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1 Introduction

In this paper, we study the existence of traveling wave solutions for the reaction-diffusion-
convection equation

v = [D(v)\vm|p_2vx]x +(H(v))g +9(v), zeR, t>0. (1.1)

Here p > 1, D € C'(0,1) is a diffusion coefficient with D > 0 in (0,1), H € C'[0,1] represents
a nonlinear convective flux function, and the reaction term g € C[0, 1] satisfies

g(v) =0 in [0,0], g¢g(v)>0in (6,1), g(1)=0 (1.2)

for some 6 € (0,1). Let us emphasize that the diffusion coefficient D might degenerate or have
a singularity at one or both endpoints. A traveling wave solution (t.w.s. for short) is a solution
of the form v(z,t) = u(x — ct), ¢ € R, connecting the equilibria 0 and 1. Besides the unknown
profile u, the constant speed c also needs to be determined.

Reaction-diffusion equations with and without convective effects are used to describe a variety
of phenomena in biology, chemistry and physics. We refer to [7] for an overview of classical
applications in the case p = 2, involving different types of reaction terms. Nonlinearity ¢
satisfying (1.2) arises in combustion models with an ignition temperature assumption, in which
the reaction starts only after the temperature reaches the threshold value 0, cf. [3]. The diffusion
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coefficient D is usually assumed to be strictly positive in [0, 1]. However, modeling of certain
dispersal phenomena suggests also coefficients with degenerations or singularities at equilibria,
see, e.g., [9], [12]. More recently, p-Laplacian-type diffusion has also been considered in literature,
see [1, 6, 8] and their references. The p-Laplacian operator itself appears for instance in models
derived from the power-type Darcy’s law, cf. [2].

If H is constant, i.e., no convective effects are present, equation (1.1) possesses a unique
nonincreasing t.w.s. with a positive wave speed ¢*. For p = 2, this result was proved in
[11] assuming g € C[0,1] and D € C[0,1] strictly positive in [0,1]. Furthermore, if stronger
regularity conditions on g are imposed, the t.w.s. is strictly monotone on R. In our previous
work [4], we proved the existence of a nonincreasing solution to (1.1) without convection in
an even more general setting. In particular, we considered a discontinuous coefficient D with
finitely many jumps in (0,1) and with possible singularities and/or degenerations at equilibria
0 and 1. This required a new concept of non-classical non-smooth solution, but the existence
result remained the same also for p > 1.

In [10], the authors investigate the effect of convection on the existence of t.w.s. in the case
p=2and D > 0in [0,1]. They derive existence and non-existence results based on whether,
in some sense, H prevails over or is weak compared to the terms D and g. Our paper focuses
on the same phenomena but we consider arbitrary p > 1 as well as a more general diffusion
coefficient D (possibly degenerate or singular at 0 and 1) and a non-Lipschitz reaction g. The
main contribution of our paper consists in showing how the results from [10] extend to our more
general case. We also note that our method of proof differs from that in [10].

The paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we present the definition of possibly non-
smooth traveling wave profile © and our main existence and nonexistence results. In Section
3, we first discuss monotonicity property of the wave profile, which then allows us to reduce
the second-order problem for the unknown profile uw to a first-order one on a bounded interval.
Proofs of the main results are provided in Sections 4 (nonexistence) and 5 (existence). Auxiliary
lemmas referenced in Sections 3 and 5 can be found in the Appendices A and B, respectively.
Finally, Section 6 is dedicated to discussions concerning the asymptotic properties of solutions,
while assuming power-type behavior of the terms D and g.

2 Main results

Without loss of generality, we assume H(0) = 0 and write

Here h(u) = L H(u), u € [0,1], is the convective velocity. When looking for traveling wave

solutions v(z,t) = u(§), £ := x — ct, the partial differential equation (1.1) becomes a boundary
value problem for the second-order ordinary differential equation on the real line

(2.1)

{(D(u)|u'|p2u')’ + (c+ h(w) v + g(u) = 0,
u(—o0) =1, u(+o00) =0

where v/ = ‘é—z stands for the derivative with respect to the wave coordinate £. Since the

equation in (2.1) is autonomous, its solutions are invariant under translations. Therefore, we
can always normalize solutions of (2.1) as u(0) = 6.



Before presenting the main results of this paper, we first provide the definition of solution to
(2.1) on R. This concept accounts for situations when the profile u reaches one or both equilibria
0 and 1.

