)f(r)(2−p)/(p−1)|X(η)|(p−2)/(p−1) = |Y (η)|.

On the other hand, using once more (3.10), we can write

rq/(p−1)f(r)(q−p+1)/(p−1)|X(η)|(p−1−q)/(p−1)

= rq/(p−1)
[

r−p/(2−p)|Y (η)|(p−1)/(2−p)
](q−p+1)/(p−1)

= rq/(p−1)+p(p−q−1)/(p−1)(2−p)|Y (η)|(q−p+1)/(2−p)

= r(p−2q)/(2−p)|Y (η)|(q−p+1)/(2−p) = |Z(η)|.

Using again (3.3), we thus obtain an autonomous equation for X, given by

Ẋ(η) = NX(η) − |Y (η)| − αX(η)2 + βX(η)|Y (η)|+X(η)Z(η). (3.15)

We are left with deriving a differential equation for Z. By (3.2) and (3.9), we have

Ż(η) =
p− 2q

2− p
Z(η) +

q − p+ 1

2− p
r(p−2q)/(2−p)|Y (η)|(q−1)/(2−p)Ẏ (η)

=
p− 2q

2− p
Z(η) +

q − p+ 1

p− 1
r(p−2q)/(2−p)|Y (η)|(q−1)/(2−p)

×

[(

2(p− 1)

2− p
− (N − 1)

)

Y (η) − β|Y (η)|Y (η) + αX(η)Y (η)− Y (η)Z(η)

]

,

and taking into account the definition of Z(η), we finally obtain

Ż(η) =
q − p+ 1

p− 1
Z(η) [Z∗ − Z(η)]

+
q − p+ 1

p− 1
[αX(η) − β|Y (η)|]Z(η),

(3.16)

where Z∗ is defined in (3.5). Gathering equations (3.11), (3.15) and (3.16) and using (3.3),
we obtain the autonomous system (3.4), as claimed.

Recalling that a ∈ B and taking into account the behavior of f(r) and f ′(r) as r → ∞
given in Corollary 2.8 and (2.18), we infer from (1.2) and (3.2) that

(X ◦ η)(r) ∼ (µK∗)1−pK∗r1+(µ+1)(p−1)−µ = (µK∗)1−pK∗r−(p−2q)/(q−p+1) → 0

as r → ∞, since (p − 2q)/(q − p+ 1) > 0. In a similar manner,

(Y ◦ η)(r) ∼ (µK∗)2−pr2−(2−p)(µ+1) = (µK∗)2−pr−(p−2q)/(q−p+1) → 0

as r → ∞, while

(Z ◦ η)(r) ∼ (µK∗)q−p+1 =
p− 1

q − p+ 1
−N + 1 = Z∗ as r → ∞.

Thus, any profile f(·; a) with a ∈ B is mapped by the transformation (3.2) into a complete
orbit

(

X,Y,Z)(·; a) of the system (3.4) in [0,∞)3, see (3.3), and converging as η → ∞ to
the critical point

P0 = (0, 0, Z∗) .

We are now in a position to move to dynamical systems techniques and carefully analyze
the stable manifold in a neighborhood of the critical point P0. This is the goal of the next
section.
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3.3 Analysis of a stable manifold. Proof of Theorem 1.2

We proceed in this section with the analysis of the stable manifold of the critical point
P0. Even though we are only interested in orbits coming through the transformation (3.2)
from profiles f(·; a) with a ∈ B, we actually study the asymptotic behavior of arbitrary
orbits of (3.4) lying in the stable manifold of P0. More precisely, we start by translating
P0 to the origin 0 = (0, 0, 0) of R3 and introduce W := Z − Z∗ and ξ = (X,Y,W ). Then
the system (3.4) reads

ξ̇ = F(ξ), (3.17)

where

F1(ξ) := (N + Z∗)X − Y − αX2 + βXY +XW,

F2(ξ) := −
(p− 2q)

q − p+ 1
Y +

2− p

p− 1
Y (αX − βY −W ),

F3(ξ) :=
q − p+ 1

p− 1
Z∗(αX − βY −W ) +

q − p+ 1

p− 1
W (αX − βY −W ).

In order to simplify the notation, we set throughout the remaining part of this section

ν :=
q − p+ 1

p− 1
, ζ := N(p − 1) + qZ∗.

With this notation, the matrix of the linearization of (3.17) near the origin is

DF(0) =









N + Z∗ −1 0

0 −
p− 2q

q − p+ 1
0

ανZ∗ −βνZ∗ −νZ∗









with eigenvalues

λ1 := N + Z∗ > 0, λ2 := −
p− 2q

q − p+ 1
< 0, λ3 := −νZ∗ < 0, (3.18)

and corresponding eigenvectors

V1 := (ζ, 0, α(q + 1− p)Z∗), V2 := (q − p+ 1, p− q, 0), V3 := (0, 0, 1). (3.19)

We thus find that 0 is a saddle point of (3.17) with a one-dimensional unstable manifold
and a two-dimensional stable manifold Ws(0), and we focus on the dynamics of the orbits
belonging to the latter. To proceed further, we denote the semiflow associated to (3.17)
by Φ; that is, given ξ0 ∈ R

3, Φ(·; ξ0) is the unique solution to

Φ̇(η; ξ0) = F (Φ(η; ξ0)), η ∈ Jξ0
,

Φ(0; ξ0) = ξ0,

defined on a maximal open interval Jξ0
⊂ R with 0 ∈ Jξ0

. Since F is a quadratic
polynomial, we point out that Φ(·; ξ0) ∈ C∞

(

Jξ0
;R3

)

.

