
BIOMECHANICAL EFFECTS ON TRAVELING WAVES AT
THE INTERFACE OF CELL POPULATIONS

JUAN CAMPOS, CARLOS PULIDO, AND JUAN SOLER

Abstract. This study builds upon a model proposed by Joanny and col-
laborators that examines the dynamics of interfaces between two distinct cell
populations, particularly during tumor growth in healthy tissues. This frame-
work leads to the investigation of a general model with a non-local and strongly
nonlinear advection term representing the biomechanical interaction between
both populations. The model captures the evolution of front propagation, re-
flecting the interaction between cell population dynamics and tissue mechanics.
We explore the existence of traveling wave solutions to this problem and estab-
lish upper and lower bounds on the propagation speed across various biological
parameters. In this way, the model accounts for both biomechanical and bio-
chemical interactions.

1. Introduction:

The aim of this paper is to study certain patterns, particularly traveling waves,
underlying the following nonlinear and nonlocal model that arises in the interface
of cellular populations:

∂Tϕ+ V ∂Xϕ = ∂2
Xϕ+ ϕ(1 − ϕ),

Λ2∂2
XV − V = 2ΛV0∂X

(
ϕ+ β(∂Xϕ)2

)
,

(1)

where ϕ represents the interface and V is the average propagation velocity of the
system. The model was proposed by J-F Joanny et al. [22], and it describes the
evolution of interfaces between two distinct cell populations in the presence of cell
division and cell death. The focus is on the effects of mechanical coupling between
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the populations and its impact on cell growth and pressure. Additionally, the
model considers how the surrounding environment exerts pressure on the system,
thereby influencing the growth dynamics of the populations.

The study of biomechanical properties, particularly the influence of stress and
pressure on cellular behavior, presents a fascinating challenge, especially in biolog-
ical tissues composed of various cell populations. This research aims to understand
how pressure affects the behavior of the separation interface between these popu-
lations, which continuously interacts with biochemical effects. Numerous experi-
ments have demonstrated that pressure exerted on a cell population significantly
impacts its dynamics, particularly its growth [5, 11, 13]. Consequently, several
models have recently been developed to investigate how these populations grow
as a function of internal pressures within a population, as well as the pressures ex-
erted by different populations on each other and by the surrounding environment
[18, 20, 21, 22, 23].

The equation governing the movement of the interface arises from the hypothe-
sis that the evolution of the two populations resembles the behavior of two fluids,
whose mutual pressure connects their dynamics [22]. Studying the interface be-
tween these two populations enables us to predict their interactions and potential
invasion patterns. In this context, the analysis and characterization of possible
traveling waves, i.e., solutions of the form ϕ(x− σt), V (x− σt), as a function of
the biological parameters of the system: V0, β, Λ, and the wave speed σ, will shed
light on the dynamics of the interface and its consequences. From a mathematical
perspective, this analysis will require of a combination of techniques from partial
differential equations, dynamical systems, and degree theory, depending on the
various constants of the system.

Let us briefly outline the derivation of the model. The initial idea is to consider
that the dynamics of each cell population are governed by the evolution equation:

(2) ∂tni + ∂x(nivix) = nik(P h
i − P ), i = 1, 2;

where ni is the density of population i, vi is the velocity field of the population i,
and k is the ratio of celular division of the population i. The hypothesis that allows
for the development of the model is that the cell growth of each population will
depend on the pressure exerted on it, through a pressure threshold (Homeostatic
pressure) that the cell can withstand. Thus, if the pressures are higher than this
threshold, cell death is favored and if they are lower, growth is favored.
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We assume that the system formed by both populations satisfies the hypothesis
of incompressibility:

n1Ω1 + n2Ω2 = 1,
where Ωi is the constant volumen of each cell i. Setting ϕ = n1Ω1 and defining
the average velocity as:

v = v1ϕ+ v2(1 − ϕ),
we can deduce, under certain considerations, that ϕ satisfies the equation:

(3) ∂tϕ+ vx∂xϕ = D∂2
xϕ+ ϕ(1 − ϕ)κ(P h

1 − P h
2 ).

On the other hand, it remains to determine the equation satisfied by the av-
erage velocity. To achieve this, the system is considered as a viscous fluid. From
its deformation tensor (σαβ) and considering that the fluid moves through the
medium with friction (∂ασαβ = −γv), the following equation is obtained:

(4) −∆P h∂xϕ+ ∂2
xvx

(1
κ

+ 4
3η
)

− 4
3B∂

2
xϕ∂xϕ = γvx.

By adimensionalizing the equation, we obtain the dimensionless form (1) for
further study. The equation for the average propagation velocity V follows a
Helmholtz equation. However, in contrast to other models for fluid interfaces,
where the propagation velocity is typically related to the pressure through Darcy’s
law or the Brinkman law ([18],[21],[7]), our model exhibits a more intricate rela-
tionship, involving the gradient of the density and the variation of its modulus.
In that other cases, we have

−µ

κ
V = ∂XP (for Darcy’s law),

ν∂2
XXV − µ

κ
V = ∂XP (for Brinkman’s law),

where, in these models, the pressure is expressed as a power of the population
densities, i.e. ∂XP = ϕγ.

As we mentioned earlier, the aim of the paper is to analyze the existence of
traveling waves solutions of (1). One of the main challenges of the model is how
to manage the non-local advection term that arises, given that the velocity can
be expressed as:

(5) V = Γ ∗
(
2ΛV0∂X

(
ϕ+ β(∂Xϕ)2

))
,

where Γ is the kernel associated with the Helmholtz operator Λ2∂2
XXV − V = δ.

The objective is to determine how the different parameters of the system influ-
ence the existence or absence of traveling waves. By analyzing the role of these
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parameters, we aim to understand the conditions under which traveling waves can
form and propagate, as well as the characteristics of these waves. This analysis
will provide insights into the dynamic behavior of the system and its response to
various internal and external factors.

The existence of this type of solutions for problems in which nonlocal terms
appear, either in the reaction term or in the advection term, have been analyzed
by different authors, and always considering that the nonlocality had the form
K ∗ϕ, where K could be a kernel in some Lp space ([12],[4],[14]), or the Helmholtz
kernel ([6],[7]), which in our case corresponds to (5), or some sort of non local
diffusion kernel ([1],[6],[19]), like in the fractional Laplacian case.

Seeking traveling wave profiles ϕ(t, x) = ϕ(x − σt) that solve the partial dif-
ferential equation (1), we derive the following system of second-order differential
equations:

−σϕ′ + V ϕ′ = ϕ′′ + ϕ(1 − ϕ),
Λ2V ′′ − V = 2ΛV0ϕ

′(1 + βϕ′′),
(6)

where σ > 0 is the wave speed. The solutions to this differential equation represent
the stationary profiles of traveling waves moving at a velocity σ. Our goal is to
find decreasing profiles that satisfy the boundary conditions ϕ(−∞) = 1 and
ϕ(+∞) = 0.

Redefining the parameters as a = 2ΛV0 and b = 2ΛV0β, the boundary problem
to be studied then takes the form:

−σϕ′ + V ϕ′ = ϕ′′ + ϕ(1 − ϕ),
Λ2V ′′ − V = aϕ′ + bϕ′ϕ′′,

ϕ(−∞) =1, ϕ(+∞) = 0.
(7)

The existence of such traveling wave patterns will depend on the different values
taken by the parameters a, b, and Λ, as well as their relationship with the wave
speed σ.

In this paper, we will address the study of the existence of traveling waves using
two different techniques.

Firstly, we focus on the case Λ = 0 in (7), where the system exhibits local, non-
linear velocity behavior. By applying techniques from dynamical systems theory,
we demonstrate the existence of solutions under specific parametric conditions,
as detailed in the following result.
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Theorem 1. There exists σ∗ = σ∗(a, b) such that there is a unique solution, up
to translations, to the problem (8), for every σ ≥ σ∗(a, b). Furthermore,

(T1) σ∗ ≥ 2, and if max{a, b} ≤ 2, then σ∗ = 2.
(T2) If b = 0 and a > 2, then

{
2 if a ≤ 3 + 2

√
2,

a−1√
a

if a > 3 + 2
√

2, ≤ σ∗(a, 0) ≤


√

a2+4
a

if 2 ≤ a < a∗,

2 + a
8 if a∗ ≤ a < 16,√

a if 16 ≤ a,

where a∗ is the unique root of a3 − 32a2 + 256a − 256 = 0 in the interval
]2, 16[.

(T3) If b > 0,

2 ≤ σ∗ ≤

√√
a2 + 8a+ 4b+ 16 + a+ 4

2 .

Moreover, if a2 ≥ 4b,

σ∗ ≥ max

2, 2b− (a−
√
a2 − 4b)√

2b
(
a−

√
a2 − 4b

)
 .

Figure 1. This figure represents the theoretical values stated in
Theorem 1 regarding the bounds of σ∗ and the numerical approxi-
mation of the value of σ∗ obtained in Octave. The figures illustrate
different scenarios for various values of b: Left-side figure: b = 0;
Center figure: b = 5; and Right-side figure: b = 40. These figures
provide a visual comparison between the theoretical bounds and
numerical approximations of σ∗ under varying conditions of b.

