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Abstract. In this paper we analyze the wavefront solutions of parabolic partial differ-
ential equations of the type

g(u)uτ + f(u)ux = (D(u)ux)x + ρ(u), u (τ, x) ∈ [0, 1]

where the reaction term ρ 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.
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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(v)vτ + f(v)vx = (D(v)vx)x + ρ(v), v (τ, x) ∈ [0, 1]

where

(2) g, f, ρ,D ∈ C ([0, 1]) , D ∈ C1 (0, 1) ,

(3) ρ(v) > 0, for every v ∈ (0, 1), ρ(0) = ρ(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(τ, x) :=
u(x− cτ), where c is the wave speed. Such functions represent a relevant class of solutions of the
equation (1), 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, 10, 15]).
Notice that a t.w.s. of (1) in an interval (a, b) ⊂ R is a solution of the following second-order
(possibly singular) equation

(4)
(
D (u( t))u′(t)

)′
+ (cg (u(t))− f(u(t)))u′(t) + ρ(u(t)) = 0 for every t ∈ (a, b)

where ′ means that we differentiate with respect t := x− cτ , connecting the zeros of the reaction
term ρ, 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 g is not significant in the model, and the reaction
term is such that ρ(u) > 0, u ∈ (0, 1) (the so-called monostable case), it is well known that there
exists a threshold minimal speed c∗, which can be explicitly estimated, such that if c ≥ c∗, then
the model (1) admits t.w.s., and also the converse implication holds true.
In general, if c > c∗, the t.w.s. are defined and continuously differentiable on the whole real line.
Instead, if c = c∗, 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 c = c∗ 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., [1, 11, 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 (4) under the assumptions (2),
(3) and

(5) D0 := {u ∈ (0, 1) : D (u) = 0} if finite, possibly empty.

Equations as (1) 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 ĉ such that if c > ĉ equation (4) admits t.w.s.,
whereas they do not exist for c < ĉ. Moreover, we also provide an estimate for the value ĉ which
generalizes the known results for equations that are particular cases of (4). Finally, Proposition
19 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 c = ĉ. We
discuss this fact in Remarks 11 and 16. 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 c = ĉ too (see Corollary 17).

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 (1), discussing the existence of t.w.s, the estimate of ĉ and
the classification of the t.w.s.

2. Preliminary results

Troughout the paper, we always assume the validity of conditions (2), (3) and (5).

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 ∈ C1(a, b), with
(a, b) ⊆ R, such that u(t) ∈ [0, 1], D(u(·))u′(·) ∈ C1 (a, b), satisfying equation (4) in (a, b) and
such that

(6) u
(
a+

)
= 1, u

(
b−

)
= 0

(7) lim
t→a+

D (u(t))u′(t) = lim
t→b−

D (u(t))u′(t) = 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 (7) is automatically satified, as the following result states.

Proposition 2. Let u be a solution of (4) for some c ∈ R, satisfying (6). Then, if a = −∞ we
have lim

t→−∞
D (u(t))u′(t) = 0 and if b = +∞ we have lim

t→+∞
D (u(t))u′(t) = 0.

Proof. Let D0 := {u ∈ (0, 1) : D(u) = 0}. If D0 = ∅ then the result has been proved in [7,
Proposition 3]. So, assume now D0 is nonempty, but finite, say D0 = {u1, · · · , un}.
Let us consider the case b = +∞ (the case a = −∞ is analogous).
Assume b = +∞. Put T := inf {ξ : u (s) ≤ u1, ∀s ∈ (ξ,+∞)}, we have T > −∞ and u(T ) = u1,
so D(u(T )) = 0. For any t > T , integrating (4) in [T, t] we obtain

D (u(t))u′(t) =

∫ u(t)

u1

(f(s)− cg(s))ds−
∫ t

T
ρ (u(s)) ds.

3



Since ρ is a positive function, there exists (finite or not) the limit lim
t→+∞

∫ t

T
ρ (u(s)) ds, hence

there exists also the limit

lim
t→+∞

D (u(t))u′(t) =: λ ∈ [−∞,+∞) .

Since D is bounded and has constant sign in [T,+∞), if λ ̸= 0 then there exists (finite or not)
also the limit

lim
t→+∞

u′(t) = lim
t→+∞

D (u(t))u′(t)

D (u(t))
̸= 0,

in contradiction with the boundedness of u. So, we derive that λ = 0. □

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

(8)
∫ 1

0
[cg (s)− f(s)] ds > 0.

Proof. Integrating (4) in (a, b), by (7), we get

0 <

∫ b

a
ρ (u(t)) dt = −

∫ b

a
[cg (u(t))− f (u(t))]u′(t)dt =

∫ 1

0
[cg (s)− f(s)] ds.

□

The following result concerns the monotonicity property of the t.w.s., which is the key tool in
order to reduce (4) to a first order equation.

Proposition 4. If u is a t.w.s. in (a, b). Then, the set

Iu := {t ∈ (a, b) : 0 < u(t) < 1}
is an interval and u′(t) < 0 whenever t ∈ Iu.

Proof. We divide the proof into some steps.

Claim 1: if u(t0) = 0 for some t0 ∈ (a, b), then u(t) = 0 for every t ∈ (t0, b); similarly, if u(t0) = 1
for some t1 ∈ (a, b), then u(t) = 1 for every t ∈ (a, t1).

Indeed, if there exists some t0 ∈ (a, b) such that u (t0) = 0 then u′ (t0) = 0 and so, integrating
(4) in (t0, b) we get∫ b

t0

(
D (u(t))u′(t)

)′
dt+

∫ b

t0

[cg (u(t))− f (u(t))]u′(t)dt+

∫ b

t0

ρ (u(t)) dt = 0.

Due to conditions (6) and (7), the first and the second integral are null. So, since ρ is positive in
(0, 1), we derive u(t) = 0 for every t ∈ (t0, b). The second statement of the claim is analogous.

Claim 2: if 0 < u(t0) < 1, u′(t0) = 0 and D(u(t0)) > 0 [resp. D(u(t0)) < 0], then t0 is a point
of proper local maximum [resp. minimum]. for the function u.

Let t0 be such that 0 < u(t0) < 1, u′(t0) = 0 and D(u(t0)) > 0 (the case D (u (t0)) < 0 is
analogous). From equation (4) we get(

D (u(t))u′(t)
)′∣∣∣

t=t0
= −ρ (u (t0)) < 0
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so the function (D ◦ u)u′ is strictly decreasing in a neighborhood of t0 and it vanishes at t0. From
the sign of D we deduce that t0 is a proper local maximum point for the function u.

Claim 3: if 0 < u(t) < 1 and u′(t) = 0, then D (u (t)) = 0.

