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ABSTRACT. In this paper we analyze the wavefront solutions of parabolic partial differ-
ential equations of the type
g(wur + f(w)ue = (D(w)ue), + p(u), u(r,z)€[0,1]

where the reaction term p is of monostable-type. We allow the diffusivity D and the
accumulation term g to have a finite number of changes of sign.

We provide an existence result of travelling wave solutions (t.w.s.) together with an
estimate of the threshold wave speed. Finally, we classify the t.w.s. between classical and
sharp ones.

AMS Subject Classifications: 35K57, 35K65, 35C07, 35K55, 34B40, 34B16, 92D25

Keywords: reaction-diffusion-convection equations, travelling wave solutions, speed of propaga-
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1. INTRODUCTION

In this paper we study the existence and the properties of travelling wave solutions (t.w.s.) for
the following reaction-diffusion-convection equation

(1) g()vr + f(v)ve = (D(v)vz), + p(v), v (7,2) €[0,1]
where

(2) 9:f,p,D € C([0,1]), D e C*(0,1),

(3) p(v) >0, forevery v e (0,1), p(0)=p(1)=0,

arising in several physical and biological phenomena. Owing to the various applications, the
study of reaction-diffusion-convection equations has been widely developed, but in general for
equations in which g(v) = 1.
On the other hand, the presence of the accumulation term g allows to consider relevant phys-
ical phenomena, such as thermal processes when the heat capacity of the medium depends on
temperature and in the theory of filtration of a fluid in a porous media (see [6], 9]).
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Our interest is addressed to the investigation of t.w.s., that is solutions of the type v(7,x) :=
u(z — c7), where ¢ is the wave speed. Such functions represent a relevant class of solutions of the
equation , since at least in simple models the solution of initial-boundary value problem for
the differential equations converges, for large times and in a some specific sense, to a profile of a
t.w.s. (see, e.g. |2, [10L 15]).

Notice that a t.w.s. of in an interval (a,b) C R is a solution of the following second-order
(possibly singular) equation

(4) (D ()’ (1)) + (eg (u(t)) = f(u(t)) u'(t) + p(u(t)) = 0 for every t € (a,b)

where / means that we differentiate with respect t := x — 7, connecting the zeros of the reaction
term p, that is the equilibria of the equation; hence u satisfies the boundary conditions u(a™) = 1
and u(b™) = 0.

The literature concerning t.w.s. for reaction-diffusion-convection equations is very wide. In the
case g(u) = 1, that is, the accumulation term ¢ is not significant in the model, and the reaction
term is such that p(u) > 0, u € (0,1) (the so-called monostable case), it is well known that there
exists a threshold minimal speed ¢*, which can be explicitly estimated, such that if ¢ > ¢*, then
the model admits t.w.s., and also the converse implication holds true.

In general, if ¢ > ¢*, the t.w.s. are defined and continuously differentiable on the whole real line.
Instead, if ¢ = ¢*, the situation is more delicate: the t.w.s. is again smooth on the real line if
the diffusion D does not vanish at the equilibria 0,1 (non degenerate case). Otherwise, the t.w.s.
with ¢ = ¢* can reach one/both the equilibria in a finite time with a non-zero slope and the
dynamic is said to exhibit the phenomenon of finite speed of propagation and/or finite speed of
saturation. For some references to these facts and more informations see, e.g., [1l 1T}, 16 17, 19].

In the recent paper [7], we proved that such a type of the aformentioned results can be achieved
also if the accumulation g is a continuous function not necessarily constant neither positive, so
that the equation presents various types of degeneracies, since both D and g can vanish, even
simultaneously. Nevertheless, also in this case there exists a threshold minimum wave speed and
it is possible to classify the emerging t.w.s. (see [7, Theorem 14 and 16]).

In recent years, an increasing interest has been addressed to the investigation of aggregative-
diffusive models, in which the term D can have changes of sign (see |4 [5, 12| 13, 17, 18]). Of
course, the sign of D can influence the existence of t.w.s. and their regularity at the points where
D vanishes. Therefore, the natural question arises is if it is possible to extend the results obtained
in [7] in the case of positive diffusive terms (but with a non-constant accumulation term) to the
more general framework of functions D having, at the most, a finite number of changes of sign.
This is just the aim of this paper, in which we deal with equation under the assumptions ,

and
(5) Dy :={u € (0,1): D(u) =0} if finite, possibly empty.

Equations as with chainging-sign g and D arise, for instance, in the study of t.w.s. for the
telegraph equation (see [14]).

Our main result is Theorem [12| which asserts that under certain assumptions on the sign on the
integral function of g, there exists a threshold value ¢ such that if ¢ > ¢ equation admits t.w.s.,
whereas they do not exist for ¢ < é. Moreover, we also provide an estimate for the value ¢ which
generalizes the known results for equations that are particular cases of . Finally, Proposition
concerns the classification of the t.w.s.

We underline that this context includes also the case in which D does not change sign, but it

may vanish somewhere in (0, 1) (see Example 3).
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Finally, we point out that in the case of changing-sign diffusivities, the existence of t.w.s. which
are smooth when they assume values between the equilibria is no more ensured when ¢ = ¢. We
discuss this fact in Remarks [T and [I6] However, in the particular case in which D has an unique
change of sign, from positive to negative, this phenomenon does not occur and we can state the
existence of t.w.s. for ¢ = ¢ too (see Corollary .

The general technique we adopt consists in using the results of [7] in the intervals where D does
not change sign and then to find conditions ensuring that the solutions found in each interval can
be glued together in a regular way. This will have consequences on the admissible wave speeds.

The article is organized as follows. In Section 2 we recall some preliminary definitions and results;
in Section 3 we show how the existence of t.w.s. is equivalent to the solvability of a first order
singular problem which is investigated in Section 4. Section 5 is devoted to the existence/non-
existence of t.w.s. and in Section 6 we provide the classification of t.w.s. Finally, we provide
some simple examples of equations , discussing the existence of t.w.s, the estimate of ¢ and
the classification of the t.w.s.

2. PRELIMINARY RESULTS

Troughout the paper, we always assume the validity of conditions , and .
First of all, we give the definition of t.w.s.

Definition 1. A travelling wave solution (t.w.s. for short) of (1)) is a function u € C*(a, b), with
(a,b) C R, such that u(t) € [0,1], D(u(-))u'(-) € C*(a,b), satisfying equation in (a,b) and
such that

(6) u(a®)=1,u(b”)=0
7) Tim D (u(®) (1) = lim D (u(t)) o' (1) = 0.

In what follows, we assume, without restriction, that the t.w.s. are always defined in their
maximal existence interval, that is the maximal interval (a,b), bounded or unbounded, in which
the previous conditions are satified.

When (a,b) = R then condition is automatically satified, as the following result states.

Proposition 2. Let u be a solution of for some ¢ € R, satisfying (@ Then, if a = —o0 we
have . lim D (u(t))u'(t) =0 and if b = 400 we have , ligl D (u(t))d'(t) = 0.
——00 — 100

Proof. Let Dy := {u € (0,1) : D(u) = 0}. If Dy = () then the result has been proved in [7,
Proposition 3]. So, assume now Dy is nonempty, but finite, say Do = {ug, -+, u,}.

Let us consider the case b = 400 (the case a = —oo is analogous).

