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SINGULAR LIMIT OF THE GENERALIZED BURGERS EQUATION WITH ABSORPTION

KIN MING HUI AND SUNGHOON KIM

ApsTtrACT. We prove the convergence of the solutions u,,, of the equation u; + (1), = —u” in R x(0, ),
u(x,0) = up(x) = 0in IR, as m — oo forany p > 1 and uy € L'(IR) N L*(R) or as p — oo for any m > 1
and 1y € L”(R) . We also show that in general lim lim u,,, # lim limu,, .

p—oom—o0 M— cop— 0o

1. INTRODUCTION

Recently there is a lot of studies on the singular limit of solutions of partial differential equations.
Singular limit of solutions of the porous medium equation,

(1.1)

up =Au™ inR" x (0, 7)
u(x,0) =up >0 inR"

as m — oo is proved by L.A. Caffarelli and A. Friedman in when u satisfies some appropriate
conditions. Later P. Bénilan, L. Boccardo and M. Herrero and P.E. Sacks [9] extended this
result to more general initial value 0 < ug € L'(R"). Singular limits of the solutions of the porous
medium equation with absorption or drift term were proved by K.M. Hui in [H1], [H2] and [H3].
Singular limit as p — oo of the solutions of the one dimensional nonlinear wave equation

Ot — Prx = —IOF P (1.2)

with initial data ¢(x,0) = ¢o(x), P(x,0) = ¢1(x), was proved by T. Tao in [T]. Singular limit of
solutions of the hyperbolic equation

(1.3)

ur+ W), =0 in R x (0, o)
u(x,0) =up >0 inR

as m — oo was proved by X. Xu in [X]. Recently B. Perthame, F. Quiros and J.L. Vazquez [PQV]
proved the singular limit of solutions of the following system of equations, which arises in the
Hele-Shaw models of tumor growth [P], [PTV],

pt +div (pVp) = pD(p,c)
ct —Ac=—-pW¥(p,c)
c(x,t) > cg >0 as|x| = oo,

as m — oo, where p = kp’”‘1 for some constant k > 0 and @, ¥, are smooth functions that satisfy
some structural conditions.
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In this paper we will study the singular limit of solutions u,, , of the generalized Burgers equation
with absorption,

{ut + W)y = —u” in R X (0, o0) 1.4

u(x,0) =up(x) >0 inR

when either m — oo or p — c0. We will prove that under some mild conditions on the initial data
Up, as m — oo or p — oo, the singular limit of solutions of (1.4) exists.

More precisely we will prove the following three results.

Theorem 1.1. Let 0 < ug € L'(R) N L¥(R). Forany p > 1, m > 1, let u,,, be the solution of (L4) in
R % (0, o) given by Lemmal[L4l Then as m — o, uy, , converges in C ([to, T]; L, (R) )for any T >ty >0
to some function Ueop, 0 < oy < 1, which satisfies

ur=—-u’ in D'(R x (0, 0)) (1.5)
with initial value u%,(x), 0 < ud, < 1, that satisfies
ud (x) + ¥r(x) = up(x)  in D'(R) (1.6)
for some function 0 < ¢ € LY(IR) N L™ (R) satisfying
Px)=0 ae xefxelR: ul (x) < 1). (1.7)

Theorem 1.2. Let 0 < ug € L*(R). Foranyp > 1, m > 1, let ump be the solution of (L4) in R X (0, c0)
given by Lemma[L4l Then asp — 0, uy,, converges in C([to, T]; L, (R)) for any T > to > 0 to the solution

’ l
Uy, 00 Of the equation, oc
ut+(um)x:O ii’llRX(O,oo) s
u(x,0) = min(uo(x), 1) inR. (1.8)

Theorem 1.3. Let 0 < ug € LY(IR) N L*®(R). Foranyp >1,m > 1, let Up,p be the solution of (L4) and let
Uoo,p, U, Up,co, e given by Theorem [LTland Theorem [L2respectively. Then the following holds:

(i) asm — oo, Uy, o converges in Llloc(]Rx (0, 00)) to some function vy on R, 0 < vy < 1, which satisfies
01(x) + Y1(x)y = min {up(x), 1} in D' (R) (1.9)
for some function 0 < 1y € LY(R) N L™(R) such that 1(x) = 0 for a.e. x € {x : v1(x) < 1}.
(ii) as p — o0, Ueop converges weakly in L'(R x (0, 00)) to ..
Note that as a consequence of Theorem[1.3]in general we have