Since 0 is an hyperbolic point for (3.17), it follows from the proof of the stable manifold
theorem (see for example [1, Theorem 19.11]) that there exist an open neighborhood V ⊂
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R
3 of 0, two open neighborhoods U0 ⊂ U ⊂ R

2 of (0, 0), and h ∈ C∞(U ,R) such that
h(0, 0) = Dh(0, 0) = 0 and the local stable manifold

WV
s (0) := {ξ0 ∈ Ws(0) : Φ(η; ξ0) ∈ V for all η ≥ 0} (3.20a)

satisfies
WV

s (0) ⊂ {uV2 + vV3 + h(u, v)V1 : (u, v) ∈ U} (3.20b)

and
{uV2 + vV3 + h(u, v)V1 : (u, v) ∈ U0} ⊂ WV

s (0). (3.20c)

Consider now ξ0 ∈ WV
s (0). Then [0,∞) ⊂ J (ξ0), Φ(η; ξ0) ∈ WV

s (0) for all η ≥ 0 and we
infer from this invariance property and (3.20) that there are functions (U, V ) : [0,∞) → U
such that (X,Y,W ) := Φ(·; ξ0) satisfies

(X,Y,W )(η) = U(η)V2 + V (η)V3 + h(U(η), V (η))V1, η ≥ 0. (3.21)

We readily deduce from (3.21) that

X = (q − p+ 1)U + ζh(U, V ), (3.22a)

Y = (p − q)U, (3.22b)

W = V + α(q − p+ 1)Z∗h(U, V ), (3.22c)

whence

V = −
α(q − p+ 1)Z∗

ζ
X +

α(q − p+ 1)2Z∗

(p− q)ζ
Y +W. (3.22d)

Observe that (3.22b) and (3.22d) ensure that U and V both belong to C∞([0,∞)) which,
in turn, implies that h(U, V ) ∈ C∞([0,∞)) as a consequence of the regularity of h. To
determine the behavior of (X,Y,W ), we set

H := h(U, V ), G := αX − βY −W = −V +
αq

ν
H. (3.23)

Lemma 3.2. Let ξ0 ∈ WV
s (0). Then the functions (U, V ) defined in (3.21) solve

U̇ = λ2U +
2− p

p− 1
UG, (3.24)

and

V̇ = λ3V +
αν(q − p+ 1)Z∗

ζ
UG+ νV G+ ανqZ∗GH, (3.25)

in (0,∞), where λ2 and λ3 are the eigenvalues defined in (3.18).

Proof. Using the invariance of the stable manifold, we deduce from the second equation
in (3.17) and (3.22b) that, on the one hand,

(p − q)U̇ = λ2(p − q)U +
(2− p)(p− q)

p− 1
UG,

which readily gives (3.24). On the other hand, the first equation in (3.17) and (3.22a) give

(q − p+ 1)U̇ + ζḢ = (N + Z∗)
[

(q − p+ 1)U + ζH
]

− (p− q)U −
[

(q − p+ 1)U + ζH
]

G.
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Taking into account that

(N + Z∗)(q − p+ 1)− (p − q) = −(p− 2q),

we further obtain

U̇ +
ζ

q − p+ 1
Ḣ = λ2U +

(N + Z∗)ζ

q − p+ 1
H −

[

U +
ζ

q − p+ 1
H

]

G.

We next replace U̇ in the previous equation with its expression in the already estab-
lished (3.24) to get

Ḣ = −
ν

ζ
UG+ (N + Z∗)H −GH. (3.26)

Finally, we employ the third equation in (3.17) and (3.22c) in order to obtain the equation
for V . More precisely, we have

V̇ + α(q − p+ 1)Z∗Ḣ = νZ∗G+ ν[V + α(q − p+ 1)Z∗H]G

= νZ∗

[

−V +
αq

ν
H
]

+ ν[V + α(q − p+ 1)Z∗H]G

= λ3V + αqZ∗H + ν[V + α(q − p+ 1)Z∗H]G.

We replace now Ḣ by the identity (3.26) to obtain

V̇ = λ3V − α(q − p+ 1)Z∗

[

−
ν

ζ
UG+ (N + Z∗)H −GH

]

+ αqZ∗H + ν[V + α(q − p+ 1)Z∗H]G,

from which (3.25) follows after straightforward manipulations and taking into account the
identity αqZ∗ = α(q − p+ 1)(N + Z∗)Z∗.

One further difficulty in the forthcoming analysis is the fact that the eigenvalues λ2 and
λ3 are not always ordered in the same way. Indeed, a direct calculation leads to

λ2 − λ3 = −
P (q − p+ 1)

(p− 1)(q − p+ 1)
, P (λ) := (N − 1)λ2 − 3(p− 1)λ+ (2− p)(p − 1),

and we may observe that

P (0) = (2− p)(p− 1) > 0, P

(

2− p

2

)

=
(2− p)(N + 1)

4
(pc − p) < 0,

and P ′ < 0 on [0, (2−p)/2]. Hence there is a unique λ∗ ∈ (0, (2−p)/2) satisfying P (λ∗) = 0.
We thus deduce that there exists a unique q∗ := λ∗+p−1 ∈ (p−1, p/2) such that λ2 = λ3

for q = q∗. This interchange of order between the two negative eigenvalues of DF(0)
generates some additional technical difficulties in the (very careful) analysis we perform
below. We continue our analysis of the trajectories on the stable manifold by the following
boundedness result.

Lemma 3.3. Let ξ0 ∈ WV
s (0). There exists a constant C0 > 0 depending on N , p, q, and

ξ0 such that the functions (U, V ) defined in (3.21) satisfy

|U(η)| + |V (η)| ≤ C0e
Λη, Λ := max{λ2, λ3} < 0,

for any η ∈ [0,∞).
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Proof. We multiply (3.24) by sign(U) and (3.25) by sign(V ) and add the resulting identities
to obtain

d

dη
(|U |+ |V |) = λ2|U |+

2− p

p− 1
|U |G+ λ3|V |+

αν(q − p+ 1)Z∗

ζ
UG sign(V )

+ ν|V |G+ ανqZ∗GH sign(V )

≤ Λ(|U |+ |V |) +
2− p

p− 1
|U ||G| +

αν(q − p+ 1)Z∗

ζ
|U ||G|

+ ν|V ||G|+ ανqZ∗|G||H|.