Assume b = +o0. Put T :=inf {& : u(s) < uy, Vs € (§,+00)}, we have T' > —o0 and u(T') = uy,
so D(u(T)) = 0. For any t > T, integrating (4] in [T, ¢] we obtain

u(t) t
D (u(t)) o/ (t) = / (f(s) — cgls))ds — / o (u(s)) ds.

1 T
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Since p is a positive function, there exists (finite or not) the limit th+m p (u(s))ds, hence
—+o0 T

there exists also the limit

lim D (u(t))u'(t) =: A € [—00, +00) .

t——+o0

Since D is bounded and has constant sign in [T, 4+00), if A # 0 then there exists (finite or not)

also the limit
D (u(t)) u'(t)

1 "ty=1
Jm o) = tm —5eay 70
in contradiction with the boundedness of u. So, we derive that A = 0. O

The next Lemma provides a necessary condition for the admissible wave speeds, which will be
used in the following proposition.

Lemma 3. If there exists a t.w.s. u in (a,b), then

1
) | s = s1as >
Proof. Integrating in (a,b), by , we get

b b 1
0< / p(ult)) dt = - / leg (u(t)) — f (u())] o (£)dt = /O leg () — £(s)]ds.
]

The following result concerns the monotonicity property of the t.w.s., which is the key tool in
order to reduce to a first order equation.

Proposition 4. If u is a t.w.s. in (a,b). Then, the set
I, :={t € (a,b): 0<u(t) <1}
is an interval and u'(t) < 0 whenever t € I,,.
Proof. We divide the proof into some steps.
Claim 1: if u(ty) = 0 for some ty € (a,b), then u(t) = 0 for every ¢ € (tg, b); similarly, if u(ty) =1
for some t; € (a,b), then u(t) = 1 for every t € (a,t1).
Indeed, if there exists some ¢y € (a,b) such that u (t9) = 0 then v’ (tp) = 0 and so, integrating
in (tg,b) we get

b , b
[ @oyw@)der [ o) - s woluodes [ o) de=o.

to to to

b

Due to conditions @ and , the first and the second integral are null. So, since p is positive in
(0,1), we derive u(t) = 0 for every t € (to,b). The second statement of the claim is analogous.

Claim 2: if 0 < u(to) <1, u/(to) =0 and D(u(tp)) > 0 [resp. D(u(tp)) < 0], then ¢y is a point
of proper local maximum [resp. minimum]|. for the function w.

Let to be such that 0 < u(tg) < 1, u/(tp) = 0 and D(u(tg)) > 0 (the case D (u(tp)) < 0 is
analogous). From equation we get

(D @®) M) ==pults) <0



so the function (D o u) u' is strictly decreasing in a neighborhood of ¢y and it vanishes at ty. From
the sign of D we deduce that tg is a proper local maximum point for the function u.

Claim 8 if 0 < u(t) < 1 and u/(t) = 0, then D (u (t)) = 0.

Assume, by contradiction, that for some ¢y we have 0 < u(tg) < 1, v/(t9) = 0 and D(u(tg)) > 0.
By Claim 2 the function u has a proper maximum at tg, so taking account of the boundary datum
u(a™) = 1, we deduce the existence of a point 7y < to such that u(t) > u(7) for every t < t(, with
u(7o) < u(tp). Again by Claim 2 we infer D(u(7p)) < 0. Hence, by the continuity of the function
D in [u(m),u(tp)], a value u* exists in [u(7p),u(to)) such that D(u*) = 0. Moreover, by the
continuity of the function w in |19, to] there exists a point t* € 79, t9) such that u(t*) = u* < u(tp).
Finally, taking account of the boundary datum u(b~) = 0 we get the existence of a point T > ¢
such that u(T*) = u(t*) = u*. Therefore, integrating (4)) in [t*,T™] we get

T* T* T*
o=[ wwwmea+/kmmm—ﬂmmww&+[p@@ﬂt

* t* *

.
5[pwma>a

*

a contradiction.

Claim 4: v’ (t) < 0 for every t € (a,b).

Assume by contradiction that v’ () > 0 for some ty € (a,b). Let (t1,t2) be the largest interval

containing ty such that v’ (t) > 0 for every t € (t1,t2). Of course, a < t; < t3 < b, hence

W' (t1) = u/(t2) = 0. Let us now prove that u(t1) = 0 and u(t2) = 1. Indeed, if u(t;) > 0, by

virtue of Claim 3 we get D(u(t1)) = 0; moreover, by the boundary datum u(b™) = 0 we get the

existence of a point 71 > t; such that u(m) = u(t1). Therefore, integrating equation in [t1, 7]
T1

we again obtain the contradiction p(u(t))dt = 0. Then, necessarily u(t;) = 0. Similarly we
t1

can prove that u(ty) = 1.

Finally, integrayting again equation in [t1,te] we get

to

o—/ﬂwwm—ﬂwmwwa+/pwww—[NM@—ﬂw@+/%www,

t1 t1 t1

which is a contradiction by , since both the last two integrals are positive. So Claim 4 is
proved and u is a decreasing function.
Claim 5. I, is an interval and w is strictly decreasing in I,,.

By Claim 4 it is immediate to deduce that I, is an open interval. Moreover, if there exists an
interval [t1,t2] C I,, in which w is constant, then integrating equation (4]) we obtain

[ ptatay ar=o

t1

which is a contradiction since p is positive on (0,1).

Claim 6: u'(t) < 0 for every t € I,,.



Assume, by contradiction, u/(tg) = 0 for some ¢ € I,,. Hence, by Claim 3, we have D(u(ty)) = 0.
Put ¢(t) := D(u(t))u'(t). By equation (4) we derive ¢'(t9) = p(u(tg)) < 0. On the other hand,

Y(0) —0(to) _ 9(0) _ D(w(t) = Dlulto)) ult) ~ ulto)
t— t() t— to u(t) — u(to) t— t()

so, passing to the limit as ¢t — to we infer ¥’ (tg) = 0, a contradiction.

In view of Proposition [4] the following cases can occur:

e (a,b) = R; in this case we have a classical solution in C*(R). The solution can be
strictly decreasing in R, hence the equilibria 0 and 1 are not reached in a finite time, or
the solution can assume the value 0 and/or 1 at some tn € R and hence it is constant
in a half-line. The latter case does not occur when the Cauchy problem for equation
with initial conditions u(tg) = u'(tg) = 0 or u(tp) = 1,4’ (t9) = 0 has a unique solution.

e (a,b) is a half-line; in this case we have a so-called sharp solution of type 1 or type 2.
One of the equilibria is reached at a finite time and u does not admit a C'! —continuation.

e (a,b) is a bounded interval; in this case we have a so-called sharp t.w.s. of type 3. Both
the equilibria are reached at finite times, and u does not admit a C'—continuation.

t ty to

sharp of type II sharp of type I11

We will delve deeper into this classification in the last section of the paper.

Finally, observe that if u is a t.w.s, then each traslation u(t —tp) is a t.w.s. too; so the t.w.s. are

defined up to shifts.
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3. REDUCTION TO A FIRST ORDER SINGULAR PROBLEM

Thanks to the monotonicity property proved in Proposition 4 we now introduce a suitable singular
boundary value problem (b.v.p.) of the first order, whose solvability is equivalent to the existence
of t.w.s. for equation ({4]).

