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§1. Introduction

The present paper deals with a free boundary problem which models regional
partition phenomena arising in population biology. Our problem is to look for
a family of functions {u(x, 1), s(t)} ((x, 1) € [0, 1] x [0, o)) which satisfy

u, = duy, + uf(u) in S-, (1.1)
u, =dyu,, +uglu) in ST, 1.2)
u©,)=0 for te(0, o), (1.3)
u(l,)=0 for te(0, ), (1.4
u(s(®), ) =0 for te(0, ), (1.5)
$(0) = — pu(s()—0, 1) + pou(s()+0, 1)

for te(0, o) where 0<s(®) <1, (16
u(x, 0) = ¢(x) for xeI =(0,1), 1.7
s(0) =1, (1.8)

where x=s(f) corresponds to a free boundary, S~ (resp. S*) is an open subset of
I x(0, 00) in which x <s(t) (resp. x> s(t)), d; and p(i=1, 2) are positive constants,
$(t) denotes (d/dt)s(t) and u,(s(t)—0, t) (resp. u(s(f)+0, t)) means the limit of
u(x, t) at x=s(t) from the left (resp.right). For the derivation of the free
boundary problem (1.1)—(1.8), we refer the reader to [8].

In (1.1) and (1.2), f and g are assumed to possess the following properties:

(A.1) f is locally Lipschitz continuous on [0, c0) and satisfies f(1)=0 and
f(m)=0 on [1, o).

(A.2) g is locally Lipschitz continuous on (—oo, 0] and satisfies g(1)=0 and
gw)=<0on (—o0, —1].

On the initial data {¢, I} we put the following conditions:

(A3) 0=Is1.
(A.4) e HY(I) satisfies p(I)=0 and (I—x)p(x)=0 for x e I=[0, 1].
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Some related results for the problem (1.1)-(1.8), which is denoted by (P),
can be found in our previous papers [8, 9] where we have studied the global
existence, uniqueness, regularity and asymptotic behavior of solutions {u, s} with
non-homogeneous Dirichlet boundary conditions

u0,)=m; >0 and u(l,f)=—m, <0 for te(0, 0).

Owing to the non-homogeneity, it is proved there that the free boundary x =s(f)
never touches the fixed boundaries x=0, 1.

However, when homogeneous Dirichlet boundary conditions are imposed,
there is also the possibility that the free boundary hits one of the fixed ends x=0, 1
in a finite time; that is, one phase disappears in a finite time. See Fig. 1, where
some numerical experiments exhibit the disapperance of one phase in appropriate
conditions. This is a very interesting phenomenon to discuss, though the analysis
will be complicate.
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Fig. 1 (1A and 1B).
di=d,=p=p,=1, f)=g(—w)=a(l—u),
a sin nx/l for 0=x=|,
¢(x)={

—Bsinz(x—1)/(1—-1) for I<x<lI.

Now the purpose of this paper is to study the global existence, uniqueness,
regularity and asymptotic properties of solutions for (P) in the homogeneous case.
The essential points of our analysis are almost the same as those developed by the
authorsin [8, 9]. Moreover, we intend to derive some conditions which guarantee
the disappearance of one phase.

In §2, we construct a solution {u, s} and derive its regularity properties over a
time interval where the free boundary is distant from the fixed boundary. It will
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be shown in §3 that, if the free boundary hits the fixed boundary at a finite time
t=T?*, the free boundary stays there after T*. So we can continue to solve u as a
solution of the usual initial boundary value problem for > T* (cf. Fig. 1B). The
global existence result is stated in this section (Theorem 3.1). In §4, we give two
comparison theorems for (P), which will help us to investigate the asymptotic
properties of solutions for (P). In§5, we show some results about the dependence
of {u, s} on the initial data {¢, I}. These results will be used for studying the
o-limit set corresponding to the solution orbit for (P). Complete information on
the w-limit set is stated in §6 (Theorem 6.2). Especially, it is shown that any
element of the w-limit set satisfies the stationary problem associated with (P).
So the analysis of the stationary problem becomes very important. It is carried
out in §7 by putting some restrictions on the forms of fand g. In §8, stability or
instability of each stationary solution is investigated with use of the comparison
technique. Moreover, we give some sufficient conditions for the disappearance of
one phase in a finite time. Finally, §9 is devoted to the study of bifurcation
phenomena appearing for (P).

Notation
We summarize some notation used throughout this paper. We set

I=(0,1) and Q=1 x (0, ).

For any set A in I or Q, we denote its closure by 4. Let s be a continuous
function on [0, c0) with values in I. For 0<8< T, define

S;r=1{(x,)eQ;0<x<s(t) and 6<t< T},
Sir={(x,0)eQ;s()<x<land 6<t<T}.
If T=o0, then S;  and S} ; are simply denoted by S; and S;. Moreover, we
write S~ and S+ in place of S; and S, respectively. When s(#)=0 (resp. 1) for
6<t<T, we understand that S;;=¢ (resp.Sir=¢) and S;,=Ix(5, T)
(resp. S5 r=Ix (9, T)).
Let u(i=1, 2) be continuous functions on I and let s(i=1, 2) be numbers in
I. We write {u,, s;}={u,, s,} if u;(x)2u,(x) for xeI and s, =s,.

§2. Existence of solutions I

In this section we investigate existence and regularity properties of solutions
for (P) by assuming

(A3 0<I<l

in place of (A.3). Our first existence result is stated as follows.
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THEOREM 2.1. Under the assumptions (A.1), (A.2), (A.3)’, and (A.4), there
exists a unique family {T*, u, s} € (0, co] x C(I x [0, T*)) x C([0, T*)) with the
following properties.