At this point, since h(0, 0) = 0 and (U, V ) ∈ L∞((0,∞);R2), we note that there is C1 > 0
depending on N , p, q, and ξ0 such that

|H| = |h(U, V )| ≤ C1(|U |+ |V |), (3.27)

while
|G| ≤ |V |+

αq

ν
|H| ≤ C2(|U |+ |V |), C2 := 1 +

αq

ν
C1. (3.28)

Consequently, there is C3 > 0 depending on N , p, q, and ξ0 such that

d

dη
(|U |+ |V |) + |Λ|(|U | + |V |) ≤ C3(|U |+ |V |)2, η ≥ 0. (3.29)

Setting Σ := |U |+ |V |, we infer from ξ0 ∈ WV
s (0) and (3.22) that Σ(η) → 0 as η → ∞, so

that there is η0 ≥ 0 such that Σ(η) ≤ |Λ|/(2C3) for η ≥ η0. It follows from (3.29) that

Σ̇(η) ≤ −Σ(η)(|Λ| − C3Σ(η)), η ≥ η0,

and we obtain by integration, taking into account the non-positivity of the right-hand side,
that

Σ(η)

|Λ|
≤

Σ(η)

|Λ| − C3Σ(η)
≤ C4e

−|Λ|η, C4 =
Σ(η0)

|Λ| − C3Σ(η0)
e|Λ|η0 ,

for η ≥ η0. The conclusion follows from the previous estimate and the boundedness of Σ
on [0, η0].

The convergence for U follows now rather easily from (3.24).

Lemma 3.4. Let ξ0 ∈ WV
s (0). There exists U∞(ξ0) ∈ R such that the function U defined

in (3.21) satisfies
lim
η→∞

e−λ2ηU(η) = U∞(ξ0).

Proof. We readily infer from (3.24) that

d

dη

[

U(η) exp

(

−λ2η −
2− p

p− 1

∫ η

0
G(s) ds

)]

= 0,

whence

e−λ2ηU(η) = U(0) exp

(

2− p

p− 1

∫ η

0
G(s) ds

)

, η ≥ 0.

We then infer from Lemma 3.3 and the estimate (3.28) that G ∈ L1(0,∞), so that

lim
η→∞

e−λ2ηU(η) = U(0) exp

(

2− p

p− 1

∫ ∞

0
G(s) ds

)

=: U∞(ξ0),

and the proof is complete.
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Obtaining a similar result for the component V of the orbit, with respect to the eigen-
value λ3, is much more involved, as (3.25) involves more terms. Thus, we need one more
technical, preparatory lemma about the Taylor expansion of the function h at (0, 0).

Lemma 3.5. For any integer n ≥ 1, we have

∂n
uh(0, 0) = ∂n

v h(0, 0) = 0.

Proof. The proof is based on a rather technical computation of the coefficients of the
Taylor expansion of the function h. To this end, we pick an arbitrary pair (u, v) ∈ U0 and
recall that (3.20c) ensures that

ξ0 = uV2 + vV3 + h(u, v)V1 ∈ WV
s (0).

Keeping the notation (X,Y,W ) = Φ(·; ξ0) and the corresponding (U, V,H,G) introduced
in (3.21) and (3.23), we deduce from (3.23) and (3.26) that

∂uh(U, V )U̇ + ∂vh(U, V )V̇ =
ν

ζ

[

UV −
α(p − 1)q

q − p+ 1
UH

]

+ (N + Z∗)H +

[

V −
α(p − 1)q

q − p+ 1
H

]

H.

We next replace U̇ and V̇ from (3.24) and (3.25) into the previous identity. Taking also
into account (3.23), the expression of Z∗ in (3.5), and letting η → 0 we are thus left, after
some easy manipulations, with the following (lengthy) equality which holds true for any
(u, v) ∈ U0:

∂uh(u, v)

[

λ2u−
2− p

p− 1
uv +

αq(2 − p)

q − p+ 1
uh(u, v)

]

+ ∂vh(u, v)

[

λ3v −
αν(q − p+ 1)Z∗

ζ
uv − νv2

+
α2q(q − p+ 1)

ζ
uh(u, v) + αν(N − 1)qvh(u, v) + α2q2Z∗h

2(u, v)

]

=
ν

ζ
uv +

q

q − p+ 1
h(u, v) −

αq

ζ
uh(u, v) + vh(u, v) −

αq(p− 1)

q − p+ 1
h2(u, v).

(3.30)

We let first v = 0 in (3.30) and, taking into account that h(0, 0) = Dh(0, 0) = 0 and thus
that h(u, v) is at least a quadratic expression in (u, v), we obtain by identifying only the
quadratic terms:

λ2u∂uh(u, 0) =
q

q − p+ 1
h(u, 0) + o(h(u, 0)). (3.31)

Since, for any n ≥ 1,

h(u, 0) =

n
∑

k=0

∂k
uh(0, 0)

k!
uk + o(un),

∂uh(u, 0) =

n−1
∑

k=0

∂k+1
u h(0, 0)

k!
uk + o(un−1),

22



we infer from (3.31) that

λ2

n
∑

k=1

∂k
uh(0, 0)

(k − 1)!
uk −

q

q − p+ 1

n
∑

k=0

∂k
uh(0, 0)

k!
uk = o(h(u, 0)) + o(un),

or equivalently,

n
∑

k=2

[

λ2

(k − 1)!
−

q

(q − p+ 1)k!

]

∂k
uh(0, 0)u

k = o(un) + o(h(u, 0)). (3.32)

We proceed by induction. For n = 2, we obtain from (3.32) that
[

λ2 −
q

2(q − p+ 1)

]

∂2
uh(0, 0)u

2 = o(u2) + o(h(u, 0)) = o(u2),

and we infer from the negativity of λ2 that ∂2
uh(0, 0) = 0. Assume next that ∂k

uh(0, 0) = 0
for 0 ≤ k ≤ n− 1, n ≥ 3. Then h(u, 0) = O(un), so that o(h(u, 0)) = o(un) and it follows
from (3.32) that

[

λ2

(n− 1)!
−

q

(q − p+ 1)n!

]

∂n
uh(0, 0)u

n = o(un).

Consequently, using again the negativity of λ2, we get that ∂n
uh(0, 0) = 0 and the proof

by induction is completed. We proceed in a similar way for the derivatives with respect to
the v variable, by letting u = 0 in (3.30) and identifying only the quadratic terms to find

λ3v∂vh(0, v) =
q

q − p+ 1
h(0, v) + o(h(0, v)). (3.33)

We plug again the Taylor expansion of h(0, v) into (3.33), as we did before with h(u, 0).
Indeed, since

h(0, v) =

n
∑

k=0

∂k
vh(0, 0)

k!
vk + o(vn),

∂vh(0, v) =

n−1
∑

k=0

∂k+1
v h(0, 0)

k!
vk + o(vn−1),

we derive from (3.33) that

n
∑

k=2

[

λ3

(k − 1)!
−

q

(q − p+ 1)k!