The previous theorem enables us to extend our analysis to the case where Λ > 0,
particularly for small values of Λ. We employ perturbative methods to show that
the values of σ identified in Theorem 1, which guaranteed the existence of a
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solution in the unperturbed case, remain valid when Λ is small but nonzero. This
ensures the existence of solutions in this modified setting as well.

Theorem 2. For each σ > σ∗(a, b) as defined in Theorem 1, there exists a suffi-
ciently small Λ0 = Λ0(σ, a, b) > 0 such that, for any Λ ∈ (0,Λ0), the problem (7)
admits a solution.

Lastly, we will address the general case Λ > 0. To simplify the two differential
equations, we will use the fundamental solution of the Helmholtz equation, al-
lowing us to reduce them to a single non-local differential equation. By applying
Leray-Schauder topological degree techniques, we will demonstrate the existence
of traveling waves, as outlined in the following result.

Theorem 3. If b
2Λ2 < 1, there exists σ ≥ 2 such that the problem (7) has solutions

ϕ, V : R → R. Furthermore, we have the following properties:

1. ϕ is strictly monotone.
2. σ ≤ 2 + a

Λ + b
4Λ2

2+ a
Λ

1− b
2Λ2

.

Remark 4. Additionally, it is shown that ϕ′(t) → 0 as |t| → ∞ in the three
preceding theorems. Furthermore, both V and V ′ exhibit this same behavior in
Theorems 2 and 3.

The paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we investigate the existence
of traveling waves in the special case where Λ = 0. This simplifies the problem
to a single second-order nonlinear differential equation. By transforming it into a
first-order system and employing upper and lower solution techniques, we prove
Theorem 1 and the estimates of the threshold value σ∗. In Section 3, we extend
the values of σ identified for the case Λ = 0 to small positive Λ. This extension
is accomplished through the use of geometric singular perturbation theory, which
enables us to establish the existence of solutions for these small Λ values. In
Section 4, we address the general case without setting any parameters to zero or
consider small values of Λ. We apply a truncation argument, reducing the problem
to a boundary value problem on a finite interval, and substitute the Fisher term
with a combustion term that converges to the Fisher term in the limit. For this
modified problem, we analyze the existence of a solution within a bounded domain
using topological degree theory and fixed-point theory. Finally, we take the limit
to prove the existence of traveling waves for the original problem.
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2. Local Advection term

In this section, we will prove Theorem 1. The case Λ = 0 simplifies the problem
(7), reducing it to a second-order differential equation.

(8) −σϕ′ − a(ϕ′)2 = (1 + b(ϕ′)2)ϕ′′ + ϕ(1 − ϕ),
ϕ(−∞) = 1, ϕ(+∞) = 0.

We will reduce the study of the existence of solutions of (8) to the study of the
first-order equation:

(9)
S ′ = σS − aS2 − ϕ(1 − ϕ)

S(1 + bS2) ,

S(0) = S(1) = 0, S(ϕ) > 0 , ϕ ∈ (0, 1),

where S : [0, 1] → [0,∞) satisfies S(ϕ) = −ϕ′.

Propositon 5. There exists a monotone decreasing heterocline solution to the
problem (8) if and only if there exists S ∈ C[0, 1] ∩ C1(0, 1) that satisfies (9).

Proof. If ϕ is a solution of (8), we can show that ϕ′(s) < 0. This allows us to
define S ∈ C1(0, 1). Such reduction principles are frequently employed (see [16])
and their proof is standard. □

First, we will establish an a priori bound on the wave speed σ, showing that if
σ < 2, no monotonically decreasing solutions exist. This is due to the fact that
when σ < 2, the solutions around ϕ = 0 exhibit oscillatory behavior. This is the
central idea behind the following proposition.

Propositon 6. If σ < 2, then there are no solutions to (9).

Proof. Let S(ϕ) be a solution of (9). According to Proposition 5, S(ϕ) = −ϕ′ for
ϕ ∈ (0, 1), and ϕ′(t) → 0 as ϕ(t) → 0, that is, as t → +∞.

Let us define the function r(t) = −ϕ′(t)
ϕ(t) = S(ϕ(t))

ϕ(t) . This function r(t) satisfies
the differential equation:

r′ = S ′ϕ′ϕ− ϕ′S

ϕ2 = r2 − S ′r.

Since S is a solution of (9), it follows that

r′ = r2 −
(
σ − aS

1 + bS2

)
r + 1 − ϕ

1 + bS2 .



8 J. CAMPOS, C. PULIDO, AND J. SOLER

holds. We can observe that r′ is expressed as a second-degree polynomial in r.
Given the convexity of this polynomial, we obtain

r′ ≥ 1 − ϕ

1 + bS2 −
(

σ − aS

2(1 + bS2)

)2

→ 1 − σ2

4 ,

as t → +∞. Therefore, if σ < 2, then r is eventually decreasing and has limit.
But this leads to a contradiction: If r(t) is bounded and r(t) → r̄ ∈ R, then by
considering a sequence {tn}n tending to infinity where r′(tn) → 0, we derive

r̄2 − σr̄ + 1 = 0.
This implies that r̄ would need to be a root of this second-degree polynomial.
However, since σ < 2, the polynomial has no real roots, leading to a contradiction.

On the other hand, if r(t) → +∞, then r′(t)
r2(t) → 1, and there exists a constant

C > 0 such that r′(t)
r2(t) ≥ C for large t. This implies that r(t) must be larger than

the solution to the differential equation y′ = Cy2. However, the solution to this
equation blows up in finite time.

In summary, we have demonstrated that if σ < 2, then the problem (9) admits
no solution. □

To establish the existence of a solution, we will use the following result, which
relies on the concept of finding appropriate functions (subsolutions) that help con-
trol the evolution of solutions to (9) and, consequently, demonstrate the existence
of a solution.

Lemma 7. Let S̄ ∈ C1([0, 1]) ∩ C((0, 1)) satisfying:

(10)
S̄ ′(ϕ) < σS̄(ϕ) − aS̄(ϕ)2 − ϕ(1 − ϕ)

S̄(ϕ)(1 + bS̄2(ϕ))
, ϕ ∈ (0, 1)

S̄(0) = S̄(1) = 0, S̄(ϕ) > 0 ϕ ∈ (0, 1).
Then, there exists a solution S to the problem (9).

Proof. Consider Z satisfying (10). Let us construct the sequence of functions
{Sn}n≥1, where Sn is the maximal solution of the initial value problem:

(11) S ′ = σS−aS2−ϕ(1−ϕ)
S(1+bS2) , ϕ ∈ (0, 1 − 1/n),

S(1 − 1/n) = Z(1 − 1/n).
The sequence constructed in this way satisfies Sn+1(ϕ) ≤ Sn(ϕ) for all ϕ ∈ (0, 1 −
1/n) and n ∈ N. Furthermore, the inequalities 0 < Sn(ϕ) < Z(ϕ) hold, for all
ϕ ∈ (0, 1 − 1/n) and n ∈ N.
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By adapting the proof scheme outlined in [16, Theorem 2.1], we obtain the
desired result. This version is already quite clear and concise, so only minor
adjustments were made for readability. □

As a consequence of the monotone dependence of equation (8) on σ, the solu-
tions exhibit an ordered structure for different values of σ. We can thus establish
the following result:
Propositon 8. The set of admissible values
(12) {σ > 0 : such that (9) has solution}
forms a closed, upper unbounded interval. The minimum of this interval is denoted
by σ∗ := σ∗(a, b).

Proof. First, we will prove that (12) is an open, upper unbounded interval. Let
us consider a solution S1 of (9) with σ = σ1. If we take σ2 ≥ σ1, then S1 serves
as a lower solution to the problem (9) with σ = σ2. According to Lemma 7, this
implies the existence of a solution for σ2. Hence, if there exists a solution for σ1,
then there exists a solution for all σ ∈ (σ1,+∞).

This allow us to define σ∗ := σ∗(a, b) as the infimum of this interval. Further-
more, by Proposition 6, we have σ∗ ≥ 2. Now, we need to show that the interval
(12) is also closed.

Assume σ > σ∗. Then, we know that there exist σ̄ and σ̂ such that the problem
(8) has a solution for σ∗ < σ̂ < σ < σ̄. Using Proposition 1, let S̄ and Ŝ be
the solutions of problem (9) associated with σ̄ and σ̂, respectively. Due to the
monotonicity of (9) with respect to σ, S̄ and Ŝ are subsolution and supersolution
of (9), respectively.

Let m = min{S̄, Ŝ} and M = max{S̄, Ŝ}. Consider the sequence of compact
intervals {An}n ⊂ (0, 1) whose union covers the interval (0, 1). For each n, we can
find a solution S1

n(ϕ) to the problem (9) such that m(ϕ) ≤ S1
n(ϕ) ≤ M(ϕ), for

ϕ ∈ An.

Let Sn be the maximal solution of (9) in An, extended to the entire interval
(0, 1) by a constant. Then, Sn ≥ Sn+1 in An, and the sequence {Sn}n converges
to a function S0 on (0, 1) as n → ∞. Moreover, this convergence is uniform
on compact sets of (0, 1) because S ′

n is bounded on (0, 1). Let us analyze what
happens at the endpoints of the interval (0, 1). We know that 0 < m(ϕ) ≤ S1

n(ϕ) ≤
M(ϕ) for ϕ ∈ (0, 1), and that the functionsm(ϕ) andM(ϕ) are continuous on [0, 1]
and vanish at the boundary. Therefore, S0(ϕ) will also vanish at the boundary.
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We have thus proved that S0 is a solution of (9), implying the existence of a
solution for (8) when σ > σ∗.