More in detail, consider the following b.v.p. (here the dot denotes differentiation with respect to
u)

, u€(0,1)\ Do
(9) 2 (u) D (u) <0, ue (0,1)\ Do

For solution of (9) we mean a continuous function z defined in (0, 1), such that z € C*((0,1)\ Do)
and z satisfies the equalities and inequalities given in @D Of course, any solution z vanishes
exactly at the points of Dy.
We now prove the equivalence between the existence of t.w.s. for equation and the existence
of solutions of problem @D

Theorem 5. If u is a t.w.s. of equation (), then the function z(u) := D(u)u'(t(u)) is a solution
of problem @D, where u +— t(u) denotes the inverse function of u, defined on (0,1). Moreover,
the function z(u)/D(u) defined in (0,1) \ Do admits a continuous extension ¢ defined in (0,1).

Vice versa, if z € C(0,1) is a solution of (9)), such that the function z(u)/D(u), u € (0,1) \ Dy,
admits a continuous extension ¢ defined in (0,1), then fized a value u* ¢ Dy, the Cauchy problem

u' = ¢(u)
(10) {U(O) =u*

admits a solution u, such that in its maximal existence interval (a,b) it is a t.w.s. of .

Proof. Let u be a t.w.s. to equation (4)) in (a,b), and put I,, ;== {t : 0 < u(t) < 1}. Let u > t(u)
be the inverse function, defined in (0, 1) and taking valued in I,,, whose existence is guaranteed
by Proposition |4l Notice that u — t(u) actually is a C'—function, since u is C! with «/(t) # 0
for every t € I,,. Put ¥(t) := D(u(t))u'(t), define z(u) := ¥(t(u)) = D(u)u/(t(u)). Hence z is
a C'—function defined in (0, 1), satisfying z(0%) = 2(17) = 0 by conditions (7). Moreover, for
every u € (0,1) \ Dy we have

YU o ) p()D(w)
= Tl = egt) = s = ) = egu) - L,
Furthermore, since u'(t(u)) < 0 for every u € (0, 1), we get z(u)D(u) < 0 for every u € (0,1)\ Dy.

Finally, since z(u)/D(u) = «'(t(u)) for every u € (0,1) \ Dy, we have that the function ¢(u) :=
u'(t(u)) is a continuous extension in (0, 1).

Z(u) =

Vice versa, let z € C(0,1) be a solution of () such that the function z/D admits a continuous
extension ¢ defined in (0,1). Then, problem admits at least a solution w, defined in its
maximal existence interval (a,b), with —oo < a < b < +00.
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First of all, notice that u is a decreasing function, since ¢(u) < 0 for every u € (0,1). Moreover,
we have u/(t) < 0 whenever u(t) € Dg. So, if u is constant in some interval [c,d] C (a,b), then
u(t) € Dg for every t € [c,d] and it is immediate to verity that the cut function

_o Ju(t), te(ad]
) = {u(t—c+d), tele,c+b—d)

is again a C'! solution of problem . Since Dy is finite, there exists at the most a finite number

of intervals in which u is constant and so we deduce that problem admits at least a strictly

decreasing solution. Therefore, we can assume, without restriction, that the solution u is strictly

decreasing, so that put Ty := {t : u(t) € Dy}, we have that Tj is finite and (a,b) \ Ty is disjoint
m

union of a finite number of open intervals (bounded or unbounded), say (a,b) \ Tp = U (aj,bj).

j=1
Notice that the function t — D(u(t))u’(t) is C! in each interval (a;,b;), j = 1,--- ,m, with
(D(u(t)v' (1) = (z(u(t)) = 2(u(®)(t) = (f (u(t)) = cg(u(®))u'(t) = p(u(t))
so u satisfies the differential equation in (|10]) in each interval (aj,b;), j =1,--- ,m. On the other

hand, for every tg € Ty we have that there exists the limit

lim (D(u(t)u' (1) = (f(ulto)) — cg(ulto))' (to) — p(u(to))

t—to

and this impplies that the function (D o u)u’ is C! in the whole interval (a, b), where it satisfies
the differential equation of problem .

The boundary conditions z(0") = z(17) = 1 in problem (9) imply the validity of conditions .
Finally, let us prove the validity of boundary confitions (6). Since u is monotone and (a, b) is the
maximal existence interval, there exists u(a®) < 1 and w(b~) > 0. If u(b~) = up € (0,1), then
necessarily b = 4+o00. Moreover, tlgrnoo u'(t) = ulgzlo o(u) = ¢(up), hence, necessarily ¢(ug) = 0.

But
lim (D(u(u))d'(t)) = lim z(u(t)u'(t) = lim 2(u)u'(t(u)) = lim 2(ug)p(ug) = 0

t—4o00 t——+o0 uU—uQ uU—uUQ
and this is in contrast with equation (4]), since p(ug) # 0.
The proof concerning the value u(a™) is analogous.
Summarizing, u satisfies all the requirements of Definition (1| and is a t.w.s. of . O

We conclude this section by discussing the uniqueness of the solutions of problem @D and of the
t.w.s. (up to shifts). To this aim, we need the following preliminary lemma, which is just a
remark concerning a change of variable, whose proof is immediate. We will refer to it several
times later in the paper.

Lemma 6. Let f,g,h be continuous functions defined in a given interval (o, ) C (0,1) and
assume that h(u) < 0 in (a, B) with h(a) = h(B) = 0.
Then, a function z € C(a, B) is a positive solution of the equation

(11) 2(u) = f(u) = cg(u) -
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if and only if the function ((u) := —z(a + S — u) is a negative solution of the equation

where
fu):= fla+B—u), §(u) = gla+ B —wu), h(u):=—h(a+f—u)
with h(u) > 0 in (a, B) (

Proposition 7. For every fized ¢ € R problem @ can admit, at the most, one solution. More-
over, foe every fized ¢ € R equation can admit, at the most, one t.w.s. (up to shifts).

Proof. Assume, by contradition, that for some ¢ € R there exists a pair z1, 29 of different solutions
of problem (9)). Since z1(ug) = 22(uo) for every ug € Dy, there exists an interval (, ) C (0,1),
with a,, 8 € Do U {0,1} such that D does not change sign in («, ) and both the functions 21, 29
are solution of the problem

2 (u) = fu) —eg (u) = =<
z(u) D (u) <0, u € (o, B)
2(a”) =2(") =0
If D(u) > 0 in (o, () this in contradiction with the uniqueness result [7, Proposition 13]. The
proof in the case D(u) < 0 in (a, 8) follows from Lemma [6]

Let us now assume that equation admits two different t.w.s. wu; defined in (ai,b1) and usg
defined in (ag,b2). Let ¢1 : (0,1) — (a1,b1) and 2 : (0,1) — (a2,b2) be the inverse functions of
uy, ug respectively. Since w;(t;(u)) =u, i = 1,2, we get

(12) ui(ti(u) - ti(w) =1, uj(ta(u)) - ta2(u) =1

By Theorem ({5)) the functions 21 (u) := D(u)u)(t1(u)), z2(u) := D(u)ub(ta(u)), are both solutions
of problem (9). So, by the uniqueness just proved, we have z1(u) = z9(u). Hence, for every
u € (0,1) \ Do we have u)(t1(u)) = uh(t2(u)). Therefore, by we deduce t1(u) = ta(u) for
every u € (0,1). Then, since Dy is finite, by the continuity of the inverse functions ¢1,t2 we
infer the exitence of a constant k£ € R such that to(u) = t1(u) + k for every u € (0,1). So,
ug(t) = ui(t — k), that is ug is a shift of u;.

