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Abstract

Existence of a specific family of eternal solutions in exponential self-similar form
is proved for the following porous medium equation with strong absorption

∂tu−∆um + |x|σuq = 0 in (0,∞)× R
N ,

with m > 1, q ∈ (0, 1) and σ = 2(1− q)/(m− 1). Looking for solutions of the form

u(t, x) = e−αtf(|x|eβt), α =
2

m− 1
β,

it is shown that, for m + q > 2, there exists a unique exponent β∗ ∈ (0,∞) for
which there exists a one-parameter family of compactly supported profiles presenting
a dead core. The precise behavior of the solutions at their interface is also determined.
Moreover, these solutions show the optimal limitations for the finite time extinction
property of genuine non-negative solutions to the Cauchy problem, studied in previous
works.
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1 Introduction and main results

In the present work we complete the quest, started in the previous paper [15], of construct-
ing and classifying some specific solutions in exponential form to the following quasilinear
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diffusion equation with strong absorption

∂tu−∆um + |x|σuq = 0, (t, x) ∈ (0,∞) × R
N , (1.1)

in the range of exponents

m > 1, q ∈ (0, 1), σ = σ∗ :=
2(1− q)

m− 1
. (1.2)

Assuming furthermore that m+q > 2, this paper is devoted to the construction of a family
of eternal solutions presenting dead cores and interfaces, the former being a rather unex-
pected feature. The existence of these solutions, together with the more usual self-similar
solutions with a decreasing profile established in [15] for the same critical exponent σ∗ as
in (1.2), proves that the dynamics of Eq. (1.1) is expected to be very complex and interest-
ing, since according to the general experience on absorption-diffusion equations, self-similar
solutions are the expected profiles for the large time behavior of general solutions.

The most interesting aspect related to Eq. (1.1) is the competition between its two terms:
on the one hand, a quasilinear diffusion term featuring a mass conservation property
and, on the other hand, an absorption term, depending also on the space variable, which
introduces a dissipation of the L1-norm of solutions. This competition gives rise to a
number of critical exponents that have been identified, splitting the analysis of the equation
into different ranges where the dynamics is led by either of the two effects, or by a kind
of balance between them. Indeed, letting σ = 0 in Eq. (1.1), three such ranges have been
found for q > 1, namely

• q > m + 2/N , where the diffusion controls the dynamics of Eq. (1.1), which is rather
easily described by an asymptotic simplification as t → ∞, see for example [24].

•m < q < m+2/N , where a balance between diffusion and absorption produces some very
singular solutions which are specific to this range. This range is now also well understood,
see for example [24–30] and references therein.

• 1 < q < m, where the absorption term becomes to dominate over the diffusion for large
times and leads to a localization of the compactly supported solutions (contrasting with
the expansion of the support induced by the diffusion), established at least in one space
dimension in [9, 10, 31]. There are still a number of open problems to be understood in
this range.

However, probably the most striking and mathematically interesting range is the one
known as strong absorption; that is, m > 1 and q ∈ (0, 1). As the name suggests, in
this range, the absorption term becomes very strong and governs the evolution, leading
to a number of mathematical phenomena that are not present in the other ranges de-
scribed above. Perhaps the most striking feature specific to this range is the instantaneous
shrinking of the supports of solutions: even starting with an initial condition u0 such that
u0(x) > 0 for any x ∈ R

N , under suitable conditions on u0, solutions to Eq. (1.1) become
instantaneously compactly supported; that is, suppu(t) ⊆ B(0, R(t)) for some R(t) > 0
and for any t > 0. Letting σ = 0 in Eq. (1.1), such an unexpected property has been
established in [1, 11, 23]. Besides, another typical feature of solutions in this range is the
finite time extinction: we say that a solution to Eq. (1.1) vanishes in finite time if there
is Te ∈ (0,∞) such that u(t) 6≡ 0 for t ∈ (0, Te), but u(Te) ≡ 0. Letting still σ = 0 in
Eq. (1.1), this vanishing property stems from the ordinary differential equation ∂tu = −uq

obtained by neglecting the diffusion term, emphasizing thus the domination of the absorp-
tion, as proved in [22, 23]. Due to the difficulty of the problem, a description of the large
time behavior of general solutions is only available when m+ q = 2, see [12].
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Returning to Eq. (1.1) with m > 1, q ∈ (0, 1) and σ > 0, it was proved in [4, 7] that any
solution to Eq. (1.1) posed in a bounded domain Ω ⊂ R

N with homogeneous Neumann
boundary condition vanishes in finite time provided 0 < σ < σ∗. The analogous result with
homogeneous Dirichlet boundary conditions is established in [8], following similar results
for the semilinear equation (m = 1) in [5, 6].

These results determined the authors to explore the range σ > σ∗ in the recent work [16].
On the one hand, it has been shown therein that instantaneous shrinking of the supports
is in force for any σ > 0 and for any initial condition u0 ∈ L∞, a fact that emphasizes the
strength of the weight |x|σ, since for σ = 0 the condition u0(x) → 0 as |x| → ∞ is required
for the shrinking. On the other hand, if σ > σ∗, it is shown in [16] that a very wide
class of initial conditions, satisfying the property u0(x) > 0 in a small neighborhood of the
origin, give rise to solutions that do not vanish in finite time despite the shrinking of their
supports and, in fact, stabilize to a self-similar solution as t → ∞, in stark contrast with
the range σ < σ∗. Moreover, the short note [14] proves that any bounded solution vanishes
in finite time if σ < σ∗ and gives rather sharp conditions on the initial data u0 ∈ L∞(RN )
for finite time extinction to take place when σ > σ∗.

The previous comments motivate a deeper study of the critical exponent σ = σ∗, seen
as the limiting exponent between a range where finite time extinction always occurs and
another one where this property strongly depends on the initial condition. Thus, the
current paper completes the study started in [15] providing self-similar solutions with an
exponential time decay, but not finite time extinction, which also play the role of optimal
conditions for positivity at any t > 0, as it is explained below.

Main results. We are looking for some special solutions to (1.1) with m, q and σ as in
(1.2) having an exponential self-similar form; that is,

u(t, x) = e−αtf(|x|eβt), (t, x) ∈ R× R
N . (1.3)

Such solutions are also called eternal, as they are defined for all t ∈ R. Introducing the
ansatz (1.3) into Eq. (1.1), letting ξ = |x|eβt and performing some direct calculations, we
readily find that the self-similar exponents must satisfy the condition

α =
2

m− 1
β, (1.4)

where β becomes a free parameter for our analysis, while the profile f solves the differential
equation

(fm)′′(ξ) +
N − 1

ξ
(fm)′(ξ) + αf(ξ)− βξf ′(ξ)− ξσf q(ξ) = 0, ξ > 0. (1.5)

Let us notice at this point that, given λ > 0 and a solution f to (1.5), we obtain by direct
calculations that the rescaled function

fλ(ξ) := λf(λ−(m−1)/2ξ), ξ ≥ 0, (1.6)

is also a solution to (1.5).

In a first part of this research, published in [15], we proved that there is a unique pair
of positive exponents (α∗, β∗) satisfying (1.4) such that there exists a unique self-similar
profile f∗ with the properties f∗(0) = 1, (f∗)′(0) = 0, and there is ξ∗ ∈ (0,∞) such that
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f(ξ) > 0 for ξ ∈ [0, ξ∗), f(ξ∗) = 0, (fm)′(ξ∗) = 0 and f is decreasing on its positiv-
ity interval [0, ξ∗]. The self-similar solution (1.3) with profile f∗ presents thus analogous
properties to the compactly supported self-similar solution with algebraic time decay con-
structed in [16], which proved to be fundamental for the large time behavior of general
solutions to Eq. (1.1) when σ > σ∗.

A second and rather surprising type of eternal self-similar solution comes from the avail-
ability of profiles presenting a dead core. More precisely, we are looking for profiles f
solving (1.5) with compact support [ξ∗, ξ0] ⊂ (0,∞) which satisfy the standard contact
condition (fm)′(ξ∗) = (fm)′(ξ0) = 0 at the edges of their support, see the beginning of
Section 2 for precise definitions. Let us again notice that, if f is such a profile, then the
rescaled functions fλ defined in (1.6) for any λ > 0 fulfill the same properties of dead core
and interface, in this case with

fλ(ξ) > 0, 0 < λ(m−1)/2ξ∗ < ξ < λ(m−1)/2ξ0 < ∞.

Thus we have to fix the initial point of the support of the profile as, for example, ξ∗ = 1
in order to be able to show uniqueness. We can now state our existence and uniqueness
result for such self-similar solutions, which holds true only for m+ q > 2.

Theorem 1.1. Let m, q and σ as in (1.2) be such that m + q > 2. Then there exist
a unique exponent β∗ (and corresponding α∗ given by (1.4)) and a unique non-negative
radially symmetric self-similar solution to (1.1) in exponential form

U∗(t, x) = e−α∗tf∗(|x|eβ∗t), (t, x) ∈ R× R
N ,

where the profile f∗ is a solution to (1.5) (with β = β∗) such that supp f∗ = [1, ξ0] for some
ξ0 ∈ (1,∞).

The availability of such dead core profiles is a interesting feature of Eq. (1.1). Indeed,
formation of dead cores has been investigated in diffusion equations involving a reaction
term, starting from the paper [3]. More recently, dead cores have been also discovered
as properties of solutions to diffusion equations with strong absorption, see for example
[13, 33]. However, these works deal with problems featuring a finite time extinction of
the solutions, and it is shown therein that the rate of formation of dead cores is non-self-
similar. The solution we construct in Theorem 1.1 differs thus from these previous works
since it is a solution to the Cauchy problem in R

N and does not vanish in finite time,
the dead core being present for any t ∈ R with edges evolving at an exponential rate.
Self-similar solutions presenting dead cores (and a finite time blow-up) are also uncovered
for quasilinear reaction-diffusion equations in recent works by two of the authors [17,20].

Since we have identified self-similar solutions with positive values at x = 0 in [15] and
Theorem 1.1 provides a family of solutions (modulo the rescaling (1.6)) presenting a dead
core in a neighborhood of the origin, a natural question arises with respect to the avail-
ability of profiles (and thus self-similar solutions in exponential form) such that f(0) = 0
but f(ξ) > 0 in a right neighborhood of the origin. This is the subject of the next result,
where, in order to ensure uniqueness and in view of (1.6), we have now to fix the interface
to, for example, ξ0 = 1.

Theorem 1.2. Let m, q and σ as in (1.2) be such that m + q > 2. Then there exists
an exponent β0 > 0 such that, for any β ∈ [β0,∞) and corresponding α ∈ [α0,∞) given

4



by (1.4), there exists a unique non-negative radially symmetric self-similar solution in
exponential form

U(t, x) = e−αtf(|x|eβt), (t, x) ∈ R× R
N ,

where the profile f is a solution to (1.5) such that supp f∗ = [0, 1]. Moreover, the profile f
has the following local behavior at the origin:

f(ξ) =

[

(m− 1)2

2m[N(m− 1) + 2]

]1/(m−q)

ξ2/(m−1) + o(ξ2/(m−1)) as ξ → 0. (1.7)

Remark 1.3. As it will follow from the proofs, the self-similar exponents β∗, β∗, and
β0 of the solutions obtained in [15], Theorem 1.1, and Theorem 1.2, respectively, satisfy
β∗ < β∗ < β0.

Remark 1.4. The solutions given by Theorem 1.2 behave as

U(t, x) ∼
[

(m− 1)2

2m[N(m− 1) + 2]

]1/(m−q)

|x|2/(m−1), as t → −∞,

while solutions given by Theorem 1.1 satisfies U∗(t, x) = 0 as t → −∞, for any x ∈ R
N .

Let us point out that the solutions constructed in Theorems 1.1 and 1.2 are borderline cases
emphasizing the optimality of the conditions established in [14] for finite time extinction to
take place. Indeed, on the one hand, for non-negative initial conditions u0 supported in an
annulus {x ∈ R

N : r < |x| < R} with 0 < r < R, it follows from [14, Corollary 3.2] that
the corresponding solution to (1.1) (with parameters as in (1.2)) vanishes in finite time if
the amplitude ‖u0‖∞ is sufficiently small, and Theorem 1.1 implies that such a smallness
criterion cannot be removed. On the other hand, when u0 is positive in R

N \ {0} with
u0(0) = 0, a condition guaranteeing finite time extinction of the corresponding solution
to (1.1) is that there are a > σ∗/(1−q) = 2/(m−1) and C > 0 such that u0(x) ≤ C|x|a for
x ∈ R

N , along with the smallness of ‖u0‖∞, see [14, Corollary 3.2]. According to (1.7), the
solutions constructed in Theorem 1.2 show the sharpness of this criterion for extinction in
finite time to occur.

Comments on the techniques. While the proofs in the first part of this research [15]
rely on a classical shooting method, such an approach does not seem applicable here. Thus,
we employ a different and more involved technique, starting from an alternative formulation
of the differential equation (1.5) as an autonomous dynamical system in R

2 obtained
through a transformation, as indicated in Section 2.3. Some preliminary results are first
needed in order to exploit fully this transformation. We begin with the identification of the
behavior of the solutions to (1.5) at the edges of their support when the latter is included
in [0,∞), which is performed in Section 2. With the aid of these preliminary results, we
prove in Section 3 that these solutions correspond to complete orbits of the autonomous
dynamical system, connecting two critical points of it.

The remaining sections are devoted to the analysis of the trajectories of this dynamical
system. Let us mention here that the fundamental tool in this analysis is the identification
of invariant regions, with boundaries playing the role of barriers for the trajectories of the
system, limiting their ω-limit sets. On the one hand, we show in Section 4.2 that the avail-
ability of such barriers then implies a monotone variation (with an opposite monotonicity)
of the trajectories connecting from/to the two critical points of the dynamical system un-
folding the dead core behavior, respectively the interface behavior, with respect to the
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parameter β. On the other hand, a rather technical analysis, performed in Section 4.4, is
needed in order to establish the continuous dependence when changing the parameter β,
as we in fact deal with a one-parameter family of distinct dynamical systems. The proof
of Theorem 1.1 then follows from the opposite monotonicity, the continuous dependence
and an application of Bolzano’s Theorem. As for Theorem 1.2, its proof is a consequence
of a part of the analysis establishing the configuration of the trajectories for β large, given
in Section 4.1.