Definition 2.1. A continuous function u : R — [0, 1] is a solution of (2.1) if

(a) ue CHI,), I, = {€ € R: 0 < u(¢) < 1}, and the equation in (2.1) holds at every point
of I;

(b) the function & = D(u(&))[w'(€)[P~2u'(€) is continuous on R and D(u(€))[u/(€)[P~2u/(€) — 0
as u(§) — 0 and u(§) — 1;

(¢) (boundary conditions) u(§) — 1 as £ — —oo and u(§) — 0 as £ — +oo.

Remark 2.2. At the beginning of Section 3, we prove that I, is an open interval, bounded or
unbounded, and that u/(¢) < 0 for all £ € I,,. If p=2, D € C*[0,1] with D > 01in [0,1] and g is
a Lipschitz function on [0, 1], then I, = R and u € C%(R) is a classical solution, cf. [10]. Note
that in this case we have u/(£) — 0 as £ — +o0.

On the other hand, if p # 2 and D € C(0,1) is singular or degenerate at 0 and/or 1, then
I, might be an interval of finite length, i.e., I,, = (£1,&2), &1,&2 € R. Moreover, the derivative
u' (&), i = 1,2, need not exist. We provide detailed discussion of these cases in Section 6 based
on asymptotic properties of D and g which yield different shapes of traveling wave profile.

Remark 2.3. Notice that it follows from Definition 2.1 (a) that the function

& = D(u(€))]u' ()P~ (€)

belongs to C(I,). In particular, the function ¢ — |u/(€)[P~2u/(£) also belongs to C(I,) due to
our assumption D € C1(0,1), D > 0in (0,1).

In what follows, we denote

hyp == min h(u)
u€(0,1]

and p’ stands for the exponent conjugate to p, i.e., p’ = Furthermore, we assume

2.
/1 DP Y (u)g(u) du < +00. (2.2)
0

Theorem 2.4 (Nonexistence). Let

=

P

H(9) > Ohp, + <p’ /O 1 D” " (u)g(u) du> : (2.3)

Then the boundary value problem (2.1) has no solution for any ¢ > —hy,. If strict inequality
holds in (2.3), there is no solution for any ¢ > —hy,.

In Section 4, we prove that ¢ > —h(0) is a necessary condition for the existence of solu-
tions. An immediate consequence is the following corollary, which addresses the nonexistence of
solution for any real value of c.

Corollary 2.5. If strict inequality holds in (2.3) and hy,, = h(0), then (2.1) has no solution for
any c € R.
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1 .
ﬁ lf1<p<27
1 ifp=2,
k=k(p) = v - -— ifp>2. (2.4)
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Then k = k(p) is a continuous function in (1,400) satisfying

lim k(p) = d lim k
Jim k(p) =0 and  lim k(p) =

Theorem 2.6 (Existence). Let

1
7/

H(1) < hy + ( / DY ~1( )du> . (2.5)

Then there exists a unique ¢ = ¢* > —hy, such that the boundary value problem (2.1) has a
unique (up to translation) solution u = u(§). Moreover, the solution u is strictly decreasing on

[( / DP' )du)ll - H(H)] — B (2.6)

Clearly, if h,, < 0 it follows from the above theorem that the unique wave speed c* is positive.
The following result concerns the existence of a positive wave speed in the case h,, > 0.

I, and c* satisfies

Theorem 2.7 (Positive wave speed ¢). If h(u) >0, u € [0,1], and

1
Y

< /DP—1 )du> , (2.7)

then ¢* >0 > —h,

Remark 2.8. The expression for k(p) given in (2.4) is an optimal value of the constant in
Theorems 2.6 and 2.7. For p = 2 it coincides with the estimates derived in [10] by a different
approach.

3 Reduction to a first order problem

In this section, we establish our main tool for investigating the existence and nonexistence
of solutions to (2.1). In particular, we show that (2.1) can be transformed into a first-order

boundary value problem. First, we prove that each solution to (2.1) is a decreasing function in
I,.

Proposition 3.1. Let u be a solution of (2.1). There exist —oo < & < & < 400 such that
u=11in (—00,&], u=0 in [€,+00) and u'(§) < 0 for any & € (&1,&2).