Lim lim up, # Im lim ug, .

p—00 m—00 M—00 p—00

The plan of the paper is as follows. We will prove Theorem[.Tland Theorem[L.2]in section two
and section three respectively. In section four we will prove Theorem [I.3]
We start with some definitions. We will use the definition of solution in [K] for (1.4). For any
@ € C1([0, )), we say that a function 0 < u € L*(R X (0, o)) is a solution of
{ut + W)y =@) inRx (0, )

u(x,0) = up(x) 20 inR (1.10)

if it satisfies the following two conditions:
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(i) forany k € Rand 0 <7 € CP(R X (0, )),

T
f f{lu(x, t) = klne + lu(x, £)" — K" |ny + sign (u(x, t) — k)p(u)n} dxdt > 0;
0 JR

(ii) there exists a set & of measure zero on [0, o) such that for any t € [0, 2)\&E the function
u(x, t) is defined almost everywhere in IR and

lim f [u(x, t) — up(x)| dx =0

te[0,00\E JpB
t—0

holds for any ball B, = {x € R: |x]| < r}.
As observed by [K] for any solution u of (I.10), u satisfies

f f untdxdt+f f u"ny dxdt = f f @(u)n dxdt (1.11)

for any 0 < 17 € C’(R x (0, 0)). Note that by the result and the proof of [K] we have the following
two results.

Lemma 1.4. Let m > 1,p > 1and 0 < ug € L®(R). Then there exist unique solutions i, ,, vy, of (L4)
and

U+ Wy, =0 inIR x (0, c0
b (U")x | (0, 00) 1.12)
u(x, 0) =up(x) in R.
respectively which satisfy
0< Um,p SOy < ”uO”L‘X’(]R) in R X (0/ OO) (1'13)
If0 < up € L*(R) N LY(R), then
f Ump(x, t) dx < f Um(x, t)dx = f ug(x) dx vVt > 0. (1.14)
R R R

Lemma 1.5. Let m > 1,p > 1,0 < ug € L*(R), and 1y, be the unique solution of (L.4) in R X (0, c0).
Then for any R > 1and T > ty > O there exists a monotone increasing function wr € C([0, o)), wr(0) =0,

. -1
depending only on R, |[ug|| e, and p ||umfp||i°°(1R><(t0 ) such that

m—1
m ||umfP||L°°(]R><(to,T])
f |t p(x + %0, ) = i p(x, 1)] dx < wr(lxol) — VIxol <1, tg <t <T (1.15)
|x|[<R

and
f |t p(6, 1) = (3, 12)| dx < wR(tL = bal) Vi, by € [to, T]. (1.16)
|x|[<R

By Theorem 1 of [K] and Lemma [L.4we have the following result.

Lemma 1.6. Let m > 1,p > 1, and ug 1, upp € L*(IR) be non-negative functions on R. Suppose uy, uy, are
the solutions of [L4) in R x (0, 00) with initial value ug = g1, uop, respectively. Let

N = max {mlfug 1755y, mltto 2y |-
Then
||M1(', t) — uz(', t)”Ll(BR—Nt) < ||1/l0,1 - uolzllLl(BR) Vo< t< R/N,R > 0,;? > 1. (117)

We will now assume that 0 < up € L*(R) and let u,,, vy, be the solutions of (1.4) and(L.12)
respectively for the rest of the paper. For any xp € Rand R > 0, we let Br(xp) = {x € R : [x—xp| < R}
and BR = BR(O).
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2. SINGULAR LIMIT AS M — 00

In this section we will prove Theorem [I.1Il For fixed p > 1, we will write uy, := Um,p for any
m > 1. We will also assume that 0 < 19 € L*(IR) N L'(R) and let

¢
¢m(x,t)=Lum(x,T)de

in this section. Let {m;};°, € Z* be a sequence such that m; — oo as i — co. By (L.I3) and the result
on P. 64 of [X]],

" o 2lluollpiry
0 <upmx,t)" <oy, )" < ———, a.e. (x,f) € R x (0, ). (2.1)
(m—1)t
Then ) )
2ol \ ™ m (2ol gy ™
m=1 _ (R) _ ( ) _ (R) '
m itm) _m( (m— 1)t m—1 (m ) t

Hence for any ty > 0 there exists a constant M;, > 0 such that
m||”m||L°°(1R><(t0 oy SMy Ymz2.