2 Dead cores and interfaces

In this section, we rigorously define what we mean by dead core and interface and we give
some preliminary results concerning the local behavior of a profile near these two edges
of its support. These results will be then employed at the end of the section, when an
alternative formulation of the differential equation (1.5) is introduced, in order to identify
the critical points of interest in the forthcoming study. We thus start by defining the two
main features of the solutions considered in this paper.

Definition 2.1. Let β > 0.

(i) A solution f to (1.5) has a dead core if there exists ξ∗ ≥ 0 and δ∗ > 0 such that

f(ξ) = 0 for any ξ ∈ [0, ξ∗], f(ξ) > 0 for any ξ ∈ (ξ∗, ξ∗ + δ∗],

and
(fm)′(ξ∗) = 0.

(ii) A solution f to (1.5) has an interface if there exists ξ0 > 0 and δ0 ∈ (0, ξ0) such that

f(ξ) = 0 for any ξ ∈ [ξ0, ξ0 + δ0], f(ξ) > 0 for any ξ ∈ [ξ0 − δ0, ξ0),

and
(fm)′(ξ0) = 0.

Let us mention here that, with an “abuse of language”, we also call a dead core the
vanishing of the profile only at ξ∗ = 0, as included in part (i) of Definition 2.1. We analyze
in the next subsections the local behavior of a profile f as ξ → ξ∗ when ξ∗ > 0 and as
ξ → ξ0, recalling that m+ q > 2.

2.1 Behavior at a dead core

The next result makes precise the local behavior of a profile with a dead core near its left
edge of the support.

Lemma 2.2. Let β > 0 and consider a solution f to (1.5) having a dead core at ξ∗ > 0
in the sense of Definition 2.1. Then f is increasing in a right neighborhood of ξ∗ with

lim
ξցξ∗

(

fm−1
)′
(ξ) =

m− 1

m
βξ∗, (2.1a)

and, as ξ ց ξ∗,

f(ξ) =

(

m− 1

m
βξ∗

)1/(m−1)

(ξ − ξ∗)
1/(m−1) + o

(

(ξ − ξ∗)
1/(m−1)

)

. (2.1b)
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Proof. Set F = fm and

H(ξ) := ξN−1F ′(ξ)− βξNf(ξ), ξ ∈ [ξ∗, ξ∗ + δ∗]. (2.2)

On the one hand, Definition 2.1 implies that H(ξ∗) = 0. On the other hand, it follows
from (1.5) that

H ′(ξ) = −(α+Nβ)ξN−1f(ξ) + ξσ+N−1f q(ξ), ξ ∈ [ξ∗, ξ∗ + δ∗]. (2.3)

Equivalently,

H ′(ξ) = ξN−1f q(ξ)
[

ξσ − (α+Nβ)f1−q(ξ)
]

, ξ ∈ [ξ∗, ξ∗ + δ∗],

and, since
lim
ξցξ∗

[

ξσ − (α+Nβ)f1−q(ξ)
]

= ξσ∗ > 0

and ξN−1f q(ξ) > 0 for ξ ∈ (ξ∗, ξ∗+δ∗] by Definition 2.1, we conclude that there is δ ∈ (0, δ∗)
such that H ′ > 0 on (ξ∗, ξ∗ + δ). Consequently, H(ξ) > H(ξ∗) = 0 for ξ ∈ (ξ∗, ξ∗ + δ) and
we deduce from the positivity of f on (ξ∗, ξ∗ + δ) and the identity

ξN−1F ′(ξ) = H(ξ) + βξNf(ξ), ξ ∈ (ξ∗, ξ∗ + δ),

that
F ′(ξ) > 0, ξ ∈ (ξ∗, ξ∗ + δ). (2.4)

Now, dropping the positive term in the right-hand side of (2.3) and integrating on (ξ∗, ξ)
for ξ ∈ (ξ∗, ξ∗ + δ), we infer from the monotonicity (2.4) of f and the property H(ξ∗) = 0
that

H(ξ) = H(ξ)−H(ξ∗) ≥ −(α+ βN)

∫ ξ

ξ∗

sN−1f(s) ds

≥ −(α+Nβ)f(ξ)

∫ ξ

ξ∗

sN−1 ds ≥ −(α+Nβ)f(ξ)ξN−1(ξ − ξ∗).

Therefore, recalling the definition (2.2) of H and dividing by ξN−1f(ξ) > 0, we obtain

m

m− 1

(

fm−1
)′
(ξ) ≥ βξ − (α+Nβ)(ξ − ξ∗), ξ ∈ (ξ∗, ξ∗ + δ),

from which we readily deduce that

lim inf
ξցξ∗

(

fm−1
)′
(ξ) ≥ m− 1

m
βξ∗. (2.5)

According to (2.5), we may assume that, after possibly reducing the value of δ > 0,

(

fm−1
)′
(ξ) ≥ m− 1

2m
βξ∗, ξ ∈ (ξ∗, ξ∗ + δ).

Integration of the above inequality on (ξ∗, ξ) for ξ ∈ (ξ∗, ξ∗ + δ) gives

fm−1(ξ) ≥ m− 1

2m
βξ∗(ξ − ξ∗), ξ ∈ (ξ∗, ξ∗ + δ). (2.6)
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We next infer from (2.3) and (2.4) that, for ξ ∈ (ξ∗, ξ∗ + δ),

H(ξ) ≤
∫ ξ

ξ∗

sσ+N−1f q(s) ds ≤ ξσ+N−1f q(ξ)(ξ − ξ∗).

Hence, after dividing by ξN−1f(ξ) > 0 and using (2.2) and (2.6),

m

m− 1

(

fm−1
)′
(ξ) ≤ βξ + ξσf q−1(ξ)(ξ − ξ∗)

≤ βξ +

[

m− 1

2m
βξ∗

](q−1)/(m−1)

ξσ(ξ − ξ∗)
(m+q−2)/(m−1).

Recalling that m+ q > 2, we may let ξ ց ξ∗ in the above inequality and conclude that

lim sup
ξցξ∗

(

fm−1
)′
(ξ) ≤ m− 1

m
βξ∗.

Gathering (2.5) and the above inequality completes the proof of (2.1a). Integrating the
latter and using fm−1(ξ∗) = 0 give (2.1b).

Remark 2.3. As one can readily notice, the previous proof cannot be extended to the
limiting case ξ∗ = 0 corresponding to profiles described in Theorem 1.2. The local behav-
ior (1.7) will be thus directly derived from the analysis of a dynamical system, as shown
in the final section of the paper.

2.2 Behavior at an interface

The interface behavior for compactly supported solutions to (1.5) is given in the following
statement.

Lemma 2.4. Let β > 0 and consider a solution f to (1.5) having an interface at ξ0 > 0
in the sense of Definition 2.1. Then f is decreasing in a left neighborhood of ξ0 with

lim
ξրξ0

(

fm−1
)′
(ξ) = 0, (2.7a)

and, as ξ ր ξ0,

f(ξ) =

(

1− q

β
ξσ−1
0

)1/(1−q)

(ξ0 − ξ)1/(1−q) + o
(

(ξ0 − ξ)1/(1−q)
)

. (2.7b)

Proof. Since
lim
ξրξ0

[

ξσ − αf1−q(ξ)
]

= ξσ0 > 0,

we may assume that, after possibly reducing the value of δ0 > 0,

ξσ − αf1−q(ξ) > 0, ξ ∈ [ξ0 − δ0, ξ0]. (2.8)

Assume for contradiction that there is ξ1 ∈ (ξ0 − δ0, ξ0) such that
(

fm
)′
(ξ1) = f ′(ξ1) = 0.

We then infer from (1.5) and (2.8) that

F ′′(ξ1) = −αf(ξ1) + ξσ1 f
q(ξ1) = f q(ξ1)

[

ξσ1 − αf1−q(ξ1)
]

> 0,
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recalling that f(ξ1) > 0. Consequently, f ′ is positive in a right neighborhood of ξ1 and we
set

ξ2 := inf
{

ξ ∈ (ξ1, ξ0) : f ′(ξ) = 0
}

> ξ1.

Since f(ξ) ≥ f(ξ1) > 0 for ξ ∈ [ξ1, ξ2], we necessarily have ξ2 < ξ0 and we use again (1.5),
(2.8), and the positivity of f(ξ2) to deduce that

F ′′(ξ2) = f q(ξ2)
[

ξσ2 − αf1−q(ξ2)
]

> 0.

However, since F ′(ξ) ≥ 0 = F ′(ξ1) for ξ ∈ (ξ1, ξ2), there holds F ′′(ξ2) ≤ 0, and a contra-
diction. Consequently,

F ′ < 0 and f ′ < 0 on (ξ0 − δ0, ξ0). (2.9)

Next, using once more the function H defined by

H(ξ) := ξN−1F ′(ξ)− βξNf(ξ), ξ ∈ [ξ0 − δ0, ξ0],

with derivative

H ′(ξ) = −(α+Nβ)ξN−1f(ξ) + ξσ+N−1f q(ξ), ξ ∈ [ξ0 − δ0, ξ0],

we infer from the non-negativity and monotonicity (2.9) of f that, for ξ ∈ (ξ0 − δ0, ξ0),

βξNf(ξ) ≤ −ξN−1F ′(ξ) + βξNf(ξ) = H(ξ0)−H(ξ)

≤ G(ξ) :=

∫ ξ0

ξ
sσ+N−1f q(s) ds. (2.10)

We next deduce from (2.10) that

−βq G′(ξ)

ξN(1−q)+σ−1
=
(

βξNf(ξ)
)q ≤ Gq(ξ);

that is,

− 1

1− q

(

G1−q
)′
(ξ) ≤ β−qξN(1−q)+σ−1, ξ ∈ [ξ0 − δ0, ξ0].

Integrating the above inequality over (ξ, ξ0) for ξ ∈ (ξ0 − δ0, ξ0), we obtain

G1−q(ξ)

1− q
≤ ξ

N(1−q)+σ
0 − ξN(1−q)+σ

[N(1− q) + σ]βq
,

whence, by (2.10),

f1−q(ξ) ≤ (1− q)

β

ξ
N(1−q)+σ
0 − ξN(1−q)+σ

N(1− q) + σ
ξ−N(1−q), ξ ∈ (ξ0 − δ0, ξ0). (2.11)

In particular,

lim sup
ξրξ0

f1−q(ξ)

ξ0 − ξ
≤ 1− q

β
ξσ−1
0 . (2.12)

To complete the proof, we observe that, thanks to (2.11), we may argue as in [16, Lemma 4.9]
to prove that

lim sup
ξրξ0

(

fm−1
)′
(ξ) = 0. (2.13)

We next combine (2.12) and (2.13) and proceed as in the proof of [16, Proposition 4.11]
to establish (2.7).
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2.3 An alternative formulation

In the next lines, we introduce a transformation which maps solutions to (1.5) presenting
dead core and interface onto trajectories of an autonomous dynamical system, allowing
thus for the employment of techniques specific to the theory of dynamical systems. In
order to simplify the notation, let us fix some constants that will come frequently into play
in the subsequent analysis:

µ := m+ q − 2 > 0, ν :=
m− 1

m+ q − 2
= 1 +

1− q

µ
> 1.

Let β > 0 and consider a solution f to (1.5) with a dead core at ξ = ξ∗ > 0, an interface
at ξ0 > ξ∗, and satisfying f > 0 on (ξ∗, ξ0). Borrowing ideas from [18,19,21], we define the
functions

Yf (ξ) :=
2m

α
ξ−1fm−2(ξ)f ′(ξ), ξ ∈ (ξ∗, ξ0),

Zf (ξ) :=

[

2m

α

]1/ν

ξ−2/νfµ(ξ), ξ ∈ (ξ∗, ξ0),

(2.14)

with α = 2β/(m − 1), together with the new independent variable

ηf (ξ) =
α

2m

∫ ξ

(ξ0+ξ∗)/2

s

fm−1(s)
ds =

∫ ξ

(ξ0+ξ∗)/2

ds

sZf(s)ν
, ξ ∈ (ξ∗, ξ0). (2.15)

Since m+ q > 2, it follows from Lemmas 2.2 and 2.4 that

lim
ξցξ∗

ηf (ξ) = −∞, lim
ξրξ0

ηf (ξ) = ∞,

so that ηf maps (ξ∗, ξ0) onto R. Introducing (Yf , Zf ) defined by

(Yf ,Zf ) = (Yf ◦ ηf , Zf ◦ ηf )
and setting

K :=
1

m

[

2m

α

](m−q)/(m−1)

we see that (Yf , Zf ) solves














dYf

dη
= (m− 1)Yf +KZf − Y 2

f − 2Zν
f −NYfZ

ν
f , η ∈ R,

dZf

dη
= µYfZf −

2

ν
Zν+1
f , η ∈ R.