Assume, by contradiction, that for some t0 we have 0 < u(t0) < 1, u′(t0) = 0 and D(u(t0)) > 0.
By Claim 2 the function u has a proper maximum at t0, so taking account of the boundary datum
u(a+) = 1, we deduce the existence of a point τ0 < t0 such that u(t) ≥ u(τ0) for every t ≤ t0, with
u(τ0) < u(t0). Again by Claim 2 we infer D(u(τ0)) ≤ 0. Hence, by the continuity of the function
D in [u(τ0), u(t0)], a value u∗ exists in [u(τ0), u(t0)) such that D(u∗) = 0. Moreover, by the
continuity of the function u in [τ0, t0] there exists a point t∗ ∈ [τ0, t0) such that u(t∗) = u∗ < u(t0).
Finally, taking account of the boundary datum u(b−) = 0 we get the existence of a point T ∗ > t0
such that u(T ∗) = u(t∗) = u∗. Therefore, integrating (4) in [t∗, T ∗] we get

0 =

∫ T ∗

t∗
(D (u(t))u′(t))′dt+

∫ T ∗

t∗
[cg (u(t))− f (u(t))]u′(t)dt+

∫ T ∗

t∗
ρ (u(t)) dt

=

∫ T ∗

t∗
ρ (u(t)) dt > 0,

a contradiction.

Claim 4: u′ (t) ≤ 0 for every t ∈ (a, b).

Assume by contradiction that u′ (t0) > 0 for some t0 ∈ (a, b). Let (t1, t2) be the largest interval
containing t0 such that u′ (t) > 0 for every t ∈ (t1, t2). Of course, a < t1 < t2 < b, hence
u′(t1) = u′(t2) = 0. Let us now prove that u(t1) = 0 and u(t2) = 1. Indeed, if u(t1) > 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 τ1 > t1 such that u(τ1) = u(t1). Therefore, integrating equation (4) in [t1, τ1]

we again obtain the contradiction
∫ τ1

t1

ρ(u(t))dt = 0. Then, necessarily u(t1) = 0. Similarly we

can prove that u(t2) = 1.

Finally, integrayting again equation (4) in [t1, t2] we get

0 =

∫ t2

t1

[cg(u(t))− f(u(t))]u′(t)dt+

∫ t2

t1

ρ(u(t))dt =

∫ 1

0
[cg(s)− f(s)]ds+

∫ t2

t1

ρ(u(t))dt,

which is a contradiction by (8), since both the last two integrals are positive. So Claim 4 is
proved and u is a decreasing function.

Claim 5: Iu is an interval and u is strictly decreasing in Iu.

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

t1

ρ(u(t)) dt = 0

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

Claim 6: u′(t) < 0 for every t ∈ Iu.
5



Assume, by contradiction, u′(t0) = 0 for some t ∈ Iu. Hence, by Claim 3, we have D(u(t0)) = 0.
Put ψ(t) := D(u(t))u′(t). By equation (4) we derive ψ′(t0) = ρ(u(t0)) < 0. On the other hand,

ψ(t)− ψ(t0)

t− t0
=

ψ(t)

t− t0
=
D(u(t))−D(u(t0))

u(t)− u(t0)

u(t)− u(t0)

t− t0
u′(t)

so, passing to the limit as t→ t0 we infer ψ′(t0) = 0, a contradiction.
□

In view of Proposition 4, the following cases can occur:

• (a, b) = R; in this case we have a classical solution in C1(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 t0 ∈ R and hence it is constant
in a half-line. The latter case does not occur when the Cauchy problem for equation (4)
with initial conditions u(t0) = u′(t0) = 0 or u(t0) = 1, u′(t0) = 0 has a unique solution.

• (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 C1−continuation.

• (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 C1−continuation.

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− t0) 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)

(9)


·
z (u) = f(u)− cg (u)− ρ(u)D(u)

z (u)
, u ∈ (0, 1) \D0

z (u)D (u) < 0, u ∈ (0, 1) \D0

z(0+) = z(1−) = 0.

For solution of (9) we mean a continuous function z defined in (0, 1), such that z ∈ C1((0, 1)\D0)
and z satisfies the equalities and inequalities given in (9). Of course, any solution z vanishes
exactly at the points of D0.
We now prove the equivalence between the existence of t.w.s. for equation (4) and the existence
of solutions of problem (9).

Theorem 5. If u is a t.w.s. of equation (4), then the function z(u) := D(u)u′(t(u)) is a solution
of problem (9), where u 7→ t(u) denotes the inverse function of u, defined on (0, 1). Moreover,
the function z(u)/D(u) defined in (0, 1) \D0 admits a continuous extension ϕ 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) \D0,
admits a continuous extension ϕ defined in (0, 1), then fixed a value u∗ ̸∈ D0, the Cauchy problem

(10)

{
u′ = ϕ(u)

u(0) = u∗

admits a solution u, such that in its maximal existence interval (a, b) it is a t.w.s. of (4).

Proof. Let u be a t.w.s. to equation (4) in (a, b), and put Iu := {t : 0 < u(t) < 1}. Let u 7→ t(u)
be the inverse function, defined in (0, 1) and taking valued in Iu, whose existence is guaranteed
by Proposition 4. Notice that u 7→ t(u) actually is a C1−function, since u is C1 with u′(t) ̸= 0
for every t ∈ Iu. Put ψ(t) := D(u(t))u′(t), define z(u) := ψ(t(u)) = D(u)u′(t(u)). Hence z is
a C1−function defined in (0, 1), satisfying z(0+) = z(1−) = 0 by conditions (7). Moreover, for
every u ∈ (0, 1) \D0 we have

ż(u) =
ψ′(t(u))

u′(t(u))
= f(u)− cg(u)− ρ(u)

u′(t(u))
= f(u)− cg(u)− ρ(u)D(u)

z(u)
.

Furthermore, since u′(t(u)) < 0 for every u ∈ (0, 1), we get z(u)D(u) < 0 for every u ∈ (0, 1)\D0.
Finally, since z(u)/D(u) = u′(t(u)) for every u ∈ (0, 1) \D0, we have that the function ϕ(u) :=
u′(t(u)) is a continuous extension in (0, 1).

Vice versa, let z ∈ C(0, 1) be a solution of (9) such that the function z/D admits a continuous
extension ϕ defined in (0, 1). Then, problem (10) admits at least a solution u, defined in its
maximal existence interval (a, b), with −∞ ≤ a < b ≤ +∞.
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First of all, notice that u is a decreasing function, since ϕ(u) ≤ 0 for every u ∈ (0, 1). Moreover,
we have u′(t) < 0 whenever u(t) ̸∈ D0. So, if u is constant in some interval [c, d] ⊂ (a, b), then
u(t) ∈ D0 for every t ∈ [c, d] and it is immediate to verity that the cut function

ũ(t) :=

{
u(t), t ∈ (a, c]

u(t− c+ d), t ∈ [c, c+ b− d)

is again a C1 solution of problem (10). Since D0 is finite, there exists at the most a finite number
of intervals in which u is constant and so we deduce that problem (10) admits at least a strictly
decreasing solution. Therefore, we can assume, without restriction, that the solution u is strictly
decreasing, so that put T0 := {t : u(t) ∈ D0}, we have that T0 is finite and (a, b) \ T0 is disjoint

union of a finite number of open intervals (bounded or unbounded), say (a, b) \ T0 =
m⋃
j=1

(aj , bj).