4



Proof. First, we show that the derivative of a solution to (2.1) does not vanish in the set
I, ={£ €R: 0 <wu() <1}. Indeed, let & € I, be such that 0 < u(&p) < 6. If /(&) = 0 then it
follows from Lemma A.1 that the boundary conditions in (2.1) are not satisfied, a contradiction.
Now consider & € I, 0 < u(&) < 1 with u/(§9) = 0. Then

(D(u(©)|u' ()P~ (€)))’ —g(u(&)) < 0.

§=¢o B

It follows from Lemma A.2 that £, must be the point of strict local maximum of u and therefore
lim wu(&) # 1, again a contradiction.
E——00

Next we prove that u/(£) < 0 for all £ € I, i.e., the solution cannot “switch” from 0 to 1 and
back again finitely many times (while still satisfying the boundary conditions). To this end, we
observe that ¢ > —H(1) is a necessary condition for the existence of solution to (2.1). Indeed,
integrating the equation in (2.1) we obtain

D(u(€))lu' (€)["~*u' (&) — D(u(€))[u' ()P *u'(€) + e(u(€) — u(€))

£ .
+ H(u(€)) — H(u(€) + /g (u(Q)dc =0, EEER

Passing to the limits & — 400, é — —oo and taking into account parts (b) and (c) of Definition

2.1 yields
+oo

¢+ H(1)— H(0) = / g(u(C)) dc.

—0o
Since H(0) = 0 and the integral on the left-hand side is positive, we conclude that ¢ > —H(1).
Suppose that there exist £, € € R such that u(§) =0, u(§) = 1 and «/(¢) > 0 for all £ € (&, €).
Integrating the equation in (2.1) from £ to ¢ and employing the same arguments as above, we
arrive at

3
c+H(1) = — /é g(u(C)) d¢ <0,

i.e., ¢ < —H(1), a contradiction.
Therefore, there exist —oo < & < & < +o0 such that u =1 in (—o00,&;], u = 0 in [£2, +00)
and u/(£) < 0 for any & € (&1,&2). This concludes the proof. O

In particular, it follows from Proposition 3.1 that I,, = (£1,&2) is an open interval, bounded
or unbounded.
Following substitutions from [6, p. 174], we set

—w(u) = D(u)/ [P~ (3.1)

Since u/(§) < 0 for all £ € (&1,&2), we have w = w(u) > 0 in (0,1) and w satisfies

p' —1
M(ﬁéwﬂ(u) — (c+ h(u)) C‘;EZ;) +g(u) =0, ue(0,1).

Put

Then y = y(u) solves the equation
yw) =1 [(e+ hw) (W)s — F)] . we (0.1), (32)
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where ' = g—g, yT(u) == max{y(u),0} and

Flu) = DL (w)g(w). (3.3)
In terms of y, part (b) of Definition 2.1 translates to
y(0) :== lim y(u) =0, y(1):= lim y(u)=0. (3.4)
u—0-+ u—1—

It follows from (3.1) that

% (D"
ou w(u)
and therefore, since u(0) = 6,

() = _/6“ <D(3)>p/_1 ds = —/eu lwcis, ue (0,1). (3.5)

w(s)

Since £ = &(u) maps (0,1) onto (&1,&2), we have
0 Dp/_l(s)

& = —/1 wds and & = ———ds. (3.6)
0 yr(s) 0 yr(s)

It follows from the above calculations that the existence of a monotone solution to (2.1) implies
the existence of a positive solution to (3.2), (3.4) which, in addition, satisfies (3.6). Proceeding
as in [5, Proposition 3.3] where h = 0, it can be shown that these problems are equivalent. We
thus have the following assertion.

Proposition 3.2. Let (2.2) hold. A function u : R — [0, 1] is a unique solution (up to trans-
lation) of (2.1) in the sense of Definition 2.1 if and only if y : [0,1] — R is a unique positive
solution of (3.2), (3.4).

4 Proof of nonexistence results

Due to Proposition 3.2, to prove the nonexistence results, it suffices to show that the first-order
boundary value problem (3.2), (3.4) does not admit positive solutions for the given values of c.
First, we notice that

¢ > —h(0) (4.1)

is a necessary condition for the existence of a positive solution of (3.2), (3.4). Indeed, if ¢ < —h(0)
then, by the continuity of h, there exists § > 0 such that ¢ < —h(u) for all u € [0, d]. Integrating
the equation (3.2) over [0,d] and taking into account y.(0) = 0 together with ¢+ h(u) < 0 in
[0, d], we arrive at

4 1
wel®) =2/ [ (e b)) ()7 du <0,
0
a contradiction with the positivity of solution y. = y.(u).