Now, we only need to analyze the case σ = σ∗. To handle this, define a de-
creasing sequence {σn}n converging to σ∗ with σn ≤ σ̄ for all n ∈ N. Let {Sn}n
be the sequence of solutions to (9) for σ = σn.

Define S0 = infn∈N Sn(ϕ) for ϕ ∈ [0, 1], and verify that infϕ∈C S0(ϕ) > 0 for
every compact subset C ⊂ (0, 1). Assume, by contradiction, that there exists a
compact set C ⊂ (0, 1) such that infϕ∈C S0(ϕ) = 0. In other words, there exists a
sequence {ϕn}n in C converging to ϕ∗ ∈ C such that S0(ϕn) < 1

n
. Additionally,

we can find a sequence {kn}n such that

Skn(ϕn) < 1
n
, n ∈ N.

Let I ⊂ (0, 1) be a compact interval such that C ⊂ int(I). We know that
if the solution to problem (9) approaches zero, it can only do so in the region
where S ′ < 0. Therefore, searching for Skn(ϕn) < 1

n
, we have S ′

kn
(ϕ) < 0 for all

ϕ ∈ [ϕn,max I]. This is a contradiction since Skn(ϕn) → 0, and {ϕn}n converges to
ϕ∗ < max I, but Skn is a solution of (9) and satisfies Skn(ϕ) > 0 for all ϕ ∈ (0, 1).

Thanks to the continuity and differentiability of the solutions of (9), the se-
quence {Sn}n is bounded on any compact set C ⊂ (0, 1), implying that it is
Lipschitz on any compact set C.

Let {Ck}k be a sequence of increasing compact subsets in (0, 1) whose union is
a covering of (0, 1). For k = 1, there exists a subsequence

{
Sk1

n

}
n

that converges
uniformly to a function S1 on C1, which is continuous and positive on C1. If
we now consider k = 2, the subsequence

{
Sk1

n

}
n

admits a further subsequence{
Sk2

n

}
n

that converges uniformly to a function S2 on C2, which is continuous and
positive on C2, coinciding with S1 on C1. By continuing this diagonal extraction
procedure, we can define a function S∗ that is continuous and positive on (0, 1),
coinciding with Sn on Cn for every n ∈ N, and S∗ is the uniform limit of the
sequence of solutions of the equation (9) related to the problem (Pcn).

Therefore, taking the limit, S∗ is a solution of (9) for σ = σ∗ on (0, 1). We have
S∗(ϕ) > 0 for ϕ ∈ (0, 1), and if we take σ̃ > σ∗, it holds that Sσ̃(ϕ) ≥ Sσ∗(ϕ) for
every ϕ ∈ [0, 1]. Consequently, S∗(0) = S∗(1) = 0.

In particular, this demonstrates that σ∗ is the infimum of the interval (12). □
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Let us now conclude the proof of statement (T1) in Theorem 1. To achieve this,
we will utilize Lemma 7 for a function of the form S(ϕ) = αϕ(1 − ϕ).

Propositon 9. If a < 2, b < 2, and σ = 2, then there exists a solution to (8).

Proof. We want to verify that S(ϕ) = αϕ(1 −ϕ) satisfies (10) for some α ∈ R. To
do this, we need to check that the following condition holds:

σαϕ(1 − ϕ) − aα2ϕ2(1 − ϕ)2 − ϕ(1 − ϕ)
αϕ(1 − ϕ)(1 + bα2ϕ2(1 − ϕ2)) > α− 2αϕ,

for ϕ ∈ (0, 1). Rearranging, we arrive at the following expression

2ϕ5 − 5ϕ4 + 4ϕ3 + a− bα2

bα2 ϕ2 + (2 − a)
bα2 ϕ+ σα− 1 − α2

bα4 > 0,

for ϕ ∈ (0, 1). The polynomial 2ϕ5 − 5ϕ4 + 4ϕ3 is greater than zero, for ϕ ∈ (0, 1).
It is sufficient to study when

a− bα2

bα2 ϕ2 + (2 − a)
bα2 ϕ+ σα− 1 − α2

bα4 > 0, for ϕ ∈ (0, 1).

Taking α = 1 and σ = 2, we only need to verify the condition when
ϕ((a− b)ϕ+ (2 − a))

is positive for ϕ ∈ (0, 1), This requires a < 2 and b < 2. Therefore, Lemma 7 leads
to the existence of a solution. □

The next step is to establish the upper bounds for σ∗(a, b). We will start by ex-
amining the bounds given in statement (T2). Utilizing Lemma 7 and the solutions
from the FKPP model, we will derive the following result.

Propositon 10. Let b = 0 and

(13) σ >

{
2 + a

8 si a ≤ 16,√
a si a > 16,

Then, there exists a solution to (8).

Proof. Let SF be a solution of

(14) S ′ = cS−ϕ(1−ϕ)
S

,
S(0) = S(1) = 0, S(ϕ) > 0, ϕ ∈ (0, 1).

It is well known that this first-order equation corresponds to the problem

(15) −cϕ′ = ϕ′′ + ϕ(1 − ϕ),
ϕ(−∞) = 1, ϕ(+∞) = 0,
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whose differential equation is the FKPP equation. It is well established that so-
lutions exist for c ≥ 2. Moreover, SF (ϕ) < 1

4c is satisfied, for ϕ ∈ (0, 1).

It can be checked that (13) is equivalent to

a ≤
{

8σ − 16 if σ < 4,
σ2 if σ ≥ 4.

Let us demonstrate that, under these conditions, there always exists c ≥ 2 that
satisfies the inequality

S ′
F <

σSF − aS2
F − ϕ(1 − ϕ)
SF

,

for ϕ ∈ (0, 1). By using Lemma 7, the expression (14) and the fact that SF (ϕ) < 1
4c ,

it is enough to prove that

cS < σS − aS2, for S ∈
(

0, 1
4c

)
.

Or equivalently, if there exists c ≥ 2 satisfying the above inequality for S = 1
4c ,

i.e. , if it verifies

(16) c2 − σc+ a

4 < 0.

If σ < 4, then (16) holds, for c ≥ 2, if
σ +

√
σ2 − a

2 > 2,

which is true for all a ≤ 8σ − 16.

If σ ≥ 4, then (16) holds, for c ≥ 2, if a < σ2. □

The other bounds on σ∗, both for b = 0 and b > 0, rely on finding an α ∈ (0,∞)
such that S(ϕ) = αϕ(1 − ϕ) satisfies (10). We have the following result:
Propositon 11. Let us assume that we are in one of the following situations:

(1) b = 0, a > 2 and σ >
√

4+a2

a
.

(2) b > 0 and σ >
√√

a2+8a+4b+16+a+4
2 .

Then, there exists a solution of (8).

Proof. Let S = αϕ(1 − ϕ), for a certain α > 0. We want to determine the values
of α that satisfy the following inequality:

(17) σαϕ(1 − ϕ) − aα2ϕ(1 − ϕ) − ϕ(1 − ϕ)
αϕ(1 − ϕ)(1 + bα2ϕ2(1 − ϕ2)) > α− 2αϕ,



TRAVELING WAVES AT THE INTERFACE OF CELL POPULATIONS 13

for ϕ ∈ (0, 1).

Consider b = 0. Reordering (17), we obtain
F (ϕ) = aα2ϕ2 + (2α2 − aα2)ϕ+ (σα− α2 − 1) > 0, for ∈ (0, 1)

We need to determine the conditions under which the quadratic function F (ϕ)
takes positive values for ϕ ∈ [0, 1].

If a > 2, wwe require that F (ϕ) has a negative discriminant, obtaining
α2(a2 + 4) − 4aσα + 4a < 0.

Again, we have a quadratic function in α, then the existence of values of α
verifying such equation reduces to the computation of the discriminant:

aσ2 − (a2 + 4) > 0.
This yields the condition on σ, which ensures that F (ϕ) is positive for ϕ ∈ [0, 1].

Let us now consider b > 0. To prove (17), it is sufficient to impose
σα− aα2ϕ(1 − ϕ) − 1
α(1 + bα2ϕ2(1 − ϕ2)) > α,

for ϕ ∈]0, 1[. The expression above can be simplified by rewriting it as a function
of z = ϕ(1−ϕ). After substituting z and performing the necessary simplifications,
we obtain:

bα4z2 + aα2z + 1 − σα + α2 < 0,
for z ∈ [0, 1/4].

It can be observed that this expression is an increasing function of z. Thus, the
only thing to check is the existence of a value α > 0 such that

bα4

16 + aα2

4 + 1 − σα + α2 < 0.

The expression provided in the Proposition is derived by setting α = 2
σ
. By

applying Lemma 7, we establish the existence of a solution. □

To complete our analysis, we now focus on determining the lower bounds of
σ∗. For this, we use a concept analogous to that in Lemma 7, but our aim is to
identify a function that facilitates the demonstration of non-existence of solutions.
We present the following result:

Propositon 12. There is no solution to (8) if any of the following conditions
hold:
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• b = 0, a ≥ 3 + 2
√

2 and σ < (a−1)√
a

.
• b > 0, a > 2, a ≥ 2

√
b and σ < 2b−(a−

√
a2−4b)√

2b(a−
√
a2−4b)

.