Notice that the function t 7→ D(u(t))u′(t) is C1 in each interval (aj , bj), j = 1, · · · ,m, with(
D(u(t))u′(t)

)′
= (z(u(t)))′ = ż(u(t))u′(t) = (f(u(t))− cg(u(t)))u′(t)− ρ(u(t))

so u satisfies the differential equation in (10) in each interval (aj , bj), j = 1, · · · ,m. On the other
hand, for every t0 ∈ T0 we have that there exists the limit

lim
t→t0

(
D(u(t))u′(t))

)′
= (f(u(t0))− cg(u(t0)))u

′(t0)− ρ(u(t0))

and this impplies that the function (D ◦ u)u′ is C1 in the whole interval (a, b), where it satisfies
the differential equation of problem (10).

The boundary conditions z(0+) = z(1−) = 1 in problem (9) imply the validity of conditions (7).
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 u(b−) ≥ 0. If u(b−) = u0 ∈ (0, 1), then
necessarily b = +∞. Moreover, lim

t→+∞
u′(t) = lim

u→u0

ϕ(u) = ϕ(u0), hence, necessarily ϕ(u0) = 0.

But

lim
t→+∞

(D(u(u))u′(t))′ = lim
t→+∞

ż(u(t))u′(t) = lim
u→u0

ż(u)u′(t(u)) = lim
u→u0

ż(u0)ϕ(u0) = 0

and this is in contrast with equation (4), since ρ(u0) ̸= 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 (4). □

We conclude this section by discussing the uniqueness of the solutions of problem (9) 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 (α, β) ⊂ (0, 1) and
assume that h(u) < 0 in (α, β) with h(α) = h(β) = 0.
Then, a function z ∈ C1(α, β) is a positive solution of the equation

(11) ż(u) = f(u)− cg(u)− h(u)

z(u)
8



if and only if the function ζ(u) := −z(α+ β − u) is a negative solution of the equation

ζ̇(u) = f̃(u)− cg̃(u)− h̃(u)

ζ(u)

where
f̃(u) := f(α+ β − u), g̃(u) := g(α+ β − u), h̃(u) := −h(α+ β − u)

with h̃(u) > 0 in (α, β) and h̃(α) = h̃(β) = 0.

Proposition 7. For every fixed c ∈ R problem (9) can admit, at the most, one solution. More-
over, foe every fixed c ∈ R equation (4) can admit, at the most, one t.w.s. (up to shifts).

Proof. Assume, by contradition, that for some c ∈ R there exists a pair z1, z2 of different solutions
of problem (9). Since z1(u0) = z2(u0) for every u0 ∈ D0, there exists an interval (α, β) ⊂ (0, 1),
with α, β ∈ D0 ∪ {0, 1} such that D does not change sign in (α, β) and both the functions z1, z2
are solution of the problem

·
z (u) = f(u)− cg (u)− ρ(u)D(u)

z (u)
, u ∈ (α, β)

z (u)D (u) < 0, u ∈ (α, β)

z(α−) = z(β+) = 0

If D(u) > 0 in (α, β) this in contradiction with the uniqueness result [7, Proposition 13]. The
proof in the case D(u) < 0 in (α, β) follows from Lemma 6.

Let us now assume that equation (4) admits two different t.w.s. u1 defined in (a1, b1) and u2
defined in (a2, b2). Let t1 : (0, 1) → (a1, b1) and t2 : (0, 1) → (a2, b2) be the inverse functions of
u1, u2 respectively. Since ui(ti(u)) ≡ u, i = 1, 2, we get

(12) u′1(t1(u)) · ṫ1(u) = 1 , u′2(t2(u)) · ṫ2(u) = 1

By Theorem (5) the functions z1(u) := D(u)u′1(t1(u)), z2(u) := D(u)u′2(t2(u)), are both solutions
of problem (9). So, by the uniqueness just proved, we have z1(u) = z2(u). Hence, for every
u ∈ (0, 1) \ D0 we have u′1(t1(u)) = u′2(t2(u)). Therefore, by (12) we deduce ṫ1(u) = ṫ2(u) for
every u ∈ (0, 1). Then, since D0 is finite, by the continuity of the inverse functions t1, t2 we
infer the exitence of a constant k ∈ R such that t2(u) = t1(u) + k for every u ∈ (0, 1). So,
u2(t) = u1(t− k), that is u2 is a shift of u1.

□

4. Solvability of the first order singular problem

In view of Theorem 5, we now investigate the solvability of problem (9). For the sake of simplicity,
along this section we consider a generic function h ∈ C([0, 1]), instead of the product ρ(u)D(u),
such that put

H0 := {u ∈ [0, 1] : h(u) = 0}
we have

(13) H0 is finite and 0, 1 ∈ H0.
9



We study the solvability of the following boundary value problem

(14)


·
z (u) = f(u)− cg (u)− h(u)

z (u)
, u ∈ (0, 1) \H0

z (u)h(u) < 0, u ∈ (0, 1) \H0

z(0+) = z(1−) = 0.

The existence and non-existence of solutions of problem (14) 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 [α, β] such that h is positive on (α, β)
with h(α) = h(β) = 0 and differentiable at α, β.
Suppose that

g(α) > 0 and
∫ u

α
g(s) ds > 0 for every u ∈ (α, β].

Then, there exists a value c∗ such that problem
·
z (u) = f(u)− cg (u)− h(u)

z (u)
, u ∈ (α, β)

z (u) < 0, u ∈ (α, β)

z(α+) = z(β−) = 0

admits solution if and only if c ≥ c∗.
Moreover, for every c ≥ c∗ the solution zc is differentiable at α, β, with

(15) ż(α) =

{
r+(c, α) if c > c∗

r−(c, α) if c = c∗
; ż(β) = r+(c, β)

where

(16) r±(c, u) :=
1

2

(
f(u)− cg(u)±

√
(f(u)− cg(u))2 − 4ḣ(u)

)
, u ∈ {α, β}.

Finally, put

mg := inf
u∈(α,β)

−
∫ u

α
g(s)ds; Mf := sup

u∈(α,β)
−
∫ u

α
f(s)ds Mh := sup

u∈(α,β)
−
∫ u

α

h(s)

s− α
ds

we have that mg > 0; Mf ,Mh < +∞ and c∗ satisfies

(17)
2
√
ḣ(α) + f(α)

g(α)
≤ c∗ ≤

2
√
Mh +Mf

mg
.

Proof. First of all, note that mg > 0 and Mf ,Mh are finite.

Indeed, put G(u) := −
∫ u

α
g(s)ds, we have that G is a positive continuous function in (α, β] such

that lim
u→α+

G(u) = g(α) > 0. So, mg > 0. Similarly, put F (u) := −
∫ u

α
f(s)ds, we have that F

is a continuous function in (α, β] such that lim
u→α+

F (u) = f(α). So, Mf is finite. Finally, also
10



H(u) := −
∫ u

α

h(s)

s− α
ds, is a positive continuous function in (α, β] with lim

u→α+
H(u) = ḣ(α). Hence,

Mh is finite too.

Let us fix a positive value c >
2
√
Mh +Mf

mg
. Then,

inf
u∈(α,β)

−
∫ u

α
(cg(s)− f(s))ds ≥ c inf

u∈(α,β)
−
∫ u

α
g(s)ds+ inf

u∈(α,β)
−
∫ u

α
−f(s)ds

= cmg − sup
u∈(α,β)

−
∫ u

α
f(s)ds

= cmg −Mf > 2
√
Mh = 2

√
sup

u∈(α,β)
−
∫ u

α

h(s)

s− α
ds .