(i) u(-,0)=¢ and s(0)=1.

(ii) $eL30, T*), 0<s(t)<1 for 0<t<T*. If T*<oo, then lim, 7. s(?)
exists and equals 0 or 1.

(iii) {u, s} satisfies (1.3), (1.4) and (1.5) for 0<t<T* and

0<u=<M=max{l, sup @(x)} in Sgr.
0=xsl
Ozuz—M=min{-1, inf @(x)} in S§r1+.
1sx=<1

(iv) u*reC([0, T*); HYI))nL2([0, T*); HYI)), where ut =max {u, 0}
and u~ = —min {u, 0}.

(v) u,eL?Sg r+) 0 LASE 1)

(vi) u, u,e€C(Sq 1+)NC(S§ +) and {u, s} satisfies (1.1) and (1.2) for
0<t<TH*.

(vii) For any 6>0 and 6'>0, u, is Holder continuous in (x, t)€ SF 1u_s
and § is Holder continuous in te [0, T*—4'].

(viii) {u, s} satisfies (1.6) for 0<t<T*.

Proor. Since 0<I<1, the arguments developed in [8, §§3-6] are valid to
show that a pair of functions {u, s} with the required regularity properties exists
on some interval. Therefore, it exists on a maximal interval [0, T*). If T*=o0,
there is nothing to prove more.

If T* < o0, we will prove the that lim,_, 1. s(?) exists. For this purpose, we define

E(u, s) = %%—f: u(x)%dx + %%f: u.(x)%dx o
- g—ff: Fu(x)dx — Z—EI: G(u(x))dx,

where F(u)= fo of (v)dv and G(u)=f: vg(v)dv. Then Lemma 6.1 in [8] yields

Eu(), s() + -4 f ' fs“’u,zdxdwﬁ f ' j‘ u? dxdr
di JoJo dy JoJsm 2.2)

+ 1 [ s < B, b
2 Jo
for 0<t<T*. Since u(x, t) is bounded for all (x, {) eI x [0, T*), (2.2) implies

$ € L¥0, T*), from which it follows that lim,_, 1« s(t) exists.
Now suppose that 0<lim,_ 7. s(f)=s(T*)<1. Then one can show that
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lim, e u(-, t) = u(-, T*) exists in H}(I)-norm

by reducing the boundary value problem (1.1), (1.3) and (1.5) in S5 r+ (resp. (1.2),
(1.4) and (1.5) in S¢ 4+) to the usual boundary value problem in an appropriate
cylindrical domain (see, e.g., [8, §4]). Owning to the preceding local existence
result, {u, s} can be extended over [0, T**] with some T**>T*. This assertion
contradicts the maximality of T*; so that s(T*) must be one or zero.

Finally we will show the uniqueness of {T*, u,s}. Let {T¥, u,, s,} be
another family satisfying (i)-(viii) in this theorem. Set T*=min {T*, T%}.
By virtue of the comparison principle for (P) (see [8, Theorem 6.3]),

u(-, ) =u,(-,t) and s(t) = s,(1) for 0<t<T¥.
Moreover, it is easy to see that T*=T%=T¥. q.e.d.

Further regularity properties of the solution {u, s} can be obtained by using
Moser’s technique as in the paper of Evans [2].

THEOREM 2.2. Let {u, s} be the solution of (P) satisfying conditions (i)—(viii)
of Theorem 2.1. Then,

u,e L*(S;5 r+) N L*(S} r+) and §eL*(9, T¥), 2.3)
for any 6 (0, T*). Moreover, if T* <o, then
u*e C([0, T*); HYI)) and seC([0, T*])). 2.4
PrROOF. First we assume
@€ L™(I) (2.5)
in addition to (A.4). Let p be any positive integer. Then

d s(t)

ar u (x, t)?Pdx

— u(s(t)—0, 1)2°5(t) + 2p f :" u2e-ty_dx (2.6)
= u,(s(t)—0, £)??5(t) + 2pu,(s(£)—0, £)2P~1u,(s(t)—0, 1)
—2p(2p-1) j:m u2r2y_ udx.
Differentiation of (1.5) with respect to ¢ gives
u (s(t)—0, 1)i(t) + u(s(t)—0, 1) = 0.

Making use of (1.1) and integrating by parts we have
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s(t)
. u2r~2y  u,dx

=d, s(t) u2r~2y2 dx + - ( 2e=1) uf(u)dx
2
0 pP—
_fil_ L“ p 2 “~ ® 2
= 2 [(uf):]?dx — 2p T u2r f(u)dx,

where f(u)=(d/du) (uf(u)), which is bounded almost everywhere on [0, M] for
M >0 (see (A.1)). Therefore, rearranging (2.6) one gets

HdT {I:’) u?c”dx} + (2p— l)ux(s(t)_()’ t)2p§(t)

+ 202D [ yun) gy @7

=2p jsm u2ef(u)dx.
0

Similarly,

_6?7 {f:(z) uil’dx} — (@p—Dus()+0, 2rs(1)

2@2p-1yd, p
+ = Zf ((u?)|2dx 2.8)

~2p [ g,
s(t)
where §(u)=(d/du)(ug(u)). Here we observe that the following inequalities hold :

{(yu(s() =0, D)?P — (pau(s() +0, 1))*P}3(2)
= 3() (= pyu(s() =0, 1) + py(s()+0, 1))
X {(=pyu(s() =0, )?P7 1+ +(— pou(s(1)+0, )P~}
2 H(OH(— pu(s()—0, )27~ + (—pou(s()+0, N)*r~1}
2 2172731 (— pyu(s(1) =0, ) — pou (s(1) +0, 1)?#~!
2 2172P|3(n)|Pe .