O

4. SOLVABILITY OF THE FIRST ORDER SINGULAR PROBLEM

In view of Theorem [5, we now investigate the solvability of problem @ For the sake of simplicity,
along this section we consider a generic function h € C(]0, 1]), instead of the product p(u)D(u),
such that put

Hy:={ue€[0,1]: h(u) =0}
we have

(13) Hyj is finite and 0,1 € Hy.
9



We study the solvability of the following boundary value problem
h(u
) = Fu) —eg ()~ e (0,1)\ Hy

z(u)’
z (u) h(u) <0, u € (0,1)\ Hy

2(07) = 2(17) = 0.

(14)

The existence and non-existence of solutions of problem has been investigated in [7] in the
case h is a positive function in (0, 1).

The following results summarizes some statements of Theorem 12, 14 and 15 in [7].

Theorem 8. Let f, g, h be continuous functions defined in [, 5] such that h is positive on (a, )
with h(a) = h(B) = 0 and differentiable at o, 3.
Suppose that

g(a) >0 and /ug(s) ds >0 for every u € (a, f].

Then, there exists a value c* such that problem

é(u):f(u)—cg(u)—z—, u € (a, f)
z(u) <0, u € (o, 3)
2(at) = 2(67) = 0

admits solution if and only if ¢ > c*.
Moreover, for every c > c¢* the solution z. is differentiable at o, B, with

(15) o) = {”(C’ @ e 8y (e )

r_(c,a) ifc=c*

where
(16) re(c,u) == % <f —cg(u) £ \/ —cg(u 4h(u)> , u€{a, S}

Finally, put

mg = inf)][ g(s)ds; My := sup ][ f(s)ds My := sup ][
«a ) )

ue(a,B u€(a,B u€(a,f

we have that mg > 0; My, M}, < +o00 and c* satisfies

(17) 2y hle) + 1) o< 2 Myt+ My

~C >
My

Proof. First of all, note that my > 0 and My, M), are finite.
u

Indeed, put G(u) := ][ g(s)ds, we have that G is a positive continuous function in (a, 3] such
«

u

that lim_ G(u) = g(a) > 0. So, mg > 0. Similarly, put F(u) := ][ f(s)ds, we have that F
uU—o
is a continuous function in («, 8] such that lim+ F(u) = f(a). So, (}\4f is finite. Finally, also
uU—o
10



u h .
H(u) := ﬂ ds, is a positive continuous function in («, 8] with lim H(u) = h(«). Hence,
a S— u—at

M, is finite too.
2/ My, + M
S ) s

Mg

Let us fix a positive value ¢ >

u u

inf cg(s) — f(s))ds >c¢ inf ds+ mf ][
it L (egs) = flands = e it [ g(s) ~f(s

=cmg — sup ][ f(s)ds
u€(a,B)

=cmg — My > 2/ M, —2\/ sup f

S —«

Therefore, assumption (26) in |7, Theorem 12| is satisfied and problem (9) admits a solution.
Morever, by [7, Theorem 14] we deduce the existence of a value ¢* such that problem @D admits

a solution if and only if ¢ > ¢*.
2v/ My, + Mf

Mg

Since ¢* is the minimal wave speed, by what we have just proved, necessarily ¢* <

24/ h(a) + f()
g(a)

Finally, the inequality c¢* >

follows from assertion (27) in |7, Theorem 14].

0

By using the change of variable given in Lemma [6] we obtain the following result in the case h is
negative in (o, f3).

Theorem 9. Let f, g, h be continuous functions defined in [c, B] such that h is negative on (a, 3)
with h(a) = h(B) = 0 and differentiable at o, 3.
Suppose that

B
g(B) >0 and / g(s) ds >0 for every u € [, 3).
Then, there exists a value c* such that such that problem
. h(u
) = F(u) — cg (u) —

z(u) >0, u € (a,f)

2(a*) = 2(87) = 0

admits solution if and only if ¢ > c*.

Moreover, for every ¢ > ¢* the solution z. is differentiable at o, 3, with (see (16]))

(18)

o) =ri(c,a 3(8) = r(c,B) ife>c”
(19) (@) = 74(c, ), (8) {r_(c,ﬁ) Foo o

Finally, put
B B B
my = inf )][ g(s)ds; My := sup ][ f(s)ds My = sup f
u ) )

u€(a,B u€(a,p u€(a,B
11

h(s)

s—f

ds




we have that my > 0; M}‘, My < +oo and c* satisfies

2,/ h(B) + (B 2/M; + M

0 N <(>m ©) o AT
g

my

Cc

Proof. The proof follows from Theorem [§] and Lemma [f] Indeed, by Lemma [6] we get that z is a
solution of problem for some c if and only if the function ((u) := —z(a+  —u) is a solution
of the associated problem

Notice that ¢(a) = #(3) and {(8) = (a), so holds.

Moreover, observe that if 7 is a continuous function in («, 8), then put 5(u) := v(a + 5 — u) we

have
B a+B-u
Fawas=f " s

B v
inf ][ ~v(s) ds = inf ][ A(t) dt
u o

ue(a,B) ve(a,B)

and the same argument holds when taking the supremum of the mean value. Finally,

, /ﬂ—ﬁ(a+6—s)ds
sup ][ wds: sup

SO

5s—p

u€(a,B) s — 5 u€(a,B) B —u
a+B—u 7T
/ LIS -
o t—« ][ h(t)
= sup = sup ——dt.
u€(a,f) B—u ve(a,B) Ja t— o
So, estimate is the same as for the problem . O

We now consider problem (|14]) with a changing-sign function h.

Of course, the open set (0,1) \ Hy is union of a finite number of disjont intervals (see (13]))

n

(21) (0,1)\ Ho = |J (o, Br)-

k=1

In what follows it will be convenient to distinguish the indexes k such that h is positive in (a, k)
from those such that h is negative in (ay, B;). Hence, we set

Kt :={ke{l,--- ,n}: h(u) >0in (ax,Br)};

K :={ke{l,---,n}: h(u) <0in (ag, Bk)}.
12
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Finally, let us define the following constants:

U Bk
Gl := inf ][ s)ds, G, :: 1nf ][ s)ds
F u€(ak,Bk) Jay, ats) b € (o, Bk) 9(s)
(23) Fl:= sup f(s)ds, F, = sup ][ f(s
u€(a,Bk) J ag u€(a,Br)
“ h
H,j = sup ][ (s) ds, H_ = sup ][ is)
u€(a,Br) J ag §— Qg u€(ag,Br) Ju s — /Bk

We can now prove the following existence result for the general problem ((14)).

Theorem 10. Let f,g,h be continuous functions defined in [0, 1] such that condition holds
true. Assume that h is differentiable at each point ug € Ho N (0,1). Moreover, suppose that (see

(22))-
(24) g(ag) >0 and / s)ds >0, for every u € (o, Br], whenever k € K,

Br
(25) 9(Bx) > 0 and / g(s)ds >0, for every u € [ag, i), whenever k € K.

u

Then, there exists a value ¢* € R such that problem (14) admits a solution z. if and only if ¢ > c*
and it is not solvable for every ¢ < c*.

