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Abstract. It is known that the Cauchy-Dirichlet problem for the superquadratic viscous Hamilton-
Jacobi equation ut − ∆u = |∇u|p, which has important applications in stochastic control theory,
admits a unique, global viscosity solution. Solutions thus exist in the weak sense after the appear-
ance of singularity in finite time, which occurs through gradient blow-up (GBU) on the boundary.
The solutions eventually become classical again for large time, but in-between they may undergo
losses and recoveries of boundary conditions at multiple times (as well as GBU at multiple times).

In this paper we give a complete classification, namely rates and space-time profiles in one
dimensional case when viscosity solutions undergo gradient blow-up (GBU) or recovery of boundary
condition (RBC) at any time when such a phenomenon occurs. These results can be modified in
radial domains in general dimensions. Previously, upper and lower estimates of GBU or RBC
rates were available only in a special case when the basic comparison principle can be used. Even
for type II blow-up in other PDEs, as far as we know, there has been no complete classification
except [50], in which the argument relies on features peculiar to chemotaxis system. Whereas there
are many results on construction of special type II blow-up solutions of PDEs with investigation of
stability/instability of bubble, determination of stability/instability of space-time profile for general
solutions has not been done. In this paper, we determine whether the space-time profile for each
general solution is stable or unstable.

A key in our proofs is to focus on algebraic structure with respect to vanishing intersections
with the singular steady state, as time approaches a GBU or RBC time of a viscosity solution. In
turn, the GBU and RBC rates and profiles, as well as their stabillity/instability, can be completely
characterized by the number of vanishing intersections. We construct special solutions in bounded
and unbounded intervals in both GBU and RBC cases, based on methods from [29], and then we
apply braid group theory to get upper and lower estimates of the rates. After that, we rule out
oscillation of the rates, which leads us to the complete space-time profile. In the process, careful
construction of special solutions with specific behaviors in intermediate and outer regions, which is
far from bubble and the RBC point, plays an essential role. The application of such techniques to
viscosity solutions is completely new.
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2 MIZOGUCHI AND SOUPLET

1. Introduction and background

1.1. The problem. Let p > 2 and consider the viscous Hamilton-Jacobi equation

(1.1)


ut −∆u = |∇u|p x ∈ Ω, t > 0,

u(x, t) = 0, x ∈ ∂Ω, t > 0,

u(x, 0) = u0(x), x ∈ Ω,

where Ω is a smooth proper subdomain of Rn.
Problem (1.1) has a rich background. First of all, let us recall that (1.1) arises in stochastic

control. Namely, denoting by (Ws)s>0 a standard Brownian motion, it is known from [6] that the
(unique global viscosity) solution of (1.1) gives the value function of the optimal control problem
associated with the stochastic differential system dXs = αsds+ dWs, with control αs, distribution
of rewards u0 and cost function |αs|p/(p−1) (see e.g. [5] for more details). As another motivation,
(1.1) corresponds to the so-called deterministic KPZ equation, arising in a well-known model of
surface growth by ballistic deposition (see [32], [34]).

Let

W =
{
u0 ∈W 1,∞(Ω); u0 ≥ 0, u0 = 0 on ∂Ω

}
.

For p > 1 and u0 ∈ W, it is well known that (1.1) admits a unique, maximal classical solution
u ≥ 0 and that u satisfies

(1.2) sup
t∈(0,T ∗)

‖u(·, t)‖∞ ≤ ‖u0‖∞,

by the maximum principle, where T ∗ = T ∗(u0) ∈ (0,∞] denotes its maximal existence time.
Moreover, if p > 2 and the initial data is suitably large, then T ∗ < ∞ and the solution undergoes
gradient blow-up (GBU), i.e.,

lim
t→T−

‖∇u(·, t)‖∞ =∞

(see [1, 2, 61, 31]; on the contrary all solutions are global and classical for p ∈ (1, 2]). However the
solution survives after the blow-up time and can be continued as a generalized viscosity solution.
More precisely, by [7], problem (1.1) admits a unique, global nonnegative solution

u ∈ C1,2(Ω× (0,∞)) ∩ C(Ω× [0,∞))

which solves the PDE in the pointwise sense in Ω×(0,∞) but only satisfies the boundary condition
in the viscosity sense, i.e.,

(1.3) min
(
u, ut −∆u− |∇u|p

)
≤ 0 on ∂Ω× (0,∞),

where, for each (x0, t) ∈ ∂Ω×(0,∞), [ut−∆u−|∇u|p](x0, t) ≤ 0 is understood in the viscosity sense,
i.e., for any smooth function ψ, if ψ touches u from above at (x0, t), then [ψt−∆ψ−|∇ψ|p](x0, t) ≤ 0.
Moreover (see [53, Section 3]), u still satisfies

(1.4) sup
t≥0
‖u(·, t)‖∞ ≤ ‖u0‖∞.

This solution coincides with the (unique) classical solution in (0, T ), so throughout this paper, we
shall also denote it by u, without risk of confusion.

1.2. Known results on GBU behavior. The main issues for the description of the blow-up
behavior as t → T− are the blow-up set, time rates and space-time profiles. The location of the
blowup set has been studied in [20, 35, 62]. As a consequence of interior gradient estimates [62],
it is known that GBU for problem (1.1) can only take place on the boundary. Concerning the
question of the gradient blowup rates as t→ T−, it is known that the lower estimate

(1.5) ‖∇u(·, t)‖∞ ≥ C(T − t)−1/(p−2), 0 < t < T,
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is true for any GBU solution in any dimension (cf. [54] and references therein). This in particular
implies that GBU is always of type II, i.e., it does not follow the natural self-similar scaling of
the equation (which would lead to the smaller exponent 1/2(p − 1) instead of 1/(p − 2)). The
corresponding upper bound for the GBU rate, first conjectured in [14] on the basis of numerical
simulations, is known to hold for certain classes of solutions. See [24], [57], [64], [54] for one
dimensional results (for all p > 2) and the recent paper [5] for the (nonradial) higher dimensional
case, which is understood only for p ∈ (2, 3]. Roughly speaking these results guarantee that the
two-sided estimate

(1.6) C1(T − t)−
1
p−2 ≤ ‖∇u(·, t)‖∞ ≤ C2(T − t)−

1
p−2 , 0 < t < T,

is valid for solutions that are increasing in time in a neighborhood of the boundary (and some of the
results cover variants of the problem involving inhomogeneous terms on the right hand side or in the
boundary condition, which allows the existence of solutions that are time increasing everywhere).
The question whether (1.6) should hold for any GBU solution of (1.1) was answered negatively in
[54]. Namely, it was shown that for n = 1 and Ω = (0, 1), there exists a class of solutions such that

(1.7) lim
t→T−

(T − t)1/(p−2)‖ux(·, t)‖∞ =∞.

For those solutions, the more precise lower bound

(1.8) ‖ux(·, t)‖∞ ≥ C(T − t)−2/(p−2), T/2 < t < T,

was then obtained in [5], but the existence of solutions satisfying the corresponding two-sided bound
has remained as an open question.

1.3. Known results on post GBU behavior. The global viscosity solution u of (1.1), whose
definition was recalled in Section 1.1, may lose the boundary condition in the classical sense. Indeed
such a possibility was first suggested in [7] and confirmed in [53, 56] where it was shown that, for
suitably large initial data, the solution undergoes a loss of boundary conditions (LBC) at some
times t > T ∗(u0), i.e.,1

sup
x∈∂Ω

u(x, t) > 0.

However, some exceptional GBU solutions without LBC were also shown to exist in [53, 54], found
as separatrices between global solutions and GBU solutions with LBC (see also [21]). On the other
hand, it was shown in [55] that any solution becomes classical again for all sufficiently large time,

i.e. there exists T̃ = T̃ (u0) ≥ T ∗ such that

u ∈ C2,1(Ω× (T̃ ,∞)), with u = 0 on ∂Ω× [T̃ ,∞) in the classical sense,

and furthermore u decays exponentially in C1(Ω) as t→∞.
In view of these results, a natural and important question is thus to describe the behavior of

u in the intermediate time range [T ∗, T̃ ]. In this respect, the authors in [51] showed that, in any
space dimension, GBU, LBC and recovery of boundary condition (RBC), and regularization occur

at multiple times in the time interval (T ∗, T̃ ). Moreover, in one dimension and in radial domains in
higher dimensions, they obtained a complete classification at each time. Namely, given a boundary
point, say x = 0, there are only finitely many times t > 0 such that u(0, t) = 0 without u being
C1 up to x = 0. We call such times transition times and denote their set by T . Between any two

1We see that LBC solutions, which are meant to satisfy zero boundary conditions in the generalized viscosity
sense, nevertheless have to continuously take on some positive boundary values. This apparently paradoxical situation
can however be interpreted in a more intuitive way, when one recalls that the global viscosity solution can also be
obtained as the limit of a sequence of global classical solutions of regularized versions of problem (1.1), with truncated
nonlinearity (see e.g. [53]). Since this convergence is monotone increasing but not uniform up to the boundary, LBC
can in this framework be seen as a more familiar boundary layer phenomenon.
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consecutive elements of T , the solution is either classical with u = 0 at x = 0, or remains positive
at x = 0 (LBC). We thus see that a time t ∈ T can be of four types:

• time of GBU with LBC: u(0, s) = 0 for s→ t− and u(0, s) > 0 for s→ t+;

• time of GBU without LBC: u(0, s) = 0 for s→ t±;

• bouncing time (i.e. time of RBC and GBU with LBC): u(0, s) > 0 for s→ t±;

• time of RBC: u(0, s) > 0 for s→ t− and u(0, s) = 0 for s→ t+.

Furthermore for each m ≥ 2 and arbitrarily given combination of GBU types with/without LBC
at m times, we have constructed in [51] a viscosity solution undergoing this exact combination
of GBU. The boundary behavior of a typical solution with GBU and LBC at multiple times is
depicted in Fig. 1.
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Figure 1. A solution with mixed behaviors (2 LBC, 2 GBU without LBC and 1
double bouncing); here T = {t1, . . . , t10}.

In the RBC case, the behavior of u(·, s) > 0 as s→ τ−, where τ is the RBC time, is unknown in
general, except for a special case obtained earlier in [54]. More precisely, in the simplest case, the
RBC rate was stated to be linear, namely u(0, t) ∼ τ − t. It turns out in our theorem below that
RBC rate is not linear in general. It happened that the general RBC rate coincides with the linear
rate in the special case. In addition, the phenomenon of RBC for weak solutions does not seem to
have been found in other PDEs, whereas blow-up has been studied in many papers. As seen in our
theorems below, the behavior of viscosity solutions in the RBC case is quite different from that in
the GBU case.

1.4. Known results on type II blow-up solutions. As a general result, it was proved in [37],
[38], [48] that radial type II blow-up solutions to the semilinear heat equation ut −∆u = |u|p−1u,
the so called Fujita equation, converge to the singular steady state locally uniformly in the spatial
domain except the origin. Unfortunately, this does not give detailed information on bubbling
phenomenon, which is one of the most important features in type II blow-up.

On the other hand, there have been many papers on construction of special type II blow-up
solutions, most of which dealt with radial solutions, with exact behavior of bubble, i.e., exact
blow-up rate and space-time profile near blow-up point, in various partial differential equations. It
was originated by Herrero and Velázquez in [28], [29] for the Fujita equation. Their argument was
based on the linearization around a radial singular steady state and the comparison principle. The
method was applied to the dead-core problem, which is essentially the same as the Fujita equation,
and to the harmonic heat flow, and just formally to the chemotaxis system (see e.g.[30], [8]).

Merle and Raphaël later invented a method of construction of special type II blow-up solutions
based on the linearization around a quasi-stationary state which is the first approximation of the
bubble (the feature of solution in inner region in terms of Herrero-Velázquez). The method has
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been applied to various equations in many papers. Their method is universal in the sense that
it works well for equations of essentially different types, for example Schrödinger equation, heat
equation, harmonic map heat flow, chemotaxis system and Navier-Stokes equations, since they do
not rely on comparison principle. Another advantage of the method of Merle and Raphaël is that
it showed the stability/instability of bubble for their special solutions. We note that no known
results based on the method of Herrero-Velázquez included such information. On the other hand,
it seems that this method needs much tougher and longer computation than that of Herrero and
Velázquez (see e.g. [39], [40], [41], [43], [19], [60], [59], [44], [11], [13], [45]).

Another way of construction was given by del Pino, Musso and Wei. They dealt with so called
critical case in Fujita equation and chemotaxis system (see e.g. [16], [17], [18]).

On the other hand, in [48] (partially), [36], [49], blow-up rate of all type II blow-up solutions
with radial symmetry was determined, that is, for each radial type II blow-up solution u, there
exists C1, C2,m > 0 such that

C1(T ∗ − t)−m ≤ ‖u(·, t)‖∞ ≤ C2(T ∗ − t)−m, t ∈ (0, T ∗),

where T ∗ <∞ is the blowup time of u. We note that the coefficients C1, C2 in the upper and lower
estimates may be different, which prevented them from deriving the space-time profile of bubbling.
There have been no results on complete description of bubbling for all type II blow-up solutions
except [50] as far as we know. Since features peculiar to chemotaxis system were essentially used
in [50] and blow-up rate there was unique, which implies nonexistence of complicated algebraic
structure, the situation is simpler than ours in some sense. Moreover, the stability of bubble was
not treated there.

2. Main results: GBU and RBC rates and space-time profiles

In what follows, we consider (1.1) on a bounded interval or on the half-line, namely,

(2.1)


ut = uxx + |ux|p, x ∈ Ω = (0, R), t > 0,

u = 0, x ∈ ∂Ω, t > 0,

u(x, 0) = u0(x), x ∈ Ω,

where u0 ∈ W and 0 < R ≤ ∞. All the results below turn out to hold true in radial domains in
general dimensional space by easy modification of the arguments.

Let u be the global viscosity solution of (2.1). It is known that ux can become unbounded only
near x = 0, or near x = R if R <∞. For T ∈ (0,∞), we say that u undergoes GBU at (x, t) = (0, T )
if there exists η ∈ (0, T ) such that

(2.2) ux ∈ C([0, R)× [T − η, T )) and lim sup
x→0, t→T−

|ux| =∞.

Note that the first part of (2.2) ensures that u(0, t) = 0 on [T−η, T ] in the classical sense (cf. [7, 54]).
Moreover, we then have (see Proposition 3.1)

(2.3) sup
x∈(0,R/2)

|ux(x, t)| = ux(0, t), for t close enough to T .

For τ ∈ (0,∞), we say that u undergoes RBC at (x, t) = (0, τ) if there exists η ∈ (0, τ) such that,
in the classical sense,

(2.4) u(0, t) > 0 for all t ∈ (τ − η, τ) and u(0, τ) = 0.

When R <∞, the case of GBU or RBC at x = R is similar by setting x′ = R− x.
Our aim is to completely classify the behavior of u, namely, rates and space-time profile as

t → T− and t → τ−. A key in our proof is to focus an algebraic structure of solutions as t → T−
and t → τ− with respect to vanishing intersections with the singular steady state at boundary
point at those times. Since the number of intersections with the singular steady state does not
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change as t → T+ or t → τ+, the behaviors of viscosity solutions in those cases are not subject of
this paper. We need delicate considerations coming from treatment of weak solutions instead of
classical solutions.

2.1. Main theorems. In view of subsequent results, we introduce the scaling parameters

β := 1
p−1 ∈ (0, 1), k := p−2

2(p−1) = 1−β
2 ∈ (0, 1

2)

and the singular and regular steady states of (2.1), respectively given by

(2.5) U(x) := cpx
1−β, x > 0, where cp := (1− β)−1ββ

and

(2.6) Ua(x) := U(a+ x)− U(a), x > 0 (a > 0).

When a viscosity solution u of (2.1) undergoes GBU or RBC at (x, t) = (0, T ) there exist
r ∈ (0, R], t0 < T and an integer m ≥ 1 such that

for all t ∈ (t0, T ), u(·, t)− U has exactly m zeros on (0, r)

and, denoting 0 < x1(t) < · · · < xm(t) the zeros of u(·, t)−U on (0, r), we have lim inft→T− x1(t) = 0
(see Proposition 3.27). We call n ∈ {1, . . . ,m} the number of vanishing intersections between u(·, t)
and U at (x, t) = (0, T ), defined by

(2.7) n = max
{
i ≤ m; lim inf

t→T−
xi(t) = 0

}
.

The following two theorems give the complete classification of bubble including the determination
of its stability/instability in the GBU case.

Theorem 2.1. Let p > 2, 0 < R ≤ ∞ and T ∈ (0,∞).

(i) Suppose that a viscosity solution u of (2.1) with u0 ∈ W undergoes GBU at (x, t) = (0, T ).
Let n be the number of vanishing intersections between u(·, t) and U at (x, t) = (0, T ). Then there
exists a constant L > 0 such that

(2.8) lim
t→T−

(T − t)
n
p−2ux(0, t) = L

and

(2.9) u(x, t) = Ua(t)(x) +O(x2) and ux(x, t) = U ′a(t)(x) +O(x),

with a(t) := βu1−p
x (0, t) ∼ βL1−p(T − t)

p−1
p−2

n
as t→ T−.

(ii) For each integer n ≥ 1, there exists u0 ∈ W such that the solution of (2.1) satisfies (2.8)
and (2.9) with T = T ∗(u0) <∞ and some L > 0.

Remark 2.1. The constant L in (2.8) is not universal. In fact, it can take any positive value
as follows: if u is a solution of (2.1) with R = ∞ which satisfies (2.8), then for any α > 0,
uα(x, t) = α−ku(

√
αx, T + α(t − T )) solves the same equation and satisfies (2.8) with L replaced

by αqL where q = 1
2(p−1) −

`
p−2 < 0.

In view of the next statement, we define the stability of the space-time profiles with the continuity
of GBU times.

Definition 2.1. Let u0 ∈ W, n ≥ 1 be an integer and assume that the solution u = u(·, ·;u0) of
(2.1) undergoes GBU at (x, T ) = (0, T ) and satisfies (2.8)-(2.9).

(i) We say that the GBU time is continuous at u0 if for each ε > 0 there exists δ > 0 such that

‖ũ0 − u0‖W 1,∞ < δ =⇒ ũ(·, ·; ũ0) undergoes GBU at (x, t) = (0, T̃ ) for some T̃ ∈ (T − ε, T + ε).

Otherwise, the GBU time T is said to be discontinuous.
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(ii) We say that the GBU space-time profile of u is stable if the GBU time T is continuous

at u0 and if, moreover, ũ, T̃ in part (i) satisfy (2.8)-(2.9) for some L̃ > 0. Otherwise, the GBU
space-time profile is said to be unstable.

Theorem 2.2. Let u0, u, T, n be as in Theorem 2.1. Then:

(i) The GBU time T is continuous at u0 if and only if n is odd.

(ii) The GBU space-time profile of u is stable if and only if n = 1.

We next give a complete classification in the case of RBC, which implies that the bubbles do not
appear, unlike in GBU case. Our classification result actually applies to solutions of the following
more general RBC problem:

(2.10)


ut = uxx + |ux|p, in Ω = (0, R)× (0, τ),

u = 0, on ∂Ω× (0, τ) in the viscosity sense,

u > 0, on {0} × (0, τ) in the classical sense,

u(0, τ) = 0, in the classical sense

(cf. (1.3) for the definition of the boundary conditions in the viscosity sense).

Theorem 2.3. Let p > 2, 0 < R ≤ ∞, τ ∈ (0,∞), and set Q = (0, R)× (0, τ).

(i) Let u ∈ C2,1(Q) ∩ Cb(Q) be a solution of problem (2.10). Let n be the number of vanishing
intersections between u(·, t) and U at (x, t) = (0, τ). Then there exists a constant L > 0 such that

(2.11) lim
t→τ−

(τ − t)−nu(0, t) = L

and

(2.12) u(x, t) = L(τ − t)nφn
(
(τ − t)−1/2x

)
+ o((τ − t)n) as t→ τ−,

uniformly for (τ − t)−1/2x ≥ 0 bounded, where φn is the eigenfunction of

φyy +
( p

p− 1

1

y
− y

2

)
φy + kφ = −λφ

with φn(0) = 1 corresponding to the nth eigenvalue λn := n− k (see subsection 3.3).

(ii) For each integer n ≥ 1, there exists a solution of (2.10) which satisfies (2.11) and (2.12) for
some τ ∈ (0,∞) and L > 0.

We see that Theorem 2.3(i) applies to viscosity solutions of (2.1) with u0 ∈ W as a special case.

Remark 2.2. The analogue of Remark 2.1 remains true for Theorem 2.3.

Next going back to problem (2.1) with u0 ∈ W, the stability of space-time profiles with the
continuity of RBC times is defined in the same way as in Definition 2.1, replacing GBU with
RBC and (2.8)-(2.9) with (2.11)-(2.12). The following result gives the complete classification of
stability/instability in the RBC case.

Theorem 2.4. Suppose that a viscosity solution u of (2.1) with u0 ∈ W undergoes RBC at (x, t) =
(0, τ) and satisfies (2.11)-(2.12) for some n ≥ 1. Then:

(i) The RBC time τ is continuous at u0 if and only if n is odd.

(ii) The RBC space-time profile of u is stable if and only if n = 1.

Remark 2.3. (i) In Theorem 2.1, if n is odd (resp., even), then u undergoes immediate LBC (resp.,
regularization) after GBU at t = T . In Theorem 2.3, if n is even (resp., odd), then u undergoes
immediate LBC (resp., regularization) after RBC at t = τ ; in the case n even, τ is thus a bouncing
time. This follows from the proof of Theorems 2.2 and 2.4.
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(ii) Some restricted stability such as finite codimensional stability has been observed in blow-up
phenomena of other equations (see, e.g., [12, 33, 46, 11]). In these works, codimensional stability
is established by using spectral properties of a linearized operator in a suitable weighted space.
However, they deal only with some special (type I or type II) blowup solutions. Our method to
prove stabillity/instability is completely different, based on the study of the vanishing intersections
with the singular steady state, and it covers general solutions of (2.1) in GBU case (which is always
of type II) and RBC case which is quite different from known studies on blowup.

2.2. Ideas of proofs of the main theorems. Theorems 2.1(ii), 2.3(ii) immediately follow from
the corresponding theorems on construction of special solutions (Theorems 4.1 and 5.1). Although
the method of Merle, Raphaël et al. works in various equations as mentioned in subsection 1.4, we
adopt the method of Herrero and Velázquez with modifications to adapt to the viscous Hamilton-
Jacobi equation for the following reasons:

• When comparison principle, which is a very strong tool in parabolic equations, is applicable,
the method of Herrero and Velázquez seems to be simpler than that of Merle, Raphaël et al.
owing to this tool.

• We deal with the RBC case as well. In this case, the dynamics of special solutions is
determined only by the linearization around the singular steady state U instead of the
quasi-stationary state (called a bubble in Merle, Raphaël et al.).

• We do not deal with the stability/instability of the special solutions since we make use of
the method of Herrero and Velázquez. However, making use of intersection argument, we
determine the stability/instability of all solutions and not only special solutions.

We will give heuristic arguments on the construction of special solutions in Sections 4, 5.
The proofs of our classification results Theorems 2.1(i) and 2.3(i) rely on a sophisticated par-

abolic comparison method based on braid group theory. The method originated at [36] and [49]
applying the notion of parabolic reduction defined by Matano to the three solutions introduced in
[48] to investigate type II blow-up rate of Fujita equation. In this paper, we deal with viscosity so-
lutions, whose difference from classical solutions essentially appears in the RBC case. Constructing
special solutions with specific behavior in outer region, which is far from bubble and RBC point,
corresponding to our purpose in various situations, we make use of the special solutions to apply
braid group theory and to rule out oscillation of the rates. Therefore the delicate construction of
special solutions is one of essential ingredients also in the complete classification. Whereas bubble
is a phenomenon of special GBU solutions in inner region, the behavior of the special solutions in
outer region also plays an important role to describe the space-time profile of bubble of general
solutions in our method. We have the same matter in the RBC case.

We first consider the GBU case. Let u be a viscosity solution of (2.1) which undergoes GBU
with n (≥ 1) vanishing intersections 0 < x1(t) < x2(t) < · · · < xn(t) with U at (x, t) = (0, T ). For

any 0 < D � 1, there exist δ0 ∈ (0,MDp/(p−1)/2], t0 < T such that

(2.13) xn < D and |u(D, t)− U(D)| ≥ δ0U(D) in [t0, T ),

where M = M(u0) > 0 (Lemma 7.2). We show that

(2.14) 0 < lim inf
t→T−

(T − t)
n
p−2ux(0, t) ≤ lim sup

t→T−
(T − t)

n
p−2ux(0, t) <∞.

For a > 0, define a solution ua by

(2.15) ua(x, t) := aku(a−1/2x, T + a−1(t− T )) in (0, a1/2R)× ((1− a)T, T ).

We construct a special solution v with n vanishing intersections with U at (x, t) = (0, T ) such
that

lim
t→T−

(T − t)n/(p−2)vx(0, t) = C
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for some C > 0 and

(2.16) |U(a1/2D)− v(a1/2D, t)| > δ1U(a1/2D) > |U(a1/2D)− ua(a1/2D, t)|, t ∈ [t1, T )

and

(2.17) z
(
ua(·, t1)− U : [0, a1/2D]

)
= z
(
ua(t1)− v(t1) : [0, a1/2D]

)
= n

for some a� 1, t1 < T , δ1 ∈ (0, 1) (Theorem 4.1, Lemma 7.1). Assume for contradiction that the
first inequality of (2.14) does not hold. Then there exists t2 ∈ (t1, T ) such that v(·, t)−ua(·, t) loses
one zero (or odd number of zeros) at (x, t) = (0, t̂) for some t̂ < t2 close enough to t2, and

(2.18) v(x, t2) > ua(x, t2) for 0 < x� 1.

For 0 < λ < 1, let

ũa(x, t) := λkua(λ
−1/2x, t1 + λ−1(t− t1)) in (0, λ1/2a1/2R)× (t1, T̃ )

with T̃ := t1 + λ(T − t1) < T . For λ close enough to 1, (2.16)-(2.18) hold true with ua replaced by
ũa.

On the other hand, following [22], we regard three solutions only with transversal intersections
as a positive braid of three strands (we review basic properties about application of braid group

theory to parabolic PDE in Section 6). Now let Ãn, B̃n be the braids defined in Lemma 6.3. Take

0 < ρ1 � 1. For 0 < ρ ≤ ρ1, the situation of U, ũa(t), v(t) in [ρ, a1/2D] at t = t1 is represented by Ãn.

Since ũa undergoes GBU at (x, t) = (0, T̃ ), there exists t3 ∈ (t2, T̃ ) such that v(·, t)− ũa(·, t) loses
one zero (or odd number of zeros) at (x, t) = (0, t̃) for some t̃ < t3 close to t3, and v(x, t3) < ũ(x, t3)

for 0 < x � 1. Choosing 0 < ρ2 ≤ ρ1, the situation of U, ũa(t), v(t) in [ρ2, a
1/2D] at t = t3 is

translated into B̃n. Roughly speaking, parabolic reduction in term of braid means a phenomenon
of vanishing or collapsing intersections between two solutions of parabolic PDE. The process from

t = t1 to t = t3 implies that Ãn V B̃n. But on the other hand we have Ãn 6V B̃n (Lemma 6.3).
This contradiction implies the first inequality in (2.14).

In order to get the upper estimate in (2.14), we notice that all zeros of va(·, t)−U (and ṽa(·, t)−U)

locate in (0, C1(T − t)1/2) for t ∈ [t0, T ) with some C1 > 0 for a � 1 (Theorem 4.1). If we choose

t0 < T such that C1(T − t0)1/2 < D, then it suffices to take the same way as above with v, ua
and the spatial interval [ρ2, a

1/2D] replaced by u, va and [ρ2, D], respectively, where va is defined
in (2.15) with u replaced by v. Combining (2.14) with non-oscillation Lemma 4.10 implies the
assertion on GBU rate of Theorem 2.1. Then the space-time profile easily follows from a general
property of solutions of (2.1).

As seen above, we construct the special solutions not only to show the existence but also to get
a key ingredient in the proof of general results, whereas the known papers aimed only at showing
the existence of special type II blow-up solutions with their stability/instability. Therefore our
construction must take care of the behavior of the special solutions at spatial infinity.

Next, the ideas to determine the stability/instability of GBU space-time profiles with the con-
tinuity/discontinuity of GBU times are as follows. In case n is odd, then u passes over U for
x > 0 small at t = T and one can deduce that u immediately loses BC after t = T . By suitable
continuous dependence arguments it follows that solutions starting close to u0 also undergo GBU
at a time close to T , hence T is continuous at u0. For n = 1, continuous dependence and zero
number arguments then show that such solutions have only one vanishing intersection near their
GBU time, hence the stability of the profile. In case n is even, u falls under U for x > 0 small at
t = T and one can deduce that u is immediately regularized after t = T . For initial data û0 close
to and below u0, suitable continuous dependence and comparison arguments next show that the
solution û remains classical at t = T and then stays classical for some uniform amount of time,
hence the discontinuity of GBU time at u0. Finally, for n ≥ 3 odd and initial data û0 close to and
below u0, the solution û undergoes LBC at some T̃ > T close to T and û− U has at most n zeros
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in some neighborhood of x = 0 for t ∈ [T − ε, T̃ ) and some ε > 0 small. Moreover, n − 1 zeros of
û− U are “squeezed” by those of u− U and thus have to vanish at t = T . Consequently only one
vanishing intersection can remain for û and thus the profile of u is unstable.

The proof of Theorem 2.3(i) (and of Theorem 2.4) in the RBC case, in which features of viscosity
solutions appear, is carried out along the above scenario except the following:

• Special solutions are quite different from those in bubbling case (Theorem 5.1);

• We need extra care for vanishing intersections at x = 0 to apply braid group theory since
the derivative of viscosity solution at x = 0 is +∞ at each time during loss of boundary
condition (Proposition 3.25).

3. Auxiliary results: linearized operator and properties of viscosity solutions

In this section we develop a number of auxiliary tools which are required in the subsequent
sections. They concern various properties of viscosity solutions and of the linearized operator:
spectral analysis, semigroup properties, heat kernel, maximum principles, zero number.

3.1. Bounds for GBU and LBC solutions. In this subsection we gather some fundamental
estimates for GBU and LBC viscosity solutions that will be used repeatedly.

Proposition 3.1. Let 0 < R ≤ ∞ and let u be a viscosity solution of (2.1) with u0 ∈ W undergoing
GBU at (x, t) = (0, T ). Then

(3.1) M := sup
(0,R)×(T/2,T )

|ut| <∞

and there exist M0 > 0, x0 ∈ (0, R/2) and η ∈ (T/2, T ), such that, for all t ∈ [T − η, T ),

(3.2) m(t) := ux(0, t) = sup
x∈(0,R/2)

|ux(x, t)| ≥M0(T − t)−
1
p−2 ,

(3.3)
∣∣∣ux(x, t)−

[
m1−p(t) + (p− 1)x

]− 1
p−1

∣∣∣ ≤Mx, 0 < x < x0,

and

(3.4)
∣∣∣ux(x, T )− U ′(x)

∣∣∣ ≤Mx, 0 < x < x0.

We give a proof since the results seem only available in special cases (see [14, 58, 54]) and some
care is needed in the case of viscosity solutions.

Proof. Property (3.1) follows from the maximum principle applied to regularized problems (see [62,
Section 2] for details).

To prove (3.2), let us set r = R/2 if R < ∞ and r = 1 otherwise. By [62, Theorem 3.1] and
(1.4), we have

(3.5) M1 := sup
t≥T/2

|ux(r, t)| <∞,

(3.6) sup
x≥1, t≥T/2

|ux(x, t)| <∞ if R =∞.

Since u undergoes GBU at (x, t) = (0, T ), there exists η0 ∈ (0, T ) such that ux ∈ C([0, R) ×
[T − η0, T )) and u(0, t) = 0 in [T − η0, T ]. By the maximum principle applied to ux (cf. [62,
Proposition 2.3]), v = ±ux satisfies

(3.7) sup
[0,r]×(T−η0,t)

v ≤ max

{
sup

0<x<r
|ux(x, T − η0)|,M1, sup

s∈(T−η0,t)
v(0, s)

}
, T − η0 < t < T.
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Next we claim that

(3.8) uxt(0, t) 6= 0 for t < T close to T .

Property (3.8) follows by zero number argument applied to ut (cf. [54, Proposition 6.1]), provided
ut(x1, T ) 6= 0 for some x1 ∈ (0, R). Assume for contradiction that ut(·, T ) ≡ 0. Then u(·, T ) is a
steady state with u(0, T ) = 0, i.e. u(·, T ) ≡ Ub in [0, R) for some b ≥ 0 (where U0 := U ; the case
u(·, T ) ≡ 0 is excluded since u ≥ et∆u0 > 0). If R =∞ this contradicts (1.4). If R <∞ this implies
u(R, T ) = Ub(R) > 0, hence ux(R, T ) = −∞ by [54, Lemma 5.4], a contradiction with u(·, T ) ≡ Ub.

Now, since ux(0, t) ≥ 0 and u undergoes GBU at (x, t) = (0, T ), it follows from (3.7) and (3.8)
that uxt(0, t) > 0 for t < T close to T and that

(3.9) ux(0, t)→∞ as t→ T .

By (3.6) and (3.7), we deduce that

inf
[0,R/2)×(T−η,T )

ux > −∞

and, for some sufficiently small η ∈ (0, η0),

(3.10) ux(0, t) = sup
0≤x<R/2

ux(x, t), T − η < t < T,

hence the equality in (3.2).

Let us now show the inequality in (3.2), based on arguments from the proof of [14, Theorem 1.2]
(see also [58, Theorem 40.19]). First note that, in case R <∞, by taking η > 0 smaller if necessary
we may assume that

(3.11) ux(0, t) ≥ U ′(R/2), T − η < t < T.

Fix t0 ∈ (T − η, T ) and let

x0 := sup
{
x ∈ (0, R);ux(·, t0) < U ′ in (0, x)

}
.

Since ux(x, t0) < U ′(x) for x > 0 small, x0 is well defined. Set I = (0, x0] if x0 <∞ and I = (0,∞)
if x0 = R = ∞. By definition, we have ux(x, t0) < U ′(x) in (0, x0), hence u(x, t0) < U(x) in I.
Also using (1.4) in case x0 = R =∞, it follows that

(3.12) u(x, t0) ≤ Ua(x) in I, for all a > 0 small.

We claim that x0 ∈ (0, R), hence

(3.13) ux(x0, t0) = U ′(x0).

Indeed, otherwise x0 = R and (3.12) implies u ≤ Ua in [0, R) × [t0, T ) for a > 0 small, by the
comparison principle (in the case R <∞, we apply the comparison principle for viscosity solutions).
Therefore, ux(0, t) ≤ U ′a(0) in [t0, T ), which contradicts (3.9). We next claim that

(3.14) max
t∈[t0,T ]

u(x0, t) ≥ U(x0).

Suppose the contrary. Then, for all a > 0 small, we have u(x0, t) ≤ Ua(x0) in [t0, T ). By (3.12) and
the comparison principle, we deduce that u ≤ Ua in [0, x0]×[t0, T ), leading again to a contradiction.

Now using (3.1), (3.14) and taking t1 ∈ [t0, T ] such that maxt∈[t0,T ] u(x0, t) = u(x0, t1), we get

M(T − t0) ≥M(t1 − t0) ≥
∫ t1

t0

ut(x0, t) ≥ U(x0)− u(x0, t0) =

∫ x0

0
(U ′(x)− ux(x, t0)) dx.
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On the other hand, we have U ′(x0) = ux(x0, t0) ≤ ux(0, t0), as a consequence of (3.13) and (3.10)
if x0 < R/2, or (3.11) otherwise. Therefore, there exists x1 ∈ (0, x0] such that U ′(x1) = ux(0, t0).
Since U ′(x)− ux(x, t0) > 0 on (0, x0) by the definition of x0, we obtain

M(T − t0) ≥
∫ x1

0
(U ′(x)− ux(x, t0)) dx = U(x1)− x1U

′(x1) =
U ′2−p(x1)

(p− 1)(p− 2)
=

(ux)2−p(0, t0)

(p− 1)(p− 2)
,

and (3.2) follows.

Let us finally check (3.3). Using (3.1), it follows from the proof of [58, Proposition 40.16] that

(3.15) ux(x, t) ≤
[
m1−p(t) + (p− 1)x

]− 1
p−1 +Mx, 0 < x < R/2, T − η < t < T

and

(3.16) (ux(x, t))+ ≥
[
m1−p(t) + (p− 1)x

]− 1
p−1 −Mx, 0 < x < R/2, T − η < t < T,

hence, by (3.2),

(ux(x, t))+ ≥
[
M1−p

0 (T − t)
p−1
p−2 + (p− 1)x

]− 1
p−1 −Mx, 0 < x < R/2, T − η < t < T.

Taking η > 0 smaller if necessary and choosing x0 ∈ (0, R/2) small enough, we have M1−p
0 η

p−1
p−2 +

(p − 1)x0 < (Mx0)1−p, so that the RHS of (3.16) is positive and (3.3)-(3.4) follow from (3.15)
and (3.16). �

We next consider general solutions of

(3.17)

{
ut = uxx + |ux|p, in (0, R)× (0, T ),

u = 0, on {0} × (0, T ) in the viscosity sense,

without regularity assumptions on u(·, 0) (nor conditions at x = R). Unlike the case of viscosity
solutions of (2.1) with regular initial data u0 ∈ W, the bound (3.1) on ut does not seem available for
general viscosity solutions of (3.17). We now establish such a bound, which requires more elaborate
arguments.

Lemma 3.2. Let p > 2, T > 0, R ∈ (0,∞) and Q = (0, R) × (0, T ). Assume that u ∈ C2,1(Q) ∩
C(Q) satisfies (3.17). Then, for each σ ∈ (0, T ), there holds

(3.18) sup
(0,R/2)×(σ,T )

|ut| ≤M <∞,

where M depends only on p,R, σ and supQ |u| <∞.

Proof. Set K := supQ |u| <∞. By the Bernstein type estimate in [62, Theorem 3.1], we have

(3.19) |ux| ≤ CK(t−1/p + x−1 + (R− x)−1) in (0, R)× (0, T ),

with C = C(p) > 0 (for further reference we note that (3.19) remains true with (R − x)−1 := 0 in
case R =∞ and K <∞). Assume R = 2 without loss of generality.

We now use a modification of an argument from [65, 4]. Fix σ ∈ (0, T ). For α ∈ (1
2 , 1), let

uα(x, t) := α−2ku(αx, σ + α2(t− σ))−A(1− α), (x, t) ∈ Qσ := (0, 2)× (σ, T ),

where the constant A > 0 will be chosen below. The function uα satisfies uα,t − uα,xx = |uα,x|p in
Qσ. On the other hand, for any x ∈ (0, 1], we have

u(x, σ)− u(αx, σ) = (1− α)xux(x̃, σ)

for some x̃ ∈ (αx, x) ⊂ (x/2, x), hence, by (3.19),

|u(αx, σ)− u(x, σ)| ≤ CK(1− α)x(σ−1/p + x̃−1) ≤ CK(1− α)(σ−1/p + 2), 0 < x < 1.
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Using α−2k − 1 ≤ C1(1− α) for all α ∈ (1
2 , 1) and some C1 > 0, it follows that

uα(x, σ)− u(x, σ) = α−2ku(αx, σ)−A(1− α)− u(x, σ)

= (α−2k − 1)u(αx, σ) + u(αx, σ)− u(x, σ)−A(1− α)

≤
[
C1K + CK(σ−1/p + 2)−A

]
(1− α) ≤ 0, 0 < x < 1,

by choosing A ≥ [C1 + C(σ−1/p + 2)]K. By (3.19) and parabolic regularity estimates in [1
2 ,

3
2 ] ×

[σ/2, T ], we see that there exists C2 = C2(K,σ, p) > 0 such that, for all α ∈ (1
2 , 1),

|α−2ku(α, σ + α2(t− σ))− u(1, t)| ≤ C2(1− α), σ < t < T

hence, by taking A ≥ C2,

uα(1, t)− u(1, t) ≤ 0, σ < t < T.

Since u = −A(1 − α) < 0 on {0} × (0, T ) in the viscosity sense, it follows from the comparison
principle for viscosity solutions [7] that

uα(x, t)− u(x, t) ≤ 0, (x, t) ∈ Q̃σ := (0, 1)× (σ, T ),

hence

u(x, t)− α−2ku(αx, σ + α2(t− σ)) ≥ −A(1− α), (x, t) ∈ Q̃σ.
For fixed (x, t) ∈ Q̃σ, dividing by 1− α and letting α→ 1−, we obtain

2ku(x, t) + xux(x, t) + 2(t− σ)ut(x, t) ≥ −A.
Using (3.19) again, we deduce that

ut(x, t) ≥ −(2σ)−1
[
A+ 2kK + CK(σ−1/p + 1)

]
, 0 < x < 1, 2σ < t < T,

which yields the lower part of (3.18). Arguing similarly with +A instead of −A in the definition
of uα, we get the upper part. �

The next lemma asserts that ux cannot stay bounded when the boundary conditions are lost.
This property was given in [54] for the initial-boundary value problem (2.1) with u0 ∈ W (based
on approximation by truncated problems), but it does not cover our situation, which requires a
different proof.

Lemma 3.3. Let p > 2, T > 0, R ∈ (0,∞) and Q = (0, R) × (0, T ). Assume that u ∈ C2,1(Q) ∩
C(Q) satisfies (3.17). If u(0, t0) > 0 for some t0 ∈ (0, T ), then

lim sup
(x,t)→(0,t0)

|ux(x, t)| =∞.

Proof. Set m(t) = u(0, t). We claim that for each ε > 0, there exist tε ∈ (t0 − ε, t0 + ε) and
Lε,Mε, ηε > 0 such that

(3.20) m(t) ≤ m(tε) + Lε(t− tε) +Mε(t− tε)2, tε − ηε < t < tε + ηε.

Indeed, if m is convex on [t0 − ε, t0 + ε], then it is well known that m is twice differentiable almost
everywhere and (3.20) immediately follows by choosing a time tε ∈ (t0− ε, t0 + ε) where m is twice
differentiable. If m is not convex on [t0−ε, t0 +ε] then there exist t1, t2 with t0−ε ≤ t1 < t2 ≤ t0 +ε
and t̄ ∈ (t1, t2) such that max[t1,t2] g = g(t̄) > 0, where g(t) = m(t) − m(t1) − L(t − t1) and

L = m(t2)−m(t1)
t2−t1 . Consequently, m(t)−m(t1)−L(t− t1) ≤ m(t̄)−m(t1)−L(t̄− t1) for all t ∈ [t1, t2],

which implies (3.20) with tε = t̄, Lε = L, Mε = 0 and ηε = min(t̄− t1, t2 − t̄).
Next assume for contradiction that |ux| ≤ K in (0, η) × (t0 − η, t0 + η) for some η,K > 0. Put

Aε = (2K)p + |Lε| and set

ψ(x, t) = m(tε) + Lε(t− tε) +Mε(t− tε)2 + 2Kx−Aεx2.
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We compute
[
ψt − ψxx − |ψx|p

]
(0, tε) = Lε + 2Aε − (2K)p > 0. On the other hand, using (3.20),

we deduce that

u(x, t) ≤ m(t) +Kx ≤ m(tε) + Lε(t− tε) +Mε(t− tε)2 +Kx ≤ ψ(x, t)

in [0,min(η,A−1
ε K))×(tε−ηε, tε+ηε), hence ψ is a smooth function which touches u from above at

(x, t) = (0, tε). But since u(0, tε) > 0 for all ε > 0 sufficiently small, this contradicts the definition
(1.3) of the boundary conditions in the viscosity sense. �

Based on Lemmas 3.2 and 3.3, we obtain the following estimates for general viscosity solutions,
including RBC solutions.

Proposition 3.4. Let p > 2, τ > 0, R ∈ (0,∞) and Q = (0, R)× (0, τ).

(i) Assume that u ∈ C2,1(Q) ∩ C(Q) satisfies (3.17) and let σ ∈ (0, τ). Then, for any t ∈ [σ, τ ]
such that lim sup(x,s)→(0,t) |ux(x, s)| =∞, we have

(3.21) |u(x, t)− u(0, t)− U(x)| ≤ M̃

2
x2, 0 < x < R/2,

(3.22) |ux(x, t)− U ′(x)| ≤ M̃x, 0 < x < R/2,

where M̃ > 0 depends only on p,R, σ and supQ |u| <∞.

(ii) Assume that u ∈ C2,1(Q) ∩ C(Q) is a solution of problem (2.10), which undergoes RBC at
(x, t) = (0, τ). Then we have

(3.23) u(0, t) ≤M(τ − t), τ/2 < t < τ,

(3.24) |u(x, t)− u(0, t)− U(x)| ≤ M̃

2
x2, 0 < x < R/2, τ/2 < t < τ,

(3.25) |ux(x, t)− U ′(x)| ≤ M̃x, 0 < x < R/2, τ/2 < t < τ,

where M, M̃ > 0 depend only on p,R, τ and supQ |u| <∞.

Proof. (i) Using (3.18) this follows along the lines of the proof of [54, Lemma 5.3].

(ii) Integrating (3.18), we get u(x, t)− u(x, τ) ≤M(τ − t) for each t ∈ (τ/2, τ) and x ∈ (0, R/2).
Since u is continuous up to the boundary we may let x → 0 and (3.23) follows from u(0, τ) = 0.
The remaining properties are direct consequences of assertion (i). �

We next gather some useful continuous dependence properties for problem (2.1).

Proposition 3.5. Let R ∈ (0,∞], Ω = (0, R), u0 ∈ W and let u be the global viscosity solution
of (2.1). Let t0 > 0.

(i) We have

(3.26) û(·, t0)→ u(·, t0) in L∞(Ω) ∩ C1
loc(Ω), as ‖û0 − u0‖∞ → 0,

where û denotes the global viscosity solution of (2.1) with initial data û0 ∈ W.

(ii) Assume that u(·, t0) is classical at x = 0. Then there exist ε, C > 0 such that for any û0 ∈ W
with ‖û0 − u0‖∞ ≤ ε, the corresponing solution satisfies

(3.27) ûx(x, t0) ≤ C in (0, R/2) and û(0, t0) = 0.
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Proof. (i) We know that

(3.28) ‖û(t)− u(t)‖∞ ≤ ‖û0 − u0‖∞, 0 ≤ t ≤ T

(see e.g. [54, Theorem 3.1]), hence the L∞ convergence in (3.26). Next, let û0,j ∈ W be a sequence
such that ‖u0 − û0,j‖∞ → 0. By (3.28) we have in particular

(3.29) sup
j
‖ûj‖L∞(Ω×(0,∞)) <∞

and we deduce from (3.19) and parabolic estimates that {ûj(·, t0)} is precompact in C1
loc(Ω). The

assertion follows.