Therefore, it follows from (2.7) and (2.8) that

d SO b2 a2
—— uruledx + udrurdx
dt 0 s(1)

+ 2172(2p =D $()I20!

+ 202D fa, [ uupydx +d, [ 1Gugu)i ) 29)
s(t
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(1) 1
< 2pM, { [ wtruzeds *L,) pruzrdx,

where M, =max {ess. Supo<,<m | f(u), ess. SUP_m<u<o |G}
Here we prepare the following lemma whose proof is given at the end of this
section.

LEMMA 2.3. For —oo<a<fi<oo, let v be any H'(a, B)-function satisfying
v(y)=0 with some y € [a, f]. Then there exists a positive constant C independent
of v, « and B such that

“U”Lz(a,ﬂ) =< C”Ux”}‘/2?1,/1)“”||i/1%1,p)-

We continue the proof of Theorem 2.2. Since u (0, )=0, u, (s(t)+0, )<0
and u,(1, t)=0, there exist s,(t) € [0, s(¢)] and s,(t) € [s(t), 1] such that u (s{1), 1)
=0, i=1,2. Hence Lemma 2.3 is applicable by taking v=pufu? with (a, f)=
(0, s(t)) or v=pdu? with (a, f)=(s(t), 1). Consequently, Lemma 2.3 together
with Young’s inequality gives

||#f“§||il(0,s(:)) ¢ (ﬂf“g)x“fz(o,s(z)) + Cl8"1/2“#'1]“5"%,1(05(:))

for any £¢>0 with some C, independent of p and s(f). This inequality is rewritten
as

s(1) s(t) s(t) 2
[ uppaxz ot [ ruzedx — oo ([ utiax)’. @10)
0 (0] (4]
Similarly,
1 1 1 2
[ s axz ot [ pgruzeds = ([ uax). @

Now we take p=2* (k=1, 2, 3,...) and set

] 1
X0 = [ Guugax + [ Guugs.
0 s(t
Then it follows from (2.9), (2.10) and (2.11) that, for any ¢>0,
A X r0) + (7= 2T M) X (1) S PO X2, (2:12)

where dy=2 min {d,, d,}. Since ¢>0 is arbitrary, we take £>0 sufficiently small
so that e71dy>2+*1M,. If we take e=d,/(2¥3M,), (2.12) becomes

A Xia) + 2MoXy (1) S 242G, X, (0%, @13
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with C,=C,(3M,)3/2d;'/2. Solving differential inequality (2.13) one can find
X1 1(0) < max {X,,,(0), 2"/2C30<stu<pT*X,‘(t)2} for 05 t<T* (2.14)
where C3=C,/M,. We recall (2.2) to get
X,(t) = f ;‘” (uyu,)2dx + ﬂm (pu)2dx < K, (2.15)

where K, is a positive constant depending on yuy, u,, dy, d, f, g, @y and L
Moreover, (2.5) implies

1 1
Xeer© = [ g idx + [ (o tdx < K3, 2.16)

with some K, >0. Here we may assume 2C;>1 and K$<,/2 C;K3 without loss
of generality. In view of (2.15) and (2.16), it follows inductively from (2.14) that

X+ 1(1) < 29C5<Kgx,

where
_ 1K, _ _k__lﬁ__
ak—7‘=02(k [)=2 3 1,
k—1
b,=>2=2k—-1 and C, =2k
i=0
Therefore

limsup {X,,,(D}> "V < J2C3K, for 0=<t<T*,
k=00
which implies
lu(-s DllL=o,sy + (-5 DllL=(sy,1) < Ca (2.17)

for all 0<t< T* with some C,>0 independent of s(t) and T*. Moreover, (1.6)
and (2.17) give

()] = Caluy +p5)- (2.18)

for all 0<t<T*.

We have put restriction (2.5) on ¢ to derive (2.17) and (2.18). For general
o satisfying (A.4), we observe that, for any 0<d < T*, x=s(0) is distant from the
fixed boundary and u,(-, ) is Hélder continuous in x € [0, s(d)] (resp. x € [s(9),
1]) by Theorem 2.1. Therefore, by taking {u(-, J), s(6)} in place of {¢, I}, it is
sufficient to repeat the above procedure. Thus we see that (2.17) and (2.18) are
valid for every 6 <t < T* and, therefore, (2.3) follows.
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It remains to show (2.4). Since Theorem 2.1 (ii) assures s € C([0, T*]), we have
only to prove u*eC([0, T*]; H{(I)). We may take s(T*)=1. We reduce
initial boundary value problem (1.1), (1.3), (1.5) and (1.7) in {(x, t); 0<x <s(?),
0<t<T*} to the corresponding problem in a cylindrical domain (see [8, §4]).
Then the standard parabolic regularity result yields u , € C([0, T*]; H{(I)). Asto
u_, we use (2.3) to see

1
Lm u2(x, 0dx < (-, Dl Fosny (1= 5(1)) — 0

ast—>T*. Consequently, u~ e C([0, T*]; H}(I)). q.e.d.

PRrROOF OF LEMMA 2.3.  We take a=0 without loss of generality to prove this
lemma.