]

∂k
vh(0, 0) = o(vn) + o(h(0, v)). (3.34)

We proceed again by induction. For n = 2, (3.34) gives

λ3∂
2
vh(0, 0)v

2 =
q

2(q − p+ 1)
∂2
vh(0, 0)v

2 + o(v2)

and the negativity of λ3 implies that ∂2
vh(0, 0) = 0. Assuming as before that ∂k

vh(0, 0) = 0
for 0 ≤ k ≤ n − 1 and n ≥ 3 and replacing this induction assumption into (3.34), we are
left with

[

λ3

(n− 1)!
−

q

(q − p+ 1)n!

]

∂n
v h(0, 0)v

n = o(vn),

and once more the negativity of λ3 implies that ∂n
v h(0, 0) = 0, completing the induction

step and the proof.
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With the previous preparation, we can now state and prove a convergence lemma for V .

Lemma 3.6. Let ξ0 ∈ WV
s (0). There exists V∞(ξ0) ∈ R such that the function V defined

in (3.21) satisfies
lim
η→∞

e−λ3ηV (η) = V∞(ξ0).

Proof. Let n ≥ 2 be such that nΛ < λ3. Owing to Lemma 3.5 and Taylor’s theorem, there
exists C5(n) > 0 depending only on N , p, q, ξ0, and n such that

|H| = |h(U, V )| ≤ C5(n)(|U | + |V |)n. (3.35)

Recalling (3.23), we next notice that we can write (3.25) in the form

V̇ =
(

λ3 +Q1

)

V +Q2,

where

Q1 := −
αν(q − p+ 1)Z∗

ζ
U − νV,

Q2 :=
α2(q − p+ 1)qZ∗

ζ
UH + αqν(N − 1)V H + α2q2Z∗H

2.

Consequently, for η ≥ 0,

d

dη

[

V (η) exp

(

−λ3η −

∫ η

0
Q1(s) ds

)]

= Q2(η) exp

(

−λ3η −

∫ η

0
Q1(s) ds

)

,

whence, after integration,

e−λ3ηV (η) = V (0) exp

(∫ η

0
Q1(s) ds

)

+

∫ η

0
e−λ3sQ2(s) exp

(
∫ η

s
Q1(s∗) ds∗

)

ds.

(3.36)

On the one hand, we deduce from Lemma 3.3 that, for η ≥ 0,

|Q1(η)| ≤ ν

(

1 +
α(q − p+ 1)Z∗

ζ

)

C0e
Λη,

so that Q1 ∈ L1(0,∞). On the other hand, setting

C6 := αqmax

{

α(q − p+ 1)Z∗

ζ
, ν(N − 1), αqZ∗

}

,

we infer from (3.27), (3.35) and Lemma 3.3 that, for η ≥ 0,

e−λ3η|Q2(η)| ≤ C6

(

|U(η)| + |V (η)| + |H(η)|
)

|H(η)|e−λ3η

≤ C6(1 + C1)C5(n)
(

|U(η)| + |V (η)|
)n+1

e−λ3η

≤ C6(1 + C1)C5(n)C
n+1
0 e[(n+1)Λ−λ3]η

≤ C6(1 + C1)C5(n)C
n+1
0 eΛη,

and this upper bound guarantees that η 7→ e−λ3ηQ2(η) belongs to L1(0,∞). Consequently,

V∞(ξ0) := V (0) exp

(
∫ ∞

0
Q1(s) ds

)

+

∫ ∞

0
e−λ3sQ2(s) exp

(
∫ ∞

s
Q1(s∗) ds∗

)

ds

is finite and we let η → ∞ in (3.36) to complete the proof of Lemma 3.6.
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Putting together the previous analysis, we can now identify the decay as η → ∞ on
any trajectory contained in the stable manifold WV

s (0) of the critical point P0 of the
system (3.17).

Proposition 3.7. Let ξ0 ∈ WV
s (0). Then, as η → ∞,

ξ(η; ξ0) =
[

U∞(ξ0)e
λ2η + o

(

eλ2η
)]

V2 +
[

V∞(ξ0)e
λ3η + o

(

eλ3η
)]

V3, (3.37)

where U∞(ξ0) and V∞(ξ0) are defined in Lemma 3.4 and Lemma 3.6, respectively.

Proof. We first observe that (3.35), along with Lemma 3.3, implies that, for all n ≥ 2,

|h(U(η), V (η))| ≤ Cn
0C5(n)e

nΛη , η ≥ 0. (3.38)

The asymptotic expansion (3.37) as η → ∞ now follows immediately from (3.22) and (3.38),
together with the convergences in Lemmas 3.4 and 3.6.

The information given in Proposition 3.7 is already sufficient in order to complete the
proof of Theorem 1.2. But we postpone for the moment its proof and first show that the
limits in Lemmas 3.4 and 3.6 determine uniquely the trajectory contained in the stable
manifold of P0.

Proposition 3.8. The map ξ0 7→
(

U∞(ξ0), V∞(ξ0)
)

is one-to-one on V, where U∞ and
V∞ are introduced in Lemmas 3.4 and 3.6, respectively. Moreover, if ̺ ∈ R is such that
(̺β, ̺α, 0) ∈ V, then

U∞((̺β, ̺α, 0)) =
̺

p− 2q
, V∞((̺β, ̺α, 0)) = 0.