(ii) Assume for contradiction that there exists a sequence û0,j ∈ W such that

sup
x∈(0,R/2)

ûj,x(x, t0)→∞ and ‖u0 − û0,j‖∞ → 0,

where ûj := u(û0,j ; ·, ·). Let R1 = R/2 if R <∞ and 1 otherwise. By [54, Lemma 5.2] there exists
a constant M > 0 such that

(3.30) (ûj,x(t0, x))+ ≥
[(

(ûj,x(t0, y))+ +My
)1−p

+ (p−1)(x− y)
]−1/(p−1)− Mx, 0 < y < x < R

(the fact that the constant M can be chosen independent of j follows from (3.18)). On the other
hand, by (3.19) and (3.29), we have limj→∞ xj = 0. Applying (3.30) with y = xj , letting j → ∞
and using (3.26), we obtain

(ux(t0, x))+ ≥ ((p− 1)x)−1/(p−1) − Mx, 0 < x < R,

hence limx→0 ux(t0, x) = ∞, which contradicts the assumption that u(·, t0) is classical at x =
0. This implies the first part of (3.27) and the second part then follows from Lemma 3.3 and
Proposition 3.4(i). �

We end this subsection with a simple lemma that gives a sufficient condition to prevent GBU at
the right boundary.

Lemma 3.6. Let Ω = (0, 1) and let u0 ∈ W satisfy ‖u0‖∞ ≤ 3
8 and u0(x) = 0 on [1

2 , 1]. Then the
solution of (2.1) satisfies u(x, t) ≤ 1− x in [0, 1] for all t > 0.

Proof. Set u(x, t) = 1
2(1− x2). Then

ut − uxx − |ux|p = 1− xp ≥ 0.

Since u0 ≤ u(·, 0) in [0, 1] by our assumption, we get u ≤ u in [0, 1] × [0,∞) by the comparison
principle (for viscosity sub-/super-solutions, or alternatively by approximating u from below by
truncated problems; see e.g. [54]). The conclusion follows. �

3.2. Similarity variables and linearized operator. Let us introduce the similarity variables,
which is the fundamental framework for the construction of special GBU and RBC solutions.
Namely, for given 0 < R ≤ ∞ and T > 0, we set

(3.31) y = x/
√
T − t, s = − log(T − t)

and

(3.32) w(y, s) = eksu(ye−s/2, T − e−s).

By straightforward calculations, if u is a classical solution of ut − uxx = |ux|p in the cylinder
(0, R)× (0, T ), then the corresponding equation for w is:

(3.33) ws = wyy −
y

2
wy + kw + |wy|p, (y, s) ∈ D,
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where D = {(y, s); 0 < y < Res/2, s > s0}. Observe that U(y) (cf. (2.5)) is also a steady
state of (3.33). The following simple proposition shows that for any GBU or RBC solution, the
corresponding w converges to U in C1 except at y = 0 as s→∞.

Proposition 3.7. Let p > 2, 0 < R ≤ ∞.

(i) Let u be a viscosity solution of (2.1) with u0 ∈ W which undergoes GBU at (x, t) = (0, T ) for
some T <∞ and let w be defined by (3.32). Then

(3.34) lim
s→∞

w(y, s) = U(y) in Cloc([0,∞)) ∩ C1
loc((0,∞)).

(ii) Let 0 < τ <∞, set Q = (0, R)×(0, τ). Let u ∈ C2,1(Q)∩C(Q) be a solution of problem (2.10),
which undergoes RBC at (x, t) = (0, τ), and let w be defined by (3.32) with T = τ . Then (3.34)
holds in C1

loc([0,∞)).

Proof of Proposition 3.7. (i) Let m(t) = ux(0, t) > 0. By (3.3), we have

(3.35) ux(x, t) =
[
m1−p(t) + (p− 1)x

]−1/(p−1)
+O(x),

for all x > 0 small and t close T . Consequently,

(3.36) wy(y, s) = e−βs/2ux(ye−s/2, T − e−s) =
[
es/2m1−p(T − e−s) + (p− 1)y

]−β
+O(ye−s/2).

On the other hand, (3.2) guarantees that es/2m1−p(T − e−s)→ 0 as s→∞. Combining this with
(3.36) yields the C1

loc part of (3.34). The Cloc part follows by integrating (3.36) over (0, y) and
using that w(0, s) = 0 for s large.

(ii) By (3.25) we have

wy(y, s) = e−βs/2ux(ye−s/2, T−e−s) = e−βs/2U ′(ye−s/2)+O(ye−(β+1)s/2) = U ′(y)+O(ye−(β+1)s/2),

while (3.24) and (3.23) yield

w(y, s) = eks/2u(ye−s/2, T − e−s) = eks/2[U(ye−s/2) +O(e−s)] +O
(
y2e( k

2
−1)s

)
= U(y) +O

(
(1 + y2)e( k

2
−1)s

)
.

The conclusion follows. �

In view of Proposition 3.7 it will be natural to attempt to linearize (3.33) around U (in appropriate
ways that will be described later). By direct calculation, we find that the equation for v := w − U
is:

(3.37) vs = −Lv + F (vy),

with linear term

(3.38) −Lv = vyy +
(α
y
− y

2

)
vy + kv, α = β + 1 =

p

p− 1
∈ (1, 2),

and nonlinear remainder term

(3.39) F (vy) = F (y, vy) = |vy + Uy|p − Upy − pUp−1
y vy.
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3.3. Eigenvalues and eigenfunctions of the linearized operator. We shall denote the set of
nonnegative integers by N = {0, 1, 2, . . . }. For given α > 0 and 1 ≤ q < ∞, we define the Banach
spaces

Lqρ = Lqρ(0,∞) =
{
ϕ ∈ Lqloc(0,∞) ; ‖ϕ‖q

Lqρ
:=
∫∞

0 ρ|ϕ|q(y) dy <∞
}
, where ρ(y) = yαe−y

2/4,

W 1,q
ρ = W 1,q

ρ (0,∞) =
{
ϕ ∈W 1,q

loc (0,∞) ; ‖ϕ‖q
W 1,q
ρ

:=
∫∞

0 ρ(|ϕ|q + |ϕ′|q)(y) dy <∞
}
.

L2
ρ and H1

ρ := W 1,2
ρ are Hilbert spaces, with respective inner products

(ϕ,ψ) = (ϕ,ψ)L2
ρ

=

∫ ∞
0

ρϕψ dy, (ϕ,ψ)H1
ρ

=

∫ ∞
0

ρ(ϕψ + ϕ′ψ′) dy.

We shall also simply denote by ‖ · ‖ the L2
ρ norm. Let k ∈ R. For each ϕ ∈ H1

ρ , we define

Lϕ = −ϕ′′ +
(y

2
− α

y

)
ϕ′ − kϕ = −ρ−1(ρϕ′)′ − kϕ

as the element of the dual (H1
ρ )′, given by

〈Lϕ,ψ〉 := (ϕ′, ψ′)− k(ϕ,ψ) =

∫ ∞
0

ρ(ϕ′ψ′ − kϕψ) dy, for all ψ ∈ H1
ρ .

We then consider L as an unbounded operator on L2
ρ with domain D(L) = {ϕ ∈ H1

ρ : Lϕ ∈ L2
ρ}.

We note that for the viscous Hamilton-Jacobi equation in similarity variables on the half-line,
the linearized operator around the singular steady state (see Section 3.2) is given by L with α =

p/(p− 1), where p > 2, hence α ∈ (1, 2), and k = 1−β
2 .

For Λ ∈ R, we say that ϕ ∈ H1
ρ is an eigenfunction of L with eigenvalue Λ if

(3.40) (ϕ′, ψ′)− k(ϕ,ψ) = Λ(ϕ,ψ) for all ψ ∈ H1
ρ .

By standard regularity properties, any eigenfunction belongs to C∞(0,∞) and satisfies

(3.41) −ϕ′′ +
(y

2
− α

y

)
ϕ′ − kϕ = Λϕ, y > 0.

Conversely, if ϕ ∈ C2(0,∞) is a solution of (3.41) and belongs to H1
ρ , then it is not difficult to

check that it is an eigenfunction. We have the following spectral result concerning the operator L.

Proposition 3.8. Let α ≥ 1, k ∈ R.

(i) There exists a Hilbert basis of L2
ρ made of eigenfunctions of L.

(ii) The eigenvalues of L are given by λj = j − k, j ∈ N.

(iii) For each j ∈ N, the eigenspace Ej = Ker (L − λjI) is of dimension one. It is of the form
Ej = Span(ϕj), where ϕj is an even polynomial of degree 2j. Moreover, we have ϕj(0) 6= 0 and
we normalize ϕj by ‖ϕj‖ = 1 and ϕj(0) > 0. Furthermore, the sign of the leading coefficient of ϕj
is (−1)j.

(iv) For each j ∈ N∗, ϕj has exactly j positive zeros, and they are all simple.

Remark 3.1. We shall see in the proof that the coefficients of ϕj(y) =
∑j

i=0 bj,i y
2i satisfy the

recursion relation

(3.42) bj,i = −2(i+ 1)(2i+ 1 + α)

j − i
bj,i+1, 0 ≤ i ≤ j − 1.

We also have the following useful pointwise estimates for the eigenfunctions.

Proposition 3.9. Assume α ∈ (1, 3) and let ϕj be given by Proposition 3.8. Then we have

(3.43) |ϕj(y)| ≤ C(j + 1)3/2ey
2/8 and |ϕ′j(y)| ≤ C(j + 1)5/2ey

2/8y, y ≥ 0, j ∈ N.
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The proof of Proposition 3.8 relies on a series of lemmas.

Lemma 3.10. Let α > 0 and a ≥ 1. We have

(3.44) sup
y∈(0,a)

|ψ(y)|
ζ

(y) ≤ C(a)‖ψ‖H1
ρ
, where ζ(y) :=

{
y

1−α
2 , if α > 1

(1 + | log y|)1/2, if α = 1,

for all ψ ∈ H1
ρ , and

(3.45) W 1,q
ρ ↪→ L∞loc([0,∞)), if α+ 1 < q <∞.

Proof. By Hölder’s inequality, for all y, z with 0 < y ≤ a ≤ z ≤ a+ 1, we have

|ψ(y)| ≤ |ψ(z)|+
∫ a+1

y
|ψ′|z

α
q z
−α
q dz ≤ |ψ(z)|+ C(a)

{
ζ(y)‖ψ′‖, if α ≥ 1 and q = 2,

‖ψ′‖Lqρ , if α < q − 1.

Integrating with respect to z ∈ (a, a+ 1), it follows from the first case that, for all 0 < y ≤ a,

|ψ(y)| ≤
∫ a+1

a
|ψ(z)| dz + C(a)ζ(y)‖ψ′‖ ≤ C(a)‖ψ‖+ C(a)ζ(y)‖ψ′‖ ≤ C(a)ζ(y)‖ψ‖H1

ρ
,

hence (3.44), whereas the second case yields (3.45). �

Lemma 3.11. We have

(3.46)

∫ ∞
0

y2ϕ2ρ dy ≤ 16‖ϕ′‖2 + 4(α+ 1)‖ϕ‖2, for all ϕ ∈ H1
ρ .

Proof of Lemma 3.11. Let 0 < ε < R < ∞. Using the identity (ϕ2y)ρ′ = (ϕ2yρ)′ − ρ(ϕ2y)′ =
(ϕ2yρ)′ − ρϕ2 − 2ρϕyϕ′ along with 2yρ′ = 2αρ− y2ρ, and integrating on (ε,R), we have∫ R

ε
ϕ2y2ρ = 2α

∫ R

ε
ϕ2ρ− 2

∫ R

ε
(ϕ2y)ρ′ = 2(α+ 1)

∫ R

ε
ρϕ2 + 4

∫ R

ε
ρϕyϕ′ − 2

[
ρyϕ2

]R
ε

≤ 2(α+ 1)

∫ R

ε
ρϕ2 +

1

2

∫ R

ε
ϕ2y2ρ+ 8

∫ R

ε
ϕ′

2
ρ− 2

[
ρyϕ2

]R
ε
.

Since ρϕ2 ∈ L1(0,∞) there exists sequences εj → 0 and Rj → ∞, such that [ρyϕ2](εj) → 0 and
[ρyϕ2](Rj)→ 0. Taking ε = εj and R = Rj and letting j →∞, we obtain (3.46). �

Lemma 3.12. The imbedding H1
ρ ⊂ L2

ρ is compact.

Proof. Let (fj) be a bounded sequence in H1
ρ . There exists a subsequence, still denoted (fj), and

f ∈ H1
ρ such that fj → f weakly in H1

ρ . By Rellich’s theorem, we may assume that fj → f strongly

in L2
loc(0,∞) and a.e. on (0,∞). For each R > 0, using (3.46), we write

‖fj − f‖2 =

∫
0<y<R

|fj − f |2ρ dy +

∫
y>R
|fj − f |2ρ dy

≤
∫

0<y<R
|fj − f |2ρ dy +R−2

∫
y>R
|y|2|fj − f |2ρ dy

≤
∫

0<y<R
|fj − f |2ρ dy + CR−2

(
‖fj‖2H1

ρ
+ ‖f‖2H1

ρ

)
≤
∫

0<y<R
|fj − f |2ρ dy + CR−2.

Fix ε > 0. Choosing R = R0(ε) > 0 large enough, we have ‖fj−f‖2 ≤
∫

0<y<R0(ε) |fj−f |
2ρ dy+ε for

all j. Moreover, as a consequence of (3.44), the sequence {|fj−f |2ρ}j≥1 is bounded in L∞loc([0,∞)).
By dominated convergence, we then have ‖fj − f‖2 ≤ 2ε for all large j. Therefore fj → f strongly
in L2

ρ and the lemma is proved. �
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Our last lemma gives the natural integration by parts formula (this is where the restriction α ≥ 1
enters).

Lemma 3.13. Let α ≥ 1. For all ϕ ∈ D(L) and ψ ∈ H1
ρ , we have

(3.47)

∫ ∞
0

(Lϕ)ψρ dy =

∫ ∞
0

ρ(ϕ′ψ′ − kϕψ) dy.

It follows in particular that L is symmetric.

Proof. Fix 0 < ε < 1 < R. We have

(3.48)

∫ R

ε
[(Lϕ)ψ − ρ(ϕ′ψ′ − kϕψ)]ρ dy =

∫ R

ε
[−(ρϕ′)′ψ − ρϕ′ψ′] dy =

[
ρϕ′ψ

]R
ε
.

On the other hand, since ρϕ′2, ρψ2 ∈ L1(0,∞), there exist sequences εj → 0+ and Rj → ∞ such

that εj [ρϕ
′2](εj) → 0 and [ρ(ϕ′2 + ψ2)](Rj) → 0 as j → ∞. Therefore, ε

(1+α)/2
j ϕ′(εj) → 0 and

[ρϕ′ψ](Rj)→ 0, as j →∞. By (3.44), we deduce that

|ρϕ′ψ(εj)| =

o
(
εαj ε
−(1+α)/2
j ε

(1−α)/2
j

)
= o(1), if α > 1,

o
(
εjε
−1
j | log εj |−1/2

)
= o
(
log εj |−1/2

)
, if α = 1.

Upon taking ε = εj and R = Rj in (3.48) and letting j →∞, this yields (3.47). �

Proof of Proposition 3.8. We may assume k = 0 without loss of generality.

(i) It follows from the Lax-Milgram or the Riesz representation theorem that, for all f ∈ L2
ρ,

there exists a unique solution u ∈ H1
ρ of Lu+ u = f . Indeed, this equation is equivalent to

(3.49) (u, ϕ)H1
ρ
≡ (u′, ϕ′) + (u, ϕ) = (f, ϕ) for all ϕ ∈ H1

ρ .

Let T be the solution operator T : L2
ρ → L2

ρ, f 7→ u. Taking ϕ = u in (3.49) and using the Cauchy-
Schwarz inequality, we obtain ‖Tf‖H1

ρ
≤ ‖f‖, hence T is continuous. Furthermore, it follows from

Lemma 3.12 that T is compact.
Since T is self-adjoint owing to Lemma 3.13, it then follows from the spectral theorem that there

exists a Hilbert basis of L2
ρ made of eigenfunctions of T and this immediately provides the desired

result for L.

(ii)(iii) For Λ ∈ R, we look for a solution of Lϕ = Λϕ under (normalized) polynomial form
ϕ(y) =

∑m
i=0 aiy

i, am = 1, with m ∈ N. Note that such a ϕ belongs to H1
ρ . We compute

(Λϕ− Lϕ)(y) =

m∑
i=0

i(i− 1)aiy
i−2 +

(
α
y −

y
2

) m∑
i=0

iaiy
i−1 + Λ

m∑
i=0

aiy
i

=
m∑
i=1

i(i− 1 + α)aiy
i−2 +

m∑
i=0

(
Λ− i

2

)
aiy

i

=

m−2∑
i=−1

(i+ 2)(i+ 1 + α)ai+2y
i +

m∑
i=0

(
Λ− i

2

)
aiy

i

= αa1y
−1 +

m∑
i=m−1

(
Λ− i

2

)
aiy

i +

m−2∑
i=0

[
(i+ 2)(i+ 1 + α)ai+2 +

(
Λ− i

2

)
ai
]
yi.

The conditions for ϕ to be a solution of Lϕ = Λϕ are thus

(3.50) a1 = 0, Λ− m

2
= 0,

(
Λ− m−1

2

)
am−1 = 0
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and

(3.51) (i+ 2)(i+ 1 + α)ai+2 +
(
Λ− i

2

)
ai, 0 ≤ i ≤ m− 2.

Condition (3.50) amounts to Λ = m
2 , a1 = am−1 = 0, which implies in particular m 6= 1. Condition

(3.51) then implies that ai = 0 for all odd i, hence in particular m must be even. Now, for each
even m ∈ N, rewriting (3.51) as

ai = −2(i+ 2)(i+ 1 + α)

m− i
ai+2, 0 ≤ i ≤ m− 2,

and starting from i = m− 2 and am = 1, this (uniquely) determines am−2, . . . , a0. Setting m = 2j,
for each j ∈ N, we have thus found an eigenfunction associated with the eigenvalue Λj = j. It

is of the form ϕ(y) =
∑j

i=0 bj,i y
2i, and (3.51) yields (3.42), so that in particular bj,i 6= 0 for all

i = 0, . . . , j. In particular, we may uniquely normalize ϕ by ‖ϕj‖ = 1 and ϕj(0) > 0. Moreover,
the sign of bj,j is (−1)j , in view of (3.42).

Let us check that the family {Pj , j ∈ N} is total. This will guarantee that there can be no
eigenfunction which is linearly independent of the Pj , hence no other eigenvalue, and will conclude
the proof. Thus assume that ϕ ∈ L2

ρ(0,∞) is orthogonal to all Pj . We want to show that ϕ ≡ 0.

For each j ∈ N, since y2j can be expressed as a linear combination of P0, . . . , Pj , it follows that∫∞
0 ρ(y)ϕ(y)y2j dy = 0. Now setting ρ̃(x) = |x|αe−x2/4 and ϕ̃(x) = ϕ(|x|) for all x ∈ R, we have∫
R ρ̃(x)ϕ̃(x)xm dx = 0 for all m ∈ N (noting that the integrand is an odd function when m is odd).

Since the function g(x) = |x|α/2e−x2/8ϕ̃(x) belongs to L2(R) by assumption, so does the function

h(x) = |x|αe−x2/6ϕ̃(x), and h satisfies
∫
R h(x)xme−x

2/12 dx =
∫
R ρ̃(x)ϕ̃(x)xm dx = 0 for all m ∈ N.

As a consequence of [63, Theorem 5.7.1], we deduce that h ≡ 0, hence ϕ ≡ 0.

(iv) This is an immediate consequence of general properties of orthogonal polynomials (cf. [63,
Theorem 3.3.1]) and of the fact that ϕj is even and ϕj(0) 6= 0. �

Proof of Proposition 3.9. Since ϕ0 is a constant, it is obviously sufficient to show the result for
j ≥ 1. Set ϕ = ϕj . By (3.40) with ψ = ϕ, we have ‖ϕ′‖2 = j. For R ≥ 2 and 0 < ε ≤ 1, by Sobolev
imbedding, we deduce that

(3.52) sup
[ε,R]

ϕ2 ≤ 2

∫ R

ε
[ϕ2 + ϕ′

2
] dy ≤ 2eR

2/4ε−α
∫ ∞

0
[ϕ2 + ϕ′

2
]ρ dy ≤ CjeR2/4ε−α.

Since ϕ(0) > 0, ϕ′(0) = 0 and ϕ′′(0) = − j
α+1ϕ(0) < 0, we have ϕ′(y) < 0 for y > 0 small. Let

y0 =
√

2α and y∗ = sup{y ∈ (0, y0); ϕ′ < 0 in (0, y)}. By (3.44), we have

(3.53) |ϕ(y)| ≤ Cj1/2y(1−α)/2, 0 < y ≤ y0,

hence

ϕ′′ = −jϕ+
(y

2
− α

y

)
ϕ′ ≥ −jϕ ≥ −Cj3/2y(1−α)/2, 0 < y ≤ y∗.

Since α < 3, an integration gives 0 ≥ ϕ′ ≥ −Cj3/2y(3−α)/2 on (0, y∗] and then

ϕ(0) ≤ ϕ(y∗) + Cj3/2y
(5−α)/2
∗ ≤ ϕ(y∗) + Cj3/2.

If y∗ < y0, then ϕ′(y∗) = 0 and ϕ′′(y∗) ≥ 0, hence ϕ(y∗) ≤ 0, whereas if y∗ = y0, then ϕ(y∗) ≤ Cj1/2

by (3.53). In both cases, we get ϕ(0) ≤ Cj3/2. Since [ϕ2 + j−1ϕ′2]′ = j−1(y2 −
α
y )ϕ′2 ≤ 0 on (0, y0]

and ϕ′(0) = 0, we thus deduce that sup[0,y0] |ϕ| = ϕ(0) ≤ Cj3/2. This combined with (3.52)

guarantees the first part of (3.43). Going back to (3.41), we then obtain

yαe−y
2/4|ϕ′(y)| = j

∣∣∣∫ y

0
ϕ(z)zαe−z

2/4dz
∣∣∣ ≤ Cj5/2yα+1, 0 < y < 1
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and, using limy→∞ y
αe−y

2/4ϕ′(y) = 0 (since ϕ is a polynomial),

yαe−y
2/4|ϕ′(y)| = j

∣∣∣∫ ∞
y

ϕ(z)zαe−z
2/4dz

∣∣∣ ≤ Cj5/2

∫ ∞
y

zαe−z
2/8dz ≤ Cj5/2yα−1e−y

2/8, y ≥ 1.

Combining the last two inequalities, we get the second part of (3.43). �

3.4. Semigroup properties for the linearized operator. In view of the construction of ap-
propriate solutions of the semilinear equation (3.37) satisfied by v = w − U , we shall need good
semigroup properties for the inhomogeneous problem:

(3.54)

{
vs = −Lv + f(y, s), y > 0, s0 < s < s1,

v(y, s0) = v0(y), y > 0.

Due to the expected boundary singularities for the solution of (3.37), the corresponding data f(s)
will not belong to the basic space L2

ρ and it turns out that a good working space for our purposes

is provided by H ′, the topological dual space of H := H1
ρ (0,∞). The first order of matters is thus

to collect the relevant properties of the semigroup (e−sL)s≥0 on H ′.
Assume α ≥ 1, k ∈ R and let (ϕj)j∈N be the Hilbert basis of L2

ρ made of eigenfunctions of L,
obtained in Proposition 3.8, and λj = j − k the corresponding eigenvalues. Firstly, the semigroup
(e−sL)s≥0 is defined on L2

ρ in the standard way by

(3.55) e−sLϕ =

∞∑
j=0

e−λjs(ϕ,ϕj)ϕj , ϕ ∈ L2
ρ.

Denoting by 〈·, ·〉 the duality pairing between H ′ and H, the semigroup (e−sL)s≥0 is then extended
to H ′ by setting

(3.56) e−sLφ =
∞∑
j=0

e−λjs〈φ, ϕj〉ϕj , φ ∈ H ′

(note that this is of course consistent since, with the usual abuse of notation, the element of φ ∈ H ′
associated with a given ϕ ∈ L2

ρ is given by 〈φ, ψ〉 = (ϕ,ψ), ψ ∈ H). The properties of (e−sL)s≥0 on
H ′ are summarized in the following.

Proposition 3.14. Let α ≥ 1 and k ∈ R and let e−sL be defined by (3.56).

(i) (e−sL)s≥0 is a strongly continuous semigroup on H ′ with ‖e−sL‖L(H′) ≤ eks.
(ii) Let φ ∈ H ′ and set W (y, s) := [e−sLφ](y). Then

(3.57) W ∈ C([0,∞);H ′) ∩ C1((0,∞);D(L))

and W is a solution of Ws +LW = 0 with W (0) = φ. If moreover φ ∈ X with X = L2
ρ or X = H,

then W ∈ C([0,∞);H).

Although the result more or less follows from general semigroup theory (see, e.g., [26]), we give
a short proof for convenience and self-containedness.

Proof. Set ϕ̂j = (1 + j)−1/2ϕj . By (3.40), we have

(ϕ̂i, ϕ̂j)H = (1 + i)(ϕ̂i, ϕ̂j) = (1 + i)1/2(1 + j)−1/2(ϕj , ϕj) = δij ,

hence (ϕ̂j) is a Hilbert basis of H. Let Tϕ̂j ∈ H ′ be defined by 〈Tϕ̂j , ψ〉 = (ϕ̂j , ψ)H for all ψ ∈ H.
Then 〈Tϕ̂j , ψ〉 = (1 + j)(ϕ̂j , ψ), hence

(3.58) 〈φ, ϕj〉ϕj = 〈φ, ϕ̂j〉(1 + j)ϕ̂j = 〈φ, ϕ̂j〉Tϕ̂j .
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On the other hand, by the Riesz representation theorem, there exists f ∈ H such that aj :=
〈φ, ϕ̂j〉 = (f, ϕ̂j)H for all j ∈ N, and

∑∞
j=0 |aj |2 = ‖f‖2H = ‖φ‖2H′ . Using (3.58) and the Cauchy-

Schwarz inequality, it follows that
∞∑
j=0

‖e−λjs〈φ, ϕj〉ϕj‖H′ ≤ eks sup
ψ∈BH

∞∑
j=0

|〈φ, ϕj〉 (ϕj , ψ)| ≤ eks sup
ψ∈BH

∞∑
j=0

|aj (ϕ̂j , ψ)H |

≤ eks
( ∞∑
j=0

|aj |2
)1/2

sup
ψ∈BH

( ∞∑
j=0

|(ϕ̂j , ψ)H |2
)1/2

≤ eks‖φ‖H′ ,

hence (3.56) converges in H ′ for each s ≥ 0, and e−sL ∈ L(H ′) with ‖e−sL‖L(H′) ≤ eks. Writing

〈φ, ψ〉 = 〈φ,
∑∞

j=0(ψ, ϕ̂j)H ϕ̂j〉 =
∑∞

j=0〈φ, ϕ̂j〉(ψ, ϕ̂j)H =
∑∞

j=0〈φ, ϕj〉 (ψ,ϕj) = 〈
∑∞

j=0〈φ, ϕj〉ϕj , ψ〉
for all ψ ∈ H, we then get e−sL = I for s = 0, and the semigroup property e−sLe−tL = e−(s+t)L

follows immediately from (3.56) and (ϕj , ϕj) = δij .

Next, for all s, t ≥ 0, we have

‖e−sLφ− e−tLφ‖H′ ≤
∞∑
j=0

‖(e−λjs − e−λjt)〈φ, ϕj〉ϕj‖H′ ≤ sup
ψ∈BH

∞∑
j=0

|e−λjs − e−λjt| |aj (ϕ̂j , ψ)H |

≤
( ∞∑
j=0

|e−λjs − e−λjt|2|aj |2
)1/2

→ 0, as t→ s,

which yields the strong continuity of the semigroup, i.e., the first part of (3.57). The remaining
properties follow from standard computations justified by the decay of the exponential factors
e−λjs ≤ Ce−js. �

We have the following variation of constants formula for problem (3.54) with data in H ′.

Proposition 3.15. Let α ≥ 1, k ∈ R.

(i) Let v0 ∈ H ′, f ∈ Cb((s0, s1];H ′) and assume that v ∈ C([s0, s1];H ′) ∩ C1((s0, s1];H ′) ∩
C((s0, s1];H) is a solution of (3.54). Then v is given by

(3.59) v(s) = e−(s−s0)Lv0 +

∫ s

s0

e−(s−τ)Lf(τ) dτ, s0 < s < s1,

where the integral is valued in H ′.

(ii) Let v0 ∈ D(L), f ∈ C([s0, s1];D(L)) and let v be given by (3.59). Then v ∈ C([s0, s1];D(L))∩
C1([s0, s1];L2

ρ) and v is a solution of (3.54).

Proof. (i) Assume s0 = 0 without loss of generality and fix s ∈ (0, s1). Let z(τ) = e−(s−τ)Lv(τ).
Then it is not difficult to show that z ∈ C([0, s];H ′) ∩ C1((0, s];H) and that

dz

dτ
= e−(s−τ)LLv(τ) + e−(s−τ)L dv

dτ
= e−(s−τ)Lf(τ), 0 < τ < s

(see, e.g., the proof of Lemma 4.1.1 in [9] for details). Integrating for τ ∈ (ε, s− ε) with ε > 0, we

get e−εLv(s− ε)− e−(s−ε)Lv(ε) = z(s− ε)− z(ε) =
∫ s−ε
ε e−(s−τ)Lf(τ) dτ and the conclusion follows

by letting ε→ 0.

(ii) This follows similarly as in the proof of [9, Proposition 4.1.6]. �

Remark 3.2. (i) We stress that for α ≥ 1, the semigroup e−sL, as well as the operator L, does
not require any boundary conditions at y = 0. On the other hand, for any φ ∈ H ′, the function
W (y, s) := [e−sLφ](y) automatically satisfies the Neumann boundary conditions Wy(0, s) = 0 for
all s > 0 (this a consequence of the fact that ϕj,y(0) = 0).
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(ii) As for solutions of the inhomogeneous problem (3.59), they may or may not satisfy vy(0, s) =
0, depending on the regularity of the right-hand side f near y = 0. For instance the solution
v = w − U of (3.37) corresponding to w in Theorem 5.1, whose term f = F (vy) ∈ L∞(s0, s1;L∞)
is regular, does satisfy vy(0, s) = 0 (this follows from Theorem 5.2). On the contrary, the solution
v = w − U of (3.37) corresponding to w in Theorem 4.2, whose term f = F (vy) is singular
(cf. Lemma 4.11), does not satisfy vy(0, s) = 0, but actually v(0, y) = 0.

The following lemma will allow us to apply Proposition 3.15 to our solutions of the nonlinear
problem (3.37), taking advantage of suitable bounds satisfied by their right-hand side near the
boundary, which can be expressed via the weighted spaces

L∞m,q =
{
φ ∈ L∞loc(0,∞); (yq +y−m)−1φ ∈ L∞(0,∞)

}
, ‖φ‖∞,m,q = ‖(yq +y−m)−1φ‖∞, m, q ≥ 0

(note that these spaces also allow polynomial growth at infinity, which will be useful in our con-
struction – see below).

Lemma 3.16. Let α ≥ 1, q ≥ 0 and 0 ≤ m < α+3
2 . Then L∞m,q ↪→ H ′ and, for all 0 ≤ s0 < s1 <∞,

we have

(3.60) C([s0, s1];L2
loc(0,∞)) ∩ L∞(s0, s1;L∞m,q) ⊂ C([s0, s1];H ′).

Proof. For all φ ∈ L∞m,q and ψ ∈ H, using (3.44) and the Cauchy-Schwarz’ inequality, we obtain

|(φ, ψ)| ≤
∫ 1

0
|φψ|yα dy +

∫ ∞
1
|φψ|ρ dy ≤ C‖φ‖∞,m,q

(∫ 1

0
|ψ|yα−m dy +

∫ ∞
1
|ψ|yqρ dy

)
≤ C‖φ‖∞,m,q‖ψ‖H

{∫ 1

0
y
α+1
2
−m dy +

(∫ ∞
1

y2qρ dy
)1/2}

≤ C‖φ‖∞,m,q‖ψ‖H ,

hence L∞m,q ↪→ H ′. Let f ∈ C([s0, s1];L2
loc(0,∞))∩L∞(s0, s1;L∞m,q). We have |f(y, s)| ≤ C(yq+y−m)

for some C > 0. For all s, t ∈ [s0, s1], ψ ∈ H and 0 < η < 1 < R, using (3.44), we get

|(f(t)− f(s), ψ)| ≤ C
∫ η

0
|ψ|yα−m dy +

∫ R

η
|f(t)− f(s)||ψ|ρ dy + C

∫ ∞
R
|ψ|yqρ dy

≤ C‖ψ‖H
∫ η

0
y
α+1
2
−m dy + C‖ψ‖‖f(·, s)− f(·, t)‖L2(η,R) + C‖ψ‖

(∫ ∞
R

y2qρ dy
) 1

2
,

hence

‖f(t)− f(s)‖H′ ≤ Cη
α+3
2
−m + C‖f(·, s)− f(·, t)‖L2(η,R) +

(∫ ∞
R

y2qρ dy
) 1

2
.

For any given ε > 0, we may choose η ∈ (0, 1) and R > 0 such that

‖f(t)− f(s)‖H′ ≤ ε+ C‖f(·, s)− f(·, t)‖L2(η,R).

Next using the assumption f ∈ C([s0, s1];L2
loc(0,∞)), it follows that there exists ν > 0 such that

|t− s| ≤ ν =⇒ ‖f(t)− f(s)‖H′ ≤ 2ε. This proves (3.60). �

We end this subsection with a local well-posedness and comparison result on problem (2.1) for
initial data with (at most linear) growth at infinity. This will be useful for the construction of
special GBU solutions which have an odd number of intersections with the singular steady state
on (0,∞) (such solutions must obviously grow at space infinity). To this end we define the space

(3.61) W1 =
{
ψ ∈W 1,∞

loc ([0,∞)); ψ(0) = 0, ψx ∈ L∞(0,∞)
}
,

equipped with the norm ‖ψ‖W1 = ‖ψx‖∞.
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Proposition 3.17. (i) Let R =∞ and u0 ∈ W1. There exists a unique, maximal classical solution
u ∈ C2,1([0,∞)× (0, T ∗)) ∩ C([0,∞)× [0, T ∗)) ∩ L∞loc([0, T ∗);W1) of problem (2.1). If its maximal
existence time T ∗ is finite, then limt→T ∗− ‖ux(t)‖∞ =∞. Moreover the solution operator u0 7→ u(·, t)
is continuous on W1.

(ii) Let x0 ≥ 0, T > 0 and DT = (x0,∞) × (0, T ). Let v, v ∈ C2,1(DT ) ∩ C([x0,∞) × [0, T ))
satisfy vx, vx ∈ L∞(DT ) and

vt − vxx − |vx|p ≤ vt − vxx − |vx|p in DT .

If v ≤ v on ([x0,∞)× {0}) ∪ ({x0} × (0, T )), then v ≤ v in DT .

Proof. (i) This follows from a standard fixed point argument (see e.g. [9, 58]) in the space L∞(0, τ ;W1),
using the heat semigroup estimates ‖∂xet∆φ‖∞ ≤ ‖φx‖∞ for all φ ∈ W1 and ‖∂xet∆φ‖∞ ≤
Ct−1/2‖φ‖∞ for all φ ∈ L∞(0,∞).

(ii) By our assumptions, the function z = v − v satisfies zt − zxx ≤ |vx|p − |vx|p ≤ M |zx| and
z ≤ M(1 + x) in DT for some M > 0. Set ψ(x, t) = eKt(1 + x2) with K = M + 2 and, for any
ε > 0, let zε := z − εψ. We have

ψt − ψxx −M |ψx| = KeKt(1 + x2)− 2eKt − 2MxeKt = eKt[(M + 2)(1 + x2)− 2− 2Mx] ≥ 0,

hence zε,t − zε,xx −M |zε,x| ≤ 0 in DT . Moreover, we may select Rε > x0 such that zε ≤ M(1 +
x) − ε(1 + x2) ≤ 0 in [Rε,∞) × (0, T ), and we have zε ≤ 0 on the parabolic boundary of Dε,T =
(x0, Rε)× (0, T ). We then deduce from the standard maximum principle that zε ≤ 0 in Dε,T , hence
in DT , and the conclusion follows by letting ε→ 0. �

3.5. Heat kernel of the linearized operator. Let α ≥ 1, k ∈ R. In this section we obtain a con-
venient explicit formula, along with useful estimates, for the kernel associated with the semigroup
(e−sL)s≥0. To this end we introduce the auxiliary problem

(3.62)

{
Zt = Zxx + α

xZx, x > 0, t > 0

Z(x, 0) = φ(x), x > 0,

and the solution Y = Y (z) of the ODE

(3.63)

{
Y ′′ + α

z Y
′ = Y, z > 0

Y (0) = 1, Y ′(0) = 0.

We first derive the formula and the properties of the kernel associated with problem (3.62).

Proposition 3.18. Let α ≥ 1, k ∈ R
(i) Set P := ∂t − ∂xx − α

x∂x and, for i ∈ {0, 1}, define the kernels

Hi(t, x, ξ) := Cαt
−α+1

2 exp
[
−x

2 + ξ2

4t

]
Y (i)

(xξ
2t

)
, x, ξ ≥ 0, t > 0,

where Cα > 0 is a normalization constant. We have

(3.64) PH0 = 0, x, ξ ≥ 0, t > 0,

and the bounds

(3.65) 0 ≤ Hi(t, x, ξ) ≤ Ct−
α+1
2

(
1 ∧ xξ

2t

)i(
1 +

xξ

2t

)−α/2
exp
[
−(x− ξ)2

4t

]
, i ∈ {0, 1},

(3.66) H1 ≤ H0,

(3.67)
|∂xH0|
H0

≤ Ct−1/2 min
{

1,
x√
t

}(
1 +
|x− ξ|2

t

)
,
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(3.68)
|∂tH0|
H0

≤ Ct−1
(

1 +
|x− ξ|2

t

)
,

as well as

(3.69)

∫ ∞
0

H0(t, x; ξ)ξαdξ = 1,

∫ ∞
0

H1(t, x; ξ)ξαdξ ≤ 1, t > 0, x ≥ 0.

(ii) Let 0 ≤ m < α+3
2 , q ≥ 0 and let φ ∈ C(0,∞) ∩ L∞m,q. Let Z be defined by

(3.70) Z(x, t) =

∫ ∞
0

H0(t, x; ξ)φ(ξ)ξαdξ, x ≥ 0, t > 0.

Then Z enjoys the regularity properties

(3.71) Z ∈ C2,1([0,∞)× (0,∞)),

(3.72) ‖Z(t)‖∞,m,q ≤ C(1 + tq/2)‖φ‖∞,m,q, t > 0,

(3.73) t1/2‖Zx(t)‖∞,m,q + t‖Zt(t)‖∞,m,q ≤ C(1 + tq/2)‖φ‖∞,m,q, t > 0,

and it satisfies

(3.74) Zt = Zxx + α
xZx in (0,∞)× (0,∞),

(3.75) lim
t→0

Z(x, t) = φ(x), for each x > 0.

Moreover, (3.75) remains valid for x = 0 whenever φ ∈ Cb([0,∞)). Furthermore, if also φ′ ∈ L∞m+1,r

for some r ≥ 0, then

(3.76) Zx(x, t) =

∫ ∞
0

H1(t, x; ξ)φ′(ξ)ξαdξ, x > 0, t > 0.

As a consequence we obtain the kernel associated with the semigroup (e−sL)s≥0.

Proposition 3.19. Assume α ≥ 1, k ∈ R, 0 ≤ m < α+3
2 , q ≥ 0 and φ ∈ C(0,∞) ∩ L∞m,q ⊂ H ′.

Then W (·, s) := e−sLφ is given by

(3.77) W (y, s) =

∫ ∞
0

G0(s, y; ξ)φ(ξ)ξαdξ, where G0(s, y, ξ) := eksH0

(
1− e−s, e−s/2y, ξ

)
,

for all (y, s) ∈ Q := [0,∞) × (0,∞), and we have W ∈ C2,1(Q). Moreover, W ∈ C(Q) whenever
φ ∈ Cb([0,∞)). If φ′ ∈ L∞m+1,r for some r ≥ 0, then

(3.78) Wy(y, s) =

∫ ∞
0

G1(s, y; ξ)φ′(ξ)ξαdξ, where G1(s, y, ξ) := e(k− 1
2

)sH1

(
1− e−s, e−s/2y, ξ

)
.

Remark 3.3. A related, though more complicated formula is given in [29, 47] for the kernel G0.
The formula that we obtain is more convenient in order to derive the precise estimates of the space
derivative of G0 that are crucially needed in our case. Also we point out that although the formulas
in [29, 47] are used there for noninteger values of α, they are only proved for integer values. Our
proof works for all real values. We also note that for α = 0, one has Y (x) = ch(x), so that one of
course recovers the usual one dimensional heat kernel.

Proof of Proposition 3.18. (i) Step 1. Proof of (3.64). Write H := H0 = CαK1K2 with

K1(t, x) := t−
α+1
2 exp

[
−x

2

4t

]
, K2(t, x, ξ) := exp

[
−ξ

2

4t

]
Y
(xξ

2t

)
.

Direct computation yields PK1 = 0 and

(3.79) P(K1K2) = K1PK2 +K2PK1 − 2K1,xK2,x = K1PK2 − 2K1,xK2,x.
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Denoting E = exp
[
− ξ2

4t

]
and omitting the variable xξ

2t in Y, Y ′, Y ′′ for conciseness, we get

K2,t(t, x, ξ) = E
{ ξ2

4t2
Y − xξ

2t2
Y ′
}
, K2,x(t, x, ξ) = E ξ

2t
Y ′, K2,xx(t, x, ξ) = E ξ

2

4t2
Y ′′.

Consequently,

PK2 = E
{ ξ2

4t2
Y − xξ

2t2
Y ′ − ξ2

4t2
Y ′′ − α

x

ξ

2t
Y ′
}

= E
{ ξ2

4t2
α

2t

xξ
Y ′ − xξ

2t2
Y ′ − α

x

ξ

2t
Y ′
}

= −E xξ
2t2

Y ′ = −x
t
K2,x = 2

K1,x

K1
K2,x.

Combining this with (3.79), we obtain P(K1K2) = 0, nhence (3.64).

Step 2. Proof of (3.65)-(3.66). By elementary ODE arguments, one easily shows that Y, Y ′, Y ′′ >

0 for z > 0. Thus (3.63) yields Y ′′ ≤ Y and, multiplying by Y ′, we get (Y ′2 − Y 2)′ ≤ 0, hence
Y ′ ≤ Y for z ≥ 0, which gives (3.66). In view of proving (3.65), we claim that

(3.80) Y (z) ≤ C(1 + z)−α/2ez, z ≥ 0.

To this end, we set ψa(z) = z−aez for a, z > 0. We have ψ′a = (1−az−1)ψa and ψ′′a =
[
(1−az−1)2 +

az−2
]
ψa, hence

ψ′′a + α
zψ
′
a − ψa =

[(
1− a

z

)2
+ a

z2
+ α

z

(
1− a

z

)
− 1
]
ψa =

[
α−2a
z + a(a+1−α)

z2

]
ψa.

Putting ψ := ψb −Mψb+1 = (1−Mz−1)z−bez with b = α/2 and M = 1 + b
2 |b+ 1− α|, we get

ψ′′ + α
zψ
′ − ψ = b(b+1−α)

z2
z−bez −M

[
−2
z + (b+1)(b+2−α)

z2

]
z−b−1ez

=
{

2M + b(b+ 1− α)−M(b+ 1)(b+ 2− α)z−1
}
z−b−2ez ≥ 0, z ≥ z0

for some z0 > 0. Taking z0 possibly larger, we may also assume that ψ,ψ′ > 0 for z ≥ z0. Therefore,
choosing L > 0 large enough, we see that the function Ψ := Lψ − Y satisfies Ψ′′ + αz−1Ψ′ ≥ Ψ for
all z ≥ z0, along with Ψ(z0),Ψ′(z0) > 0. An elementary argument then shows that Ψ > 0 for all
z ≥ z0. From (3.80), we immediately deduce (3.65) for i = 0. Then, since Y ′(0) = 0 and Y (1) = 1,
we have Y ′ ≤ Cz for z > 0 small, hence

(3.81) 0 ≤ Y ′ ≤ C(z ∧ 1)Y, z > 0,

due to Y ′ ≤ Y , and (3.65) for i = 1 follows.

Step 3. Proof of (3.67)–(3.69). We first claim that

(3.82) 0 ≤ Y − Y ′ ≤ C min(1, z−1)Y, z > 0.

Since (3.82) is true for z ≤ 4 due to Y ′ ≥ 0, we may assume z > 4. First, since Y ′ ≤ Y hence

Y ′′ ≥ 1
2Y for z large, we get C1e

z/2 ≤ Y (z) ≤ C2e
z by integration, hence Y ( z4) ≤ C

z Y (z). Then

using (Y − Y ′)′ = Y ′ − Y ′′ ≤ Y − Y ′′ = αz−1Y ′, we obtain

Y (z)−Y ′(z) ≤ Y (1)+α

∫ z

1

Y ′(τ)

τ
dτ ≤ C

(
1+

∫ z
4

1

Y ′(τ)

τ
dτ+

∫ z

z
4

Y ′(τ)

τ
dτ
)
≤ C

(
1+Y ( z4)+

Y (z)

z

)
,

hence (3.82).
We now compute

(3.83) Hx = Cαt
−α+1

2 exp
[
−x

2 + ξ2

4t

]{ ξ
2t
Y ′
(xξ

2t

)
− x

2t
Y
(xξ

2t

)}
.
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By (3.81) we get

|Hx| ≤


Ct−

α+1
2 exp

[
−x

2 + ξ2

4t

]x
t
Y
(xξ

2t

)
=
Cx

t
H, if ξ ≤ 2x,

Ct−
α+1
2 exp

[
−x

2 + ξ2

4t

]
Y
(xξ

2t

)x
t

{
1 +

ξ2

t

}
≤ Cx

t

{
1 +
|ξ − x|2

t

}
H, if ξ > 2x,

which yields (3.67) for x ≤
√
t. To prove it for x ≥

√
t, we write:

ξ

2t
Y ′
(xξ

2t

)
− x

2t
Y
(xξ

2t

)
=
ξ − x

2t
Y
(xξ

2t

)
+
ξ

2t

(
Y ′ − Y

)(xξ
2t

)
=
ξ − x

2t
Y ′
(xξ

2t

)
+
x

2t

(
Y ′ − Y

)(xξ
2t

)
.

Using (3.82), it follows that∣∣∣ ξ
2t
Y ′
(xξ

2t

)
− x

2t
Y
(xξ

2t

)∣∣∣ ≤ Ct−1/2Y
(xξ

2t

){ |ξ − x|√
t

+
x ∧ ξ√

t
min

(
1,

t

xξ

)}
.

If xξ
t ≤ 1, then x∧ξ√

t
≤ 1. If xξ

t ≥ 1, then x∨ξ√
t
≥ 1, hence x∧ξ√

t
min

(
1, t

xξ

)
=
√
t

x∨ξ ≤ 1. In all cases we

thus get ∣∣∣ ξ
2t
Y ′
(xξ

2t

)
− x

2t
Y
(xξ

2t

)∣∣∣ ≤ Ct−1/2Y
(xξ

2t

){ |ξ − x|√
t

+ 1
}
.