Proof of Theorem 2.4. We proceed by contradiction and assume that ¢ > —h,, and y. = y.(u)
is a positive solution of (3.2), (3.4). Integrating the equation (3.2) over (#,1) and using (3.4)
yields

1 ) 1 1
ye(0) = —pf /6 (c+ h(0) (ye(0))F do+p' /0 F(o)do < f /0 (o) do, (4.2)
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where f is given by (3.3). On the other hand, since f = 0 on (0, §) the equation (3.2) is separable
n (0,60). Using (3.4) we obtain

1
ye () = cO+ H(H). (4.3)
It follows from (4.2), (4.3) and the condition (2.3) that

<p’/01f(a)da>1/>y:’(9):c9+H(9)> —hm6 + H(9 < /f da)p,

a contradiction.

Assuming strict inequality in (2.3) and ¢ > —h,,, we would arrive at

([ s100)” 2 0t 10) > -no e 10)> (o [ siorac)’”

again a contradiction. This concludes the proof. O

3=

5 Proof of existence results

Proof of Theorem 2.6. We first prove the statement of Theorem 2.6 assuming that h,, = 0,
i.e., we will show that if

1
7

25 (o [ 0w

then there exists a unique positive value ¢ = ¢* for which (2.1) admits a solution. This result
can then be applied to the case of a more general h € C|0, 1] with h,, # 0 by means of a suitable
shift, as discussed at the end of this section.

Thanks to the equivalence established in Proposition 3.2, we proceed by investigating the
initial value problem

viw) = o/ [(e+ h(w)(yt ()7 = f()], e (@),
ye(1) =0,

where f is given by (3.3). Let ¢ > 0. Since ¢+ h(u) > 0 for all u € [0, 1], the function

(5.1)

Y (c+h(w)(yH)r, uelo1],

satisfies one-sided Lipschitz condition and it follows from [5, Lemma 4.1 and Lemma 4.3], where
we replace ¢ by ¢+ h(u), that (5.1) has a unique global solution y. = y.(u) defined on [0, 1]. Our
aim is to show that there exists ¢ > 0 such that y.(u) > 0 if u € (0,1) and y.(0) = 0.

First, let us observe that f(u) > 0 in (#,1) implies that

Ye(u) >0 for ue (6,1), (5.2)

and
1 . 1 1
ye(6) = —p /9 (¢ + h(0)) (4e(0))? do + 5/ /9 f(o)do < ¢/ /0 f(0)do. (5.3)

According to Lemma B.2, for any p > 1 we have
1
v () > H(0). (5.4)
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In particular, yo(#) > 0 and hence there exists 0 < 0 < 6 such that yo(u) > 0 for u € (6 — 4, 0).
Since f =0 on (0,6), yo = yo(u) solves the equation

yo(u) = p'h(u)(yo(w))?, e (6—3,6).

Separating variables, we obtain for u € (0 — 4, 0)

o o
o (0) =g (

£
|
=
=
|
=
£

ie.,
1 1
/ /

yo (u) — H(u) =yg (0) — H(0) >0
by (5.4). It follows that 0 = 6 and

o ‘ﬁ\‘)_‘

yy (uw) >0 for all u € [0, 6].

Therefore,
yo(u) >0 forall uwe0,1). (5.5)

Set
¢ =sup{c>0:y.(u) >0 forall ue (0,1)}.

It follows from (5.2), (5.5) and the continuous dependence of the solution to (5.1) on the pa-
rameter ¢ that the set {¢ > 0: y.(u) > 0 for all u € (0,1)} is nonempty and ¢* > 0. If ¢* = +o0
then there exist ¢, — 400 and corresponding y.,, = ¥, (v) > 0, u € (0,1), which satisfy

yl, (1) = P (en + h(w) (Yo, ()7, u e (0,0).

Separating variables yields

1 1
ol ol

(Wen (W) 7" = (Ye, (0))7 + cn(u—0) + H(u) — H(), € (0,0), (5.6)
and from (5.3) we get )
Yen (0) < p’/o f(o)do < +o0.

Therefore, the right-hand side in (5.6) tends to —oo, a contradiction. Hence 0 < ¢* < +o0.