Moreover, with the notations given in and , we have

24/ h(aw) + flax) 20/ h(Br) + £(Br)
max { max , max <
kK g(ag) keEK— 9(Br)
(26)
2\/H + F;f 2\/H, + F
< ¢* < max max —————— , Max —————— >,
keK+ Gk keK-

(where the maxima involved in have to be intended as —oo if the set to which they refer is

empty).
Finally, for every ¢ > c¢* the solution z. is differentiable at every point ug € Hy with

1

(27) () = 5 ( F(00) = eatun) + /(o) = colun)? - 4h(u0) ).

Proof. In each interval (ay, B;) we can apply Theorem |8 or Theorem |§| according to the sign of
h. Hence, we can deduce that for every k = 1,--- ,n there exists a value ¢; such that for every
¢ > ¢, there exists a function z . € C Y(ag, Br), satisfying the differential equation of in the
same interval and such that z .(u)h(u) < 0 for every u € (o, Bi), with 2z (o)) = z1..(8;, ) = 0.

Put ¢* := max{c},--- ,c:}. For every ¢ > ¢* let us define z : [0,1] — R by setting
if E=1.---
ZC(U) _ Zk,c(u) Iuec (akhﬁk)) ) ,
0 elsewhere.

13



Of course, z is continuous in [0, 1], continuously differentiable on (0,1) \ Hp, and it satisfies the
differential equation of problem in (0,1)\ Hp. Moreover z.(u)h(u) < 0 for every u € (0,1)\ Hp
and z(07) = z.(17) = 0. So, 2 is a solution of problem (L4).

Instead, if we fix ¢ < ¢*, then ¢ < ¢} for some k € {1,---,n}, hence there is no function
z € CY((ou, Bx)) satisfying the differential equation of (14)), such that z(u)h(u) < 0 in (ag, Bk)
and vanishing at ag, 8. This implies that problem does not admit solutions.

Moreover, since ¢* = ¢, for some k € {1,--- ,n}, estimate (26)) follows from and .
Finally, the validity of for ¢ > ¢* is a consequence of (|15 and .

Remark 11. Taking into account and , when ¢ = ¢* we can not state anything about
the differentiability of the solution z.« at the points of Hy. Indeed, if ¢* = ¢ for some j € K +

with a; € (0,1), and oj = §j—1 with j —1 € K, then by and we obtain

(0] ) = Zjer () = 7-(cf, o)

. _ . T_— c*,a~ ifc*zc.i
Zc*(/Bj—l) = Zj_lvc;(ﬂj—l) — { ( g j) i o1

ri(cj o) if ¢ >y

So, if ¢j > ¢;_; the gluing zc+ is not differentiable at a;. Recalling that the threshold values

c;‘f, c;f_l are unknown in general, it is unknown also the existence of a solution for ¢ = ¢*. Hovewer,

if such a solution z.« exists for ¢ = ¢* then it satisfy (see and (19))

1
2

Zer () =

(#(05) = aten) = Vir(as = erg(a)? - h(a)).

On the other hand, if K+ C {1}, that is if h(u) < 0 for every u € (0,1) or h(u)(u — ug) < 0 for
every u # ug, for some ug € (0, 1), then this situation does not occur and we can state that there
exists a solution also for ¢ = ¢*. We will treat this case in Corollary

5. EXISTENCE OF T.W.S.

In this Section we combine the results of the previous sections in order to derive the existence
and non-existence results for the t.w.s. of equation .

In whats follows we will adopt the same notation introduced in the previous section in ,
and (23), where in this case the function h is replaced by D(u)p(u), so

n

(28) Do =Ho\{0,1} and (0,1)\ Do = | J(ax, ).
k=1

Moreover, we put
Do := {u € (0,1) : D(u) = D(u) = 0}.
Of course, Doy can be empty.

The main result of this section is the following.

14



Theorem 12. Suppose that and are satisfied. Moreover, assume that
(29) g(u) >0 for every wu € Dyy.

Then, there exists a value ¢ such that equation admits t.w.s. for every c > ¢, whereas no t.w.s.
exists for ¢ < é. Finally, put

Ky ={k=2,---,n : k€ K~ and D(ay,) = 0}
and considered the quantities defined in , we have that ¢ satisfies the estimate

24/ hlow) + flow) 24/ h(Bk) + f(Br) flaw)
max { max , max , max
ek + g(a) keK— 9(Br) ek, 9(ou)
(30)
2¢/H + Ff 2¢/H, +F
< ¢ < max { max # , max #, max M
keK+ G, keK— G, ek, 9(ok)

(where the maxima involved in have to be intended as —oo if the set to which they refer is
empty).

The proof of the previous theorem needs some auxiliary results. Indeed, as it is clear by Theorems
(5) and , the existence of t.w.s. depends on the solvability of problem by a solution z
such that the ratio z/D has a continuous extension in (0,1). This is trivial when D(u) # 0 for
every u € Dy, whereas it requires an accurate study when Dgg is nonempty.

Let us first recall the main tool of the upper and lower-solutiuon technique, which is a simple
consequence of Gronwall’s Lemma. Recall that a lower-solution [resp. upper-solution| of equation
is a function ¢ € C'(a, B) such that

Ew) <[2] f(U)—cg(u)—ZEZ; for every u € (a, f).

When the above inequality is strict, then the function ¢ is said to be a strict lower-solution
[upper-solution].

Lemma 13. Let z, { respectively be a solution and an upper-solution of equation m oan
interval I C (o, B) and let ug € I be fized. Then,
o if z(ug) < ((ug), then z(u) < ((u) for every u > ug
o if z(ug) > ((ug), then z(u) > ((u) for every u < uyg.
Instead, if ¢ is a lower-solution, then
if z(uo) > C(ug), then z(u) > ((u) for every u > ug
if z(uo) < C(ug), then z(u) < ((u) for every u < ug.

The next result regards the behaviour of z/D near the points of Dgg. The proof follows arguments
developed in similar contexts in [8, Theorem 2.5] and [3, Lemma 9.1].

Proposition 14. Let all the assumptions of Theorem [10] be satisfied, for h(v) := D(u)p(u). Let
z be a solution of problem for some ¢ > ¢* and let ug € Dyy. Let us denote by z4(ug) and
Z_(up) the right and the left derivative of z at ug.

15



Then, if 24 (ug) = 0 |resp. zZ_(ug) = 0] we necessarily have f(up) — cg(up) < 0 and moreover

0 if f(uo) —cg(uo) =0

hm+ [ hm_] Z((;LL)) = f(u()) —CQ(UO) fo(u )—C (U ) <0

u—ug  u—ug p(UO) 0 gl\uo .
Proof. We limit ourselves to give the proof for the limit as u — uar, since the limit as u — u
can be treated by using the change of variable ((u) := —z(a + 8 — u) considered in Lemma |§|7

D D
for (o, 8) = (0,1). Indeed, in this case the limit lim (w) is replaced by the limit lim (u)’
u—uy 2(1) u—vf C(u)

where vg := 1 —ug, D(u) = —=D(1 — u) and ((u) = —2(1 — u).
Let ug € Dqo be fixed and assume that Z; (ug) = 0. Let (u,), be a decreasing sequence converging

to ug such that Z(u,) — 0.
Notice that by the differential equation in we have

f(u) = cg(u) = 2(u) _ D(u)
(31) o(0) = W <0 forevery u € (0,1)\ Do.
Therefore, since z(uy,) — 0, we deduce that f(ug) — cg(ug) < 0.
Case 1: f(ug) — cg(up) = 0.