This along with (3.83) readily implies (3.67) for x ≥
√
t.

As for (3.68), it follows from (3.82) by writing

|Ht| =
∣∣∣−α+1

2t H + Cαt
−α+1

2 exp
[
−x

2 + ξ2

4t

]{x2 + ξ2

4t2
Y
(xξ

2t

)
− xξ

2t2
Y ′
(xξ

2t

)}∣∣∣
=
∣∣∣−α+1

2t H + Cαt
−α+1

2 exp
[
−x

2 + ξ2

4t

]{(x− ξ)2

4t2
Y
(xξ

2t

)
+
xξ

2t2

(
Y
(xξ

2t

)
− Y ′

(xξ
2t

))}∣∣∣
≤ Ct−1

{ |x− ξ|2
t

+ 1
}
H.

To prove (3.69), we fix ξ ≥ 0 and t2 > t1 > 0 and, using PH = 0 and (3.67), we obtain∫ M

0
H(t2, x; ξ)xαdx−

∫ M

0
H(t1, x; ξ)xαdx =

∫ t2

t1

∫ M

0
Ht(t, x; ξ)xαdx

=

∫ t2

t1

∫ M

0

[
xαHx(t, x; ξ)

]
x
dx =

∫ t2

t1

MαHx(t,M ; ξ)→ 0, M →∞.

Therefore I(t, ξ) :=
∫∞

0 H(t, x; ξ)xαdx = I(ξ) for all t > 0. Writing

I(t, ξ) exp
[ξ2

4t

]
= Cα

∫ ∞
0

t−
α+1
2 exp

[
−x

2

4t

]
Y
(xξ

2t

)
xα dx = Cα

∫ ∞
0

e−z
2/4Y

( zξ

2
√
t

)
zα dz,

and recalling that Y (0) = 1 and Y ′(s) ≥ 0 for s ≥ 0, it follows from monotone convergence that

I(ξ) = lim
t→∞

I(t, ξ) = Cα

∫ ∞
0

e−z
2/4zα dz = 1,

upon choosing the normalization constant Cα. Since H(t, x; ξ) = H(t, ξ;x), we deduce the first
part of (3.69), and the second part follows from Y ′ ≤ Y .

(ii) Step 4. Proof of (3.71)–(3.74). Let Z be given by (3.70). For x ≥ 0 and t > 0, we note
that the convergence of the integral is guaranteed by the assumptions |φ(ξ)| ≤ C(ξq + ξ−m) and
α −m > α−3

2 ≥ −1. Owing to the bounds (3.67), (3.68) on Hx, Ht and Hxx = Ht − αx−1Hx, we
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may differentiate the integral in (3.70) for x ≥ 0 and t > 0, and deduce (3.71) and (3.74). On the
other hand, setting N = ‖φ‖∞,m,q, we have

|Z(x, t)| ≤ N
∫ ∞

0
H(t, x, ξ)(ξq + ξ−m)ξαdξ

≤ CN
{
xq
∫ 2x

0
H(t, x, ξ)ξαdξ + t−

α+1
2

∫ ∞
2x

e−
(x−ξ)2

4t ξα+q dξ

+ x−m
∫ ∞
x/2

H(t, x, ξ)ξα dξ + t−
α+1
2

∫ x/2

0
e−

(x−ξ)2
4t ξα−m dξ

}
.

Noting that

t−
α+1
2

∫ ∞
2x

e−
(x−ξ)2

4t ξα+q dξ ≤ t−
α+1
2

∫ ∞
2x

e−
ξ2

16t ξα+q dξ = t
q
2

∫ ∞
2xt−1/2

e−
z2

16 zα+q dz ≤ Ct
q
2

and

t−
α+1
2

∫ x/2

0
e−

(x−ξ)2
4t ξα−m dξ ≤ t−

α+1
2 e−

x2

16t

∫ x/2

0
ξα−m dξ = Ct−

α+1
2 e−

x2

16txα+1−m ≤ Cx−m

and using (3.69), we get |Z(x, t)| ≤ CN(xq + t
q
2 + x−m) ≤ CN(1 + t

q
2 )(xq + x−m), hence (3.72).

By the same argument, along with (3.67)-(3.68), we get (3.73).

Step 5. Proof of (3.75)-(3.76). Fix x > 0 and ε > 0. Choose η ∈ (0, x/2) such that |φ(ξ) −
φ(x)| ≤ ε for |ξ − x| ≤ η. Using (3.69) and α−m > α−3

2 ≥ −1, we get

|Z(x, t)− φ(x)| =
∣∣∣∫ ∞

0
H(t, x, ξ)(φ(ξ)− φ(x))ξα dξ

∣∣∣
≤ ε

∫
|ξ−x|<η

H(t, x, ξ)ξα dξ +

∫
|ξ−x|>η

H(t, x, ξ)
(
|φ(x)|+ Cξq + Cξ−m

)
ξα dξ

≤ ε+ Ct−
α+1
2 e−

η2

8t

∫ ∞
0

e−
(x−ξ)2

8
(
|φ(x)|+ ξq + ξ−m

)
ξα dξ ≤ 2ε

for t > 0 small enough, hence (3.75). Of course, a similar argument applies for x = 0 whenever
φ ∈ Cb([0,∞)).

Finally assume φ′ ∈ L∞m+1,r for some r ≥ 0, which in particular guarantees the existence of the

integral in (3.76) owing to α−m > −1 and (3.65) for i = 1. Using integration by parts, we compute∫ ∞
0

exp
[
−ξ

2

4t

]
Y ′
(xξ

2t

)
φ′(ξ)ξαdξ = −

∫ ∞
0

{
exp
[
−ξ

2

4t

]
Y ′
(xξ

2t

)
ξα
}
ξ
φ(ξ)dξ

= −
∫ ∞

0
exp
[
−ξ

2

4t

]{(
− ξ

2t
+
α

ξ

)
Y ′
(xξ

2t

)
+
x

2t
Y ′′
(xξ

2t

)}
ξαφ(ξ)dξ

=

∫ ∞
0

exp
[
−ξ

2

4t

]{( ξ
2t
− α

ξ

)
Y ′
(xξ

2t

)
+
x

2t

(2αt

xξ
Y ′
(xξ

2t

)
− Y

(xξ
2t

))}
ξαφ(ξ)dξ

=

∫ ∞
0

exp
[
−ξ

2

4t

]{ ξ
2t
Y ′
(xξ

2t

)
− x

2t
Y
(xξ

2t

)}
ξαφ(ξ)dξ.

Formula (3.76) then follows from

Zx(x, t) =

∫ ∞
0

Hx(t, x; ξ)φ(ξ)ξαdξ = Cαt
−α+1

2 e−
x2

4t

∫ ∞
0

e−
ξ2

4t
{ ξ

2tY
′(xξ

2t

)
− x

2tY
(xξ

2t

)}
φ(ξ)ξαdξ. �

Proof of Proposition 3.19. Let Z(x, t) be given by Proposition 3.18, extended by continuity to

Q̃ := [0,∞)2 \ {(0, 0)}. For (y, s) ∈ Q̃, set W̃ (y, s) = eksZ(ye−s/2, 1 − e−s) (which is equal to the
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integral in (3.77) for s > 0). Then an immediate computation using (3.74) shows that W̃ satisfies

W̃s = LW̃ in Q.
The result will then follow directly from Proposition 3.18 provided we show that W = W̃ . To

this end we use a duality argument. Let ψ = W − W̃ . By Lemma 3.16, (3.71), (3.72), (3.75) we

have W̃ ∈ C([0,∞);H ′). Moreover, using (3.71), (3.73) and

(W̃s − kW̃ )(y, s) = e(k−1)sZt(ye
−s/2, 1− e−s)− 1

2e
(k− 1

2
)syZx(ye−s/2, 1− e−s),

we deduce that W̃ ∈ C(0,∞;H) ∩ C1(0,∞;L2
ρ). This along with (3.57) guarantees that

ψ ∈ C([0,∞);H ′) ∩ C(0,∞;D(L)) ∩ C1(0,∞;L2
ρ).

Fix any S > 0 and ϕ ∈ H and set ζ(·, s) = e−(S−s)Lϕ for s ∈ (0, S). Then, by Proposition 3.14,
ζ solves the adjoint problem ζs − Lζ = 0 with

ζ ∈ C([0, S];H) ∩ C1([0, S);D(L))

and ζ(S) = ϕ. Setting g(s) := 〈ψ(s), ζ(s)〉, we thus have g(s) = (ψ(s), ζ(s)) for s ∈ (0, S],
g ∈ C([0, S]) ∩ C1(0, S) and we compute

g′(s) = (ψ, ζs) + (ψs, ζ) = (ψ,Lζ)− (Lψ, ζ) = 0, 0 < s < S,

owing to (3.47). It follows that (ψ(S), ϕ) = (ψ, ζ)(S) = 〈ψ, ζ〉(0) = 0. Since ϕ and S are arbitrary,

we deduce that ψ ≡ 0 hence W = W̃ . �

The following proposition gives useful smoothing properties of the kernel associated with the
semigroup (e−sL).

Proposition 3.20. Let α ≥ 1, k ∈ R and set

[T (s)φ](y) :=

∫ ∞
0

G0(s, y; ξ)φ(ξ)ξαdξ, y ≥ 0, s > 0,

where G0 is given by (3.77).

(i) For all 1 < q <∞ and ε > 0, there exists C > 0 such that, for all φ ∈ Lqρ,
(3.84) ‖T (s)φ‖Lqρ ≤ e

ks‖φ‖Lqρ , s > 0

and

(3.85) ‖∂yT (s)φ‖Lqρ ≤ C
(
1 + s−

1
2
−ε)e(k− 1

2
)s‖φ‖Lqρ , s > 0.

(ii) For all 1 < q < r <∞, there exist s∗ = s∗(m, q) > 0 and C > 0 such that, for all φ ∈ Lqρ,
(3.86) ‖T (s)φ‖Lrρ ≤ Ce

ks‖φ‖Lqρ , s ≥ s∗

and, if φ ∈W 1,q
ρ ,

(3.87) ‖∂yT (s)φ‖Lrρ ≤ Ce
(k− 1

2
)s‖φy‖Lqρ , s ≥ s∗.

Proof. (i) By density we may assume φ ∈ Cb([0,∞)). Denote V (s) := [T (s)φ], which coincides with

e−sLφ by Proposition 3.19. Fix ε > 0 and set ψ := (V 2+ε2)(q−2)/2V (actually ε = 0 will do if q ≥ 2).
Owing to (3.71)–(3.73), (3.75) we then have V ∈ C2,1([0,∞)×(0,∞))∩C1(0,∞;Lqρ)∩C([0,∞;Lqρ),
V solves Vs = −LV , and moreover V (s) ∈ D(L) and ψ(s) ∈ H for each s > 0. Multiplying by ρψ
with and using Lemma 3.13 we get

1

q

d

ds

∫
ρ(V 2 + ε2)q/2 =

∫
ρVsψ = −(LV, ψ) = −(Vy, ψy) + k(V, ψ).

Since (Vy, ψy) =
∫
ρ((q − 1)V 2 + ε2)(V 2 + ε2)(q−4)/2V 2

y ≥ 0, we deduce

d

ds

(
e−qks

∫
ρ(V 2 +ε2)

q
2

)
≤ ke−qks

(
(V, ψ)−

∫
ρ(V 2 +ε2)

q
2

)
≤ |k|e−qksε2

∫
ρ(V 2 +ε2)

q−2
2 =: Jε(s).
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Integrating in time and then observing that Jε(s) → 0 as ε → 0 uniformly for s ≥ 0 bounded
(consider the cases q ≥ 2 and q < 2 separately), inequality (3.84) follows.

We next prove (3.85). Let Z be given by (3.77). Using (3.67), for each η ∈ (0, 1), we may split
∂xZ as follows:

|∂xZ(x, t)| ≤ t−
1
2

∫ (
1 +
|x− ξ|2

t

)
H0(t, x, ξ)|φ(ξ)|ξα dξ

≤ Ct−
1
2
−ε
∫
E1

H0(t, x, ξ)|φ(ξ)|ξα dξ + Cηt
−(α+2)/2

∫
E2

exp
[
−(x− ξ)2

(4 + η)t

]
|φ(ξ)|ξα dξ

≡ Z1(x, t) + Z2(x, t),

where
E1 = {ξ > 0 : |x− ξ|2 ≤ t1−ε}, E2 = {ξ > 0 : |x− ξ|2 > t1−ε}.

To estimate Z2, we use Hölder’s inequality to write

Z2(x, t) = Cηt
−(α+2)/2

∫
E2

eξ
2/4q exp

[
−(x− ξ)2

(4 + η)t

]
e−ξ

2/4q|φ(ξ)|ξα dξ

= Cη‖φ‖Lqρt
−(α+2)/2

(∫
E2

exp
[q′ξ2

4q
− q′(x− ξ)2

(4 + η)t

]
ξα dξ

)1/q′

≤ Cη‖φ‖Lqρt
−(α+2)/2 exp

[
−ηt

−ε

5

](∫
E2

exp
[q′ξ2

4q
− q′(1− η)(x− ξ)2

(4 + η)t

]
ξα dξ

)1/q′

.

Fix a ∈ (1, q). Setting z = ξ − x and using (z + x)2 ≤ (1 + a−1t)x2 + (1 + at−1)z2, we get

Z2(x, t) ≤ Cη‖φ‖Lqρ exp
[
−ηt

−ε

5

](∫ ∞
−∞

exp
[q′(z + x)2

4q
− q′(1− η)z2

(4 + η)t

]
|z + x|α dz

)1/q′

≤ C‖φ‖Lqρ exp
[
−ηt

−ε

5

]
exp
[(1 + a−1t)x2

4q

](∫ ∞
−∞

exp
[( t+ a

4qt
− 1− η

(4 + η)t

)
q′z2

]
|z + x|α dz

)1/q′

.

Now we may choose η > 0 small such that, for all t ∈ (0, η),

t+ a

4qt
− 1− η

(4 + η)t
=

(4 + η)(t+ a)− 4q(1− η)

4q(4 + η)t
≤ −ηt−1,

hence

Z2(x, t) ≤ C‖φ‖Lqρ exp
(
−2ct−ε

)
(1 + xα/q

′
) exp

[(1 + a−1t)x2

4q

]
, x ≥ 0, 0 < t < η,

for some c > 0. Using 1 + a−1t− 1
1−t = (a−1−1)t−a−1t2

1−t ≤ −c1t, it follows that

(3.88)

(∫
Zq2(x, t) exp

[
− x2

4(1− t)

]
xαdx

)1/q

≤ C‖φ‖Lqρ exp
(
−2ct−ε

)( ∫
exp
[(1 + a−1t

4
− 1

4(1− t)

)
x2
]
(1 + xαq/q

′
)xαdx

)1/q

≤ C‖φ‖Lqρ exp
(
−2ct−ε

)( ∫
e−c1tx

2/4(1 + xαq/q
′
)xαdx

)1/q
≤ C‖φ‖Lqρ exp

(
−ct−ε

)
.

Going back to V and recalling that

(3.89) V (y, s) = eksZ(ye−s/2, 1− e−s) =

∫ ∞
0

G0(s, y; ξ)φ(ξ)ξαdξ,

where G0(s, y, ξ) := eksH0

(
1− e−s, e−s/2y, ξ

)
, we write

e( 1
2
−k)s|∂yV (y, s)| = |∂xZ(ye−

s
2 , 1−e−s)| = Z1(ye−

s
2 , 1−e−s)+Z2(ye−

s
2 , 1−e−s) ≡ V1(y, s)+V2(y, s).
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Since Z1(x, t) ≤ Ct−(1+ε)/2Z̃(x, t), where Z̃ is given by (3.77) with φ replaced by |φ|, it follows
from (3.84) that

‖V1(s)‖Lqρ ≤ Ce
−s/2(1− e−s)−

1
2
−ε‖φ‖Lqρ ≤ Cs

− 1
2
−ε‖φ‖Lqρ

for s > 0 small. As for V2, putting t = 1− e−s, it follows from (3.88) that

‖V2(s)‖q
Lqρ

=

∫
V q

2 (y, s)e−y
2/4yαdy =

∫
Zq2(ye−s/2, 1− e−s)e−y2/4yαdy

= (1− t)−(α+1)/2

∫
Zq2(x, t) exp

[
− x2

4(1− t)

]
xαdx ≤ C‖φ‖q

Lqρ
.

These estimates on V1, V2 guarantee (3.85) for s > 0 small. On the other hand, by (3.66), (3.77),
(3.78) and (3.84), we have

‖∂yV (s)‖Lqρ = ‖∂yT (s− s1)V (s1)‖Lqρ ≤ e
(k− 1

2
)(s−s1)‖∂yV (s1)‖Lqρ , s > s1 > 0.

This guarantees that (3.85) remains true for all s > 0.

(ii) We adapt the proof of [27, Lemma 2.1], given there for α = 0. Using

ξ2

q
− (x− ξ)2

t
=

x2

q − t
−
(1

t
− 1

q

)(
ξ − qx

q − t

)2
≤ x2

q − t
− c
(
ξ − qx

q − t

)2
, 0 < t < 1,

we have, for all t ∈ (0, 1),

t(α+1)/2|Z(x, t)| ≤ C
∫
eξ

2/4q exp
[
−(x− ξ)2

4t

]
e−ξ

2/4q|φ(ξ)|ξα dξ

≤ C‖φ‖Lqρ
(∫

exp
[q′ξ2

4q
− q′(x− ξ)2

4t

]
ξα dξ

)1/q′

≤ C‖φ‖Lqρ exp
[ x2

4(q − t)

](∫
exp
[
−c
(
ξ − qx

q − t

)2]
ξα dξ

)1/q′

≤ C‖φ‖Lqρ exp
[ x2

4(q − t)

](∫ ∞
−∞

e−cz
2
∣∣∣z +

qx

q − t

∣∣∣α dz)1/q′

≤ C‖φ‖Lqρ exp
[ x2

4(q − t)

]
(1 + xα/q

′
).

Consequently, setting t0 = (r − q)/(r − 1), we have(∫
|Z|r(x, t) exp[− x2

4(1−t) ]xαdx
) 1
r ≤M(t)‖φ‖Lqρ , t0 < t < 1,

where M(t) = t−
α+1
2

( ∫
exp[( r

q−t −
1

1−t)
x2

4 ](1 + xαr/q
′
)xαdx

)1/q
< ∞. Fix t∗ ∈ (t0, 1) and s∗ :=

− log(1− t∗). By (3.89), it follows that

‖V (s∗)‖rLrρ =

∫
|V (y, s∗)|re−y2/4yαdy = ekrs

∗
∫
|Z(ye−s

∗/2, 1− e−s∗)|re−y2/4yαdy

≤ C
∫
|Z(x, t∗)|r exp

[
− x2

4(1− t∗)

]
xαdx ≤ C‖φ‖q

Lqρ
.

This along with (3.84) (with q replaced by r) yields (3.86). The proof of (3.87) is completely
similar, making use of (3.66) and (3.76). �
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3.6. Maximum principles for the linearized operator. Assume

(3.90)

{
α ≥ 1, T > 0, 0 < R ≤ ∞, Q = (0, R)× (0, T ),

a1, a2 ∈ L∞loc(Q), |ai| ≤ C1(xi + x−γi), 0 ≤ γ1 < 1, 0 ≤ γ2 < 2,

for some C1 > 0 and

(3.91)

{
w ∈ C2,1(Q), w ∈ C(Q), wx ∈ L∞((r,R)× (0, T )) for each r > 0,

xαwx(x, t)→ 0, as x→ 0, uniformly in t ∈ (0, T ),

and consider the linear operator with singularities at x = 0:

(3.92) Pw := wt − wxx − α
xwx − a1(x, t)wx − a2(x, t)w.

We first have the following maximum principle and strong maximum principle up to x = 0. We
stress that no boundary conditions at x = 0 are required.

Proposition 3.21. Assume (3.90), (3.91), Pw ≤ 0 in Q, w(x, 0) ≤ 0 in [0, R), and{
w(R, t) ≤ 0 on (0, T ), if R <∞,

w ≤ eM(1+x2) in Q for some M > 0, if R =∞.

(i) Then w ≤ 0 in Q.

(ii) Assume in addition w(x, 0) 6≡ 0. Then w < 0 in [0, R)× (0, T ].

For the proof we need a Hardy-type inequality, which is provided by the following simple lemma.

Lemma 3.22. Let α ≥ 1 and γ < 2. For each η > 0, there exists C > 0 depending only on η, α, γ
such that for all 0 ≤ a < b, there holds∫ b

a
xα−γφ2 ≤ 2

[
xα−γ+1

α−γ+1 φ
2
]b
a

+ η

∫ b

a
xαφ′

2
+ C[1 + b2(1−γ)]

∫ b

a
xαφ2, φ ∈ C1([a, b]).

Proof. By integration by parts, we have∫ b

a
xα−γφ2 ≤

[
xα−γ+1

α−γ+1 φ
2
]b
a
− 2
α−γ+1

∫ b

a
xα−γ+1φφ′ ≤

[
xα−γ+1

α−γ+1 φ
2
]b
a
+η

∫ b

a
xαφ′

2
+C(η)

∫ b

a
xα+2−2γφ2.

Choosing x0 ∈ (0, 1) such that C(η)x2−γ
0 < 1

2 , we get∫ b

a
xα−γφ2 ≤

[
xα−γ+1

α−γ+1 φ
2
]b
a
+η

∫ b

a
xαφ′

2
+

1

2

∫
(a,b)∩(0,x0)

xα−γφ2+C(η)[x
2(1−γ)
0 +b2(1−γ)]

∫
(a,b)\(0,x0)

xαφ2

and the conclusion follows. �

Proof of Proposition 3.21. Step 1. Proof of (i) for R < ∞. Let γ = max(2γ1, γ2) < 2. Fix
ε ∈ (0, R/2). Multiplying by xαw+, integrating by parts over (ε,R−ε) and using w+,x = χ{w>0}wx,
Young’s inequality and (3.90), we obtain, for t ∈ (0, T ),

d

dt

∫ R−ε

ε

xα

2 w
2
+ =

∫ R−ε

ε
xαwtw+ ≤

∫ R−ε

ε

(
(xαwx)x + xα(a1wx + a2w)

)
w+

=
[
xαwxw+

]R−ε
ε

+

∫ R−ε

ε
xα
{
−(w+,x)2 + (a1w+,x + a2w+)w+

}
≤
[
xαwxw+

]R−ε
ε
− 1

2

∫ R−ε

ε
xα(w+,x)2 + C2

∫ R−ε

ε
xα−γw2

+.
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Here and in what follows, Ci denotes positive constants independent of ε. Next taking η > 0 such
that η C2 <

1
2 and applying Lemma 3.22, we deduce that

d

dt

∫ R−ε

ε

xα

2 w
2
+ ≤

[
xαwxw+ + 2C2

xα−γ+1

α−γ+1w
2
+

]R−ε
ε

+ C3

∫ R−ε

ε
xαw2

+ ≤ gε(t) + C3

∫ R−ε

ε
xαw2

+,

where gε(t) = C3

{
|wx|w++w2

+

}
(R−ε, t)+εα|wx|w+(ε, t). Integrating in time and using w(·, 0) ≤ 0,

we get ∫ R−ε

ε
xαw2

+(t) ≤
{

2

∫ t

0
gε(s) ds+

∫ R−ε

ε
xαw2

+(x, 0)
}
e−2C3t = 2e−2C3t

∫ t

0
gε(s) ds.

Letting ε→ 0 and using w(R, s) ≤ 0 and (3.91), we deduce that w+(·, t) ≡ 0.

Step 2. Proof of (i) for R = ∞. Take η ∈ (0, 2 − γ2) and φ ∈ C2([0,∞)), ψ ∈ C([0,∞)) ∩
C2(0,∞), φ, ψ ≥ 1, such that

φ(x) =

{
1, 0 ≤ x ≤ 1,

x2, x ≥ 2,
ψ(x) =

{
3− xη, 0 ≤ x ≤ 1,

1, x ≥ 2.

By our assumption, there exists N > 0 such that

(3.93) sup
t∈(0,T )

w(x, t) ≤ o
(
eNx

2)
, x→∞.

Set

E(x, t) = e(N+Kt)φ(x), Z(x, t) = E(x, t)ψ(x),

with K > 0 to be chosen. We compute

(3.94) Zt = KφZ, Zx = Eψ′ + Exψ, Zxx = Eψ′′ + 2Exψ
′ + Exxψ.

For (x, t) ∈ (0, 1]× (0, T ), we have

ψ′′ + α
xψ
′ = −η(η − 1 + α)xη−2, |a1ψ

′|+ |a2ψ| ≤ C[xη−1−γ1 + x−γ2 ].

Here and below, C denotes a generic positive constant independent of K. Consequently, there
exists x0 ∈ (0, 1) (independent of K) such that, for all (x, t) ∈ (0, x0]× (0, T ),

PZ = KZ + eN+KtPψ ≥
{
η(η − 1 + α)xη−2 − C

[
xη−1−γ1 + x−γ2

]}
eN+Kt ≥ 0.

Let T1 = min(T, 1/K). For (x, t) ∈ [2,∞)× (0, T1), we have

Exx + α
xEx =

[
2(α+ 1)(N +Kt) + 4(N +Kt)2x2

]
E ≤ Cx2E, |a1Ex|+ |a2E| ≤ Cx2E,

hence PZ = PE ≥ (Kx2−Cx2)E. For (x, t) ∈ (x0, 2)× (0, T1), we have |Ex|+ |Exx| ≤ CE hence,
using (3.94), ψ ∈ C2(0,∞) and φ, ψ ≥ 1, PZ ≥ (K − C)E. Taking K > 0 large enough, we thus
obtain PZ ≥ 0 in (0,∞)× (0, T1).

Now, for each fixed ε > 0, we set wε := w − εZ, which satisfies Pwε = Pw − εPZ ≤ 0 in
(0,∞)× (0, T1). On the other hand, by w(·, 0) ≤ 0 and (3.93), we have wε ≤ 0 on ((0,∞)× {0})∪
([R̃,∞)× (0, T )) for R̃ = R̃(ε) > 0 sufficiently large, and wε moreover satisfies the assumptions in

(3.91) with R replaced by R̃. We thus deduce from Step 1 that wε ≤ 0 in (0,∞) × (0, T1], hence
w ≤ 0 by letting ε→ 0. Repeating the argument on [T1,min(T, T1 + 1/K)) (in case T > 1/K) and
so on, the conclusion follows.

Step 3. Proof of (ii). Take x0 ∈ (0, R) such that w(x0, 0) < 0. Since the coefficients αx−1 + a1

and a2 bounded for x in compact subsets of (0,∞), for each ε ∈ (0, x0), we may apply the strong
maximum principle on (ε,R)× (0, T ), to deduce that w < 0 in (0, R)× (0, T ].

It remains to show that w(0, t) < 0 on (0, T ]. To this end, we use a comparison argument. Take
η ∈ (0, 2−γ2). Fixing any τ ∈ (0, T/2), we set w(x, t) = δ(t+xη−2τ), where δ > 0 will be selected
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below. Taking r ∈ (0,min(R/2, τ1/η) sufficiently small (independent of δ), a simple computation
gives

δ−1Pw = 1− η(η − 1 + α)xη−2 − a1ηx
η−1 − a2(t+ xη − 2τ)

≤ 1− η(η − 1 + α)xη−2 + Cxη−1−γ1 + Cx−γ2(T + rη) ≤ 0

in (0, r) × (0, T ]. On the other hand we have w(x, τ) ≤ δ(rη − τ) < 0 ≤ −w(x, τ) on [0, r]. Now
choosing

δ := (T + rη)−1 inf
t∈[τ,T ]

(−w(r, t)) > 0,

we get w(r, t) ≤ δ(T + rη) ≤ −w(r, t) on (τ, T ]. We then deduce from assertion (i) that w +w ≤ 0
in [0, r)× (τ, T ], hence in particular w(0, t) ≤ −δ(t− 2τ) < 0 for all t ∈ (2τ, T ]. Since τ ∈ (0, T/2)
was arbitrary, the assertion follows. �

As a consequence of Proposition 3.21(ii), we obtain the following strong separation property up
to x = 0 for singular viscosity solutions of the viscous Hamilton-Jacobi equation (which turn out
to satisfy assumption (3.95)).

Proposition 3.23. Let p > 2, T > 0, 0 < R ≤ ∞, Q = (0, R)×(0, T ) and u1, u2 ∈ C2,1(Q)∩C(Q)
be classical solutions of ut = uxx + |ux|p in Q, such that

(3.95) ux − Ux ∈ L∞(Q)

and u1(·, 0) ≤ u2(·, 0). Also, suppose that{
[u1 − u2](R, t) ≤ 0 on (0, T ), if R <∞,

u1 − u2 ≤ eM(1+x2) in Q for some M > 0, if R =∞.

Then u1 ≤ u2 in [0, R)× (0, T ]. If moreover u1(·, 0) 6≡ u2(·, 0), then u1 < u2 in [0, R)× (0, T ].

Proof. Setting w = u1 − u2 and g(s) = p|s|p−2s, we get

|u1,x|p − |u2,x|p = |u2,x + wx|p − |u2,x|p = g(u2,x + θwx)wx = g
(
Ux +O(1)

)
wx.

We have g
(
Ux +O(1)

)
= O(1) for 1 < x < R (≤ ∞) and

g
(
Ux +O(1)

)
= Up−1

x g
(
1 +O(xβ)

)
= α

x (1 +O(xβ)) = α
x +O(xβ−1), 0 < x ≤ 1,

with α = p/(p−1). Therefore the equation for w is Pw = 0 with a1 satisfying (3.90) for γ1 = 1−β
and a2 = 0, and w satisfies (3.91) owing to (3.95). The conclusion thus follows from Proposi-
tion 3.21. �

3.7. Zero number properties. Denote by z(φ : [0, R]) ∈ N ∪ {∞} the number of sign-changes
of φ on [0, R] (= 0 if φ ≥ 0 or φ ≤ 0). First recall the case of classical solutions of the viscous
Hamilton-Jacobi equation up to the boundary (including the case of a moving boundary, which will
be also needed).

Proposition 3.24. Let p > 2, t1 > t0. Let x0, x1 : [t0, t1] → R be continuous curves such that
x0(t) < x1(t) and denote D = {(x, t); t0 < t < t1, x0(t) < x < x1(t)}. Let u1, u2 ∈ C2,1(D) be
classical solutions of ut = uxx + |ux|p in D and assume that, for each i ∈ {0, 1}, either

(3.96) xi is constant and [u1 − u2](xi(t), t) = 0 for all t ∈ [t0, t1]

or

[u1 − u2](xi(t), t) 6= 0 for all t ∈ [t0, t1].

Then the following holds.

(i) N(t) := z
(
[u1 − u2](·, t) : [x0(t), x1(t)]

)
is finite and nonincreasing on (t0, t1];

(ii) If N(t0) is finite, then (i) is valid on [t0, t1];
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(iii) N(t) drops at each time t ∈ (t0, t1) for which [u1 − u2](·, t) has a degenerate zero in
[x0(t), x1(t)].

Proof. The case when x1, x2 are constant is covered by standard intersection-comparison theory
(cf. [3, 10] and see also [54, 51]). The general case is reduced to the former by a simple compactness
argument. �

The next proposition will be useful for the proofs of our results on recovery rates, since it will
allow to apply intersection-comparison arguments to the RBC viscosity solutions of the viscous
Hamilton-Jacobi equation under consideration.

Proposition 3.25. (i) Assume (3.90), (3.91) with R <∞, let P be given by (3.92) and set N(t) :=
z(w(·, t) : [0, R]). Assume that w satisfies Pw = 0 in Q and w 6= 0 on {(0, 0)} ∪ ({R} × (0, T )).
Then N is finite and nonincreasing on (0, T ). Moreover, N drops at each time t ∈ (0, T ) such that
w(·, t) has a degenerate zero in (0, R) or w(0, t) = 0; namely N(t) < lim

s→t−
N(s).

(ii) Let p > 2, T > 0, 0 < R <∞, Q = (0, R)× (0, T ) and u1, u2 ∈ C2,1(Q) ∩ C(Q) be classical
solutions of ut = uxx+|ux|p in Q satisfying (3.95). Assume that u1 6= u2 on {(0, 0)}∪({R}×(0, T )).
Then z(u1(·) − u2(·) : [0, R]) is finite and nonincreasing on (0, T ). Moreover, it drops at each
t ∈ (0, T ) such that [u1 − u2](·, t) has a degenerate zero in (0, R) or [u1 − u2](0, t) = 0.

Remark 3.4. We observe that a closely related result to Proposition 3.25(i) was proved in [10] in
the case when α is an integer, but the noninteger case is crucially needed in our study (specifically
α = p/(p − 1) ∈ (1, 2)). On the other hand, the assumption w(0, 0) 6= 0 might be technical, as
it is not needed when α is an integer. However it makes our proof considerably simpler and the
statement is enough for our needs. See also Remark 3.5 for an alternative assumption. As for
Proposition 3.25(ii), a related result was proved in [51] but it is not sufficient here.

The idea of the proof of Proposition 3.25(i) is to suitably control the possible zeros at x = 0, so
as to be able to apply the standard zero number theory with bounded coefficients away from x = 0.
To this end we set Z = {t ∈ (0, T ); w(0, t) = 0} and first observe that, for any 0 ≤ t1 < t2 ≤ T ,

(3.97)
If Z ∩ (t1, t2) = ∅, then N is finite and nonincreasing and N drops at

any time t ∈ (t1, t2) for which w(·, t) has a degenerate zero on (0, R).

Indeed, for each t1 < t̃1 < t̃2 < t2, we have w 6= 0 on [0, ε] × [t̃1, t̃2] for some ε > 0. Since the
coefficients αx−1 + a1 and a2 are bounded away from x = 0, by standard zero number theory [3],
property (3.97) holds on (t̃1, t̃2), hence on (t1, t2). We next have the following lemma.

Lemma 3.26. Under the assumptions of Proposition 3.25(i), let t0 ∈ Z be such that (t0−ε, t0)∩Z =
∅ for some ε > 0. Then

(3.98) t0 is an isolated point of Z,

(3.99) N is nonincreasing in the neighborhood of t0 and N(t0) < limt→t−0
N(t).

Proof. Assume without loss of generality that w(0, t) > 0 on (t0 − ε, t0). We claim that

(3.100) lim inf
t→t−0

x1(t) = 0, where x1(t) = sup
{
x ∈ (0, R]; w(·, t) ≥ 0 on [0, x]

}
.

Indeed, otherwise, we would have w ≥ 0 on (0, δ]× [t0− δ, t0) for some δ ∈ (0, ε), and by the strong
maximum principle in Proposition 3.21(ii) this would imply w(0, t0) > 0, a contradiction. By (3.97)
and (3.100), there exist ε1 ∈ (0, ε) and an integer m ≥ 1 such that

(3.101) for all t ∈ (t0 − ε1, t0), N(t) = m := limt→t−0
N(t).
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We next claim that N(t0) < m. Assume the contrary. Then there exist 0 < y0 < · · · < ym < R
such that w(yi−1, t0)w(yi, t0) < 0 for all i ∈ {1, . . . ,m}. By continuity, for some ε2 ∈ (0, ε1), we
have w(yi−1, t)w(yi, t) < 0 for all i ∈ {1, . . . ,m} and t ∈ [t0 − ε2, t0]. But (3.100) implies the
existence of t ∈ [t0− ε2, t0) and ỹ ∈ (x1(t), y0) such that w(ỹ, t) < 0 < w(0, t). Consequently w(·, t)
has at least m+ 1 sign changes in [0, R], contradicting (3.101).

Now, since N(t0) < ∞ and u(R, t0) 6= 0, there exist σ ∈ {−1, 1} and r ∈ (0, R) such that
σw(·, t0) ≥ 0 on [0, r] and σw(r, t0) > 0. By continuity, we may find ε3 > 0 such that σw(r, t) > 0
for all t ∈ [t0, t0 +ε3]. We deduce from Proposition 3.21(ii) that σw > 0 on [0, r]×(t0, t0 +ε3], hence
in particular (3.98). Moreover, we have N(t) = z(w(·, t), [r,R)) for all t ∈ [t0, t0 + ε3]. Since the
coefficients αx−1 + a1 and a2 are bounded away from x = 0, it follows from standard zero number
theory [3] that N(t) is nonincreasing on [t0, t0 +ε3]. This along with (3.101) and N(t0) < m implies
(3.99). �

Proof of Proposition 3.25. (i) We claim that Z is discrete. Assume the contrary and let Z0 6= ∅
denote the set of accumulation points of Z. Since Z0 is a closed subset of (0, T ) and w(0, 0) 6= 0,
we may define t̄ = minZ0 ∈ (0, T ). For each τ ∈ (0, t̄), (0, τ) ∩ Z is finite. Therefore, as a
consequence of (3.97) and Lemma 3.26, N is finite and nonincreasing on (0, τ), hence on (0, t̄), and
it drops at each time t ∈ (0, t̄)∩Z. Therefore (0, t̄)∩Z is finite, hence there exists ε > 0 such that
(t̄− ε, t̄) ∩ Z = ∅. But Lemma 3.26 then implies that t̄ is an isolated point of Z, a contradiction.

Now, since Z is discrete and w(0, 0) 6= 0, for each τ ∈ (0, T ), (0, τ) ∩ Z is finite. Therefore, as a
consequence of Lemma 3.26, N is finite and nonincreasing on (0, τ), hence on (0, T ), and N drops
at each time t ∈ Z. By (3.97), N also drops at each t such that w(0, t) 6= 0 and w has a degenerate
zero in (0, R). The assertion follows.

(ii) Arguing as in the proof of Proposition 3.23, the conclusion follows from assertion (i). �

Remark 3.5. (i) Proposition 3.25 remains true if instead of w(0, 0) 6= 0, we assume more gen-
erally that 0 6≡ w(·, 0)|[0,r] ≥ 0 or ≤ 0 for some r ∈ (0, R]. Indeed, by continuity, we then have
w(x0, t) > 0 (or < 0) in [0, t0] for some t0 ∈ (0, T ) and x0 ∈ (0, r], hence w(0, t) > 0 in (0, t0] by
Proposition 3.21(ii). We may then apply Proposition 3.25 on (ε, T ) for each ε ∈ (0, t0] and the
conclusion follows.

(ii) Instead of αx−1, our proof could handle a more general class of coefficients with singularity
at x = 0.

The following proposition shows that the number of intersections with the singular steady state
is constant near a GBU or RBC time. It was used to define the number of vanishing intersections
in subsection 2.1.

Proposition 3.27. Let 0 < R ≤ ∞ and T <∞.

(i) Let u be a viscosity solution of (2.1) with u0 ∈ W. If u undergoes GBU at (x, t) = (0, T ),
then there exist r ∈ (0, R], t1 < T and an integer m ≥ 1 such that

(3.102) for all t ∈ (t1, T ), u(·, t)− U has exactly m zeros on (0, r)

and

(3.103) u(r, t)− U(r) 6= 0, t1 ≤ t ≤ T.
Moreover, denoting 0 < x1(t) < · · · < xm(t) the zeros of u(·, t)− U on (0, r), we have

(3.104) lim inf
t→T−

x1(t) = 0.

(ii) Set Q = (0, R) × (0, T ) and let u ∈ C2,1(Q) ∩ Cb(Q) be a solution of problem (2.10), which
undergoes RBC at (x, t) = (0, T ). Then the conclusion of assertion (i) remains valid.

(iii) In assertions (i)-(ii) the zeros from (3.102) are nondegenerate and are C1 functions of t.



CLASSIFICATION IN GBU AND RBC 37

Proof. We first consider the GBU case. If R = ∞, we take r > 0 large enough, so that U(r) >
‖u0‖∞ ≥ u(r, T ) owing to (1.4). If R <∞ and u(R, T ) 6= U(R), we may take r < R close to R such
that u(r, T ) 6= U(r). If R < ∞ and u(R, T ) = U(R), then ux(R, T ) = −∞ by [54, Lemma 5.4],
hence we may select r < R close to R such that u(r, T ) > U(r). In each case, by continuity,

(3.105) there exists t1 < T such that u(r, t) 6= U(r) for all t ∈ (t1, T ).

On the other hand, since u undergoes GBU at (x, t) = (0, T ), by definition there exists t2 ∈ (t1, T )

such that u is C1 up to x = 0 for t ∈ [t1, T ) with u(0, t) = 0. Therefore for each T̂ ∈ (t2, T ),

we may select r0 ∈ (0, r) such that u < U in (0, r0] × [t1, T̂ ]. The claim (3.102) then follows from
Proposition 3.24 applied with u1 = u, u2 = U , x0 = r0 and x1 = r.

As for m ≥ 1 and (3.104), otherwise, we would have u < U on (0, ν] × [T − ν, T ] for some
ν ∈ (0, T − T1). By continuity and the fact that u(·, T − ν) ∈ C1([0, ν]), we would get u ≤ Ub on
the parabolic boundary of Q := (0, ν]× [T −ν, T ) for b small, hence u ≤ Ub in Q by the comparison
principle, contradicting limt→T− ux(0, t) =∞ (cf. (3.2)).

In the RBC case, similarly as above, we get (3.105) for some r ∈ (0, R). Also, for ε > 0 small

and each T̂ ∈ (T − ε, T ), we may select r0 ∈ (0, R) such that u > U in [0, r0] × [T − η, T̂ ]. The
claim then follows from Proposition 3.24. As for m ≥ 1 and (3.104), otherwise, we have u ≥ U
on [0, η] × [τ − η, τ ] for some η > 0 small. Using (3.25) we deduce from Proposition 3.23 that
u(0, τ) > 0, which is a contradiction.

Finally assertion (iii) follows from Proposition 3.24 and the implicit function theorem. �

Remark 3.6. Let u1, u2 be as in Proposition 3.24 under assumption (3.96) (resp., Proposi-
tion 3.25(ii)). Pick T0 ∈ (t0, t1) and set I = [T0, t1), Ω = (x0, x1) (resp., T0 ∈ (0, T ), I = [T0, T ),
Ω = (0, R)). Let m be the number of zeros of [u1−u2](·, T0) in Ω. It follows from these propositions
and the strong maximum principle that the zeros of u1 − u2 in Ω × I can be represented by m
continuous curves xi(t) such that:

1. For 1 ≤ i ≤ m, xi is defined on a maximal interval Ji = {T0} or Ji = [T0, τi) with τi ∈ (T0, T ].

2. For 1 ≤ i < j ≤ m, we have xi < xj on their common interval of existence.

3. if τi ∈ (T0, T ), then xi(τ
−
i ) := limt→τ−i

xi(t) exists and xi ceases to exist either:

(a) by vanishing (i.e. xi(τ
−
i ) = 0), or

(b) by collapsing with some of the other xj (i.e. xj(τ
−
i ) = xi(τ

−
i )).

In case (b), let i1 < · · · < ik be the indices of all the curves which collapse together at time
τi (including i)
• If k is even then all the collapsing curves cease to exist at τi, i.e. τi1 = · · · = τik = τi
• If k is odd then only one curve survives after τi, namely τi1 > t̄ and τi2 = · · · = τik = τi
(by convention the surviving curve is labeled with the smallest index).

4. For 1 ≤ i ≤ m, xi(t) is nondegenerate and C1 for t ∈ (T0, τi) except at times when some
curves collapse with xi.

3.8. Existence of solutions with persistent singularities. In the following proposition, we
consider singular initial data in the space

Ws =
{
ψ ∈W 1,∞

loc (Ω); ψ ≥ 0, ψx − Ux ∈ L∞(Ω)
}

and we show the existence of a unique global solution u of the viscous Hamilton-Jacobi equation
with persistent singularity at x = 0 (with u regular at x = R in the case of a bounded interval). We
note that this result is of different nature from the well-posedness of problem (2.1) mentioned in
introduction, since the initial data u0 is not in the classW and u will not be C1 up to the boundary
at any time t > 0. This existence result, and the additional regularity properties, will be useful
for the construction of the special RBC viscosity solutions in Theorem 5.1. By an obvious scaling
argument it suffices to consider the cases R = 1 and R =∞.
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Proposition 3.28. Let p > 2, R = 1 or R =∞, set Ω = (0, R), Q = Ω× (0,∞), Q̂ = (Ω \ {0})×
(0,∞) and let u0 ∈ Ws. If R = 1, assume in addition that supu0 ≤ 1

4 and u0(x) = 0 on [1
2 , 1].

(i) (Existence-uniqueness) There exists a unique u ∈ C(Q) ∩ C2,1(Q̂), such that u is a global
solution of the problem

(3.106)


ut = uxx + |ux|p, in Q,

u(R, t) = 0, in (0,∞) in the classical sense (if R = 1),

u(x, 0) = u0(x), in Ω

and

(3.107) ux − Ux ∈ Cb
(
Ω× (0,∞)

)
.

Moreover we have

(3.108) (u− U)x(0, t) = 0, t > 0

and

(3.109)

{
‖u(t)‖∞ ≤ max(1

2 , U(1)) and |ux(1, t)| ≤ max(1, U ′(1)), t > 0, if R = 1,

|u(x, t)| ≤ C(1 + x+ t) in [0,∞)2 for some C > 0, if R =∞.

(ii) (Sign properties and continuous dependence) The solution u(u0;x, t) obtained in assertion (i)
enjoys the following properties. For any t0 > 0,

(3.110) if u(0, ·) ≥ 0 on [0, t0] then

{
u ≥ 0 on [0, R)× [0, t0]

and u(0, ·) = 0 on [0, t0] in the viscosity sense.

(3.111) If R =∞ and M0 := supΩ u0 <∞, then u ≤M0 in Q.

(3.112) If u0 ≤ U in Ω, then u ≤ U in Q.

Let û0 ∈ Ws and assume û0 − u0 ∈ L∞(Ω) in case R =∞. Then

(3.113) ‖u(u0; ·, t)− u(û0; ·, t)‖∞ ≤ ‖u0 − û0‖∞, t > 0.

(iii) (Additional regularity at t = 0) Assume that, for some A ∈ (0, R), u0 − U extends to a C1

function v0 on [0, A], such that v′0(0) = 0 and v′′0(0) exists. Then, for any x0 ∈ (0, A) and ε > 0,
there exist t0 > 0 such that

|ux(x, t)− u0,x(x)| ≤ εx in (0, x0]× (0, t0].

The next proposition shows that the hypothesis in (3.110) is necessary: starting from u0 ≥ 0,
positivity need not be preserved and we may even have u(0, t) < 0 for all t > 0. Of course, if
u0(0, 0) > 0, then u(0, t) remains positive for some time by continuity. It may then possibly touch
0 at some t = τ , and this is precisely the kind of solutions that we construct in Theorem 5.1.

Proposition 3.29. Let p > 2, R = 1 and let u0, u be as in Proposition 3.28. Assume in addition
that u ≤ U − bx2 in (0, 1) for some b > 0. Then u(0, t) < 0 for all t > 0.