Proof. Let us consider the problem (8) and rewrite it in terms of ψ = 1 − ϕ.

(18) σψ′ − a(ψ′)2 = −(1 + b(ψ′)2)ψ′′ + ψ(1 − ψ),
ψ(−∞) = 0, ψ(+∞) = 1.

The corresponding first order equation is

(19) J ′ = aJ2 − σJ + ψ(1 − ψ)
J(1 + bJ2) .

In the vicinity of 0, this equation exhibits two real eigenvalues with opposite signs.
Consequently, the unstable manifold corresponds to the eigenvalue λ = −σ+

√
σ2+4

2 .

Let J(ψ) = λψ − µψ2, where µ is chosen such that

J ′ <
aJ2 − σJ + ψ(1 − ψ)

J(1 + bJ2) ,

for ψ ∈ (0, 1). We aim to demonstrate that any solution S of the problem (19),
initiated from the unstable manifold associated with the eigenvalue λ, will satisfy
S(ψ) ≥ J(ψ) for ψ ∈ (0, 1) and also S(1) > λ

µ
≥ 1. Consequently, solutions to (19)

cannot satisfy S(0) = S(1) = 0, indicating that the problem (8) has no solution.

Consider Sn as the solution of (19) with initial condition Sn(0) = 1
n
. It follows

that Sn(ψ) is a decreasing sequence for all n ≥ 1 due to the uniqueness of the
solution.

Define Rn(ψ) = Sn(ψ) − J(ψ). We have Rn(0) > 0 and R′
n(ψ) > 0, which

implies Rn(ψ) > 0 for ψ ≥ 0. Hence, Sn(ψ) > J(ψ) for ψ ≥ 0.

Consequently, the sequence {Sn(ψ)}n≥1 and its derivative are uniformly bounded
because J(ψ) < Sn(ψ) < S1(ψ) for all ψ ∈ (0, 1) and n ≥ 1. Therefore, we can
extract a convergent subsequence Snk

→ S̄(ψ), which satisfies S̄(0) = 0, S̄(1) > 1,
and S̄ is a solution of (19) for ψ ∈ (0, 1).

Moreover, due to the uniqueness of the solution from the stable manifold, the
only solution emerging from ψ = 0 is S̄(ψ). This completes the proof.

We are seeking values of µ that satisfy the following inequality:
a(λψ − µϕ2)2 − σ(λψ − µψ2) + ψ(1 − ψ)

(λψ − µψ2)(1 + b(λψ − µψ2)2) > (λ− 2µψ),
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for all ψ ∈ (0, 1), or equivalently(
− aµ2ψ4 +

(
2µ2 + 2aλµ

)
ψ3 −

(
3µλ+ aλ2 + σµ− 1

)
ψ2 + (λ2 + σλ− 1)ψ

)
+ b

(
2µ4ψ7 − 7µ3λψ6 + 9µ2λ2ψ5 − 5λ3µψ4 + λ4ψ3

)
< 0,(20)

for all ψ ∈ (0, 1).

First we analyze the case b = 0. We start by noting that λ was defined such a
way it satisfies the quadratic equation:

λ2 + σλ− 1 = 0.

This implies that the linear term in ψ is zero. Consequently, the inequality that
must be satisfied is:

ψ2
(
−aµ2ψ2 + (2µ2 + 2aλµ)ψ − (3µλ+ aλ2 + σµ− 1)

)
< 0.

To determine whether the inequality is satisfied, we need to evaluate the qua-
dratic function at specific values of ψ. We want to ensure that this function takes
negative values at ψ = 1 and that the maximum of the function occurs at a value
ψ∗ where ψ∗ > 1. Let us check that for ψ = 1 this is satisfied. This leads to

(2 − a)µ2 + (2aλ− 3λ− σ)µ+ (1 − aλ2) < 0.

If 1 − aλ2 < 0, then the inequality is satisfied for values of µ close to zero. This
condition 1 − aλ2 < 0 follows from the hypothesis of the Proposition, and it can
be verified through a straightforward calculation using λ = −σ+

√
σ2+4

2 .

Let us finally see that ψ∗ is greater than 1:

ψ∗ = 2µ2 + 2aλµ
2aµ2 > 1 ⇔ µ <

aλ

a− 1 ,

but this is satisfied, since µ ≤ λ and a > 2 by hypothesis.

In the case b > 0, the inequality to examine is

(21)

[
−aµ2ψ2 +

(
2µ2 + 2aλµ

)
ψ −

(
3µλ+ aλ2 + σµ− 1

)]
+b

[
2µ4ψ5 − 7µ3λψ4 + 9µ2λ2ψ3 − 5λ3µψ2 + λ4ψ

]
< 0.

Moreover, the following inequality

b
[
2µ4ψ5 − 7µ3λψ4 + 9µ2λ2ψ3 − 5λ3µψ2 + λ4ψ

]
< bψλ4
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holds, for ψ ∈ (0, 1). This can be proven by taking z = µ
α
ψ, for z ∈ (0, µ

λ
) ⊂ (0, 1).

We can then rewrite the above expression as follows:

b
[
2z5 − 7z4 + 9z3 − 5z2 + z

]
≤ bz,

which can be easily verified to hold.

Therefore, it is sufficient to determine for which values of µ the following in-
equality is satisfied:[

−aµ2ϕ2 +
(
2µ2 + 2aλµ+ bλ4

)
ϕ−

(
3µλ+ aλ2 + σµ− 1

)]
< 0.

It can be checked that the vertex of this parabola is always greater than one,
and there always exists a µ in a neighborhood of 0 such that:

2(1 − a)µ2 + 2aλµ+ bλ4 > 0.

Also, by evaluating the polynomial at ψ = 1, the inequality
(2 − a)µ2 + (2aλ− 3λ− σ)µ+ (bλ4 − aλ2 + 1) < 0

is satisfied in a neighborhood of 0, as
(bλ4 − aλ2 + 1) < 0

holds for σ given by the expression in the statement of the Proposition. □

Once these intermediated results have been presented, we can complete the
proof of Theorem 1.

Proof of Theorem 1. Proposition 8 establishes the existence of σ∗ := σ∗(a, b) such
that, for all σ ≥ σ∗, there exists a traveling wave. From Proposition 6, we know
σ∗ ≥ 2. Furthermore, Proposition 9 shows that σ∗(a, b) = 2 if max{a, b} ≤ 2.
This confirms (T1).

For the case b = 0 (i.e., (T2)), Proposition 12 provides that σ∗ ≥ a−1√
a

, given
that a ≥ 3 + 2

√
a.

On the other hand, for the study of upper bounds, we have Proposition 10 and
Proposition 11. Let us determine the optimal upper bound estimates for σ∗(a, 0).
For a > 16, the best estimate is clearly σ(a, b) >

√
a.

Let us examine the case a ∈ (2, 16). By equating the estimates in this interval,√
a2+4
a

= 2 + a
8 , we obtain the following equation:

p(a) = a3 − 32a2 + 256a− 256 = 0.
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From this, we have p(2) > 0 and p(16) < 0. Therefore, there is a unique root a∗ in
the interval (2, 16), which implies a unique intersection point of the two graphs.
Note that for a ≥ 16, the function

√
a2+4
a

exceeds
√
a.

We find the following estimates for σ∗(a, 0):

σ∗(a, 0) ≤


√

a2+4
a

if 2 ≤ a ≤ a∗,

2 + a
8 if a∗ ≤ a ≤ 16,√

a if a > 16.

Finally, let us prove (T3), which studies the case b > 0. Proposition 11 provides
the upper bound for σ∗, and Proposition 12 establishes that if a2 ≥ 4b, the lower
bound for σ∗ is no longer 2, but σ∗ ≥

√√
a2+8a+4b+16+a+4

2 . □

3. Singular Perturbation Theory (Small Λ)

In this section, we will address the case where Λ > 0 is small. Our approach
involves leveraging the results obtained for Λ = 0 and applying geometric singu-
lar perturbation theory, as developed by Fenichel [8], to extend the existence of
solutions to small values of Λ. Specifically, if a parameter set (σ, a, b) permits the
existence of a subsolution as described in (10), then traveling waves will also exist
for sufficiently small values of Λ.

Let us rewrite (7) as a first-order system in the following form:

ϕ′ = ψ,

ψ′ = −σψ + V ψ − ϕ(1 − ϕ),
ΛV ′ = W,

ΛW ′ = (1 + bψ2)V + aψ − bσψ2 − bψϕ(1 − ϕ).

(22)

By making the change of variable ξ = Λη, we obtain:

ϕ̇ = Λψ,
ψ̇ = Λ(−σψ + V ψ − ϕ(1 − ϕ)),
V̇ = W,

Ẇ = (1 + bψ2)V + aψ − bσψ2 − bψϕ(1 − ϕ),

(23)
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where we denote d
dξ

= ′ and d
dη

= ˙. The set of critical points of (23) for Λ = 0 is
defined by:

(24) M0 :=
{

(ϕ, ψ, V,W ) ∈ R4 | W = 0, V = ψ(−a+ bσψ + bϕ(1 − ϕ))
(1 + bψ2)

}

Note also that the flow of (22) is confined to M0 when Λ = 0.