Thus for any R > 1 and T > fp > 0, we can choose the function wg in Lemma to be inde-
pendent of m > 2. Hence, by (I13), (L.15) and (L.16), the sequence {uy,};-; is equi-continuous
in C ([to, T]; Llloc(]R)) for any T > ty > 0. Thus by 2.I), the Ascoli theorem and a diagonalization
argument the sequence {u,,,};=1 has a subsequence which we may assume without loss of generality
to be the sequence itself that converges in C ([to, T]; Lzloc(lR)) for any T > ty > 0 to some function
Ueop € C ((O, 00); Llloc(]R)), 0 < uUsp <1, asi — oco. When there is no ambiguity we will drop the
subscript p and write e for U p.

Lemma 2.1. u, satisfies (L5).

Proof. By @), ()™ — 0 uniformly on R X [T, o) for any fixed Ty > 0 as m — oo. Putting u = u,,,
@) = —(up)?, m = m;, in (L1I) and letting i — oo, we get

f f UsoMy dxdt = f f (Uoo) 1 dxdt Y0 <n e Cy(R x (0, )).
0 —00

and (@L.5) follows. m|
Lemma 2.2. For any T > 0 the sequence of functions {{,(x, t)}m>p is equi-continuous in C([0, T); Ll(]R)).

Proof. We will use a modification of the technique of [X] to prove the lemma. We first extend
Uy to a function on R? by letting u,,(x,t) = 0 for all + < 0, x € R. Since u,, satisfies (L1I) with
¢(u) = —(uy)?, by (L1I) and an approximation argument,

f f umntdxdt+f f (um)mnxdxdt+f uondxzf f ()P 1 dxdt VOSUECS"(]RZ).

(2.2)
We choose ® € CS"(IRZ), 0 < ® <1, such that f]RfquDdxdy =1 and let [.(x, ) = %@(’L—‘,ﬁ) for any
¢ > 0. Putting n(x, t) = J«(£ —x, T — ) in @.2),

= (A€ = B D)+ € =3 o0 = Gl 23)
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where

Apme(E,T) = f f U (x, )] (& — x, T — t) ddt,

By (&, T) = foo foo ()™ (x, )] (& — x, T — t) dxdt,

Cone(&,7) = f f () (6 D] (& — x, 7 — £) dacl.

Integrating (2.3) first with respect to & over (x,x + h), h > 0, and then with respect to 7 over (g, t),
t>0>0,

t t t x+h
f Bye(x+h,t)dt —f By e(x, T)dT +f f Cme(E, T)dédT
’ X+h ’ o 00 x+h t
= _f (Am,s(éz t) - Am,s(éz 0)) dg + f f f ]5(5 -z, T)Mo(Z) dfdédz.

Similar to the proof on P.63-64 of [X], letting ¢ — 0 in (2.4),

and

(2.4)

t
f [t (x + 1, )" =ty (x, T)"] dt

x+h t ~x+h
= —f (um(&, t) — um(&,0)) d& —f f U (&, 1) dédt a.e. (x,t) € R x (0, 00).

Lettingo — 0,

#w&+h0—¢ﬂxﬂ:i: up(&)dé - j‘ m(&, 1) déE — f [ m(&, T dédt (2.5)

fora.e. (x,t) € Rx (0, 00). By (L14) and @),

fff m(é, déd'cdx<hff m(é, T)dédt
p-1
1 e t
S(M) hf( 1_1fumd£)dT
m—1 0 TPT R

p-1
1 2|luollziwy | ™ _p
sh(l p_l]( BV wolpg 7 Vm>p-1. (26)
-5

m—1
Hence, by (1.14), 2.5) and (2.6),
f]R | + B, t) = P, D) dx

p-1
1 2 [Juol| I
<h|2+ L® ) 15 ol ae t>0, Ym>p—1, h>0.
= L1(R) p

m-—1
m

2.7)
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By (L1® and ),

t+h
fR [, £+ 1) — o, )] e = ft fm i, 7"

m
<

m-—1

fora.et>0,h>0,and any m > p — 1. By (L.13) and 2.1),

1

1 1_l 2_E
(m = 172" ol

=

((t + h)in — tn) (2.8)

t
1 m=1 1
0 < Yulx,t) = f U (x, )" dt < p— 1(m = D (2|luollprwy) ™ lluollL=wyt™ ae. x €R,t>0. (2.9)
0