Remark 3.7. For u0 as in Proposition 3.29, by [7] there also exists a unique, global nonnegative
viscosity solution û ∈ C2,1(Q) ∩ Cb(Q) of (2.1). This solution û is obviously distinct from u given
by Propositions 3.28-3.29, but this does not contradict the uniqueness of viscosity solutions nor
the uniqueness part of Proposition 3.28. Indeed u does not satisfy u(0, t) = 0 in the viscosity sense
for t > 0, whereas û is classical up to x = 0 for t > 0 small by [54, Lemma 5.5] (and thus does
not satisfy (3.107) in Proposition 3.28). The same remarks apply for t ≥ t0 to any solution u in
Proposition 3.28 such that u(0, t0) = 0 and u(0, t) < 0 for t > t0.
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Proof of Proposition 3.28. Due to the singularity of the initial data and of the sought-for solution,
the proof is far from immediate and requires several steps.

Step 1. Approximating problem. Writing z = u− U , the equivalent equation for z is

zt − zxx = |U ′ + zx|p − U ′p.

We shall solve the corresponding problem for z by an approximation argument. Thus for each
a > 0, recalling that the regular steady state Ua is defined in (2.6), we consider the regularized
problem for the unknown za:

(3.114)


za,t = za,xx + |U ′a + za,x|p − |U ′a|p, 0 < x < R, t > 0,

za,x(0, t) = 0, t > 0,

za(R, t) = −U(R), t > 0 (if R = 1),

za(x, 0) = za,0(x), in (0, R),

where za,0(x) = u0(x)−U(x) if R = 1 and za,0(x) = max
(
min(u0(x)−U(x), a−1),−a−1

)
if R =∞.

Since za,0 ∈ W 1,∞(0, R) and Ua is smooth, by standard theory, problem (3.114) admits a unique

maximal, classical solution za ∈ C(Ω× [0, τa)) ∩C2,1(Ω× (0, τa)) ∩L∞loc([0, τa);W 1,∞(0, R)), where

τa denote the maximal existence time. We also have za,x ∈ C([0, τa);L
2
loc(Ω)). We proceed to

establish uniform a priori estimates for za and za,x that will allow us to pass to the limit as a→ 0
(and will in turn guarantee the global existence of the za).

Step 2. A priori estimates. First consider the case R = 1. Set M+ := sup(u0 − U) and
M− := inf(u0 − U) and note that M+ ≥ M− = −U(1), due to u0 ≥ 0 and u0(1) = 0. By the
maximum principle, we deduce that

(3.115) M− ≤ za(x, t) ≤M+, 0 ≤ x < 1, 0 < t < τa.

We claim that

(3.116) −U ′(1)− 1 ≤ za,x(1, t) ≤ 0.

To show this we let z̄a(x, t) = 1
2(1− x2) + Ua(1)− U(1)− Ua(x) and observe that

Paz̄a := z̄a,t − z̄a,xx − |U ′a + z̄a,x|p + |U ′a|p = 1 + U ′′a − xp + |U ′a|p = 1− xp ≥ 0

with z̄a(1, t) = −U(1), z̄a,x(0, t) = −U ′a(x) < 0. For all a > 0 sufficiently small we have, in [0, 1
2 ]:

z̄a(x, 0)−za(x, 0) = z̄a(x, 0)+U(x)−u0(x) ≥ 1
2(1−x2)+Ua(1)−U(1)−u0(x) ≥ 1

8 +Ua(1)−U(1) ≥ 0

and, in [1
2 , 1]:

z̄a(x, 0)− za(x, 0) = z̄a(x, 0) + U(x) ≥ (U(x)− Ua(x))− (U(1)− Ua(1)) + 1
2(1− x) ≥ 0.

It follows from the maximum principle that z̄a ≥ za in Ω × [0, τa). Recalling (3.115) with M− =
−U(1), we get

(3.117) 0 ≤ za(x, t)− za(1, t) = za(x, t) + U(1) ≤ 1
2(1− x2) + Ua(1)− Ua(x).

Dividing by 1− x and letting x→ 1, we deduce (3.116).

Next consider the case R = ∞. By assumption, there exists M > 0 such that |u0(x) − U(x)| +
U(x) ≤M(1 + x), x ∈ [0,∞). We claim that, for all a > 0 sufficiently small,

(3.118) |za(x, t)| ≤M(1 + x) +Mpt in (0,∞)× (0, τa).

To show this we let ζa(x, t) = −Ua+M(1+x)+Mpt. For all x > 0, we have −ζa(x, 0) ≤ za(x, 0) =
u0(x)− U(x) ≤ ζa(x, 0). Also,

Paζa = Mp + Ua,xx −Mp + |U ′a|p = 0, x > 0
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and using 2|U ′a|p = 21−p|2U ′a|p ≤ 21−p(|2U ′a −M |+M)p ≤ |2U ′a −M |p +Mp, we get

Pa(−ζa) = −Mp − |2U ′a −M |p + 2|U ′a|p ≤ 0, x > 0.

Moreover, ζa,x(0, t) = −dpa−β +M < 0 for all t > 0 if we choose a > 0 small. On the other hand,
since za ∈ L∞loc([0, τa);W 1,∞(0,∞)), for each τ < τa, there exists Ra,τ such that −ζa ≤ za ≤ ζa on
[Ra,τ ,∞)× (0, τ). We may thus apply the comparison principle to deduce that that −ζa ≤ za ≤ ζa
in (0,∞)× (0, τa), hence (3.118).

Now we turn to estimate za,x uniformly. Let M1 := ‖u0,x − U ′‖∞ if R = ∞ and M1 :=
max{‖u0,x − U ′‖∞, 1 + U ′(1)} if R = 1. Set Za := za,x, g(s) = p|s|p−2s. Using parabolic regularity
we may differentiate in x and we obtain

Za,t − Za,xx = g(U ′a + Za)(U
′′
a + Za,x)− g(U ′a)U

′′
a = [g(U ′a + Za)− g(U ′a)]U

′′
a + g(U ′a + Za)Za,x

hence

(3.119) LaZa := Za,t − Za,xx − ba(x, t)Za − b̃a(x, t)Za,x = 0,

where

(3.120) ba(x, t) = g′(U ′a + θa(x, t)Za)U
′′
a , b̃a(x, t) = g(U ′a + Za),

with θa(x, t) ∈ (0, 1). Moreover, Za(0, t) = 0 and |Za(1, t)| ≤ M1 (if R = 1) by (3.116). Since
ba ≤ 0 owing to g′ ≥ 0 and U ′′a ≤ 0, it follows that ±M1 are super-/sub-solutions for Za and the
maximum principle (see e.g. [58, Proposition 52.10] which applies also in the case R ≤ ∞) yields

(3.121) |za,x| ≤M1, 0 ≤ x < R, 0 < t < τa.

Step 3. Convergence of za and existence. Estimates (3.115), (3.118) and (3.121) guarantee that
τa = ∞. Moreover, using (3.114) and parabolic estimates, it follows that za is relatively compact

in C2,1
loc (Q̂). Passing to the limit a→ 0+, we obtain a solution z ∈ C2,1(Q̂) of

(3.122)


zt = zxx + |U ′ + zx|p − |U ′|p, 0 < x < R, t > 0,

z(R, t) = −U(R), t > 0 (if R = 1),

z(x, 0) = u0(x)− U(x), in (0, R),

and (3.121) guarantees that

(3.123) zx ∈ L∞(Ω× (0,∞)).

Moreover, for R = 1, (3.116) and (3.117) imply

(3.124) −U(1) ≤ z ≤ 1
2(1− x2)− U(x) in Q and − U ′(1)− 1 ≤ zx(1, t) ≤ 0.

The claimed solution is then given by u := z + U (in particular (3.109) follows from (3.118) and
(3.124)), except for the properties u ∈ C(Q), (3.107) and (3.108), that we shall establish below.

Let us check properties (3.110)-(3.113). To prove (3.110) we assume u(0, ·) ≥ 0 on [0, t0] for some
t0 > 0. If R = 1, we immediately get u ≥ 0 in [0, R)× [0, t0] by the maximum principle. If R =∞,
we set uε(x, t) = u(x, t) + ε(x2 + 2t), which satisfies uε,t− uε,xx = |ux|p ≥ 0. Moreover, uε(x, t) ≥ 0
in [Rε,∞)× [0, t0] for Rε > 0 large as a consequence of (3.109). Applying the maximum principle
to uε in [0, Rε] × [0, t0], we deduce that uε ≥ 0 in [0,∞) × [0, t0], hence u ≥ 0 by passing to the
limit ε→ 0.

On the other hand, for any t ∈ (0, t0], since ux(0, t) =∞, the set of smooth functions touching u
from above at (0, t) is empty. It then follows from Definition (1.3) that u(0, ·) = 0 on [0, t0] in the
viscosity sense.

To prove (3.111), let us fix ε > 0. For a > 0, we set z̄a,ε(x, t) := M0 − Ua + εpt + εx, which
satisfies

∂tz̄a,ε − ∂2
xz̄a,ε − |U ′a + ∂xz̄a,ε|p + |U ′a|p = εp + U ′′a − εp + |U ′a|p = 0.
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For a > 0 small (depending on ε), we also have

z̄a,ε(·, 0) ≥ u0 − U + εx ≥ max
(
min(u0(x)− U(x), a−1),−a−1

)
= za(·, 0)

and ∂xz̄a,ε(0, t) = −U ′a(0) + ε < 0. Moreover, for each T > 0, owing to za ∈ L∞loc([0,∞);L∞(0,∞)),
we have z̄a,ε ≥ M0 − U + εx ≥ za in [Ra,ε,T ,∞)× [0, T ) for some Ra,ε,T > 0 large. It follows from
the comparison principle applied in (0, Ra,ε,T ) × (0, T ) that za ≤ z̄a,ε in (0,∞) × (0, T ). Letting
a→ 0, next ε→ 0 and then T →∞, we obtain z ≤M0 − U i.e., (3.111).

For (3.112), it suffices to note that if u0 ≤ U in Ω, then za(·, t) ≤ 0 in (0, R) in view of (3.114)
and the maximum principle, and to let a→ 0.

Now, to prove (3.113), take û0 as in the statement and let ẑa, ẑ be the corresponding solutions
obtained by the above procedure. By the comparison principle applied to problem (3.114) with the
comparison functions za ± ‖û0 − u0‖∞, we deduce that

(3.125) |ẑa − za| ≤ ‖û0 − u0‖∞.
Passing to the limit and going back to u, we obtain (3.113).

Step 4. Continuity of u and uniqueness. We shall show that z, hence u, belongs to C(Q).
Fix any ε > 0 and pick û0 ∈ Ws ∩ C2(Ω) such that |û0 − u0| ≤ ε in Ω. Assume in addition that
sup û0 ≤ 1

4 , û0 = 0 on [1
2 , 1] if R = 1, or supx≥1/2 |û0,xx| <∞ if R =∞. Let ẑa be the corresponding

solutions of (3.114) obtained in Steps 2-3. Fix ζ ∈ C2(R) such that ζ(s) = 0 for s ≤ 1 and ζ(s) = 1
for s ≥ 2, and set ζη(x) = ζ(x/η). For η ∈ (0, 1/4) and K > 0 to be chosen below, we then define
the comparison function

z± = (1− ζη(x))û0(0) + [ζη(û0 − U)](x)± (Kt+ ε), x ∈ Ω, t > 0.

We first select η ∈ (0, 1/4) such that for all x ∈ Ω and t > 0,

z−(x, t)− ẑa(x, 0) = (1− ζη)û0(0) + ζη(û0 − U) +Kt− û0(x) + U(x)− ε
= (1− ζη)(û0(0)− û0(x) + U(x)) +Kt− ε

≤ sup
x∈(0,2η)

|û0(0)− û0(x)|+ cp(2η)1−β − ε+Kt ≤ Kt

hence, arguing similarly for z+,

(3.126) z−(x, t)−Kt ≤ ẑa(x, 0) ≤ z+(x, t) +Kt.

On the other hand, simple computations show that z±,x = z±,xx = 0 in (0, η] and, for some C(η) > 0
independent of a,

∣∣z±,xx+ |U ′a+ z±,x|p−|U ′a|p
∣∣ ≤ C(η) in [η,R). Consequently, choosing K = C(η),

we obtain

z±,t − z±,xx − |U ′a + z±,x|p + |U ′a|p = ±K − z±,xx − |U ′a + z±,xx|p + |U ′a|p ≥ 0 (≤ 0) in Q.

Since z−(x, 0) ≤ ẑa(x, 0) ≤ z+(x, 0) by (3.126), z±,x(0, t) = 0 and, if R = 1, z+(1, t) ≥ −U(1) and
z−(1, t) ≤ −U(1), the maximum principle implies

z−(x, t) ≤ ẑa(x, t) ≤ z+(x, t).

Combining this with (3.125) and (3.126), we deduce

za(x, h) ≥ ẑa(x, h)− ε ≥ z−(x, h)− ε = z+(x, 0)− (Kh+ 3ε) ≥ ẑa(x, 0)− (Kh+ 3ε) ≥ za(x, 0)− 5ε

for any h ∈ (0, h0), with h0 = h0(ε) > 0 sufficiently small. This allows to compare za with
z̄a(x, t) := za(x, t + h) + 5ε through (3.114), to deduce za(x, t + h) ≥ za(x, t) − 5ε in Q for any
h ∈ (0, h0). Arguing similarly from above and letting a → 0, we get |z(x, t + h) − z(x, t)| ≤ 5ε,
hence the continuity in time of z. Combining with (3.123), we conclude that z and u ∈ C(Q). As
a consequence, uniqueness follows from Proposition 3.23 (using also (3.109) in case R =∞).

Step 5. Proof of C1 regularity up the boundary, (3.107) and (3.108). To this end we shall look
for a more precise estimate of Za = za,x near x = 0, based on a self-similar comparison function.
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Take any m ∈ (0, 1), fix T > 1 and let V (y) = A [min(y, y0)]m for y ≥ 0, with A, y0 > 0 to be

chosen. Then putting ξ = (x+ a)t−1/2 for given a > 0, we define

Z̄a(x, t) =

{
V (ξ), x ≥ 0, t > 0,

Aym0 , x ≥ 0, t = 0,

and note that ‖Z̄a(·, t) − Z̄a(·, 0)‖L2(Ω) → 0, as t → 0. With the notation from (3.119), (3.120), a

simple computation yields, for x+ a 6= y0t
1/2,

(3.127) LaZ̄a = −1
2 t
−3/2(x+ a)V ′(ξ)− t−1V ′′(y)− baV (ξ)− b̃at−1/2V ′(ξ).

There is a constant c = c(p) > 0 such that (1+X)p−1 ≤ 1+cX and (1−X)p−2 ≥ 1−cX > 0 for all

X ∈ (0, 1
2 ]. Set M̂1 = cd−1

p M1, with M1 in (3.121) and select x0 ∈ (0, 1) such that M̂1(2x0)β < 1
2 .

Fix any a ∈ (0, x0) and (x, t) ∈ DT := (0, x0)× (0, T ). With α = p/(p− 1), we then have

b̃a(x, t) ≤ p
[
dp(x+ a)−β +M1

]p−1 ≤ α(x+ a)−1
[
1 + M̂1(x+ a)β

]
,

ba(x, t) ≤ −p(p− 1)
[
dp(x+ a)−β −M1

]p−2
[dp(x+ a)−β]p ≤ −α(x+ a)−2

[
1− M̂1(x+ a)β

]
< 0.

If x+ a 6= y0t
1/2, it follows from (3.127) that

(3.128) tLaZ̄a ≥ −1
2ξV

′(ξ)− V ′′(ξ) + α
[
1− M̂1(x+ a)β

]
ξ−2V (ξ)− α

[
1 + M̂1(x+ a)β

]
ξ−1V ′(ξ).

For x+ a > y0t
1/2, we have V ′(ξ) = V ′′(ξ) = 0 and V (ξ) > 0, hence the right hand side of (3.128)

is positive, whereas for x+ a < y0t
1/2, we have

A−1tLaZ̄a ≥ −m
2 ξ

m +m(1−m)ξm−2 + α[1−m− (m+ 1)M̂1(x+ a)β]ξm−2

≥
{

(α+m)(1−m)−
[
α(m+ 1)M̂1(2x0)β + m

2 y
2
0

]}
ξm−2 ≥ 0

by choosing y0 = x0T
−1/2 ≤ x0 and taking x0 > 0 smaller if necessary, depending only on M1, p,m.

Since V ′(y−0 ) > 0 = V ′(y+
0 ), it follows that Z̄a is a weak solution of LaZ̄a ≥ 0 in DT . Now choose

A = M1y
−m
0 and note that Z̄a(x0, t) = V ((x0 + a)t−1/2) = M1 for all t ∈ (0, T ). Recalling (3.121),

we thus have Za ≤ Z̄a on the parabolic boundary of DT , hence Za ≤ Z̄a in DT by the maximum
principle. Using −Z̄a similarly as a subsolution and passing to the limit a→ 0, we deduce that

|zx(x, t)| ≤ A [min(xt−1/2, y0)]m, 0 < x < x0, 0 < t < T.

It follows that zx extends to a function zx ∈ C(Ω× (0,∞)) with zx(0, t) = 0, hence (3.108).
Finally, this along with (3.123) and u ∈ C(Q) yields (3.107).

Step 6. Proof of assertion (iii). Set N = v0,xx(0) ∈ R. Owing to our assumption, there exists
x1 ∈ (0, ε) such that

(3.129) (N − ε)x ≤ v0,x ≤ (N + ε)x for all x ∈ (0, x1].

Let Za and La be as in Step 2. Let a ∈ (0, δ), where δ ∈ (0, x1) is chosen sufficiently small so that
|K(x + a)| + x2 ≤ 1

2U
′
a(x) for all a, x ∈ (0, δ). For K,σ ∈ R and b ∈ {0, a}, define the comparison

function ψ = ψK,b,σ := K(x+ b)− σx2. We obtain, for x ∈ (0, δ),

p−1
(
Laψ − 2σ

)
= −

(
U ′a +K(x+ b)− σx2

)p−1
(U ′′a +K − 2σx) + U ′a

p−1
U ′′a

= U ′a
2p−1

{[
1 + K(x+b)−σx2

U ′a

]p−1
− 1
}
− (K − 2σx)U ′a

p−1
[
1 + K(x+b)−σx2

U ′a

]p−1

= (p− 1)U ′a
2p−2[

K(x+ b)− σx2
]

+ U ′a
2p−3

O
(
(x+ b)2

)
− (K − 2σx)U ′a

p−1
+ U ′a

p−2
O(x+ b)

= KU ′a
p−1[

(p− 1)U ′a
p−1

(x+ b)− 1
]

+ σxU ′a
p−1[

2− (p− 1)U ′a
p−1

x
]

+O
(
(x+ a)β

)
= KU ′a

p−1[ x+b
x+a − 1

]
+ σxU ′a

p−1[1 + a
x+a

]
+O

(
(x+ a)β

)
.
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Taking δ > 0 smaller if necessary, it follows that, for x ∈ (0, δ), Laψ ≤ 0 if σ = −1 and either
K ≤ 0, b = a or K ≥ 0, b = 0, and that Laψ ≥ 0 if σ = 1 and either K ≥ 0, b = a or K ≤ 0, b = 0.

We thus choose ψ = ψN−3ε,b1,−1 and ψ = ψN+3ε,b2,1 with b1 = a if N − 3ε ≤ 0, b1 = 0 if
N − 3ε > 0, b2 = a if N + 3ε ≥ 0 and b2 = 0 if N + 3ε < 0. Note that, since δ < ε, we have
ψ(x) ≤ (N − 2ε)x and ψ(x) ≥ (N + 2ε)x in [0, δ].

On the other hand, since the coefficients ba, b̃a of La in (3.120) are bounded on compact subsets
of (0, A] × [0, 1], uniformly with respect to a > 0, and Za(0, x) = v0,x is continuous on (0, A), it
follows from standard parabolic barrier arguments that

(3.130) Za is continuous on (0, x0]× [0, 1], uniformly in a.

Therefore, in view of (3.129), there exists t0 ∈ (0, 1) such that, for all a ∈ (0, δ),

(N − 2ε)δ ≤ Za(δ, t) ≤ (N + 2ε)δ for all t ∈ (0, t0],

Moreover, we have ψ ≤ v0,x = 0 ≤ ψ at x = 0 and, by (3.129),

ψ ≤ v0,x ≤ ψ in [0, δ].

It follows from the comparison principle that ψ ≤ Za ≤ ψ in (0, δ) × (0, t0). Passing to the limit
a→ 0, it follows that

(N − 3ε)x ≤ ux − U ′ ≤ (N + 3ε)x in (0, δ)× (0, t0)

hence, using (3.129) again,

(3.131) |ux − u0,x| ≤ 4εx in (0, δ)× (0, t0).

Finally, as a consequence of (3.130), ux − U ′ hence ux is continuous on (0, A)× [0, 1], thus (3.131)
remains true on in (0, x0]× (0, t0) for a possibly smaller t0, which implies the assertion. �

Proof of Proposition 3.29. By Proposition 3.28, we have u ≤ U , hence in particular u(0, t) ≤ 0.
Also, since u− U ∈ L∞(0,∞;W 1,∞(0, 1)), there exists L > 0 such that

(3.132) u(x, t)− U(x) ≥ u(0, t)− Lx in (0, 1)× (0,∞).

On the other hand, by the proof [54, Lemma 5.5], there exist δ, η > 0 and c ∈ (0, b) such that the
function

u(x, t) = Ua(t) − cx2, a(t) = ηt1−β

satisfies ut − uxx ≥ |ux|p and u ≥ 0 in Qδ := (0, 1)× (0, δ]. Since u ≤ u on the parabolic boundary
of Qδ, it follows from the comparison principle that

(3.133) u(x, t) ≤ Ua(t) − cx2 ≤ U ′(a(t))x in Qδ.

For each t ∈ (0, δ), combining (3.132), (3.133) and choosing x = x(t) > 0 sufficiently small, we get

u(0, t) ≤ u(x, t)− U(x) + Lx ≤ (U ′(a(t)) + L)x− U(x) < 0.

Finally, since u(·, δ) ≤ u(·, 0), we may repeat the argument on (δ, 2δ] and so on. This yields the
conclusion. �

3.9. Variation of constants formula and extension property. The construction of special
GBU and RBC solutions in Theorems 4.1 and 5.1 will be carried out by working on the equation
for w and on the corresponding variation of constants formula for v = w − U , that we provide in
Proposition 3.31 below.

Before that, in order to handle the case of a bounded interval, it is convenient to modify the
problem so as to keep carrying out the construction on the half-line (0,∞), where the eigenfunctions
and the kernel of the operator L are explicitly described. This can be done via a suitable extension of
the solution of the viscous Hamilton-Jacobi equation, given in the following lemma. This procedure
generates additional terms in the equations (for u,w and v), but in the process of construction,
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these terms will be suitably bounded and supported far away from the singularity, so that the
construction will not be significantly affected.

Lemma 3.30. Let R, τ > 0, s0 = − log τ and set Q = (0, R) × (0, τ). Fix a cut-off function
ζ ∈ C2([0,∞)) such that ζ = 1 in [0, R3 ] and ζ = 0 in [R2 ,∞). Assume that u ∈ C2,1(Q) ∩ C(Q)
satisfies ut − uxx = |ux|p in Q and define

(3.134)

ũ(x, t) = ζ(x)u(x, t) in [0,∞)× [0, τ),

w̃(y, s) = eksũ(ye−s/2, τ − e−s) = ζ(ye−s/2)w(y, s) in [0,∞)× [s0,∞),

ṽ(y, s) = w̃(y, s)− U(y) in [0,∞)× [s0,∞).

Then ũ, w̃, ṽ respectively satisfy

(3.135)

ũt − ũxx = g(x, t) := |ux|pζ − 2uxζx − uζxx,

w̃s − w̃yy +
y

2
w̃y − kw̃ = g̃(y, s) := e(k−1)sg(ye−s/2, τ − e−s),

ṽs + Lṽ = F̃ (ṽy, s) := g̃(y, s)− Upy − pUp−1
y ṽy.

We omit the proof, which follows from immediate calculations. Based on Proposition 3.15, we
now give the suitable variation of constants formulas in all cases (GBU and RBC cases, half-line
and bounded interval). As before it suffices to consider the cases R = 1 and R =∞.

Proposition 3.31. Let p > 2, R = 1 or R =∞, s0 > 0, Ω = (0, R).

(i) We suppose either:

(GBU case)

{
u0 ∈ W, if R = 1,

u0 ∈ W1, if R =∞ with W1 in (3.61),

or

(RBC case) u0 ∈ Ws, with supu0 ≤ 1
4 and u0(x) = 0 on [1

2 , 1] if R = 1.

Next we denote

u =

{
the maximal classical solution of (2.1), in GBU case,

the global solution of (3.106), in RBC case,

S =

{
− log(e−s0 − T ), in GBU case with T := T ∗(u0) < e−s0,

∞, otherwise.

Let ṽ, F̃ be defined by (3.134)-(3.135), with ζ as in Lemma 3.30 if R = 1, or ζ ≡ 1 if R =∞. Then
ṽ satisfies

(3.136) ṽ(s) = e−(s−s0)Lṽ(s0) +

∫ s

s0

e−(s−τ)LF̃ (ṽy(σ)) dσ, s0 < s < S.

Moreover (e−sL)s≥0 in (3.136) satisfies formulas (3.77) and (3.78) in Proposition 3.19.

(ii) The above remains true if u ∈ C2,1(Q)∩Cb(Q) is a solution of the RBC problem (2.10), with
any s0 > − log τ and S =∞.

Proof. First consider the GBU case in assertion (i). If R = ∞ then we have w ∈ C2,1([0,∞) ×
(s0, S)) ∩ C([0,∞) × [s0, S)) ∩ L∞loc([s0, S);W1), as a consequence of Proposition 3.17(i). Noting
that W1 ↪→ L∞0,1 and U ∈ H = H1

ρ (0,∞), and using Lemma 3.16 with m = 0 and q = 1, we deduce
that

(3.137) v ∈ C([s0, S);H ′) ∩ C((s0, S);H).
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On the other hand, setting f(y, s) := F (vy) = |Uy + vy|p − Upy − pUp−1
y vy, we have

(3.138) |f(y, s)| ≤ C(|vy|p + Upy ) ≤ C(|wy|p + Upy ),

hence f ∈ L∞loc([s0, S);L∞α,0) with α = β + 1 = p/(p− 1). Since α < 2, we may apply Lemma 3.16

with m := α < α+3
2 and q = 0 and deduce that f ∈ Cb((s0, s1];H ′) for all s1 ∈ (s0, S). Since v

solves (3.37), it then follows from Proposition 3.15 that v satisfies (3.136), and Proposition 3.19
applies as well.

If R = 1 then (3.137) is still clearly satisfied with v replaced by ṽ. On the other hand, since
g ∈ L∞loc([0, T ), L∞(0, R)), we have g̃, w̃y ∈ L∞loc([s0, S), L∞(0,∞)) and we conclude similarly as
before that (3.136) holds.

Next consider the RBC case. Under the assumptions of (i), as a consequence of (3.107) and
(3.109) in Proposition 3.28, also recalling that ζ = 0 in [R2 ,∞) if R = 1, ṽ satisfies (3.137). Under
the assumptions of (ii), it follows from (3.22), using also (3.19) and the boundedness of u if R =∞,
that for each t0 ∈ (0, τ),

(3.139) |ux − U ′| ≤ C(t0) in (0, R/2)× (t0, τ),

hence ṽ again satisfies (3.137). If R = ∞, since v still solves (3.37) and f(y, s) := F (vy) satisfies
(3.138), we can conclude as in the RBC case. The case R = 1 follows from simple modifications,
using again (3.107) or (3.139) to control the cut-off terms. �

3.10. A technical lemma. The following lemma provides estimates on certain Gaussian integrals
with parameters. They will be used repeatedly in the derivation of our key a priori estimate.

Lemma 3.32. Let C1, α > 0.

(i) Let m ∈ {0, 1}. There exist C, C̃ > 0 such that for all X0, X1, X > 0 with 4X0 ≤ X1 ≤ 2X,
we have

(3.140)

∫ X1

X0

e−C1(X−z)2(1 +Xz)−α/2z−2mdz ≤
C̃X1−2m

1−m e−CX
2

(1 +XX0)α/2
+
C̃X1−2m

1 1{X<2X1}

(1 +X2
1 )(α+1)/2

.

(ii) Let m ≥ 0. There exist C, C̃ > 0 such that

(3.141) I(X,Z) :=

∫ ∞
Z

e−C1(X−z)2(1 +Xz)−α/2zmdz ≤ C
(
1 +Xm−α1{X≥1}

)
, X > 0, Z ≥ 0,

and I(X,Z) ≤ Ce−C̃Z2
if 0 < X ≤ Z/2.

Proof. (i) We first claim that, for all Z ∈ [X1/2, 2X1],

(3.142) Im :=

∫ Z

X0

e−C1(Z−z)2(1 +Xz)−α/2dz

z2m
≤
X1−2m

1−m e−CX
2
1

(1 +XX0)α/2
+

C̃X1−2m
1

(1 +XX1)α/2(1 +X1)
.

To this end we write Im =
∫ Z/2
X0

+
∫ Z
Z/2 ≡ I

1
m + I2

m and first observe that

I1
m ≤ (1 +XX0)−α/2e−CZ

2

∫ Z/2

X0

z−2mdz ≤ X1−2m
1−m e−CX

2
1 (1 +XX0)−α/2.

Next, since X1 ≤ 2X and using min(Z, 1) ≤ CZ/(Z + 1) ≤ CX1/(X1 + 1), we get

I2
m ≤

C(1 +XZ)−α/2

Z2m

∫ Z

Z/2
e−C1(Z−z)2dz ≤ C(1 +XZ)−α/2 min(Z, 1)

Z2m
≤ C(1 +XX1)−α/2X1−2m

1

1 +X1
,

hence (3.142).
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Now, if X ≥ 2X1, using (X − z)2 ≥ (X −X1)2 + (X1 − z)2 ≥ CX2 + (X1 − z)2 for z ≤ X1 and
applying (3.142) with Z = X1, we obtain (separating the cases m = 0 and m = 1)∫ X1

X0

e−C1(X−z)2(1 +Xz)−α/2z−2mdz ≤ e−CX2

∫ X1

X0

e−C(X1−z)2(1 +Xz)−α/2z−2mdz

≤ Ce−CX2

{
X1−2m

1−m e−CX
2
1

(1 +XX0)α/2
+

X1−2m
1

(1 +XX1)α/2(1 +X1)

}
≤
CX1−2m

1−m e−CX
2

(1 +XX0)α/2
.

If X < 2X1, it follows from (3.142), applied with Z = X ∈ [X1/2, 2X1], that∫ X1

X0

e−C1(X−z)2z−2mdz

(1 +Xz)α/2
≤
∫ X

X0

e−C1(X−z)2z−2mdz

(1 +Xz)α/2
+

∫ max(X,X1)

X

e−C1(X−z)2z−2mdz

(1 +Xz)α/2

≤
CX1−2m

1−m e−CX
2
1

(1 +XX0)α/2
+

CX1−2m
1

(1 +X2
1 )α/2(1 +X1)

+
X−2m

1 min
(
(X1 −X)+, 1

)
(1 +X2

1 )α/2

≤
CX1−2m

1−m e−CX
2

(1 +XX0)α/2
+

CX1−2m
1

(1 +X2
1 )(α+1)/2

.

(ii) Set E1 = [Z,∞)\ [X2 ,
3X
2 ], E2 = [Z,∞)∩ [X2 ,

3X
2 ] and write I =

∫
E1

+
∫
E2
≡ I1 + I2. We have

I1 ≤
∫
|z−X|≥X

2

e−C(X−z)2 |z|mdz ≤ 2

∫ ∞
X
2

e−Cτ
2
(X + τ)mdτ ≤ C̃e−CX2

and

I2 ≤ C
Xm

(1 +X)α

∫ 3X/2

X/2
e−C(X−z)2dz = C

Xm

(1 +X)α

∫ X/2

0
e−Cτ

2
dτ ≤ C Xm+1

(1 +X)α+1
,

which readily gives (3.141). Finally, if X ≤ Z/2, then I(X,Z) ≤
∫∞
Z e−Cz

2
zmdz ≤ C̃e−CZ2

. �

4. Construction of special solutions: GBU case

This section is devoted to the construction of special solutions in the GBU case.

4.1. Main results on special GBU solutions. We consider the GBU case on bounded intervals
and the half line.

Theorem 4.1. Let p > 2, 0 < R ≤ ∞, ` ∈ N∗. For any ε ∈ (0, 1), there exists u0, with u0 ∈ W1 if
R =∞ and ` is odd or u0 ∈ W otherwise, such that T := T ∗(u0) <∞ and the solution u of (2.1)
enjoys the following properties, for some constants C,K > 0 and σ ∈ (0, R).

(i) (GBU rate and bubbling behavior) There holds

(4.1) lim
t→T−

(T − t)
`

p−2ux(0, t) = C

and, setting a(t) := βu1−p
x (0, t),

(4.2) u(x, t) = Ua(t)(x) +O(x2) and ux(x, t) = U ′a(t)(x) +O(x).

(ii) (intermediate region) There holds

(4.3)
∣∣u(x, t)− U(x) + (T − t)`ϕ`

(
(T − t)−1/2x

)∣∣ ≤ ε[(T − t)` + x2`
]

in [K(T − t)q, σ],

where ϕ` is the polynomial of degree 2` given by Proposition 3.8 and Remark 3.1 for α = β+1
and k = (1−β)/2 (which satisfies ϕ`(0) > 0) and q = (p−1)(`+p−2)[(p−2)(2p−1)]−1 > 1

2 .
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(iii) (outer region) If R =∞, then there exists δ ∈ (0, 1) such that

(4.4) |u(x, t)− U(x)| ≥ δU(x) in [σ,∞)× (0, T ).

If R < ∞, then u is regular at x = R, i.e. u ∈ C2,1((0, R] × (0, T ]) and u(R, t) = 0 for all
t ∈ (0, T ] in the classical sense.

(iv) (intersections with the singular steady state) There exists t1 ∈ (0, T ) such that, for each
t ∈ (t1, T ), u(·, t) − U has exactly ` zeros in (0, σ), denoted by 0 < X1(t) < · · · < X`(t),
and they are all nondegenerate. Moreover, denoting by 0 < y1 < · · · < y` the positive zeros
of ϕ`, we have ∣∣∣∣ Xi(t)

yi(T − t)1/2
− 1

∣∣∣∣ ≤ ε, t1 < t < T.

Finally, for R =∞ and ` odd, we may take u0 ∈ W if we do not require property (iii).

Theorem 2.1(ii) is a direct consequence of Theorem 4.1. More insight about the behavior de-
scribed in Theorem 4.1 can be gained by reformulating the problem in similarity variables (y, s)
(cf. (3.31)-(3.32)) which is also the fundamental framework for its proof. Recall that when u
undergoes GBU, the corresponding w = w(y, s) converges to U in C1 except at y = 0 (cf. Propo-
sition 3.7(i)). The construction of the special GBU solutions will be done by looking for a specific
mechanism of convergence. Theorem 4.1 will be essentially derived from the following Theorem 4.2
and non-oscillation Lemma 4.10.

Theorem 4.2. Let p,R, `, ϕ` be as in Theorem 4.1 and set

λ = `− k, η =
p− 1

p− 2
λ, γ =

p− 1

(p− 2)(2p− 1)
λ, a∗ =

(ϕ`(0)

cp

) 1
1−β

.

For any ε ∈ (0, 1), there exists u0 ∈ W such that T := T ∗(u0) <∞ and the corresponding solution
w of (3.33) satisfies, for all i ∈ {0, 1} and all s > s0 = − log T :

(inner region)

(4.5)
(
1− εi(s)

)
U (i)
a+(eηsy) ≤ e(λ−iη)s ∂iyw(y, s) ≤

(
1 + εi(s)

)
U (i)
a−(eηsy), y ∈ [0,Ke−γs],

(intermediate region)

(4.6)
∣∣∂iy(w(y, s)− U(y) + e−λsϕ`(y)

)∣∣ ≤ εe−λs(yi + y2`−i), y ∈ [Ke−γs, σes/2],

with a± = (1 ± ε)a∗, ε0(s) = 0, ε1(s) = C1e
−(η−γ)s and some constants σ = σ(p, `) ∈ (0, R),

K,C1 > 0.

In more qualitative terms, Theorem 4.2 says that, in similarity variables, the singular region
consists of two parts: a very thin inner layer, where w has a quasi-stationary behavior, given by
suitable time rescalings of regular steady states; and a larger intermediate layer, where w con-
verges exponentially to the singular steady state U(y) along the `-th eigenfunction of the linearized
operator. See next subsection for a heuristic argument leading to this two-layer expansion.

Remark 4.1. For the special solutions given by Theorems 4.1-4.2, in the range K(T − t)γ+ 1
2 ≤

x ≤ σ, there holds

ux(x, t) ∼ U ′(x)− C(T − t)`−
1
2ϕ′`(x/

√
T − t), K(T − t)γ+ 1

2 ≤ x ≤ σ,

which gives a sharp description of the convergence of ux to its final space profile. In particular, for
x > 0 small, in view of the properties of ϕ` in Proposition 3.8(iii), we get the second order term of
the final profile

(4.7) ux(x, T ) ∼ U ′(x) + (−1)`+1Cx2`−1.
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4.2. A heuristic argument for the GBU rates by formal matched asymptotics. Before,
entering into the rigorous proof of Theorems 4.1-4.2, it is convenient to sketch a formal argument,
which gives some evidence for the description in Theorem 4.2, as well as a simple way to guess
the corresponding GBU rates (2.8). It will also be a guideline to the rigorous proof of existence
of special GBU solutions. Working in similarity variables, the idea is to look for an approximate
solution w of equation (3.33), respectively in an inner and an intermediate region.

Inner approximate solution. The approximation for y ∼ 0 is sought for in quasi-stationary
form:

(4.8) win(y, s) := Ua(s)(y) = U(a(s) + y)− U(a(s)),

where the function a(s) > 0, with lims→∞ a(s) = 0, has to be determined. Heuristically this is
reasonable: since wy is very large in that region, the dominant terms in (3.33) are expected to be
wyy and |wy|p (and win,yy in (4.8) satisfies win,yy + |win,y|p = 0). We note that, for y � a(s),

win(y, s) = cp
[
(a(s) + y)1−β − (a(s))1−β]

= cpy
1−β[(1 + a(s)

y

)1−β − (a(s)
y

)1−β] ∼ cpy1−β[1− (a(s)
y

)1−β]
hence

(4.9) win(y, s) ∼ U(y)− cp(a(s))1−β, y � a(s).

Outer approximate solution. We already know from Proposition 3.7 that w stabilizes to U
for y > 0 and that the equation for v = w − U is given by

vs = −Lv + F (vy),

with L, F defined in (3.38)-(3.39). On the other hand, as a consequence of results in Section 3.3,
the eigenvalues of the linearized operator L (in suitable functional setting) are simple and given by
λ` = ` − k, for all ` ∈ N. The corresponding eigenfunction ϕ`(y) is an even polynomial of degree
2`, whose coefficients of even order are all nonzero, so that we can normalize ϕ` (according to a
suitable weighted L2 norm) in such way that ϕ`(0) > 0.

The outer approximate solution is thus given by linearization around the singular steady state
along the `-th mode of the linearized operator. Namely,

(4.10) wout(y, s) := U(y)− e−λ`sϕ`(y).

Since the mode must be stable for this linearization to make sense, we keep only nonnegative
eigenvalues, i.e. λ` = `− k, with ` ≥ 1. Recalling ϕ`(0) > 0, we note that

(4.11) wout(y, s) ∼ U(y)− ϕ`(0)e−λ`s, y � 1.

We note that the outer region approximation (4.10) will be also the basis for the recovery case
(Theorems 5.1 and 5.2), but that case is actually simpler since no inner region is required.

Matching. Now assume that the approximate solution win (resp. wout) is valid in a region
0 < y ≤ y0(s) (resp., y ≥ y0(s)), where the “free boundary” y0(s) is such that a(s) � y0(s) � 1.
Then matching (4.9) and (4.11) at y = y0(s), we get

cp(a(s))1−β = ϕ`(0)e−λ`s,

i.e. a(s) ∼ e−(1−β)−1λ`s. Since Ua,y(0) = U ′(a) = ((p − 1)a)−β, this means that win,y(0, s) ∼
e(1−β)−1βλ`s = exp

(
`−k
p−2s

)
. Going back to (3.32), this yields

ux(0, t) = e−(k− 1
2

)swy(0, s) ∼ exp
[
( `−kp−2 + 1

2 − k)s
]

= exp
(

`
p−2s

)
= (T − t)−

`
p−2 .
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4.3. Parameters and initial data. The case R < ∞ can be reduced to R = 1 by an obvious
scaling argument. We thus assume either R =∞ or R = 1. Set

(4.12) α = β + 1 = p
p−1 ∈ (1, 2), k = 1−β

2

and let L be the operator described in subsection 3.3, with eigenfunctions ϕj and eigenvalues
λj = j−k for j ∈ N (cf. Proposition 3.8). Recall that ‖ϕj‖ = 1, and that ‖ · ‖ and (·, ·) respectively
stand for the norm and inner product in L2

ρ.
Let now ` ∈ N∗ be fixed and set λ := λ` = `− k, φ := ϕ`. Define the constants

(4.13) η = (1− β)−1λ, γ =
β

β + 2
η =

β

(1− β)(β + 2)
λ, a∗ =

(
φ(0)

cp

) 1
1−β

and let the constants ε0, σ,M0 ∈ (0, 1), all depending only on p, `, be respectively given by Propo-
sition 4.6, (4.114) and (4.119) below. We introduce a parameter ε ∈ (0, ε0] and we set

(4.14) ν = M0ε, K := ν1−p, K̃ = Kν
1

α+1 ,

which satisfy K > K̃ > 1. The initial time s0 > 0 will be chosen large enough below and we stress
that

s0 will depend only on p, `, ε.

We denote

(4.15) y0(s) = e−ηs, y1(s) = Ke−γs, y2(s) = σes/2, s ≥ s0,

and observe that y0(s) < y1(s) < 1 < y2(s) for large s0 (depending only on p, `, ε). At given time s,
the inner, intermediate and outer regions are, respectively, [0, y1(s)], [y1(s), y2(s)] and [y2(s),∞).

Throughout the rest of this section, we will denote by C a generic positive constant depending
only on p, `. By Proposition 3.8, it is immediate that

(4.16) |Diφ(y)| ≤ C(yi + y2`−i), y > 0, i ∈ {0, 1},

where D = ∂y, and that there exist c, y∗ > 0 such that

(4.17) cy2` ≤ (−1)`φ(y) ≤ 2cy2`, y ≥ y∗.

For θ ∈ (0, 1] and s1 ≥ s0, we then define

Aθs0,s1 =
{
W ∈ L∞(s0, s1;W);

∣∣Di(W − U + e−λsφ)
∣∣ ≤ θεe−λs(yi + y2`−i)

for all s0 ≤ s ≤ s1, y1(s) ≤ y ≤ y2(s), i ∈ {0, 1}
}
.

We note that, as a difference and an additional difficulty with respect to the case of the semilinear
heat equation [29, 47], we need to take into account the space derivative along with the solution
itself. In this connection, we actually need to subdivise the inner region into two parts, namely
[0, y0(s)] and [y0(s), y1(s)], in order to cope with certain differences in the behaviors of w and wy.

2

Let us now prepare our initial data. Fix a smooth cut-off function Θ1(z) such that Θ1 = 1 for

z ≤ 1, Θ1 = 0 for z ≥ 2 and Θ′1 ≤ 0. Set Θ(y) = Θ1

(
1

2σe
−s0/2y

)
. For any d ∈ R` that satisfies

(4.18)
`−1∑
j=0

|dj | ≤ εe−λs0 ,

2The choice of y1(s) in (4.15) is suggested by an approximate matching of wy; namely, this choice guarantees that
the expected behaviors of wy in the outer and inner regions become of the same order near the interface. As for the
matching of w alone, it is more flexible, as it is actually achieved whenever y � y0(s) (and, in turn, this fact will
require the introduction of the function y0(s) in the computations below).
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we define w0 = w0(·; d) as follows. We set

(4.19) w0(y) :=


e−λs0Ua(e

ηs0y) in [0, K̃e−γs0 ]

Θ(y)
{
U(y)− e−λs0φ+

`−1∑
j=0

djϕj

}
in (K̃e−γs0 , Res0/2),

where a = a(ε, s0) is given by Lemma 4.3 below. If ` is odd and R = ∞, we also consider the
alternative choice:

(4.20) w0(y) :=


e−λs0Ua(e

ηs0y) in [0, K̃e−γs0 ]

U(y)− e−λs0φ+

`−1∑
j=0

djϕj in (K̃e−γs0 , 2σes0/2),

b0U(y) in (2σes0/2,∞),

where

b0 = b0(d, s0) := 1−
{[
e−λs0φ−

`−1∑
j=0

djϕj

]
U−1

}
(2σes0/2).

The choice (4.20) comes from the need to construct a solution which intersects U exactly ` times
on (0,∞) (in which case u0 must be unbounded and cannot belong to W). The above choices of

a, b0 will ensure that u0(x) := e−ks0w0(xes0/2) satisfies

(4.21) u0 ∈

{
W if w0 is given by (4.19),

W1 if w0 is given by (4.20), ` is odd and R =∞,

where W1 is defined in (3.61). Let u be the maximal classical solution of (2.1) (whose existence
follows from Proposition 3.17(i) in the second case of (4.21)) and let w = w(y, s; d) be the corre-
sponding solution of (3.33), defined by .

(4.22) w(y, s) = eksu(ye−s/2, e−s0 − e−s), 0 ≤ y < Res/2.

The maximal existence time S = S(w0(·, d)) of w is given by S = ∞ if T := T (u0) ≥ e−s0 and
S = − log(e−s0 − T ) otherwise. Note that w0 and w also depend on ε, s0 but we shall keep this
dependence implicit without risk of confusion.

Next, so as to work with unknown functions defined on the entire half-line even in the case R = 1,
we recall the extentions introduced in Lemma 3.30:

(4.23)

ũ(x, t) = ζ(x)u(x, t) in [0,∞)× [0, T ),

w̃(y, s) = eksũ(ye−s/2, e−s0 − e−s) = ζ(ye−s/2)w(y, s) in [0,∞)× [s0, S),

ṽ(y, s) = w̃(y, s)− U(y) in [0,∞)× [s0, S).

Here, if R = 1, ζ ∈ C2([0,∞)) is a fixed cut-off function such that ζ = 1 in [0, 1
3 ] and ζ = 0 in

[1
2 ,∞), whereas if R =∞ we just set ζ ≡ 1. We then define the key set

Us0,s1 =
{
d ∈ R`; (4.18) holds, S(w0(·, d)) > s1 and w̃ = w̃(y, s; d) ∈ A1

s0,s1

}
.

Lemma 4.3. (i) In the second case of (4.21), if ε ∈ (0, 1] and d satisfies (4.18), then

(4.24) 1 < b∗ ≤ b0 ≤ C, s0 � 1,

with b∗ depending only on p, `.