Let w be any H!(I)-function satisfying w(y')=0 with some y €l. Since
Wl i1y < Cyllwell L2(ry With some C, >0 independent of w, Gagliardo-Nirenberg’s
inequality gives

”W”LZ(I) =< C2||Wx|'i/2%1)|lwni/l?l), (2.19)

where C,>0 is a positive constant independent of w (see Nirenberg [11]).
Now let v be any function with the property stated in this lemma. If we set
w(x)=v(fx), 0<x <1, a simple computation shows

IWllezy = B~ 210l 20,8y IWIlLiry = B~ 0l Lico.py

and ||Wx||L2(1) = ﬂ”znl’x”u(o,ﬁ)-

Substitution of these relations into (2.19) gives the assertion. q.e.d.

§3. Existence of solutions II

By Theorems 2.1 and 2.2, there exists a unique number T* (which may be
+ 00) such that (P) has the unique solution {u, s} on [0, T*] whenever the initial
dat {o, I} fulfills (A.3)" and (A.4).

In the case T*< o, the free boundary x=s(¢) hits one of the fixed ends at
t=T*, say, s(T*)=1. Suppose that the solution {u, s} can be extended beyond
t=T* with the property 0<s(f)<1 for te(T*, T) with some T>T* Since
u(1, H)=u(s(t), t)=0 for te [T*, T), one can show u(x, 1)=0 for (x, 1) € S}. 7 by
applying the maximum principle to (1.2) (see, e.g., Nirenberg [10]). Moreover,
since u(0, t)=u(s(t), 1)=0 for te [T*, T) and u(x, T*)=0 for x € [0, 1], another
application of the maximum principle to (1.1) yields u(x, t)=0 for (x, t) € [0, s(¢)]
x [T*, T). Then it follows from (1.6) that §(1)=0 for te [T*, T), which contra-
dicts the assumption. Thus we have shown that, if the free boundary x =s(t) hits
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one of the fixed ends at t=T*, it never leaves there for t=T*.

In order to study conditions under which T* becomes finite, it is better to
continue to solve (P) beyond t=T*<oo. In the case T*< o0, it seems natural
from the preceding arguments to take s(f)=0 or 1 for t= T* and neglect the free
boundary condition (1.6) for t>T*. For example, if s(T*)=1 with T*< oo, we
set s(t)=1 for t=T* and construct u(-, t) (¢>T*) as the solution of the usual
initial boundary value problem (1.1), (1.3), (1.5) for ¢t> T* with initial data u(-,
T*) at t="T*.

The above procedure applies to the case /=0 or 1 in an obvious manner.

Then we can show the following theorem which generalizes Theorems 2.1
and 2.2.

THEOREM 3.1. Under the assumptions (A.1), (A.2), (A.3) and (A.4) there
exists a unique pair of functions {u, s} € C(Q)x C[0, c0) with the following
properties:

(i) u(-,0=¢ and s(0)=1.

(ii) $eL*0, o0)n L8, o) for any 6>0.

(iii) {u, s} satisfies (1.3), (1.4) and (1.5) for t € [0, o0) and

0<u<M=max{l, sup o(x)} in S-,
0=sx=sl

0Ozu= - M=min{-—1, inf ¢o(x)} in S*.
Isx=s1

(iv) u*e ([0, 0); HYD)n L*, co; H{I)), and u,eL*(S3)n L>(S})
for any 6>0.

(v) u,eL*(S™)nLXSH).

(vi) u, u,e€C(S™)NC(S) and {u, s} satisfies (1.1) and (1.2) everywhere.

(vii) For any 6>0, u, is Hélder continuous with respect to (x, t) in {(y, 1) €
S;; s(t1)=6} and {(y, 1)eS}; s(t1)<1—08} and § is Hélder continuous for te
{126; 6<s(1)<1-3}.

(viii) {u, s} satisfies (1.6) for te {r; 0<s(t)<1}.

PROOF OF THEOREM 3.1. In ivew of Theorems 2.1 and 2.2, there is nothing to
prove if T*=o00. We consider the case T*<oo and take s(T*)=1. Since u(-,
T*)e HY(I) by Theorem 2.2, it is standard to solve the initial boundary value
problem (1.1), (1.3), (1.5) for t> T* with the initial data u(-, T*) at t=T* (see,
LadyZenskaja et al [6] or Henry [3]). Observe that estimates (2.2) and (2.17)
remain true for all t>T*. Therefore, recalling the results of Theorems 2.1 and
2.2, we have only to see the Holder continuity of u, with resect to (x, t) € S; for any
0>0 to complete the proof. To do so, we reduce the initial boundary value
problem (1.1), (1.3), (1.5), (1.7) in S_ to that in a cylindrical domain. Then the
parabolic regularity result yields the Holder continuity of u, (see [8, §41). qg.e.d.
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In what follows, we say that {u, s} is a smooth solution of (P) if it has the
properties stated in Theorem 3.1.

§4. Comparison principle

In this section we will give some comparison results which will be useful in the
study of asymptotic behavior of smooth solutions for (P).

We prepare some terminology. Let £ denote the set of all functions {u, s} e
C(Q) x C([0, )) satisfying (i) u, is continuous for (x, t) in S~ n{(y, 7); >0,
s(t)>0} and S* n {(y, 7); >0, s(r)<1}, (ii) u,, u,.€ C(S~) N C(S+), and (iii) s(f)
is continuously differentiable for te {t>0; 0<s(t)<1}.

According to our previous papers [8, 9], we will define super- and subsolutions
for (P).