Next we prove that ye«(u) > 0, u € (0,1), y«(0) = 0. Indeed, by the continuous dependence
of (5.1) on the parameter ¢ and the definition of ¢*, the solution y.~ = y.+(u) must vanish
somewhere in the interval [0,6]. Let n € [0,0] be the largest zero of y.-. It follows from the
comparison argument that solutions of (5.1) decrease (not strictly) with ¢. This can be easily
shown as in [5, Lemma 4.5 and Corollary 4.6] by replacing ¢ with ¢ + h(u). If n > 0 then for
¢ < ¢* we have y.(u) > 0 on (0,7) and hence from

Sl

Ye(u) = p'(c + h(w)(ye(w)?, u € (0,n),

we again deduce
1 1
0 < (e(u)? = (ye(m)?" + c(u —n) + H(u) = H(n). (5.7)
Since for ¢ — ¢* we have y.(n) — ye+(n) = 0 by continuous dependence on parameter, for any
fixed u € (0,n) there exists ¢ < ¢*, (¢* — ¢) sufficiently small, such that

1
v

(Ye(m)?" +c(u —n) + H(u) = H(n) <0



(hm = 0 implies that H is nondecreasing), which contradicts (5.7). Hence n = 0 and we have
Yex(u) > 0 in (0,1), y+(0) = 0. By the uniqueness for the initial value problem (5.1), this
solution is also a unique solution of the boundary value problem (3.2), (3.4) with ¢ = ¢*.

Finally, we show that positive solutions of (5.1) do not vanish at 0 for values of ¢ # c*.
Assume by contradiction that there exists ¢ # ¢* such that ys = ys(u) > 0 solves (5.1) in (0, 1),
y&(0) = 0. The definition of ¢* yields ¢ < ¢*. Separating variables in the equation in (5.1) on
(0,8), we obtain

1
y2 () = ¢ + H(0)

and also

T

yZ (0) = c*0 + H(B). (5.8)

o

Hence yz(6) < ye+(€). On the other hand, the comparison argument applied to (5.1) yields
ye(u) > yer(u), u € [0,1]. This follows from [5, Corollary 4.6] with ¢; = ¢ + h(u) and ¢y =
c* 4 h(u). In particular, ya(0) > y.+(6), a contradiction.

It follows from (5.8) together with (5.3) that

-1 (y 0) - H<e>) < !(p / DY (u)g(u) du) . Hw)] ,

i.e., (2.6) holds. This concludes the proof for h,, = 0.

If h,, # 0, we can consider a new convective velocity h(u) == h(u) — by, u € [0,1]. Then
by = mingep 1) h(u) = 0 and H(u) = Jo h(s)ds = H(u) — hypyu is a nondecreasing function.
Setting ¢ := ¢ + hy,, the equation in (2.1) becomes

(D(w)|u' P72 + (@ + h(u)) + g(u) =0

and we can apply the above reasoning to prove the existence of a unique positive value ¢
assuming that

p/

) < (k) [ D (wygw) )

Since H(1) = H(1) — hy,, we immediately see that condition (2.5) yields a unique value ¢* =
¢* — hy, > —hyy, corresponding to the problem with convective velocity h and the estimate (2.6)
holds. O

Proof of Theorem 2.7. For h,, > 0 we can carry out the proof exactly as in the case h,, = 0,
see the proof of Theorem 2.6. In particular, statements concerning the initial value problem
(5.1) remain valid and the positivity of h justifies the use of Lemma B.2. Therefore, if (2.7)
holds we conclude that ¢* > 0 > —h,,. ]

6 Asymptotic analysis of the wave profile

In this section, we discuss asymptotic behavior of the solution u = u(§) to (2.1) as £ — £oo. Our
aim is to determine whether the solution attains 0 and/or 1 (or neither of them). To this end,
we study the convergence of the integrals from (3.6), and hence the boundedness of the interval
(&1, &2). For technical reasons and for the sake of brevity, we assume power-type behavior of D
and g near equilibria 0 and 1.



In what follows, we consider H(u) > 0, u € (0, 1], and profiles with ¢* > 0. For notational
brevity, we use the following notation: for sg € R we write

d1(8) ~ ¢p2(s) as s — so if and only if  lim O1(5)

s—s0 Pa(s) € (0, +00).