The perturbation theory proposed in [8] provides a manifold MΛ, which is close
to M0 in a sense that will be specified, and is invariant under the flow associated
to (23). This manifold lies within a neighborhood of Λ = 0, specifically O(Λ).
This framework allows us to study the problem (22) restricted to the manifold
MΛ. To apply this theory, we will use the version established in [15], which has
been successfully employed by various authors, see for instance [2, 10] and the
references therein.

To apply the theorem, it is essential to verify that M0 is normally hyperbolic.
This requires demonstrating that the Jacobian matrix of the system described
by (23) at points on M0 has as many eigenvalues with zero real part as the
complementary dimension of the manifold M0. Specifically, we need to show that
exactly two eigenvalues have zero real part. The Jacobian of (23) is given by:
ϕ̇

ψ̇

V̇

Ẇ

 =


0 Λ 0 0

Λ(1 − 2ϕ) Λ(−σ + V ) Λψ 0
0 0 0 1

−bψ(1 − 2ϕ) 2bψV + a− 2bσψ − bϕ(1 − ϕ) (1 + bψ2) 0



ϕ
ψ
V
W

 .
At Λ = 0, the eigenvalues of the Jacobian are λ = 0 with multiplicity two, and
λ = ±

√
1 + bψ2. Consequently, M0 is normally hyperbolic.

Let BR represent the ball of radius R centered at the origin in R2.

Propositon 13. [15, Theorem 1]. If M0 is a normally hyperbolic manifold, then
for any R > 0, for any open interval I containing σ, and for any k ∈ N, there
exists a Λ0 > 0, depending on R, I, and k, such that for all Λ ∈ (0,Λ0), there
exists a manifold MΛ, given by

MΛ =
{

(ϕ, ψ, V,W ) ∈ R4 |W = g(ϕ, ψ,Λ, σ),

V = f(ϕ, ψ,Λ, σ), (ϕ, ψ) ∈ BR, σ ∈ I
}
,

where f and g are functions in Ck
(
BR × Ī × [0,Λ0]

)
. This manifold MΛ is locally

invariant under the flow of the system (23).



TRAVELING WAVES AT THE INTERFACE OF CELL POPULATIONS 19

This result implies that for any compact subset of M0 that includes the critical
points of interest, we can identify an invariant manifold for the system (23) that
lies within an O(Λ) neighborhood of the manifold M0. Moreover, there exist
functions f(ϕ, ψ,Λ, σ) and g(ϕ, ψ,Λ, σ) with any desired level of regularity. This
allows us to reduce the order of the equations in our system and focus on studying
the system in the form:

ϕ′ = ψ,

ψ′ = −σψ + f(ϕ, ψ,Λ, σ)ψ − ϕ(1 − ϕ),
(25)

Since the functions f and g are in Ck
(
BR × Ī × [0,Λ0]

)
, they can be expanded

in a Taylor series in Λ as follows:

f(ϕ, ψ,Λ, σ) =
k∑

n=0
fn(ϕ, ψ, σ)Λn + F (ϕ, ψ,Λ, σ)Λk,

where F (ϕ, ψ,Λ, σ) is a continuous function in Λ with F (ϕ, ψ, 0, σ) = 0. A similar
expansion applies to the function g.

Observe that, by construction of M0 (24), f0 = ψ(−a+bσψ+bϕ(1−ϕ))
1+bψ2 and g0 = 0.

The remaining terms can be determined using the fact that the vector field of
(23) is perpendicular to the normals of MΛ. Substituting f = f0 + Λf̄ , where f̄
is the remainder in the Taylor expansion of f , into (25), we obtain:

ϕ′ = ψ,

ψ′ = −σψ − aψ2 + Λf̄(ϕ, ψ,Λ, σ)(1 + bψ2)ψ − ϕ(1 − ϕ)
1 + bψ2 ,

ϕ(−∞) = 1, ϕ(+∞) = 0.

(26)

Let us now prove the following result, which encapsulates the essence of Theo-
rem 2.

Propositon 14. Let (σ, a, b) be such that there exists a function H(ϕ) satisfying
the subsolution condition (10). Then, there exists a Λ̄ such that the problem (26)
has a solution for all Λ ∈ (0, Λ̄).

Proof. First, choose R > 0 such that the ball BR encompasses the critical points
(0, 0), (1, 0), and the subsolution S(ϕ). We then apply Theorem 13 for this choice
of R. Similarly to Proposition 5 and Lemma 7, we need to demonstrate that
equation (26) has a solution if there exists a function S̄ ∈ C1([0, 1]) ∩ C((0, 1))
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that satisfies the following conditions:

S̄ ′(ϕ) < σS̄(ϕ) − aS̄(ϕ)2 − Λf̄(ϕ, S̄(ϕ),Λ, σ)(1 + bS̄2(ϕ))S̄(ϕ) − ϕ(1 − ϕ)
S̄(ϕ)(1 + bS̄2(ϕ))

,

S̄(0) = S̄(1) = 0, S̄(ϕ) > 0.
(27)

Now, consider H(ϕ) as defined in the statement of the Proposition, whose
properties we need to establish to complete our argument. By the continuity of
the function f̄ and applying Theorem 13, we have |f̄(ϕ,H(ϕ), σ,Λ)| < K for
ϕ ∈ (0, 1) and Λ ∈ (0,Λ0). Substituting H into (27), we obtain:

H ′(ϕ) < σH(ϕ) − aH(ϕ)2 − Λf̄(ϕ,H(ϕ),Λ, σ)(1 + bH2(ϕ))H(ϕ) − ϕ(1 − ϕ)
H(ϕ)(1 + bH2(ϕ)) .

To demonstrate that H is a subsolution, it is sufficient to verify that:

H ′(ϕ) < σH(ϕ) − aH(ϕ)2 − ΛK(1 + bH2(ϕ))H(ϕ) − ϕ(1 − ϕ)
H(ϕ)(1 + bH2(ϕ)) ,

for ϕ ∈ (0, 1). Equivalently,

H ′(ϕ) < σH(ϕ) − aH(ϕ)2 − ϕ(1 − ϕ)
H(ϕ)(1 + bH2(ϕ)) − ΛK,

for ϕ ∈ (0, 1). To prove this, it suffices to show that the following difference is
uniformly bounded:

σH(ϕ) − aH(ϕ)2 − ϕ(1 − ϕ)
H(ϕ)(1 + bH2(ϕ)) −H ′(ϕ) = σ − σ∗

(1 + bH2(ϕ)) .

Since H(ϕ) is a solution to (9) for σ∗, it follows that H(ϕ) is uniformly bounded
from below for all ϕ ∈ (0, 1). Consequently, there exists a Λ0 such that the in-
equality holds for all Λ ∈ (0,Λ0). This guarantees that H(ϕ) satisfies the required
condition for a subsolution, thus establishing the existence of a solution and con-
cluding the proof of the Proposition. □

A direct consequence of this result, assuming H(ϕ) as the solution to (9) for
σ = σ∗(a, b), is that it can be shown that for every σ > σ∗(a, b), there exists a
solution to (7) for small values of Λ. Proving the Theorem 2 through this method.

4. Non Local Advection Term (Λ > 0)

In this section, we will investigate the problem (7) for general values of Λ > 0.
Unlike the small perturbation of a second-order system considered previously,
this scenario involves a fourth-order system. As such, we must employ different
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techniques to establish the existence of traveling wave solutions. The methods
used here are inspired by the work of various authors, including Berestycki, Hen-
derson, Lions, Nadin, Perthame, and Ryzhik, as detailed in [3, 4, 14, 20] and the
references therein.

To prove Theorem 3, we will consider a modified problem that introduces new
parameters. Several adjustments to the original problem (7) are required for this
purpose.

Firstly, we define a truncature function g(ϕ) as follows: g(ϕ) = 1 for ϕ ≥ 1,
g(ϕ) = 0 for ϕ ≤ θ, g′(ϕ) ≥ 0 for ϕ ∈ (θ, 1), and g(ϕ) → 1 as θ → 0. Note that
g(ϕ) is bounded by 1.

Additionally, it is necessary to work within a compact interval [−α, α] and
subsequently take the limit as α approaches +∞.

In this way, we arrive at the following problem:

(28)
ϕ′′ + σϕ′ + g(ϕ)u′ϕ′ + g(ϕ)ϕ(1 − ϕ) = 0, ξ ∈ [−α, α],
ϕ(−α) = 1, ϕ(+α) = 0, ϕ(0) = θ,

where

(29) u(ξ) = a(Γ ∗ ϕ̄) + b

2
(
Γ ∗ (ϕ̄′)2

)
,

being Γ(ξ) = 1
2Λe

− |ξ|
Λ , and ϕ̄ the extension by zero, for ξ ∈ (α,∞) and by one,

for ξ ∈ (−∞, α). Later, V will be recovered as −u′ after taking the limit of the
parameters.

Let us begin by proving the positivity and monotonicity of the solution ϕ.

Lemma 15. Let ϕ : [−α, α] → R be a solution of (28), then 0 ≤ ϕ ≤ 1 and
ϕ′ < 0, for ξ ∈ (−α, α).