(2.16a)

Observe that we have transformed the non-autonomous second order ordinary differential
equation (1.5) for f to an autonomous system of ordinary differential equations for (Yf , Zf ).
In addition, Zf > 0 in R and we deduce from Lemmas 2.2 and 2.4 that

lim
η→−∞

(Yf , Zf )(η) = (m− 1, 0) (2.16b)

and
lim
η→∞

(Yf , Zf )(η) = (0, 0). (2.16c)

In other words, (Yf , Zf ) is an heteroclinic orbit of a two-dimensional autonomous dynami-
cal system connecting the critical points (m−1, 0) and (0, 0). Thus, instead of constructing
f as a solution to (1.5) with dead core and interface, we will rather construct (Yf , Zf ) and
the next section is devoted to a detailed analysis of the corresponding dynamical system.
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3 An auxiliary dynamical system

Let K > 0. For (y, z) ∈ R
2, we define R(y, z) = (R1, R2)(y, z) by

R1(y, z) := (m− 1)y +Kz − y2 − (2 +Ny)zν+,

R2(y, z) := µz

(

y − 2

m− 1
zν+

)

,

where z+ := max{z, 0}. Since ν > 1, the vector field R belongs to C1(R2,R2) with

∂yR1(y, z) = (m− 1)− 2y −Nzν+, ∂zR1(y, z) = K − νNyZν−1
+ ,

∂yR2(y, z) = µz, ∂zR2(y, z) = µy − 2
ν + 1

ν
zν+,

for (y, z) ∈ R
2. We infer from the Cauchy-Lipschitz theorem that, for any (Y0, Z0) ∈ R

2,
there is a unique maximal solution

(Y,Z) = Φ(·, Y0, Z0) ∈ C1
(

(η−(Y0, Z0), η
+(Y0, Z0));R

2
)

to

d

dη
(Y,Z) = R(Y,Z), (3.1a)

(Y,Z)(0) = (Y0, Z0), (3.1b)

with η−(Y0, Z0) < 0 < η+(Y0, Z0). It readily follows from (3.1) and the comparison
principle that

{

Z(η) > 0 for η ∈ (η−(Y0, Z0), η
+(Y0, Z0)) if Z0 > 0,

Z(η) < 0 for η ∈ (η−(Y0, Z0), η
+(Y0, Z0)) if Z0 < 0.

(3.2)

We next observe that the vector field R has three critical points

P0 = (0, 0), P1 = (m− 1, 0), P2 =

(

2Zν
K

m− 1
, ZK

)

,

where

ZK :=

(

K(m− 1)2

2[N(m− 1) + 2]

)µ/(m−q)

. (3.3)

According to (2.16) and the discussion at the end of Section 2.3, we are interested in
complete orbits of (3.1) with a positive second component and connecting P1 to P0, which
are thus the two critical points of interest. Let us start with the analysis of the local
behavior near P1.

3.1 Local behavior near P1

We define the unstable manifold Wu(P1) as usual by

Wu(P1) :=

{

(Y0, Z0) ∈ R
2 : lim

η→−∞
Φ(η, Y0, Z0) = P1

}

.
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Lemma 3.1. The critical point P1 is a saddle point and the intersection of its unstable
manifold Wu(P1) and the positive cone (0,∞)2 of R2 is a single orbit

l1(K) = Wu(P1) ∩ (0,∞)2 = {(Y1,K , Z1,K)(η) : η ∈ (−∞, η+1,K)}

of (3.1) with η+1,K ∈ (0,∞]. Moreover,

Zν
1,K ∈ L1(−∞, 0) and lim

η→−∞

Y1,K(η) + 1−m

Z1,K(η)
=

K

(m+ q − 1)(m− 1)
.

Proof. Since

M1 = DR(P1) =

(

−(m− 1) K
0 µ(m− 1)

)

has two eigenvalues λ1 = −(m− 1) < 0 < λ2 = µ(m− 1) > 0 with associated eigenvectors
e1 = (1, 0) and e2 = (K, (m + q − 1)(m − 1)), the critical point P1 is a saddle point
and thus an hyperbolic critical point. According to the stable manifold theorem, see [2,
Theorem 19.11] for instance, there are an open neighborhood U1 of P1 in R

2, an open
interval J1 containing 0, and h1 ∈ C1(J1;U1) such that h1(0) = h′1(0) = 0, and

{P1 + ζe2 + h1(ζ)e1 : ζ ∈ (−δ1, δ1)} ⊂ WU1

u (P1) ⊂ {P1 + ζe2 + h1(ζ)e1 : ζ ∈ J1}

where

WU1

u (P1) :=
{

(Y0, Z0) ∈ Wu(P1) : Φ(η, Y0, Z0) ∈ U1 for all η ∈ (−∞, 0)
}

.

We first observe that, since h1(0) = h′1(0) = 0, P1 + ζe2 + h1(ζ)e1 =
(

m − 1 + Kζ +
h1(ζ), (m+ q − 1)(m − 1)ζ

)

belongs to (0,∞)2 for ζ > 0 sufficiently small. Therefore,

WU1

u (P1) ∩ (0,∞)2 6= ∅.

Consider next (Y0, Z0) ∈ Wu(P1)∩(0,∞)2 and set (Y,Z) = Φ(·, Y0, Z0). We infer from (3.1)
and (3.2) that Z(η) > 0 for η ∈ (−∞, 0) and

d

dη
lnZ(η) = µ

(

Y (η) − 2

m− 1
Zν(η)

)

, η ∈ (−∞, 0).

Since (Y0, Z0) ∈ Wu(P1), we deduce from the above identity that

lim
η→−∞

d

dη
lnZ(η) = µ(m− 1) > 0.

Consequently, there is η1 ∈ (−∞, 0) such that, for η ∈ (−∞, η1),

µ(m− 1)

2
≤ d

dη
lnZ(η).

Hence, after integration,

Zν(η) ≤ Zν(η1)e
(m−1)2(η−η1)/2, η ∈ (−∞, η1),

from which we conclude that
Zν ∈ L1(−∞, 0).
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Let us finally consider (Y0, Z0) ∈ Wu(P1)∩(0,∞)2 and (Ỹ0, Z̃0) ∈ Wu(P1)∩(0,∞)2. There
is η0 < 0 such that

(Y,Z)(η) := Φ(η, Y0, Z0) ∈ WU1

u (P1) ∩ (0,∞)2, η ∈ (−∞, η0),

(Ỹ , Z̃)(η) := Φ(η, Ỹ0, Z̃0) ∈ WU1

u (P1) ∩ (0,∞)2, η ∈ (−∞, η0).

There are then (ζ0, ζ̃0) ∈ J 2
1 such that

(Y,Z)(η0) = P1 + ζ0e2 + h1(ζ0)e1 and (Ỹ , Z̃)(η0) = P1 + ζ̃0e2 + h1(ζ̃0)e1,

and we may assume that ζ0 ≤ ζ̃0 without loss of generality. Since
(

Ỹ , Z̃
)

(· + η0) belongs
to WU1

u (P1), there is η̃0 ≤ η0 such that

(

Ỹ , Z̃
)

(η̃0) = P1 + ζ0e2 + h1(ζ0)e1 = (Y,Z)(η0).

Consequently,
(

Ỹ , Z̃
)

(·, η̃0 − η0) = (Y,Z) and Wu(P1) ∩ (0,∞)2 contains a single orbit
(Y1,K , Z1,K) which can be assumed to be defined on (−∞, η+1,K) for some η+1,K ∈ (0,∞].

Finally, since (Y1,K , Z1,K) belongs toWu(P1)∩(0,∞)2, there are η̄ < 0 and ζ̄ ∈ C((−∞, η̄))
such that, for any η ∈ (−∞, η̄), ζ(η) ∈ (−δ1, δ1) and

(Y1,K , Z1,K)(η) = P1 + ζ̄e2 + h1(ζ̄(η))e1

=
(

m− 1 +Kζ̄(η) + h1(ζ̄(η)), (m + q − 1)(m − 1)ζ̄(η)
)

.

Hence, recalling that h1(0) = h′1(0) = 0,

lim
η→−∞

Y1,K(η) + 1−m

Z1,K(η)
= lim

η→−∞

Kζ̄(η) + h1(ζ̄(η))

(m+ q − 1)(m− 1)ζ̄(η)
=

K

(m+ q − 1)(m − 1)
,

and the proof is complete.

3.2 Local behavior near P0

We next turn to the local analysis in a neighborhood of P0.

Lemma 3.2. The critical point P0 has a one-dimensional center manifold Wc(P0) and a
one-dimensional unstable manifold Wu(P0) = (−∞,m − 1) × {0}. Moreover, Wc(P0) ∩
(

R× (0,∞)
)

is uniquely determined and contains a single orbit

l0(K) = Wc(P0) ∩
(

R× (0,∞)
)

= {(Y0,K , Z0,K)(η) : η ∈ (η−0,K ,∞)}

of (3.1) with η−0,K ∈ [−∞, 0). Moreover,

Zν
0,K ∈ L1(0,∞), lim

η→∞
Z0,K(η) = 0, lim

η→∞

Y0,K(η)

Z0,K(η)
= − K

m− 1
.

Proof. We first observe that

M0 = DR(P0) =

(

m− 1 K
0 0

)

has two eigenvalues λ1 = m − 1 > 0 and λ2 = 0 with associated eigenvectors e1 = (1, 0)
and e2 = (−K,m − 1). Therefore, by the center manifold theorem, see [32, Section 2.7],
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there exists a C1-smooth one-dimensional center manifold Wc(P0) and a one-dimensional
unstable manifold Wu(P0) for the flow Φ associated to (3.1).

On the one hand, according to [34, Definition 1.1 & Section 2], there are δ0 > 0 and
h0 ∈ C1(−δ0, δ0) satisfying h0(0) = h′0(0) = 0 such that

Wc(P0) =

{

ζ

m− 1
e2 + h0(ζ)e1 : ζ ∈ (−δ0, δ0)

}

(3.4)

and we may assume without loss of generality that

|h0(ζ)| ≤
K

2(m− 1)
|ζ|, ζ ∈ (−δ0, δ0), (3.5)

due to h0(0) = 0. Consider now (Y0, Z0) ∈ Wc(P0)∩
(

R× (0,∞)
)

. Since both Wc(P0) and
R× (0,∞) are positively invariant for the flow Φ associated to (3.1), we obtain that

(Y,Z)(η) = Φ(η, Y0, Z0) ∈ Wc(P0) ∩
(

R× (0,∞)
)

, η ∈ [0, η+(Y0, Z0)). (3.6)

We then infer from (3.4) and (3.6) that

Y (η) = − K

m− 1
Z(η) + h0(Z(η)), 0 < Z(η) < δ0, η ∈ [0, η+(Y0, Z0)), (3.7)

which readily implies that

η+(Y0, Z0) = ∞ and lim
η→∞

Y (η)

Z(η)
= − K

m− 1
. (3.8)

Moreover, by (3.1), (3.5), and (3.7),

dZ

dη
= − µK

m− 1
Z2 + µZh0(Z)− 2µ

m− 1
Zν+1 ≤ − µK

2(m− 1)
Z2,

from which we deduce that Z is decreasing on [0,∞) and satisfies

lim
η→∞

Z(η) = 0, lim
η→∞

(

1

Z2(η)

dZ

dη
(η)

)

= − µK

m− 1
, (3.9)

using as well the positivity (3.7) of Z, h0(0) = h′0(0) = 0, and ν > 1. It follows in particular
from (3.9) that Z(η) ∼ (m− 1)/(µKη) as η → ∞ and thus that

Zν ∈ L1(0,∞) (3.10)

since ν > 1. We next argue as in the proof of Lemma 3.1 to show that Wc(P0) contains
a single orbit which satisfies the properties listed in Lemma 3.2 according to (3.8), (3.9),
and (3.10).

On the other hand, assume that there are δ̃0 > 0 and h̃0 ∈ C1(−δ̃0, δ̃0) satisfying h̃0(0) =
h̃′0(0) = 0 such that

W̃c(P0) =

{

ζ

m− 1
e2 + h̃0(ζ)e1 : ζ ∈ (−δ̃0, δ̃0)

}

is a C1-smooth center manifold for the flow Φ associated to (3.1). Pick (Y0, Z0) ∈ Wc(P0)∩
(

R × (0,∞)
)

such that Z0 < δ̃0 and set (Y,Z) = Φ(·, Y0, Z0). Since η+(Y0, Z0) = ∞ and
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Z(η) converges to zero as η → ∞ according to (3.8) and (3.9), the condition [34, (3.20)] is
satisfied and an application of [34, Theorem 3.2’(i)] ensures that h0(Z(η)) = h̃0(Z(η)) for
η ∈ [0,∞). Therefore, h0(Z0) = h̃0(Z0), so that (Y0, Z0) belongs to W̃c(P0)∩

(

R× (0,∞)
)

.
We have thus established that

Wc(P0) ∩
(

R× (0,∞)
)

⊂ W̃c(P0) ∩
(

R× (0,∞)
)

.

A similar argument gives the reverse inclusion, thereby establishing the uniqueness of the
center manifold.

We finally observe that, for Y0 ∈ R, the solution (Y,Z) = Φ(·, Y0, 0) to (3.1) is explicit
and given by

Y (η) =
(m− 1)Y0

Y0 + [(m− 1)− Y0]e−(m−1)η
and Z(η) = 0

for η ∈ (−∞, η+(Y0, 0)) with

η+(Y0, 0) = ∞ for Y0 ∈ (−∞,m− 1],

η+(Y0, 0) =
1

m− 1
ln

(

Y0 + 1−m

Y0

)

for Y0 > m− 1.

Moreover, for Y0 ∈ (−∞,m− 1),

lim
η→−∞

Φ(η, Y0, 0) = P0, lim
η→∞

Φ(η, Y0, 0) = P1,

so that (−∞,m − 1) × {0} ⊂ Wu(P0). Since Wu(P0) is one-dimensional and unique, we
conclude that Wu(P0) = (−∞,m− 1)× {0}.

4 Invariant regions and trajectory analysis

To proceed further and derive more qualitative properties of solutions to (3.1), it turns
out to be more convenient to perform a transverse change of variables and set, for K > 0
and (Y0, Z0) ∈ R

2,

U(λKη) =
Z(η)

ZK
, V (λKη) =

(m− 1)Y (η) − 2Zν
+(η)

λK
(4.1)

for η ∈ (η−(Y0, Z0), η
+(Y0, Z0)), where ZK is defined in (3.3), (Y,Z) = Φ(·, Y0, Z0), and

λK =

√

2(mN −N + 2)

m− 1
Zν
K .