DEFINITION 4.1. A pair of functions {u, s} € # is called a supersolution of
(P) for the initial data {¢, I} if it satisfies

(i) wzdiu,+uf(u in S,

(i) w=2dyu.,+ug(u) in S*,

(iii) u(0,1 =0 in (0, o),

(iv) wu(1, =0 in (0, o0),

(v) u(s(r), )=0 for te {t>0, 0<s(r)<1},
(vi) $(= —pu(s()—0, )+ pu(s(1)+0,t) forte{r>0;0<s(r)<1},
(vii)  u(x, 0)=¢(x) in,

(vii) s(0)=1.

A subsolntion of (P) for the initial data {¢, I} is defined by reversing the inequality
signs in (i), (ii), (iii), (iv) and (vi). If {u, s} is a super- and subsolution of (P), it is
called a classical solution of (P).

REMARK 4.1. Let {u, s} be a supersolution of (P) for the initial data {¢, I}
satisfying (A.3) and (A.4). Then the maximum principle for parabolic equations
assures ©=0 in S-. Now we observe that, if s(T*)=1 for some T*=0, then
s()=1 for all t=T*. In fact, suppose that s(t)<1 for te(T*, T). Then, by
the maximum principle, u=0 in S}. 7; so that §(f)=0 for te(T*, T) (see (vi) in
Definition 4.1). This result contradicts the assumption s(t)< 1 for te(T*, T).

Analogous results hold for a subsolution of (P); u<0 in S* and s(£)=0 for
t=T* when s(T*)=0.

Our first comparison theorem corresponds to Theorem 5.1 in [8].

THEOREM 4.1. Assume that {¢*, I'} (i=1, 2) satisfy (A.3) and (A.4). Let
{ul, s'} (resp. {u?, s?}) be a supersolution (resp. subsolution) of (P) for the initial
data {@', I'} (resp. {@?, 1?}). If {@!, '} ={@?, 12} with I'#12, then
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{u'(-, 0, s} = {u?(-, 1), s(t)}  forall t=0.

PrOOF. We first consider the case when one of ¢ (i=1, 2) is non-vanishing
and 1>1'>12>0. Set T*=inf {t; s’(t)=0 or 1 for some i}. Repeating the
arguments in [8, Theorem 5.1] one can easily show that s'(z)>s(¢t) for t € [0, T*)
and ul(x, t)=u?(x, t) for (x, t) e I x [0, T*]. Therefore, s'(T*)=1 or s¥(T*)=0.
For example, let s'(T*)=1. Then it follows from Remark 4.1 that s'(f)=1 for
t= T* and, therefore, s?(f) <s'(t) for t= T*. Moreover, since u!(0, 1)=0=u?(0, 1)
and u'(s'(¢), t)=0=u?(s%(t), t) for t= T*, the comparison principle for parabolic
equations gives u'=u? in (§?)7.; so that u'=u? in Q x [T*, ).

We next consider the case when ¢! =¢?=0and 1>1'>/2>0. Making use
of the comparison principle again we can see u'=0=u2in Q0. Hence §'(1)=0=
$%(t) for a.e.t €(0, 00); so that s'(t)>s(t) for all t e [0, o0).

Finally it remains to consider the case when I'=1 or [2=0. We will treat
the case I'=1. By Remark 4.1, s'(f)=1fort=20and u'20in Q. Since s¥(1)<1
and u?(s%(t), t) <0 for t=0, the comparison principle enables us to conclude u!>
u?in @. Thus the proof is complete. q.e.d.

We will state another comparison theorem which gives a slightly preciser
result than Theorem 4.1.

THEOREM 4.2. In addition to the assumptions of Theorem 4.1, assume that
one of {u’, s} (i=1, 2) is a classical solution of (P). If {@', I'}={¢?, 12}, then
{w'(-, 1), s'(®O} = {u?(-, 1), s¥()}  forall t=0.
Moreover, if p!# @2, then
ul(x, ) > u¥(x,t) for (x,t)eQ
and .sl(t)>s2(t)for te{rte(0, ©0); 0<sl(1)<1 or 0<s¥(r)<1}.

Proor. In order to prove the former half of this theorem, it suffices to
combine the arguments used in [8, Theorem 6.3] and those in the proof of
Theorem 4.1. The latter half can be derived by using the strong maximum
principle for parabolic equations (see [10, Theorem 2]). g.e.d.

§5. Dependence on initial data
In this section we will study the dependence on initial data for smooth
solutions of (P). Our result reads as follows.

THEOREM 5.1.  Suppose that {o", I"} (n=1, 2,...) and {¢, I} satisfy (A.3),
(A.9),
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limi" =1 and lim(e")* =* in HYI). (5.1)

n—oxO n—oo

Let {u", s"} (n=1, 2,...) and {u, s} be the smooth solutions of (P) for the initial
data {¢", I"} and {¢, I}, respectively. Then

lim s"(t) = s(t) and (5.2)
l_1}2 (-, ) =ur(-, 1) in HYI) (5.3)

for every t=0.