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 c∗ such that problem (9) admits
a solution if and only if c ≥ c∗.

Since c∗ is the minimal wave speed, by what we have just proved, necessarily c∗ ≤
2
√
Mh +Mf

mg
.

Finally, the inequality c∗ ≥
2
√
ḣ(α) + f(α)

g(α)
follows from assertion (27) in [7, Theorem 14].

□

By using the change of variable given in Lemma 6 we obtain the following result in the case h is
negative in (α, β).

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

g(β) > 0 and
∫ β

u
g(s) ds > 0 for every u ∈ [α, β).

Then, there exists a value c∗ such that such that problem

(18)


·
z (u) = f(u)− cg (u)− h(u)

z (u)
, u ∈ (α, β)

z (u) > 0, u ∈ (α, β)

z(α+) = z(β−) = 0

admits solution if and only if c ≥ c∗.
Moreover, for every c ≥ c∗ the solution zc is differentiable at α, β, with (see (16))

(19) ż(α) = r+(c, α), ż(β) =

{
r+(c, β) if c > c∗

r−(c, β) if c = c∗.

Finally, put

m∗
g := inf

u∈(α,β)
−
∫ β

u
g(s)ds; M∗

f := sup
u∈(α,β)

−
∫ β

u
f(s)ds M∗

h := sup
u∈(α,β)

−
∫ β

u

h(s)

s− β
ds

11



we have that m∗
g > 0; M∗

f ,M
∗
h < +∞ and c∗ satisfies

(20)
2
√
ḣ(β) + f(β)

g(β)
≤ c∗ ≤

2
√
M∗

h +M∗
f

m∗
g

.

Proof. The proof follows from Theorem 8 and Lemma 6. Indeed, by Lemma 6 we get that z is a
solution of problem (18) for some c if and only if the function ζ(u) := −z(α+β−u) is a solution
of the associated problem 

·
ζ (u) = f̃(u)− cg̃ (u)− h̃(u)

ζ (u)
, u ∈ (α, β)

ζ (u) < 0, u ∈ (α, β)

ζ(α+) = ζ(β−) = 0.

Notice that ζ̇(α) = ż(β) and ζ̇(β) = ż(α), so (19) holds.
Moreover, observe that if γ is a continuous function in (α, β), then put γ̃(u) := γ(α+ β − u) we
have

−
∫ β

u
γ(s) ds = −

∫ α+β−u

α
γ̃(t) dt

so

inf
u∈(α,β)

−
∫ β

u
γ(s) ds = inf

v∈(α,β)
−
∫ v

α
γ̃(t) dt

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

sup
u∈(α,β)

−
∫ β

u

h(s)

s− β
ds = sup

u∈(α,β)

∫ β

u

−h̃(α+ β − s)

s− β
ds

β − u

= sup
u∈(α,β)

∫ α+β−u

α

h̃(t)

t− α
dt

β − u
= sup

v∈(α,β)
−
∫ v

α

h̃(t)

t− α
dt.

So, estimate (20) is the same as (17) for the problem (18). □

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

Of course, the open set (0, 1) \H0 is union of a finite number of disjont intervals (see (13))

(21) (0, 1) \H0 =
n⋃

k=1

(αk, βk).

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

K+ := {k ∈ {1, · · · , n} : h(u) > 0 in (αk, βk)};
K− := {k ∈ {1, · · · , n} : h(u) < 0 in (αk, βk)}.

(22)

12



Finally, let us define the following constants:

(23)

G+
k := inf

u∈(αk,βk)
−
∫ u

αk

g(s)ds, G−
k := inf

u∈(αk,βk)
−
∫ βk

u
g(s)ds

F+
k := sup

u∈(αk,βk)
−
∫ u

αk

f(s)ds, F−
k := sup

u∈(αk,βk)
−
∫ βk

u
f(s)ds

H+
k := sup

u∈(αk,βk)
−
∫ u

αk

h(s)

s− αk
ds, H−

k := sup
u∈(αk,βk)

−
∫ βk

u

h(s)

s− βk
ds

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 (13) holds
true. Assume that h is differentiable at each point u0 ∈ H0 ∩ (0, 1). Moreover, suppose that (see
(22)):

(24) g(αk) > 0 and
∫ u

αk

g(s)ds > 0, for every u ∈ (αk, βk], whenever k ∈ K+;

(25) g(βk) > 0 and
∫ βk

u
g(s)ds > 0, for every u ∈ [αk, βk), whenever k ∈ K−.

Then, there exists a value c∗ ∈ R such that problem (14) admits a solution zc if and only if c ≥ c∗

and it is not solvable for every c < c∗.

Moreover, with the notations given in (22) and (23), we have

max

max
k∈K+

2
√
ḣ(αk) + f(αk)

g(αk)
, max

k∈K−

2
√
ḣ(βk) + f(βk)

g(βk)

 ≤

≤ c∗ ≤ max

max
k∈K+

2
√
H+

k + F+
k

G+
k

, max
k∈K−

2
√
H−

k + F−
k

G−
k

 ,

(26)

(where the maxima involved in (26) have to be intended as −∞ if the set to which they refer is
empty).
Finally, for every c > c∗ the solution zc is differentiable at every point u0 ∈ H0 with

(27) ż(u0) =
1

2

(
f(u0)− cg(u0) +

√
(f(u0)− cg(u0))2 − 4ḣ(u0)

)
.

Proof. In each interval (αk, βk) we can apply Theorem 8 or Theorem 9 according to the sign of
h. Hence, we can deduce that for every k = 1, · · · , n there exists a value c∗k such that for every
c ≥ c∗k there exists a function zk,c ∈ C1(αk, βk), satisfying the differential equation of (14) in the
same interval and such that zk,c(u)h(u) < 0 for every u ∈ (αk, βk), with zk,c(α+

k ) = zk,c(β
−
k ) = 0.

Put c∗ := max{c∗1, · · · , c∗n}. For every c ≥ c∗ let us define zc : [0, 1] → R by setting

zc(u) =

{
zk,c(u) if u ∈ (αk, βk), k = 1, · · · , n
0 elsewhere.

13



Of course, zc is continuous in [0, 1], continuously differentiable on (0, 1) \H0, and it satisfies the
differential equation of problem (14) in (0, 1)\H0. Moreover zc(u)h(u) < 0 for every u ∈ (0, 1)\H0

and zc(0+) = zc(1
−) = 0. So, zc is a solution of problem (14).

Instead, if we fix c < c∗, then c < c∗k for some k ∈ {1, · · · , n}, hence there is no function
z ∈ C1((αk, βk)) satisfying the differential equation of (14), such that z(u)h(u) < 0 in (αk, βk)
and vanishing at αk, βk. This implies that problem (14) does not admit solutions.
Moreover, since c∗ = c∗k for some k ∈ {1, · · · , n}, estimate (26) follows from (17) and (20).
Finally, the validity of (27) for c > c∗ is a consequence of (15) and (19). □

Remark 11. Taking into account (15) and (19), when c = c∗ we can not state anything about
the differentiability of the solution zc∗ at the points of H0. Indeed, if c∗ = c∗j for some j ∈ K+,
with αj ∈ (0, 1), and αj = βj−1 with j − 1 ∈ K−, then by (15) and (19) we obtain

żc∗(α
+
j ) = żj,c∗j (αj) = r−(c

∗
j , αj)

żc∗(β
−
j−1) = żj−1,c∗j

(βj−1) =

{
r−(c

∗
j , αj) if c∗j = c∗j−1

r+(c
∗
j , αj) if c∗j > c∗j−1.