Proof. By Hartman’s theorem [17] (see also [36, Section 2.8]), there exist a neighborhood
N ⊂ R

3 containing the origin and a C1-diffeomorphism Ψ : N 7→ Ψ(N ) such that Ψ(0) = 0

and, for any ξ0 ∈ N , there is an open interval Iξ0 ⊂ R containing zero such that

Ψ ◦Φ(η; ξ0) = eDF(0)ηΨ(ξ0), η ∈ Iξ0 , (3.39)

recalling that Φ is the flow associated to the dynamical system (3.17). In particular, if we
decompose Ψ on the basis formed by the eigenvectors {V1,V2,V3} defined in (3.19), then

Ψ =
3
∑

i=1

ΨiVi,

and the conjugacy (3.39) gives

Ψi(Φ(η; ξ0)) = Ψi(ξ0)e
λiη, i ∈ {1, 2, 3}, η ∈ Iξ0 . (3.40)

Consider now ξ0,k ∈ WV
s (0), k ∈ {1, 2}, such that

(

U∞(ξ0,1), V∞(ξ0,1)
)

=
(

U∞(ξ0,2), V∞(ξ0,2)
)

=: (U∞, V∞). (3.41)

Owing to the definition of WV
s (0), there is η0 ≥ 0 such that Φ(η; ξ0,k) ∈ N for all η ≥ η0

and k ∈ {1, 2}. Therefore, setting ξk := Φ(η0; ξ0,k) for k ∈ {1, 2}, we have [0,∞) ⊂ Iξk
and we infer from (3.40) that

Ψi(Φ(η; ξk)) = Ψi(ξk)e
λiη, i ∈ {1, 2, 3}, η ≥ 0. (3.42)
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Moreover, since Ψ ∈ C1(N ) with Ψ(0) = 0, we deduce from Proposition 3.7 the following
expansion as η → ∞

Ψi(Φ(η; ξk)) ∼ ∂XΨi(0)Xk(η) + ∂Y Ψi(0)Yk(η) + ∂WΨi(0)Wk(η)

∼ ∂XΨi(0)(q − p+ 1)U∞(ξk)e
λ2η + ∂Y Ψi(0)(p − q)U∞(ξk)e

λ2η

+ ∂WΨi(0)V∞(ξk)e
λ3η

∼ ωi,2U∞(ξk)e
λ2η + ωi,3V∞(ξk)e

λ3η,

(3.43)

for each i ∈ {1, 2, 3} and k ∈ {1, 2}, where (Xk, Yk,Wk) = Φ(·; ξk) and

ωi,j := 〈∇Ψi(0),Vj〉, (i, j) ∈ {1, 2, 3} × {2, 3}.

In addition,

U∞(ξk) = U∞eλ2η0 and V∞(ξk) = V∞eλ3η0 , k ∈ {1, 2}, (3.44)

by (3.41), since Φ(η; ξ0,k) = (Xk, Yk,Wk)(η − η0) for η ≥ 0 and k ∈ {1, 2}. Combin-
ing (3.42), (3.43), and (3.44) gives

Ψi(ξk)e
λiη ∼ ωi,2U∞eλ2(η0+η) + ωi,3V∞eλ3(η0+η) (3.45)

as η → ∞ for each i ∈ {1, 2, 3} and k ∈ {1, 2}. Since λ1 > 0, an immediate consequence
of (3.45) applied with i = 1 is that

Ψ1(ξk) = 0, k ∈ {1, 2}.

It next follows from (3.45) applied with i = 2 and i = 3 that, as η → ∞,

Ψ2(ξk) ∼ ω2,2U∞eλ2η0 + ω2,3V∞eλ3η0e(λ3−λ2)η , (3.46)

Ψ3(ξk) ∼ ω3,2U∞eλ2η0e(λ2−λ3)η + ω3,3V∞eλ3η0 , (3.47)

for k ∈ {1, 2}. At this stage, we split the rest of the analysis into three cases, according to
the sign of λ2 − λ3.

Case 1: λ3 < λ2. In this case, we readily infer from (3.46) that

Ψ2(ξk) = ω2,2U∞eλ2η0 , k ∈ {1, 2},

while (3.47) entails

ω3,2U∞ = 0, Ψ3(ξk) = ω3,3V∞eλ3η0 , k ∈ {1, 2}.

Consequently

ξ1 = ξ2 = Ψ−1
(

0, ω2,2U∞eλ2η0 , ω3,3V∞eλ3η0
)

, (3.48)

and the Cauchy-Lipschitz theorem implies that ξ0,1 = ξ0,2, as claimed.

Case 2: λ2 = λ3. In that case, it readily follows from (3.46) and (3.47) that, for k ∈ {1, 2},

Ψ2(ξk) = ω2,2U∞eλ2η0 + ω2,3V∞eλ3η0 ,

Ψ3(ξk) = ω3,2U∞eλ2η0 + ω3,3V∞eλ3η0 ,
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so that

ξ1 = ξ2 = Ψ−1
(

0, ω2,2U∞eλ2η0 + ω2,3V∞eλ3η0 , ω3,2U∞eλ2η0 + ω3,3V∞eλ3η0
)

.

Thus, ξ0,1 = ξ0,2 by the Cauchy-Lipschitz theorem.

Case 3: λ3 > λ2. It is very similar to Case 1. Indeed, we deduce from (3.46) and (3.47)
that, for k ∈ {1, 2},

Ψ2(ξk) = ω2,2U∞eλ2η0 , ω2,3V∞ = 0, Ψ3(ξk) = ω3,3V∞eλ3η0 ,

and we arrive again to (3.48), thereby completing the proof of the first statement in
Proposition 3.8.

Consider now ̺ ∈ R. Then direct computations reveal that

Φ(η; (̺β, ̺α, 0)) = (̺β, ̺α, 0)eλ2η for η ∈ R,

and the claim readily follows from (3.22) and this explicit formula.

We are now in a position to complete the proof of Theorem 1.2.

Proof of Theorem 1.2. By Corollary 2.8, the set B defined in Section 2 is non-empty and
there is thus a ∈ B such that the solution f(·; a) to (2.1) satisfies R(a) = ∞ and

lim
r→∞

rµf(r; a) = K∗.

Let us now prove the expansion (1.14). To this end, we recall that, according to the
discussion closing Section 3.2, ξa :=

(

X(·; a), Y (·; a), Z(·; a) − Z∗

)

defined in (3.2) is a
complete orbit of (3.17) which is included in Ws(0). In particular, there is ηa ∈ R such
that ξa(η) ∈ WV

s (0) for all η ≥ ηa and we infer from Proposition 3.7 that there are
(

U∞,a, V∞,a

)

∈ R
2 such that

ξa(η) =
[

U∞,ae
λ2η + o(eλ2η)

]

V2 +
[

V∞,ae
λ3η + o(eλ3η)

]

V3 as η → ∞. (3.49)

Undoing the transformation (3.2) for Y (·; a), we deduce from (3.49) that

Y (ln r; a) = r2(−f ′(r; a))2−p ∼ (p− q)U∞,ar
λ2 as r → ∞,

or equivalently

−f ′(r; a) ∼ [(p− q)U∞,a]
1/(2−p) r(λ2−2)/(2−p) = [(p− q)U∞,a]

1/(2−p) r−1/(q−p+1).