By @.7), @.8) and (2.9), the lemma follows. m]

By (2.9) and Lemma[2.2]the sequence {¢/,;,}-; has a subsequence which we may assume without

loss of generality to the sequence itself such that ¢, converges in C([0, T]; L!(IR)) to some function
0 <y € C([0,0); LY(R)) N L*®(R X (0, T)) for any T > 0 as i — oo.
By an argument similar to the proof of Theorem 1.2 of [X], the following result holds.

Proposition 2.3. The function v is independent of t.
By Proposition2.3] 0 < ¢ € L}(IR) N L®(RR). We are now ready for the proof of Theorem [T}

Proof of Theorem[1L1l By the previous arguments it remains to prove the uniqueness of u. Let
ne CS"(]RZ). We first claim that

limﬁ L(umi) ’nxdxdtzf]l;gb(x)nx(x,O)dx. (2.10)

i—o0

To prove the claim we choose Ry > 0, Tp > 0, such that supp 1 C [-Ro, Ro] X [-To, To]. Then

j; ) f}R ()™ 1 dxdt = ‘f; K f}R ()" 1y dxdt + fo ' ‘L; ()" (2(x, 1) — 12, 0)) dxelt
+ f 1x(x, 0) ( f 6 Uy, (x, £)™ dt) dx
R 0

=L+DL+13 Y0 <6< Typ. (211)

By @D,
I; >0 asi — oo, (2.12)

By the mean value theorem, for any x € R, t > 0, there exists a constant ¢, € (0, f) such that

nx(xr t) - T]X(x/ 0) = tnxt(xr tx)

) Ro 2llu 00
Sf f ( llesollpr oyl 117t (R))dxdt
0 —Ry mi—l

asi — oo. (2.13)

Then by 2.0)),

0
|12|:| f f (th,)™ 1 (x, ) t dxdt
0 R

- 40Rol[uoll @y 1Mt llLer) .

m; — 1
By Proposition[2.3]

5
f U, (x, )" dt > P(x)  inLY(R) asi— oo. (2.14)
0
Letting i — oo in @I1)), by 2.12), 213) and 2.14), the claim (2.10) follows.
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Since U, satisfies (L3), uco(x, t) is monotone decreasing in t > 0. Hence
1% (%) = 1eo(x, 0) = lirr& Ueo(X, ) exists.
t—
Putting m = m; in (2.2) and letting i — oo,

00 _ 00 . - )
j(; fﬂ;umnt dxdt+jH; up(x)n(x, 0) dx+f}l; P(x)nx(x,0) dx f(; jﬂ;(uoo) ndxdt V0<ne Co(z(]l;;.

We now choose ¢ € C*(R), 0 < ¢ < 1, such that ¢(r) = 0 for all » < =1 and ¢(r) = 1 forall > 0
and let ¢.(r) = ¢(r/¢) for any r € R and ¢ > 0. For any n € C7(R) and o > 0, by replacing n by
Oe(t)Pe(to — Hn(x) in 2.15) and letting ¢ — 0, we have

to
—Lum(x,to)n(x)dx+Luo(x)n(x)dx+Ll{)(x)nx(x)dx:j(; Lu’;ndxdt. (2.16)

Letting ty — 0 in (2.16), by the monotone convergence theorem,

—fugo(x)n(x)dx+fuo(x)n(x)dx+fl{z(x)nx(x)dx:O Vn € CP(R)
R R R

and (L.6) holds. We are now going to prove ([L.7). For any k > 1 let n(x) = ¢(x + k)¢p(k — x). Then
0 < ¢ <1, nk(x) =1 for any |x| < k and n¢(x) = 0 for any |x| > k + 1. By (1.6) there exists a constant