Fixed a value € > 0, put

D (u
we (u) := — i )
Since we(up) = 0 and lim f(u) — cg(u) — ) = ep(ug) > 0, for some positive §* = 6*(¢) we
u—mg wﬁ(u)
have ;
We(u) < f(u) —cg(u) — w((uu)) for every u € (ug, up + 0¥)

that is we is a strict lower-solution for equation in .
From (31)) we deduce that D(u,)/z(u,) — 0. Therefore, for every n sufficiently large we have
D(up)/z(un) > —e¢, that is
we ()
z(up)
Then, if D is positive in a right neighborhood of ug, then z is negative in the same neighborhood
and we get z(u) < we(u) for some @ > ug and recalling that w. is a lower-solution we conclude
that z(u) < w(u) for every u € (0,u), that is
D(u)
z(u)
Instead, if D is negative in a right neighborhood of ug, then z is positive in the same neighborhood
and by we get the existence of a natural 7 such that

(32)

<1 for every n large enough.

—e<

<0 for every u € (ug, @).

2(up) > we(uy,) for every n > n.

This implies that for every n > n we have z(u) > w(u) for every u € (upy1,uy). Indeed, if
z(u) < we(u) for some @ € (upt1,un) and n > 7, then there exists a value u* € (uny1,u) such
that z(u*) = w:(u*) and w.(u) > z(u) in a right neighborhood of w*, in contradiction with Lemma

16



Summarizing, whatever it is the sign of D in a right neighborhood of uy we have
D(u) _

woud 2(w)

Case 2: f (ug) — cg (up) <O0.
Taking account of we get
D(uy, —
(un) _, f(uo) — cg(uo)

33 <0 asn— +oo.
& e ol
Fixed a positive ¢ < (cg(up) — f(uo))/p(uo), let us define
p (uo)
u) = — D (u).
) = g o) — (o) — 2 ()
h
Since 7:(ug) = 0 and lim f(u) — cg(u) — () = —ep(up) < 0, we get that n. is a strict
u—ug ne ()

upper-solution for the equation in in (ug,uo + 9) for some § > 0.
On the other hand, from we derive

Belun) | cgluo) — f (wo)

(34) z(up) cg (uo) — f (uo) —ep (uo)

>1 asn— +oo.

Therefore, if D is positive in a right neighborhood of wuy (hence z is negative) we infer that
Ne(@) < z(u) for some @ € (ug,ug + 9) and by applying Lemma [13| we achieve that n.(u) < z(u)
in (up,u), that is

D) _ f(uo) ~ egluo)

z(u) p(uo)
Instead, if D is negative in a right neighborhood of ug (hence z is positive), by we derive
that n-(u,) > z(uy) for every n large enough. So, by a similar argument to that used above, we
get that for every n sufficiently large we have z(u) < n.(u) for every u € (upy1,un). Therefore,
again we derive for some 6>0

D(u) _ J(uy) — cglun)
z(w) = pluo)
Summarizing, whatever it is the sign of D in a right neighborhood of uy we have
(35) lim sup D(u) < f(uo) - cg(uo).
MW S plw)

+¢e  for every u € (up, a).

+¢e for every u € (ug, ug 4 0).

Let us now study the liminf. In order to do this, replace € with —e in the definition of 7., that
is consider now the function

. p (uo) "
e (W) = = o) = (o)  ep () -

By arguing in a similar manner as in the previous case, we can show that n_. (u) is a strict
lower-solution for the equation in (14]) and we have

N—e(tn) _ cg (uo) — f (uo)

z(un)  cg(uo) — f (uo) +ep (uo)
17
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instead of . Following the same reasoning above developed we achieve that

<1 for every u € (up,up + o)

for some ¢ > 0, whatever it is the sign of D in a right neighborhhod of ug. Therefore
D (w) _ f (wo) ~ cg (uo)
ze (u) p (uo)

—¢e  for every u € (ug,up + o).

Thus,
[ (uo) — cg (uo)
p (uo)

lim inf D(u)
u—mg' Z(u)

which jointly with implies that

>

lim P _ [ (u0) — cg (uo)
u%ug Z('LL) p(UO) .

0

Remark 15. Taking account of Proposition [14] and the differential equation of problem , we

have that if z is differentiable at some point up € Dy then there exists the limit li_>m Z(u). So, if
uU—uQ

z is a solution of problem (9) with Z; (u) = z_(u) for every u € Dy, then it is a C' function in
(0,1).

We are now ready to prove Theorem [12}

Proof of Theorem . By virtue of Theorem there exists a value c¢* satisfying such that
problem () admits a solution z if and only if ¢ > ¢*. Recalling that (0,1) \ Do = Uj_; (o, Br),
put

(36) ¢ := max {c*, max f(on) }

rer, 9o
(with é = ¢* if K; =0).
Let us fix ¢ > ¢ and let z. be a solution of problem @ given by Theorem . In force of Theorem
we have to show that the function z./D admits a continuous extension on (0,1), that is there
exists finite the limit ()
. e\
lim
U—r D(Oék)

Let us fix an index k > 2. If D(ay,) # 0, then there exists the limit

for every k=2, ,n.

im ze(u) = Z.C(ak).

u—ay D(u) D(Ozk)
Instead, if D(ay) = 0, we have h(ag) = 0 and then by 29, and we deduce that
f(ax) —cg(ag) < 0. Therefore, from we have Z.(ug) = 0. Then, by applying Proposition

we derive

li Zc(u) _ p(Oék)

im = :
u=ar D(u)  f(ok) — cg(a)
Therefore, for every ¢ > ¢ there exist t.w.s.

18



Let su now take ¢ < ¢. If ¢ < ¢* then the first order singular problem @ has no solution, hence, a
fortiori, no t.w.s. exists by Theorem . Instead, if ¢* < ¢ < ¢, let z. be a solution of problem @D
given by Theorem . By we get f(ay)—cg(oy) > 0 for some k € K;. Then, by Proposition
[14] we infer Z(ay) # 0 and so

ze(u)
D(u)
Then, the function z/D has not a continuous extension in (0, 1) and by virtue of Theorem [5| we
get that no t.w.s. exists.

lim

U—

= +o00.

O

Remark 16. In view of what we observed in Remark [IT], the existence of t.w.s. is not ensured
when ¢ = ¢. Indeed, since z; is always right- and left-differentiable at ug, when D(uo) # 0, the
limit of 25(u)/D(u) as u — ug exists finite if and only if there exists 2s(ug) = Za(ug ).

However, if one allows the equation to admit weak t.w.s. (see [§]), then by similar techniques to
those used in [§] it is possible to show that weak t.w.s. exist also for ¢ = ¢.

Observe now that when K = {1}, that is when D has an unique change of sign, from positive
to negative, we can state the existence of t.w.s. also for ¢ = ¢, as in the following result.

Corollary 17. Put h(u) := D(u)p(u), suppose that h is differentiable at 0,1. Moreover, assume
that for some ug € (0,1) we have D(u)(u — up) < 0 for every u € (0,1) \ {uo}.
Moreover, suppose g(0) >0, g(1) > 0 and

u 1
/ g(s)ds >0, for any 0 < u < ug; / g(s)ds >0, for anyug <u < 1.
0 u

Finally, in the case D(uo) = 0 suppose also that g(ug) > 0 and one of the following assumptions
are satisfied:

f(uo) F(0) f(1)
(37) o)~ max{g()’m}

or

(38) fw)=0 in(0,up) or f(u)=0 in (ug,1).
Then, there exists a value ¢ such that equation admits t.w.s. if and only if ¢ > ¢.