(ii) In all cases, there exists c0 = c0(p, `) > 0 with the following property. If 0 < ε ≤ (1 + 2c0)−1,

K̃e−γs0 ≤
√
ε and d satisfies (4.18), then there exists a = a(ε, s0) ∈ [(1− c0ε)a∗, (1 + c0ε)a∗], such

that (4.21) holds.
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Proof. (i) Since λ = `+ (β − 1)/2, it follows from (4.17) with ` odd that, for s0 � 1,

−e−λs0
[
U−1φ

]
(2σe

s0
2 ) = −c−1

p e−λs0(2σe
s0
2 )β−1φ(2σe

s0
2 ) = −c−1

p (2σ)β−1e−`s0φ(2σe
s0
2 ) ∈ [c̄, 2c̄],

where c̄ = c−1
p c(2σ)2λ. On the other hand, using |ϕj(y)| ≤ C(1 + y2j) and (4.18), we get

eλs0
∣∣∣φ−1

`−1∑
j=0

djϕj

∣∣∣(2σes0/2) ≤ Cε(2σes0/2)−2 ≤ Ce−s0 .

The last two inequalities guarantee (4.24).

(ii) Note that w0(0) = 0. The continuity of w0 at y = σes0/2 in the second case of (4.21) follows

from the choice of b0. To ensure u0 ∈ W 1,∞
loc ([0, R)) it suffices to verify the continuity of w0 at

ŷ = K̃e−γs0 , which is equivalent to e−λs0Ua(e
ηs0 ŷ) = U(ŷ)− e−λs0φ(ŷ) +

∑`−1
j=0 djϕj(ŷ), i.e.

h(a) := Ua(e
ηs0 ŷ)− U(eηs0 ŷ) + φ(ŷ)− eλs0

`−1∑
j=0

djϕj(ŷ) = 0.

We note that

(4.25) 0 ≤ Ua(y)− U(y) + cpa
1−β ≤ Cay−β, a, y > 0,

which follows from (for some θ ∈ (0, 1)):

Ua(y)− U(y) + cpa
1−β = cp(y + a)1−β − cpy1−β = cpy

1−β[(1 + a
y

)1−β − 1
]

= Cy1−β(1 + θa
y

)−β a
y .

Using (4.18), (4.25), |φ(ŷ) − cpa1−β
∗ | ≤ Cŷ2, |ϕj(ŷ)| ≤ C, (η − γ)β = 2γ and K̃e−γs0 ≤

√
ε, it

follows that

|h(a) + cp(a
1−β − a1−β

∗ )| ≤ |Ua(eηs0 ŷ)− U(eηs0 ŷ) + cpa
1−β|+ |φ(ŷ)− a1−β

∗ |+ Cε

≤ Ca(K̃e(η−γ)s0)−β + C(K̃e−γs0)2 + Cε ≤ C(K̃e−γs0)2 + Cε ≤ C1(p, `)ε.

Let c0 ≥ 1 to be fixed below and assume ε ≤ (1 + 2c0)−1. For a = a∗(1± c0ε), we have

cp|a1−β − a1−β
∗ | = cpa

1−β
∗ |(1± c0ε)

1−β − 1| ≥ C2(p, `)c0ε.

Taking c0 = max(1, 2C1/C2), we thus have ±h
(
a∗(1 ± c0ε)

)
< 0. Thus, by continuity of h, there

must exist a ∈
(
a∗(1− c0ε), a∗ + (1 + c0ε)

)
such that h(a) = 0, hence w0 ∈ W.

When R = ∞, we note that u0 is compactly supported in the first case of (4.21) and u0,x is
bounded in the second case. To show (4.21) it thus only remains to verify that w0 ≥ 0. With

σ0(p, `) > 0 sufficiently small, for s0 � 1 and σ ≤ σ0, using (4.18), we have, on (K̃e−γs0 , 4σes0/2):

U−1
∣∣∣e−λs0φ− `−1∑

j=0

djϕj

∣∣∣ ≤ e−λs0U−1
(
|φ|+ ε max

1≤j≤`−1
|ϕj |

)
≤ Cyβ−1(1 + y2`)e−λs0

≤ C
[
e((1−β)γ−λ)s0 + (σes0/2)β+2`−1e(k−`)s0]

≤ C
[
e−2λs0/(β+2) + σβ+2`−1

0

]
≤ 1

2 .(4.26)

In view of (4.19)-(4.20), using also b0 > 0 in the second case of (4.21) (cf. assertion (i)), this implies

w0 ≥ 0 on [0, Res0/2). �

For the subsequent analysis, it will be convenient to rewrite the initial data in (4.19) (resp.,
(4.20)) as

(4.27) w0(y) = w̃(y, s0) = U(y) +

`−1∑
j=0

djϕj − e−λs0 φ̂,
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with

(4.28) φ̂ :=



eλs0
{
U(y)− e−λs0Ua(eηs0y) +

`−1∑
j=0

djϕj

}
in [0, K̃e−γs0 ]

φ in (K̃e−γs0 , 2σes0/2]

(1−Θ)eλs0
(
U(y) +

`−1∑
j=0

djϕj

)
+ Θφ in (2σes0/2,∞),

(resp.,

(4.29) φ̂ :=



eλs0
{
U(y)− e−λs0Ua(eηs0y) +

`−1∑
j=0

djϕj

}
in [0, K̃e−γs0 ]

φ in (K̃e−γs0 , 2σes0/2]

eλs0
{

(1− b0)U(y) +
`−1∑
j=0

djϕj

}
in (2σes0/2,∞)).

The following lemma shows that, for s0 � 1, φ̂ is close to the eigenfunction φ in weighted norm.

Lemma 4.4. For given ε ∈ (0, 1], we have

(4.30) ‖φ̂− φ‖ → 0, as s0 →∞, uniformly for d satisfying (4.18).

Proof. Since φ̂ = φ in (K̃e−γs0 , 2σes0/2), we see that φ̂ − φ → 0 pointwise in (0,∞) as s0 → ∞.
Using eλs0U(y) = U(eηs0y) ≥ Ua(eηs0y), it follows from (4.25) that

|φ̂| =
∣∣∣U(eηs0y)− Ua(eηs0y) + eλs0

`−1∑
j=0

djϕj

∣∣∣ ≤ cpa1−β + Cε ≤ C in (0, K̃e−ηs0).

On the other hand, using λ = `+ (β − 1)/2 and (4.24), we have

|φ̂− φ| ≤ |φ|+ eλs0
(
CU(y) +

∣∣∣`−1∑
j=0

djϕj

∣∣∣) ≤ Cy2` + Cy2λ+1−β = Cy2` in (2σes0/2,∞).

Consequently, |φ̂ − φ|ρ1/2 ≤ C(1 + y2`)yα/2e−y
2/8 in (0,∞) and (4.30) follows by dominated con-

vergence. �

In the case R = 1, the next lemma provides a suitable control of u near x = 1, which in particular
rules out GBU at x = 1. This will be useful for the control of w in the outer region.

Lemma 4.5. Let c0 be given by Lemma 4.3, 0 < ε ≤ (1 + 2c0)−1 and assume R = 1. For s0 � 1
and any d satisfying (4.18), we have u(x, t) ≤ 1− x in [0, 1]× [0, T (u0)).

Proof. By (4.19), we have w0 = 0 in [4σes0/2, es0/2] and w0(y) = e−λs0Ua(e
ηs0y) ≤ U(y) in

[0, K̃e−γs0 ]. With σ1(p, `) ∈ (0, 1
8) sufficiently small and σ ≤ σ1, using (4.18), we get, for s0 � 1

and all y ∈ [0, 4σes0/2),

w0(y) ≤ U(y) + e−λs0 |φ(y)|+
`−1∑
j=0

|djϕj(y)| ≤ cpy1−β + Ce−λs0(1 + y2`)

≤ Ceks0 [σ1−β
1 + e−`s0 + σ2`

1 ] < 3
8e
ks0 .(4.31)

Since σ < 1
8 , we deduce that u0(x) = e−ks0w0(xes0/2) satisfies the assumptions of Lemma 3.6 and

the conclusion follows. �
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4.4. Control of w in inner and outer regions assuming w̃ ∈ A1
s0,s1. The following proposition

shows that the property w̃ ∈ A1
s0,s1 , which corresponds to a control of the solution in the interme-

diate region in terms of the linearized behavior, automatically yields a control of the solution in the
inner region, of quasi-stationary type, as well as in the outer region if R = ∞. In particular, this
gives the precise behavior of wy at y = 0, hence the GBU rate. It is the analogue of [47, Proposi-
tion 4.1] for the semilinear heat equation, which simplified some arguments from the original proof
of [29]. Here its proof is longer and more technical due to the need to take into account the space
derivative along with the solution itself.

Proposition 4.6. Let c0 be given by Lemma 4.3 and assume ε ≤ ε0 with ε0 = ε0(p, `) ∈
(0,min(a∗,

1
1+2c0

)) sufficiently small.

(i) If s0 � 1 then, for any d ∈ Us0,s1, we have

(4.32) e−λsUa+(eηsy) ≤ w(y, s) ≤ e−λsUa−(eηsy) in Q :=
{

(y, s), s ∈ [s0, s1], y ∈ [0,Ke−γs]
}

and

(4.33)
(
1− ε1(s)

)
e(η−λ)sU ′a+(eηsy) ≤ wy(y, s) ≤

(
1 + ε1(s)

)
e(η−λ)sU ′a−(eηsy) in Q,

where a± = (1±
√
ε)a∗, ε1(s) = CKβ+1e−µs, µ = η − γ > 0.

(ii) Let R = ∞. Assume either (4.19) and ` even, or (4.20) and ` odd. If s0 � 1, then there
exists δ ∈ (0, 1), independent of d and s1, such that u satisfies

(4.34) |u(x, t)− U(x)| ≥ δU(x) in [σ,∞)× [0, e−s0 − e−s1).

Proof. Denote I1 := (0, K̃e−γs0), I2 := (K̃e−γs0 ,Ke−γs0) and recall that, by Lemma 4.3, we have

(4.35) |a− a∗| ≤ c0a∗ε.

Step 1. Proof of (4.32). For κ ∈ (1/2, 2) and b ∈ (a∗/2, 2a∗) \ {a} to be specified below, we
shall consider the comparison function

(4.36) ŵ(y, s) = κe−λsUb(ξ), ξ = eηsy ∈ [0,Ke(η−γ)s].

We note right away the identities

(4.37) ξU ′b − (1− β)Ub = bdp
[
b−β − (b+ ξ)−β

]
, ξU ′′b + βU ′b = bβdp(b+ ξ)−β−1.

• We first check that ŵ is a sub-/supersolution in Q. We have, omitting the variable ξ for
conciseness,

Pŵ := ŵs − ŵyy + y
2 ŵy − kŵ − |ŵy|

p

= −λκe−λsUb + κηe(η−λ)syU ′b − κe(2η−λ)sU ′′b + κy2e
(η−λ)sU ′b − kκe−λsUb − κpep(η−λ)sU ′b

p

= −(λ+ k)κe−λsUb + κ(η + 1
2)e−λsξU ′b − κe(2η−λ)sU ′′b − κpep(η−λ)sU ′b

p.

Using U ′′b + U ′b
p = 0, p(η − λ) = 2η − λ, λ+ k = (η + 1

2)(1− β) and (4.37), we get

Pŵ = κe(2η−λ)s
{

(1− κp−1)U ′b
p

+ e−2ηs
[
(η + 1

2)ξU ′b − (λ+ k)Ub
]}

= κe(2η−λ)s(b+ ξ)−β−1
{

(1− κp−1)dpp + bcp(λ+ k)
[
b−β − (b+ ξ)−β

]
(b+ ξ)β+1e−2ηs

}
.

We deduce that, for C1 = C1(p, `) > 0 sufficiently large,

(4.38) Pŵ

{
≥ 0 if κ ≤ 1

≤ 0 if κ− 1 ≥ C1K
β+1e[(η−γ)(β+1)−2η]s0 .

Indeed, for the second case, we note that since (η − γ)(β + 1) − 2η = −(1 + β)γ − (1 − β)η < 0

and Ke(η−γ)s ≥ K ≥ 1, we then have κp−1 − 1 ≥ (p − 1)C1K
β+1e[(η−γ)(β+1)−2η]s ≥ CC1(b +

Ke(η−γ)s)β+1e−2ηs ≥ CC1(b+ ξ)β+1e−2ηs.



54 MIZOGUCHI AND SOUPLET

• Let us next compare ŵ and w on the parabolic boundary. Set ∆0 = ŵ(·, s0)−w0. We claim that
for C2 = C2(p, `) > 0 sufficiently small,

(4.39) 0 ≤ κ− 1

b− a
≤ C2(K̃e(η−γ)s0)β−1 =⇒ ∆0 has the same sign as a− b on I1.

Indeed, on I1, ∆0(y) = κe−λs0Ub(e
ηs0y)− e−λs0Ua(eηs0y) has the sign of

h(ξ) := κ[(ξ + b)1−β − b1−β]− [(ξ + a)1−β − a1−β], where ξ := yeηs0 ∈ (0, K̃e(η−γ)s0).

Setting Jξ(a) = (ξ + a)1−β − a1−β and noting that J ′ξ(a) = (1 − β)[(ξ + a)−β − a−β], we get, for
some c between a and b,

h(ξ)

b− a
=
κ− 1

b− a
[(ξ + b)1−β − b1−β] +

Jξ(b)− Jξ(a)

b− a

=
κ− 1

b− a
[(ξ + b)1−β − b1−β] + (1− β)[(ξ + c)−β − c−β].

For ξ ≤ c, since b, c ∈ (a∗/2, 2a∗), we deduce that, for some θ ∈ (0, 1),

h(ξ)

b− a
=
{κ− 1

b− a
(1− β)(θξ + b)−β − β(1− β)(θξ + c)−β−1

}
ξ

= (1− β)(θξ + c)−β−1ξ
{κ− 1

b− a
(θξ + c)β+1

(θξ + b)β
− β

}
≤ (1− β)(θξ + c)−β−1ξ(CC2 − β) ≤ 0

due to K̃e(η−γ)s0 ≥ K̃ ≥ 1 and the hypothesis in (4.39), whereas, for ξ ≥ c,
h(ξ)

b− a
≤ κ− 1

b− a
ξ1−β − (1− β)[1− 2−β]c−β ≤ κ− 1

b− a
(K̃e(η−γ)s0)1−β − C ≤ C2 − C ≤ 0.

This proves claim (4.39). We next claim that for sufficiently small ε0(p, `) > 0 and C3(p, `) > 0,

(4.40)
Ke−γs0 ≤ ε, |b− a∗| ≥ a∗

√
ε, 0 ≤ κ− 1

b− a∗
≤ C3(Ke(η−γ)s0)β−1

=⇒ ∆0 has the same sign as a∗ − b on I2.

Indeed, on I2, ∆0 = κe−λs0Ub(e
ηs0y)− U(y) + e−λs0φ(y)−

∑`−1
j=0 djϕj(y) has the sign of

hκ(y) := κUb(e
ηs0y)− U(eηs0y) + φ(y)− eλs0

`−1∑
j=0

djϕj(y).

Assuming the hypothesis in (4.40) and using (4.18), φ′(0) = 0 and η − γ = 2
βγ, we have

|h1(y) + cp(b
1−β − a1−β

∗ )| ≤ |Ub(eηs0y)− U(eηs0y) + cpb
1−β|+ |φ(y)− cpa1−β

∗ |+ |eλs0
`−1∑
j=0

djϕj(y)|

≤ Cb(eηs0y)−β + C(Ke−γs0)2 + Cε ≤ Cε.
Consequently, for some c between a∗ and b, we get

hκ(y)

b− a∗
=

κ− 1

b− a∗
Ub(e

ηs0y) +
h1(y) + cp(b

1−β − a1−β
∗ )

b− a∗
− dpc−β

≤ κ− 1

b− a∗
(Ke(η−γ)s0)1−β +

Cε

b− a∗
− dp(2a∗)−β ≤ C3 + C

√
ε− dp(2a∗)−β ≤ 0.

We then claim that for sufficiently small ε0(p, `) > 0 and C4(p, `) > 0,

(4.41)
Ke−γs0 ≤ ε, |b− a∗| ≥ a∗

√
ε, 0 ≤ κ− 1

b− a∗
≤ C4(Ke(η−γ)s0)β−1

=⇒ ∆ := ŵ − w has the same sign as a∗ − b on Γ := {(Ke−γs, s); s ∈ [s0, s1]}.
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Indeed, ∆ has the sign of hκ(Ke−γs) on Γ, where hκ(y) := κUb(e
ηsy)−eλsw(y, s). Since ŵ ∈ A1

s0,s1 ,

we have in particular |w(y, s)− U(y) + e−λsφ(y)| ≤ εe−λs hence |eλsw(y, s)− U(eηsy) + φ(y)| ≤ ε
on Γ. Assuming the hypothesis in (4.41) and using (4.25), φ′(0) = 0 and η − γ = 2

βγ, we have

|h1(y) + cp(b
1−β − a1−β

∗ )| ≤ |Ub(eηsy)− U(eηsy) + cpb
1−β|+ |U(eηsy)− eλsw(y, s)− φ(y)|

+ |φ(y)− cpa1−β
∗ | ≤ Cb(eηsy)−β + ε+ C(Ke−γs)2 ≤ Cε on Γ.

Consequently, for some c between a∗ and b, we get

hκ(y)

b− a∗
=

κ− 1

b− a∗
Ub(e

ηsy) +
h1(y) + cp(b

1−β − a1−β
∗ )

b− a∗
− dpc−β

≤ κ− 1

b− a∗
(Ke(η−γ)s)1−β +

Cε

b− a∗
− dp(2a∗)−β ≤ C4 + C

√
ε− dp(2a∗)−β ≤ 0 on Γ,

which proves claim (4.41). Also we have ŵ = w = 0 at y = 0.

Now, we choose b = a± = (1 ±
√
ε)a∗, hence 1

2a∗
√
ε ≤ |b − a| ≤ 2a∗

√
ε by (4.35) for ε ≤

ε0(p, `) sufficiently small. We then choose κ = κ± = 1 ± 1
2 C̃a∗

√
ε(Ke(η−γ)s0)β−1, where C̃ =

min(C2, C3, C4), and consider the corresponding ŵ± given by (4.36). Taking s0 large enough, we
see that the assumptions in (4.39)–(4.41) are satisfied and that, moreover,

κ+ − 1 = 1
2 C̃a∗

√
ε(Ke(η−γ)s0)β−1 ≥ CKβ+1e[(η−γ)(β+1)−2η]s0 ,

so that the condition in (4.38) is also satisfied. We deduce that ŵ+ is a subsolution and w− is
a supersolution in Q. It follows from the comparison principle that e−λsUa+(eηsy) ≤ ŵ+ ≤ w ≤
ŵ− ≤ e−λsUa−(eηsy) in Q.

Step 2. Proof of (4.33). Consider the operator

(4.42) P1z := zs − zyy +
y

2
zy + (1

2 − k)z − p|z|p−2zzy

and observe that P1wy = (Pw)y = 0. For m ∈ {1, 2}, b ∈ (a∗/2, 2a∗) \ {a}, µ ∈ (0, η + γ] to be
specified below and A > 0 such that

(4.43) Ae−µs0 ≤ 1
2 ,

we shall consider the comparison function

ẑ = ẑm(y, s) = κ(s)e(η−λ)sU ′b(ξ), s ≥ s0, where ξ = eηsy and κ(s) = 1 + (−1)mAe−µs ≥ 1
2 .

• We first check that ẑ is a sub-/supersolution of P1ẑ = 0 in Q. We compute, omitting the
variable ξ for conciseness,

P1ẑ = κ′(s)e(η−λ)sU ′b + (η − λ)κe(η−λ)sU ′b + ηκye(2η−λ)sU ′′b − κe(3η−λ)sU ′′′b

+ κy2e
(2η−λ)sU ′′b + (1

2 − k)κe(η−λ)sU ′b − pκpe[η+p(η−λ)]sU ′b
p−1U ′′b

= (−1)m+1Aµe(−µ+η−λ)sU ′b + (−λ− k + η + 1
2)κe(η−λ)sU ′b

+ κ(η + 1
2)e(η−λ)sξU ′′b − κe(3η−λ)sU ′′′b − pκpe[η+p(η−λ)]sU ′b

p−1U ′′b .
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Using U ′′′b = −pU ′b
p−1U ′′b = pU ′b

2p−1, p(η − λ) = 2η − λ, λ+ k = (η + 1
2)(1− β) and (4.37), we get

P1ẑ = κe(3η−λ)s
{

(−1)m+1Aκ−1µe−(µ+2η)sU ′b + p(κp−1 − 1)U ′b
2p−1

+ e−2ηs
[
(η + 1

2)ξU ′′b + (η + 1
2 − λ− k)U ′b

]}
= κU ′b

2p−1
e(3η−λ)s

{
(−1)m+1Aκ−1µe−(µ+2η)sU ′b

2(1−p)
+

+ p(κp−1 − 1) + (η + 1
2)e−2ηs

[
ξU ′′b + βU ′b

]
U ′b

1−2p
}

= κU ′b
2p−1

e(3η−λ)s
{

(−1)m+1Aκ−1µe−(µ+2η)sβ2(b+ ξ)2

+ Cbe−2ηs(b+ ξ) + p
[(

1 + (−1)mAe−µs
)p−1 − 1

]}
.

Since b+ ξ ≤ b+Ke(η−γ)s ≤ CKe(η−γ)s owing to Ke(η−γ)s ≥ K ≥ 1, we deduce that

(−1)mP1ẑm ≥ κU ′b
2p−1

e(3η−λ)s
{
Ae−µs(C̄ − Cµe−2ηs(b+ ξ)2) + (−1)mCe−2ηs(b+ ξ)

}
≥ κU ′b

2p−1
e(3η−λ)s

{
Ae−µs(C̄ − CµK2e−2γs)− (1 + (−1)m−1)CKe−(η+γ)s

}
,

with C̄ = C̄(p) > 0. Therefore, there exists C5 = C5(p, `) > 0 such that, assuming

(4.44) C5µK
2e−2γs0 ≤ 1,

we have

(4.45)

{
P1ẑ2 ≥ 0

P1ẑ1 ≤ 0 if µ ≤ η + γ and A ≥ C5Ke
(µ−γ−η)s0 .

• Let us next compare ẑ and wy on the parabolic boundary. Set ∆m
1,0 = ẑm(·, s0) − w′0. Since

U ′a(ξ) = dp(a+ ξ)−β and w′0(y) = e(η−λ)s0U ′a(e
ηs0y) on I1, we obviously have

(4.46) b ≥ a and m = 1 (resp., b ≤ a and m = 2) =⇒ ∆m
1,0 ≤ 0 (resp., ≥ 0) on I1.

On I2, we have w′0(y) = U ′(y) − e−λs0φ′(y) +
∑`−1

j=0 djφ
′
j(y). In view of (4.18), φ′′(0) < 0 and

φ′j(0) = 0 for any j ∈ N, we have w′0(y) ≥ U ′(y) + e−λs0(c1−Cε)y ≥ U ′(y) = e(η−λ)sU ′(eηsy) on I2

for sufficiently small ε0(p, `) > 0, hence

(4.47) ∆1
1,0 ≤ 0 in I2.

We claim that, for C6 = C6(p, `) > 0 sufficiently large,

(4.48)
(
µ ≤ η − γ, A ≥ C6K

β+1e(µ+γ−η)s0
)

=⇒ ∆2
1,0 ≥ 0 in I2.

Indeed ∆2
1,0 has the sign of ĥ(y) := κU ′b(e

ηs0y) − U ′(eηs0y) + e−ηs0φ′(y) − e(λ−η)s0
∑`−1

j=0 djφ
′
j(y)

in I2, and

(4.49)

ĥ(y) ≥ κdp(b+ eηs0y)−β − dp(eηs0y)−β − Ce−ηs0y

≥ (κ− 1)dp(b+ eηs0y)−β + dp(e
ηs0y)−β[(1 + be−ηs0y−1)−β − 1]− Ce−ηs0y

≥ Ae−µs0dp(b+ eηs0y)−β − Ce−(β+1)ηs0y−β−1 − Ce−ηs0y

≥ Ae−µs0dp(b+ eηs0y)−β − Ce−ηs0y,

where we used (4.18) and e−ηs0y ≥ e−(β+1)ηs0y−β−1 owing to y ≥ e−γs0 . Since the assumption in

(4.48) implies Ae−µs0 ≥ C6K
β+1e(γ−η)s0 = C6e

(β−1)ηs0(Ke−γs0)β+1 ≥ CC6(b + eηs0y)βe−ηs0y due

to Ke−γs0 ≥ y and eηs0y ≥ 1, we get ĥ(y) ≥ 0, and claim (4.48) follows.



CLASSIFICATION IN GBU AND RBC 57

We then consider the sign of ∆m
1 := ẑm − wy on Γ. We see that ∆m

1 has the same sign as

hκ(Ke−γs) on Γ, where ĥ(y) := κU ′b(e
ηsy)−e(λ−η)swy(y, s). Since ŵ ∈ A1

s0,s1 , we have in particular

(4.50) |e(λ−η)swy(y, s)− U ′(eηsy) + e−ηsφ′(y)| ≤ εe−ηsy on Γ.

Also, for some c̄`, ȳ` > 0, we have φ′(y) ≤ −c̄`y for y ≤ ȳ`. For m = 1, assuming ε ≤ c̄` and

(4.51) Ke−γs0 ≤ ȳ`,

we thus have ĥ(y) ≤ U ′(eηsy)− e(λ−η)swy(y, s) ≤ (φ′(y) + ε)e−ηsy ≤ 0 on Γ, hence

(4.52) ∆1
1 ≤ 0 on Γ.

Next, for m = 2, using (4.50) and the same calculation as in (4.49), we get

ĥ(y) ≥ κdp(b+ eηsy)−β − dp(eηsy)−β − Ce−ηsy ≥ Ae−µsdp(b+ eηsy)−β − Ce−ηsy.

Since Kβ+1e(γ−η)s = Kβ+1e−[(1−β)η+(β+1)γ]s = e(β−1)ηs(Ke−γs)β+1 ≥ C(b + eηsy)βe−ηsy on Γ, we
deduce that, for C7 = C7(p, `) > 0 sufficiently large,

(4.53)
(
µ ≤ η − γ, A ≥ C7K

β+1e(µ+γ−η)s0
)

=⇒ ∆2
1 ≥ 0 on Γ.

Now choose b = a+ = (1 +
√
ε)a∗ for ẑ1, b = a− = (1−

√
ε)a∗ for ẑ2, and µ = η−γ, A = ĈKβ+1,

where Ĉ = max(C5, C6, C7). Then the assumptions in (4.45), (4.46), (4.48), (4.53) are fulfilled, and
conditions (4.43), (4.44), (4.51) are satisfied for s0 � 1. Moreover, as a consequence of (4.32) and
ŵ = w = 0 at y = 0, we have

U ′(a+)e(η−λ)s ≤ wy(0, s) ≤ U ′(a−)e(η−λ)s, s0 ≤ s ≤ s1,

hence ẑ1 ≤ wy ≤ ẑ2 at y = 0. Thus ẑ1 is a subsolution and ẑ2 a supersolution and we infer from
the comparison principle that ẑ1 ≤ wy ≤ ẑ2 in Q. Inequality (4.33) follows.

Step 3. Proof of (4.34). Here we assume R =∞. Since ŵ ∈ A1
s0,s1 , taking ε0(p, `) > 0 smaller

if necessary, we deduce from (4.17) that

(−1)`+1
[
w(σes/2, s)− U(σes/2)

]
≥ 1

2e
−λsφ(σes/2) ≥ c

2σ
2`e−λse`s = c

2σ
2`eks, s0 < s < s1.

Going back to u through (4.22), we get

(4.54) (−1)`+1
[
u(σ, t)− U(σ)

]
≥ c

2σ
2`, 0 < t < e−s0 − e−s1 .

If ` is odd, then we have u(x, 0) ≥ b∗U(x) for x ≥ 2σ due to (4.20), and[
−e−λs0φ(y)+

`−1∑
j=0

djϕj(y)
]
U−1(y) ≥ c−1

p yβ−1[cy2`−`εC(1+y2`−2)]e−λs0 ≥ c
2cp
, σe

s0
2 ≤ y ≤ 2σe

s0
2

for s0 � 1, hence u(x, 0) ≥ (1+ c
2cp

)U(x) for σ ≤ x ≤ 2σ. Setting δ = min(b∗−1, c
2cp
, c2σ

2`) > 0 and

noting that (1 + δ)U is a subsolution of the PDE in (2.1), it follows from the comparison principle
(cf. Proposition 3.17(ii)) that u ≥ (1 + δ)U in [σ,∞)× (0, e−s0 − e−s1).

Next assume that ` is even. Since |ϕj(y)| ≤ C(1 + y2j), we deduce from (4.17) and ε < 1 that[
−e−λs0φ(y) +

`−1∑
j=0

djϕj(y)
]
U−1(y) ≤ c−1

p yβ−1[`εC(1 + y2`−2)− cy2`]e−λs0 ≤ − c
2cp
, y ≥ σes0/2

for s0 � 1. Consequently, by (4.19), since 0 ≤ Θ ≤ 1, we have u(x, 0) ≤ (1 − c
2cp

)U(x) for x ≥ σ

if s0 � 1. This along with (4.54) guarantees the existence of δ ∈ (0, 1) (independent of d, s1)
such that u ≤ (1 − δ)U on ({σ} × (0, e−s0 − e−s1)) ∪ ([σ,∞) × {0}). Noting that (1 − δ)U is a
supersolution of the PDE in (2.1), it follows from the comparison principle that u ≤ (1 − δ)U in
[σ,∞)× (0, e−s0 − e−s1). This completes the proof of (4.34). �
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4.5. Topological argument and proof of Theorems 4.1, 4.2. Define the map

(4.55) P (d; s0, s1) =
(
p0(d; s0, s1), . . . , p`−1(d; s0, s1)

)
, where pj = (ṽ(s1), ϕj).

In view of the topological argument used in the proof of Theorem 4.1, the crucial ingredient will be
the following key a priori estimate. It shows that A1

s0,s1 constitutes a trapping region, from which
the solution cannot escape at s = s1 if P (d; s0, s1) = 0.

Proposition 4.7. For any ε ∈ (0, ε0], there exists s̄0 > 0 such that, if s1 ≥ s0 ≥ s̄0 and d ∈ Us0,s1

satisfy P (d; s0, s1) = 0, then w̃(·, ·; d) ∈ A1/2
s0,s1 and, moreover,

`−1∑
j=0

|dj | ≤ ε
2e
−λs0.

Since the proof is very long and technical, in order not to interrupt the main line of arguments,
we postpone it to subsection 4.6.

Proposition 4.8. Let ε, s0 be as in Proposition 4.7. If Us0,s1 6= ∅ with some s1 > s0, then

deg(P (·; s0, s1)) = 1,

where deg(P (·; s0, s1)), denotes the degree of P (·; s0, s1) with respect to 0 in Us0,s1.

With Proposition 4.7 at hand, the proof is completely similar to [29, 47]. We include it for
completeness.

Proof. By (4.27), we have pj(d; s0, s0) = dj−e−λs0(ϕj , φ̂) for j = 0, . . . , `−1. Owing to Lemma 4.4,
for s0 � 1, we have, for all d ∈ ∂Us0,s0 and τ ∈ [0, 1],

`−1∑
j=0

|dj + τ(pj(d; s0, s0)− dj)| ≥
`−1∑
j=0

|dj | − e−λs0
`−1∑
j=0

|(ϕj , φ̂)| = e−λs0
(
ε−

`−1∑
j=0

|(ϕj , φ̂)|
)
> 0.

Letting I be the identity mapping in R`, it follows that

I(d) + τ(P (d; s0, s0)− I(d)) 6= 0 on ∂Us0,s0 for τ ∈ [0, 1]

hence, by the homotopy invariance of the degree,

deg(P (·; s0, s0), 0,Us0,s0) = deg(I, 0,Us0,s0) = 1.

By Proposition 4.7, for any s1 > s0, there is no d ∈ ∂Us0,s1 such that P (d; s0, s1) = 0. Therefore,
the homotopy invariance of the degree implies the conclusion. �

Proposition 4.9. Let ε, s0 be as in Proposition 4.7. Then Us0,s1 6= ∅ for all s1 > s0.

Proof. Put s∗ = sup{s ≥ s0; Us0,s 6= ∅}. Since u0 is C1 on (x0, 2σ) with x0 = K̃e(γ+ 1
2

)s0 , it
follows from standard parabolic theory that u, ux are continuous in (x0, 2σ) × [0, t0] for t0 > 0
small. Consequently, taking for instance d = 0, we see that 0 ∈ Us0,s for s > s0 close to s0, hence
s∗ > s0. Assume that s∗ < ∞. Taking a sequence (sn) with sn → s∗ as n → ∞, for each n
there is dn ∈ Us0,sn such that P (dn; s0, sn) = 0 by Proposition 4.8. Since (dn) is bounded, we may
assume without loss of generality that dn → d∗ as n → ∞. Then, by continuous dependence with
respect to initial data, we obtain d∗ ∈ Us0,s∗ and P (d∗; s0, s∗) = 0. From Proposition 4.7, we have

w̃ = w̃(y, s; d∗) ∈ A1/2
s0,s∗ . By continuity, we get w̃ ∈ A1

s0,s∗+δ
for some δ > 0. This contradicts the

definition of s∗, which completes the proof. �

Proof of Theorem 4.2. Let w0 be given by (4.19) or (4.20)3 and s0 be as in Proposition 4.7. Take
a sequence {sn} ⊂ (s0,∞) with sn →∞ as n→∞. From Proposition 4.9, for each n there exists
dn ∈ Us0,sn , hence w̃(y, s; dn) ∈ A1

s0,sn . Since {dn} is bounded, we may assume that dn → d̄ as

3Recalling (4.21), we note that the case (4.19) will be sufficient for Theorem 4.2; however the case (4.20) will be
used in the proof of Theorem 4.1.
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n → ∞ for some d̄. By continuous dependence, it holds that w̃(y, s; d̄) ∈ A1
s0,∞, hence w exists

globally and (4.6) is satisfied. Property (4.5) then follows from Proposition 4.6. Theorem 4.2 is
proved.

For later use, we note that (4.5) yields

(4.56) aεe
λ
p−2

s ≤ wy(0, s) ≤ aεe
λ
p−2

s
, for all s > s0,

where aε = dp((1 + ε)a∗)
−β, aε = dp((1− ε)a∗)−β and dp = ββ. �

The following lemma plays a crucial role to rule out oscillation of the coefficients of the GBU
rates. It is a consequence of Theorem 4.2 and of an intersection-comparison argument.

Lemma 4.10. Let 0 < R ≤ ∞. If a viscosity solution û of (2.1) with û0 ∈ W or û0 ∈ W1

undergoes GBU at (x, t) = (0, T ) with T <∞, then for any integer ` ≥ 1, we have

(4.57) 0 ≤ lim inf
t→T−

(T − t)
`

p−2 ûx(0, t) = lim sup
t→T−

(T − t)
`

p−2 ûx(0, t) ≤ ∞.

Proof. Assume for contradiction that (4.57) fails and pick 0 < L̂1 < L̂2 <∞ such that

(4.58) lim inf
t→T−

(T − t)
`

p−2 ûx(0, t) < L̂1 < L̂2 < lim sup
t→T−

(T − t)
`

p−2 ûx(0, t).

Taking ε ∈ (0, 1) small enough so that aε/aε < L̂2/L̂1 (with aε, aε defined after (4.56)), we set

(4.59) N =
(aεL̂2

aεL̂1

)1/2
> 1, m = 1

2(p−1) −
`

p−2 < 0, , τ =
(
L̂1N
aε

)1/m
.

Let x0 = R/2 if R < ∞, x0 = 1 if R = ∞, and set R̄ = x0
√
τ . Let w be the global solution of

(3.33) given by Theorem 4.2 applied for Ω = (0, R̄) and the above choice of ε. Set

u(x, t) = (T − t)kw
(
x(T − t)−1/2,− log(T − t)

)
, (x, t) ∈ [0, R̄]× [T − e−s0 , T ).

By (4.56), we have

(4.60) aε ≤ L1 := lim inf
t→T

(T − t)
`

p−2ux(0, t) ≤ L2 := lim sup
t→T

(T − t)
`

p−2ux(0, t) ≤ aε.

Set t̄ = T + τ(t−T ), ū(x, t) = τ−ku(
√
τ x, t̄), and Q := (0, x0)× (t0, T ) with t0 = T − τ−1e−s0 . The

function ū ∈ C2,1(Q) ∩ C(Q) is then a classical solution of (2.1) in Q, which satisfies the equality

(T − t)
`

p−2 ūx(0, t) = τm(T − t̄)
`

p−2ux(0, t̄) hence, by (4.59), (4.60),

(4.61) L̂1 < lim inf
t→T

(T − t)
`

p−2 ūx(0, t) = τmL1 < τmL2 = lim sup
t→T

(T − t)
`

p−2 ūx(0, t) < L̂2.

It follows from (4.58) and (4.61) that there exists an increasing sequence ti → T such that ūx(0, ti) =
ûx(0, ti), hence [ū− û](·, ti) has a degenerate zero at x = 0. This leads to a contradiction with the
intersection-comparison principle (Proposition 3.24). The latter can be applied because ū(x0, t) =
τ−ku(R̄, t) = 0 < û(x0, t). �

Proof of Theorem 4.1. Pick 0 < a < 1 < b and c > 0 such that |ϕ`(y)| ≥ cy2` for all y ∈ [b,∞)
and ϕ`(y) ≥ c for all y ∈ [0, a]. For ε ∈ (0,min(c/2, 1)), let w = wε(y, s) be the special solution of
(3.33) given by the proof of Theorem 4.2 (either with (4.19) or (4.20)), and let u = u(x, t) be the
solution of (2.1) obtained from w through the transformation (3.32), setting T := e−s0 .

Let us first prove assertion (iv). Take s̄ > s0 such that [a, b] ⊂ [Ke−γs̄, σes̄/2]. By (4.5)-(4.6), for
all s ≥ s̄, the function v := w−U satisfies v(y, s) ≤ e−λsUa−(eηsy)−U(y) < e−λsU(eηsy)−U(y) = 0

for all y ∈ (0,Ke−γs] and v(y, s) 6= 0 for all y ∈ [Ke−γs, a] ∪ [b, σes/2). Moreover, (4.6) guarantees
that ‖v(·, s)−ϕ`‖C1([a,b]) → 0 as ε→ 0, uniformly for s ≥ s̄. Since the ` positive zeros y1 < · · · < y`
of ϕ` are simple and located in (a, b), we deduce that, for all ε sufficiently small, v(·, s) − ϕ`
has exactly ` zeros in (0, σes/2), which are simple and converge to y1, . . . , y` as ε → 0. Taking
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ε = ε(δ) sufficiently small (without loss of generality) and restating in terms of u(x, t), this yields
assertion (iv).

Property (4.1) in assertion (i) follows from (4.56) and Lemma 4.10. The space-time profile of ux
in (4.2) is a consequence of (3.3) and we get that of u by integration. Assertion (ii) follows from
(4.6) with i = 0.

To check assertion (iii), let us first consider the case R = ∞. When ` is even we take w0 given
by (4.19), hence u0 ∈ W. When ` is odd we take w0 given by (4.20), hence u0 ∈ W1 (note that this
is the only case where we need u0 6∈ W; cf. the last part of the theorem). Then (4.4) follows from
(4.34). Finally, when R = 1, assertion (iii) is guaranteed by Lemma 4.5. �

4.6. Proof Proposition 4.7: the key a priori estimate. This section is devoted to the proof
of Proposition 4.7 and we make the following conventions throughout:

• C will denote a generic positive constant depending only on p, `;

• the required largeness of s0 � 1 will depend on the parameter ε, but not on d.

If R = 1, we shall consider the extension F̃ defined in Lemma 3.30, whereas if R = ∞ we just
set F̃ = F . We shall make use of the variation of constants formula for ṽ, given by (3.136) in
Proposition 3.31, where the initial data is given by

(4.62) ṽ(y, s0) = w̃(y, s0)− U(y) = w0(y)− U(y) =
`−1∑
j=0

djϕj − e−λs0 φ̂.

4.6.1. First estimates. The following lemma gives pointwise estimates of the nonlinear term in the
different regions.

Lemma 4.11. If s1 ≥ s0 � 1 then, for any d ∈ Us0,s1 and s ∈ [s0, s1], we have

(4.63) |ṽy(y, s)| ≤


Cy−β for 0 < y ≤ y0(s)

Ce−ηsy−β−1 + CKβ+1e−µsy−β for y0(s) ≤ y ≤ y1(s)

Ce−λs(y + y2`−1) for y1(s) ≤ y ≤ y2(s)

Ce−βs/2 for y ≥ y2(s)

where µ = η − γ, and

(4.64) 0 ≤ F̃ (ṽy(y, s)) ≤


Cy−β−1 for 0 < y ≤ y0(s)

Ce−2ηsy−β−3 + CK2(β+1)e−2µsy−β−1 for y0(s) ≤ y ≤ y1(s)

Ce−2λsyβ+1
(
1 + y4(`−1)

)
for y1(s) ≤ y ≤ y2(s)

Ce−(β+1)s/2 for y ≥ y2(s).

Proof. By (4.33) and recalling η − λ = βη, for y ∈ (0, y1(s)], we have

(1− ε1(s))eβηsU ′a+(eηsy)− U ′(y) ≤ vy(y, s) ≤ (1 + ε1(s))eβηsU ′a−(eηsy)− U ′(y),

with ε1 given in Proposition 4.6. Since 0 ≤ eβηsU ′a(e
ηsy) ≤ eβηsU ′(eηsy) = U ′(y), this particular

gives the first case in (4.63). Next, using 0 ≤ 1− (1 + h)−β ≤ βh, we have, for a ∈ {a+, a−},

|eβηsU ′a(eηsy)− U ′(y)| = dp
∣∣eβηs(a+ yeηs)−β − y−β

∣∣ = dp
∣∣(y + ae−ηs)−β − y−β

∣∣
= dp

∣∣y−β(1 + ay−1e−ηs)−β − 1
∣∣ ≤ Ce−ηsy−β−1.

Since 0 ≤ ε1(s)eβηsU ′a(e
ηsy) ≤ CKβ+1e−µsy−β, this ensures the second case in (4.63). As for the

third case, it follows from w̃ ∈ A1
s0,s1 .

To verify the fourth case, we shall apply the maximum principle to the equation

(4.65) zt − zxx = p|z|p−2zzx
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satisfied by z = ux. Since w̃ ∈ A1
s0,s1 , at y = y2(s) = σes/2, we have

(4.66) |wy| ≤ Cy−β + Ce−λsy2`−1 ≤ Ce−βs/2 + Ce(k−`+ 2`−1
2

)s = Ce−βs/2.

Also, by (4.18)–(4.20) and (4.24), for y ∈ [σes0/2,∞), we have

|wy(y, s0)| ≤ 1
2σe
− s0

2 |Θ′1
(

1
2σe
− s0

2 y
)
|
∣∣∣U − e−λs0φ+

`−1∑
j=0

djϕj

∣∣∣
+Θ1

(
1

2σe
− s0

2 y
)∣∣∣U ′ − e−λs0φ′ + `−1∑

j=0

djφ
′
j

∣∣∣+ Ce−
βs0
2(4.67)

≤ C
{

1
2σe
− s0

2

(
y1−β + e−λs0y2`

)
+ y−β + e−λs0y2`−1

}
χ
{y≤4σe

s0
2 }

+ Ce−
βs0
2 ≤ Ce−

βs0
2 .

Moreover, in the case R = 1, Lemma 4.5 guarantees

(4.68) ‖u(t)‖∞ ≤ 1, 0 < t < T

and |ux(1, t)| ≤ 1, 0 < t < T . Expressing (4.66), (4.67) in terms of ux (cf. (3.32)), we see that
|ux| ≤ C on the parabolic boundary of (σ,R) × (0, T − e−s1). Also recall that the solution of
problem (2.1) with (4.21) satisfies ux ∈ L∞((0, R) × (0, τ)) for each τ ∈ (0, T ). In view of this,
we may apply the maximum principle (see e.g. [58, Proposition 52.4]) to equation (4.65) to deduce
that

(4.69) |ux| ≤ C in [σ,R]× [0, T − e−s1 ].

Since

w̃y(y, s) = e−βs/2
[
ζ ′(ye−s/2)u(ye−s/2, T − e−s) + ζ(ye−s/2)ux(ye−s/2, T − e−s)

]
by (4.23), the fourth case in (4.63) follows from (4.69), using also (4.68) in case R = 1.

On the other hand, for some θ̄ ∈ (0, 1), we have

(4.70) 0 ≤ F (vy) = |Uy + vy|p − Upy − pUp−1
y vy =

p(p− 1)

2
|Uy + θvy|p−2(vy)

2.

Note that e−λs(y + y2`−1) ≤ Ce−λse(2`−1)s/2 = Ce−βs/2 ≤ Cy−β for y ∈ [y1(s), y2(s)]. Assuming
s0 large enough so that Kβ+1e−µs0 ≤ 1, we see from (4.63) that |Uy + θvy| ≤ Cy−β for y ≤ y2(s).

and that |Uy + θvy| ≤ Ce−s/2 for y ≥ y2(s). This along with (4.63), (4.70) and (p − 2)β = 1 − β,
readily yields the first three cases in (4.64), as well as the fourth case when R =∞.

To check the fourth case when R = 1, note from (3.135) that

(4.71) F̃ (ṽy, s) = e(k−1)sg(ye−s/2, T − e−s)− Upy − pUp−1
y ṽy, y ≥ y2(s),

where g(x, t) := |ux|pζ − 2uxζx − uζxx. Since |g(x, t)| ≤ C in [σ,R]× [0, T − e−s1 ] in view of (4.69)
and (1.4), we deduce that

|F̃ (ṽy, s)| ≤ Ce(k−1)s + CUpy + Cṽpy ≤ Ce−(β+1)s/2, y ≥ y2(s). �

We next estimate the Fourier coefficients of the nonlinear term with respect to the eigenfunctions
of the linearized operator.

Lemma 4.12. Set η̄ = min(η, 2λ). If s1 ≥ s0 � 1 then, for any d ∈ Us0,s1, we have

(4.72) |(F̃ (ṽy(τ)), ϕj)| ≤ C(j + 1)3/2e−η̄τ , j ∈ N, τ ∈ [s0, s1].