So, if c∗j > c∗j−1 the gluing zc∗ is not differentiable at αj . Recalling that the threshold values
c∗j , c

∗
j−1 are unknown in general, it is unknown also the existence of a solution for c = c∗. Hovewer,

if such a solution zc∗ exists for c = c∗ then it satisfy (see (15) and (19))

żc∗(αj) =
1

2

(
f(αj)− c∗g(αj)−

√
(f(αj − c∗g(αj))2 − 4ḣ(αj))

)
.

On the other hand, if K+ ⊂ {1}, that is if h(u) < 0 for every u ∈ (0, 1) or h(u)(u− u0) < 0 for
every u ̸= u0, for some u0 ∈ (0, 1), then this situation does not occur and we can state that there
exists a solution also for c = c∗. We will treat this case in Corollary 17.

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 (4).
In whats follows we will adopt the same notation introduced in the previous section in (21), (22)
and (23), where in this case the function h is replaced by D(u)ρ(u), so

(28) D0 = H0 \ {0, 1} and (0, 1) \D0 =

n⋃
k=1

(αk, βk).

Moreover, we put
D00 := {u ∈ (0, 1) : D(u) = Ḋ(u) = 0}.

Of course, D00 can be empty.

The main result of this section is the following.
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Theorem 12. Suppose that (24) and (25) are satisfied. Moreover, assume that

(29) g(u) > 0 for every u ∈ D00.

Then, there exists a value ĉ such that equation (4) admits t.w.s. for every c > ĉ, whereas no t.w.s.
exists for c < ĉ. Finally, put

K−
0 := {k = 2, · · · , n : k ∈ K− and Ḋ(αk) = 0}

and considered the quantities defined in (23), we have that ĉ satisfies the estimate

max

max
k∈K+

2
√
ḣ(αk) + f(αk)

g(αk)
, max

k∈K−

2
√
ḣ(βk) + f(βk)

g(βk)
, max

k∈K−
0

f(αk)

g(αk)

 ≤

≤ ĉ ≤ max

max
k∈K+

2
√
H+

k + F+
k

G+
k

, max
k∈K−

2
√
H−

k + F−
k

G−
k

, max
k∈K−

0

f(αk)

g(αk)

 .

(30)

(where the maxima involved in (30) have to be intended as −∞ 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 (10), the existence of t.w.s. depends on the solvability of problem (14) by a solution z

such that the ratio z/D has a continuous extension in (0, 1). This is trivial when Ḋ(u) ̸= 0 for
every u ∈ D0, whereas it requires an accurate study when D00 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
(11) is a function ξ ∈ C1(α, β) such that

ξ̇(u) ≤ [≥] f(u)− cg(u)− h(u)

ξ(u)
for every u ∈ (α, β).

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

Lemma 13. Let z, ζ respectively be a solution and an upper-solution of equation (11) in an
interval I ⊂ (α, β) and let u0 ∈ I be fixed. Then,

• if z(u0) ≤ ζ(u0), then z(u) ≤ ζ(u) for every u ≥ u0
• if z(u0) ≥ ζ(u0), then z(u) ≥ ζ(u) for every u ≤ u0.

Instead, if ζ is a lower-solution, then
• if z(u0) ≥ ζ(u0), then z(u) ≥ ζ(u) for every u ≥ u0
• if z(u0) ≤ ζ(u0), then z(u) ≤ ζ(u) for every u ≤ u0.

The next result regards the behaviour of z/D near the points of D00. 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(u) := D(u)ρ(u). Let
z be a solution of problem (14) for some c ≥ c∗ and let u0 ∈ D00. Let us denote by ż+(u0) and
ż−(u0) the right and the left derivative of z at u0.
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Then, if ż+(u0) = 0 [resp. ż−(u0) = 0] we necessarily have f(u0)− cg(u0) ≤ 0 and moreover

lim
u→u+

0

[ lim
u→u−

0

]
D(u)

z(u)
=

0 if f(u0)− cg(u0) = 0
f(u0)− cg(u0)

ρ(u0)
if f(u0)− cg(u0) < 0.

Proof. We limit ourselves to give the proof for the limit as u → u+0 , since the limit as u → u−0
can be treated by using the change of variable ζ(u) := −z(α + β − u) considered in Lemma 6,

for (α, β) = (0, 1). Indeed, in this case the limit lim
u→u−

0

D(u)

z(u)
is replaced by the limit lim

u→v+0

D̃(u)

ζ(u)
,

where v0 := 1− u0, D̃(u) = −D(1− u) and ζ(u) = −z(1− u).

Let u0 ∈ D00 be fixed and assume that ż+(u0) = 0. Let (un)n be a decreasing sequence converging
to u0 such that ż(un) → 0.
Notice that by the differential equation in (14) we have

(31)
f(u)− cg(u)− ż(u)

ρ(u)
=
D(u)

z(u)
< 0 for every u ∈ (0, 1) \D0.

Therefore, since ż(un) → 0, we deduce that f(u0)− cg(u0) ≤ 0.

Case 1: f(u0)− cg(u0) = 0.

Fixed a value ϵ > 0, put

ωε (u) := −D (u)

ε
.

Since ω̇ϵ(u0) = 0 and lim
u→u+

0

f(u) − cg(u) − h(u)

ωϵ(u)
= ϵρ(u0) > 0, for some positive δ∗ = δ∗(ε) we

have
ω̇ϵ(u) < f(u)− cg(u)− h(u)

ωϵ(u)
for every u ∈ (u0, u0 + δ∗)

that is ωε is a strict lower-solution for equation in (14).
From (31) we deduce that D(un)/z(un) → 0. Therefore, for every n sufficiently large we have
D(un)/z(un) > −ε, that is

(32)
ωε(un)

z(un)
< 1 for every n large enough.

Then, if D is positive in a right neighborhood of u0, then z is negative in the same neighborhood
and we get z(ū) < ωϵ(ū) for some ū > u0 and recalling that ωε is a lower-solution we conclude
that z(u) < ωε(u) for every u ∈ (0, ū), that is

−ε < D(u)

z(u)
< 0 for every u ∈ (u0, ū).

Instead, if D is negative in a right neighborhood of u0, then z is positive in the same neighborhood
and by (32) we get the existence of a natural n̄ such that

z(un) > ωϵ(un) for every n ≥ n̄.

This implies that for every n ≥ n̄ we have z(u) ≥ ωϵ(u) for every u ∈ (un+1, un). Indeed, if
z(ū) < ωϵ(ū) for some ū ∈ (un+1, un) and n ≥ n̄, then there exists a value u∗ ∈ (un+1, ū) such
that z(u∗) = ωε(u

∗) and ωε(u) > z(u) in a right neighborhood of u∗, in contradiction with Lemma
13.
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Summarizing, whatever it is the sign of D in a right neighborhood of u0 we have

lim
u→u+

0

D(u)

z(u)
= 0.