6.1 Asymptotics near 0

Let us assume that D(u) ~ u® as u — 0+ for some o € R. Thanks to f =0 in [0, 0], we have

1
ycp*' (u) =c*u+ H(u), wue(0,0),

=

and due to the assumption H € C'[0,1], H(u) > 0 together with ¢* > 0, we have y/
u — 04. Let us recall that

(u) ~u as

9 Hp'—1
DP
52: T(S)ds
0 Yex (5)
Since - 1)
qu— U o(p — u a—1
1(5’)d5~/ S,_ldSZ/ si1ds  as u— 0, (6.1)
o ydP(s) o P 0

we conclude that the following two cases occur:
(a) & = 40 if and only if p + o < 2;
(b) & < +oo if and only if p+ a > 2,

see Figure 6.1 for geometric interpretation.

& < +00

1 2N«
Figure 6.1: Visualization of cases (a) and (b), leading to & finite or infinite

Observe that for any o > 1, the profile u = u(&) is always right compactly supported, i.e.,
u=0in [£2,+00), & € R. If @ =0 and 1 < p < 2, the profile does not attain 0 for any finite .
This result is consistent with that from [10] for p = 2 and D € C'[0, 1] strictly positive in [0, 1].

In case (b), we can also study the one-sided derivative u/(§2—). In particular, differentiating
(3.5) yields

¢ d [“DVl(s) . DV =1 ()
yol? ()

[

= —— ue (0,1).
du - dudy il
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Since D(u) ~ u®, y(u) ~ u?’ as u — 0+, we have

0 if a>1
d¢ a=1
1u ~ —ur-1 — < const. < 0 if a=1 asu — 0+.
=0t —00 if a<l

From an inverse perspective, we obtain the following classification for the profile u = u(&):

—00 if a>1,
u'(§2—) = { const. < 0 if a=1,
0 if a<l.

Therefore, if p+a > 2 and a < 1 we have u/(&2—) = v/ (&3+) = 0.

6.2 Asymptotics near 1

Let us assume that D(u) ~ (1 —u)? and g(u) ~ (1—u)” as u — 1— for some B € R, v > 0. Since
the equation (3.2) is not separable on (6, 1), the asymptotic analysis becomes more involved than
in the previous case. However, we can apply the same reasoning as in [4, Section 5.1], where
we investigated asymptotic properties of solutions in the absence of convection. In fact, this
technique yields the same results also when h(u) > 0 instead of h = 0. Replacing ¢ by ¢+ h(u)
in [4, Section 5.1], we obtain the same classification of solutions as in Theorems 5.1 and 5.2
therein. In our current notation, these theorems read as follows.

Theorem 6.1. Let D(u) ~ (1 —u)?, g(u) ~ (1 —u)” as u — 1— where B € R and v > 0 are

such that
I<y+ b < !
L
for given p > 1. If
— 1
& < ]_’
p
then & > —oo. If
y—h+1 > 1,
p

then & = —oo.
Theorem 6.2. Let D(u) ~ (1 —u)?, g(u) ~ (1 —u)Y as u — 1— where B € R and v > 0 are
such that

B 1

[ R
for given p > 1. If v <1 then & > —oo. If v > 1 then & = —oo0.

Remark 6.3. To visualize conditions from Theorems 6.1, 6.2, we introduce the following sets:

1
M%3:{(’775)€R23’Y>07—1<’Y+p€1Sp_la’y—/B‘F1<p}7
1
-M%*{WﬁﬂeR%v>0r&<v+pflSp_r7—6+12ph
1
3:: RQ: 0 IB 1
Mi:={(7.8) € 7>’7+p_1>p_y7<}’
4 2 ,B 1
= R : 0 — > —— v >1}
M =A{(,8) € 7>’7+p—1>p—r7—}
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Then & > —oo if and only if (v, 8) € M1 UMS3 and & = —c0c if and only if (v, 8) € M3 UM}
See Figure 6.2 for the case p = 2.

N A ’
S B //\,//
N Q
N Y
N s
3 A\
N v
N s
1% K
7 Mi
N B p
\‘ Ml 7 N
|\\ -
-1 0 1 Y
N
N
)
7N M%
4 AN
4 N >
7 N X >
// N P X
P N N\ >
4 SN N\
’ N 7

Figure 6.2: Visualization of the sets M1, M3, M3 and M7 for p = 2

Moreover, one can show exactly as in [5, Remark 6.4] that if & € R, i.e., (v, 8) € M}IUMS3,
then u/(&) = 0.

Acknowledgement

Pavel Drébek was supported by the Grant Agency of the Czech Republic (GACR) under Grant
No. 22-182618S.