C > 0 such that
'f ul e dx — f Uy dx
R R

Since 1 € LY(RR), letting k — oo in 217),

fugodx:fuodx. (2.18)
R R

We now recall that by the result of [X],

< Cf wdx Vk>1. (2.17)
k<|x|<k+1

¢
Um(x, t) = veo(x) and f O, )" dt — J(x) asm— oo in Llloc(lR X (0, 00))
0
for some functions ve(x), l;bv(x), which satisfy
— i 1 co
0<ve(x) <1, jﬂ;vm dx = fﬁ;uo dx, 0 <¢Y(x) € L'(R) N L*(R), (2.19)
and _
Voo (X) + Px(x) = up(x) in D'(R), (2.20)
with _
Px) =0 ae x€{xeR:0v,(x) <1} (2.21)
Since u,(x, t) < v,(x, t), we have
0<yp<y (2.22)
and
Ueo (X, 1) < Veo(X) = U2 (%) < veo(). (2.23)
By 2.18) and 2.19),
f u% (x)dx = f Voo(X) dx. (2.24)
R R
By 2.23) and (2.24),

Ul (¥) = veo(x) ae. xeRR. (2.25)
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By 2.21), @.22) and (2.25)), we get (]m) By the discussion on P.70 of [X]], u, is uniquely determined
by (L) and (7). Since u satisfies (L5) with initial value u2,, the function u is unique. Since the
sequence {m;}°, is arbitrary, u,, converges to U« in C([to, T]; loc(]R)) forany T > top > 0as m — o
and Theorem [I.T] follows. ]

3. SINGULAR LIMIT AS p—

In this section we will prove Theorem[1.2] We will fix m > 1 and write Wy 1= Uyp for any p > 1.
We will assume that 0 < g € L*(IR) in this section.

Lemma 3.1. wj satisfies

1

(0 = 1)t + lluol )%

wy(x,t) < ae. (x,t) e Rx(0,00) Vp>1. (3.1)

Proof. By direct computation, the function
1

1
(0 = Dt + lluolly e )

h(x,t) =

satisfies
{ Uy + (um)x = EUxy — up ln R X (0, OO)
u(x,0) = ||U0||Lw(]R) . in IR

for any ¢ > 0. Let ufn,p(x, t) be the solution of the problem

(3.2)

ur+ W)y =€ty — P in R X (0, 00)
u(x, 0) =up(x) in R.

By the construction of solution in [K], uj, , converges almost everywhere in R X (0, o) to w, as
¢ — 0*. By the maximum principle for parabolic equation,
Uy p(x, 1) < h(x,t)  V(x,t) € RX (0, 0)
= wy(x,t) < hix, t) a.e. (x,t) e Rx (0, ) ase — 0*

and the lemma follows. O

Let {pi}.>y C RY, p; > 2, Vi,---, be such that p; — o0 as i — co. By (3.])) for any ¢, > 0,

p

p”wp”Lm([to o)) < m VP > 1. (3.3)

By (3.3) for any R > 0, T > ty > 0, we can choose the function wg in Lemma[L.5to be independent
of p > 2. Hence by Lemma[L.5]the sequence {wpf}; is equi-continuous in C([to, T]; ZOC(]R)) for any
T > tp > 0. Hence by ([L.13), the Ascoli theorem and a diagonalization argument the sequence
{w”f}; has a subsequence which we may assume without loss of generality to be the sequence

itself that converges in C([tp, T]; L
C((0, 00); L

; loc (R)) for any T > tp > 0 to some non-negative function w. €
(R)) N L®(R X (0, c0)) as i — 0. Putting p = p; in 3.I) and letting i — oo,

Weo <1 a.e. in R x (0, c0). (3.4)

4 loc



SINGULAR LIMIT OF THE GENERALIZED BURGERS EQUATION WITH ABSORPTION 9

Lemma 3.2. w, satisfies
T
f f (lweo(x, ) — Kirgy + [weo(x, ™ — K" dxdt >0 VkeR, 0<neCORX(0,00).  (3.5)
0o Jr
Proof. Let 0 < 1€ CP(R x (0, 00)). Since wy, is the solution of (L.4),

T
f f{lwp(x, t) = klne + lwp(x, )™ — K™y — sign (wy(x, t) — k)w,(x, tfnhdxdt 20 VkeR. (3.6)
0 JRr

We now choose T > £y > 0 and Ry > 0 such that
suppn C Bg, X (to, T).

By (B.1), .