Introducing

(U0, V0) =

(

Z0

ZK
,
(m− 1)Y0 − 2Zν

0

λK

)

, ζ = λKη,

the system of ordinary differential equations solved by (U, V ) reads

d

dζ
(U, V ) = SK(U, V ), (U, V )(0) = (U0, V0), (4.2)

where the vector field SK := (S1,K , S2,K) is given by

S1,K(u, v) =
uv

ν
, S2,K(u, v) = C1(K)v − v2

m− 1
+ u− u2ν+ − C2vu

ν
+
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for (u, v) ∈ R
2 and

C1(K) :=
m− 1

λK
, C2 :=

N(m− 1) + 2m+ 2
√

2(m− 1)[N(m− 1) + 2]
.

We point out that

C1(K) =

√
m− 1

K(m−1)/(m−q)

(

2[N(m− 1) + 2]

(m− 1)2

)µ/2(m−q)

=
C1(1)

K(m−1)/(m−q)
(4.3)

is a decreasing function of the parameter K.

Since ν > 1, the vector field SK belongs to C1(R2;R2) with

∂uS1,K(u, v) =
v

ν
, ∂vS1,K(u, v) =

u

ν
,

∂uS2,K(u, v) = 1− 2νu2ν−1
+ − νC2vu

ν−1
+ , ∂vS2,K(u, v) = C1(K)− 2v

m− 1
− C2u

ν
+,

and it has three critical points

Q0 := (0, 0), Q1,K :=
(

0, (m− 1)C1(K)
)

, Q2 := (1, 0),

corresponding to the critical points (P0, P1, P2) of R in (3.1). It follows from the Cauchy-
Lipschitz theorem that, for any (U0, V0) ∈ R

2, there is a unique maximal solution

(U, V ) = ΨK(·, U0, V0) ∈ C1
(

(ζ−K(U0, V0), ζ
+
K(U0, V0));R

2
)

to (4.2) with ζ−K(U0, V0) < 0 < ζ+K(U0, V0). We also introduce a parametrization of the
orbits l0(K) and l1(K) in the (u, v)-plane and set

l0(K) =
{

(U0,K , V0,K)(ζ) : ζ ∈ (ζ−0,K ,∞)
}

,

l1(K) =
{

(U1,K , V1,K)(ζ) : ζ ∈ (−∞, ζ+1,K)
}

,
(4.4)

with ζ−0,K ∈ [−∞, 0) and ζ+1,K ∈ (0,∞]. By Lemma 3.1, Lemma 3.2, and (4.1),

lim
ζ→∞

U0,K(ζ) = lim
ζ→∞

V0,K(ζ) = 0, lim
ζ→∞

V0,K

U0,K
(ζ) = − 1

C1(K)
(4.5)

and
lim

ζ→−∞
U1,K(ζ) = 0, lim

ζ→−∞
V1,K(ζ) = (m− 1)C1(K).

We are now in a position to complete the local analysis of the critical point Q2, which was
not considered in the previous sections.

Lemma 4.1. There are positive constants Ku < Kf < Ks depending only on N , m, and
q such that the critical point Q2 is

• an unstable node (that is, two positive eigenvalues) for K ∈ (0,Ku].

• an unstable focus (that is, two complex conjugate eigenvalues with positive real parts)
for K ∈ (Ku,Kf ).
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• a stable focus (that is, two complex conjugate eigenvalues with negative real parts)
for K ∈ (Kf ,Ks).

• a stable node (that is, two negative eigenvalues) for K ∈ [Ks,∞).

Proof. Since

DSK(Q2) =







0
1

ν

−m− q

µ
C1(K)− C2







the eigenvalues (λ1, λ2) of DSK(Q2) are solutions to

λ2 − (C1(K)− C2)λ+ (m− q)/(m− 1) = 0.

Its discriminant being
(

C1(K) − C2

)2 − 4(m − q)/(m − 1), it readily follows from the
monotonicity (4.3) of K 7→ C1(K) that there are 0 < Ku < Ks such that

C2 − C1(K) ≥ 2

√

m− q

m− 1
, K ≥ Ks,

C1(K)− C2 ≥ 2

√

m− q

m− 1
, 0 < K ≤ Ku,

|C1(K)− C2| < 2

√

m− q

m− 1
, K ∈ (Ku,Ks).

Then (λ1, λ2) ∈ (0,∞)2 when K ≥ Ks, (λ1, λ2) ∈ (−∞, 0)2 when K ≤ Ku and there is
a unique Kf ∈ (Ku,Ks) (which is characterized by the identity C1(Kf ) = C2) such that
(λ1, λ2) are complex conjugates with positive real parts for K ∈ (Ku,Kf ) and complex
conjugates with negative real parts for K ∈ (Kf ,Ks).

4.1 Configuration of the phase plane for small K > 0

We provide in the next result further information on the orbits l0(K) and l1(K) for small
values of K (corresponding to large values of the self-similar exponents α and β).

Proposition 4.2. There is K⋆ > 0 such that the following two statements hold true for
any K ∈ (0,K⋆):

1. The orbit l0(K) is a connection between Q2 and Q0 and is completely contained in
(0,∞) × (−∞, 0).

2. The orbit l1(K) crosses the half-line (0,∞)× {0} at a finite point.

Proof. Step 1. Let us introduce the triangle

T1 := {(u, v) ∈ (0, 1) × R : u− 1 ≤ v ≤ 0}.

We shall show that T1 is negatively invariant for the flow associated to (4.2) when K is
small. Indeed, we first recall that the first equation in (4.2) ensures that (0,∞) × R is
invariant for (4.2). Next, on (0, 1) × {0},

〈

DSK(u, 0), (0, 1)
〉

= u− u2ν > 0,
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an inequality which implies that (0, 1) × (−∞, 0] is negatively invariant for (4.2). Finally,
for u ∈ (0, 1),

〈

DSK(u, u− 1), (1,−1)
〉

= (1− u)

(

C1(K)− u

ν
+

1− u

m− 1
− C2u

ν

)

− u+ u2ν

≥ (1− u)

(

C1(K)− 1

ν
− C2

)

+ (2ν − 1)u

∫ u

1
u2ν−2
∗ du∗

≥ (1− u)

(

C1(K)− 1

ν
− C2 − (2ν − 1)

)

,

and the right-hand side of the above inequality is positive for K sufficiently small according
to (4.3). Therefore, there is K⋆ > 0 such that {(u, v) ∈ (0, 1)×R : u−1 ≤ v} is negatively
invariant for (4.2) when K ∈ (0,K⋆). We have thus established that

T1 is negatively invariant for (4.2) when K ∈ (0,K⋆). (4.6)

Step 2. Let K ∈ (0,K⋆). According to (4.5) and Lemma 3.2, U0,K(ζ) > 0 for ζ > 0 and
there is ζ∞ > 0 such that, for ζ > ζ∞,

max{U0,K(ζ),−V0,K(ζ)}) < 1

2
, − 2

C1(K)
<

V0,K(ζ)

U0,K(ζ)
< − 1

2C1(K)

Therefore, for ζ > ζ∞, V0,K(ζ) < −U0,K(ζ)/2C1(K) < 0 < U0,K(ζ) and

U0,K(ζ)− 1 < −1

2
< V0,K(ζ);

that is, (U0,K , V0,K)(ζ) ∈ T1 for ζ > ζ∞. Owing to the negative invariance (4.6) of T1, we
conclude that (U0,K , V0,K)(ζ) ∈ T1 for all ζ ∈ (ζ−0,K ,∞). This property, along with (4.2)

and the boundedness of T1, implies in particular that ζ−0,K = −∞ and

(U0,K , V0,K)(ζ) ∈ T1 with
dU0,K

dζ
(ζ) < 0, ζ ∈ R. (4.7)

An immediate consequence of (4.7) is the existence of U−∞ ∈ (U0,K(0), 1] such that

lim
ζ→−∞

U0,K(ζ) = U−∞. (4.8)

We now study the behavior of (U0,K , V0,K)(ζ) as ζ → −∞ and introduce the corresponding
α-limit set

α0,K := {cluster points in R
2 of (U0,K , V0,K)(ζ) as ζ → −∞}.

Assume for contradiction that α0,K contains no critical point of (4.2). According to the
Poincaré-Bendixson theorem, see [32, Section 3.7, Theorem 1], α0,K is then a periodic
orbit (UP , VP ) of (4.2) with period P > 0 and it satisfies UP (ζ) = U−∞ for all ζ ∈ [0, P ]
by (4.8). This property, along with (4.2), implies that VP solves

dVP

dζ
= C1(K)VP − V 2

P

m− 1
− C2U

ν
−∞VP + U−∞ − U2ν

−∞, ζ ∈ [0, P ].
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Introducing

H(v) := −
(

U−∞ − U2ν
−∞

)

v − C1(K)− C2U
ν
−∞

2
v2 +

v3

3(m− 1)
, v ∈ R,

we see that, for ζ ∈ [0, P ],

d

dζ
H(VP ) = −

∣

∣

∣

∣

dVP

dζ

∣

∣

∣

∣

2

.

Hence, after integration over [0, P ],

0 = H(VP (P ))−H(VP (0)) = −
∫ P

0

∣

∣

∣

∣

dVP

dζ
(ζ∗)

∣

∣

∣

∣

2

dζ∗,

from which we conclude that there is V−∞ ≤ 0 such that VP ≡ V∞ on [0, P ], the non-
positivity of V∞ being a consequence of (4.6). The periodic orbit (UP , VP ) then reduces
to a critical point (U−∞, V−∞) and a contradiction. We have thus established that α0,K

contains at least one critical point of (4.2), which belongs to T1 and with first component
U−∞ > 0 by (4.8). Therefore, Q0 6∈ α0,K and we conclude that α0,K = {Q2}, thereby
completing the proof of the first statement of Proposition 4.2.

Step 3. We finally prove the second statement of Proposition 4.2. To this end, we assume
for contradiction that there is K ∈ (0,Ku) such that

l1(K) ⊂ (0,∞)2. (4.9)

By (4.2), (4.9), and Young’s inequality,

dV1,K

dζ
≤ m− 1

2
C1(K)2 +

V 2
1,K

2(m− 1)
−

V 2
1,K

m− 1
+

U2ν
1,K

2ν
+

2ν − 1

2ν
− U2ν

1,K

≤ m− 1

2
C1(K)2 +

2ν − 1

2ν
−

V 2
1,K

2(m− 1)
− 2ν − 1

2ν
U2ν
1,K

and

dU1,K

dζ
≤

U2ν
1,K

2ν
+

2ν − 1

2ν

(

V1,K

ν

)(2ν−1)/2ν

≤
U2ν
1,K

2ν
+

V 2
1,K

4(m− 1)
+ C(m, q),

so that
d

dζ

(

U1,K + V1,K

)

≤ C(K,m, q) − ν − 1

ν
U2ν
1,K −

V 2
1,K

4(m− 1)
.

It readily follows from the above differential inequality that (U1,K , V1,K) is bounded on
[0, ζ+1,K), while (4.2) and (4.9) ensure that dU1,K/dζ > 0 on [0, ζ+1,K). Therefore, ζ+1,K = ∞
and there exists U∞ > 0 such that

lim
ζ→∞

U1,K(ζ) = U∞ > 0.

We now argue as at the end of Step 2 to show that

ω1,K := {cluster points in R
2 of (U1,K , V1,K)(ζ) as ζ → ∞} = {Q2},

from which we deduce that l1(K) connects Q1 to Q2. However, Q2 is an unstable node as
K ∈ (0,Ku) and a contradiction. Consequently, l1(K) crosses the half-line (0,∞)×{0} at
a finite point.

Remark 4.3. The first statement in Proposition 4.2 already leads to the proof of Theo-
rem 1.2. However, the end of the proof is postponed to Section 5 at the end of the paper,
since more precise information on the dynamics of (4.2) is needed to prove Theorem 1.1.
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4.2 Invariant regions

Let K > 0. Recalling the definition (4.4) of the trajectory (U1,K , V1,K), we define

ζ1,K := inf{ζ ∈ (−∞, ζ+1,K) : V1,K(ζ) = 0} ∈ (−∞,∞],

U1(K) := lim
ζրζ1,K

U1,K(ζ) ∈ (0,∞],

the latter being a consequence of the monotonicity of U1,K on (−∞, ζ1,K).

We gather preliminary information on U1(K) in the next lemma.

Lemma 4.4. Let K > 0.

(a) If U1(K) < ∞ and ζ1,K < ∞, then

U1(K) > 1, V1,K(ζ1,K) = 0, and
dV1,K

dζ
(ζ1,K) < 0.

(b) If U1(K) < ∞ and ζ1,K = ∞, then U1(K) = 1 and

lim
ζ→∞

(

U1,K , V1,K

)

(ζ) = Q2.

Proof. (a) The definition of ζ1,K , along with the monotonicity of U1,K on (−∞, ζ1,K)
and (4.2) entails that U1(K) = U1,K(ζ1,K) > 0, V1,K(ζ1,K) = 0, and

0 ≥ dV1,K

dζ
(ζ1,K) = U1(K)

(

1− U1(K)2ν−1
)

.

Furthermore, if U1(K) = 1, then (U1,K , V1,K)(ζ) = Q2 for all ζ ∈ R, which contradicts the

definition of l1(K). Consequently, U1(K) 6= 1 and thus U1(K) > 1 with
dV1,K

dζ (ζ1,K) < 0,
as claimed.

(b) Since ζ1,K = ∞, the function V1,K is positive on R and so is U1,K due to its mono-
tonicity. Then l1(K) ⊂ (0,∞)2 and we argue as in Step 3 of the proof of Proposition 4.2
to conclude that (U1,K , V1,K)(ζ) converges to Q2 as ζ → ∞.