Comparing with (2.18), we find that U∞,a is uniquely determined by

U∞,a =
1

p− q
(µK∗)2−p > 0. (3.50)

Similarly, transforming back Z(·; a) to f ′(·; a) according to (3.2), we infer from (3.49) that

Z(ln r; a) = r(−f ′(r; a))q−p+1 ∼ Z∗ + V∞,ar
λ3 as r → ∞,

27



hence

−r1/(q−p+1)f ′(r; a) ∼ (Z∗ + V∞,ar
λ3)1/(q−p+1) ∼ Zµ+1

∗ +
V∞,aZ

µ
∗

q − p+ 1
rλ3 .

This gives, after one integration,

f(r; a) ∼
Zµ+1
∗

µ
r−µ +

V∞,aZ
µ
∗

(µ− λ3)(q − p+ 1)
rλ3−µ as r → ∞, (3.51)

which, together with Corollary 2.8, guarantees that V∞,a ≤ 0. Noticing that

Zµ+1
∗ = µK∗ = [(p− q)U∞,a]

1/(2−p), λ3 = −θ

and setting

Aa := −
V∞,aZ

µ
∗

(µ− λ3)(q − p+ 1)
≥ 0, (3.52)

we observe that (3.51) implies (1.14) with A = Aa.

Finally, assume for contradiction that V∞,a = Aa = 0. Then Z(·; a) ≡ Z∗ by Proposi-

tion 3.8 and thus r(−f ′(r; a))q−p+1 = Z∗ for r ≥ 0; that is, f(r; a) = Zµ+1
∗ r−µ/µ = K∗r−µ

for r > 0 and a contradiction. Consequently, Aa > 0 and the proof is complete.

Another very useful consequence of the previous analysis is the following result.

Corollary 3.9. Let (a1, a2) ∈ (0,∞)2 be such that a1 6= a2 and assume that the corre-
sponding solutions f(·; a1) and f(·; a2) to (2.1) satisfy R(a1) = R(a2) = ∞ and (1.14) with
corresponding constants (Aa1 , Aa2) ∈ R

2. Then Aa1 6= Aa2 .

Proof. Assume for contradiction that Aa1 = Aa2 . We then infer from (3.50) and (3.52)
that (U∞,a1 , V∞,a1) = (U∞,a2 , V∞,a2). Owing to Proposition 3.8, this equality implies that

(

X(·; a1), Y (·; a1), Z(·; a1)− Z∗

)

=
(

X(·; a2), Y (·; a2), Z(·; a2)− Z∗

)

,

hence a1 = a2 by (3.2), and a contradiction.

This corollary will be a decisive argument in the proof of the uniqueness part in Theo-
rem 1.1.

4 Monotonicity and uniqueness

Throughout this section, we restrict ourselves to dimension N = 1. Let us recall that, for
a ∈ B, Theorem 1.2 gives that

f(r; a) = K∗r−µ

[

1−
C(a)

r
+ o(r−1)

]

as r → ∞, (4.1)

for some C(a) > 0. The next result establishes that two solutions of this kind are ordered.

Proposition 4.1. Let (a1, a2) ∈ B2 such that a1 < a2. Then f(r; a1) < f(r; a2) for any
r ∈ [0,∞).
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Proof. We use the same approach as in [13, Lemma 6]. Since the proof therein is rather
sketchy, we provide complete details below for the sake of completeness. Let Ci = C(ai)
be the constant corresponding to f(·; ai) in the asymptotic expansion (4.1) and set fi :=
f(·; ai) for i ∈ {1, 2} for simplicity, throughout this proof. According to the asymptotic
expansion (4.1), there is R1 > 0 such that, for any r ≥ R1, we have

−
K∗

2
Cir

−(µ+1) ≤ fi(r)−K∗r−µ(1− Cir
−1) ≤

K∗

2
Cir

−(µ+1),

or, equivalently,

K∗r−µ

(

1−
3Ci

2r

)

≤ fi(r) ≤ K∗r−µ

(

1−
Ci

2r

)

, r ≥ R1. (4.2)

We extend fi to R by setting fi(r) := fi(−r) for r ≤ 0 and note that fi ∈ C2(R) for
i ∈ {1, 2}. Consider ρ > 0 (to be determined later) and define

h(r) := f2(r − ρ), r ∈ R.

We first infer from (4.2) that, for r > R1 + ρ, we have

h(r)− f1(r) = f2(r − ρ)− f1(r) ≥ K∗

[

(r − ρ)−µ

(

1−
3C2

2(r − ρ)

)

− r−µ

(

1−
C1

2r

)]

≥ K∗r−µ

[

(

1−
ρ

r

)−µ
−

3C2

2r

(

1−
ρ

r

)−(µ+1)
− 1 +

C1

2r

]

= K∗r−µ

[

µ

∫ 0

−ρ/r
(1 + z)−(µ+1) dz +

C1

2r
−

3C2

2r

(

1−
ρ

r

)−(µ+1)
]

≥ K∗r−µ

[

µρ

r
+

C1

2r
−

3C2

2r

(

1−
ρ

r

)−(µ+1)
]

≥ K∗r−µ

[

2µρ+ C1 − 3C2

2r
+

3C2

2r

(

1−
(

1−
ρ

r

)−(µ+1)
)]

= K∗r−µ

[

2µρ+ C1 − 3C2

2r
− (µ+ 1)

3C2

2r

∫ 0

−ρ/r
(1 + z)−(µ+2) dz

]

≥ K∗r−µ

[

2µρ+ C1 − 3C2

2r
− (µ+ 1)

3C2

2r

∫ 0

−ρ/r

(

1−
ρ

r

)−(µ+2)
dz

]

≥ K∗r−µ

[

2µρ+ C1 − 3C2

2r
− (µ+ 1)

3ρC2

2r2

(

1−
ρ

r

)−(µ+2)
]

.