Moreover, we have

N EN O ORI RS (O {wﬁﬂm 2\/F+F—}
g0 T g =0 - ‘

Gt ’ G
where
u 1
GT:= inf ][ s)ds, G~ := inf ][ s)ds
ue(0,u0) Jo g ) u€(uo,1) U g( )
Ft:= sup ][ f(s)ds, F~:= sup ][ f(s)ds
u€(0,up) /0 u€(up,1) ul
“h h
H* := sup 7[ his) ds, H- = sup (5) ds.
u€(0,u0) /0 S u€(ug,1)Ju S 1
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Proof. In view of Theorem we have only to prove that there exists a t.w.s. also for ¢ = ¢,
. o ze(w)
that is the limit lim
u—uUQ (U) .
Observe that by and we have Z:(ugp) = r4(¢,up). So, if D(ug) # 0 we get
lim 2 _ Zw)
u—uQ D(u) D(UO)
Otherwise, if D(ug) = 0 then K # 0 so é = max{c*, f(uo)/g(uo)}. Therefore, since h(ug) = 0,
by (15]) and we have Zx(ug) = 0.
If (37)) is satisfied, then by we have f(ug) — ¢g(ug) < 0, so by applying Proposition |14 we
get

exists finite.

~—
I

- ze(u) p(uo)
39 lim =< = ~
) M2 D) = Flua) — gluo)
Otherwise, if holds, then necessarily ¢ > 0. Indeed, if ¢ =0 and f(u) = 0 in (0, ug) [(uo, 1)],
then by the differential equation in @ we obtain

Ze(u) = _p(w)D(u) >0 for every u € (0,ug) [(uo, 1)]

z(u)
in contradiction with the prescribed sign of z; and the boundary condition 2(0%) = 0 [2(17) = 0].
Therefore, also in this case we have f(ug) — ¢g(ug) = —¢g(up) < 0 and we can apply again
Proposition [14] and achieve (39).

Summarizing, the function z;/D admits a continuous extension in (0,1) and there exists t.w.s.
also for ¢ = ¢.
Finally, as for estimate of ¢, note that if D(uo) # 0, then K; = and becomes the present

estimate. Instead, if D(ug) = 0 and or hold, then again becomes the present one.
O

e R.

6. CLASSIFICATION OF THE T.W.S.

In this Section we provide a classification of the t.w.s. distinguishing between classical t.w.s. and
sharp ones. Recall that the classification can be done considering the maximal existence interval
(a,b): the t.w.s. are classical if a = —o0, b = +00; sharp of type 1 if @ = —o0, b € R, sharp of
type 2 if a € R, b = +00, and finally sharp of type 3 if both a,b € R (see Section . Moreover,
the extrema a,b are finite or infinite according to the values u/(a™) and «/(b™), that is if these
are negative or null. Therefore, in view of Theorem [5, we need to know the behavior of the
function z.(u)/D(u) as u — 0 and u — 1. This is not trivial when D(0) = D(0) = £(0) = 0 or
D(1) = D(1) = #(1) = 0. The following result concerns just this topic.

Proposition 18. Let all the assumptions of Theorem [10] be satisfied, for h(u) := D(u)p(u). Let
z be a solution of problem @ for some ¢ > c*.

Then, if (0) = D(0) = D(0) = 0 we necessarily have f(0) — cg(0) < 0.

Moreover, if f(0) —cg(0) <0 then

wso+ D(u)

Similarly, if 2(1) = D(1) = D(1) = 0 we necessarily have f(1) — cg(1) < 0.
20
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Moreover, if f(1) —cg(1) <0 then
. z(u)
im =
u—1- D(u)

Proof. Let us prove the assertion concerning the limit as v — 0.

Let us first consider the case D(u) > 0 in a right neighborhood 0. Then, necessarily f(0)—cg(0) <
0. Indeed, otherwise, from the differential equation in (9) we would have Z(u) > 0 in (0,4) for
some § > 0, in contradiction with the prescribed negative sign of z in a right neighborhood of 0.
So, assume now f(0) — cg(0) < 0. Let us fix € > 0 and put 9. (u) := —eD(u). Then, we have

Jim (700 = eyt - P ) = £0) - cg0) <0
Moreover, since ¢, (u) = —eD(u) — 0 as u — 0T, there exists a value § = . > 0 such that
(40) Ye(u) > flu) — cg(u) — W whenever 0 < u < §

So, 1. is an upper-solution.
Since 2(0) = 0, we can choose a sequence u,, — 01 such that Z(u,) — 0, so

z(up) _ p(un)
D(“n) f(un) - Cg(un) - Z(Un)
and then for a natural n* sufficiently large we have
2(Up*) > Ve (Uun+).
Therefore, taking into account, we derive z(u) > 1. (u) = —eD(u) for every u € (0, up+] (see
Lemma and then
z(u)

D(u)

—0

—e <

<0 for every u € (0, up+].

that is the assertion.

Assume now D(u) < 0 in a right neighborhood of 0. In this case, by we have (see also ((16]))
2(0) = max{f(0) — cg(0),0}, so being 2(0) = 0, we again infer f(0) — cg(0) < 0.

Moreover, if f(0) — cg(0) < 0, the function . above defined is again a strict upper-solution in
a right neighborhood of 0. So, being z(0) = 1-(0) = 0 we can apply again Lemma [13| to obtain

. 2(u)
z(u) < e(u), that is D)

> —¢ in the same right neighborhood and again we deduce the
assertion.

The proof regarding the limit as v — 1~ can be derived by the change of variable considered in

Lemma [6]
O

We now have all the tools to classify the t.w.s. From now on we will assume there exist, finite or
not, the limits

lim D(u) := D(0"), lim D(u) := D(17).
u—0t u—1-
Moreover, assume there exist finite
D D
(41) lim (u)p(u) — 0y, lim (u)p(u) — 0.
u—0t u u—m1— u—1
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The following result provides a classification for the t.w.s. having speed ¢ > ¢.

Proposition 19. Under the same assumptions of Theorem[IZ let u be a t.w.s. of equation

(D (u( ) (1) + (cg (u(t)) = f(u(®)) u'(t) + p(u(t)) = 0
defined in its mazximal existence interval (a,b), for some ¢ > ¢, where ¢ is the threshold wave

speed given by Theorem [12
Then,
e if D(u) >0 in (0,0) for some 6 > 0, then b = +o0;
e if D(u) < 0 in (0,8) for some § > 0 and the three values f(0) —cg(0), D(0), D(0) do not
vanish simultaneously, then

beR ifand only if D(0)=0, D(0") > —oco and f(0)— cg(0) > 0.

Moreover,
e if D(u) <0 in (1 —0,1) for some 6 >0, then a = —oo;
e if D(u) >0 in (1—24,1) for some § > 0 and the three values f(1) —cg(1), D(1), D(1) do
not vanish simultaneously,

acR ifand only if D(1)=0, D(17) > —co and f(1)—cg(1) > 0.