Case 2: f (u0)− cg (u0) < 0.

Taking account of (31) we get

(33)
D(un)

z(un)
→ f(u0)− cg(u0)

ρ(u0)
< 0 as n→ +∞.

Fixed a positive ε < (cg(u0)− f(u0))/ρ(u0), let us define

ηε (u) := − ρ (u0)

cg (u0)− f (u0)− ερ (u0)
D (u) .

Since η̇ε(u0) = 0 and lim
u→u+

0

f(u) − cg(u) − h(u)

ηε(u)
= −ερ(u0) < 0, we get that ηε is a strict

upper-solution for the equation in (14) in (u0, u0 + δ) for some δ > 0.
On the other hand, from (33) we derive

(34)
ηε(un)

z(un)
→ cg (u0)− f (u0)

cg (u0)− f (u0)− ερ (u0)
> 1 as n→ +∞.

Therefore, if D is positive in a right neighborhood of u0 (hence z is negative) we infer that
ηε(ũ) < z(ũ) for some ũ ∈ (u0, u0 + δ) and by applying Lemma 13 we achieve that ηε(u) < z(u)
in (u0, ũ), that is

D(u)

z(u)
<
f(u0)− cg(u0)

ρ(u0)
+ ε for every u ∈ (u0, ũ).

Instead, if D is negative in a right neighborhood of u0 (hence z is positive), by (34) we derive
that ηε(un) > z(un) 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) ≤ ηϵ(u) for every u ∈ (un+1, un). Therefore,
again we derive for some δ̃ > 0

D(u)

z(u)
≤ f(u0)− cg(u0)

ρ(u0)
+ ε for every u ∈ (u0, u0 + δ̃).

Summarizing, whatever it is the sign of D in a right neighborhood of u0 we have

(35) lim sup
u→u+

0

D(u)

z(u)
≤ f(u0)− cg(u0)

ρ(u0)
.

Let us now study the liminf. In order to do this, replace ε with −ε in the definition of ηε, that
is consider now the function

η−ε (u) = − ρ (u0)

cg (u0)− f (u0) + ερ (u0)
D (u) .

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

η−ε(un)

z(un)
→ cg (u0)− f (u0)

cg (u0)− f (u0) + ερ (u0)
< 1 as n→ +∞.
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instead of (34). Following the same reasoning above developed we achieve that

η−ε(u)

z(u)
< 1 for every u ∈ (u0, u0 + σ)

for some σ > 0, whatever it is the sign of D in a right neighborhhod of u0. Therefore
D (u)

zc (u)
>
f (u0)− cg (u0)

ρ (u0)
− ε for every u ∈ (u0, u0 + σ).

Thus,

lim inf
u→u+

0

D(u)

z(u)
≥ f (u0)− cg (u0)

ρ (u0)

which jointly with (35) implies that

lim
u→u+

0

D(u)

z(u)
=
f (u0)− cg (u0)

ρ (u0)
.

□

Remark 15. Taking account of Proposition 14 and the differential equation of problem (14), we
have that if z is differentiable at some point u0 ∈ D0 then there exists the limit lim

u→u0

ż(u). So, if

z is a solution of problem (9) with ż+(u) = ż−(u) for every u ∈ D0, then it is a C1 function in
(0, 1).

We are now ready to prove Theorem 12.

Proof of Theorem 12. By virtue of Theorem 10, there exists a value c∗ satisfying (26) such that
problem (9) admits a solution zc if and only if c ≥ c∗. Recalling that (0, 1) \D0 =

⋃n
k=1(αk, βk),

put

(36) ĉ := max

{
c∗, max

k∈K−
0

f(αk)

g(αk)

}
(with ĉ = c∗ if K−

0 = ∅).
Let us fix c > ĉ and let zc be a solution of problem (9) given by Theorem 10. In force of Theorem
5 we have to show that the function zc/D admits a continuous extension on (0, 1), that is there
exists finite the limit

lim
u→αk

zc(αk)

D(αk)
for every k = 2, · · · , n.

Let us fix an index k ≥ 2. If Ḋ(αk) ̸= 0, then there exists the limit

lim
u→αk

zc(u)

D(u)
=
żc(αk)

Ḋ(αk)
.

Instead, if Ḋ(αk) = 0, we have ḣ(αk) = 0 and then by (29), (36) and (26) we deduce that
f(αk)− cg(αk) < 0. Therefore, from (27) we have żc(u0) = 0. Then, by applying Proposition 14
we derive

lim
u→αk

zc(u)

D(u)
=

ρ(αk)

f(αk)− cg(αk)
.

Therefore, for every c > ĉ there exist t.w.s.
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Let su now take c < ĉ. If c < c∗ then the first order singular problem (9) has no solution, hence, a
fortiori, no t.w.s. exists by Theorem 5. Instead, if c∗ ≤ c < ĉ, let zc be a solution of problem (9)
given by Theorem 10. By (36) we get f(αk)−cg(αk) > 0 for some k ∈ K−

0 . Then, by Proposition
14 we infer ż(αk) ̸= 0 and so

lim
u→αk

∣∣∣∣zc(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.

□

Remark 16. In view of what we observed in Remark 11, the existence of t.w.s. is not ensured
when c = ĉ. Indeed, since zĉ is always right- and left-differentiable at u0, when Ḋ(u0) ̸= 0, the
limit of zĉ(u)/D(u) as u→ u0 exists finite if and only if there exists żĉ(u+0 ) = żĉ(u

−
0 ).

However, if one allows the equation to admit weak t.w.s. (see [8]), then by similar techniques to
those used in [8] it is possible to show that weak t.w.s. exist also for c = ĉ.

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 c = ĉ, as in the following result.

Corollary 17. Put h(u) := D(u)ρ(u), suppose that h is differentiable at 0,1. Moreover, assume
that for some u0 ∈ (0, 1) we have D(u)(u− u0) < 0 for every u ∈ (0, 1) \ {u0}.
Moreover, suppose g(0) > 0, g(1) > 0 and∫ u

0
g(s)ds > 0, for any 0 < u ≤ u0;

∫ 1

u
g(s)ds > 0, for any u0 ≤ u < 1.

Finally, in the case Ḋ(u0) = 0 suppose also that g(u0) > 0 and one of the following assumptions
are satisfied:

(37)
f(u0)

g(u0)
< max

{
f(0)

g(0)
,
f(1)

g(1)

}
or

(38) f(u) ≡ 0 in (0, u0) or f(u) ≡ 0 in (u0, 1).

Then, there exists a value ĉ such that equation (4) admits t.w.s. if and only if c ≥ ĉ.