PrOOF. First of all, we will give various uniform estimates for {u”, s"}.
Observe that (2.2) remains valid for every t=0 with {u, s} replaced by {u", s"};
that is,

2 t s (t)
B, @) + A5 [ [ upraxar
1 0J O
(" m2 1 (" enens
g (up)?dxdt + | [$"(1)]3dr (5.4)
dy JoJ s 2 Jo

< E(pr, I"), for t=0,

where the right-hand side of (5.4) is bounded by a constant independent of n on
account of (5.1). Since Theorem 3.1 (iii) together with (5.1) yields the uniform
boundedness of {u"}, it follows from (5.4) that

{$m}>_, is bounded in L3(0, o0), (5.9
{ur}, is bounded in L*(0, co; H(I)), (5.6)
{un}>, is bounded in L?(Q). 5.7

In view of (5.7) one can also find that

o (s (1) ] 1
f f lun_[2dxdz +f f lun |2dxdc < C (5.8)
oJo 0 s"(1)

for every 6> 0 with some positive constant C independent of n. Then (5.8) implies
that there exists some ¢, € [0, ] satisfying

"(tn) 1
[ s s+ [ e iy s e (59)
0 s"(tn)
Here we note that the following inequalities hold by Hélder’s inequality:

lu(t)lL=co,sntnyy = Nut(t)L2(0,57t0y) - S"(t0)'/%,
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U2t Lo(snatny 1) = NUuB (D L2y, 1) - (1 —=5"(t)) /2.

Hence, it follows from (5.9) that

luz(@)l =y = C1(5), (5.10)

where C,(6) is independent of n. Repeating the arguments in the proof of
Theorem 2.2 one can derive from (5.10)

(U2l L=(0,snayy + 42Ol L sniey, 1) S C2(0) (5.11)

for every t= 6 with some C,(6)>0 independent of n (cf. (2.17)).

Let T>0 be any fixed positive number. Ascoli-Arzela’s theorem together
with (5.4) implies that {s"}, is relatively compact in C([0, T]). Using Ishii’s
result [4, Lemma 3.1], we see from (5.6) and (5.7) that {u"};%, is bounded in
CU214Ix [0, T]); so that {u"}®, is relatively compact in C(Ix [0, T7J).
These compactness results imply that there exists a subsequence {u"’,s"} of
{u", s"} such that

s" — 3§ in C([0, T])
u” — 1 in C(Ix[0,T]) as n — oo. (5.12)

We will accomplish the proof by dividing it into several cases. First we
consider the case when 0<I<1 and 0<3(t)<1 for te [0, T]. Since 0<s™'(f)<1
for sufficiently large n’, it can be shown that {(u")*}2.; is relatively compact in
C([e, T]; HYI)) for any >0 by the method used in [8, Theorem 6.5]. Therefore,

(')t — (@)t as n' — oo in C([e, T1; HYI)) (5.13)

for any ¢>0. Since we have already obtained uniform estimates (5.6), (5.7) and
(5.8), it is easily seen that the limiting function {#, §} of {u™, s*} satisfies (1.1),
(1.2) and initial boundary conditions. Moreover, following the arguments by
Yotsutani [14, Lemma 10.2] we find that {i, §} satisfies the free boundary
equation (1.6). The regularity properties of {i, §} are derived as in [8]; so it
becomes a smooth solution of (P). The uniqueness of smooth solutions for (P)
(Theorem 4.2) yields {#i, §} ={u, s}. This fact implies that (5.12) and (5.13) hold
true with {u", s"'} and {4, §} replaced by {u", s"} and {u, s}. Thus (5.2) and
(5.3) follow in the first case.

We next consider the second case when 0<I< 1 and x =5(¢) hits a fixed end at
some time in (0, T). Let T*>0 be the first time when x=3(¢) hits a fixed end,
say, (T*)=1. As in the first case, we can prove that {d, §} is a smooth solution
of (P) on [0, T*]. Therefore, the uniqueness result gives s(f)=3(¢) for te [0, T *]
and u(x, f)=ii(x, t) for (x, £)e[0, 1]x [0, T*]. Moreover, Theorem 2.1 assures
T*=T*, where T* is the first time when the free boundary x =s(¢) arrives at one
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of the fixed ends. We note that s(t)=1and u=(-, {)=0fort=>T*. We will show
that 5(1)=1 for t=T*. Suppose that 0<3(t)<1 for te(T*, T) with some T >
T*. Since {i, §} can be proved to satisfy (1.1)(1.6) for t e (T*, T, the reasoning
developed in §3 leads us to the contradiction. Therefore, §(tf)=1 and (@) ~(-, ?)
=0 for t=T*. Since it is easy to see that @ satisfies (1.1), (1.3) and (1.5), one
can conclude that u(-, t)=1(-, t) and s(t)=3(t) for te [T*, T]. Hence, by virtue
of (5.12) we get (5.2) and

limun(-, ) =u(-, ) in CIx[0, T]).

By mapping (S§ )~ or (S§)* to a cylindrical domain by a suitable change of
variables, the regularity results for parabolic equations enable us to show that
{u}}®, is relatively compact in C([e, T]; H§I)) for any ¢e>0 and that {u;}5,
is relatively compact in C([e, T*—¢]; H}(I)) for any ¢>0. Hence

limu} =u* in C([e, T]; HY1))

n—o

limu, =u- in C([¢, T*—¢]; HYI)) (5.14)

n—o

for any ¢>0. Moreover, invoking (5.11) and lim,_, ,, s"(¢)=1 for te [T*, T] we
find that

Jln( 1) (x, DPdx S CATH(I=70) —0 a5 n—s 0 (5.15)

for every te [T*, T]. Thus (5.14) and (5.15) yield (5.3).
Finally it remains to consider the case when /=0 or 1. For this case it is
sufficient to repeat the procedure developed in the second case for te [T*, T].
g.e.d.