PN
((p = Dto)r T
Since the right hand side of (3.7) converges to 0 as p — oo, letting p = p; and i — o in 3.6), by
(L.13), B.7) and the Lebesgue Dominated Convergence Theorem, (3.5) follows. |

Lemma 3.3. Let 0 < up € L*(IR) N C(R). Suppose there exists xo € R and 6 > 0 such that

wp(x, ) < a.e. (x,t) € R X [ty, ), ¥p > 1. (3.7)

up(x) <1, Vx € Bos(xp).

Then,

Proof. We divide the proof into two cases.
Case 1. |lugllpery < 1.

t
< f f @)™l + (@, inl] dxdt < Cyt, ¥p>1, n e CP(R)
0 JR

By
[ oo = [ ot e
R R

= 'f]l;woo(x,t)n(x)dx—f}l;uo(x)ﬂ(x)dx
Then

<Gy, V1 € CP(R) asp =p; — oo.

Weo — Ug weakly in L}(RR) as t — 0. (3.9)
Let {t;}°, € R* be such that t; —» 0 as i — co. Then by (3.9), there exists the sequence {t;};°;has a
subsequence which we may assume without loss of generality to be the sequence itself such that

Weo (X, 1) — up(x) ae.xeR asi— oo, (3.10)
By (3.10) and Lebesgue Dominated Convergence Theorem,
lweo (-, ti) — uollprggy — 0 YR >0 asi— oo,

Since the sequence {t;};°, is arbitrary, (3.8) follows.
Case 2. ugp € L*(R).

Let 0 = maXy_y,|<5 4o(x). Then, 6 < 1. We now choose a smooth non-negative function vy on R
such that

0+1
vo(x) = up(x), VYx € Bys(xp) and vp(x) < — Yx € R.
LetN =m IIMOIITQ&R) and v, be the solution of (L4) with initial value vy. By the same argument as

before, the sequence {vp,.}i_l has a subsequence which we may assume without loss of generality
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to be the sequence itself that converges in C ([to, T); Lzloc(lR)) for any T > ty > 0 to some function
Voo € C ((O, 0); L}OC(IR)) N L*(R X (0, 00)) as i — oco. Then, By Lemmal[L.6]

0
[c0p (-, ) = (., t)”Ll(B@(xo)) = [|wp(-,0) = vp(, O)HLl(Bz@(xo)) 0 Vo<t<g p>1
0
= ||w0<,(-, t) - 'Uoo(', t)”Ll(B(j(xO)) =0 YO<t< N asp =p; >
= Weo(X, t) = Voo(X, 1), YO <t< I?] |x — xp| < 0. (3.11)

Therefore, by (3.11) and Case 1,
Iwoo( t) = ol (Byrg)) = 0o £) — tollLrpyay = 0 ast—0
and (8.8) follows. |

Lemma 3.4. Let
w2 (x) = min (up(x), 1) Yx € R.
Then,

hmf |woo(x £) — w? (x) | dx = VR > 0. (3.12)

Proof. We divide the proof into 2 cases.
Case 1. 1y € C(R) N L*(R).

Since {x : up(x) < 1} is open, by the Lindelof theorem [R], {x : up(x) < 1} = U;O:l Bz@]-(x]‘) for some
xj € {x:upx) <1ljand 6; >0,j=1,2,---. By Lemma[B.3 for any j € Z* (3.8) holds for 6 = 6;.

Let ¢ > 0 and ug.(x) = min(up(x),1 — ¢). Forany m > 1, p > 1, let uy,; . be the solutions of
(L4) in R x (0, 00) with initial value up.. By the same argument as before u,,, . satisfies 3.3).
Moreover the sequence {uy,, . } is equi-continuous in C([t, T; lloc(]R)) for any T > tp > 0 and
has a subsequence wh1ch we may assume without loss of generality to be the sequence itself that
converges in C([fo, T]; L, (R)) forany T > tp > 0 to some function we, € C((0,0); L, (R)) asi — oo
which satisfies

4 loc 4 loc

0 < Were(x,t) <1 inIRX[0,00) (3.13)
Since 19, < 1in R, by the proof of Lemma
Weo (X, 1) = Up,e(x) in Llloc(]R) ast— 0. (3.14)

Since ug < up, by the construction of solutions of (L4) in [K],
um,p,g Swp, INRX(0,00) = Wee<Ws INRX(0,00) asp=p;i— oo (3.15)

By 8.4), (3.14) and (3.15),

1> hmsup WeolX, 1) > hmmfwoo(x t) > hrr(} Wooe(x,t)=1-¢ a.e. x € {x:up(x) > 1}
t—0