Assuming further that r ≥ kρ in addition to r ≥ R1 + ρ for some k ≥ 1, we conclude that

h(r)− f1(r) ≥
K∗

2
r−(µ+1)

[

2µρ+ C1 − 3C2 −
3(µ + 1)C2

k

(

k − 1

k

)−(µ+2)
]

(4.3)

for r ≥ max{R1 + ρ, kρ}. We now turn our attention to r < 0. If r < −R1, by performing
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analogous steps as in the above estimate, we deduce from (4.2) that

h(r)− f1(r) = f2(r − ρ)− f1(r) = f2(ρ− r)− f1(r)

≤ K∗

[

(ρ− r)−µ

(

1−
C2

2(ρ− r)

)

− (−r)−µ

(

1 +
3C1

2r

)]

≤ K∗|r|−µ

[

(

1 +
ρ

|r|

)−µ

− 1 +
3C1

2|r|

]

= K∗|r|−µ

[

−µ

∫ ρ/|r|

0
(1 + z)−(µ+1) dz +

3C1

2|r|

]

≤ K∗|r|−µ

[

−µρ

|r|

(

1 +
ρ

|r|

)−(µ+1)

+
3C1

2|r|

]

≤ K∗|r|−µ

[

3C1 − 2µρ

2|r|
+

µρ

|r|

(

1−

(

1 +
ρ

|r|

)−(µ+1)
)]

= K∗|r|−µ

[

3C1 − 2µρ

2|r|
+ (µ+ 1)

µρ

|r|

∫ ρ/|r|

0
(1 + z)−(µ+2) dz

]

≤ K∗|r|−µ

[

3C1 − 2µρ

2|r|
+

µ(µ+ 1)ρ2

r2

]

.

Therefore, if r ≤ −kρ in addition to r ≤ −R1, we conclude that

h(r)− f1(r) ≤
K∗

2
|r|−(µ+1)

[

3C1 − 2µρ+
2µ(µ + 1)ρ

k

]

, (4.4)

for |r| ≥ max{R1, kρ}. We next choose ρ such that

ρ > max

{

3C1

µ
,
3C2 − C1

µ
,R1

}

,

and pick k ≥ 2(µ + 1) sufficiently large such that

µρ

3C2(µ + 1)
≥

1

k

(

k − 1

k

)−(µ+2)

.

With this choice of ρ and k, we note that kρ ≥ R1 + ρ ≥ R1 and we infer from (4.3)
and (4.4) that h(r)− f1(r) > 0 for r ≥ kρ and h(r)− f1(r) < 0 for r ≤ −kρ. We have thus
shown that

f2(r − ρ) > f1(r) for r ≥ kρ,

f2(r − ρ) < f1(r) for r ≤ −kρ.
(4.5)

Consider now r ∈ (−∞, 0). There exists an integer j ≥ 0 such that −(j + 1)ρ ≤ r < −jρ.
Either j ≥ k, so that r ≤ −kρ, r−(k+1)ρ ≤ r−ρ ≤ 0 and it follows from the monotonicity
of f2 on (−∞, 0) and (4.5) that

f2(r − (k + 1)ρ) ≤ f2(r − ρ) < f1(r).

Or j ∈ {0, 1, ..., k − 1}. In that case, r − (k − j)ρ = r + jρ − kρ < −kρ and we infer
from (4.5) that

f2(r − (k − j)ρ− ρ) < f1(r − (k − j)ρ),
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and the monotonicity of f1 and f2 on (−∞, 0) entails that

f2(r − (k + 1)ρ) ≤ f2(r − (k + 1− j)ρ) < f1(r − (k − j)ρ) ≤ f1(r).

Putting the previous lines together, we have established that

f2(r − (k + 1)ρ) < f1(r) for r < 0. (4.6)

Consider next r > (k + 1)ρ. Then r − ρ ≥ r − (k + 1)ρ ≥ 0, and we derive from the
monotonicity of f2 on (0,∞) and (4.5) that

f2(r − (k + 1)ρ) ≥ f2(r − ρ) > f1(r) for r > (k + 1)ρ. (4.7)

It readily follows from (4.6) and (4.7) that the function

χ(r) := f2(r − (k + 1)ρ)− f1(r), r ∈ R,

has at least one zero in the interval [0, (k + 1)ρ]. Let us denote the smallest zero of χ by
r0 ∈ [0, (k + 1)ρ]. On the one hand, we have χ(r0) = 0 and χ(r) < 0 for r < r0. On the
other hand, if r ∈ (r0, (k + 1)ρ], then

0 > r − (k + 1)ρ > r0 − (k + 1)ρ,

and the monotonicity of f1 on (0,∞) and of f2 on (−∞, 0) give that

f2(r − (k + 1)ρ) > f2(r0 − (k + 1)ρ) = f1(r0) > f1(r),

so that ρ(r) > 0 for r > r0. We have just proved that h has a single zero r0 in [0, (k+1)ρ].

We next recall that the functions u1 and u2 defined by

ui(t, x) := (1− t)αfi(x(1 − t)β), (t, x) ∈ [0, 1] × R,

are solutions to the partial differential equation (1.1) for i ∈ {1, 2}. Since (1.1) is invariant
with respect to translations, the function

U2(t, x) := u2(t, x− (k + 1)ρ), (t, x) ∈ [0, 1] × R,

also solves (1.1). Noticing that we can write

U2(t, x) = (1− t)αf2(x(1− t)β − (1− t)β(k + 1)ρ),

we observe on the one hand that, for t ∈ (0, 1),

U2(t, (k + 1)ρ) = (1− t)αa2 ≥ (1− t)αa1 ≥ u1(t, (k + 1)ρ), (4.8)

where we have used the fact that a1 = f1(0) = max{f1(r) : r ∈ R}. On the other hand,
for x ∈ ((k + 1)ρ,∞) we infer from (4.7) that

U2(0, x) = f2(x− (k + 1)ρ) > f1(x) = u1(0, x). (4.9)

The comparison principle applied on (0, 1) × ((k + 1)ρ,∞), together with (4.8) and (4.9),
implies that U2(t, x) ≥ u1(t, x) for (t, x) ∈ (0, 1) × ((k + 1)ρ,∞), whence

f2(x(1− t)β − (k + 1)ρ(1 − t)β) ≥ f1(x(1 − t)β), (t, x) ∈ (0, 1) × ((k + 1)ρ,∞),
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or equivalently

f2(r − (k + 1)ρ(1 − t)β) ≥ f1(r), t ∈ (0, 1), r ∈ ((k + 1)ρ(1 − t)β,∞). (4.10)

Owing to the continuity of f1 and f2, we can pass to the limit as t → 1 in (4.10) and
conclude that f1(r) ≤ f2(r) for any r > 0, the inequality being obvious for r = 0 from the
fact that a1 = f1(0) < f2(0) = a2.