§6. Structure of w-limit set

For every {¢, 1} satisfying (A.3) and (A.4), Theorems 3.1 and 4.2 give a unique
smooth solution of (P), which is denoted by {u(x, t; ¢, ), s(t; @, )}.

It is convenient to introduce the notion of w-limit set associated with the
solution orbit {{u(-, t; ¢, 1), s(t; @, I); t=0}:

DEerFINITION 6.1.  For the solution orbit {{u(-, t; @, ), s(t; @, I)}; t=0}, the
w-limit set w(¢, 1) is defined by

(o, 1) = {{u*, s*} e H{(I) x I; there exists a sequence {t,} 1 oo such
that s(t,; @, )>s* and u*(t,; @, D—>(u*)* in HYI) as n—>o0}.

The prodact topology induced from H}(I)x I is called Q-topology.
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LEMMA 6.1.
(i) {s(t; @, I); t=0} is relatively compact in I.
(i) {u(-, t; @, ); t=0} is relatively compact in H{(I).

Proor. (i) Since 0=Zs(t; ¢, )£1 for t=0, the assertion follows from
Bolzano-Weierstrass’s theorem.

(ii)) We will complete the proof by dividing it into three cases.

(a) The case when the free boundary x=s(t; ¢, [) hits a fixed end in a finite
time. For example, we take s(T*; ¢, [)=1 and, therefore, s(t; ¢, )=1for t=T*.
Then u(-, t; @, 1) satisfies the usual boundary value problem (1.1), (1.3) and (1.5)
for t= T*; so that the parabolic regularity results yield the compactness of {u(-, 1;
@, D); t=T*} in HY(I) (see, e.g., Henry [3]).

(b) The case when d=<s(t; ¢, )<1—d for all t=0 with some de(0, 1).
In this case the proof is the same as that of Lemma 7.1 (iii) in [8].

(c) The remaining case (that is, the free boundary neither hits the fixed
boundary nor is distant from the fixed boundary by a positive constant). Let
{u(-, t,; @, D}, be any sequence. We will prove that {u(t,; ¢, I)} has a con-
vergent subsequence (in H{(I)) in the situation where {s(t,; ¢, I)} satisfies

1 .
I_W§S(tn’¢7l)<1~

(If {s(t,; @, D} is distant from the fixed boundary by a positive constant, the
proof will become simpler). By Theorem 3.1,

sup [lu(-» DllLeso,1) = Cle)
for each >0 with some C(¢)=0. Therefore,
1
[0 s 0Pdx < COL-s(t; 9, 1) —0 as n— co;
s(tn;d, 1)

that is, limu~(-, ¢t,)=0 in H}(I). We next show the compactness of {u*(-, t,)}

n—

in HY(I). By virtue of the uniform continuity of t—s(¢; ¢, I), there exists some
¢>0 such that

1/4<s(t; 0, ) < 1 for telt,—c, t,+c].

Since u* € L*(0, co; H§(I)) by Theorem 3.1, we can follow the arguments in
[8, §4] to show the uniform Hdélder continuity of

xoulx, 1) in U {(x, ;0= xS s(0), t, —cSt=t, +c}

Then it is easy to extract from {u*(-, t,)} a subsequence which converges in
HY(I). q.e.d.
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We are ready to give some information on the structure of w(g, I).

THEOREM 6.2. (i) w(¢@, ) is non-empty, compact and connected in -
topology.
(i) (e, l) is positively invariant; if {u*, s*} € w(ep, [), then {u(-, t; u*, s*),
s(t; @*, s*)} e w(e, 1) for erery 120.
(iii) If {u*, s*} e (o, I), then it satisfies
diuf, + u*f(w*)=0, u*=0 in (0, s*),
dyu¥, + u*gu*) =0, u*=<0 in (s%1),
u*(0) = u*(s*) = u*(1) = 0,
— pu¥(s*=0) + uou¥(s*+0)=0 if 0<s*< 1.

(SP)

PrOOF. (i) Lemma 6.1 assures that w(¢, I) is non-empty. The compact-
ness and connectedness of w(¢, [) are derived from the definition of the w-limit
set (cf. [3, pp. 91-92]).

(i) Let {u*, s*} ew(p, I). Then there exists a sequence {t,} 1 oo satisfying
lim,_ , {u(-, t,, @, N} ={u*, s*} in Q-topology. Therefore, it follows from
Theorem 5.1 that

lim {u(-, t; ut,; @, 1), s(t,; @, D), s(t; u(t,: @, 1), s(t,; ¢, 1)} (6.1)

n—oo

= {u(t; u*, s*), s(t; u*, s*)} in Q-topology

for every t=0. Since the uniqueness of solutions for (P) implies {u(-, t; u(-, t,;
@, ), s(tys @, D), s(t; u(-, t,; @, D), s(t; @, D)y ={u(t+t,: @, 1), s(t+1,; ¢, )} for
t=0, it follows from (6.1) that {u(t; u*, s*), s(t; u*, s*)} € w(e, ).