Proof. We write

|(F̃ (ṽy(τ)), ϕj)| ≤
∫ ∞

0
|F̃ (ṽy(τ))||ϕj |ρ dy =

∫ e−ητ

0
+

∫ Ke−γτ

e−ητ
+

∫ σeτ/2

Ke−γτ
+

∫ ∞
σeτ/2

≡
4∑

n=1

Jn.
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Using (4.64), (4.14), (3.43), the Cauchy-Schwarz’ inequality and ‖ϕj‖ = 1, we obtain

J1 ≤ C
∫ e−ητ

0
y−(β+1)yα|ϕj |dy = C

∫ e−ητ

0
|ϕj |dy ≤ C(j + 1)3/2e−ητ ,

J2 ≤ C
∫ Ke−γτ

e−ητ

(
e−2ητy−β−3 +Kβ+1e−2µτy−β−1

)
|ϕj |yαdy

≤ C(j + 1)3/2

∫ Ke−γτ

e−ητ

(
e−2ητy−2 +Kβ+1e−2µτ

)
dy ≤ C(j + 1)3/2

(
e−ητ +Kβ+2e−(2µ+γ)τ

)
≤ C(j + 1)3/2e−ητ

(
1 + ν1−2pe−µτ

)
≤ C(j + 1)3/2e−ητ ,

J3 ≤ Ce−2λτ

∫ σeτ/2

Ke−γτ
yβ+1

(
1 + y4(`−1)

)
|ϕj |ρ ≤ Ce−2λτ‖ϕj‖ = Ce−2λτ ,

J4 ≤ Ce−(β+1)τ/2

∫ ∞
σeτ/2

|ϕj |ρ ≤ Ce−(β+1)τ/2‖ϕj‖
(∫ ∞

σeτ/2
e−y

2/4 dy
)1/2

≤ Ce−Ceτ ,

hence (4.72). �

We next show that, if the projections of ṽ on the lower eigenmodes vanish at the final time s1,
then the corresponding coefficients di of the initial data have to be small when s0 � 1.

Lemma 4.13. If s1 ≥ s0 � 1 then, for any d ∈ Us0,s1 such that P (d; s0, s1) = 0, we have

(4.73) |dj | ≤ νe−λs0 , j ∈ {0, . . . , `− 1}.

Proof. Taking inner product of (3.136) with ϕj and using (3.56), we get

(ṽ(s), ϕj) = e−λj(s−s0)(ṽ(s0), ϕj) +

∫ s

s0

e−λj(s−τ)(F̃ (ṽy(τ)), ϕj) dτ, j ∈ N.

For each j ∈ {0, . . . , ` − 1}, using (ṽ(s1), ϕj) = 0 and multiplying with e−λj(s−s1), we get, for all
s ∈ [s0, s1],

(4.74) e−λj(s−s0)(ṽ(s0), ϕj) = −
∫ s1

s0

e−λj(s−τ)(F̃ (ṽy(τ)), ϕj) dτ, j ∈ {0, . . . , `− 1}.

Let j ∈ {0, . . . , `− 1}. It follows from (4.74) with s = s0 and (4.62) that

|dj | ≤ e−λs0 |(φ̂, ϕj)|+
∫ s1

s0

e−λj(s0−τ)|(F̃ (ṽy(τ)), ϕj)| dτ.

Then using (φ̂, ϕj) = (φ̂− φ, ϕj), (4.30), (4.72), η̄ > λ > λj , we deduce that, for s0 � 1,

|dj | ≤ 1
2νe
−λs0 + Ce−λjs0

∫ ∞
s0

e(λj−η̄)τ dτ = 1
2νe
−λs0 + Ce−η̄s0 ≤ νe−λs0 . �

To proceed with estimating ṽ, using (3.136), we split ṽ as

(4.75) ṽ = S1 +S2 +S3, where



S1(y, s) = −e−λs(φ̂, φ)φ,

S2(y, s) =

`−1∑
j=0

dje
−λj(s−s0)ϕj −

∑
j 6=`

e−λs0e−λj(s−s0)(φ̂, ϕj)ϕj ,

S3(y, s) =

∫ s

s0

e−(s−τ)LF̃ (ṽy(τ)) dτ.

The following pointwise bounds for the initial data of S2 will be needed below.
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Lemma 4.14. If s1 ≥ s0 � 1 then, for any d ∈ Us0,s1 such that P (d; s0, s1) = 0 we have

(4.76) |S2(y, s0)| ≤


Ce−λs0 in D1 := (0, K̃e−γs0 ]

Cνe−λs0(1 + y2`) in D2 := [K̃e−γs0 , 2σes0/2]

Cy2` in D3 := [2σes0/2,∞),

and

(4.77) |∂yS2(y, s0)| ≤


Cy−β in D1,1 := (0, e−ηs0 ]

CK̃β+2y−β−1e−ηs0 in D1,2 := [e−ηs0 , K̃e−γs0 ]

Cνe−λs0(y + y2`−1) in D2

Cy2`−1 in D3.

Proof. From (4.75) and (4.27) we have

(4.78) S2(y, s0) = ṽ0 + e−λs0(φ̂, φ)φ =
`−1∑
j=0

djϕj + e−λs0
(
(φ̂, φ)φ− φ̂

)
.

Let us first consider the range D1. Observe that the function h(z) := a1−β + z1−β − (a + z)1−β

satisfies 0 ≤ h(z) ≤ a1−β for z ≥ 0 (due to h′(z) ≥ 0, h(0) = 0). Therefore, by (4.19), we have, for
all y ∈ D1,

|v0(y)| =
∣∣e−λs0Ua(yeηs0)− U(y)

∣∣ =
∣∣∣cpe−λs0[(a+ yeηs0)1−β − a1−β − (yeηs0)1−β]∣∣∣ ≤ Ce−λs0 .

Also, for all y ∈ D1,

|v0,y(y)| =
∣∣e−λs0eηs0U ′a(yeηs0)− U ′(y)

∣∣ = dp
∣∣e(η−λ)s0(a+ yeηs0)−β − y−β

∣∣
= dp

∣∣(y + ae−ηs0)−β − y−β
∣∣ = dpy

−β∣∣(1 + ay−1e−ηs0)−β − 1
∣∣ ≤ C min(y−β, y−β−1e−ηs0).

Consequently,

|S2(y, s0)| ≤ Ce−λs0 , |∂yS2(y, s0)| ≤ C min(y−β, y−β−1e−ηs0) + Cye−λs0 , y ∈ D1.

Moreover, we have ye−λs0 ≤ K̃β+2y−β−1e−ηs0 in D1, due to yβ+2 ≤ K̃β+2e−βηs0 = K̃β+2e−(η−λ)s0 .
This implies (4.76)-(4.77) in the range D1.

Next, by (4.78) and (4.27)–(4.29), we have S2(y, s0) =
∑`−1

j=0 djϕj + e−λs0
(
(φ̂, φ) − 1

)
φ in D2.

Consequently, (4.76)-(4.77) in D2 follows from (4.16) and Lemmas 4.4, 4.13. Finally, from (4.19)
(resp., (4.20)), we have

S2(y, s0) = (Θ(y)− 1)U(y) + Θ(y)
`−1∑
j=0

djϕj + e−λs0
(
(φ̂, φ)−Θ(y)

)
φ in D3

(resp., S2(y, s0) = (b0 − 1)U(y) + e−λs0(φ̂, φ)φ). This along with (4.16) guarantees (4.76)-(4.77) in
the range D3. �

4.6.2. Short time estimate of w and wy. In this subsection, we shall prove:

Proposition 4.15. If s1 ≥ s0 � 1 then, for any d ∈ Us0,s1 such that P (d; s0, s1) = 0, we have

(4.79) |Di(w − U + e−λsφ)| ≤M2νe
−λs(yi + y2`−i), s ∈ (s0, s0 + 1], y ∈ [y1(s), y2(s)],

for i ∈ {0, 1}, with M2 = M2(p, `) > 0.

The proof of Proposition 4.15 requires the short time estimation of S2 and S3. This is done in
the following Lemmas 4.16 and 4.17, respectively.
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Lemma 4.16. If s1 ≥ s0 � 1 then, for any d ∈ Us0,s1 such that P (d; s0, s1) = 0, we have

|DiS2(y, s)| ≤ Cνe−λs(yi + y2`−i), s ∈ (s0, s0 + 1], y ∈ [y1(s), y2(s)].

Proof. Take i ∈ {0, 1}, s ∈ (s0, s0 + 1] and y ∈ (y1(s), y2(s)). Since S2(·, s) = e−(s−s0)LS2(·, s0), by
Proposition 3.19, (3.65) and using 1− es0−s ≥ 1

2(s− s0), it follows that

|DiS2(y, s)| ≤
∫ ∞

0
Gi(s− s0, y, ξ)|DiS2(ξ, s0)|ξαdξ

=

∫ e−ηs0

0
+

∫ K̃e−γs0

e−ηs0
+

∫ 2σes0/2

K̃e−γs0
+

∫ ∞
2σes0/2

≡
4∑

n=1

Si2,n,

where |DiS2(ξ, s0) will be estimated by Lemma 4.14 and

(4.80) Gi(s− s0, y, ξ) ≤ C(s− s0)−
α+1
2

(
1 ∧ yξ

s− s0

)i(
1 +

yξ

s− s0

)−α
2

exp
[
−C(e(s0−s)/2y − ξ)2

s− s0

]
.

• Estimate of S0
2,1 and S0

2,2. Let

(4.81) M1(p) = (1
2e
−1/2)α+1.

Since ν ≤ M0 ≤ M1 (recall (4.14)), we have K/K̃ = ν−1/(α+1) ≥ 2e1/2, hence e(s0−s)/2y ≥
e−

1
2Ke−γs0 ≥ 2ξ for all ξ ∈ (0, K̃e−γs0). Consequently,

S0
2,1 + S0

2,2 ≤ Ce−λs0(s− s0)−
α+1
2

∫ K̃e−γs0

0
exp
[
−
C
(
e(s0−s)/2y − ξ

)2
s− s0

]
ξαdξ

≤ Ce−λs0(s− s0)−
α+1
2 exp

[
− Cy2

s− s0

]
(K̃e−γs0)α+1

≤ Ce−λs0
( y√

s− s0

)α+1
exp
[
− Cy2

s− s0

](K̃e−γs0
y

)α+1
≤ C

(K̃
K

)α+1
e−λs0 = Cνe−λs0 .

• Estimate of S1
2,1 and S1

2,2. Recalling α = β + 1, we have

S1
2,1 ≤ C(s− s0)−

α+1
2

∫ e−ηs0

0

yξ

s− s0
exp
[
−
C
(
e(s0−s)/2y − ξ

)2
s− s0

]
ξαξ−βdξ

≤ Cy−α−2
( y√

s− s0

)α+3
exp
[
− Cy2

s− s0

] ∫ e−ηs0

0
ξ2dξ ≤ Cy−α−2e−3ηs0 ,

S1
2,2 ≤ CK̃β+2e−ηs0(s− s0)−

α+1
2

∫ K̃e−γs0

e−ηs0

yξ

s− s0
exp
[
−
C
(
e(s0−s)/2y − ξ

)2
s− s0

]
ξ−β−1ξαdξ

≤ CK̃β+2ye−ηs0(s− s0)−
α+3
2 exp

[
− Cy2

s− s0

] ∫ K̃e−γs0

0
ξdξ

= CK̃β+2y−α−2e−ηs0
( y√

s− s0

)α+3
exp
[
− Cy2

s− s0

]
(K̃e−γs0)2 ≤ CK̃β+4y−α−2e−(η+2γ)s0 .

Since yα+3e2γs0 ≥ (Ke−γs0)β+4e2γs0 = Kβ+4e−βηs0 = Kβ+4e(λ−η)s0 and η > γ, it follows from
(4.14) that

S1
2,1 + S1

2,2 ≤ Cy−α−2K̃β+4e−(η+2γ)s0 ≤ C
(K̃
K

)β+4
ye−λs0 ≤ Cνye−λs0 .
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• Estimate of Si2,3. Set Ey = (K̃e−γs0 , 2σes0/2), E1
y = Ey ∩ (y/2, 2y), E2

y = Ey \ (y/2, 2y) and

Si2,3 =

∫
E1
y

Gi(s− s0, y, ξ)|DiS2(ξ, s0)|ξαdξ +

∫
E2
y

Gi(s− s0, y, ξ)|DiS2(ξ, s0)|ξαdξ ≡ Si,12,3 + Si,22,3.

Putting ŷ = e(s0−s)/2y√
s−s0

and using the change of variables ξ = z
√
s− s0, we get

Si,12,3 ≤ Cνe
−λs0(s− s0)−

α+1
2

∫
E1
y

(
1 +

yξ

s− s0

)−α/2
exp
[
−C
(
ŷ − ξ√

s− s0

)2]
(ξi + ξ2`−i)ξαdξ

≤ Cνe−λs0(s− s0)−
α
2 (yi + y2`−i)

(
1 +

y2

s− s0

)−α/2
yα
∫ 2y

y/2
exp
[
−C
(
ŷ − ξ√

s− s0

)2] dξ√
s− s0

≤ Cνe−λs0(yi + y2`−i)
(s− s0 + y2

y2

)−α/2 ∫ ∞
0

e−C(ŷ−z)2dz ≤ Cνe−λs0(yi + y2`−i).

Next, using s ∈ (s0, s0 + 1] and |ξ − e(s0−s)/2y| ≥ Cξ for ξ ∈ E2
y , we obtain

Si,22,3 ≤ Cνe
−λs0(s− s0)−

α+1
2

∫
E2
y

( yξ

s− s0

)i
exp
[
− C̃ξ2

s− s0

]
(ξi + ξ2`−i)ξαdξ

= Cνe−λs0(s− s0)−
α+1
2 yi

∫
E2
y

( ξ2

s− s0

)i
exp
[
− C̃ξ2

s− s0

]
(1 + ξ2(`−i))ξαdξ

≤ Cνe−λs0yi
∫ ∞

0
e−C̃z

2
z2i(1 + z2(`−i))zαdz ≤ Cνe−λs0yi.

• Estimate of Si2,4. We have ξ − e(s0−s)/2y ≥ ξ/2 for any y ≤ σes0/2 and ξ ≥ 2σes0/2, hence

Si2,4 ≤ C(s− s0)−
α+1
2

∫ ∞
2σes0/2

( yξ

s− s0

)i
exp
[
− Cξ2

s− s0

]
ξ2`−i+αdξ

≤ C(s− s0)−
α+1+2i

2 yi
∫ ∞

2σes0/2
exp
[
− Cξ2

s− s0

]
ξ2`+αdξ

= C(s− s0)`−i−
1
2 yi
∫ ∞

2σes0/2/
√
s−s0

e−Cz
2
z2`+αdz ≤ Cyi exp

[
−Ces0

]
≤ Cνe−λs0yi.

Gathering the above estimates, the lemma follows. �

We now turn to S3. For later purpose, we shall actually prove a slightly more general estimate,
replacing

∫ s
s0

in S3 by
∫ s
s̄ with any s̄ ∈

[
max(s0, s − 1), s

]
, and considering any s1 ≥ s0 (not

necessarily s1 ≤ s0 + 1). Indeed, the key point in the following argument is that the integration is
made on a time interval of bounded length (say, at most 1).

Lemma 4.17. Assume s1 ≥ s0 � 1 and let d ∈ Us0,s1 be such that P (d; s0, s1) = 0. Then, for any
s ∈ (s0, s1], s̄ ∈

[
max(s0, s− 1), s

]
and i ∈ {0, 1}, we have

(4.82) |DiŜ3(y, s)| :=
∣∣∣∫ s

s̄
Die−(s−τ)LF̃ (ṽy(τ)) dτ

∣∣∣ ≤ Cνe−λs(yi + y2`−i), y ∈ [y1(s), y2(s)].

In particular, we have

(4.83) |DiS3(y, s)| ≤ νe−λs(yi + y2`−i), s0 ≤ s ≤ s0 + 1 ≤ s1, y ∈ [y1(s), y2(s)], i ∈ {0, 1}.

Proof. Take i ∈ {0, 1}, s ∈ (s̄, s1) and y ∈ (y1(s), y2(s)). Also, for τ ∈ [s0, s), we shall use the
notation

X(τ) = e(τ−s)/2(s− τ)−1/2y, Xj(τ) = (s− τ)−1/2yj(τ), j ∈ {0, 1, 2}
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and we observe that X(τ) ∈ (e(τ−s)/2X1, e
(τ−s)/2X2) ⊂ (e−1/2X1, X2). Using Proposition 3.19,

(3.65) with i = 0, (3.67) and 1− e−t ≥ Ct for t ∈ (0, 1], we have

|DiŜ3(y, s)| ≤ C
∫ s

s̄

∫ ∞
0

(s− τ)−
α+1+i

2

(
1 ∧ e

τ−s
2 y√
s− τ

)i
×
(

1 +
e
τ−s
2 yξ

s− τ

)−α
2

exp
[
−C

(
e
τ−s
2 y − ξ

)2
s− τ

]
|F̃ (ṽy(ξ, τ))|ξαdξdτ.

By the change of variables z = (s− τ)−1/2ξ, it follows that

|DiŜ3(y, s)| ≤
∫ s

s̄

∫ ∞
0

(s− τ)−
i
2 e−C(X(τ)−z)2(1 ∧X(τ)

)i(
1 +X(τ)z

)−α
2
∣∣F̃ (ṽy(z√s− τ , τ)

)∣∣zαdzdτ
=

∫ s

s̄

∫ X0(τ)

0
+

∫ s

s̄

∫ X1(τ)

X0(τ)
+

∫ s

s̄

∫ X2(τ)

X1(τ)
+

∫ s

s̄

∫ ∞
X2(τ)

≡
4∑

n=1

Si3,n(y, s).(4.84)

• Estimate of Si3,1. Using (4.64) and X(τ) ≥ 2X0(τ), we get

Si3,1 ≤ C
∫ s

s̄

∫ X0(τ)

0
(s− τ)−

α+i
2 e−C(X(τ)−z)2dzdτ

≤ C
∫ s

s̄
(s− τ)−

α+i
2 X0(τ)e−CX

2(τ)dτ ≤ Ce−ηs
∫ s

s̄
(s− τ)−

α+1+i
2 e−Cy

2/(s−τ)dτ.

On the other hand, by (4.14), since yβ+2i ≥ (Ke−γs)β+2i ≥ Kβe−(β+2)γs = Kβe(λ−η)s, we have

(4.85) y−β−i ≤ νe(η−λ)syi.

Using the change of variables ζ = y2/(s−τ), hence s−τ = y2/ζ, dτ = y2ζ−2dζ and (s−τ)−
α+1+i

2 =

y−(α+1+i)ζ
α+1+i

2 , along with α > 1 and (4.85), we obtain,

Si3,1 ≤ Ce−ηsy1−α−i
∫ ∞

0
ζ
α+i−3

2 e−Cζdζ ≤ Ce−ηsy−β−i ≤ Cνyie−λs.

• Estimate of Si3,2. By (4.64) and Lemma 3.32(i), we have

Si3,2 ≤ Ce−2ηs

∫ s

s̄

∫ X1(τ)

X0(τ)
(s− τ)−

α+2+i
2 e−C(X(τ)−z)2(1 +X(τ)z)−α/2z−2dzdτ

+ C̄e−2µs

∫ s

s̄

∫ X1(τ)

X0(τ)
(s− τ)−

α+i
2 e−C(X(τ)−z)2(1 +X(τ)z)−α/2dzdτ

≤ Ce−2ηs

∫ s

s̄

(s− τ)−
α+2+i

2 e−C
y2

s−τ dτ

X0(τ)
+ Ce−2ηs

∫ s

s̄

(s− τ)−
α+2+i

2 dτ

(1 +X2
1 (τ))

α+1
2 X1(τ)

C̄e−2µs

∫ s

s̄
X1(τ)(s− τ)−

α+i
2 e−C

y2

s−τ dτ + C̄e−2µs

∫ s

s̄

X1(τ)(s− τ)−
α+i
2 dτ

(1 +X2
1 (τ))

α+1
2

≡
4∑
j=1

Si,j3,2,

where C̄ = CK2(β+1). Using y0(τ) ≥ e−ηs, y1(τ) ≤ CKe−γs for τ ∈ (s̄, s), and the change of
variables t = s− τ , we have

Si,13,2 ≤ Ce
−2ηs

∫ s−s̄

0

t−
α+1+i

2 e−Cy
2/t

y0(τ)
dt ≤ Ce−ηsy−α−1−i

∫ s−s̄

0
(y2/t)

α+1+i
2 e−Cy

2/t dt

Si,33,2 ≤ C̄e
−2µs

∫ s−s̄

0
y1(τ)t−

α+1+i
2 e−Cy

2/t dt ≤ C̄Ke−(2µ+γ)sy−α−1−i
∫ s−s̄

0
(y2/t)

α+1+i
2 e−Cy

2/t dt.
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Recalling µ = η− γ and using the change of variables u = y2

t , hence t = y2

u , dt = − y2

u2
du, we obtain

Si,13,2 + Si,33,2 ≤ C(1 + e−µsK2β+3)e−ηsy−α−1−i
∫ s−s̄

0
(y2/t)

α+1+i
2 e−Cy

2/t dt

≤ C(1 + e−µs0K2β+3)e−ηsy1−α−i
∫ ∞

0
u
α+i−3

2 e−Cu du ≤ Ce−ηsy−β−i ≤ Cνyie−λs,

due to α > 1, (4.85) and s0 � 1. Next, by the inequality Ke−γs ≤ y1(τ) ≤ CKe−γs for τ ∈ (s̄, s)
and the change of variables t = s− τ , we have

Si,23,2 ≤ Ce
−2ηs

∫ s−s̄

0

t−
α+i+1

2

(1 + t−1y2
1(τ))(α+1)/2y1(τ)

dt ≤ CK−1e(γ−2η)s

∫ s−s̄

0

t−
α+i+1

2

[1 + t−1e−2γs](α+1)/2
dt

Si,43,2 ≤ C̄e
−2µs

∫ s−s̄

0

t−
α+i+1

2 y1(τ)

(1 + t−1y2
1(τ))(α+1)/2

dt ≤ C̄Ke−(2µ+γ)s

∫ s−s̄

0

t−
α+i+1

2

[1 + t−1e−2γs](α+1)/2
dt.

Using µ = η − γ and the change of variables z = te2γs, we get

Si,23,2 + Si,43,2 ≤ C̄Ke
(γ−2η)s

∫ s−s̄

0

t−
α+i+1

2 dt

[1 + (te2γs)−1](α+1)/2
≤ C̄Ke(γ(α+i)−2η)s

∫ s−s̄

0

(te2γs)−
α+i+1

2 e2γsdt

[1 + (te2γs)−1](α+1)/2

≤ C̄Ke(γ(α+i)−2η)s

∫ s−s̄

0
(te2γs)−i/2[1 + te2γs]−(α+1)/2 e2γsdt

≤ C̄Ke(γ(α+i)−2η)s

∫ ∞
0

z−i/2[1 + z]−(α+1)/2 dz ≤ C̄Ke(γ(α+i)−2η)s ≤ νyie−λs,

owing to C̄Ke(γ(α+i)−2η)seλsy−i ≤ CK2β+3e(γ(α+2)−2η+(1−β)η)s ≤ CK2β+3e−2(p−1)γs0 and s0 � 1.

• Estimate of Si3,3. By (4.64) and Lemma 3.32(ii), we have

Si3,3 ≤ Ce−2λs

∫ s

s̄

∫ X2(τ)

X1(τ)
(s− τ)−

i
2 e−C(X(τ)−z)2(1 ∧X(τ)

)i
(
1 +X(τ)z

)−α
2
(
z
√
s− τ

)α(
1 + (z

√
s− τ)4(`−1)

)
zαdzdτ

≤ Ce−2λs
[
Si,2α3,3 + S

i,2α+4(`−1)
3,3

]
,

where, for m > α,

Si,m3,3 :=

∫ s

s̄
(s− τ)

m−α−i
2
(
1 ∧X(τ)

)i ∫ ∞
0

e−C(X(τ)−z)2(1 +X(τ)z)−α/2zmdzdτ

≤ C
∫ s

s̄
(s− τ)

m−α−i
2
(
1 ∧X(τ)

)i(
1 +Xm−α(τ)

)
dτ

≤ C
∫ s

s̄
(s− τ)

m−α−i
2
(
(s− τ)−

i
2 yi + (s− τ)

α−m
2 ym−α

)
dτ

≤ C
∫ s

s̄

(
(s− τ)

m−α
2
−iyi + (s− τ)−

i
2 ym−α

)
dτ ≤ C(yi + ym−α).

Consequently, Si3,3 ≤ Ce−2λs(yi + yα+4(`−1)). If s0 � 1, since yα+2`−3 ≤ e(α+2`−3)s/2 ≤ νeλs for

y ≤ y2(s) owing to 1
2(2` + α − 3) < λ = 1

2(2` + α − 2), we have Ce−2λsyα+4(`−1) ≤ νe−λsy2`−1,
hence we conclude that

(4.86) Si3,3 ≤ νe−λs(yi + y2`−i).
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• Estimate of Si3,4. By (4.64), we have

Si3,4 ≤ Ce−αs/2
∫ s

s̄
(s− τ)−i/2

(
1 ∧X(τ)

)i ∫ ∞
X2(τ)

e−C(X(τ)−z)2(1 +X(τ)z)−α/2zαdzdτ.

If y ≤ y2(s)/2, then X(τ) = e(τ−s)/2(s− τ)−1/2y ≤ e(τ−s)/2(s− τ)−1/2y2(s)/2 = X2(τ)/2 for all τ ∈
(s̄, s). Therefore, applying Lemma 3.32(ii) and using X2(τ) = σ(s− τ)−1/2eτ/2 ≥ C(s− τ)−1/2es/2,
we get

Si3,4 ≤ Ce−αs/2yi
∫ s

s̄
(s− τ)−i exp[−C(s− τ)−1es]dτ ≤ Cyi exp[−Ces] ≤ Cνyie−λs.

On the other hand, if y2(s)/2 ≤ y ≤ y2(s), then

Si3,4 ≤ Ce−αs/2
∫ s

s̄
(s− τ)−i/2dτ ≤ Ce−αs/2 ≤ νe−λsy2`−1

for s0 � 1, since νy2`−1 ≥ Cνe(`− 1
2

)s ≥ Ce(λ−α
2

)s, owing to 2`−1 > 2`−2 = 2λ−α. Consequently,

(4.87) Si3,4 ≤ νe−λs(yi + y2`−i).

Finally, inequality (4.82) follows by combining the above estimates. �

Proof of Proposition 4.15. This is a direct consequence of (4.16), (4.75) and Lemmas 4.4, 4.16,
4.17. �

4.6.3. Long time estimate of w and wy. In this subsection, we shall prove:

Proposition 4.18. If s0 � 1 and s1 ≥ s0 + 1 then, for any d ∈ Us0,s1 such that P (d; s0, s1) = 0,
we have

(4.88) |Di(w̃ − U + e−λsφ)| ≤M3νe
−λs(yi + y2`−i), s ∈ (s0 + 1, s1], y ∈ [y1(s), y2(s)],

for i ∈ {0, 1}, with M3 = M3(p, `) > 0.

For this purpose it will be convenient to use a different decomposition of ṽ. Namely, if w̃ ∈ A1
s0,s1

satisfies P (d; s0, s1) = 0, then

(4.89) ṽ = I0 + I1 + I2 + I3, where



I0(y, s) = −(φ̂, φ)e−λsφ(y),

I1(y, s) = −
`−1∑
j=0

ϕj(y)

∫ s1

s
e−λj(s−τ)(F̃ (ṽy(τ)), ϕj) dτ,

I2(y, s) = −
∞∑

j=`+1

e−λs0(φ̂, ϕj)e
−λj(s−s0)ϕj(y),

I3(y, s) =

∞∑
j=`

ϕj(y)

∫ s

s0

e−λj(s−τ)(F̃ (ṽy(τ)), ϕj) dτ.

Equality (4.89) follows from

(4.90) ṽ(s) =
∞∑
i=0

e−λj(s−s0)(ṽ(s0), ϕj)ϕj(y) +
∞∑
j=0

ϕj(y)

∫ s

s0

e−λj(s−τ)(F̃ (ṽy(τ)), ϕj) dτ,

along with (4.74) and ṽ(s0) =
∑`−1

j=0 djϕj − e−λs0 φ̂. The outline of proof of Proposition 4.18 is then
as follows:

• Estimation of I1

• Estimation of I2 and I3 in the intermediate region for bounded y, i.e. y ∈ [y1(s), R1] (with
suitably chosen large R1)
• Estimation of w and wy at the right boundary of the intermediate region y = y2(s)
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• Estimation of w and wy in the remaining part of the intermediate region i.e. y ∈ [R1, y2(s)].

We start with I1, which is easy to estimate globally.

Lemma 4.19. If s0 � 1 and s1 ≥ s0 + 1 then, for any d ∈ Us0,s1, we have

(4.91) |DiI1(y, s)| ≤ Cνe−λs(yi + y2`−i), for all s ∈ [s0 + 1, s1], y > 0 and i ∈ {0, 1}.

Proof. For later purpose, we actually show a slightly stronger estimate, namely:

(4.92)

∑̀
j=0

|Diϕj(y)|
∫ s1

s−1
e−λj(s−τ)|(F̃ (ṽy(τ)), ϕj)| dτ ≤ C(yi + y2`−i)

∑̀
j=0

e−λjs
∫ ∞
s−1

e(λj−η̄)τ dτ

≤ C(yi + y2`−i)e−η̄s, s ∈ [s0 + 1, s1], y > 0,

for s0 � 1, which is a consequence of inequality (4.72) and η̄ > λ`. Estimate (4.91) is then an
immediate consequence of (4.92). �

We shall now estimate I2 and I3 in the intermediate region for bounded y. More precisely, we
choose R1 > 1, C1 > 0 (depending only on p, `) such that

(4.93) (−1)`φ(y) ≥ C1y
2`, (−1)`φ′(y) ≥ C1y

2`−1, y ≥ R1,

which is obviously possible in view of Proposition 3.8.

Lemma 4.20. If s0 � 1 and s1 ≥ s0 + 1 then, for any d ∈ Us0,s1, we have, for m ∈ {2, 3},

(4.94) |DiIm(y, s)| ≤ Cνe−λsyi, for all s ∈ [s0 + 1, s1], y ∈ [y1(s), R1] and i ∈ {0, 1}.
Consequently,

(4.95) |Di(v + e−λsφ) ≤M4νe
−λsyi, for all s ∈ [s0 + 1, s1], y ∈ [y1(s), R1] and i ∈ {0, 1},

with M4 = M4(p, `) > 0.

Proof. Step 1. Proof of (4.94) for m = 2. For s ≥ s0 + 1 and j ≥ `, we have

e−λs0e−λj(s−s0) = e−λse−(λj−λ)(s−s0) = e−λse−(j−`)(s−s0) ≤ e−λse`−j .
Also, by Lemma 4.4 and since ‖φ‖ = 1, we have

∑
j 6=` |(φ̂, ϕj)|2 = ‖φ̂‖2−|(φ̂, φ)|2 → ‖φ‖2−‖φ‖4 = 0,

as s0 →∞, uniformly for d satisfying (4.18). Therefore, taking s0 � 1, we have supj≥`+1 |(φ̂, ϕj)| ≤
ν and, by (3.43), we get, for all y ∈ [y1(s), R1],

|DiI2(y, s)| =
∣∣∣ ∞∑
j=`+1

e−λs0(φ̂, ϕj)e
−λj(s−s0)Diϕj(y)

∣∣∣ ≤ Ce−λs ∞∑
j=`+1

e−j |(φ̂, ϕj)||Diϕj(y)|

≤ CeR2
1/8νe−λsyi

∞∑
j=`+1

j5/2e−j ≤ Cνe−λsyi.

Step 2. Proof of (4.94) for m = 3. We have

DiI3(y, s) =

∫ s

s0

e−λj(s−τ)
∞∑
j=`

(F̃ (ṽy(τ)), ϕj)D
iϕj(y) dτ =

∫ s−1

s0

+

∫ s

s−1
≡ DiI3,1 +DiI3,2

and we further split DiI3,2(y, s) = DiI1
3,2 −DiI2

3,2, with

DiI1
3,2 =

∫ s

s−1
Die−(s−τ)L(F̃ (ṽy(τ)) dτ, DiI2

3,2 =
`−1∑
j=0

Diϕj(y)

∫ s

s−1
e−λj(s−τ)(F̃ (ṽy(τ)), ϕj) dτ.

By (4.82) in Lemma 4.17 and (4.92), we have

|DiI1
3,1(y, s)|+ |DiI2

3,2(y, s)| ≤ Cνe−λsyi, for all s ∈ [s0 + 1, s1] and y ∈ [y1(s), R1].
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In view of estimating DiI3,1, we note that, for all τ ∈ (s0, s − 1) and j ≥ `, we have e−λj(s−τ)

= e−λ(s−τ)e(λ−λj)(s−τ) ≤ e−λ(s−τ)eλ−λj = e−λ(s−τ)e`−j . Combining this with (3.43) and (4.72)
yields

|DiI3,1| ≤
∞∑
j=`

|Diϕj(y)|
∫ s−1

s0

e−λj(s−τ)|(F̃ (ṽy(τ)), ϕj)| dτ

≤ CeR2
1/8yi

∞∑
j=`

j5/2e−j
∫ s−1

s0

j3/2e−λ(s−τ)e−η̄τ dτ

≤ CeR2
1/8yie−λs

( ∞∑
j=`

j4e−j
)∫ s−1

s0

e(λ−η̄)τ dτ ≤ CeR2
1/8yie−λse(λ−η̄)s0 ≤ νyie−λs.

The conclusion follows.

Step 3. Proof of (4.95). This is a direct consequence of (4.89), (4.91), (4.94) and Lemma 4.4. �

We next estimate v and vy at the outer boundary of the intermediate region. For this purpose,
we go back to the decomposition (4.75).

Lemma 4.21. Set y2 = y2(s) = σes/2. If s0 � 1 and s1 ≥ s0 + 1 then, for any d ∈ Us0,s1 such that
P (d; s0, s1) = 0, we have, for m ∈ {2, 3},

(4.96) |DiSm(y2, s)| ≤ Cνe−λsy2`−i
2 , for all s ∈ [s0 + 1, s1] and i ∈ {0, 1}.

Consequently,

(4.97)
∣∣Di
(
v + e−λsφ

)
(y2, s)

∣∣ ≤M5νe
−λsy2`−i

2 , for all s ∈ [s0 + 1, s1] and i ∈ {0, 1}.

with M5 = M5(p, `) > 0.

Proof. Step 1. Proof of (4.96) for m = 2. Let i ∈ {0, 1} and s ∈ [s0 + 1, s1]. Since S2(·, s) =

e−(s−s0)LS2(·, s0), by Proposition 3.19 and (3.65) it follows that
(4.98)

|DiS2(y2, s)| ≤
∫ ∞

0
Gi(s− s0, y2, ξ)|DiS2(ξ, s0)|ξαdξ =

∫ K̃e−γs0

0
+

∫ 2σes0/2

K̃e−γs0
+

∫ ∞
2σes0/2

≡
3∑

n=1

Si2,n,

where

Gi(s− s0, y2, ξ) ≤ Ce(k− i
2

)(s−s0)(1− es0−s)−
α+1
2

(
1 +

e(s0−s)/2y2ξ

1− es0−s
)−α

2
exp
[
−C

(
e(s0−s)/2y2 − ξ

)2
1− es0−s

]
≤ Ce−λsy2`−i

2 e( i
2
−k)s0

(
1 + σes0/2ξ

)−α
2 exp

[
−C
(
σes0/2 − ξ

)2]
,(4.99)

owing to 1− es0−s ≥ C > 0 for s ≥ s0 + 1 and

(4.100) e−λsy2`−i
2 = σ2`−ie(`− i

2
−λ)s = σ2`−ie(k− i

2
)s.

• Estimate of Si2,1. Using Lemma 4.14 and σes0/2 − ξ ≥ σ
2 e
s0/2 for ξ ∈ [0, K̃e−γs0 ], we get for

s0 � 1,

S0
2,1 ≤ Ce−λs0e−λsy2`

2 e
−ks0

∫ K̃e−γs0

0
e−Ce

s0
ξαdξ ≤ Ce−λsy2`

2 e
−Ces0 ≤ Cνe−λsy2`

2 ,

S1
2,1 ≤ CK̃β+1e−λsy2`−1

2 e( 1
2
−k)s0

∫ K̃e−γs0

0
e−Ce

s0
ξdξ ≤ Ce−λsy2`−1

2 e−Ce
s0 ≤ Cνe−λsy2`−1

2 .
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• Estimate of Si2,2. Set Ẽ = (K̃e−γs0 , 2σes0/2), Ĩ = (σ2 e
s0/2, 2σes0/2), Ẽ1 = Ẽ \ Ĩ, Ẽ2 = Ẽ ∩ Ĩ.

Using Lemma 4.14 and |σes0/2 − ξ| ≥ Cξ for ξ ∈ Ẽ1, we obtain∫ 2σes0/2

K̃e−γs0

(
1 + σes0/2ξ

)−α
2 exp

[
−C
(
σes0/2 − ξ

)2]
(ξi + ξ2`−i)ξαdξ

≤
∫
Ẽ1

e−Cξ
2
(ξi + ξ2`−i)ξαdξ + e(`− i

2
)s0

∫
Ẽ2

exp
[
−C
(
σes0/2 − ξ

)2]
dξ ≤ Ce(`− i

2
)s0 .

Since λ = `− k, it follows that

(4.101) Si2,2 ≤ Cνe−λs0e−λsy2`−i
2 e( i

2
−k)s0e(`− i

2
)s0 = Cνe−λsy2`−i

2 .

• Estimate of Si2,3. Using Lemma 4.14 and (ξ − σes0/2)2 ≥ C(ξ2 + es0) for ξ ≥ 2σes0/2, we get

Si2,3 ≤ Ce−λsy2`−i
2 e( i

2
−k)s0

∫ ∞
2σes0/2

exp
[
−C
(
σes0/2 − ξ

)2]
ξ2`−i+αdξ

≤ Ce−λsy2`−i
2 e( i

2
−k)s0e−Ce

s0

∫ ∞
0

e−Cξ
2
ξ2`−i+αdξ ≤ νe−λsy2`−i

2 .(4.102)

Gathering the above estimates gives the desired conclusion.

Step 2. Proof of (4.96) for m = 3. We shall use the splitting

DiS3(y, s) =

∫ s

s0

Die−(s−τ)LF̃ (ṽy(τ)) dτ =

∫ s−1

s0

+

∫ s

s−1
≡ DiS3,1 +DiS3,2.

By (4.82) in Lemma 4.17, we have

|DiS3,2(y, s)| ≤ Cνe−λsy2`−i, for y = y2(s) and s ∈ [s0 + 1, s1].

Let us thus estimate DiS3,1. By Proposition 3.19, (3.65) with i = 0 and (3.67), we have

(4.103)

|DiS3,1(y2, s)| ≤
∫ s−1

s0

∫ ∞
0
|Di

yG(s− τ, y2, ξ)||F̃ (ṽy(ξ, τ))|ξαdξdτ

=

∫ s−1

s0

∫ Ke−γτ

0
+

∫ s−1

s0

∫ σeτ/2

Ke−γτ
+

∫ s−1

s0

∫ ∞
σeτ/2

≡
3∑

n=1

Si,n3,1,

where

|Di
yG(s− τ, y2, ξ)| ≤ Ce(k− i

2
)(s−τ)(1− eτ−s)−

α+1+i
2

(
1 +

e
τ−s
2 y2ξ

1− eτ−s
)−α

2
exp
[
−C

(
e
τ−s
2 y2 − ξ

)2
1− eτ−s

]
≤ Ce−λsy2`−i

2 eβτ/2
(
1 + σeτ/2ξ

)−α
2 exp

[
−C
(
σeτ/2 − ξ

)2]
,(4.104)

owing to 1− eτ−s ≥ C > 0 for τ ≤ s− 1, 1
2 − k = β/2 and (4.100).

• Estimate of Si,13,1. By (4.64), we have |F̃ (ṽy(ξ, τ))| ≤ Cξ−α for all ξ ∈ (0,Ke−γτ ) and

τ ∈ (s0, s1). Consequently,

Si,13,1 ≤ Ce
−λsy2`−i

2

∫ s−1

s0

e
βτ
2

∫ Ke−γτ

0
e−Ce

τ
dξdτ ≤ CKe−λsy2`−i

2

∫ ∞
s0

e(β
2
−γ)τe−Ce

τ
dτ ≤ νe−λsy2`−i

2 .

• Estimate of Si,23,1. Since exp[−C
(
σeτ/2 − ξ

)2
] ≤ e−Ceτ e−Cξ2 for ξ ∈ [Ke−γτ , 1

2σe
τ/2], we have∫ σeτ/2

Ke−γτ

(
1 + σe

τ
2 ξ
)−α

2 exp
[
−C
(
σe

τ
2 − ξ

)2](
1 + ξ4(`−1)

)
ξ2αdξ

≤ e−Ceτ
∫ σ

2
eτ/2

Ke−γτ
e−Cξ

2(
1 + ξ4(`−1)

)
ξ2αdξ + e(α

2
+2(`−1))τ

∫ σeτ/2

σ
2
eτ/2

e−C
(
σe

τ
2−ξ
)2
dξ ≤ Ce(α

2
+2(`−1))τ .
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Using (4.64), k = (1− β)/2, −2λ+α− 1
2 + 2(`− 1) = 2k+ β + 1

2 − 2 = −1
2 and s0 � 1, we deduce

that

Si,23,1 ≤ Ce
−3λsy2`−i

2

∫ s−1

s0

e
βτ
2

∫ σeτ/2

Ke−γτ

(
1 + σe

τ
2 ξ
)−α

2 e−C
(
σe

τ
2−ξ
)2(

1 + ξ4(`−1)
)
ξ2αdξdτ

≤ Ce−3λsy2`−i
2

∫ s−1

s0

e(α− 1
2

+2(`−1))τdτ ≤ Cy2`−i
2 e(−3λ+α− 1

2
+2(`−1))s ≤ νe−λsy2`−i

2 .(4.105)

• Estimate of Si,33,1. Observing that∫ ∞
σeτ/2

(
1 + σeτ/2ξ

)−α
2 exp

[
−C
(
σeτ/2 − ξ

)2]
ξαdξ ≤ Ce−ατ/4

∫ ∞
σeτ/2

ξ
α
2 exp

[
−C
(
σeτ/2 − ξ

)2]
dξ

= e−ατ/4
∫ ∞

0
(σeτ/2 + z)

α
2 e−Cz

2
dz ≤ C

∫ ∞
0

e−Cz
2
dz + Ce−ατ/4

∫ ∞
0

z
α
2 e−Cz

2
dz ≤ C,

it follows that

Si,33,1 ≤ Ce
−λsy2`−i

2

∫ s−1

s0

e−τ/2
∫ ∞
σeτ/2

(
1 + σeτ/2ξ

)−α
2 exp

[
−C
(
σeτ/2 − ξ

)2]
ξαdξdτ

≤ Ce−λsy2`−i
2

∫ s−1

s0

e−τ/2dτ ≤ Ce−s0/2e−λsy2`−i
2 .(4.106)

Combining the above estimates yields the conclusion.

Step 3. Proof of (4.97). This is a direct consequence of (4.75), (4.96) and Lemma 4.4. �

Finally, we shall estimate w and wy in the remaining part y ≥ R1 of the intermediate region. To
this end, we shall use a comparison argument, combined with the already obtained estimates.

Lemma 4.22. Set

(4.107) D :=
{

(y, s); s ∈ [s0 + 1, s1], y ∈ [R1, σe
s/2]
}
.

If s0 � 1 and s1 ≥ s0 + 1 then, for any d ∈ Us0,s1 such that P (d; s0, s1) = 0, we have

(4.108) |Di(v + e−λsφ)| ≤ Cνe−λsy2`−i in D for i ∈ {0, 1}.

Proof. Let B = C−1
1

(
1 + max(2M2,M4,M5)

)
, where C1 is the constant in (4.93) and M2,M4,M5

are respectively from (4.79), (4.95), (4.97). Also set Λ = λ+ 1
2 and recall the notation

−Lv = vyy +
(α
y
− y

2

)
vy + kv, F (vy) = |vy + Uy|p − Upy − pUp−1

y vy.

Step 1. Case i = 0. We define

v(y, s) =
(
−1− (−1)`Bν

)
v1

v̄(y, s) =
(
−1 + (−1)`Bν

)
v1 − ν v2,

where v1(y, s) = e−λsφ(y), v2(y, s) = e−Λsy2`.

By (4.79), (4.93), (4.95) and (4.97), taking s0 � 1, we see that

v(y, s) ≤ −e−λsφ(y)−BC1νe
−λsy2` ≤ v(y, s) ≤ −e−λsφ(y)+(BC1−1)νe−λsy2` ≤ v̄(y, s) on ∂PD.

We obviously have ∂sv + Lv = 0 ≤ F (vy) = ∂sv + Lv in D. We claim that v̄ satisfies

(4.109) v̄s + Lv̄ ≥ F (vy) in D.

Using Λ = `− k + 1
2 , we compute

(4.110)
∂sv2 + Lv2 = −Λe−Λsy2` − e−Λs

{
2`(2`− 1)y2`−2 + 2`αy2`−2 + (k − `)y2`

}
= −e−Λs

{
(Λ + k − `)y2` + 2`(2`− 1)y2`−2 + 2`αy2`−2

}
≤ −1

2e
−Λsy2`.
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By Lemma 4.11, we have 0 ≤ F (vy) ≤ Ce−2λsy4`+β−3 in D. Since ∂sv1 + Lv1 = 0, taking s0 � 1,
we then have

(4.111) v̄s + Lv̄ − F (vy) ≥ ν
2e
−Λsy2` − Ce−2λsy4`+β−3 ≥ e−Λsy2`

{
ν
2 − Ce

(Λ−2λ)sy2`+β−3
}
≥ 0,

since e(Λ−2λ)sy2`+β−3 ≤ e(Λ−2λ+`+β−3
2

)s = e−s/2 in D, hence (4.109). It follows from the maximum
principle that v ≤ v ≤ v̄ in D, which guarantees (4.108) for i = 0.

Step 2. Case i = 1. For this case it will be more convenient to consider the operator

(4.112) P1z := L1z −N z, where L1z = zs − zyy + y
2zy + β

2 z, N z = p|z|p−2zzy.

We have P1wy =
(
ws − wyy + y

2wy − kw − |wy|
p
)
y

= 0. Set

V = U ′, ψ = φ′, b = 1 + (−1)`+mBν

and let m ∈ {0, 1}. We define

(4.113) zm(y, s) = V +W where W = −bW0 + (−1)mν W1, W0 = e−λsψ, W1 = e−Λsy2`−1.

We shall show that z0 is a subsolution of P1z = 0 in D, and z1 a supersolution.
By (4.79), (4.93), (4.95) and (4.97), taking s0 � 1, we see that

z0 ≤ V −e−λsψ(y)−(BC1−1)νe−λsy2`−1 ≤ wy ≤ V −e−λsψ(y)+(BC1−1)νe−λsy2`−1 ≤ z1 on ∂PD.

Also, for σ = σ2(p, `) ∈ (0,min(σ0, σ1)] sufficiently small (where σ0, σ1 were respectively given by
(4.26) and (4.31)), we have

(4.114)
∣∣W
V

∣∣+∣∣Wy

Vy

∣∣≤ Cyβ+2`−1e(k−`)s ≤ Cσβ+2`−1e(k−`+β+2`−1
2

)s = Cσβ+2`−1
2 ≤ 1

2 in D.