A Auxiliary lemmas for Proposition 3.1

Lemma A.1. Let u € CY(R) be a solution of the initial value problem

{(D(u)\u’\p%’)l =—(c+ h(u), (A1)
u(fo) =up € (0, 1), ul(fg) =0.
Then u does not verify part (c¢) of Definition 2.1.
Proof. Integrating the equation in (A.1) and using the initial conditions yields

D(w(©))|u'(€)[P*u/ (€) = c(uo — u(€)) + H(uo) — H(u(§)), &e€R. (A.2)
Put

Sy(v) = |v|P7 for v £0, S,(0) =0, p>1.
Since S is the inverse function to S, equation (A.2) is for D(u(§)) # 0 equivalent to
(€)= Sy  pagey et — () + Hluo) - H(u()]). (A3)

If 1 < p <2 then, due to D € C*(0,1), H € C'[0,1] and p’ > 2, the right-hand side of (A.3)
is locally Lipschitz continuous in u. Hence u(§) = up, £ € R, is a unique solution of (A.1) in R,
and therefore does not verify part (c) of Definition 2.1.

12



If p> 2 ie, 1< p <2, then the right-hand side of (A.3) is not Lipschitz continuous only
at one point u = wg, but it is one-sided Lipschitz continuous there due to the fact that Sy (v) =
lv|P'~2v satisfies one-sided Lipschitz condition. Therefore, either u(€) = ug, & € (—00,&)] is a
unique solution of (A.1) in (—o0,&p], or u(§) = ugp, & € [€o, +0), is a unique solution of (A.1)
in [£o, +00). In either case, part (c) of Definition 2.1 is not satisfied. O

Lemma A.2. Let u be a solution of (2.1) and let § € R be such that u(&) € (0,1), u/(§) =0
and

< 0.

/ =2,/ !
(D)l ©F €)' _,

Then u has a strict local maximum at &g.

Proof. Let us recall that it follows from Remark 2.3 that both functions & — D(u(€))|u’(€)[P~24/(€)

and & — [u/ (&) P72/ (€) are continuously differentiable in a small neighborhood of ¢. We have
ap

e=to  du

!/

| (€0) P +D(u(0)) (|u'(€)[P~?u/())
“:u(EO)T

0> (D(u(©)[u' (€)% (€)))

£=&

Since D(u(&p)) > 0, we get (’Ul(f)‘pdul(f))/ :

decreasing in & and equal to 0 at £ = . Since the power S,(v) = |v|P~2v is strictly increasing,
u' (&) is strictly decreasing at & = &. Hence & is the point of strict local maximum of w. O

) < 0, and therefore, |u’(£)[P~24/ (&) is strictly
0

B Technical lemmas for Section 5
Lemma B.1 (Technical inequalities). Let a > 0, b > 0. Then

(i) for r > 2 we have
a" +ra” b < (a+b);

(i) for 1 <r <2 we have
a" 4+ rd" b+ b <k(r)(a+b),

where ) )
coo l4r(r—1)2 4+ (r—1)72

k(r) 7
(1 +(r— 1)@)

Proof. We put t = g > (0 and write the inequality in an equivalent form

1+rt+t" -
t)i=——F— <k
) = < k)
where we set k(1) = 1 for r > 2. Then the optimal choice for k(r) would be k(r) = max;q f(t),
if this maximum exists. Indeed, it does. Namely, f is a continuously differentiable function on

1
[0, 4+00) satisfying f(0) =1 = 1tlizrn f(t). An elementary calculation yields that t; = (r — 1)7—2
—+00

is the only stationary point of f in (0, 400).

Part (i). It is clear that equality holds for r = 2. Let r > 2. Then f(1) = % < 1.
Hence t; = (r — 1)5 is the point of global minimum of f, 0 < f(¢1) < f(1) < 1 and therefore
max;>o f(t) = f(0) = 1.
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Part (ii). Let 1 < r < 2. Then f(1) = 2t > 1 and hence t; is the point of global maximum
of f in [0, +00) with

e T(El_ 1() - ;q;rl)” |
+(r—1)r-2
0

Lemma B.2 (Inequality (5.4)). Assume that h(u) > 0 in [0, 1] and let yo = yo(u) be a solution
of the initial value problem (5.1) with ¢ = 0. If

/ 1
(1) < k) [ (B.1)
where k = k(p) is given by (2.4), then

yé’%(ﬂ) > H(0).