Moreover, we have

max

2
√
ḣ(0) + f(0)

g(0)
,
2
√
ḣ(1) + f(1)

g(1)

 ≤ ĉ ≤ max

{
2
√
H+ + F+

G+
,
2
√
H− + F−

G−

}
.

where

G+ := inf
u∈(0,u0)

−
∫ u

0
g(s)ds, G− := inf

u∈(u0,1)
−
∫ 1

u
g(s)ds

F+ := sup
u∈(0,u0)

−
∫ u

0
f(s)ds, F− := sup

u∈(u0,1)
−
∫ 1

u
f(s)ds

H+ := sup
u∈(0,u0)

−
∫ u

0

h(s)

s
ds, H− := sup

u∈(u0,1)
−
∫ 1

u

h(s)

s− 1
ds.
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Proof. In view of Theorem 12, we have only to prove that there exists a t.w.s. also for c = ĉ,

that is the limit lim
u→u0

zĉ(u)

D(u)
exists finite.

Observe that by (15) and (19) we have żĉ(u0) = r+(ĉ, u0). So, if Ḋ(u0) ̸= 0 we get

lim
u→u0

zĉ(u)

D(u)
=
żĉ(u0)

Ḋ(u0)
∈ R.

Otherwise, if Ḋ(u0) = 0 then K−
0 ̸= ∅ so ĉ = max{c∗, f(u0)/g(u0)}. Therefore, since ḣ(u0) = 0,

by (15) and (19) we have żĉ(u0) = 0.
If (37) is satisfied, then by (26) we have f(u0) − ĉg(u0) < 0, so by applying Proposition 14 we
get

(39) lim
u→u0

zĉ(u)

D(u)
=

ρ(u0)

f(u0)− ĉg(u0)
∈ R.

Otherwise, if (38) holds, then necessarily ĉ > 0. Indeed, if ĉ = 0 and f(u) ≡ 0 in (0, u0) [(u0, 1)],
then by the differential equation in (9) we obtain

żĉ(u) = −ρ(u)D(u)

z(u)
> 0 for every u ∈ (0, u0) [(u0, 1)]

in contradiction with the prescribed sign of zĉ and the boundary condition z(0+) = 0 [z(1−) = 0].
Therefore, also in this case we have f(u0) − ĉg(u0) = −ĉg(u0) < 0 and we can apply again
Proposition 14 and achieve (39).

Summarizing, the function zĉ/D admits a continuous extension in (0, 1) and there exists t.w.s.
also for c = ĉ.
Finally, as for estimate of ĉ, note that if Ḋ(u0) ̸= 0, then K−

0 = ∅ and (30) becomes the present
estimate. Instead, if Ḋ(u0) = 0 and (37) or (38) hold, then again (30) becomes the present one.

□

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 = −∞, b = +∞; sharp of type 1 if a = −∞, b ∈ R, sharp of
type 2 if a ∈ R, b = +∞, and finally sharp of type 3 if both a, b ∈ R (see Section 2). Moreover,
the extrema a, b are finite or infinite according to the values u′(a+) and u′(b−), that is if these
are negative or null. Therefore, in view of Theorem 5, we need to know the behavior of the
function zc(u)/D(u) as u → 0 and u → 1. This is not trivial when D(0) = Ḋ(0) = ż(0) = 0 or
D(1) = Ḋ(1) = ż(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)ρ(u). Let
z be a solution of problem (9) for some c ≥ c∗.
Then, if ż(0) = D(0) = Ḋ(0) = 0 we necessarily have f(0)− cg(0) ≤ 0.
Moreover, if f(0)− cg(0) < 0 then

lim
u→0+

z(u)

D(u)
= 0.

Similarly, if ż(1) = D(1) = Ḋ(1) = 0 we necessarily have f(1)− cg(1) ≤ 0.
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Moreover, if f(1)− cg(1) < 0 then

lim
u→1−

z(u)

D(u)
= 0.

Proof. Let us prove the assertion concerning the limit as u→ 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 ż(u) > 0 in (0, δ) for
some δ > 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 ε > 0 and put ψε(u) := −εD(u). Then, we have

lim
u→0+

(
f(u)− cg(u)− D(u)ρ(u)

ψε(u)

)
= f(0)− cg(0) < 0.

Moreover, since ψ̇ε(u) = −εḊ(u) → 0 as u→ 0+, there exists a value δ = δε > 0 such that

(40) ψ̇ε(u) > f(u)− cg(u)− D(u)ρ(u)

ψε(u)
whenever 0 < u < δ

So, ψε is an upper-solution.
Since ż(0) = 0, we can choose a sequence un → 0+ such that ż(un) → 0, so

z(un)

D(un)
=

ρ(un)

f(un)− cg(un)− ż(un)
→ 0

and then for a natural n∗ sufficiently large we have

z(un∗) > ψε(un∗).

Therefore, taking (40) into account, we derive z(u) > ψε(u) = −εD(u) for every u ∈ (0, un∗ ] (see
Lemma 13) and then

−ε < z(u)

D(u)
< 0 for every u ∈ (0, un∗ ].

that is the assertion.

Assume now D(u) < 0 in a right neighborhood of 0. In this case, by (19) we have (see also (16))
ż(0) = max{f(0)− cg(0), 0}, so being ż(0) = 0, we again infer f(0)− cg(0) ≤ 0.
Moreover, if f(0) − cg(0) < 0, the function ψε above defined is again a strict upper-solution in
a right neighborhood of 0. So, being z(0) = ψε(0) = 0 we can apply again Lemma 13 to obtain

z(u) < ψε(u), that is
z(u)

D(u)
> −ε in the same right neighborhood and again we deduce the

assertion.

The proof regarding the limit as u → 1− can be derived by the change of variable considered in
Lemma 6.

□

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
u→0+

Ḋ(u) := Ḋ(0+), lim
u→1−

Ḋ(u) := Ḋ(1−).

Moreover, assume there exist finite

(41) lim
u→0+

D(u)ρ(u)

u
:= ℓ0, lim

u→1−

D(u)ρ(u)

u− 1
:= ℓ1.
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The following result provides a classification for the t.w.s. having speed c > ĉ.

Proposition 19. Under the same assumptions of Theorem 12, let u be a t.w.s. of equation(
D (u( t))u′(t)

)′
+ (cg (u(t))− f(u(t)))u′(t) + ρ(u(t)) = 0

defined in its maximal existence interval (a, b), for some c > ĉ, where ĉ is the threshold wave
speed given by Theorem 12.
Then,

• if D(u) > 0 in (0, δ) for some δ > 0, then b = +∞;
• if D(u) < 0 in (0, δ) for some δ > 0 and the three values f(0)− cg(0), D(0), Ḋ(0) do not

vanish simultaneously, then

b ∈ R if and only if D(0) = 0, Ḋ(0+) > −∞ and f(0)− cg(0) > 0.

Moreover,
• if D(u) < 0 in (1− δ, 1) for some δ > 0, then a = −∞;
• if D(u) > 0 in (1− δ, 1) for some δ > 0 and the three values f(1)− cg(1), D(1), Ḋ(1) do

not vanish simultaneously,

a ∈ R if and only if D(1) = 0, Ḋ(1−) > −∞ and f(1)− cg(1) > 0.

Proof. First of all, notice that by (41) we have that z is differentiable at 0 and 1 as a consequence
of Theorems 8 and 9. Moreover, by (26) for every c > c∗ we have

(42) f(αk) + 2

√
ḣ(αk)− cg(αk) < 0 for every k ∈ K+

and
f(βk) + 2

√
ḣ(βk)− cg(βk) < 0 for every k ∈ K−.