= lirr(} Weo(x, 1) = 1 = w2, (x) a.e. x € {x:up(x) > 1} ase — 0. (3.16)
Since (8.8) holds for 6 = 0, j € Z*, any sequence {t;};°;, t; — 0 as i — oo, will have a subsequence
which we may assume without loss of generality to be the sequence itself such that

Weo(x, t;) = up(x) a.e. x € {x:up(x) <1}. (3.17)
Hence, by (3.16), (3.17) and the Lebesgue Dominated Convergence Theorem,
lim |[weo(, 1) = (x)| dx =0 VR >0.

1= Jx|<R



SINGULAR LIMIT OF THE GENERALIZED BURGERS EQUATION WITH ABSORPTION 11

Since the sequence {t;};°, is arbitrary, (3.12) follows.
Case 2. up € L*(R).
We choose a sequence of functions {, ]-}]?“’:1 C C*(R) such that
lltto,j — tollpr gy — O asj—oo, YR>0

ug, j(x) — uo(x) ae.x€R asj— o (3.18)

1 .
0, jllLo ) < luollL=@r) + 7 VieZ".
Forany m > 1,p > 1, let u,;, ; be the solutions of (L4) with initial value u ;. By the same argument
as before for any j € Z* the sequence {uy, , ;}>°, has a subsequence which we may assume without

loss of generality to be the sequence itself that converges in C([to, T]; L}OC(IR)) to some function
Weo,j € C((0, 00); Llloc(]R)), 0 < W j <1, forany T >ty > 0 as i — co. Let

wgo’](x) = min (Uolj(x)/ 1) s V] € Z+'
By case 1,

lim f |woo,]-(x, £ -’ ].(x)' dx=0 VR>0,jeZ". (3.19)
— Bx ’

By (8.18) and Lemma [I.6 there exists a constant N > 0 such that
ff; [t p, (2, £) — U p(x, )| dx < fB [uo,j(x) —up(x)ldx Y0 <t<R/N,R>0,j€ Z*,p>1. (3.20)
R-Nt R
Putting p = p; in 3.20) and letting i — oo,
f [Weo, j(x, t) — Woo(x, ) dx < f [uo,j(x) — uo(x)| dx YO<t<R/N,R>0,jeZ". (3.21)
Br-nt Br
By B.21),
[ oot - wtoies
Br-nt
< f |Weo (X, ) — Weo,j(x, )] dx + f (e (2, 1) = 0, (x)|dx + f g, (%) = we, (x)| dx

Br-Nt Br-Nt Br-Nt

< [ o) = noldr 4 [ 0=, @l [ S, ) - w0l
Br Br Br

(3.22)
forany 0 <t < R/N,R > 0and j € Z*. Letting first t — 0 and then j — o in (322), by (3.18) and
@.19), 3.12) follows. m]

We will now complete the proof of Theorem[1.2]

Proof of Theorem By Lemma[3.2land LemmaB.4] w., is the unique solution of (L8). Since the
sequence {p;}:°_ is arbitrary, w, converges to we in C([to, T]; Llloc(]R)) forany T > tp > 0asp — o
and Theorem[L.2] follows. O
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4. INTERCHANGE OF LIMITS
This section will be devoted to proving Theorem [L.3|

Proof of Theorem[L.3] Note that (i) follows directly by Theorem [[.2] and the result of [X]. Hence
we only need to prove (ii). By Theorem [} 1., satisfies with initial value 1Y, that satisfies
(L.6) for some function 0 < 1 € L'(IR) N L®(R) which satisfies (L.Z) and 0 < 1100, < 1 0n R X (0, o).
Let {p;}2, C Z" be such that p; — oo asi — oco. Since 0 < ux ), < 1, the sequence {ux )2, has a
subsequence which we may assume without loss of generality to be the sequence itself such that

Uoo p, converges weakly in L'(IR X (0, o0)) to some function v; as i — 0.
On the other hand since ., satisfies (L.5),

0
Uoop(X, ) = o) —  ae (xv,) ERx(0,00) Vp>1
(( = Dt (=1 + 1)
= v(x,t) = im uep(x, t) = u? (x) a.e. (x,t) e Rx (0, 00)
p—o0
and Theorem [1.3] follows. O
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