Let us finally assume for contradiction that there is r0 ≥ 0 such that f1(r0) = f2(r0).
Then r0 > 0 due to a1 < a2 and it follows from the just established non-positivity of
f1 − f2 that f1 − f2 has a maximum at r0; that is, we have also f ′

1(r0) = f ′
2(r0) and the

Cauchy-Lipschitz theorem implies that f1 ≡ f2 on [0,∞), contradicting a1 < a2. The
proof is now complete.

We are now in a position to complete the proof of the uniqueness part in Theorem 1.1.

Proof of Theorem 1.1: uniqueness. Assume for contradiction that there are (a1, a2) ∈ B2

with a1 < a2. Setting fi = f(·; ai) for i ∈ {1, 2} as above, we infer from Proposition 4.1
that f1(r) < f2(r) for any r ≥ 0. Since

Ci := lim
r→∞

r
(

K∗ − rµfi(r)
)

K∗
(4.11)

is well-defined and positive for i ∈ {1, 2} according to (4.1) and Theorem 1.2, we deduce
from Proposition 4.1 that 0 < C2 ≤ C1. In fact, the strict inequality C2 < C1 holds true
due to Corollary 3.9. Fix then

τ0 =
1

2

[

1−

(

C2

C1

)1/β
]

∈

(

0,
1

2

)

.

We then readily find that C2 < C1(1− τ0)
β , which guarantees the existence of ε0 > 0 such

that C2 + ε0 < (C1 − ε0)(1− τ0)
β . We then observe that, for r > 0 and τ ∈ [0, τ0],

K∗r−µ −K∗(C1 − ε0)r
−(µ+1) ≤ K∗r−µ −K∗(C2 + ε0)(1− τ0)

−βr−(µ+1)

≤ K∗r−µ −K∗(C2 + ε0)(1− τ)−βr−(µ+1),

whence, taking into account that α = µβ,

K∗r−µ −K∗(C1 − ε0)r
−(µ+1)

≤ (1− τ)α
[

K∗(1− τ)−µβr−µ −K∗(C2 + ε0)(1 − τ)−(µ+1)βr−(µ+1)
]

.
(4.12)

Owing to (4.11), there is Rε0 > 0 such that, for r ≥ Rε0 ,

f1(r) ≤ K∗r−µ −K∗(C1 − ε0)r
−(µ+1),

f2(r) ≥ K∗r−µ −K∗(C2 + ε0)r
−(µ+1).

Now, for r ≥ R0 := Rε0(1 − τ0)
−β and τ ∈ [0, τ0], one has r ≥ r(1 − τ)β ≥ Rε0 and we

infer from (4.12) and the above bounds that

f1(r) ≤ (1− τ)αf2(r(1− τ)β), (τ, r) ∈ [0, τ0]× [R0,∞).
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It remains to work on the compact interval r ∈ [0, R0]. But, since f1(r) < f2(r) for
r ∈ [0, R0] and

lim
τ→0

(1− τ)αf2(r(1− τ)β) = f2(r),

uniformly for r ∈ [0, R], it follows that there exists τ1 ∈ (0, τ0) such that

f1(r) ≤ (1− τ)αf2(r(1− τ)β), (τ, r) ∈ [0, τ1]× [0, R0].

Consequently,

f1(r) ≤ (1− τ)αf2(r(1− τ)β), (τ, r) ∈ [0, τ1]× [0,∞), (4.13)

so that, coming back to self-similar solutions and defining the functions

U1(t, x) = (1− t)αf1(|x|(1 − t)β), U2(t, x) = (1− τ1 − t)αf2(|x|(1 − τ1 − t)β),

both are solutions to Eq. (1.1) and (4.13) implies that U1(0, x) < U2(0, x) for any x ∈ R.
The comparison principle then entails that

U1(t, x) ≤ U2(t, x), t ≥ 0.

But this is a contradiction, since U2 vanishes uniformly at time 1 − τ1 < 1, while the
extinction time of U1 is t = 1. This contradiction completes the proof.

5 Discussion

Having established in Theorem 1.1 the existence and uniqueness of a self-similar solution
to (1.1) in one space dimension, we expect that it attracts a wide class of non-negative
solutions to the associated initial value problem near their extinction time. One possible
approach to prove such a convergence result is to construct a Lyapunov functional, which
is in principle possible in one space dimension, following the approach designed in [39].
Formal computations that we have performed indicate that a Lyapunov functional is in-
deed available in this case, but a rigorous justification requires approximation arguments
and uniform estimates that we have been unable to derive. In particular, the approach
described in [39] requires a detailed study of the system of ordinary differential equations

V ′(y) = W (y), W ′(y) = |W (y)|2−p
(

|W (y)|q − αV (y)− βyW (y)
)

, y ∈ R. (5.1)

However, solutions to (5.1) might blow up at a finite y ∈ R due to the superlinearity of
the right-hand side of the W -equation with respect to W and could also be unbounded,
increasing as eCy2 , as a consequence of the positivity of β and the linear dependence of
the right-hand side of the W -equation with respect to y. Despite some attempts, we have
yet been unable to design a suitable approximation scheme to justify the availability of a
Lyapunov functional and we hope to return to that problem in the future.
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[20] R. G. Iagar and Ph. Laurençot, Positivity, decay and extinction for a singular diffusion
equation with gradient absorption, J. Funct. Anal., 262 (2012), no. 7, 3186–3239.
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