Proof. First of all, notice that by we have that z is differentiable at 0 and 1 as a consequence
of Theorems |8 and @ Moreover, by for every ¢ > ¢* we have

(42) flag) +2v/h(ar) — cglar) <0 for every k € K+

and

F(Br) + 21/ h(Br) — cg(Br) <0  for every k € K.
Of course, if D(0) # 0 then z(u)/D(u) — 0 as u — 0T and this is true also when D(0) = 0 and

D(O*) = =00, owing to the differentiability of z. So, from now on let us assume D(0) = 0 and
D(0%) is finite (hence D(0") = D(0)). In this case, in we have {y = 0 and from we
deduce

(43) £(0) = max{0, f(0) — cg(0)}.
We now split the proof into two cases.

e (Case 1: D is positive in a right neighborhood of 0.

In this case, by we have

(44) £(0) = ¢g(0) < 0.
Then, by we have 2(0) = 0.

Hence, if D(0) # 0 there exists the limit lim ) _ Z(O) = 0. Instead, if D(0) = 0 then by
(u) _

we can apply Proposition 18| to infer lim 0.
u—0t D(u)
Summarizing, when D is positive in a right neighborhood of 0 and ¢ > ¢ we have lirll)a u'(t) =
t—b—
o 2(u)
1
w0+ D(u)
solution).

= 0 and this means that b = 400 (since (a,b) is the maximal existence interval of the
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e (lase 2: D is negative in a right neighborhood of 0.
First consider the case f(0) —cg(0) > 0. By we have 2(0) = f(0) — cg(0). Then we have

0) —cg(0) .. -
_ 2(u) FO =90 4 pioy £0
hm+ D) = D(0) .
u0 —o0 if D(0) = 0.
. 2(u) , .
Therefore, when f(0) — cg(0) > 0 we have lim —— < 0, implying that b < +oo0.
u—0t D(u)

Instead, if f(0) — cg(0) < 0 then 2(0) = 0 and

uli}]rgl+ ZZ)((Z)) =0 whenever D(0) # 0.
So, we get b= +oo if f(0) — cg(0) < 0 and D(0) # 0.
Finally, let us consider the last case f(0)—cg(0) < 0 and D(0) = 0. By we infer that 2(0) = 0

and by applying Proposition we achieve lim = 0, implying again that b = 4o0.
u—0

z(u
+ D(u)
This concludes the proof of the statement regarding the extremum b.

The proof concerning the extremum a can be derived by means of the change of variable given
by Lemma [6]
O

Remark 20. If equation (4] admits t.w.s. for ¢ = ¢ (see Remarks and Corollary [17)), then
it is possible to classify the t.w.s. also for ¢ = ¢. We avoid to give here a complete classification for
¢ = ¢ since it involves the subdivision into many different cases. However, it is possible to classify
the t.w.s. (according to the specific situation under investigation), reasoning as in Proposition
by applying Proposition when D(0) = D(0) = #(0) = 0, which is the only non-trivial case.

Remark 21. Similarly to what we observed in |7, Remark 4], if ¢ is "predominantly" negative,
we can verify if the opposite function —g satisfies the assumptions of the present results. If it
does, then we can replace ¢ with —c and obtain the existence of a threshold value ¢** such that
the t.w.s. exists for ¢ < ¢** and they do not exist for ¢ > ¢** and deduce all the other results too.

7. EXAMPLES

In this section we present some examples to which our general results can be applied.

Example 1. Consider the equation
(v —u+K)u, = ((3/4—u) Vu—u? ux) +Vu—u?

in which
gu)y:=uv®  —u+K, f(u)=0

D(u) :=3/4—u)Vu—u?, pu):=+vu—u?

where IC > 3/16 is a fixed number. Of course, assumptions , and (5 are satisfied. Moreover,
taking h(u) := D(u)p(u) = u(l — u)(3 — u), it is continuous in [0,1] and differentiable at 0, 1.
Moreover, h(u) is positive if 0 < u < 3/4, negative if 3/4 < u < 1.
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Note that ¢g(0) = ¢g(1) = K > 0 and

v 1
/ g(s)ds = 6u(2u2 —3u+6K) >0 foralluel0,3/4]
0

1
since K > %. Moreover, / g(s)ds > 0 for all u € [3/4,1], since g is positive in this interval.

u
However, when 1% <K< %, g assumes also negative values.

Finally, we observe that Dy and K are empty.

So, by Corollary we can conclude that there exists ¢ such that equation admits t.w.s. if
and only if ¢ > ¢. Furthermore, we have h(O) = %, h(l) = i, and by simple computations one
can verify that

1 u
sup ][ h(s) dg:l, sup ][ h(s)dszi
ue3/a1)Ju $—1 ue(03/9)Jo S 4
inf ][1 (s)ds =K — il inf ][u (s)ds =K — 3
ue(3/4,1) Jy, g N 48" ue(0,3/4) Jo g N 16

So, we achieve the following estimate for ¢:
V3o V3
K K- 1%

Finally, concerning to the classification of the t.w.s. we have that they are classical for every

¢ > ¢ by Proposition [19 and they are classical also for ¢ = ¢ since D(0) = D(1) = 400 (see

Remark .

Example 2. Consider the equation
(v —u+K)ur = ((1/2 = u) (u— )" ug)  + (u—u?)”
where a, 8 >0 with a4+ 8> 1, K > %, in which
gu)=u>—u+K, fu)=0
D(u) == (1/2 —u) (u—u®)*, p(u):= (u—u?)P.
Also in this case one can easily verify that all the assumptions of Corollary [I7] are satisfied, so
there exists a threshold value ¢ such that t.w.s. exist if and only if ¢ > ¢ and they are classical
for every ¢ > ¢.
Instead, regarding the classification of the t.w.s. for ¢ = ¢, note that since K; = 0, by we
have ¢ = max{c}, ¢} where ¢} [resp. ¢} is the threshold value of the admissible wave speeds in
the interval (0, 3) [(5,u)] given by Theorem [Theorem@]. So, if ¢ = ¢} we have 2(0) = —¢g(0) =
—Ké¢ < 0 and consequently the corresponding t.w.s. reaches the equilibrium 0 at a finite time
(t.w.s. sharp of type (1) or type (3)). Similarly, if if ¢ = ¢ we have 2(1) = —¢ég(1) = —Ké < 0
and consequently the corresponding t.w.s. attains the value of the equilibrium 1 at a finite time
(t.w.s. sharp of type (2) or type (3)).
Hence, the t.w.s. for ¢ = ¢ is sharp, but since the values ¢] and ¢ are unknown in general, we
can not determine what kind of sharp t.w.s. it is.

Example 3. Consider the equation
Ur + Uy = ((1/2 —u)? uw) + (u —u?)

in which



D(u):=(1/2—uw)? , pu):= (u—u?).
In this case we have D(u) > 0 for every u € (0,1), but D(3) = 0. So, we have K+ = {1,2},
K~ = (). Then, by Theorem [12| we have that there exists a value ¢ such that the equation adimts

t.w.s. for every ¢ > ¢, and no t.w.s. exists for ¢ < é. Moreover, by Proposition [19 we have that
the t.w.s are classical for every ¢ > ¢.

Furthermore, note that in this case we can obtain a precise value for ¢. Indeed, h(O) = %,
h(%) =0, H = % and Hy = ﬁ. So, by we obtain ¢ = 2.
Finally, no t.w.s. exists for ¢ = ¢, since D(%) = 0 but by we have (37 ) = 1 and z(%+) =-3

So, the function z/D has not a continuous extension in the interval (0.1).
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