Since Uyy + Upy = 0 and yUy = (1 − β)U , we have L1V = −Vyy + y
2Vy + β

2V = pV p−1Vy = NV ,
hence

(4.115) P1zm = L1V + L1W −N (V +W ) = NV −N (V +W )− bL1W0 + (−1)mνL1W1.

Differentiating the equality 0 = [e−λsφ]s + L[e−λsφ] = e−λs
{
−λφ − φyy −

(
α
y −

y
2

)
φy − kφ

}
, and

using k = (1− β)/2, we get

(4.116) L1W0 = e−λs
{
−λψ − ψyy + y

2ψy + β
2ψ
}

= e−λs α
y2

(
yψy − ψ

)
.

Moreover, using Λ = `− k + 1
2 , we have

(4.117) L1W1 = e−Λs
{
−Λy2`−1 − (2`− 1)(2`− 2)y2`−3 + (`− 1

2)y2`−1 + β
2 y

2`−1
}
≤ −1

2e
−Λsy2`−1.

On the other hand, by elementary computation, (1+X)p−1(1+Y ) = 1+(p−1)X+Y +O(X2 +Y 2)
for |X|, |Y | ≤ 1/2. Using (4.114), Vy = −βy−1V and (p− 1)V p−2Vy = −βy−2, we then obtain

N (V +W )−NV = p(V +W )p−1(Vy +Wy)− pV p−1Vy = pV p−1Vy
{(

1 + W
V

)p−1(
1 +

Wy

Vy

)
− 1
}

= pV p−1Vy

{
(p− 1)WV +

Wy

Vy
+O

(
W 2

V 2 +
W 2
y

V 2
y

)}
= p(p− 1)V p−2Vy

{
W − yWy +O

(W 2+y2W 2
y

V

)}
=

α(yWy−W )
y2

+O
(W 2+y2W 2

y

y2−β

)
.

Combining this with (4.115)–(4.117), we deduce that

(−1)mP1zm ≤ (−1)m α
y2

(W − yWy) + (−1)mbe−λs α
y2

(
ψ − yψy

)
+ C

W 2+y2W 2
y

y2−β
− ν

2e
−Λsy2`−1

≤ αν
y2

(
W1 − y∂yW1

)
−ν

2e
−Λsy2`−1 + Ce−2λsyβ+4`−4

≤ −ν
2e
−Λsy2`−1 + Ce−2λsyβ+4`−4 = e−Λsy2`−1

[
−ν

2 + Ce(Λ−2λ)syβ+2`−3
]
≤ 0

in D for s0 � 1 (where the last inequality follows similarly as in (4.111)). By the comparison
principle, it follows that z0 ≤ wy ≤ z1 in D, which guarantees (4.108) for i = 1. �
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Remark 4.2. The proof of Lemma 4.22 more generally shows the following. For s1 ≥ s0 + 1, let
D defined by (4.107), where R1 satisfies (4.93) and σ ∈ (0, σ2], where σ2(p, `) is given by (4.114).
Let u ∈ C2,1(D) be a solution of ut − uxx = |ux|p in D and let v, F be defined from u as above.
Assume that, for some c ∈ {−1, 1} and c1, c2 > 0, v satisfies F (vy) ≤ c1e

−2λsy4`+β−3 in D and

(4.118) |Di(v + ce−λsφ)| ≤ c2e
−λsy2`−i, i ∈ {0, 1}

on the parabolic boundary of D. It s0 � 1 (depending on p, `, c1, c2), then (4.118) remains true in
D with c2 replaced by C(p, `)c2.

Proof of Proposition 4.18. This is a direct consequence of Lemmas 4.20 and 4.22. �

4.7. Completion of proof of Proposition 4.7. Let

(4.119) M0 = M0(p, `) = 1
2 min

{
M1,M

−1
2 ,M−1

3 , `−1
}
,

where M1,M2,M3 are respectively given by (4.81), (4.79) and (4.88). Since ε ∈ (0, ε0] and ν = M0ε,
by Propositions 4.15 and 4.18, if s1 ≥ s0 � 1 then, for any d ∈ Us0,s1 such that P (d; s0, s1) = 0, we
have

|Di(w − U + e−λsφ)| ≤ ε
2e
−λs(yi + y2`−i), s ∈ [s0, s1], Ke−γs ≤ y ≤ σes/2, i ∈ {0, 1},

hence w̃ ∈ A1/2
s0,s1 . Moreover, we have

∑`−1
j=0 |dj | ≤

ε
2e
−λs0 by Lemma 4.13. The proof is complete.

5. Construction of special solutions: RBC case

5.1. Main results on special RBC solutions. In this section, we construct special solutions in
the RBC case modifying the proof of Theorems 4.1, 4.2.

Theorem 5.1. Let p > 2, 0 < R ≤ ∞, Q = (0,∞)×(0, τ), ` ∈ N∗ and let ϕ` be as in Theorem 4.1.
For any ε ∈ (0, ϕ`(0)), there exist τ > 0 and a nonnegative solution u ∈ C(Q) ∩ C2,1(Q) of (2.10)
with the following properties, for some constant σ ∈ (0, R).

(i) (space-time behavior) There holds

(5.1)
∣∣u(x, t)− U(x)− (T − t)`ϕ`

(
(T − t)−1/2x

)∣∣ ≤ ε[(T − t)` + x2`
]

in [0, σ].

(ii) (outer region) If R =∞, then there exists δ ∈ (0, 1) such that

(5.2) |u(x, t)− U(x)| ≥ δU(x) in [σ,∞)× (0, τ).

If R < ∞, then u is regular at x = R, i.e. u ∈ C2,1((0, R] × (0, τ ]) and u(R, t) = 0 for all
t ∈ (0, τ ] in the classical sense.

(iii) (intersections with the singular steady state) The solution u satisfies assertion (iv) of The-
orem 4.1 with T replaced by τ .

Finally, for R =∞, we may take u ∈ Cb(Q) if either ` odd or if we do not require property (ii).

Remark 5.1. Although (5.1) at x = 0 only gives C1(τ − t)` ≤ u(0, t) ≤ C2(τ − t)` for some
constants C1, C2 > 0, u actually satisfies

(5.3) lim
t→τ−

(τ − t)−`u(0, t) = C

for some C > 0, as a consequence of Theorem 2.3(i), that we will prove in subsection 7.2. Let us
point out that a non-oscillation lemma similar to Lemma 4.10 holds also in the RBC case, and (5.3)
could be deduced from such lemma. However, the space-time profile (2.12) (which implies (5.3)) will
be established in subsection 7.2 for general RBC solutions by using dynamical systems methods.
Thus the non-oscillation lemma is not needed here (unlike in the GBU case were dynamical systems
methods do not seem easily applicable due to the existence of a boundary layer or inner region).
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Theorem 5.1 is obtained as a consequence of the following existence result for the corresponding
problem in similarity variables.

Theorem 5.2. Let p > 2, 0 < R ≤ ∞, ` ∈ N∗, λ = `− k and let φ = ϕ` be as in Theorem 4.2. Set
D = {(y, s); 0 < y < Res/2, s > s0}, Σ = {(y, s); y = Res/2, s > s0}. For any ε ∈ (0, 1), there
exist s0, σ > 0 and a nonnegative classical solution w ∈ C(D) ∩ C2,1(D ∪ Σ) of

(5.4)

 ws = wyy −
y

2
wy + kw + |wy|p, in D,

w = 0, on Σ in the classical sense (if R <∞),

such that, for all s > s0:

(5.5)

∣∣w(y, s)− U(y)− e−λsφ(y)
∣∣ ≤ εe−λs(1 + y2`), y ∈ [0, σes/2],∣∣wy(y, s)− U ′(y)− e−λsφ′(y))
∣∣ ≤ εe−λs(y + y2`−1), y ∈ (0, σes/2].

The proof of Theorem 5.2 is similar to, but simpler than, the proof of Theorem 4.2. Since w is
now sought to be positive at y = 0, it is natural to consider an approximate solution of the form

w ∼ U + e−λsφ(y).

Therefore, we do not need any inner region with quasi-stationary behavior but more simply look
for an eigenfunction expansion of v = w − U which holds up to the boundary y = 0 (combined as
before with an outer region to reconnect with the regular part of the solution). Since we are thus
looking for a solution with persistent singularities, we shall work with the initial boundary value
problem (3.106) (recast in similarity variables).

5.2. Initial data and topological argument. Again it suffices to consider the cases R =∞ and
R = 1. We keep the notation in the paragraph containing (4.12). Let the constants σ ∈ (0, 1

8) and
M0 ∈ (0, 1), depending only on p, `, be respectively given by Lemma 5.3 and (5.34). We introduce
a parameter ε ∈

(
0,min{1, 1

2φ(0)}
)

and set ν = M0ε. The initial time s0 > 0 will be chosen

large enough below and will depend only on p, `, ε. We denote y2(s) = σes/2. Finally, we fix a
smooth cut-off function Θ1(z) such that Θ1 = 1 for z ≤ 1, Θ1 = 0 for z ≥ 2 and Θ′1 ≤ 0. Set

Θ(y) = Θ1

(
1

2σe
−s0/2y

)
.

For any d ∈ R` that satisfies (4.18), we define v0 = v0(·, d) as follows:

(5.6) v0(y) := Θ(y)
{
e−λs0φ+

`−1∑
j=0

djϕj

}
+ (Θ(y)− 1)U(y).

If ` is even and R =∞, we also consider the alternative choice:

(5.7) v0(y) :=


e−λs0φ+

`−1∑
j=0

djϕj in [0, 2σes0/2],

b1U(y) in (2σes0/2,∞),

where b1 = b1(d, s0) :=
{[
e−λs0φ +

`−1∑
j=0

djϕj

]
U−1

}
(2σes0/2) (which ensures the continuity of v0).

The choice (5.7) comes from the need to construct a solution which intersects U exactly ` times on
(0,∞) (in which case u0 must be unbounded). Observe also that, instead of a minus sign in front of
the term e−λs0φ in (4.19)-(4.20), we now have a positive sign. We then denote w0(y) = U(y)+v0(y)

and u0(x) = e−ks0w0(xes0/2).

Lemma 5.3. Let σ2 be given by (4.114). For σ = σ(p, `) ∈
(
0, σ2] sufficiently small, we have the

following properties for s0 � 1.
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(i) u0 ≥ 0 in [0, R).

(ii) Under assumption (5.7), for ε ∈ (0, 1] and d satisfying (4.18), we have b∗ ≤ b1 ≤ C, for
some b∗(p, `) > 0.

(iii) If R = 1, then supu0 ≤ 1
4 and u0(x) = 0 for x ≥ 1

2 .

Proof. (i) Take y∗ > 0 such that φ(y) > φ(0)/2 on [0, y∗]. Assumptions (5.6)-(5.7) and (4.18)

guarantee that w0 ≥ 0 on [0, y∗]. On the other hand, by (4.16), for σ ≤ σ1 and y ∈ [y∗, 2σe
s0/2], we

have

U−1
∣∣∣e−λs0φ− `−1∑

j=0

djϕj

∣∣∣ ≤ e−λs0U−1
(
|φ|+ ε max

1≤j≤`−1
|ϕj |

)
≤ Cyβ−1+2`e(k−`)s0 ≤ Cσβ+2`−1

1 ≤ 1
2 .

Consequently w0 ≥ 0 on [y∗, Re
s0/2].

(ii) It is similar to that of Lemma 4.3(i).

(iii) This easily follows from the support properties of Θ and the fact that U(0) = 0, by taking
σ = σ(p, `) sufficiently small. �

Since, by Lemma 5.3, u0 satisfies all the assumptions of Proposition 3.28, this guarantees the
existence of a global solution u of (3.106)-(3.107). Let w = w(y, s; d) be the corresponding solution
of (3.33) defined by

w(y, s) = eksu(ye−s/2, e−s0 − e−s), 0 ≤ y < Res/2.

So as to work with unknown functions defined on the entire half-line, we recall the extentions
introduced in Lemma 3.30:

ũ(x, t) = ζ(x)u(x, t) in [0,∞)× [0,∞),

w̃(y, s) = eksũ(ye−s/2, e−s0 − e−s) = ζ(ye−s/2)w(y, s) in [0,∞)× [s0,∞),

ṽ(y, s) = w̃(y, s)− U(y) in [0,∞)× [s0,∞),

where for R = 1, ζ ∈ C2([0,∞)) is a fixed cut-off function such that ζ = 1 in [0, 1
3 ] and ζ = 0 in

[1
2 ,∞), whereas for R =∞ we just set ζ = 1. Note that due to the support properties of Θ, ζ, we

have ṽ(·, s0) ≡ v0. For θ ∈ (0, 1] and s1 ≥ s0, we define

Aθs0,s1 =
{
V ∈ L∞(s0, s1;W 1,∞([0,∞)));

∣∣Di(V − e−λsφ)
∣∣ ≤ θεe−λs(yi + y2`−i)

for all s0 ≤ s ≤ s1, 0 ≤ y ≤ y2(s), i ∈ {0, 1}
}

and

Us0,s1 =
{
d ∈ R`; (4.18) holds and ṽ = ṽ(y, s; d) ∈ A1

s0,s1

}
.

Note that we can rewrite the initial data in (5.6) (resp., (5.7)) as

(5.8) v0(y) =
`−1∑
j=0

djϕj + e−λs0 φ̂,

with

(5.9) φ̂ :=


φ in [0, 2σes0/2]

(Θ− 1)eλs0
(
U(y) +

`−1∑
j=0

djϕj

)
+ Θφ in (2σes0/2,∞)
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(resp.,

(5.10) φ̂ :=


φ in [0, 2σes0/2]

eλs0
{
b1U(y)−

`−1∑
j=0

djϕj

}
in (2σes0/2,∞)).

By similar arguments as in the proof of Lemma 4.4 and (4.34), we obtain that

(5.11) ‖φ̂− φ‖ → 0, as s0 →∞, uniformly for d satisfying (4.18)

and that for R = ∞ and s0 � 1, if either (5.6) holds and ` is odd, or (5.7) holds and ` is even,
then, for any d ∈ Us0,s1 ,

(5.12) |u(x, t)− U(x)| ≥ δU(x) in [σ,∞)× [0, e−s0 − e−s1),

with δ ∈ (0, 1) independent of d and s1.
Let the map P (d; s0, s1) be defined in (4.55). Analogous to Proposition 4.7, we shall establish

the following key a priori estimate, which is the main ingredient of the topological argument used
in the proof of Theorem 5.2.

Proposition 5.4. There exists s̄0 > 0 such that if s1 ≥ s0 ≥ s̄0 and d ∈ Us0,s1 satisfy P (d; s0, s1) =

0, then ṽ(·, ·; d) ∈ A1/2
s0,s1 and, moreover,

`−1∑
j=0

|dj | ≤ ε
2e
−λs0.

We postpone its proof to the next subsection. As a consequence of Proposition 5.4, we have the
following two propositions, whose proofs are completely similar to those of Propositions 4.8 and 4.9
and are thus omitted. We just mention that the property s∗ > s0 in the proof of Proposition 5.6 is
now a consequence of the continuity result in Proposition 3.28(iii). In the proof of Proposition 5.6
(and of Theorem 5.2), we use the continuous dependence property from (3.113) (which is enough
to pass to the limit also in the estimate of wy, by using finite differences).

Proposition 5.5. Let s0 be as in Proposition 5.4. If Us0,s1 6= ∅ with some s1 ≥ s0, then

deg(P (·; s0, s1)) = 1,

where deg(P (·; s0, s1)), denotes the degree of P (·; s0, s1) with respect to 0 in Us0,s1.

Proposition 5.6. Let s0 be as in Proposition 5.4. Then Us0,s1 6= ∅ for all s1 ≥ s0.

Proof of Theorem 5.2. Let v0 be given by (5.6) or (5.7)4 and s0 be as in Proposition 5.4. Take a
sequence {sn} ⊂ (s0,∞) with sn → ∞ as n → ∞. From Proposition 5.6, for each n there exists
dn ∈ Us0,sn , hence ṽ(y, s; dn) ∈ A1

s0,sn . Since {dn} is bounded, we may assume that dn → d̄ as

n → ∞ for some d̄. We deduce ṽ(y, s; d̄) ∈ A1
s0,∞ by continuous dependence. The corresponding

solution w of (5.4) thus satisfies (5.5).

Set τ = e−s0/2. Since u0 ≥ 0 and u(0, t) > 0 for all t ∈ (0, τ) by (5.5) and ε < φ(0), we have
u > 0 in (0, R) × [0, τ) by (3.110), hence w > 0. Moreover, if R = 1, we have w = 0 on Σ in the
classical sense by (3.106). The theorem is proved. �

Proof of Theorem 5.1. Let w be given by Theorem 5.2 and let u(x, t) = (τ − t)kw
(
x(τ − t)−1/2,

− log(τ − t)
)

with τ = e−s0 be the corresponding solution of (3.106). Since w ≥ 0, it follows from
(3.110) that u satisfies the boundary conditions in (2.10)2 at x = 0 in the viscosity sense.

Assertion (i) is an immediate consequence of (5.5). To check assertion (ii), let us first consider
the case R =∞. If ` is odd (resp., even), we take v0 given by (5.6) (resp., (5.7)). Then (5.2) follows

4We note that the case (5.6) will be sufficient for Theorem 5.2; however the case (5.7) will be used in the proof of
Theorem 5.1.
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from (5.12). When R = 1, assertion (ii) is guaranteed by Proposition 3.28(i). As for assertion (iii),
it follows similarly as in the proof of Theorem 4.1.

Finally, to show the last part of the theorem, we note that, when R =∞, u0 is bounded whenever
v0 is given by (5.6) (which is possible if either ` is odd or property (ii) is not required). We then
deduce from (3.111) that u ∈ Cb(Q). �

5.3. Proof of Proposition 5.4. It is similar to, but easier than, the proof of Proposition 4.7. To
avoid lengthy repetitions, we will therefore often refer to the latter and only indicate the necessary
changes. In this subsection:

• C will denote a generic positive constant depending only on p, `;

• the required largeness of s0 � 1 will depend on the parameter ε, but not on d.

We shall make use of the variation of constants formula for ṽ, given by (3.136) in Proposition 3.31,
with initial data v0 in (5.6).

Proposition 5.4 will be an immediate consequence of the following short-time and long-time
estimates.

Proposition 5.7. If s1 ≥ s0 � 1 then, for any d ∈ Us0,s1 such that P (d; s0, s1) = 0, we have

(5.13) |Di(v − e−λsφ)| ≤M1νe
−λs(yi + y2`−i), s ∈ (s0, s0 + 1], 0 ≤ y ≤ σes/2, i ∈ {0, 1},

with M1 = M1(p, `) > 0.

Proposition 5.8. If s1 ≥ s0 � 1 then, for any d ∈ Us0,s1 such that P (d; s0, s1) = 0, we have

(5.14) |Di(v − e−λsφ)| ≤M2νe
−λs(yi + y2`−i), s ∈ (s0 + 1, s1], 0 ≤ y ≤ σes0/2, i ∈ {0, 1},

with M2 = M2(p, `) > 0.

In view of their proofs, we first collect a number of preliminary estimates.

Lemma 5.9. If s1 ≥ s0 � 1 then, for any d ∈ Us0,s1 and s ∈ [s0, s1], we have

(5.15) |ṽy(y, s)| ≤

{
Ce−λs(y + y2`−1) for 0 ≤ y ≤ y2(s)

Ce−βs/2 for y ≥ y2(s),

(5.16) 0 ≤ F̃ (ṽy(y, s)) ≤

{
Ce−2λsyβ+1

(
1 + y4(`−1)

)
for 0 ≤ y ≤ y2(s)

Ce−(β+1)s/2 for y ≥ y2(s),

and

(5.17) |(F̃ (ṽy(τ)), ϕj)| ≤ Ce−2λτ , j ∈ N, τ ∈ [s0, s1].

If, moreover, P (d; s0, s1) = 0, then

(5.18) |dj | ≤ νe−λs0 , j ∈ {0, . . . , `− 1}.

Proof. The first case of (5.15) follows from ṽ ∈ A1
s0,s1 . The proof ot the second case of (5.15),

completely similar to that of the fourth case of (4.63), is a consequence of (3.108) and of the
estimate

(5.19) |ux| ≤ C in Q := (σ,R)× (0, T − e−s1).

As before, (5.19) is obtained by appying the maximum principle to the equation zt−zxx = p|z|p−2zzx
satisfied by z = ux in Q and using (3.108), (3.109) (the application of the maximum principle is
licit also for R =∞ since ux ∈ L∞(Q) owing to (3.107)).

To prove (5.16), noting that e−λs(y + y2`−1) ≤ Ce−λse(2`−1)s/2 = Ce−βs/2 ≤ Cy−β for y ∈
[0, y2(s)], we deduce from (5.15) that Uy + |vy| ≤ Cy−β for y ≤ y2(s), and Uy + |vy| ≤ Ce−βs/2 for



CLASSIFICATION IN GBU AND RBC 79

y ≥ y2(s). The first case of (5.16), and the second case for R =∞, then readily follows from (5.15)
and (4.70). As for the second case for R = 1, it follows from (4.71) and (5.19).

To show (5.17), using (5.16), the Cauchy-Schwarz’ inequality and ‖ϕj‖ = 1, we write

|(F (vy(τ)), ϕj)| ≤ Ce−2λτ

∫ σeτ/2

0
[yβ+1

(
1 + y4(`−1)

)
]|ϕj |ρ+ Ce−(β+1)τ/2

∫ ∞
σeτ/2

|ϕj |ρ

≤ Ce−2λτ + Ce−(β+1)τ/2
(∫ ∞

σeτ/2
ρ dy

)1/2
≤ Ce−2λτ + Ce−Ce

τ ≤ Ce−2λτ .

Finally, based on (5.17), the proof of (5.18) is completely similar to that of Lemma 4.13. �

In view of the proof of Proposition 5.7, similar to (4.75), we split ṽ as

(5.20) ṽ = S1 +S2 +S3, where



S1(y, s) = e−λs(φ̂, φ)φ,

S2(y, s) =
`−1∑
j=0

dje
−λj(s−s0)ϕj +

∑
j 6=`

e−λs0e−λj(s−s0)(φ̂, ϕj)ϕj ,

S3(y, s) =

∫ s

s0

e−(s−τ)LF̃ (ṽy(τ)) dτ.

We record the following pointwise bounds for the initial data of S2.

Lemma 5.10. If s1 ≥ s0 � 1 then, for any d ∈ Us0,s1 such that P (d; s0, s1) = 0, we have

(5.21) |S2(y, s0)| ≤

{
Cνe−λs0(1 + y2`) in D1 := [0, 2σes0/2],

Cy2` in D2 := [2σes0/2,∞),

and

(5.22) |∂yS2(y, s0)| ≤

{
Cνe−λs0(y + y2`−1) in D1,

Cy2`−1 in D2.

Proof. From (5.20) we have

(5.23) S2(y, s0) = v0 − e−λs0(φ̂, φ)φ.

By (5.8)-(5.10), we get in particular S2(y, s0) =
∑`−1

j=0 djϕj + e−λs0
(
1 − (φ̂, φ)

)
φ in D1, so that

(5.21)-(5.22) in D1 follow from (4.16), (5.11) and (5.18). As for (5.21)-(5.22) in the range D2, they
easily follow from (4.16), (5.6), (5.7), (5.18) and (5.23). �

Recalling (5.11) and (5.20), Proposition 5.7 is a direct consequence of the following two lemmas,
which respectively estimate S2 and S3.

Lemma 5.11. If s1 ≥ s0 � 1 then, for any d ∈ Us0,s1 such that P (d; s0, s1) = 0, we have

|DiS2(y, s)| ≤ Cνe−λs(yi + y2`−i), s ∈ (s0, s0 + 1], 0 ≤ y ≤ y2(s), i ∈ {0, 1}.

Proof. Since the proof is very similar to that of Lemma 4.16, we only indicate the necessary changes.
For i ∈ {0, 1}, we write

|DiS2(y, s)| ≤
∫ ∞

0
Gi(s− s0, y, ξ)|DiS2(ξ, s0)|ξαdξ =

∫ 2σes0/2

0
+

∫ ∞
2σes0/2

≡ Si2,3 + Si2,4,

where Gi is given by (4.80), and we now use the splitting Si2,3 =
∫
E1
y

+
∫
E2
y

where E1
y = (0, 2σes0/2)∩

(y/2, 2y) and E2
y = (0, 2σes0/2) \ (y/2, 2y). Arguing exactly as in the proof of Lemma 4.16, we then

obtain Si2,3 ≤ Cνe−λs0(yi + y2`−i), as well as Si2,4 ≤ Cνe−λs0yi. �

Turning to S3, we obtain the following.
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Lemma 5.12. Assume s1 ≥ s0 � 1 and let d ∈ Us0,s1 be such that P (d; s0, s1) = 0. Then, for any
s ∈ (s0, s1], s̄ ∈

[
max(s0, s− 1), s

]
and i ∈ {0, 1}, we have

(5.24) |DiŜ3(y, s)| :=
∣∣∣∫ s

s̄
Die−(s−τ)LF̃ (ṽy(τ)) dτ

∣∣∣ ≤ Cνe−λs(yi + y2`−i), y ∈ [0, y2(s)].

In particular, we have

(5.25) |DiS3(y, s)| ≤ νe−λs(yi + y2`−i), s0 ≤ s ≤ s0 + 1 ≤ s1, y ∈ [0, y2(s)], i ∈ {0, 1}.
Proof. Again, the proof is very similar to that of Lemma 4.17 and we only indicate the necessary
changes. Take s ∈ (s̄, s1) and y ∈ (0, y2(s)). For τ ∈ [s0, s), we denote

X(τ) = e(τ−s)/2(s− τ)−1/2y, X2(τ) = (s− τ)−1/2y2(τ)

and observe that X(τ) ∈ (0, X2). Arguing as for (4.84), we now have

|DiŜ3(y, s)| ≤
∫ s

s̄

∫ ∞
0

(s− τ)−
i
2 e−C(X(τ)−z)2(1 ∧X(τ)

)i(
1 +X(τ)z

)−α
2 F
(
vy(z
√
s− τ , τ)

)
zαdzdτ

=

∫ s

s̄

∫ X2(τ)

0
+

∫ s

s̄

∫ ∞
X2(τ)

≡ Si3,3(y, s) + Si3,4(y, s).

Using estimate (5.16), the proofs of (4.86) and (4.87) then directly give

Si3,3 + Si3,4 ≤ νe−λs(yi + y2`−i). �

We next turn to the proof of Proposition 5.8. For this purpose, we shall use the decomposition
ṽ = −I0+I1−I2+I3 where Ij are defined in (4.89) with φ̂ given by (5.9)-(5.10). This decomposition
is valid whenever ṽ ∈ A1

s0,s1 satisfies P (d; s1, s2) = 0, as a consequence of (4.74), (4.90) and

v0 =
∑`−1

j=0 djϕj + e−λs0 φ̂. The outline of proof of Proposition 5.8 is then as follows:

• Estimation of I1

• Estimation of I2 and I3 for y ∈ [0, R1] (with suitably chosen large R1)
• Estimation of v and vy at y = y2(s)
• Estimation of v and vy in the remaining part y ∈ [R1, y2(s)].

We start with I1, which is easy to estimate globally.

Lemma 5.13. If s0 � 1 and s1 ≥ s0 + 1 then, for any d ∈ Us0,s1, we have

(5.26) |DiI1(y, s)| ≤ Cνe−λs(yi + y2`−i), for all s ∈ [s0 + 1, s1], y > 0 and i ∈ {0, 1}.
Proof. For later purpose, we actually show a slightly stronger estimate, namely:

(5.27)

∑̀
j=0

|Diϕj(y)|
∫ s1

s−1
e−λj(s−τ)|(F̃ (ṽy(τ)), ϕj)| dτ ≤ C(yi + y2`−i)

∑̀
j=0

e−λjs
∫ ∞
s−1

e(λj−2λ)τ dτ

≤ C(yi + y2`−i)e−2λs, s ∈ [s0 + 1, s1], y > 0,

for s0 � 1, which is a consequence of inequality (5.17). Estimate (5.26) is then an immediate
consequence of (5.27). �

We now estimate I2 and I3 for y ∈ [0, R1], where R1 > 0 (depending only on p, `) is chosen to
satisfy (4.93). By using (5.17), (5.24), (5.27) and arguing along the lines of the proof of Lemma 4.20,
we obtain:

Lemma 5.14. If s0 � 1 and s1 ≥ s0 + 1 then, for any d ∈ Us0,s1, we have, for m ∈ {2, 3},

(5.28) |DiIm(y, s)| ≤ Cνe−λsyi, for all s ∈ [s0 + 1, s1], y ∈ [0, R1] and i ∈ {0, 1}.
Consequently,

(5.29) |Di(v − e−λsφ) ≤ Cνe−λsyi, for all s ∈ [s0 + 1, s1], y ∈ [0, R1] and i ∈ {0, 1}.
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We next estimate v and vy at y = y2(s). For this purpose, we go back to the decomposition (5.20).

Lemma 5.15. Set y2 = y2(s) = σes/2. If s0 � 1 and s1 ≥ s0 + 1 then, for any d ∈ Us0,s1 such that
P (d; s0, s1) = 0, we have, for m ∈ {2, 3},

(5.30) |DiSm(y2, s)| ≤ Cνe−λsy2`−i
2 , for all s ∈ [s0 + 1, s1] and i ∈ {0, 1}.

Consequently,

(5.31)
∣∣Di
(
v − e−λsφ

)
(y2, s)

∣∣ ≤ Cνe−λsy2`−i
2 , for all s ∈ [s0 + 1, s1] and i ∈ {0, 1}.

Proof. Let i ∈ {0, 1} and s ∈ [s0 + 1, s1]. First consider the case m = 2. Similar to (4.98), we have

|DiS2(y2, s)| ≤
∫ ∞

0
Gi(s− s0, y2, ξ)|DiS2(ξ, s0)|ξαdξ =

∫ 2σes0/2

0
+

∫ ∞
2σes0/2

≡ Si2,2 + Si2,3,

where Gi satisfies (4.99). Property (5.30) for m = 2 then follows by estimating Si2,2 and Si2,3
along the lines of proof of (4.101)-(4.102), replacing the sets Ẽ1, Ẽ2 with Ẽ1 = (0, 2σes/2) \
(σ2 e

s0/2, 2σes0/2), Ẽ2 = (0, 2σes/2)∩(σ2 e
s0/2, 2σes0/2) and using Lemma 5.10 instead of Lemma 4.14.

We next consider the case m = 3. We use the splitting

DiS3(y, s) =

∫ s

s0

Die−(s−τ)LF̃ (ṽy(τ)) dτ =

∫ s−1

s0

+

∫ s

s−1
≡ DiS3,1 +DiS3,2.

By (5.24) in Lemma 5.12, we have

(5.32) |DiS3,2(y, s)| ≤ Cνe−λsy2`−i, for y = y2(s) and s ∈ [s0 + 1, s1].

Let us thus estimate DiS3,1. Similar to (4.103), we have

|DiS3,1(y2, s)| ≤
∫ s−1

s0

∫ ∞
0
|Di

yG(s− τ, y2, ξ)|F̃ (ṽy(ξ, τ))ξαdξdτ

=

∫ s−1

s0

∫ σeτ/2

0
+

∫ s−1

s0

∫ ∞
σeτ/2

≡ Si,23,1 + Si,33,1,

where Di
yG satisfies (4.104). Arguing along the lines of proof of (4.105)-(4.106), using (5.16) instead

of (4.64), we obtain Si,23,1 + Si,23,1 ≤ νe−λsy
2`−i
2 . This along with (5.32) yields (5.30) for m = 3.

Property (5.31) is then a direct consequence of (5.20), (5.30) and (5.11). �

Finally, v and vy are estimated in the remaining part y ∈ [R1, y2(s)] by means of the following
lemma.

Lemma 5.16. If s0 � 1 and s1 ≥ s0 + 1 then, for any d ∈ Us0,s1 such that P (d; s0, s1) = 0, we
have

(5.33) |Di(v − e−λsφ)| ≤ Cνe−λsy2`−i, for all s ∈ [s0 + 1, s1], y ∈ [R1, y2(s)] and i ∈ {0, 1}.

Proof. This follows by combining Remark 4.2, applied with c = −1, with Lemma 5.9, (5.13) for
s = s0 + 1, (5.29) for y = R1 and (5.31). �

Proof of Proposition 5.8. Let

(5.34) M0 = M0(p, `) = 1
2 min{M−1

1 ,M−1
2 , `−1},

where M1,M2 are respectively given by (5.13) and (5.14). Since ν = M0ε, the proposition is a
direct consequence of (5.18) and Propositions 5.14 and 5.16. �
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6. Application of Braid group to PDE

In this section we gather results on braid group with simple proofs, which play crucial role in
the proofs of Theorems 2.1(i) and 2.3(i), for readers’ convenience (see [36], [49]). We first recall
fundamental properties on braid group G of three strands. Denote by X,Y the generators of G as
in the following figure

and by I the trivial braid of G.

Artin’s formula

(6.1) XYX = Y XY

is well-known. Owing to (6.1), there holds

(6.2)
XY 2XY 2 = Y X2Y X2 = XYX2Y X = Y XY 2XY

= X2Y X2Y = Y 2XY 2X = XYXYXY = Y XY XYX,

and for each positive integer k,

(6.3) Y 2kXY = XYX2k and X2kY X = Y XY 2k.

If A ∈ G contains neither X−1 nor Y −1, then A is called a positive braid. Denote by G+ the
semigroup of positive braids in G. Let us explain the motivation to deal with positive braids in
this paper following [22], [23]. Let v1, v2, v3 be solutions of a parabolic equation

(6.4) vt = α(x)vxx + β(x)vx + f(x, v, vx) in (a, b)× (T1, T2)

which do not intersect for (x, t) ∈ {a, b} × [T1, T2]. Here α, β, f are smooth and α is positive for
x ∈ [a, b] and t ∈ [T1, T2].

Fig. 1
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Fix t ∈ (T1, T2) arbitrarily. When

(6.5)
vi(·, t) and vj(·, t) with i 6= j (i, j = 1, 2, 3)

transversally intersect at each of their intersections

(see Fig. 1), let us consider these three solutions v1(·, t), v2(·, t), v3(·, t) in the space {(∂xv, x, v) :
x ∈ [a, b]} (see Fig. 2).

Fig. 2

Then G(t) := (v1(·, t), v2(·, t), v3(·, t)) can be regarded as an element of G+ like the following figure.

For A,B ∈ G, A is topologically equivalent to B if and only if A is modified to B by applying
(6.1) at most finitely many times. The following lemma is easily shown.

Lemma 6.1. Let X,Y be the generators of G.

(i): For A ∈ G+, there holds

X2Y X2Y A = AX2Y X2Y.

(ii): For any positive integer k, there holds

(Y X2Y )kX2k = (Y X2Y X2)k = X2k(Y X2Y )k.

Proof. (i) It suffices to show

X2Y X2Y X = XX2Y X2Y and X2Y X2Y Y = Y X2Y X2Y.

Owing to (6.1), (6.2), we have

X2Y X2Y X = X2Y XXYX = X2Y XY XY = X2XYXXY

= X3Y X2Y = XX2Y X2Y
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and

X2Y X2Y Y = XXYXXY 2 = XYXYXY 2 = Y XY XYXY

= Y XXYXXY = Y X2Y X2Y.

(ii) For k = 1 the two equalities are immediate from (6.2). Suppose that the first equality holds for
k. Owing to (6.2) and (i) above, we have

(Y X2Y X2)k+1 = Y X2Y X2(Y X2Y X2)k = Y X2Y X2(Y X2Y )kX2k

= (Y X2Y )kY X2Y X2X2k = (Y X2Y )k+1X2(k+1).

The induction implies the first equality. The second equality is similarly shown. �

In application of braid group theory to parabolic equation, we need a notion corresponding
to vanishing intersections between solutions of a parabolic equation, which is parabolic reduction
defined by Matano. Let A,B ∈ G+. It is said that B is a simple parabolic reduction of A if there
exist C,D ∈ G+ such that

A = CX2D, B = CD or A = CY 2D, B = CD,

which is denoted by A V1 B. If A is modified to B through finitely many simple parabolic
reductions, that is, there exist A1, A2, · · · , Ak ∈ G+ with some positive integer k such that A V1

A1 V1 A2 V1 · · · V1 Ak V1 B, then B is called a parabolic reduction of A, and it is denoted by
AV B. We then have the following reduction principle for parabolic evolution:

(6.6) If t1 < t2 and (6.5) holds for t ∈ {t1, t2}, then G(t1)V G(t2).

The following result, which plays an essential role in calculations on parabolic reduction, was
shown independently in Proposition 5.6 of [36] and Lemma 3.1 of [49]. We note that the assertions
of Lemma 6.2 are not trivial since one cannot multiply H−1.

Lemma 6.2. Let A,B,H ∈ G+. If HAV HB, then AV B. If AH V BH, then AV B.

The following result was proved independently in Lemma 5.11 of [36] and Lemma 3.4 of [49].
We make use of it in determination of all GBU rates in Theorem 2.1(i) (except for the asymptotic
equality of the coefficients in the upper and lower estimates).

Lemma 6.3. For positive integer k, let

Ã2k = (XY 2X)kY 2k, Ã2k+1 = (XY 2X)kXYX2k+1,

B̃2k = X2Y 2kXY 2kX, B̃2k+1 = X2Y 2k+1X2k+1Y.

Then Ã2k 6V B̃2k and Ã2k+1 6V B̃2k+1.

We need the following for Theorem 2.3(i) in the RBC case.

Lemma 6.4. For positive integer k, let

Â2k = (Y X2Y )kX2k, Â2k+1 = (Y X2Y )kY XY 2k+1,

B̂2k = Y 2X2kY X2kY, B̂2k+1 = Y 2X2k+1Y 2k+1X.

Then Â2k 6V B̂2k and Â2k+1 6V B̂2k+1.

Lemma 6.4 can be obtained similarly to the proof of Lemma 6.3 due to [36] and [49]. For readers’
convenience, we give a simple proof here based only on algebraic computations like [36], though
the method in [49] works well also in this case. We have an auxiliary result to prove Lemma 6.4.

Lemma 6.5. Let A2k = (Y X2Y )kX2k+1 and B2k = Y 2X2k+1Y 2k for a positive integer k. Then
A2k 6V B2k.
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Proof. Assume for contradiction that A2k V B2k. Then we have

(Y 2XY 2X)kX = (Y X2Y X2)kX = A2k V Y 2XX2kY 2k

by (6.2) and Lemma 6.1 (ii). Owing to this and Lemma 6.2, we derive

(Y 2XY 2X)k−1Y 2XX = Y 2X(Y 2XY 2X)k−1X V X2kY 2k

and hence

X2(k−1)(Y X2Y )k−1Y 2X2 = (Y X2Y X2)k−1Y 2X2 = (Y 2XY 2X)k−1Y 2X2 V X2kY 2k.

by (6.2) and Lemma 6.1 (ii). Owing to Lemma 6.2, we get

Y X2(Y 2X2)k−2Y 3X2 = (Y X2Y )k−1Y 2X2 V X2Y 2k.

Multiplying both sides by Y X2 from right yields

X2Y X2Y Y X2(Y 2X2)k−2Y 2 = Y X2(Y 2X2)k−2Y 2X2Y X2Y

= Y X2(Y 2X2)k−2Y 2Y X2Y X2 = Y X2(Y 2X2)k−2Y 3X2Y X2

V X2Y 2kY X2 = X2Y Y 2kX2

by (6.2) and Lemma 6.1(i). From Lemma 6.2, we obtain X2Y 2X2(Y 2X2)k−2Y 2 V Y 2kX2. The
left-hand side consists of product of X2 and Y 2 and hence its simple parabolic reduction is carried
out by dropping X2 or Y 2 with their orders kept. Both sides contain the same number of Y 2s,
which implies that the parabolic reduction does not lose any Y 2. Therefore the parabolic reduction
is impossible since last term on the left-hand side is not X2. The contradiction completes the proof.
�

Proof of Lemma 6.4. Assume for contradiction that Â2k V B̂2k. Multiplying this by X from
right and using (6.3) yields

(Y X2Y )kX2k+1 V Y 2X2kY X2kY X = Y 2X2kY 2XY 2k V Y 2X2k+1Y 2k,

i.e., A2k V B2k. Since A2k 6V B2k by Lemma 6.5, the contradiction implies the first assertion.
It follows from (6.1), (6.3) that

Â2k+1 = (Y X2Y )kY XY 2kY = (Y X2Y )kX2kY XY = (Y X2Y )kX2kXYX

= (Y X2Y )kX2k+1Y X.

Assume for contradiction that Â2k+1 V B̂2k+1. Then we have

(Y X2Y )kX2k+1Y X V Y 2X2k+1Y 2k+1X.

Owing to Lemma 6.2, we have (Y X2Y )kX2k+1 V Y 2X2k+1Y 2k, i.e., A2k V B2k, Since A2k 6V B2k

by Lemma 6.5, the contradiction implies the second assertion. �

7. Complete classification: proof of Theorems 2.1(i), 2.2, 2.3(i) and 2.4

In [48], to investigate all type II blowup rates in Fujita equation, suitable three solutions of
the equation transformed in backward self-similar variables, analogous to (3.33), were introduced
and partial result was obtained there. In [49], all type II blowup rates except the coefficients
were determined applying braid group theory to the three solutions together with behavior of
solutions in the transformed form. In [36], the three solutions due to [48], [49] were converted to
the corresponding solutions of the original equation and then the braid group theory was applied
to them. Although properties of special solutions are clearer in transformed equation, we use the
three solutions converted to the original equation (2.1) since analytic evaluation of solutions to
apply the braid group theory is simpler in the original equation than in the transformed one in the
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viscous Hamilton-Jacobi equation. Moreover, we give simpler proof without several steps in [36]
(and [25]), [49] owing to some properties peculiar to the viscous Hamilton-Jacobi equation.

7.1. Proof of Theorems 2.1(i) and 2.2. Let 0 < R ≤ ∞ and let u be a viscosity solution of
(2.1) with u0 ∈ W undergoing GBU at (x, t) = (0, T ). The proof of Theorem 2.1(i) will use the
following rescaled version of u:

(7.1) ua(x, t) := aku(a−1/2x, T + a−1(t− T )) in (0, a1/2R)× ((1− a)T, T ).

The following lemma guarantees that the rescaled solution ua is suitably close to the singular steady
state U for large a.

Lemma 7.1. There exist constants η ∈ (0, T ), D0 ∈ (0, 1), C,C1 > 0 and a0 > 1 depending on u
such that, for each m ∈ (0, 1/4] and D ∈ (0, D0], ua enjoys the following properties. For all a ≥ a0,

(7.2) −C
{

1 + a−2q(T − t)
}
a−m ≤ ua(x, t)− U(x) ≤ Ca−m in (0, aq)× (T − aη, T ),

(7.3)

−CD
p
p−1

{
1 + a−2q(T − t)

}
U(x) ≤ ua(x, t)− U(x) ≤ CD

p
p−1U(x) in (aq, a1/2D)× (T − aη, T ),

where q = 1
2{

p
2(p−1) −m} ∈ (0, 1/2). For all ε ∈ (0, 1) and t1 < T ,

(7.4) sup
(x,t)∈[ε,a1/2D]×[t1,T )

|ua,x(x, t)− Ux(x)| → 0, as a→∞,

and there exists a1 = a1(t1, ε,D) > 1 such that, for all a ≥ a1,

(7.5) (ua)x(x, t) ≥ C1ε
−β in [0, ε]× [t1, T ).

Proof. Let η, x0,M be given by Proposition 3.1 and let 0 < D ≤ D0 := x0. We first derive the
upper estimates of ua. It follows from the upper part of (3.3) that

ux(x, t) ≤ U ′(x) +Mx in (0, D)× [T − η, T ),

hence

(7.6) (ua)x(x, t) ≤ U ′(x) +Ma
− p

2(p−1)x in (0, a1/2D)× [T − aη, T ).

By integration, we get

(7.7) ua(x, t) ≤ U(x) +
M

2
a
− p

2(p−1)x2 in (0, a1/2D)× [T − aη, T ),

hence in particular the upper part of (7.2). On the other hand, (7.7) also yields the upper part of
(7.3) since

x2 = x
p
p−1

U(x)
cp
≤ a

p
2(p−1)D

p
p−1

U(x)
cp

for x ≤ a1/2D.

We next derive the lower estimates of ua. It follows from (3.2) and the lower part of (3.3) that

(7.8) ux(x, t) ≥
{
M1−p

0 (T − t)
p−1
p−2 + (p− 1)x

}− 1
p−1 −Mx in (0, D)× (T − η, T ).

Integrating (7.8) in (0, x) yields

u(x, t) ≥
∫ x

0

[
{M1−p

0 (T − t)
p−1
p−2 + (p− 1)ξ}−

1
p−1 −Mξ

]
dξ

=
1

p− 2
{M1−p

0 (T − t)
p−1
p−2 + (p− 1)x}

p−2
p−1 − 1

p− 2
{M1−p

0 (T − t)
p−1
p−2 }

p−2
p−1 − M

2
x2

≥ U(x)− C(T − t+ x2) in (0, D)× [T − η, T ).
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Here and in what follows, C,C1 are constants varying from line to line, which depend only on u.
This implies that

(7.9) ua(x, t) ≥ U(x)− Ca−
p

2(p−1)
(
(T − t) + x2

)
in (0, a1/2D]× [T − aη, T ),

hence in particular the lower part of (7.2). When a
1
2
{ p
2(p−1)

−m}
< x < a1/2D, hence x−2 ≤

a
m− p

2(p−1) , (7.9) yields

ua(x, t)− U(x) ≥ −CU(x)a
− p

2(p−1)
(
x−2(T − t) + 1

)
x

2− p−2
p−1

≥ −CU(x)
{
a
m− p

2(p−1) (T − t) + 1
}
a
− p

2(p−1)x
p
p−1 ≥ −CU(x)

{
a−2q(T − t) + 1

}
D

p
p−1 ,

that is, the lower part of (7.3).
Let us finally show (7.4) and (7.5). Fix any ε ∈ (0, 1) and t1 < T . The upper part of (7.4)

follows from (7.6). From (7.8), we deduce that, for all (x, t) ∈ (a−1/2ε,D)× (T − η, T ),

U ′(x)− ux(x, t) ≤ {(p− 1)x}−
1
p−1 −

{
M1−p

0 (T − t)
p−1
p−2 + (p− 1)x

}− 1
p−1

+Mx

≤ Cp(a−1/2ε)
− p
p−1M1−p

0 (T − t)
p−1
p−2 +Mx

with Cp = (p−1)
− p
p−1
−1

, where we used the mean value theorem. Since U ′(x) ≡ a−
1

2(p−1)U ′(a−
1
2x),

it follows that, for all (x, t) ∈ (ε, a1/2D)× (T − aη, T ),

U ′(x)− ua,x(x, t) ≤ a−
1

2(p−1)

{
Cp(a

−1/2ε)
− p
p−1M1−p

0 (a−1(T − t))
p−1
p−2 +Ma−1/2x

}
≤
{
Cpε

− p
p−1M1−p

0 a
− p

2(p−2) (T − t)
p−1
p−2 +Ma

− p
2(p−1)x

}
,

which ensures the lower part of (7.4).