Next, since U1,K is increasing from (−∞, ζ1,K) onto (0, U1(K)), then it is invertible on
that set, so that we may define b1,K := V1,K ◦ U−1

1,K . Then b1,K maps (0, U1(K)) onto
V1,K((−∞, ζ1,K)). Moreover, we can extend b1,K by continuity with b1,K(0) = (m −
1)C1(K) and b1,K(U1(K)) = 0 when U1(K) < ∞, see Lemma 4.4. We next define

B1,K :=
{

(u, v) ∈ (0, U1(K))× R : 0 < v < b1,K(u)
}

.

The next result establishes that B1,K is an invariant region for the system (4.2) with larger
values of K.

Proposition 4.5. Assume that K2 > K1 > 0 with U1(K1) < ∞ and consider (U0, V0) ∈
B1,K1

. Then
(U, V )(ζ) = ΨK2

(ζ, U0, V0) ∈ B1,K1

for any ζ ∈
[

0,min{ζ+K2
(U0, V0), ζ

◦
K2

(U0, V0)}
)

, where

ζ◦K2
(U0, V0) := inf{ζ ∈ (0, ζ+K2

(U0, V0)) : V (ζ) = 0}.

Moreover, if ζ◦K2
(U0, V0) < ζ+K2

(U0, V0), then V (ζ◦K2
(U0, V0)) = 0 and U(ζ◦K2

(U0, V0)) ∈
(1, U1(K1)].
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Proof. Since (U0, V0) ∈ (0,∞)2 and V > 0 on [0, ζ◦K2
(U0, V0)), we deduce from (4.2) that

U is increasing on
[

0, ζ◦K2
(U0, V0)

)

and thus positive. Moreover, for u ∈ (0, U1(K1)), there
is ζu ∈ (−∞, ζ1,K1

) such that U1,K1
(ζu) = u and

b1,K1
(u) = b1,K1

◦ U1,K1
(ζu) = V1,K1

(ζu), b′1,K1
(u) =

dV1,K1
/dζ

dU1,K1
/dζ

(ζu).

Consequently,

S2,K2
(u, b1,K1

(u)) − b′1,K1
(u)S1,K2

(u, b1,K1
(u))

= S2,K2
(u, b1,K1

(u)) − dV1,K1
/dζ

dU1,K1
/dζ

(ζu)S1,K2
(u, b1,K1

(u))

=

(

S2,K2
− S2,K1

S1,K1

S1,K2

)

(U1,K1
(ζu), V1,K1

(ζu))

= (C1(K2)− C1(K1))V1,K1
(ζu) < 0,

which shows that the direction of the flow of the system (4.2) corresponding to K = K2

across the curve

C1,K1
:=
{

(u, v) ∈ (0, U1(K1))× R : v = b1,K1
(u))

}

points towards the interior of the region B1,K1
. We thus infer that (U(ζ), V (ζ)) cannot

leave the region B1,K1
for 0 < ζ < min{ζ+K2

(u0, v0), ζ
◦
K2

(u0, v0)}, as claimed.

Finally, if ζ◦K2
(U0, V0) < ζ+K2

(U0, V0), then ζ◦K2
(U0, V0) < ∞ and V (ζ◦K2

(U0, V0)) = 0. On

the one hand, (U, V )
([

0, ζ◦K2
(U0, V0)

))

⊂ B1,K1
implies that U

(

ζ◦K2
(U0, V0)

)

≤ U1(K1). On
the other hand, it follows from the definition of ζ◦K2

(U0, V0) and (4.2) that

0 ≥ dV

dζ
(ζ◦K2

(U0, V0)) = U(ζ◦K2
(U0, V0))(1 − U(ζ◦K2

(U0, V0))
2ν−1). (4.10)

Assume for contradiction that dV
dζ (ζ

◦
K2

(U0, V0)) = 0. Then (U, V )
(

ζ◦K2
(U0, V0)

)

= Q2 due

to (4.10) and the positivity and monotonicity of U on
[

0, ζ◦K2
(U0, V0)

)

and thus (U0, V0) =

Q2, which contradicts the positivity of V0. Consequently, dV
dζ (ζ

◦
K2

(U0, V0)) < 0 and the

positivity of U on
[

0, ζ◦K2
(U0, V0)

]

entails that U
(

ζ◦K2
(U0, V0)

)

> 1.

The fact that U1(K) < ∞ for K > K1, provided U1(K1) < ∞, follows as an immediate
consequence of the previous invariance result.

Corollary 4.6. For all K > 0, we have U1(K) < ∞ and, if K2 > K1, then there holds
(U1,K2

, V1,K2
)(ζ) ∈ B1,K1

for any ζ ∈ (−∞, ζ1,K2
), as well as U1(K2) ≤ U1(K1). Moreover,

for K ∈ (0,∞), either ζ1,K < ∞ with V1,K(ζ1,K) = 0,
dV1,K

dζ (ζ1,K) < 0, and U1(K) > 1, or
ζ1,K = ∞ with lim

ζ→∞
V1,K(ζ) = 0 and U1(K) = 1.

Proof. We first infer from Proposition 4.2 that U1(K) < ∞ for K ∈ (0,K⋆).

Consider next K1 > 0 such that U1(K1) < ∞ and K2 > K1. Since

lim
ζ→−∞

(U1,K2
, V1,K2

)(ζ) = (0, (m − 1)C1(K2)),
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with U1,K2
(ζ) > 0 for ζ ∈ (−∞, ζ1,K2

), and (m − 1)C1(K2) < (m − 1)C1(K1), there is
ζ2 ∈ (−∞, ζ1,K2

) such that (U1,K2
(ζ), V1,K2

(ζ)) ∈ B1,K1
for any ζ ∈ (−∞, ζ2). Then, by

Proposition 4.5,

(U1,K2
, V1,K2

)(ζ) ∈ B1,K1
for any ζ ∈ (−∞, ζ1,K2

).

Thus, b1,K2
(u) ≤ b1,K1

(u) for u ∈
(

0,min{U1(K1), U1(K2)}
)

, from which we immediately
deduce that U1(K2) ≤ U1(K1). Applying first this property with K1 ∈ (0,K⋆) and K2 >
K1 and then with arbitrary K2 > K1 > 0 provide the first two statements of Corollary 4.6.

Finally, let K > 0. Since we have just proved that U1(K) < ∞, the last statement of
Corollary 4.6 readily follows from Lemma 4.4.

Similarly, for K > 0 and the trajectory (U0,K , V0,K) in l0(K) defined in (4.4), we define

ζ0,K := sup{ζ ∈ (ζ−0,K ,∞) : V0,K(ζ) = 0} ∈ [−∞,∞),

U0(K) := lim
ζցζ0,K

U0,K(ζ) ∈ (0,∞],

and deduce from (4.5) that

U0,K > 0 > V0,K and
dU0,K

dζ
< 0 on (ζ0,K ,∞). (4.11)

We first collect preliminary information on U0(K).

Lemma 4.7. Let K > 0.

(a) If U0(K) < ∞ and ζ0,K > −∞, then

U0(K) > 1, V0,K(ζ0,K) = 0, and
dV0,K

dζ
(ζ0,K) < 0.

(b) If U0(K) < ∞ and ζ0,K = −∞, then U0(K) = 1 and

lim
ζ→−∞

(

U0,K , V0,K

)

(ζ) = Q2.

(c) If U0(K) = ∞ then ζ0,K = −∞ and V0,K < 0 on R.

Proof. (a) The proof is similar to that of part (a) of Lemma 4.4, to which we refer.

(b) By (4.11), V0,K < 0 and 0 < U0,K < U0(K) on R and we infer from (4.2) and Young’s
inequality that, for ζ ∈ (−∞, 0),

dV0,K

dζ
− C1(K)V0,K ≤ −

V 2
0,K

m− 1
+ U0(K)− C2U0(K)νV0,K

≤
V 2
0,K

2(m− 1)
+

C2
2U0(K)2ν

2
−

V 2
0,K

m− 1
+ U0(K)

≤ C(m,K) := U0(K) +
C2
2U0(K)2ν

2
.
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Integrating the above differential inequality over (ζ, 0) gives

V0,K(0)eC1(K)ζ +
C(m,K)

C1(K)

(

eC1(K)ζ − 1
)

≤ V0,K(ζ), ζ ∈ (−∞, 0),

from which we deduce that V0,K is bounded in (−∞, 0). We then argue as in the end of
Step 2 in the proof of Proposition 4.2 to conclude that (U0,K , V0,K)(ζ) converges to Q2

as ζ → −∞.

(c) It follows from (4.2) and (4.11) that, for ζ ∈ (ζ0,K , 0),

lnU0,K(0)− lnU0,K(ζ) =
1

ν

∫ 0

ζ
V0,K(ζ∗) dζ∗ = −1

ν

∫ 0

ζ

∣

∣V0,K(ζ∗)
∣

∣ dζ∗.

Letting ζ ց ζ0,K gives
∫ 0

ζ0,K

∣

∣V0,K(ζ∗)
∣

∣ dζ∗ = ∞,

hence ζ0,K = −∞ owing to the continuity of V0,K . The negativity of V0,K on R then follows
from the definition of ζ0,K .

Using again (4.11), we note that U0,K is decreasing from (ζ0,K ,∞) onto (0, U0(K)) and is
thus invertible on that set. We then define b0,K := V0,K ◦ U−1

0,K , which maps (0, U0,K) on
V0,K((ζ0,K ,∞)). Moreover, we extend b0,K by continuity with b0,K(0) = b0,K(U0(K)) = 0
when U0(K) < ∞, see Lemma 4.7. We next define

B−
0,K :=

{

(u, v) ∈ (0, U0(K))× R : v < b0,K(u)
}

,

B+
0,K :=

{

(u, v) ∈ (0, U0(K))× R : 0 > v > b0,K(u)
}

,

and establish the invariance of the regions B−
0,K and B+

0,K .

Proposition 4.8. (a) Let K2 > K1 > 0 and consider (U0, V0) ∈ B−
0,K1

. Then

(U, V )(ζ) = ΨK2
(ζ, U0, V0) ∈ B−

0,K1

for any ζ ∈
(

max{ζ−K2
(U0, V0), ζ

K1

K2
(U0, V0)}, 0

)

, where

ζK1

K2
(U0, V0) := −∞ if U0(K1) = ∞,

ζK1

K2
(U0, V0) := sup{ζ ∈ (ζ−K2

(U0, V0), 0) : U(ζ) = U0(K1)} otherwise .

(b) Let K1 > K2 > 0 and consider (U0, V0) ∈ B+
0,K1

. Then

(U, V )(ζ) = ΨK2
(ζ, U0, V0) ∈ B+

0,K1

for any ζ ∈
(

ζ◦,−K2
(U0, V0), 0

)

, where

ζ◦,−K2
(U0, V0) := sup{ζ ∈ (ζ−K2

(U0, V0), 0) : V (ζ) = 0}.
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Proof. The proof is completely similar to that of Proposition 4.5, noticing that, for any
u ∈ (0, U0(K1)) we have

S2,K2
(u, b0,K1

(u))− b′0,K1
(u)S1,K2

(u, b0,K1
(u)) = (C1(K2)− C1(K1))b0,K1

(u),

and the conclusion follows in both cases from the monotonicity ofK 7→ C1(K), the negativ-
ity of b0,K1

, and the fact that U is decreasing on
(

ζ◦,−K2
(U0, V0), 0

)

due to the non-positivity
of V on that interval. We omit the details.

Particularizing the previous result to the trajectory (U0,K , V0,K), we obtain the following
consequence.

Corollary 4.9. Let K2 > K1. Then there is ζK1

0,K2
∈ [−∞,∞) such that (U0,K2

, V0,K2
)(ζ) ∈

B−
0,K1

for any ζ ∈
(

ζK1

0,K2
,∞
)

. In particular, U0(K2) = ∞ if U0(K1) = ∞ and U0(K2) ≥
U0(K1) otherwise.

Proof. Since

lim
ζ→∞

V0,K2
(ζ)

U0,K2
(ζ)

= − 1

C1(K2)
< − 1

C1(K1)
= lim

ζ→∞

V0,K1
(ζ)

U0,K1
(ζ)

,

we have

lim
u→0

b0,K2
(u)

u
= − 1

C1(K2)
< − 1

C1(K1)
= lim

u→0

b0,K1
(u)

u
.

Consequently, b0,K2
< b0,K1

in a right neighborhood of u = 0, and we readily infer
that (U0,K2

, V0,K2
)(ζ) ∈ B−

0,K1
for ζ ∈ (ζ0,∞) for some ζ0 sufficiently large. The first

statement of Corollary 4.9 then follows from part (a) of Proposition 4.8 with ζK1

0,K2
:=

ζK1

K2

(

U0,K2
(ζ0), V0,K2

(ζ0)
)

.

Assume next for contradiction that U0(K2) < U0(K1), which implies in particular that
U0(K2) < ∞. Then

V0,K2
(ζ) < b0,K1

(ζ) < 0, ζ ∈
(

ζK1

0,K2
,∞
)

, (4.12)

from which we deduce that ζ0,K2
≤ ζK1

0,K2
. The monotonicity of U0,K2

on (ζ0,K2
,∞) then

guarantees that U0,K2
(ζ) < U0(K2) < U0(K1) for ζ ∈

(

ζK1

0,K2
,∞) and thus ζK1

0,K2
= ζ0,K2

.
Now,either ζ0,K2

> −∞ and we infer from (4.12) and Lemma 4.7 that 0 < b0,K1
(U0(K2)) <

0, and a contradiction. Or ζ0,K2
= −∞ and it follows from (4.12) and Lemma 4.7 that

U0(K1) > U0(K2) = 1 and 0 ≤ b0,K1
(1) < 0, and again a contradiction. Therefore,

U0(K2) ≥ U0(K1) as claimed.

Further consequences of Proposition 4.8 and Corollary 4.9 are collected in the next result.

Corollary 4.10. Let K > 0.