Proof. Let us prove that ϕ(ξ) ≤ 1 for ξ ∈ (−α, α). We proceed by reductio ad
absurdum. Assume that ϕ(ξ) > 1 for some ξ. Then, there exists a point ξ̄ such
that ϕ(ξ̄) > 1, ϕ′(ξ̄) = 0, and ϕ′′(ξ̄) ≤ 0. However, since ϕ is a solution of the
differential equation, we have:

ϕ′′(ξ̄) = −g(ϕ)ϕ(ξ̄)(1 − ϕ(ξ̄)).

Given that ϕ(ξ̄) > 1 and g(ϕ) is positive (as defined previously), the term ϕ(ξ̄)(1−
ϕ(ξ̄)) is negative. Consequently,

−g(ϕ)ϕ(ξ̄)(1 − ϕ(ξ̄)) > 0,
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implying that ϕ′′(ξ̄) > 0. This is a contradiction because we assumed ϕ′′(ξ̄) ≤ 0.
Therefore, our assumption that ϕ(ξ) > 1 for some ξ must be false. Hence, ϕ(ξ) ≤ 1
for all ξ ∈ (−α, α).

Let us analyze the monotonicity of the solution. Let ξ0 be the first value after
−α such that ϕ′(ξ0) = 0. The existence of this point is possible by the uniqueness
of the initial value problem (I.V.P.) for ϕ′(−α) ̸= 0.

From the differential equation, we have:

ϕ′′(ξ0) = −g(ϕ)ϕ(ξ0)(1 − ϕ(ξ0)) ≤ 0.

If ϕ(ξ0) > θ, then g(ϕ) > 0 and thus ϕ′′(ξ0) < 0, which means ϕ′(ξ) was in-
creasing before reaching zero. This would imply that ϕ′(ξ) > 0 in a neighborhood
to the left of ξ0, which contradicts ξ0 being the first point where ϕ′(ξ) = 0.

If ϕ(ξ0) ≤ θ, then g(ϕ) = 0 because of the truncation function, making
ϕ′′(ξ0) = 0. This would imply that ϕ is a constant solution near ξ0. However,
by the uniqueness of the I.V.P., if ϕ were constant, it would contradict the ex-
istence of ξ0 as the first point where ϕ′(ξ) = 0 since ϕ′(ξ) would not change
sign.

Therefore, ϕ must be strictly decreasing as it is not possible that ϕ′(ξ) > 0 for
all ξ ∈ (−α, α).

From this, we deduce that ϕ(ξ) > 0 for ξ ∈ (−α, α). □

Remark 16. In the following results, α will be considered fixed and will not be
explicitly referenced unless it is necessary to indicate dependence on α. We will
use the notation ∥ · ∥Lp(−α,α) := ∥ · ∥p for 1 ≤ p ≤ ∞ and α ∈ (0,∞).

Let us start by analyzing the bounds of u as a function of the norm of ϕ and
ϕ′.

Lemma 17. Let ϕ be a solution of (28), then we have

∥u∥∞ ≤ a+ b

4Λ∥ϕ′∥2
2,

∥u′∥∞ ≤ a

Λ + b

4Λ2 ∥ϕ′∥2
2.
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Proof. As a result of the construction of the solution u, and from the expression
(29), we deduce that:

u(ξ) =
∫ +∞

−∞
aΓ(x− y)ϕ̄(y) + b

2Γ(x− y)ϕ̄′2(y) dy

= a
∫ +∞

−∞
Γ(x− y)ϕ̄(y) + b

2

∫ α

−α
Γ(x− y)ϕ′2(y) dy

≤ amax
y∈R

{
ϕ̄(y)

} ∫ +∞

−∞
Γ(x− y) dy + b

2 max
y∈R

{Γ(x− y)}
∫ α

−α
ϕ′2(y) dy.

Lemma 15 states that ∥ϕ̄∥∞ ≤ 1. Combining this with ∥Γ∥∞ ≤ 1
2Λ , we obtain:

u(ξ) ≤ a+ b

4Λ∥ϕ′∥2
2,

for all ξ ∈ [−α, α].

Given that |Γ′(x)| = 1
ΛΓ(x) for almost every x ∈ R, the bound for u′ turns out

to be
∥u′∥∞ ≤ ∥u∥∞

Λ .

This establishes the second inequality of the Lemma and completes the proof. □

Propositon 18. Let ϕ be a solution to (28). Then, the following bound

σ < 2 + ∥u′∥∞

holds, for α > α0 := − log(θ).

Proof. Let us demonstrate that

σ + u′(ξ) ≤ 2,

for some ξ ∈ [−α, α]. By applying this result along with Lemma 17, we can
establish the statement of the Proposition.

The argument will proceed by reductio ad absurdum, assuming that u′(ξ) >
2 − σ for all ξ ∈ [−α, α]. Let M be such that

(30) ϕ(ξ) < Me−ξ, ξ ∈ [−α, α].

Consider the function
Ψ(ξ) = Me−ξ − ϕ(ξ),

which satisfies

(31) −σΨ′ − Ψ′′ − u′Ψ′ = (σ − 1 + τu′)Ψ − g(ϕ)ϕ+ g(ϕ)ϕ2,



24 J. CAMPOS, C. PULIDO, AND J. SOLER

where ψ(ξ) = Me−ξ. From the reductio ad absurdum hypothesis, it follows that

σ − 1 + g(ϕ)u′ > g(ϕ).

Thus, the expression (31) is strictly positive, indicating that no local minimum
exists, as the second derivative at a critical point is negative.

A straightforward approximation argument reveals that if we choose M0 as the
minimum value for which the condition holds, then the function M0e

−ξ − ϕ(ξ)
achieves its global minimum at either ξ = −α or ξ = α. By optimality, this
minimum value must be zero, thereby excluding ξ = α. Taking ξ = −α, we have

M0e
α − 1 = 0.

From this, we find that M0 = e−α. Additionally, we have

M0e
−ξ − ϕ(ξ) ≥ 0,

which leads to a contradiction for ξ = 0 if we assume e−α − θ < 0. □

Once we have determined the upper bound for σ, we now proceed to find the
lower bound.

Propositon 19. Under the hypotheses of Proposition 18, along with b
2Λ2 < 1 and

θ ∈ (0, 1/3), it follows that

(32) (1 − b

2Λ2 )
∫ α

−α
|ϕ′|2 +

∫ α

−α
g(ϕ)ϕ(1 − ϕ)2 ≤ 2 + a

Λ + θ

α
,

and

(33) σ ≥ −6
5
θ

α
,

for α > α0.

Remark 20. Note that in the previous bounds, there is a term of the form θ
α
.

This term can be bounded independently of α, specifically:
θ

α
≤ 1

3α0
,

where α0 was defined in Proposition 18.

Proof. Consider the differential equation associated with ϕ given by (28). Multi-
plying both sides by (1 − ϕ), we obtain:

ϕ′′(1 − ϕ) + σϕ′(1 − ϕ) + g(ϕ)u′ϕ′(1 − ϕ) + g(ϕ)ϕ(1 − ϕ)2 = 0.
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Rewriting the terms involving ϕ′′ and σ, we obtain the expression

[ϕ′(1 − ϕ)]′ + ϕ′2 − σ

2 [(1 − ϕ)2]′ + g(ϕ)u′ϕ′(1 − ϕ) + g(ϕ)ϕ(1 − ϕ)2 = 0.

Integrating this over the interval (−α, α)

ϕ′(α) +
∫ α

−α
ϕ′2 − σ

2 +
∫ α

−α
g(ϕ)(1 − ϕ)ϕ′u′ +

∫ α

−α
g(ϕ)ϕ(1 − ϕ)2 = 0.

Rearranging the above expression, we find

(34)
∫ α

−α
ϕ′2 +

∫ α

−α
g(ϕ)ϕ(1 − ϕ)2 = σ

2 − ϕ′(α) −
∫ α

−α
g(ϕ)(1 − ϕ)ϕ′u′.

Note that the terms on the left-hand side are strictly positive. We now proceed
to bound the terms on the right-hand side of the equation.

Using the expression for u in (29), we can write u′ in (34) as the sum of two
terms, as follows:

−
∫ α

−α
g(ϕ)(1 − ϕ)ϕ′u′ = −

∫ α

−α
g(ϕ)(1 − ϕ)ϕ′u′

1 −
∫ α

−α
g(ϕ)(1 − ϕ)ϕ′u′

2,

where u′
1 = aΓ ∗ϕ′ y u′

2 = b
2Γ′ ∗ (ϕ′2). Since ϕ′ ≤ 0, it follows that u′

1 ≤ 0, making
the term involving u′

1 positive. Consequently, we obtain:

−
∫ α

−α
g(ϕ)(1 − ϕ)ϕ′u′ ≤ −

∫ α

−α
g(ϕ)(1 − ϕ)ϕ′u′

2.

Using Lemma 17 and considering the sign of ϕ′, we find:

−
∫ α

−α
g(ϕ)(1 − ϕ)ϕ′u′ ≤ ∥u′

2∥∞

∫ α

−α
−ϕ′ ≤ ∥u′

2∥∞ ≤ b

4Λ2 ∥ϕ′∥2
2,

where we have taken into account that g(ϕ) ≤ 1. Therefore, (34) can be written
as follows:

(35)
∫ α

−α
ϕ′2 +

∫ α

−α
g(ϕ)ϕ(1 − ϕ)2 ≤ σ

2 − ϕ′(α) + b

4Λ2

∫ α

−α
ϕ′2.