By (7.8), for all (x, t) ∈ [0, a1/2D)× [T − aη, T ), we have

(ua)x(x, t) ≥ a−
1

2(p−1)

[{
C(a−1(T − t))

p−1
p−2 + (p− 1)a−1/2x

}− 1
p−1 −Ma−1/2x

]
.

We may thus choose a1 = a1(t1, ε,D) > 1 such that for all a ≥ a1, we have T − t1 < aη, ε < a1/2D
and for all (x, t) ∈ [0, ε]× [t1, T ),

(ua)x(x, t) ≥ a
− 1

2(p−1)

[{
Ca
− p−1
p−2 (T − t1)

p−1
p−2 + (p− 1)a−1/2ε

}− 1
p−1 −Ma−1/2ε

]
≥ C1a

− 1
2(p−1)

(
a−1/2ε

)− 1
p−1 = C1ε

− 1
p−1 . �

The next lemma rules out any possibility of oscillations of the vanishing intersections.

Lemma 7.2. Let n be the number of vanishing intersections between u(·, t) and U at (x, t) = (0, T )
(cf. (2.7)). Denoting these intersections by 0 < x1(t) < x2(t) < · · · < xn(t), we have

(7.10) lim
t→T−

xn(t) = 0.

Proof. By Proposition 3.27, there exist r ∈ (0, R], t0 < T and an integer m ≥ 1 such that

(7.11) for all t ∈ (t0, T ), u(·, t)− U has exactly m (nondegenerate) zeros on (0, r)

and

(7.12) u(r, t)− U(r) 6= 0, t0 ≤ t ≤ T.
Assume for contradiction that (7.10) not hold, i.e., R0 := lim supt→T xn(t) > 0. Then u(x, T ) =
U(x) for all x ∈ (0, R0] and R0 < r.
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Take an integer q > m. Owing to Theorem 4.1 (after a time shift), there exist t1 ∈ (t0, T ) and a
solution v of (2.1) on (0,∞)× (t1, T ) undergoing GBU at t = T , for which

(7.13) for all t ∈ (t1, T ), v(·, t)− U has exactly q (nondegenerate) zeros on (0,∞),

(7.14) Xq(t) ≤ C(T − t)1/2, t1 < t < T

with some C > 0, where 0 < X1(t) < X2(t) < · · · < Xq(t) are the zeros of v(·, t)−U . For a > 1, let

va(x, t) := akv(a−1/2x, T + a−1(t− T )) in (0, a1/2R)× ((1− a)T, T ).

By (7.11)-(7.12) and Lemma 7.1 applied to v, choosing t2 ∈ (t1, T ) close enough to T and then
a� 1, we have

(7.15) z(va(·, t2)− u(·, t2) : [0, r]) = m and va(r, t)− u(r, t) 6= 0, t2 ≤ t ≤ T.
For λ < 1, let

ũ(x, t) := λku(λ−1/2x, t2 + λ−1(t− t2)) in (0, λ1/2R)× (t2, T̃ )

with T̃ := t2 + λ(T − t2) < T . By (7.15), we may find λ < 1 close enough to 1 so that

z(va(·, t2)− ũ(·, t2) : [0, λ1/2r]) = m and va(r, t)− ũ(r, t) 6= 0, t2 ≤ t ≤ T̃
hence, by Proposition 3.24,

(7.16) z(va(·, t)− ũ(·, t) : [0, r]) ≤ m, t ∈ [t2, T ).

On the other hand, using (7.13)-(7.14) and the fact that ũ(x, T̃ ) = U(x) for x ∈ (0, λ1/2R0], we

easily see that, for t ∈ [t2, T̃ ) close enough to T̃ ,

z(va(·, t)− ũ(·, t) : [0, λ1/2r]) = q.

By the choice q > m, we reach a contradiction. �

Proof of Theorem 2.1(i). We shall show that

(7.17) 0 < lim inf
t→T

(T − t)
n
p−2ux(0, t) ≤ lim sup

t→T
(T − t)

n
p−2ux(0, t) <∞.

This combined with non-oscillation Lemma 4.10 implies (2.8). The space-time profile of ux in (2.9)
is then a consequence of (3.3) and we get that of u by integration.

Step 1. Preparations based on PDE. By Lemma 7.2, we have limt→T− xn(t) = 0. Therefore, for
any 0 < D � 1 there exist t0 = t0(D) < T and δ0 = δ0(D) > 0 such that

(7.18) z
(
u(·, t)− U : (0, D]

)
= n and |u(D, t)− U(D)| ≥ δ0U(D), t ∈ [t0, T ).

Let v be a special solution given in Theorem 4.1 with ` = n and Ω = (0,∞). By a time shift we
may assume that v undergoes GBU at (x, t) = (0, T ).

Owing to Theorem 4.1, Lemma 7.1 and (7.18), we may choose 0 < D � 1 and then a � 1,
t1 < T , δ1 ∈ (0, 1), such that

(7.19) |U(a1/2D)− v(a1/2D, t)| > δ1U(a1/2D) > |U(a1/2D)− ua(a1/2D, t)| > 0, t ∈ [t1, T ),

(7.20) z
(
ua(·, t)− U : (0, a1/2D]

)
= z
(
v(·, t)− U : (0, a1/2D]

)
= n, t ∈ [t1, T ),

(7.21) z
(
ua(·, t1)− v(·, t1) : (0, a1/2D]

)
= n,

(7.22) v(x, t1) < ua(x, t1), 0 < x� 1.

Step 2. Choice of suitable solutions and braid interpretation. We now prove the first inequality
in (7.17). Assume for contradiction that the first inequality in (7.17) does not hold. Then there
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exists t2 ∈ (t1, T ) such that v(t)− ua(t) loses one zero (or odd number of zeros) at x = 0 and some
t̂2 < t2 close enough t2, and

(7.23) v(x, t2) > ua(x, t2), 0 < x� 1.

For 0 < λ < 1, let

ũa(x, t) := λkua(λ
−1/2x, t1 + λ−1(t− t1)) in (0, λ1/2a1/2R)× (t1, T̃ )

with T̃ := t1 + λ(T − t1). For 0 < λ < 1 close enough to 1, (7.19)-(7.23) hold true with ua replaced
by ũa. We shall denote by x̃1(t) < · · · < x̃n(t) and X1(t) < · · · < Xn(t), the zeros of ũa(·, t) − U
and of v(·, t)− U in (0, a1/2D], respectively.

Take 0 < ρ1 � 1. For 0 < ρ ≤ ρ1, the situation of U, ũa(·, t1), v(·, t1) in [ρ, a1/2D] is represented

by Ãn, namely, topologically equivalent to Ãn. In order to explain more, lifting the solutions at
t = t1 to three dimensional space as stated in Section 6 , the situation of U, ũa(·, t1), v(·, t1) in

[ρ, a1/2D] means that ũa(·, t1) coils U closely enough and they are inside a big coil v(·, t1) (see
Fig. 3 and recall Lemma 7.1). Shifting the big coil v(·, t1) to the left and the small coil ũa(·, t1) to

the right, which are topologically equivalent deformations, the resulting braid is Ãn (see Fig. 4).

Fig. 3

Fig. 4

Step 3. Time evolution of the solutions in terms of braid. Since ũa undergoes GBU at (x, t) =

(0, T̃ ) with T̃ < T and limt→T̃ x̃n(t) = 0, there exists t3 ∈ (t2, T̃ ) such that v(·, t̂) − ũa(·, t̂) loses

one zero (or odd number of zeros) at x = 0 for some t̂ < t3 close to t3, and

v(x, t3) < ũa(x, t3), 0 < x� 1

and

(7.24) x̃n(t3) < X1(t3).

Choose 0 < ρ2 ≤ ρ1. The situation of U, ũa(·, t3), v(·, t3) in [ρ2, a
1/2D] is translated into B̃n

(see Fig. 6). Indeed, by (7.19) and (7.24), ũa(·, t3) and v(·, t3) have at least two intersections

x′ ∈ (x̃n(t3), X1(t3)) and x′′ ∈ (Xn(t3), a1/2D). There may be more intersections between ũa(·, t3)
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and v(·, t3), whose existence are unknown (see Fig. 5). We delete such uncertain intersections by

parabolic reduction. The first elements X2 in B̃n correspond to vanishing intersections between
ũa(·, t) and v(·, t) at x = 0 just before t = t2, t3. They are invisible in real figure at t = t3 and
regarded as hidden5 beyond x = ρ2. They give no effect to other part, but reflect the hypothesis

for contradiction. The resulting braid is B̃n (see Fig. 6).

Fig. 5

Fig. 6

Owing to reduction principle for parabolic evolution (cf. (6.6)), the process from t = t1 to t = t3
implies that Ãn V B̃n. But we have Ãn 6V B̃n by Lemma 6.3. This contradiction implies the first
inequality in (7.17).

Step 4. Proof of last inequality in (7.17). In order to prove this, we notice that all zeros of

va(·, t)−U (and ṽa(·, t)−U) locate in (0, C(T − t)1/2) for t ∈ [t0, T ) with some C > 0 for a� 1 by

Theorem 4.1. If we choose t0 < T such that C(T − t0)1/2 < D, then it suffices to take the same way

as above with v, ua and the spatial interval [ρ2, a
1/2D] replaced by u, va and [ρ2, D], respectively,

where va is defined in (7.1) with u replaced by v. �

Remark 7.1. (i) Whereas the way to apply braid group theory to parabolic PDE is rather simple,
a naive choice of three solutions is not successful. It is important how to choose appropriate three
solutions. In fact, if one applies the braid group theory to U, ua, v instead of U, ũa, v above, then
there is no contradiction. It is crucial to make the tricky choice ũa there.

(ii) In [36], while the proof of the upper estimate of blow-up rate was given, the proof of the
lower estimate was omitted, just stating that one can exchange the roles of the solution under
consideration and of the special one in the case of lower estimate. As seen above, we must take
an interval [0, a1/2D] with a � 1 in the proof of the lower estimate, whereas a different interval
[0, D] is used in the proof of the upper one. In order for the argument of [36] to work also for
the lower estimate, one needs additional information, for example, like that all zeros of u(·, t)− U
approaching x = 0 as t → T− locate inside backward self-similar region. Otherwise, it is not
assured that intersections between ua(·, t) and U vanishing at (x, t) = (0, T ) are included in [0, D],

5In appendix we give an alternative proof of Step 3 for readers who are not familiar with application of braid
group theory, where explicit intersections are considered instead of “hidden” intersections
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which changes the corresponding braid. It was mentioned in the proof of Theorem 5.7 of [36] that
complete proofs would be given in a separate paper. However, the separate paper has not appeared
even as a preprint (and this point was not mentioned in [25] either, where the same argument was
used).

We finally prove Theorem 2.2 which determines the stability/instability of the GBU space-time
profile with the continuity/discontinuity of GBU times.

Proof of Theorem 2.2. Step 1. Preliminaries. By our assumptions and Lemma 7.2, there exists
η > 0 such that u is classical at x = 0 for t ∈ [T − η, T ) and there exist σ ∈ (0, η), δ > 0 and
D ∈ (0, R) such that

(7.25) xn(t) < D and u(·, t)− U 6= 0 in (xn(t), D], for all t ∈ [T − σ, T ),

and

(7.26) u(D, t)− U(D)

{ ≥ 2δ if n is odd

≤ −2δ if n is even
for all t ∈ [T − σ, T + σ].

Let ε ∈ (0, σ). By Proposition 3.5, for û0 ∈ W with ‖û0 − u0‖∞ � 1, we get

(7.27) û(D, t)− U(D)

{ ≥ δ if n is odd

≤ −δ if n is even
for all t ∈ [T − σ, T + σ]

and

(7.28) sup
x∈(0,R/2)

ûx(x, T − ε) <∞ and û(0, T − ε) = 0.

Step 2. Continuity of GBU time for n odd and stability of the GBU space-time profile for n = 1.
If n is odd, then u(·, T ) ≥ U on (0, D] and it follows from [51, Proposition 7.1] that u immediately
loses BC after t = T . Thus, for ε > 0 small, by Proposition 3.5(i), we have û(0, T + ε) > 0

when ‖û0 − u0‖∞ � 1. We deduce from (7.28) that û undergoes GBU at (0, T̂ ) for some time

T̂ ∈ (T −ε, T +ε). This proves continuity of GBU time at u0 for n odd. Note that we may consider

the smallest such T̂ (recall that there can be only finitely many), hence û is classical at x = 0 on

[T − ε, T̂ ).

For n = 1, by (7.25) and Proposition 3.5 (recalling that the zeros of u(·, T − ε)−U in (0, D] are
nondegenerate), we see that z(û(·, T − ε)− U : [0, D]) = 1 when ‖û0 − u0‖∞ � 1. We thus deduce

from (7.27) and Proposition 3.24 that z(û(·, t)−U : [0, D]) ≤ 1 for all t ∈ [T − ε, T̂ ). Consequently,

the GBU profile of û at (x, t) = (0, T̂ ) satisfies n = 1. Hence the GBU space-time profile with n = 1
is stable.

Step 3. Discontinuity of GBU time for n even and instability of the GBU profile for n ≥ 3 odd.
Consider general n ≥ 2. From now on we take û0 = λu0 with λ < 1 close to 1 and denote by ûλ the
corresponding solution of (2.1). Since u := λu satisfies ut−uxx−|ux|p = λ(ut−uxx−λp−1|ux|p) ≥ 0
in (0, R)× (0,∞), it follows from the comparison principle for viscosity solutions that

(7.29) ûλ ≤ λu in (0, R)× (0,∞).

By Proposition 3.4(i), we infer that

(7.30) sup
(0,R/2]×[T−η,T ]

ûλ,x <∞,

hence

(7.31) ûλ < U in (0, ρ]× [T − η, T ], for some ρ = ρλ ∈ (0, D).
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If n is even, then ûλ(·, T ) < u(·, T ) ≤ U in (0, D] (hence in particular u becomes immediately
classical at x = 0 after t = T , by [51, Proposition 7.1]). In view of (7.27) and (7.30), there exists
µ > 0 (depending on û0) such that

û ≤ Uµ on ([0, D]× {T}) ∪ ({D} × [T, T + σ]),

hence ûλ ≤ Uµ in [0, D] × [T, T + σ] by the comparison principle. Consequently, ûλ is classical at
x = 0 for t ∈ [T − η, T + σ], which proves that GBU time is discontinuous at u0.

Finally assume that n ≥ 3 is odd. Let T̂λ be T̂ in Step 2 for ûλ, which now satisfies T̂λ ∈ (T, T+ε).
By (7.25), (7.26), (7.29) and Proposition 3.5, we see that, for λ < 1 close to 1,

z
(
ûλ(·, T − ε)− U : (xn−1(T − ε), D)

)
= 1.

From Proposition 3.24, we first deduce that z
(
ûλ(·, t)−U : (xn−1(t), D)

)
= 1 for all t ∈ [T−ε, T ) and

then, also using (7.31), that z(ûλ(·, T )−U : [0, D]) = 1. By a further application of Proposition 3.24,

we get z(ûλ(·, t)− U : [0, D]) ≤ 1 for t ∈ [T, T̂λ). Therefore the GBU profile of ûλ at (x, t) = (0, T̂ )
satisfies n = 1. This proves that the GBU profile is unstable for n ≥ 3 odd. �

7.2. Proof of Theorem 2.3(i). Let 0 < τ <∞, set Q = (0, R)×(0, τ) and let u ∈ C2,1(Q)∩Cb(Q)
be a solution of problem (2.10), which undergoes RBC at (x, t) = (0, τ). Similarly to the GBU
case, we have the following lemma which guarantees that the rescaled solution ua is suitably close
to the singular steady state U for large a.

Lemma 7.3. There exist constants η ∈ (0, τ) and C > 0 depending on u such that, for each
m ∈ (0, 1/4], a > 1 and D ∈ (0, 1), the solution ua, defined by

(7.32) ua(x, t) := aku(a−1/2x, τ + a−1(t− τ)) in (0, a1/2R)× ((1− a)τ, τ),

enjoys the following properties:

(7.33) −Ca−m ≤ ua(x, t)− U(x) ≤ C
{

1 + a−2q(τ − t)
}
a−m in (0, aq)× (τ − aη, τ),

(7.34)

−CD
p
p−1U(x) ≤ ua(x, t)− U(x) ≤ C

{
1 + a−2q(τ − t)

}
D

p
p−1U(x) in (aq, a1/2D)× (τ − aη, τ),

where q = 1
2{

p
2(p−1) −m} ∈ (0, 1/2), and

(7.35) sup
(x,t)∈(0,a1/2D]×[τ−η,τ)

|ua,x(x, t)− Ux(x)| → 0, as a→∞.

Proof. From (3.24), for η ∈ (0, τ/2], we obtain

(7.36) |ua(x, t)− ua(0, t)− U(x)| ≤ M̃

2
a
− p

2(p−1)x2 in [0, a1/2R]× (τ − aη, τ).

Moreover, by (3.23) we have

ua(0, t) ≤Ma
− p

2(p−1) (τ − t) in (τ − aη, τ),

and this combined with (7.36) implies

−M̃
2
a
− p

2(p−1)x2 ≤ ua(x, t)− U(x) ≤Ma
− p

2(p−1) (τ − t) +
M̃

2
a
− p

2(p−1)x2 in [0, a1/2R]× (τ − aη, τ).

Estimates (7.33), (7.34) then follow similarly as in the proof of Lemma 7.1 (see the end of the
paragraphs after (7.7) and (7.9)). Finally, (7.35) follows from (3.25) and the definition of ua. �

By similar argument as in the proof of Lemma 7.2, we then obtain:
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Lemma 7.4. Let n be the number of vanishing intersections between u(·, t) and U(·) at (x, t) =
(0, τ) (cf. (2.7)). Denoting these intersections by 0 < x1(t) < x2(t) < · · · < xn(t), we have
limt→τ− xn(t) = 0.

A key step in the proof of Theorem 2.3(i) is the following lemma, which relies on the braid group
argument.

Lemma 7.5. We have

(7.37) 0 < lim inf
t→τ−

(τ − t)−nu(0, t) ≤ lim sup
t→τ−

(τ − t)−nu(0, t) <∞.

Proof. By Lemma 7.4 we have limt→τ− xn(t) = 0. Therefore, for any 0 < D � 1, there exist
t0 = t0(D) < τ and δ0 = δ0(D) > 0 such that

(7.38) z
(
u(·, t)− U : (0, D]

)
= n and |u(D, t)− U(D)| ≥ δ0U(D), t ∈ [t0, τ).

Let v be a special solution obtained in Theorem 5.1 for ` = n and Ω = (0,∞). By a time shift we
may assume that v undergoes RBC at (x, t) = (0, τ).

We prove the first inequality in (7.37). Owing to Theorem 5.1, Lemma 7.3 and (7.38), we may
choose 0 < D � 1 and then a� 1, t1 < τ , δ1 ∈ (0, 1), such that

(7.39) |U(a1/2D)− v(a1/2D, t)| > δ1U(a1/2D) > |U(a1/2D)− ua(a1/2D, t)| > 0, t ∈ [t1, τ),

(7.40) z
(
ua(·, t)− U : (0, a1/2D]

)
= z
(
v(·, t)− U : (0, a1/2D]

)
= n, t ∈ [t1, τ),

(7.41) z
(
ua(·, t1)− v(·, t1) : (0, a1/2D]

)
= n,

(7.42) v(0, t1) > ua(0, t1).

Assume for contradiction that the first inequality in (7.37) does not hold. Then there exists t2 ∈
(t1, τ) such that v(·, τ + t) − ua(·, t) loses one zero (or odd number of zeros) at x = 0 and some
t̂2 < t2 close enough t2, and

(7.43) v(0, t2) < ua(0, t2).

For 0 < λ < 1, let

ũa(x, t) := λkua(λ
−1/2x, t1 + λ−1(t− t1)) in (0, λ1/2a1/2)× (t1, τ̃)

with τ̃ := t1 + λ(τ − t1). For 0 < λ < 1 close enough to 1, (7.39)-(7.43) hold true with ua replaced

by ũa. Therefore, the situation of U, ũa(t), v(t) on [0, a1/2D] at t = t1 is represented by Ân. Since
ũa recovers boundary condition at (x, t) = (0, τ̃) with τ̃ < τ , there exists t3 ∈ (t2, τ̃) such that
v(t) − ũa(t) loses one zero (or odd number of zeros) at x = 0 and some t̂3 < t3 close to t3, and
v(0, t3) > ũa(0, t3). By arguing similarly as in the proof of Theorem 2.1(i), we see that6 the situation

of U, ũa(t), v(t) on [0, a1/2D] at t = t3 is translated into B̂n and that the process from t = t1 to t = t3
implies that Ân V B̂n (indeed the reduction principle for parabolic evolution stated in Section 6
is still valid for the viscosity solutions under consideration, owing to the zero-number property in
Proposition 3.25(ii)). On the other hand, we have Ân 6V B̂n by Lemma 6.4. This contradiction
implies the first inequality.

In order to prove the last inequality of (7.37), it suffices to take the same way as above with

v, ua and the spatial interval [0, a1/2D] replaced by u, va and [0, D], respectively since all zeros of

va(·, t)−U (and ṽa(·, t)−U) locate in
(
0, C(τ − t)1/2

)
for t ∈ [t0, τ) with some C > 0 for a� 1. �

With Lemma 7.5 at hand, the proof of Theorem 2.3(i) will now be completed by means of
dynamical systems arguments.

6The alternative argument in appendix, for readers who are not familiar with application of braid group theory,
where explicit intersections are considered instead of “hidden” intersections, can also be easily modified in this case.
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Proof of the space-time profile (2.12). We note that this will imply (2.11).

Step 1. First estimates. It is sufficient to consider the cases R = 1 and R = ∞. As before, so
as to work with unknown functions defined on the entire half-line, letting s0 = − log τ , we recall
the extentions introduced in Lemma 3.30:

ũ(x, t) = ζ(x)u(x, t) in [0,∞)× [0, τ),

w̃(y, s) = eksũ(ye−s/2, τ − e−s) in [0,∞)× [s0,∞),

ṽ(y, s) = w̃(y, s)− U(y) in [0,∞)× [s0,∞),

where for R = 1, ζ ∈ C2([0,∞)) is a fixed cut-off function such that 0 ≤ ζ ≤ 1, ζ = 1 in [0, 1
3 ] and

ζ = 0 in [1
2 ,∞), whereas for R =∞ we just set ζ = 1. Moreover, ṽ satisfies the equation

(7.44) ṽs + Lṽ = F̃ (ṽy, s), y > 0, s > s0,

where

(7.45) F̃ (ṽy, s) := e(k−1)sg(ye−s/2, τ−e−s)−Upy−pUp−1
y ṽy, with g(x, t) := |ux|pζ−2uxζx−uζxx.

Recast in terms of ṽ, the sought-for profile (2.12) is equivalent to

ṽ(y, s) = L̃e−λnsϕn(y) + o(e−λns) as s→∞, uniformly for 0 ≤ y ≤ y0,

for each y0 > 0, with some constant L̃ > 0 (note that φn in the statement and ϕn (cf. subsection 3.3)
differ only by a multiplicative constant).

We start with some basic estimates of ṽ and F̃ . We deduce from (3.24) that, for some s1 > s0,

|ṽ(y, s)| =
∣∣eksζ(ye−s/2)u(ye−s/2, τ − e−s)− U(y)

∣∣
≤ ζ(ye−s/2)

∣∣eksu(ye−s/2, τ − e−s)− U(y)
∣∣+
(
1− ζ(ye−s/2)

)
U(y)

≤ eks
(
u(0, τ − e−s) + Cy2e−s

)
+χ{y≥ 1

3
es/2}U(y), y > 0, s > s1,

hence, recalling k = 1−β
2 , using (3.23) and noting that U(y) ≤ Cy2e−αs/2 for y ≥ 1

3e
s/2,

(7.46) |ṽ(y, s)| ≤ Ce−αs/2(1 + y2), y > 0, s > s1.

Likewise, using also (3.25), we get

|ṽy(y, s)| =
∣∣e(k− 1

2
)sζ(ye−s/2)ux(ye−s/2, τ − e−s) + ekse−s/2ζ ′(ye−s/2)u(ye−s/2, τ − e−s)− U ′(y)

∣∣
≤ ζ(ye−s/2)

∣∣e(k− 1
2

)sux(ye−s/2, τ − e−s)− U ′(y)
∣∣+
(
1− ζ(ye−s/2)

)
U ′(y)

+ e−s/2|ζ ′(ye−s/2)|eksu(ye−s/2, τ − e−s)

≤ Ce−αs/2y + χ{y≥ 1
3
es/2}U

′(y) + Ce−s/2χ{ 1
3
es/2≤y≤ 1

2
es/2}

(
e−αs/2(1 + y2) + U(y)

)
hence

(7.47) |ṽy(y, s)| ≤ Ce−αs/2y, y > 0, s > s1.

For R = 1, by (3.24)-(3.25), we may also assume that

(7.48) |u(x, t)|+ |ux(x, t)| ≤ C, 1
3 ≤ x ≤

1
2 , τ − e−s1 ≤ t < τ.

By a time shift, we may assume s1 = 0 and, by (7.44) and Proposition 3.31(ii), ṽ satisfies the
variation of constants formula

(7.49) ṽ(s) = e−sLṽ(0) +

∫ s

0
e−(s−τ)LF̃ (ṽy(τ)) dτ, s > 0.

Next we claim that

(7.50) |F̃ (ṽy)| ≤ C(yβ−1 + yp−2)(ṽy)
2 + Cχ{y≥ 1

3
es/2}, y > 0, s > 0.
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To check this, we first note that

0 ≤ F (vy) := |Uy + vy|p − Upy − pUp−1
y vy =

p(p− 1)

2
|Uy + θ̄vy|p−2(vy)

2

for some θ̄ ∈ (0, 1), which in view of (7.47) ensures (7.50), except when R = 1 and y ≥ 1
3e
s/2. In

the latter case, it suffices to observe that |F̃ (ṽy, s)| ≤ C + ṽ2
y for y ≥ 1

3e
s/2, owing to (7.45), (7.48).

Step 2. H1
ρ estimate. We show that there exist ` ≥ 1 and a constant K ∈ R \ {0} such that

(7.51) ‖ṽ(s)−Ke−λ`sϕ`‖H1
ρ

= o(e−λ`s), as s→∞.

This is suggested by dynamical systems theory. However the latter cannot directly applied because
of the inadequate functional framework. To prove (7.51) we shall use some arguments from [27] (see
the proof of Proposition 3.8), where a related result was proved for type I blowup solutions of the
one-dimensional Fujta equation. However, these arguments need suitable modifications to overcome
some specific difficulties of our problem (singular vs. regular steady state, gradient nonlinearity).

Let E =
{
µ > 0; sups>0 e

µs‖ṽ(s)‖H1
ρ
< ∞

}
and µ∗ = supE. Estimates (7.46)-(7.47) guarantee

that

(7.52) α/2 ∈ E,

hence E 6= ∅. Moreover, by (7.37) and (7.47), for some constants C1, C2 > 0, we have

ṽ(y, s) ≥ ṽ(0, s)− Cy2 ≥ 2C1e
(k−n)s − Cy2 ≥ C1e

(k−n)s for all 0 < y < C2e
(k−n)s/2,

hence

‖ṽ(s)‖2L2
ρ
≥ Ce2(k−n)s

∫ C2e(k−n)s/2

0
yα dy = Ce(α+5)(k−n)s/2, s > 0.

Consequently µ∗ <∞.
Fixing µ ∈ (µ∗ − α

4 , µ
∗) such that µ+ α

4 + k is noninteger, we have

(7.53) ‖ṽ(s)‖H1
ρ
≤ Ce−µs, s > 0.

For any ε ∈ (0, 1], using (7.47), (7.50), (7.53), Hölder’s inequality and setting η0(s) := C
(∫
y> 1

3
es/2 ρ dy

)2
,

we obtain

‖F̃ (ṽy)‖2L2
ρ
≤ C

∫
ρ(yβ−1 + yp−2)2|ṽy|4dy + η0(s)

≤ Ce−2(1+ε)α
2
s

∫
ρ|ṽy|2(1−ε)y2(1+ε)(yβ−1 + yp−2)2dy + η0(s)

≤ Ce−(1+ε)αs
(∫

ρ|ṽy|2 dy
)1−ε(∫

ρ
[
yβ+ε + yp−1+ε

]2/ε
dy
)ε

+ η0(s)

≤ C(ε)e−[(1+ε)α+(1−ε)2µ]s,

hence in particular

(7.54) ‖F̃ (ṽy)‖L2
ρ
≤ Ce−(µ+α

4
)s, s > 0.

Recalling that λj = j − k, there exists a unique integer J ≥ 0 such that

(7.55) λJ < µ+
α

4
< λJ+1.

Using (7.49),(3.55), we then split ṽ as

(7.56) ṽ(y, s) = T1 + T2 + T3 + T4,
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where

(7.57)



T1(y, s) =
J∑
j=0

aje
−λjsϕj(y), T2(y, s) =

∞∑
j=J+1

aje
−λjsϕj(y),

T3(y, s) =

J∑
j=0

ϕj(y)

∫ s

0
e−λj(s−τ)(F̃ (ṽy(τ)), ϕj) dτ,

T4(y, s) =
∞∑

j=J+1

ϕj(y)

∫ s

0
e−λj(s−τ)(F̃ (ṽy(τ)), ϕj) dτ

and
∑
|aj |2 <∞. To estimate T2, for s ≥ 1, we write

‖T2(s)‖2H1
ρ

=
∞∑

j=J+1

(1 + j)|aj |2e−2λjs ≤
( ∞∑
j=0

|aj |2
)

sup
j≥J+1

(1 + j)e−2λjs

≤ Ce−2λJ+1s sup
j≥J+1

(1 + j)e−2(j−J−1)s = Ce−2λJ+1s sup
i≥0

(J + 2 + i)e−2i,

hence

(7.58) ‖T2(s)‖H1
ρ
≤ Ce−λJ+1s, s ≥ 1.

To estimate T4, we first write

‖T4(s)‖L2
ρ
≤

∞∑
j=J+1

∫ s

0
e−λj(s−τ)

∣∣(F̃ (ṽy(τ)), ϕj)
∣∣ dτ ≤ ∫ s

0

( ∞∑
j=J+1

e−2λj(s−τ)
)1/2
‖F̃ (ṽy(τ))‖L2

ρ
dτ.

Noting that
∞∑

j=J+1

e−2λj(s−τ) = e−2λJ+1(s−τ)
∞∑
i=0

e−2i(s−τ) = e−2λJ+1(s−τ)(1− e−2(s−τ))−1

≤ Ce−2λJ+1(s−τ)
(
1 + (s− τ)−1

)
and using (7.54) and (7.55), we obtain

(7.59)

‖T4(s)‖L2
ρ
≤ C

∫ s

0
e−λJ+1(s−τ)

(
1 + (s− τ)−1/2

)
e−(µ+α

4
)τ dτ

≤ C
∫ s

0
e−λJ+1σ(1 + σ−1/2)e−(µ+α

4
)(s−σ) dσ

= Ce−(µ+α
4

)s

∫ s

0
(1 + σ−1/2)e(µ+α

4
−λJ+1)σ dσ ≤ Ce−(µ+α

4
)s.

Next observe that Z := T4 solves

Zs − LZ = H(y, s) := F̃ (ṽy)−
J∑
j=0

(F̃ (ṽy(τ)), ϕj)ϕj(y),

and that

(7.60) ‖H(s)‖L2
ρ
≤ ‖F̃ (ṽy(s))‖L2

ρ
≤ Ce−(µ+α

4
)s.

Using the variation of constants formula Z(s) = eLZ(s− 1) +
∫ 1

0 e
(1−τ)LH(s− 1 + τ) dτ for s ≥ 1,

we get, using (7.59)-(7.60) and (3.84)-(3.85),

(7.61) ‖T4(s)‖H1
ρ
≤ ‖T4(s− 1)‖L2

ρ
+ C

∫ 1

0
(1− τ)−1/2‖H(s− 1 + τ)‖L2

ρ
dτ ≤ Ce−(µ+α

4
)s, s ≥ 1.
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Now, for 0 ≤ j ≤ J , we write

(7.62)

∫ s

0
eλjτ (F̃ (ṽy(τ)), ϕj) dτ =

∫ ∞
0

eλjτ (F̃ (ṽy(τ)), ϕj) dτ −
∫ ∞
s

eλjτ (F̃ (ṽy(τ)), ϕj) dτ

≡ bj −
∫ ∞
s

eλjτ (F̃ (ṽy(τ)), ϕj) dτ,

where, owing to (7.54) and (7.55),

(7.63)
∣∣∣∫ ∞
s

eλjτ (F̃ (ṽy(τ)), ϕj) dτ
∣∣∣ ≤ ∫ ∞

s
eλjτ‖F̃ (ṽy(τ))‖L2

ρ
dτ ≤ Ce(λj−µ−α4 )s

and bj is finite. Substituting (7.62) into the identity (7.56), we obtain

ṽ(s) =

J∑
j=0

(aj + bj)e
−λjsϕj(y) + T2(y, s) + T4(y, s)−

J∑
j=0

ϕj(y)

∫ ∞
s

e−λj(s−τ)(F̃ (ṽy(τ)), ϕj) dτ.

By the bounds (7.58), (7.61), (7.63), it follows that

ṽ(s) =
J∑
j=0

(aj + bj)e
−λjsϕj(y) +R(y, s), with ‖R(s)‖H1

ρ
≤ Ce−(µ+α

4
)s, s ≥ 1.

Let Ẽ =
{
j ∈ {0, . . . , J}; aj + bj 6= 0

}
. We have Ẽ 6= ∅ since otherwise µ∗ < µ + α

4 ∈ E,

contradicting the definition of µ∗. Letting ` = min Ẽ, we then have

ṽ(s) = (a` + b`)e
−λ`sϕ`(y) + R̃(y, s), with ‖R̃(s)‖H1

ρ
≤ Ce−γs, s ≥ 1,

where γ = min(λ`+1, µ + α
4 ) > λ` owing to (7.55). Moreover we necessarily have ` ≥ 1 in view of

(7.52) and λ0 = −k < 0. This proves (7.51).

Step 3. Bootstrap and conclusion. Denote ϕ = ϕ`, λ = λ`. We prove that, for all 2 ≤ q <∞,

(7.64) ‖ṽ(s)−Ke−λsϕ‖
W 1,q
ρ

= o(e−λs) as s→∞.

By the imbedding (3.45), property (7.37) then guarantees that ` = n and that (2.12) is true.

Let θ := ṽ(s) − Ke−λsϕ. The function θ satisfies the equation θs − Lθ = F (vy), hence the
variation of constants formula

θ(s+ s̄) = es̄Lθ(s) +

∫ s̄

0
e(s̄−τ)LF̃ (ṽy(s+ τ)) dτ, s, s̄ > 0.

We shall use a bootstrap argument. Note that (7.64) is true for q = 2 by Step 1. Thus fix some
q ∈ [2,∞) and suppose that (7.64) is true, i.e. eλs‖θ(s)‖

W 1,q
ρ
→ 0 as s→∞. Let m ∈ (q,∞). For

each ε ∈ (0, q), by (7.47), (7.50) and Hölder’s inequality, setting η1(s) := C
(∫
y> 1

3
es/2 ρ dy

)m
, we

obtain

‖F̃ (ṽy)‖mLmρ ≤ C
∫
ρ(yβ−1 + yp−2)m|ṽy|2mdy + η1(s)

≤ Ce−(2m−q+ε)α
2
s

∫
ρ(yβ−1 + yp−2)m|ṽy|q−εy2m−q+εdy + η1(s)

≤ Ce−(2m−q+ε)α
2
s
(∫

ρ|ṽy|qdy
)1−(ε/q)(∫

ρ
(
y(β+1)m−q+ε + ypm−q+ε

)q/ε
dy
)ε/q

+ η1(s)

≤ Cεe−(2m−q+ε)α
2
s
(∫

ρ|ṽy|qdy
)(q−ε)/q

+ η1(s).

Since (7.64) in particular implies ‖ṽ(s)‖
W 1,q
ρ
≤ Ce−λs, we get

‖F̃ (ṽy)‖Lmρ ≤ Cεe
−[α+ q−ε

m
(λ−α

2
)]s, s > 0.
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Also, we may choose r > 1 depending only on α, λ and then ε > 0 small such that m = qr satisfies
α+ q−ε

m (λ− α
2 ) > λ+ α

4 . Consequently,

‖F̃ (ṽy)‖Lqrρ ≤ Ce
−[λ+α

4
]s, s > 0.

Now let s̄ := s∗(q, qr) be given by Proposition 3.20. By (3.84)–(3.87), it follows that

‖θ(s+ s̄)‖
W 1,qr
ρ
≤ C‖θ(s)‖

W 1,q
ρ

+C

∫ s̄

0
(s̄− τ)−3/4‖F̃ (ṽy(s+ τ))‖Lqrρ dτ ≤ C‖θ(s)‖W 1,q

ρ
+Ce−[λ+α

4
]s.

Consequently, (7.64) is satisfied with q replaced by qr. Since (7.64) is true for q = 2 (and since the

spaces W 1,q
ρ decrease with q), it follows that it is true for all finite q. This completes the proof. �

We finally prove Theorem 2.4 which determines the stability/instability of the RBC space-time
profile with the continuity/discontinuity of RBC times.

Proof of Theorem 2.4. Step 1. Preliminaries. By our assumptions and Lemma 7.4, there exists
η > 0 such that u(0, t) > 0 for t ∈ [τ − η, τ), u(0, τ) = 0 and there exist σ ∈ (0, η), δ > 0 and
D ∈ (0, R) such that

(7.65) xn(t) < D and u(·, t)− U 6= 0 in (xn(t), D], for all t ∈ [τ − σ, τ),

and

(7.66) u(D, t)− U(D)

{ ≥ 2δ if n is even

≤ −2δ if n is odd
for all t ∈ [τ − σ, τ + σ].

Let ε ∈ (0, σ). By Proposition 3.5(i), for û0 ∈ W with ‖û0 − u0‖∞ � 1, we get

(7.67) û(D, t)− U(D)

{ ≥ δ if n is even

≤ −δ if n is odd
for all t ∈ [τ − σ, τ + σ],

(7.68) û(0, τ − ε) > 0.

Step 2. Continuity of RBC time for n odd and stability of the RBC profile for n = 1. If n is odd,
then u(·, τ) < U on (0, D] and it follows from [51, Proposition 7.1] that u becomes immediately
classical at x = 0 after t = τ . Thus, for ε > 0 small, by Proposition 3.5(ii), we have û(0, τ + ε) = 0
when ‖û0 − u0‖∞ � 1. We deduce from (7.68) that û undergoes RBC at (0, τ̂) for some time
τ̂ ∈ (τ − ε, τ + ε]. This proves that RBC time is continuous at u0 for n odd. Note that we may
consider the smallest such τ̂ (recall that there can be only finitely many), hence

(7.69) û(0, t) > 0 on [τ − ε, τ̂).

For n = 1, by (7.65) and Proposition 3.5(i) (recalling that the zeros of u(·, τ −ε)−U in [0, D] are
nondegenerate), we see that z(û(·, τ − ε)− U : [0, D]) = 1 when ‖û0 − u0‖∞ � 1. Then we deduce
from (7.67), (7.69) and Proposition 3.25(ii) that z(û(·, t)−U : [0, D]) ≤ 1 for all t ∈ [τ − ε, τ̂) (note
that Proposition 3.25(ii) applies owing to Lemma 3.3 and (3.22) in Proposition 3.4). Consequently,
the RBC profile of û at (x, t) = (0, τ̂) satisfies n = 1. Hence the RBC profile with n = 1 is stable.

Step 3. Discontinuity of RBC time for n even and instability of the RBC profile for n ≥ 2.
Consider general n ≥ 2. From now on we take û0 = λu0 with λ > 1 close to 1 and denote by ûλ the
corresponding solution of (2.1). Since u := λu satisfies ut−uxx−|ux|p = λ(ut−uxx−λp−1|ux|p) ≤ 0
in (0, R)× (0,∞), it follows from the comparison principle for viscosity solutions that

(7.70) ûλ ≥ λu in (0, R)× (0,∞).

By (3.21) in Proposition 3.4(i), we infer that

(7.71) ûλ(0, τ) > 0.
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If n is even, then ûλ(·, τ) > u(·, τ) ≥ U on (0, D] (hence in particular u immediately loses BC
after t = T , by [51, Proposition 7.1]). In view of (7.67) and (7.71), there exists µ > 1 (depending
on λ) such that

ûλ ≥ µU on ([0, D]× {τ}) ∪ ({D} × [τ, τ + σ]).

Since −(µU)′′ − (µU ′)p ≤ 0, it follows from the comparison principle that ûλ ≥ µU in [0, D] ×
[τ, τ + σ]. We then deduce from Proposition 3.4(i) that ûλ(0, t) > 0 for t ∈ (τ, τ + σ], hence for
t ∈ [τ − η, τ + σ], which proves that RBC time is discontinuous at u0.

Finally assume that n ≥ 3 is odd. Let τ̂λ be τ̂ in Step 2 for ûλ, which now satisfies τ̂λ ∈ (τ, τ+ε).
By (7.65), (7.66), (7.70) and Proposition 3.5, we see that, for λ > 1 close to 1,

z
(
ûλ(·, τ − ε)− U : (xn−1(τ − ε), D)

)
= 1.

From Proposition 3.24, we first deduce that z
(
ûλ(·, t)−U : (xn−1(t), D)

)
= 1 for all t ∈ [τ−ε, τ) and

then, also using (7.71), that z(ûλ(·, τ)−U : [0, D]) = 1. By a further application of Proposition 3.24,
we get z(ûλ(·, t)− U : [0, D]) ≤ 1 for t ∈ [τ, τ̂λ). Therefore the RBC profile of ûλ at (x, t) = (0, τ̂λ)
satisfies n = 1. This proves that the RBC profile is unstable for n ≥ 3 odd. �

Remark 7.2. Theorem 2.4 is formulated for problem (2.1) rather than (2.10). Indeed, continuity
and stability properties are usually studied in the context of locally well-posed initial boundary
value problems, and (2.10) does not seem to enter in that category, since there is no local existence
theory available for this problem. In this respect, recall that the viscosity existence theory in
[7] requires that there is no LBC at t = 0 (i.e., u(0, 0) = u(R, 0) = 0) while Proposition 3.28
(developed for the specific purpose of the proof of Theorem 2.3(ii)) requires the strong assumption
u(., 0) ∈ C1(0, R) with ux(., 0)− U ′ bounded.

8. Appendix. Alternative argument for Step 3 of the proof of Theorem 2.1(i)

We here present an alternative argument, making use of explicit intersections instead of “hidden”
intersections, to show that, if the first inequality in (7.17) fails, then the evolution from t1 to some

suitable time t ∈ (t1, T̃ ) leads to Ãn V B̃n, hence a contradiction. The idea is to split the evolution,
carrying out a sequence of parabolic reductions along suitable time and space intervals, chosen in
such a way as to satisfy the condition (cf. after (6.4)) that no intersections between ũa and v appear
at the endpoints of the space intervals.

Keeping the notation from the proof of Theorem 2.1(i) we set D̄ = a1/2D. For t ∈ [t1, T̃ ) we

denote by X̃1(t), · · · , X̃n(t) the curves of zeros of ũa(·, t) − v(·, t) in (0, D̄) and τ1, . . . , τn their
maximal existence times (cf. Remark 3.6 and recall that some zeros may vanish or collapse before

t = T̃ ). Set

Jd =
{
t ∈ (t1, T̃ ); [ũa − v](·, t) has a denenerate zero in (0, D̄)

}
and Jnd = (t1, T̃ ) \ Jd

(note that Jd is finite). Denote Nn = {1, · · · , n} and let Σ =
{
i ∈ Nn; τi ∈ (t1, T̃ ) and X̃i(τ

−
i ) = 0

}
.

We rewrite {τi; i ∈ Σ} = {T1, . . . , Tq}, with T1 < · · · < Tq and q ≥ 2. Set

Σj :=
{
i ∈ Σ; τi = Tj

}
and νj = |Σj |, for j ∈ Nq,

and

ρ̄ := min
{

min
t∈[t1,T̃ ]

X1(t), inf
i∈Nn\Σ, t∈[t1,τi)

X̃i(t)
}
.

Since ũa undergoes GBU at (x, t) = (0, T̃ ) with T̃ < T and limt→T̃ x̃n(t) = 0, there exists T̄q+1 ∈
(Tq, T̃ ) ∩ Jnd such that x̃n(T̄q+1) < ρ̄, and

(8.1) v(x, T̄q+1) < ũa(x, T̄q+1), x→ 0+.

It follows from (7.22) and (8.1) that ν :=
∑q

j=1 νj is even (≥ 2).
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Now take any ρq+1 > 0 such that ρq+1 < min
t∈[t1,T̄q+1]

x̃1(t) and let T0 = T̂0 := t1. By (downward)

induction, we may then define times T̂1, · · · , T̂q with T̂j ∈ (Tj−1, Tj) ∩ Jnd and numbers 0 < ρ1 <
· · · < ρq < ρq+1 such that

(8.2) sup
i∈Σj , t∈[T̂j ,Tj)

X̃i(t) < ρj+1, ρj < min
i∈Σj , t∈[t1,T̂j ]

X̃i(t), for j ∈ Nq.

For given time t and space interval I, we denote by G(t, I) the braid associated with the curves
v(·, t), ũa(·, t) and U on I. Owing to (8.2), for each j ∈ Nq+1, v(·, t), ũa(·, t) and U are mutually
distinct. Therefore, by the reduction principle for parabolic evolution (cf. (6.6)), we have

G(T̂j−1, [ρj , D̄])V G(T̂j , [ρj , D̄]) = XνjG(T̂j , [ρj+1, D̄]), j ∈ Nq,

and G(T̂q, [ρq+1, D̄])V G(T̂q+1, [ρq+1, D̄])). Consequently, since ν is even, we obtain

Ãn = G(t1, [ρ1, D̄]) = G(T̂0, [ρ1, D̄])V XνG(T̂q, [ρq+1, D̄])V X2G(T̂q+1, [ρq+1, D̄]).

Finally, by (7.19) and the fact that x̃n(T̄q+1) < ρ̄ < X1(T̄q+1), we see that ũa(·, T̂q+1) and

v(·, T̂q+1) have at least two intersections x′ ∈ (x̃n(T̂q+1), X1(T̂q+1)) and x′′ ∈ (Xn(T̂q+1), a1/2D).
There may be more intersections in (x′, x′′) (see Fig. 5), but we can delete them by parabolic

reduction, removing the additional factors X2. It follows that G(T̂q+1, [ρq+1, D̄])V Y 2kXY 2kX or

Y 2k+1X2k+1Y , depending on the parity of n. We conclude that Ãn V X2G(T̂q+1, [ρq+1, D̄])V B̃n,
which provides the desired contradiction.
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[58] P. Quittner, Ph. Souplet, Superlinear parabolic problems. Blow-up, global existence and steady states.
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