(a) if U0(K) ∈ (1,∞), then ζ0,K > −∞ with V0,K(ζ0,K) = 0 and
dV0,K

dζ (ζ0,K) < 0;

(b) if U0(K) = 1, then ζ0,K = −∞, V0,K < 0 on R, and l0(K) is a complete trajectory
connecting Q2 to Q0. In particular, l0(K) ⊂ Wu(Q2) and K ∈ (0,Ku], where Ku is
defined in Lemma 4.1.
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Proof. The first statement of Corollary 4.10 follows from Lemma 4.7.

Let us next consider the case where K > 0 is such that U0(K) = 1. According to
Lemma 4.7, we have ζ0,K = −∞ in that case and (U0,K , V0,K)(ζ) converges to Q2 as
ζ → −∞. Then l0(K) is a heteroclinic orbit of (4.2) connecting Q2 and Q0 which thus
lies in Wu(Q2). Such a situation only occurs when K ∈ (0,Ku] according to Lemma 4.1
and the definition of a focus.

We need one more preparatory result related to the orbit l0(K) for some K > 0; more
precisely, we have:

Lemma 4.11. If K > 0 is such that U0(K) ∈ (1,∞), then U0,K(ζ) ≤ U0(K) for all
ζ ∈ (ζ−0,K ,∞). In other words, U0(K) is the highest value of the coordinate u attained
along the trajectory l0(K).

Proof. Let K > 0 be such that U0(K) ∈ (1,∞). First, recalling (4.11), U0,K is decreasing
on (ζ0,K ,∞), whence U0,K(ζ) < U0(K) for ζ ∈ (ζ0,K ,∞). It remains to show the same
result for ζ ∈ (ζ−0,K , ζ0,K). According to Corollary 4.10 (a), ζ0,K > ζ−0,K and there is δ > 0
such that V0,K(ζ) > 0 for ζ ∈ (ζ0,K − δ, ζ0,K). This property, along with the first equation

of (4.2), implies that
dU0,K

dζ (ζ) > 0 and thus U0,K(ζ) < U0(K) in the same left neighborhood
(ζ0,K − δ, ζ0,K). Tracking back the orbit (U0,K , V0,K), we have two possibilities:

• either V0,K(ζ) > 0 for any ζ ∈ (ζ−0,K , ζ0,K), so that
dU0,K

dζ > 0 on (ζ−0,K , ζ0,K) and thus

U0,K(ζ) < U0(K) for any ζ ∈ (ζ−0,K , ζ0,K), completing the proof.

• or there is a last zero of V0,K prior to ζ0,K ; that is,

z1 := sup{ζ ∈ (ζ−0,K , ζ0,K) : V0,K(ζ) = 0} ∈
(

ζ−0,K , ζ0,K
)

.

Then V0,K(ζ) > 0 and thus U0,K(ζ) < U0(K) for ζ ∈ (z1, ζ0,K). Moreover, V0,K(z1) = 0

with
dV0,K

dζ (z1) ≥ 0 and the finiteness of z1 prevents (U0,K(z1), 0) from being a critical
point, whence U0,K(z1) 6∈ {0, 1}. Since

U0,K(z1)
(

1− U0,K(z1)
2ν−1

)

=
dV0,K

dζ
(z1) ≥ 0,

we conclude that U0,K(z1) ∈ (0, 1) and
dV0,K

dζ (z1) < 0. Consequently, there is δ1 > 0 such

that U0,K ∈ (0, 1) and V0,K < 0 on (z1 − δ1, z1). In particular, (U0,K(ζ), V0,K(ζ)) ∈ B+
0,K

for ζ ∈ (z1 − δ1, z1) and we deduce from Proposition 4.8 (b) that

(U0,K(ζ), V0,K(ζ)) ∈ B+
0,K , ζ ∈ (z2, z1),

with
z2 := sup{ζ ∈ (ζ−0,K , z1) : V0,K(ζ) = 0}.

Since the curve

C0,K := {(u, v) ∈ (0, U0(K))× R, v = b0,K(u)} is a separatrix for ΨK , (4.13)

we conclude that b0,K(U0,K(ζ)) < V0,K(ζ) < 0 for ζ ∈ (z2, z1) and thus U0,K(ζ) < U0(K)
for ζ ∈ (z2, z1). Now,

• either z2 = ζ−0,K and the relative compactness of B+
0,K entails that ζ−0,K = −∞, as

well as the relative compactness of (U0,K , V0,K)((−∞, z1)) and the monotonicity of U0,K on
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(−∞, z1). We then argue as at the end of the proof of Step 2 in Proposition 4.2 to conclude
that (U0,K , V0,K)(ζ) converges to Q2 as ζ → −∞ with U0,K(z1) < U0,K(ζ) < 1 < U0(K)
for z ∈ (−∞, z1).

• Or z2 > ζ−0,K and we argue as above to obtain that

U0,K(z2) ∈ (1, U0(K)), V0,K(z2) = 0,
dV0,K

dζ
(z2) < 0.

At this point, either V0,K > 0 on (ζ−0,K , z2) or

z3 := sup{ζ ∈ (ζ−0,K , z2) : V0,K(ζ) = 0} ∈ (ζ−0,K , z2).

We then proceed as above to deduce that U0,K < U0(K) on (ζ−0,K , z2) in the first case and
on (z3, z2) in the second case. Iterating this argument completes the proof.

The next result identifies the range of the mapping K 7→ U0(K).

Lemma 4.12. There exist 0 < K0 ≤ K∞ < ∞ such that U0(K) = 1 for K ∈ (0,K0) and
U0(K) = ∞ for K > K∞. In addition, K0 ≤ Ku.

Proof. Step 1. Set
K0 := sup{K > 0 : U0(K) = 1}.

Proposition 4.2 guarantees that K0 ≥ K⋆ > 0, while Corollary 4.9 and the positivity of
K⋆ imply that U0(K) = 1 for K ∈ (0,K0). Moreover, it follows from Corollary 4.10 (b)
that K0 ≤ Ku.

Step 2. Introduce

K∞ := sup{K > 0 : U0(K) < ∞} ∈ (0,∞].

On the one hand, K∞ ≥ K0 > 0. On the other hand, it follows from [15] that there is
a unique pair of exponents (α∗, β∗) ∈ (0,∞)2, α∗ = 2β∗/(m − 1) such that (1.5) has a
compactly supported solution f∗ with support [0, ξ∗0 ] which is decreasing on [0, ξ∗0 ] and
satisfies

f∗(0) = 1, (f∗)′(0) = 0, f∗(ξ∗0) = 0, [(f∗)m]′(ξ∗0) = 0.

Moreover, by [15, Proposition 2.8 (c)],

f∗(ξ) ∼
(

1− q

β∗

)1/(1−q)

(ξ∗0)
(σ−1)/(1−q)

(

ξ∗0 − ξ
)1/(1−q)

,

[(f∗)m]′(ξ) ∼ − m

1− q

(

1− q

β∗

)m/(1−q)

(ξ∗0)
m(σ−1)/(1−q)

(

ξ∗0 − ξ
)(m+q−1)/(1−q)

,

(4.14)

as ξ ր ξ∗0 . As in Section 2.3, we define

Xf∗(ξ) :=
2m

α∗
ξ−2(f∗)m−1(ξ), Yf∗(ξ) :=

2m

α∗
ξ−1(f∗)m−2(ξ)(f∗)′(ξ),

Zf∗(ξ) := Xf∗(ξ)1/ν =

[

2m

α∗

]1/ν

ξ−2/ν(f∗)µ(ξ),
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for ξ ∈ (0, ξ∗0) and

ηf∗(ξ) :=
α∗

2m

∫ ξ

0

s

(f∗)m−1(s)
ds, ξ ∈ (0, ξ∗0).

Since m+ q > 2, limξ→ξ∗
0
ηf∗(ξ) = ∞ and the functions

(

Y ∗, Z∗
)

:=
(

Yf∗ ◦ ηf∗ ,Zf∗ ◦ ηf∗

)

solve (3.1a) on (0,∞) with

K∗ :=
1

m

[

2m

α∗

](m−q)/(m−1)

.

Moreover, the properties of f∗ and (4.14) guarantee that

lim
η→0

(

Y ∗, Z∗
)

(η) =

(

− 2

N
,∞
)

, lim
η→∞

(

Y ∗, Z∗
)

= (0, 0), (4.15)

Y ∗ < 0 and Z∗ > 0 on (0,∞). (4.16)

Owing to (4.15), the local behavior of (3.1a) described in Lemma 3.2 implies that
(

Y ∗, Z∗
)

((0,∞)) ⊂ Wc(P0),

whence
(

Y ∗, Z∗
)

((0,∞)) = l0(K
∗) by Lemma 3.2. Introducing

U∗(ζ) :=
1

ZK∗

Z∗

(

ζ

λK∗

)

, V ∗(ζ) :=
1

λK∗

[

(m− 1)Y ∗

(

ζ

λK

)

− 2(Z∗)ν
(

ζ

λK

)]

for ζ ∈ (0,∞) as in (4.1), which is nothing but another parametrization of l0(K
∗), we

readily deduce from (4.16) that
(

U∗, V ∗
)

(ζ) ∈ (0,∞)× (−∞, 0) for all ζ ∈ (0,∞). There-
fore, l0(K

∗) ⊂ (0,∞)× (−∞, 0) and, recalling (4.4), we have shown that ζ−0,K∗ = −∞. We

next deduce from (4.15) and the definition of
(

U∗, V ∗
)

that

lim
ζ→−∞

(

U0,K∗ , V0,K∗

)

(ζ) = (∞,−∞).

Hence, U0(K
∗) = ∞ and therefore K∞ < K∗. Moreover, it follows from Corollary 4.9 that,

if U0(K1) = ∞ for some K1 > 0, then we have U0(K) = ∞ for any K > K1. Therefore,
U0(K) = ∞ for any K > K∞.

More precise information on U0(K0) and U0(K∞) will be given in Section 4.4 after proving
the continuous dependence.

4.3 Strict monotonicity of U0 and U1

The invariant regions constructed in the previous section allow us to conclude that, for
any K2 > K1 > 0, we have

b1,K2
(u) < b1,K1

(u), 0 ≤ u < U1(K2) ≤ U1(K1) (4.17)

and
b0,K2

(u) < b0,K1
(u) < 0, 0 ≤ u < U0(K1) ≤ U0(K2), (4.18)

see Corollary 4.6 and Corollary 4.9, respectively. In particular, we have only shown up to
now that U1(K2) ≤ U1(K1) and U0(K1) ≤ U0(K2). However, in order to proceed further,
we need strict inequalities. This is the goal of the next result.
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Proposition 4.13. Let 0 < K1 < K2.

(a) If U1(K2) > 1, then U1(K1) > U1(K2).

(b) If U0(K1) ∈ (1,∞), then U0(K1) < U0(K2).

Proof. We recall that, for a general K > 0, the function b1,K = V1,K ◦ U−1
1,K is defined on

[0, U1(K)] and the inverse function theorem gives

b′1,K(u) =
νC1(K)

u
− νb1,K(u)

(m− 1)u
+

ν(1− u2ν−1)

b1,K(u)
− νC2u

ν−1, u ∈
(

0, U1(K)
)

. (4.19)

Consequently, for K2 > K1 > 0, the function B1 := b1,K2
− b1,K1

is well defined on
[0, U1(K2)] and we easily infer from (4.19) that

B′
1(u) + ω1(u)B1(u) = − δ

u
, 0 < u < U1(K2), (4.20)

where

ω1(u) := ν

[

1

(m− 1)u
+

1− u2ν−1

b1,K1
(u)b1,K2

(u)

]

, δ := ν(C1(K1)− C1(K2)) > 0.

Since 1 < U1(K2) ≤ U1(K1), we find that ω1(u) ≤ ν/(m− 1)u for any u ∈ [1, U1(K2)) and
we infer from (4.20) and the non-positivity (4.17) of B1 on

(

0, U1(K2)
)

that

B′
1(u) +

ν

(m− 1)u
B1(u) ≤ − δ

u
, 1 ≤ u < U1(K2),

or equivalently

d

du
(B1(u)u

ν/(m−1)) = uν/(m−1)

[

B′
1(u) +

ν

(m− 1)u
B1(u)

]

≤ −δuν/(m−1)−1.

Integrating on [1, u] with 1 < u < U1(K2), we further obtain

B1(u)u
ν/(m−1) ≤ B1(1) −

δ(m− 1)

ν

(

uν/(m−1) − 1
)

< B1(1) < 0 (4.21)

for u ∈ [1, U1(K2)). Letting u → U1(K2) in the estimate (4.21), we conclude that
B1(U1(K2)) < 0; that is,

b1,K1
(U1(K1)) = 0 = b1,K2

(U1(K2)) < b1,K1
(U1(K2)),

and thus U1(K1) > U1(K2), as claimed.

We prove now the analogous strict monotonicity result forK 7→ U0(K). Letting, as above,
B0 := b0,K2

− b0,K1
, which is well defined for u ∈ [0, U0(K1)], we obtain in a similar way

the ordinary differential equation (4.20) with B1 replaced by B0 and ω1 replaced by

ω0(u) := ν

[

1

(m− 1)u
+

1− u2ν−1

b0,K1
(u)b0,K2

(u)

]

, u ∈
(

0, U0(K1)
)

. (4.22)

Since U0(K1) ∈ (1,∞), we also deduce that ω0(u) ≤ ν/(m− 1)u for any u ∈ [1, U0(K1)).
Owing to the non-positivity (4.18) of B0, we may argue exactly as in the previous proof
to establish that B0(U0(K1)) < 0; that is,

b0,K2
(U0(K1)) < b0,K1

(U0(K1)) = 0 = b0,K2
(U0(K2)),

hence U0(K2) > U0(K1) and the proof is complete.
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4.4 Continuous dependence

The last piece in the proof of Theorem 1.1 is the continuity of the mappings K 7→ U0(K)
and K 7→ U1(K). This will be done in two steps: at first, we establish an “interior
continuity” of both; that is, assuming U1(K) > 1 and U0(K) ∈ (1,∞). In a second step,
we prove continuity only of U0 as K → K0 and as K → K∞, in a sense that will be made
precise in this section.