Let us now estimate the value of ϕ′(α). This value can be computed, and its
expression is:

ϕ′(α) = −θ σe−σα

1 − e−σα .

To estimate ϕ′(α), we solve the boundary value problem given by ϕ′′ + σϕ′ = 0,
with ϕ(0) = θ and ϕ(α) = 0, noting that g(ϕ) = 0 for ξ ∈ [0, α]. From this, we
obtain:

|ϕ′(α)| ≤ θ

α
+ |σ|θ.
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Substituting this estimate into equation (35), we get:

(36)
(

1 − b

4Λ2

)∫ α

−α
|ϕ′|2 +

∫ α

−α
g(ϕ)ϕ(1 − ϕ)2 ≤ σ

2 + θ

α
+ |σ|θ.

On the other hand, we have:(
1 − b

4Λ2

)∫ α

−α
|ϕ′|2 +

∫ α

−α
g(ϕ)ϕ(1 − ϕ)2 ≥ 0.

Therefore, since θ ∈ (0, 1/3), it follows that

σ ≥ −6
5
θ

α
.

Finally, since θ ∈ (0, 1/3), and by utilizing Proposition 18 and Lemma 17, we
obtain:

(37)
(

1 − b

4Λ2

)∫ α

−α
|ϕ′|2 +

∫ α

−α
g(ϕ)ϕ(1 − ϕ)2 ≤ 2 + a

Λ + θ

α
+ b

4Λ2

∫ α

−α
|ϕ′|2.

From which we deduce the estimation established in the statement of the Propo-
sition. □

Before proceeding to prove the existence of a solution, let us introduce a pre-
liminary result that will be used to show that ϕ ∈ C1(−α, α).

Lemma 21. Let ϕ and u be solutions of (28), then we have

(38) ∥ϕ′∥∞ ≤ 3(|σ| + ∥u′∥∞)
2 + 3Λ

4 + 3
2Λ ,

for α > Λ
2 log(3).

Proof. Let ξ ∈ [−α, α] and consider the expression
∫ ξ

−α

−e− (ξ−y)
Λ

2 ϕ′′(y)dy +
∫ α

ξ

e
(ξ−y)

Λ

2 ϕ′′(y)dy.

Integrating each terms by part, we obtain∫ ξ

−α

−e− (ξ−y)
Λ

2Λ2 ϕ′′(y)dy = −ϕ′(ξ)
2 + e

−(ξ+α)
Λ

2 ϕ′(−α) +
∫ ξ

−α

e− (ξ−y)
Λ

2Λ ϕ′(y)dy,

∫ α

ξ

e
(ξ−y)

Λ

2 ϕ′′(y)dy = −ϕ′(ξ)
2 + e

(ξ−α)
Λ

2 ϕ′(α) +
∫ α

ξ

e
(ξ−y)

Λ

2Λ ϕ′(y)dy.
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Combining both expressions and rearranging terms, we can express ϕ′ as fol-
lows:

−ϕ′(ξ) = I1 + I2 + I3,

where

I1 = −e
−(ξ+α)

Λ

2 ϕ′(−α) − e
(ξ−α)

Λ

2 ϕ′(α),

I2 = −
∫ ξ

−α

e− (ξ−y)
Λ

2Λ ϕ′(y) dy −
∫ α

ξ

e
(ξ−y)

Λ

2Λ ϕ′(y) dy,

I3 = −
∫ ξ

−α

e− (ξ−y)
Λ

2 ϕ′′(y) dy +
∫ α

ξ

e
(ξ−y)

Λ

2 ϕ′′(y) dy.

Let us analyze each term separately. First, we have:

I1 ≤

1
2 + e

−2α
Λ

2

 ∥ϕ′∥∞.

Then, I2 can be bounded as follows

I2 ≤ 1
2Λ

∫ α

−α
|ϕ′(y)|dy = 1

2Λ ,

where we have used the identity∫ α

−α
|ϕ′(y)|dy =

∫ α

−α
−ϕ′(y)dy = −ϕ(α) + ϕ(−α) = 1,

since ϕ′ ≤ 0.

Finally, since ϕ is a solution to (28), I3 can be expressed as follows:

−
∫ ξ

−α

e− (ξ−y)
Λ

2 [−(σ + g(ϕ)u′(y))ϕ′(y) − g(ϕ)ϕ(1 − ϕ)(y)] dy

+
∫ α

ξ

e
(ξ−y)

Λ

2 [−(σ + g(ϕ)u′(y))ϕ′(y) − g(ϕ)ϕ(1 − ϕ)(y)] dy.

Thus, we find∫ ξ

−α

e− (ξ−y)
Λ

2 ϕ′′(y)dy −
∫ α

ξ

e
(ξ−y)

Λ

2 ϕ′′(y)dy ≤ (|σ| + ∥u′∥∞)
2 + Λ

4 .

Therefore, combining the estimates for I1, I2, and I3, we obtain:

−ϕ′(ξ) ≤

1
2 + e

−2α
Λ

2

 ∥ϕ′∥∞ + (|σ| + ∥u′∥∞)
2 + Λ

4 + 1
2Λ .



28 J. CAMPOS, C. PULIDO, AND J. SOLER

Taking norms, we deduce1
2 − e

−2α
Λ

2

 ∥ϕ′∥∞ ≤ (|σ| + ∥u′∥∞)
2 + Λ

4 + 1
2Λ .

Then, since α > Λ
2 log(3), we conclude the statement of Lemma 21. □

Once we have established the a priori estimates, we can proceed to prove the
existence of a solution to (28).

Propositon 22. Assume that b
2Λ2 < 1, θ ∈ (0, 1

3), and α > max
{
α0,

Λ
2 log(3)

}
.

Then, there exists a bounded solution of (28) verifying:

(39)
∫ α

−α
|ϕ′|2 +

∫ α

−α
τϕ(1 − ϕ)2 ≤ C3 + C4

θ

α
,

for
−6

5
θ

α
≤ σ < C1 + C2

θ

α
,

where Ci > 0 for i ∈ {1, 2, 3, 4}, are constants independent of θ and α.

Proof. Let us consider the application
Fτ : (σ, ϕ, u) → (θτ ,Φτ , Uτ )

where Φτ is the solution of the differential equation:

(40) −Φ′′
τ − σΦ′

τ − g(ϕ)τu′Φ′
τ = τg(ϕ)ϕ(1 − ϕ),

Φτ (−α) = 1, Φτ (+α) = 0.

The function Uτ = τΓ ∗
(
aϕ̄+ b

2(ϕ̄′)2
)
, where ϕ̄ is the extension by constant to

all R of ϕ, satisfies
−Λ2U ′′

τ + Uτ = τaϕ̄+ b

2(ϕ̄′)2.

The value θτ is given by the expression:
θτ = θ − max

ξ≥0
ϕ(ξ) + σ.

The operator Fτ maps the Banach space Ω = R × C1([−α, α]) × C1([−α, α])
onto itself

∥(σ, ϕ, U)∥Ω = max
{
|σ|, ∥ϕ∥C1([−α,α]), ∥U∥C1([−α,α])

}
.

.

Let us consider the ball BM = {(σ, ϕ, U) ∈ Ω | ∥(σ, ϕ, U)∥Ω < M}. We can
find a sufficiently large M such that the operator I − Fτ does not cancel on the
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boundary of BM for all τ ∈ [0, 1]. This is equivalent to obtaining a uniform bound
for |σ|, ∥ϕ∥C1 , and ∥U∥C1 for any solution of (28).

Let us analyze the uniform bounds. By Lemma 15, we have that 0 ≤ ϕ ≤ 1.
Using Proposition 19, we obtain that ϕ′ is bounded in L2(−α, α), which implies,
thanks to Lemma 17, that U ∈ C1([−α, α]).

Furthermore, by Lemma 18 and Proposition 19, we have uniform bounds for
σ. Lemma 21 assures that ϕ′ is bounded in C([−α, α]). This leads us to find the
bound M .

In addition, Fτ is absolutely continuous and depends continuously on the pa-
rameter τ , due to the C1([−α, α]) bounds obtained.

Therefore, we are able to estimate the Leray-Schauder degree deg(I−Fτ , BM , 0)
(see for instance [3, 9, 17]), which is well defined and independent of τ . If we prove
deg(I−F0, BM , 0) ̸= 0, then, due to homotopy invariance, deg(I−F1, BM , 0) ̸= 0.
By the degree property, there exists a fixed point of F1 in BM .

Let us calculate deg(I − F0, BM , 0). For τ = 0, the operator F0 simplifies to:

Φ0,σ(ξ) = e−σξ − e−σα

eσα − e−σα .

Therefore, F0 has the following expression

F0(σ, ϕ, U) =
(
σ + θ − 1 − e−σα

eσα − e−σα ,
e−σξ − e−σα

eσα − e−σα , 0
)
.

Consequently, we have

(I − F0)(σ, ϕ, U) =
(

1 − e−σα

eσα − e−σα − θ, ϕ− e−σξ − e−σα

eσα − e−σα , U

)
.

One can find a σ̄ that satisfies:

(41) 1 − e−σ̄α

eσ̄α − e−σ̄α = θ.