Of course, if D(0) ̸= 0 then z(u)/D(u) → 0 as u → 0+ and this is true also when D(0) = 0 and
Ḋ(0+) = ±∞, owing to the differentiability of z. So, from now on let us assume D(0) = 0 and
Ḋ(0+) is finite (hence Ḋ(0+) = Ḋ(0)). In this case, in (41) we have ℓ0 = 0 and from (27) we
deduce

(43) ż(0) = max{0, f(0)− cg(0)}.

We now split the proof into two cases.

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

In this case, by (42) we have

(44) f(0)− cg(0) < 0.

Then, by (43) we have ż(0) = 0.

Hence, if Ḋ(0) ̸= 0 there exists the limit lim
u→0+

z(u)

D(u)
=

ż(0)

Ḋ(0)
= 0. Instead, if Ḋ(0) = 0 then by

(44) we can apply Proposition 18 to infer lim
u→0+

z(u)

D(u)
= 0.

Summarizing, when D is positive in a right neighborhood of 0 and c > ĉ we have lim
t→b−

u′(t) =

lim
u→0+

z(u)

D(u)
= 0 and this means that b = +∞ (since (a, b) is the maximal existence interval of the

solution).
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• Case 2: D is negative in a right neighborhood of 0.

First consider the case f(0)− cg(0) > 0. By (43) we have ż(0) = f(0)− cg(0). Then we have

lim
u→0+

z(u)

D(u)
=


f(0)− cg(0)

Ḋ(0)
if Ḋ(0) ̸= 0

−∞ if Ḋ(0) = 0.

Therefore, when f(0)− cg(0) > 0 we have lim
u→0+

z(u)

D(u)
< 0, implying that b < +∞.

Instead, if f(0)− cg(0) ≤ 0 then ż(0) = 0 and

lim
u→0+

z(u)

D(u)
= 0 whenever Ḋ(0) ̸= 0.

So, we get b = +∞ if f(0)− cg(0) ≤ 0 and Ḋ(0) ̸= 0.
Finally, let us consider the last case f(0)−cg(0) < 0 and Ḋ(0) = 0. By (43) we infer that ż(0) = 0

and by applying Proposition (18) we achieve lim
u→0+

z(u)

D(u)
= 0, implying again that b = +∞.

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.

□

Remark 20. If equation (4) admits t.w.s. for c = ĉ (see Remarks 11, 16 and Corollary 17), then
it is possible to classify the t.w.s. also for c = ĉ. We avoid to give here a complete classification for
c = ĉ 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 19
by applying Proposition (18) when D(0) = Ḋ(0) = ż(0) = 0, which is the only non-trivial case.

Remark 21. Similarly to what we observed in [7, Remark 4], if g 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 c with −c and obtain the existence of a threshold value c∗∗ such that
the t.w.s. exists for c < c∗∗ and they do not exist for c > c∗∗ 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(
u2 − u+K

)
uτ =

(
(3/4− u)

√
u− u2 ux

)
x
+
√
u− u2

in which
g(u) := u2 − u+K , f (u) ≡ 0

D(u) := (3/4− u)
√
u− u2 , ρ (u) :=

√
u− u2

where K > 3/16 is a fixed number. Of course, assumptions (2), (3) and (5) are satisfied. Moreover,
taking h(u) := D(u)ρ(u) = u(1 − u)(34 − 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∫ u

0
g(s)ds =

1

6
u(2u2 − 3u+ 6K) > 0 for all u ∈ [0, 3/4]

since K > 3
16 . Moreover,

∫ 1

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

However, when 3
16 < K < 1

4 , g assumes also negative values.
Finally, we observe that D00 and K−

0 are empty.
So, by Corollary 17, we can conclude that there exists ĉ such that equation (4) admits t.w.s. if
and only if c ≥ ĉ. Furthermore, we have ḣ(0) = 3

4 , ḣ(1) =
1
4 , and by simple computations one

can verify that

sup
u∈(3/4,1)

−
∫ 1

u

h(s)

s− 1
ds =

1

4
, sup

u∈(0,3/4)
−
∫ u

0

h(s)

s
ds =

3

4
,

inf
u∈(3/4,1)

−
∫ 1

u
g(s)ds = K − 5

48
, inf

u∈(0,3/4)
−
∫ u

0
g(s)ds = K − 3

16
.

So, we achieve the following estimate for ĉ:
√
3

K
≤ ĉ ≤

√
3

K − 3
16

.

Finally, concerning to the classification of the t.w.s. we have that they are classical for every
c > ĉ by Proposition 19 and they are classical also for c = ĉ since Ḋ(0) = Ḋ(1) = +∞ (see
Remark 20).

Example 2. Consider the equation(
u2 − u+K

)
uτ =

(
(1/2− u)

(
u− u2

)α
ux

)
x
+ (u− u2)β

where α, β > 0 with α+ β ≥ 1, K > 1
6 , in which

g(u) := u2 − u+K , f (u) ≡ 0

D(u) := (1/2− u) (u− u2)α , ρ (u) := (u− u2)β.

Also in this case one can easily verify that all the assumptions of Corollary 17 are satisfied, so
there exists a threshold value ĉ such that t.w.s. exist if and only if c ≥ ĉ and they are classical
for every c > ĉ.
Instead, regarding the classification of the t.w.s. for c = ĉ, note that since K−

0 = ∅, by (36) we
have ĉ = max{c∗1, c∗2} where c∗1 [resp. c∗2] is the threshold value of the admissible wave speeds in
the interval (0, 12) [(12 , u)] given by Theorem 8 [Theorem 9]. So, if ĉ = c∗1 we have ż(0) = −ĉg(0) =
−Kĉ < 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 ĉ = c∗2 we have ż(1) = −ĉg(1) = −Kĉ < 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 c = ĉ is sharp, but since the values c∗1 and c∗2 are unknown in general, we
can not determine what kind of sharp t.w.s. it is.

Example 3. Consider the equation

uτ + ux =
(
(1/2− u)2 ux

)
x
+ (u− u2)

in which
g(u) :≡ 1 , f (u) ≡ 1
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D(u) := (1/2− u)2 , ρ (u) := (u− u2).

In this case we have D(u) ≥ 0 for every u ∈ (0, 1), but D(12) = 0. So, we have K+ = {1, 2},
K− = ∅. Then, by Theorem 12 we have that there exists a value ĉ such that the equation adimts
t.w.s. for every c > ĉ, and no t.w.s. exists for c < ĉ. Moreover, by Proposition 19 we have that
the t.w.s are classical for every c > ĉ.
Furthermore, note that in this case we can obtain a precise value for ĉ. Indeed, ḣ(0) = 1

4 ,
ḣ(12) = 0, H+

1 = 1
4 and H+

2 = 1
12

√
6
. So, by (30) we obtain ĉ = 2.

Finally, no t.w.s. exists for c = ĉ, since Ḋ(12) = 0 but by (15) we have ż(12
−
) = 1

2 and ż(12
+
) = −3

2 .
So, the function z/D has not a continuous extension in the interval (0.1).
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