Proposition 4.14. Let K1 > 0.

(a) If U0(K1) ∈ (1,∞), then
lim

K→K1

U0(K) = U0(K1).

(b) If U1(K1) > 1, then
lim

K→K1

U1(K) = U1(K1).

Proof. (a) Let K1 > 0 such that U0(K1) ∈ (1,∞). Then ζ0,K1
> −∞ by Corollary 4.10 (a)

and V0,K1
(ζ0,K1

) = 0 >
dV0,K1

dζ (ζ0,K1
). Letting K2 > 0 and B0 = b0,K2

− b0,K1
, we obtain

exactly as in the proof of Proposition 4.13 that

B′
0(u) + ω0(u)B0(u) = −ν(C1(K1)− C1(K2))

u
, u ∈ [0,min{U0(K1), U0(K2)}), (4.23)

where ω0 is defined in (4.22). Therefore, multiplying (4.23) by sign(B0(u)) and restricting
to u ∈ (0, 1), we find

|B0|′(u) +
ν|B0(u)|
(m− 1)u

≤ |B0|′(u) + ω0(u)|B0(u)| ≤
ν

u
|C1(K1)−C1(K2)|.

Equivalently,

d

du

[

|B0|(u)uν/(m−1)
]

≤ ν|C1(K1)− C1(K2)|uν/(m−1)−1, u ∈ (0, 1).

Since ν > 0, by integrating over [0, u] for u ∈ (0, 1) and taking the supremum with respect
to u ∈ [0, 1] after dividing by uν/(m−1), we are left with

sup
u∈[0,1]

|(b0,K1
− b0,K2

)(u)| ≤ (m− 1)|C1(K1)− C1(K2)|. (4.24)

In particular, introducing ̺Ki
:= U−1

0,Ki
(1/2), i = 1, 2, we note that

∣

∣V0,K2
(̺K2

)− V0,K1
(̺K1

)
∣

∣ =
∣

∣(b0,K2
− b0,K1

)(1/2)
∣

∣ ≤ (m− 1)|C1(K2)− C1(K1)|.

We next reparametrize the curve l0(K2) with a shift in the independent variable by setting

(Ū0,K2
, V̄0,K2

)(ζ) := (U0,K2
, V0,K2

)(ζ + ̺K2
− ̺K1

), ζ > ζ−0,K2
+ ̺K1

− ̺K2
,

which is also a solution to (4.2). Observe that

|Ū0,K2
(̺K1

)− U0,K1
(̺K1

)| = |U0,K2
(̺K2

)− U0,K1
(̺K1

)| = 0, (4.25a)
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and

|V̄0,K2
(̺K1

)− V0,K1
(̺0,K1

)| = |V0,K2
(̺K2

)− V0,K1
(̺K1

)|
≤ (m− 1)|C1(K2)− C1(K1)|.

(4.25b)

Now, let δ ∈ (0, 1) be such that ζ−0,K1
< ζ0,K1

− δ. Since b0,K1
< 0 on [0, 1/2], V0,K1

< 0

on
(

ζ0,K1
+ δ, ̺K1

)

and V0,K1
(ζ0,K1

− δ) > 0, see Corollary 4.10 (a), we can pick θ ∈ (0, δ)
such that

b0,K1
(u) ≤ −2θ, u ∈

[

0,
1

2

]

, (4.26a)

V0,K1
(ζ) ≤ −2θ, ζ ∈ [ζ0,K1

+ δ, ̺K1
], (4.26b)

V0,K1
(ζ0,K1

− δ) ≥ 2θ. (4.26c)

We then infer from (4.25) and the continuous dependence of the solutions to the sys-
tem (4.2) with respect to the initial condition and K that there is ǫ1 > 0 such that, for
any K2 ∈ (K1 − ǫ1,K1 + ǫ1), we have

b0,K2
(u) ≤ −θ, u ∈

[

0,
1

2

]

, (4.27a)

sup
ζ∈[ζ0,K1

−δ,̺K1
]

[

|(Ū0,K2
− U0,K1

)(ζ)|+ |(V̄0,K2
− V0,K1

)(ζ)|
]

≤ θ. (4.27b)

Furthermore, we can also pick ǫ0 ∈ (0, ǫ1) such that

(m− 1)|C1(K2)− C1(K1)| ≤ ǫ1, K2 ∈ (K1 − ǫ0,K1 + ǫ0).

Moreover, for ζ ∈ [̺K1
,∞), we deduce from (4.27a) that

V̄0,K2
(ζ) = V0,K2

(ζ − ̺K1
+ ̺K2

)

= b0,K2

(

U0,K2
(ζ − ̺K1

+ ̺K2
)
)

≤ −θ,

the latter holding true since ζ−̺K1
+̺K2

≥ ̺K2
and thus the monotonicity of U0,K2

gives
U0,K2

(ζ − ̺K1
+ ̺K2

) ∈ [0, 1/2]. Gathering the previous estimate with (4.26) and (4.27b),
we are left with

V̄0,K2
(ζ) ≤ −θ, ζ ∈ [ζ0,K1

+ δ,∞),

while V̄0,K2
(ζ0,K1

− δ) ≥ θ. Therefore, the largest zero of V̄0,K2
is finite and lies in the

interval (ζ0,K1
− δ, ζ0,K1

+ δ) and thus ζ0,K2
> −∞ with

ζ0,K2
− ̺K1

+ ̺K2
∈ (ζ0,K1

− δ, ζ0,K1
+ δ).

We then deduce from (4.27b) that

|U0(K2)− U0(K1)| = |U0,K2
(ζ0,K2

)− U0,K1
(ζ0,K1

)|
= |Ū0,K2

(ζ0,K2
− ̺K1

+ ̺K2
)− U0,K1

(ζ0,K1
)|

≤ |(Ū0,K2
− U0,K1

)(ζ0,K2
− ̺K1

+ ̺K2
)|

+ |U0,K1
(ζ0,K2

− ̺K1
+ ̺K2

)− U0,K1
(ζ0,K1

)|
≤ sup

ζ∈[ζ0,K1
−δ,̺K1

]
|(Ū0,K2

− U0,K1
)(ζ)|

+ sup
ζ∈[ζ0,K1

−δ,ζ0,K1
+δ]

|U0,K1
(ζ)− U0,K1

(ζ0,K1
)|

≤ δ + sup
ζ∈[ζ0,K1

−δ,ζ0,K1
+δ]

|U0,K1
(ζ)− U0,K1

(ζ0,K1
)|.
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Owing to the continuity of U0,K1
at ζ0,K1

, we may pass to the limit δ → 0 in the above
inequality and thereby obtain the first statement of Proposition 4.16.

(b) A completely analogous construction is performed in order to prove the continuity of
U1 at any K > 0 satisfying U1(K) > 1.

The just established continuity properties of U0 allows us to derive additional information
on K0 and K∞.

Corollary 4.15. Let K0 and K∞ be defined in Lemma 4.12. Then U0(K0) = 1 and, either
K0 = K∞, or K0 < K∞ with U0(K∞) = ∞.

Proof. Assume first for contradiction that U0(K0) ∈ (1,∞). Then Propositions 4.13 (b)
and 4.14 (a) entail that there is ǫ0 ∈ (0,K0/2) such that 1 < U0(K0−ǫ) < U0(K0) < ∞ for
ǫ ∈ (0, ǫ0), which contradicts Lemma 4.12. Assume next for contradiction that U0(K0) =
∞. Then, for K ∈ (0,K0), we argue as in the proof of (4.24) in Proposition 4.14 (a) to
prove that

sup
u∈[0,1]

|(b0,K − b0,K0
)(u)| ≤ (m− 1)|C1(K)− C1(K0)|.

In particular,
b0,K0

(1) = lim
K→K0

b0,K(1) = lim
K→K0

b0,K(U0(K)) = 0,

so that V0,K0
(U−1

0,K0
(1)) = 0, which contradicts Lemma 4.7 (c). Therefore, U0(K0) = 1.

We now turn to K∞ and assume for contradiction that U0(K∞) ∈ (1,∞). It then follows
from Proposition 4.14 (a) that there is ǫ∞ > 0 such that U0(K) < 2U0(K∞) < ∞ for
K ∈ (K∞,K∞ + ǫ∞), and a contradiction.

It remains to discard the possibility K0 = K∞ and prove the continuity of K 7→ U0(K)
at K = K0 and K = K∞.

Proposition 4.16. We have

lim
K→K0

U0(K) = 1, lim
K→K∞

U0(K) = ∞.

Proof. We split the proof into several steps, first showing that K0 < K∞ before moving to
the right continuity of U0 at K0 and the left continuity of U0 at K∞. We begin with the
study of some particular orbits of ΨK for K > 0.

Step 1. For K > 0 and U0 ∈ (1,∞), we introduce, for simplicity, the notation

(UK , VK) := ΨK(·, U0, 0),

for the orbit of the system (4.2) passing through the point (U0, 0), defined on the maximal
interval (ζ−K , ζ+K) with ζ−K := ζ−K(U0, 0) < 0 and 0 < ζ+K := ζ+K(U0, 0). Since

dVK

dζ
(0) = U0 − U2ν

0 < 0,

we conclude that VK is negative in a right neighborhood of ζ = 0 and we set

ζK := inf
{

ζ ∈ (0, ζ+K) : VK(ζ) = 0
}

> 0.

31



We particularize now and first focus on the behavior of (UK0
, VK0

). Assume for contradic-
tion that ζK0

< ζ+K0
. Then, as (UK0

, VK0
) is not identically equal to either Q0 or Q2, we

conclude that

VK0
(ζK0

) = 0, UK0
(ζK0

) < 1,
dV0,K0

dζ
(ζK0

) = UK0
(ζK0

)− U2ν
K0

(ζK0
) > 0.

Recalling that UK0
(0) = U0 > 1, there exists thus ζ̄ ∈ (0, ζK0

) such that UK0
(ζ̄) = 1. Since

VK0
(ζ̄) < 0, the above properties ensure that there is δ > 0 such that

VK0
(ζ) > b0,K0

(UK0
(ζ)), ζ ∈

(

ζK0
− δ, ζK0

)

,

VK0
(ζ) < b0,K0

(UK0
(ζ)), ζ ∈

(

ζ̄, ζ̄ + δ
)

.

The continuity of V0,K0
− b0,K0

(UK0
) then guarantees that there is ζ̃ ∈

(

ζ̄+ δ, ζK0
− δ
)

such

that V0,K0
(ζ̃) = b0,K0

(UK0
(ζ̃)), which contradicts the separation property (4.13) of C0,K0

.
Therefore, ζK0

= ζ+K0
and we have shown that

VK0
(ζ) < 0, ζ ∈

(

0, ζ+K0

)

. (4.28)

Using (4.2), we readily infer from (4.28) that UK0
is decreasing on

(

0, ζ+K0

)

, whence

0 < UK0
(ζ) < U0, ζ ∈

(

0, ζ+K0

)

. (4.29)

We now fix V 0 > 0 such that

[C1(K0 + 1)− C2U
ν
0 ]v + U0 −

v2

2(m− 1)
< 0, v ∈

(

−∞,−V 0

)

, (4.30)

and assume for contradiction that VK0
(ζ) > −V 0 for any ζ ∈ (0, ζ+K0

). In this case,

both UK0
and VK0

are bounded on
(

0, ζ+K0

)

, from which we deduce that ζ+K0
= ∞. The

monotonicity of UK0
ensures additionally that there is U∞ ∈ [0, U0) such that

lim
ζ→∞

UK0
(ζ) = U∞.

We then argue as at the end of the proof of Step 2 of Proposition 4.2 to conclude that the
ω-limit set ωK0

(U0, 0) of (UK0
, VK0

) is a critical point of (4.2) which lies in [0, U0)×(−∞, 0];
that is, ωK0

(U0, 0) = {Q0} or ωK0
(U0, 0) = {Q2}. Since K0 ∈ (0,Ku] by Corollary 4.15, it

follows from Lemma 4.1 that Q2 is an unstable node and thus the orbit ΨK0
(·, U0, 0)

cannot connect to it. Consequently, ωK0
(U0, 0) = {Q0} and the uniqueness granted

by Lemma 3.2 entails that the orbit ΨK0
(·, U0, 0) coincides with l0(K0). In particular,

(U0, 0) ∈ l0(K), which contradicts Lemma 4.11. Consequently, there is ζ̄K0
∈
(

0, ζ+K0

)

such

that VK0

(

ζ̄K0

)

< −V 0. Now, as long as VK0
(ζ) < −V 0, we infer from (4.2), (4.29), (4.30),

and the monotonicity of K 7→ C1(K) that

dVK0

dζ
(ζ) ≤ C1(K0)VK0

(ζ)−
V 2
K0

(ζ)

m− 1
+ U0 − C2U

ν
0 VK0

(ζ)

≤ C1(K0 + 1)VK0
(ζ)−

V 2
K0

(ζ)

m− 1
+ U0 − C2U

ν
0 VK0

(ζ) ≤ −
V 2
K0

(ζ)

2(m− 1)
,
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from which we deduce that

VK0
(ζ) < −V 0,

dVK0

dζ
(ζ) ≤ −

V 2
K0

(ζ)

2(m− 1)
, ζ ∈

(

ζ̄K0
, ζ+K0

)

. (4.31)

Integrating the previous differential inequality leads us to the upper bound

VK0
(ζ) ≤ 2(m− 1)VK0

(

ζ̄K0

)

2(m− 1) + VK0

(

ζ̄K0

) (

ζ − ζ̄K0

) < 0

for

ζ ∈
(

ζ̄K0
, ζ̄K0

− 2(m− 1)

VK0

(

ζ̄K0

)

)

∩
(

ζ̄K0
, ζ+K0

)

.