The degree of F0 is equivalent to the degree of the function:

H(σ, ϕ, U) =
(
θ0 − 1 − e−σα

eσα − e−σα , ϕ− e−σ̄x − e−σ̄α

eσ̄α − e−σ̄α , U

)
:= (H(σ), Iϕ − Φ0,σ̄, IU).

Therefore, deg(I − F0, BM , 0) = deg(H(σ), J, 0), where J is an open set con-
taining the unique root of (41), by the product of degrees property. This yields
deg(I − F0, BM , 0) = −1, thereby proving the existence of a fixed point for the
operator Fτ . □
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Once we have established the existence of a solution in [−α, α], we can take
the limit as α → ∞.

Propositon 23. If b
2Λ2 < 1, and θ ∈ (0, 1

3), then there exists a bounded solution
to

(42) −σϕ′ − ϕ′′ − g(ϕ)u′ϕ′ = g(ϕ)ϕ(1 − ϕ),
ϕ(−∞) = 1, ϕ(+∞) = 0, ϕ(0) = θ,

where u is defined as u = Γ ∗
(
aϕ+ b

2ϕ
′2
)
, and ϕ satisfies

(43)
∫ α

−α
ϕ′2 +

∫ α

−α
g(ϕ)ϕ(1 − ϕ)2 ≤ C3,

for 0 ≤ σ < C1, being C1 and C3 constants defined in Proposition 22.

Proof. Consider an increasing sequence of intervals {[−αn, αn]}n with αn → ∞,
and a corresponding sequence {σn, ϕn, Un}n, where (σn, ϕn, Un) is the solution to
(28) on each interval [−αn, αn]. These solutions exist due to Proposition 22. More-
over, the uniform bounds established for σn, ϕn, un, and their derivatives, which
are independent of αn, ensure that σn converges to σ̂, up to a subsequence. Due
to these uniform bounds, ϕn → ϕ̂ and un → û, up to a subsequence, in the sense
of uniform convergence on compact subsets and their derivatives. Consequently,
σ̂, ϕ̂, and û satisfy the differential equation:

(44) −σ̂ϕ̂′ − ϕ̂′′ − g(ϕ̂)û′ϕ̂′ = g(ϕ̂)ϕ̂(1 − ϕ̂),
−Λ2û′′ + Û = aϕ̂+ b

2 ϕ̂
′2.

It only remains to prove that ϕ̂(+∞) = 0 and ϕ̂(−∞) = 1.

Since ∥ϕ̄′∥2 is bounded, there exist the values ϕ̂(+∞) and ϕ̂(−∞). By Propo-
sition 22 we have:
(45)

∫ ∞

−∞
g(ϕ)ϕ̄(1 − ϕ̄)2 < +∞.

Let us see that ϕ̂(+∞) = 0. Note that ϕn(ξ) = θ e
−σξ−e−σα

eσα−e−σα , for ξ ≥ 0. Then, we
have ϕ̂(ξ) = θ e

−σ̂ξ−e−σ̂α

eσ̂α−e−σ̂α . Therefore, ϕ̄(+∞) = 0.

On the other hand, the monotonicity of ϕn is inherited by ϕ̂. Since ϕ′
n(0) < 0,

it follows that ϕ̂(−∞) > θ and ϕ̂(∞) = 1, due to the boundedness of the integral
in (45). □

Finally, to complete the proof of the existence of a solution, it remains to let
θ → 0.



TRAVELING WAVES AT THE INTERFACE OF CELL POPULATIONS 31

Propositon 24. If b
2Λ2 < 1, then there exist a bounded solution to

(46) −σϕ′ − ϕ′′ − u′ϕ′ = ϕ(1 − ϕ),
ϕ(−∞) = 1, ϕ(+∞) = 0,

where u is defined as u = Γ ∗
(
aϕ+ b

2ϕ
′2
)
, and ϕ satisfies

(47)
∫ α

−α
|ϕ′|2 +

∫ α

−α
ϕ(1 − ϕ)2 ≤ C3,

for 0 ≤ σ < C1, where C1 and C3 are constants defined in Proposition 22.

Proof. Let us consider a decreasing sequence θn → 0 and the associated solutions
(σn, ϕn, Un) to (42). Choose a translation ξ such that ϕn(0) = 1

2 for all n ≥ 1.
As θ → 0, and since g(ϕ) → 1, the convergence properties follow a proof scheme
similar to that used in Proposition 23. Thus, we obtain that σn → σ̃, ϕn → ϕ̃,
and un → ũ up to a subsequence, with uniform convergence on compact sets.
Additionally, ϕ′

n → ϕ̃′ and u′
n → ũ′ uniformly on compact sets. Consequently, σ̃,

ϕ̃, and ũ satisfy the differential equation:

(48) −σϕ′ − ϕ′′ − u′ϕ′ = ϕ(1 − ϕ),
−Λ2u′′ + u = aϕ+ b

2(ϕ′)2,

Finally, analogous to the proof of Proposition 23, it can be shown that ϕ̃(−∞) = 1
and ϕ̃(+∞) = 0. □

Theorem 3 guarantees the existence of traveling waves, and from the estimates
derived in the various results, it can be shown that σ lies within the interval:

σ ∈
[
0, 2 + a

Λ + b

4Λ2
2 + a

Λ
1 − b

2Λ2

]
.

To demonstrate that the obtained σ is always greater than 2, we use the fol-
lowing reasoning:

Given the bounds on u′ provided by the estimates on ϕ and ϕ′, and the ex-
pression u = Γ ∗

(
aϕ+ b

2(ϕ′)2
)
, we know that u′ is bounded. Moreover, it can be

shown that ϕ′(±∞) = 0, u′(±∞) = 0, and u(−∞) = a, by repeatedly applying
this generalized Lasalle’s Invariance Theorem.

Lemma 25. (Lasalle’s Invariance Theorem, revisited) Let f : RN → RN be a
continuous function, and consider the differential equation x′ = f(x). Let V :
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RN → R be a C1 function, and suppose x : [α,+∞) → RN is a positively bounded
solution such that V (x(t)) → L, as t → +∞. Then we have:

d

dt
V (x(t)) → 0.

Proof. Let tn be a sequence such that x(tn) → x0. Consider a closed ball B̄(x0, r)
and let K = maxx∈B̄(x0,r) |f(x)|. Choose n0 such that x(tn) ∈ B̄(x0, r/2) for all
n ≥ n0. Select ϵ ≤ r

2K such that x(t) ∈ B(x0, r) for all t ∈ [tn − ϵ, tn + ϵ].

Define zn : [−ϵ, ϵ] → RN by

zn(t) = x(t+ tn).

This function zn represents a uniformly bounded and equicontinuous family of
solutions. By the Ascoli-Arzelà theorem, there exists a subsequence {znk

} such
that

znk
→ z0

uniformly, where z0 : [−ϵ, ϵ] → RN is a solution of the differential equation with
z0(0) = x0.

Next, let us prove that V (z(t)) is constant. We have:

V (z(t)) = lim
n→∞

V (zn(t)) = lim
n→∞

V (x(t+ tn)) = lim
t→∞

V (x(t)) = L.

Thus, V (z(t)) is constant, and therefore
d

dt
V (z(t)) = 0.

In particular, at t = 0,
d

dt
V (z(0)) = 0 = d

dt
V (x0) = lim

n→∞

d

dt
V (x(tn)).

This completes the proof. □

Given V (ϕ, ϕ′, u, u′) = ϕ, we deduce that ϕ′(±∞) = 0. Using the expression for
u, we get that u(−∞) = a and u(+∞) = 0. Applying V (ϕ, ϕ′, u, u′) = u, we also
find that u′(±∞) = 0.

Now, we can proceed to show that there are no monotonically decreasing trav-
eling wave solutions for σ < 2.

Lemma 26. Given that σ and ϕ are bounded solutions of (46), it follows that
σ ≥ 2.
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Proof. To prove that σ ≥ 2 by contradiction, assume that σ < 2. We know that
if ϕ is a solution of (46), it is monotonically decreasing, satisfies ϕ(+∞) = 0, and
ϕ′(+∞) = 0. Additionally, u′(+∞) = 0, so there exists a sufficiently large ξ̄ such
that ∥u′(ξ)∥ < ϵ for ξ > ξ̄.

Consider the differential equation (46) and make the following change of vari-
ables to polar coordinates:

ϕ(ξ) = r(ξ) cos(ω(ξ)),
ϕ′(ξ) = r(ξ) sin(ω(ξ)).

By substituting these into the differential equation, we obtain the transformed
differential equation in terms of r and ω:

r′ = −(σ + u′)r sin2(ω) + r2 cos2(w) sin(w),

ω′ = −1 − (σ + u′)sin(2ω)
2 + r cos3(ω).

If we demonstrate that the solution is not monotonically decreasing but instead
exhibits infinite oscillations before reaching zero -equivalent to saying that ω(ξ)
remains consistently positive or negative for large values of ξ- we will have reached
a contradiction.

We can bound ω′ as follows:

ω′ = −1 − (σ + u′)sin(2ω)
2 + r cos3(ω) ≤ −1 + 1

2(σ + u′) + r.

Since r → 0 as ξ → +∞, ω′ does not change sign when σ+u′

2 + 1 < 0. This leads
to a contradiction, as it implies that the solution would spiral toward zero. □
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