Proof. We proceed by contradiction, that is, we assume that

o ‘ﬁ\‘H

yo (0) < H(0).
Since f > 0 on (6,1), it follows from the equation in (5.1) that yo(u) > 0 for all u € (6,1). Set
1

z(u) = yg(u) Then z(u) > 01in (6,1), 2(1) =0,

2(0) < H(0) (B.2)
and z = z(u) satisfies the equation
2 () = p'h(w) 2" M (u) =1/ f(u), we (6,1), (B.3)
or, equivalently,
2 (u) = h(u) — zpf—(?()u)’ u€ (0,1). (B.4)

Integrating (B.3) and using the mean value theorem, we obtain

1 1
0) = W)~ [ W) oo+ [ (o)

X (B.5)
— ' ) HW) - HO) +9' [ f0)do
0
for some 1 € (6,1). From (B.4) we have
+(r0) — 2(0) = /6 " h(o) do /9 ’ Zpﬂf()o_) do < H(r) — H()
and hence
z(10) < 2(0) + H(1) — H(0) (B.6)

thanks to the monotonicity of H (in particular, A > 0 implies that H is nondecreasing). It
follows from (B.5), (B.6) together with (B.2)

1
HY(0) > —p/ (H(6) + [H(1) — HO))" ' (H(1) - H(6)) +p’/0 f(o)do. (B.7)
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Next we proceed separately for p =2, 1 <p <2 and p > 2.
Case 1: p =2. Since p’ = 2, (B.7) becomes

1
H2(9) > 2 (H(6) + [H(1) — H(6)]) (H(1) — H(0)) +2 /O /() do.
Reorganizing the terms in the above inequality and using (B.1), we obtain
1
0> —H?(0) — 2H(0)(H(1) — H(0)) — (H(1) — H(0))* = (H(1) — H(0))* + 2/0 f(o)do

1 1
_ _ _ 2 o o g g —
= H2(1) — (H(1) — H(8))® +2 /0 f(o)d >2( /0 f(0)d H2<1>)zo,

a contradiction.

Case 2: 1 < p < 2. Since p’ > 2, we use the well-known inequality
(a+b)" <27 Ya" +b"), a,b>0, r>1,

with a = H(A), b= H(1) — H(#), r =p' — 1 in (B.7) and obtain

1
HY'(0) > —p/ (H(0) + [H(1) — HO))" " (H(1) —H(9))+p’/0 flo)do

/

> 22 (B 0) 4 1) - HOP ™) (1)~ )+ [ (o)
Hence
0>~ BV (0) 2 2O H0) — HO) 2 HO) - HOY + [ J(0)a0
— () — N O)(H(1) ~ HO)) — (H(1) — H())”
(=2 ) H) ~ HOY + 0!~ 2 2 O - HO) 41 [ S0)do
and, using the inequality from Lemma B.1 (i) with a = H(8), b= H(1) — H(0) and r = 1/,

/

0> —(H(0) + (H(1) = H(O)) + (1 - p'2" ) (H(1) - H(6))
1
+ (' — p'2P ) HY TN O)(H(1) — H(0)) + 1/ /0 f(o)do.
Then 0 < H(A) < H(1) implies
1
0> —H (1) + (=2 H () + (¢ =2 )+ [ flo)ao
and from (B.1) we conclude

1
0> —p' (2" —1)H" (1) +p’/ f(o)do >0,
0

a contradiction.

Case 3: p > 2. Since 1 < p’ < 2, we now use the well-known inequality

(a+b)"<a" +0b", a,b>0, 0<7r<]1,
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with a = H(#), b= H(1) — H(#), r =p' — 1 in (B.7) and obtain

0> Y (6) ~ 3! (Y10) + 1HO) - HOP ™) () = HO) + 5 [ J(0)a
00— S OHQ) — HO) — f (HO) - HO [ ),
or equivalently
0> —H7 (6) - HY L (0)(H(1) — H(0)) — (H(1) — H(6))
O -0 EO - HOY + [ 1)
For a > 0, b > 0, r € (1,2) we have a” + ra”~'b + b" < k(r)(a + b)" by the technical Lemma

B.1(ii). We apply it with a = H(0), b= H(1) — H(0), r =p':

~

1
0> —k(p') (H(0) + (H(1) — H(0))" — (' — 1) (H(1) — H(0))" +p’/0 f(o)do.

But (B.1) yields
1
0> — () + (7 — D)H” (1) + 1 /0 flo)do >0,

a contradiction. O
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