Therefore, VK0
blows down to −∞ at a finite point; that is,

ζ+K0
< ∞, lim

ζ→ζ+
K0

VK0
(ζ) = −∞. (4.32)

We next show by a continuous dependence argument that the property (4.32) extends to
a right neighborhood of K0. To this end, we fix z0 ∈

(

ζ̄K0
, ζ+K0

)

such that

VK0
(ζ) ≤ −V 0 − 1, ζ ∈

[

z0, ζ
+
K0

)

. (4.33a)

Also, since
dVK0

dζ (0) = U0 − U2ν
0 < 0, there is δ0 ∈ (0, 1) such that

dVK0

dζ
(ζ) ≤ U0 − U2ν

0

2
, ζ ∈ [0, δ0]. (4.33b)

Finally, the negativity (4.28) of VK0
implies that there is ǫ0 ∈ (0, 1) such that

VK0
(ζ) ≤ −2ǫ0, ζ ∈ [δ0, z0], (4.33c)

and we may assume without loss of generality that 4ǫ0 < U2ν
0 − U0. The continuous

dependence of (4.2) with respect to the parameter K provides the existence of K0 ∈
(K0,K0 + 1) such that, for each K ∈

(

K0,K0

)

, one has ζ+K > z0 and

|(UK − UK0
)(ζ)|+ |(VK − VK0

)(ζ)| ≤ ǫ0, ζ ∈ [0, z0], (4.33d)
∣

∣

∣

∣

(

dVK

dζ
− dVK0

dζ

)

(ζ)

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤ ǫ0, ζ ∈ [0, z0]. (4.33e)

Now, for K ∈
(

K0,K0

)

, we infer from (4.33) that

VK(ζ) =

∫ ζ

0

dVK

dζ
(ζ∗) dζ∗ ≤

∫ ζ

0

(

U0 − U2ν
0

2
+ ǫ0

)

dζ∗

≤ U0 − U2ν
0

4
ζ < 0, ζ ∈ (0, δ0],

VK(ζ) ≤ −2ǫ0 + ǫ0 ≤ −ǫ0, ζ ∈ [δ0, z0],

and
VK(z0) ≤ −V 0 − 1 + ǫ0 ≤ −V 0. (4.34)
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In particular,
UK(ζ) ≤ U0, VK(ζ) ≤ 0, ζ ∈ (0, z0]. (4.35)

Owing to (4.34) and (4.35), we may argue as in the proof of (4.31) with the help of (4.30)
and the bound C1(K) > C1(K0 + 1) to conclude that

UK(ζ) < U0, VK(ζ) < −V 0,
dVK

dζ
(ζ) ≤ − V 2

K(ζ)

2(m− 1)
, ζ ∈

(

z0, ζ
+
K

)

, (4.36)

using in addition that the negativity of VK guarantees the upper bound on UK < U0.
Thanks to (4.36), we proceed as in the proof of (4.32) to deduce that, for K ∈

(

K0,K0

)

ζ+K < ∞, lim
ζ→ζ+

K

VK(ζ) = −∞. (4.37)

Step 2. Let us now prove that K0 < K∞ and assume for contradiction that K0 = K∞,
so that U0(K0) = U0(K∞) = 1 by Corollary 4.15. Pick K ∈

(

K0,K0

)

and observe that,
since K > K0 = K∞,

C0,K = {v = b0,K(u) : u ∈ [0,∞)} ⊂ [0,∞)× (−∞, 0)

is a separatrix for ΨK due to (4.13), U0(K) = ∞, and Lemma 4.7 (c). Therefore, VK(ζ) >
b0,K(ζ) in a right neighborhood of ζ = 0 and the separation property of C0,K entails that

VK(ζ) > b0,K(ζ), ζ ∈
(

0, ζ+K
)

. (4.38)

Combining (4.35), (4.36), and (4.38) entails that

VK(ζ) ≥ min
[0,U0]

b0,K > −∞, ζ ∈
(

0, ζ+K
)

,

and contradicts (4.37).

We have thus proved that K0 < K∞ and an application of Corollary 4.15 imply that
U0(K0) = 1 and U0(K∞) = ∞. We can now move on to the proof of the continuity of U0

as K → K0 and K → K∞.

Step 3. Continuity as K ց K0. Assume for contradiction that

U0 := lim
KցK0

U0(K) = inf
K>K0

U0(K) > 1 = U0(K0).

Pick U0 ∈ (1, U 0) and K ∈
(

K0,K0

)

. Then U0(K) > U0 > U0 > 1 and we infer from
Lemma 4.7 (a) that (UK , VK)(ζ) ∈ B+

0,K in a right neighborhood of ζ = 0. Owing to the
separation property (4.13) and the negativity (4.35)-(4.36) of VK , we conclude as above
that

0 > VK(ζ) > b0,K(UK(ζ)) ≥ min
[0,U0]

b0,K > −∞, ζ ∈
(

0, ζ+K
)

,

which contradicts (4.37). Therefore,

lim
KցK0

U0(K) = 1,

from which the continuity of U0 at K0 follows, recalling that U0(K) = 1 for K ∈ (0,K0]
by Lemma 4.12 and Corollary 4.15.
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Step 4. We are left with proving the continuity as K ր K∞. Assume for contradiction
that

U∞
0 := lim

KրK∞

U0(K) = sup
K<K∞

U0(K) < ∞

and observe that U∞
0 > 1 due to K∞ > K0. Pick ǫ ∈ (0, (U∞

0 − 1)/2). Then there is
K∞ < K∞ such that

1 < U∞
0 − 2ǫ < U∞

0 − ǫ < U0(K) < U∞
0 , K ∈

(

K∞,K∞

)

.

Recalling that b0,K solves the ordinary differential equation

b′0,K(u) =
νC1(K)

u
− νb0,K(u)

(m− 1)u
+

ν(1− u2ν−1)

b0,K(u)
− νC2u

ν−1, u ∈
(

0, U0(K)
)

, (4.39)

see (4.19), and satisfies

∣

∣b0,K(1)− b0,K∞
(1)
∣

∣ ≤ (m− 1) (C1(K)− C1(K∞)) ,

a continuous dependence argument then entails that

lim
KրK∞

sup
u∈[1,U∞

0
−ǫ]

|(b0,K − b0,K∞
)(u)| = 0. (4.40)

Consider next K ∈
(

K∞,K∞

)

. It follows from (4.39), the negativity of b0,K , and Young’s
inequality that, for u ∈ [1, U0(K)),

(

b20,K
)′
(u) = 2ν

(

C1(K)

u
− C2u

ν−1

)

b0,K(u)− 2ν

m− 1

b20,K(u)

u
− 2ν

(

u2ν−1 − 1
)

(4.41)

≤ ν

m− 1

b20,K(u)

u
+ ν(m− 1)C2

2u
2ν−1 − 2ν

m− 1

b20,K(u)

u

≤ ν

(m− 1)u

[

(m− 1)2C2
2U0(K)2ν − b20,K(u)

]

≤ ν

(m− 1)u

[

(m− 1)2C2
2

(

U∞
0

)2ν − b20,K(u)
]

.

The comparison principle then entails that

b0,K(u) ≤ max
{

|b0,K(1)|, (m − 1)C2

(

U∞
0

)ν} ≤ M0, u ∈ [1, U0(K)], (4.42)

with M0 := max
{

|b0,K∞
(1)| + (m− 1)C1

(

K∞

)

, (m− 1)C2

(

U∞
0

)ν}
> 0. We next infer

from (4.41), (4.42), and the negativity of b0,K that, for u ∈ [1, U0(K)),

(

b20,K
)′
(u) ≥ 2νC1(K)

u
b0,K(u)− 2ν

m− 1

b20,K(u)

u
− 2ν

(

u2ν−1 − 1
)

≥ −N0

with

N0 := 2νC1(K∞)M0 +
2ν

m− 1
M2

0 + 2ν
(

(

U∞
0

)2ν−1 − 1
)

> 0.

Integrating the above differential inequality over (u,U0(K)) leads us to the estimate

b20,K(u) ≤ N0

(

U0(K)− u
)

, u ∈ [1, U0(K)].
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In particular,
0 ≤ b20,K

(

U∞
0 − 2ǫ) ≤ N0

(

U0(K)− U∞
0 + 2ǫ

)

forK ∈
(

K∞,K∞

)

and (4.40) allows us to letK → K∞ in the above inequality to conclude
that

0 ≤ b20,K∞

(

U∞
0 − 2ǫ) ≤ 2ǫN0.

As ǫ ∈ (0, (U∞
0 − 1)/2) is arbitrary and b0,K∞

∈ C([0,∞)), we finally let ǫ → 0 and end
up with b0,K∞

(

U∞
0 ) = 0, which contradicts Lemma 4.7 (c). Consequently,

lim
KրK∞

U0(K) = ∞,

and the proof of Proposition 4.16 is complete.

5 Proofs of Theorems 1.1 and 1.2

We are now in a position to complete the proofs of the two theorems stated in the Intro-
duction, which is the aim of this short section.

Proof of Theorem 1.1. Consider the function U := U0−U1 on the interval [K0,K∞). Since
K0 ∈ (0,Ku] by Corollary 4.10 (b), the critical point Q2 is unstable and thus U1(K0) > 1.
Recalling that U0(K0) = 1 by Lemma 4.12, we conclude that U(K0) = 1 − U1(K0) < 0.
Moreover, lim

K→K∞

U(K) = ∞ by Corollary 4.6 and Proposition 4.16. Since U is a continuous

function on [K0,K∞) by Propositions 4.14 and 4.16, an application of Bolzano’s Theorem
guarantees the existence and uniqueness of K∗ ∈ (K0,K∞) such that U(K∗) = 0; that
is, l1(K∗) ∪ l0(K∗) is a complete orbit of the system (4.2) with K = K∗, connecting the
critical points Q1 and Q0 and K∗ is the only value of the parameter K for which such a
complete trajectory exists. We now set

(Y∗, Z∗) := (Y0,K∗
, Z0,K∗

) = (Y1,K∗
, Z1,K∗

), X∗ := Zν
∗ ,

and recall that Lemma 3.1 and Lemma 3.2 ensure that

lim
η→−∞

(Y∗, Z∗)(η) = (m− 1, 0), X∗ ∈ L1(−∞, 0), (5.1a)

and
lim
η→∞

(Y∗, Z∗)(η) = (0, 0), X∗ ∈ L1(0,∞), (5.1b)

respectively. We then invert the implicit definition of the independent variable (2.15) and
the change of variable (2.14) to define ξ in terms of η ∈ R and then f∗ by

ξ(η) = exp

[∫ η

0
X∗(s) ds

]

, f∗(ξ(η)) :=

[

αX∗(η)

2m

]1/(m−1)

ξ(η)2/(m−1),

and
(

fm−1
∗

)′
(ξ(η)) :=

α(m− 1)

2m
ξ(η)Y∗(η).

It follows from (5.1) that

ξ∗ := lim
η→−∞

ξ(η) = exp

[

−
∫ 0

−∞
X∗(s) ds

]

> 0
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and

ξ0 := lim
η→∞

ξ(η) = exp

[∫ ∞

0
X∗(s) ds

]

< ∞.

Hence, using again (5.1), we obtain

f∗(ξ∗) = f∗(ξ0) =
(

fm−1
∗

)′
(ξ0) = 0,

(

fm−1
∗

)′
(ξ∗) =

α(m− 1)2

2m
ξ∗,

from which we deduce that f∗ satisfies the interface conditions
(

fm
∗

)′
(ξ∗) =

(

fm
∗

)′
(ξ0) = 0.

Finally, it follows from the properties of Z∗ and the definition of f∗ that f∗ > 0 on (ξ∗, ξ0)
and we have thus completed the proof of Theorem 1.1.

As already pointed out, Theorem 1.2 follows from Corollary 4.10 and Lemma 4.12.

Proof of Theorem 1.2. Pick K ∈ (0,K0]. Corollary 4.10 (b) and Lemma 4.12 entail that
the trajectory l0(K) is a complete orbit connecting Q2 to Q0. It then follows from (4.1)
that Z0,K(η) → ZK as η → −∞. As in the proof of Theorem 1.1, we invert the implicit
definition of the independent variable (2.15) and the change of variable (2.14) to define ξ
in terms of η ∈ R and then f by

ξ(η) = exp

[∫ η

0
Zν
0,K(s) ds

]

, f(ξ(η)) :=

[

αZν
0,K(η)

2m

]1/(m−1)

ξ(η)2/(m−1),

and
(

fm−1
)′
(ξ(η)) :=

α(m− 1)

2m
ξ(η)Y0,K(η).

Since Zν
0,K(η) → Zν

K > 0 as η → −∞ by Corollary 4.10 and Zν
0,K ∈ L1(0,∞) by

Lemma 3.2, we have

lim
η→−∞

ξ(η) = 0, ξ0 := lim
ξ→∞

ξ(η) = exp

[
∫ ∞

0
Zν
0,K(s) ds

]

< ∞,

and the local behavior (1.7) as ξ → 0 is then deduced from the definition of f . Next, since
Z0,K(η) → 0 as η → ∞, we find that f(ξ0) = 0, from which we conclude that the profile f
defined above has compact support [0, ξ0]. Finally, we also know from Lemma 3.2 that

lim
η→∞

Y0,K(η)

Z0,K(η)
= − K

m− 1
∈ (−∞, 0),

from which we deduce that

L := lim
ξ→ξ0

(

fm−1
)′
(ξ)

fm+q−2(ξ)
∈ (−∞, 0).

Since m+ q > 2, we readily conclude that
(

fm
)′
(ξ0) =

(

fm−1
)′
(ξ0) = 0 and thus f has an

interface at ξ = ξ0 according to Definition 2.1, completing the proof.
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