(iii) We introduce the functional E(u, s) defined by (2.1). By Lemma 6.1
in [8, 1],

A Bt 0, D, 5005 0, ) 6.2)
2 s(t) 2 1
< _ M1 2 _HZ_'J‘ 20y — 1 je(r)13
=- 0 fo ubdx = B2 | urdx — ) 15(0)

for te {t>0; 0<s(t; @, [)<1}. Moreover, it is easily seen that
d : :
”dT E(u(t, o, l)’ S(t, P, I))

_..é,‘_f_f’ugdx if telnt{t>0;s(z; o, =1
1 0
A 6.3)
_i}f wdx if telnt(r>0; s(t; @, )=0},
2 0
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where Int C means the interior of a set C. Since (6.2) and (6.3) imply that t—
E(u(t; @, 1), s(t; @, 1)) is monotone non-increasing, E(u(t; ¢, I), s(¢; ¢, 1)) con-
verges to a constant E_ as t—»>oo. Therefore, it follows from Definition 6.1 that
E(u*, s*)=E_, for any {u*, s*}ew(p, ]). This fact, together with the positive
invariance of w(g, 1), leads to

E(u(t; u*, s*), s(t; u*, s*)) = E,, forevery t=0. (6.4)
Differentiating (6.4) with repect to ¢t and making use of (6.2) and (6.3) we have
uft; u*, s*) =0 for t>0 and $(t;u* s*)=0 if st 0, el
from which it follows that
u(t; u*, s*) =u* and s(t; u*, s*) = s* for t=0.
Hence the conclusion of (iii) is easily derived. q.e.d.

The problem (SP) given in Theorem 6.2 is called a stationary problem
associated with (P). In subsequent sections, we will investigate various properties
of solutions for (SP) (stationary solutions).

REMARK 6.1. Let {u*, s*} be a solution of (SP). If u* is not identically
zero in (0, s*), then it must be positive in (0, s*). Similarly, 4* must be negative
in (s*, 1) if it is not identically zero in (s*, 1).

§7. Stationary problem

In this section we will study (SP). First observe that for every e, {0, &}
satisfies (SP). So we say that {0, &} is a trivial solution. The set {{0, &}; eI}
is called the set of trivial solutions.

Our main task is to look for non-trivial solutions of (SP). Clearly, any
nontrivial solution {u*, s*} of (SP) satisfies one of the following three problems;

(i) If s*=1, then
dyuk, + u*f@*) =0, u*>0 in I,
G5-D [ u*(0) = u*(1) = 0.
(ii) If s*=0, then
dyu¥ + u*gw*) =0, u*<0 in I,
5P { u*(0) = u*(1) = 0.

(i) If 0<s*<1, then
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diuf, + u*fw*)=0, u*>0 in (0, s*),
dyu¥, + u*gw*) =0, u*<0 in (s% 1),
u*(0) = u*(s*) = u*(1) = 0,

— pu¥(s*—0) + puuX(s*+0)=0.

(SP-3)

We will partition the set of non-trivial solutions for (SP) into three classes, 2,
A" and 0. These are the solutions of (SP-1), (SP-2) and (SP-3), respectively.
As in the paper of Smoller and Wasserman [13] (or [9, §3]) we set

Fu) = —j—l Jo of (v)dv a.1)
and define the ‘time’ mapping
T(p) =2 [ {F@(p) - Fw)~du a2

for p>0 such that there exists some d(p) € (0, 1) satisfying p>=F(&(p)). In (7.2),
a(p)=min {&@(p) € (0, 1); p>=F(&p))}. In other words, T;(p) is the minimum
of x>0 at which the solution v(x; p) of

div, +0vf(v) =0, x>0,
[ (7.3)

v(0)=0, v (0)=p (>0),

vanishes. Therefore, any solution {u*, 1} in £ is obtained by looking for p*
such that T,;(p*)=1 and u* is given by u*(x)=uv(x; p*).
Similarly, we define

T@ =2 [ (G(B@) - Gwidu, ¢ >0 a4
with  G(u) =212;f: vg(—v)dv,

where B(q)=min {f(q) € (0, 1); g>=G(B(q))}. Then it is seen that 1—T,(q) is
the maximum of x <1 where the solution w(x; q) of

d,w,. + wgw) =0, x<1,
(7.5)

w(l) =0, w(l)=4q (>0),

vanishes. Therefore, every solution in 4 is given by {w(x; g*), 0}, where g*
satisfies T,(g*)=1.

We can also look for solutions in ¢ with the aid of time mappings T, and T,.
Consider the following auxiliary problem
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dluxx + uf(u) = Oa u>0 in (03 é)s
dyue, +ugu) =0, u<0 in (1), (7.6)
u(0) = u(¢) = u(1) =0,

where £ €1 is any fixed number. Suppose that p(&) and g(&) satisfy

Ty(p(9) = ¢ (7.7)
and
T,q@) =1-¢, (7.8)
respectively. Then the function
vix; p(8)  for 0=x=4,
u(x; &) = (7.9)
wix; q(8) for (sx=1,

satisfies (7.6). Since

— U (E—0;8) = up(§) and pu (E+0; &) = — pq(é), (7.10)

it suffices to look for all s*el satisfying p,p(s*)=pu,q(s*) in order to get all
solutions in 0.

From the preceding consideration it becomes important to study the quali-
tative nature of T, and T,. In what follows, we will put some restriction on f
and g to make our arguments clear and avoid technical complexity. The following
two typical cases are considered here.

Case A. In addition to (A.1) (resp.(A.2)), f(u) (resp.g(u)) is monotone
non-increasing (resp. non-decreasing) and positive on [0, 1) (resp. (—1, 0].

Case B. fand g are quadratic polynomials of the form
fw)=—viu—a)(u—1) with v, >0 and 0=a < 1/2, (7.11)
gu) = —v,(u+b)(u+1) with v, >0 and 0=b < 1/2. (7.12)

7.1. Analysis of (SP) in Case A
In view of (7.2), Ty(p) is defined for 0<p<p,=./F(1) and expressed as

1.0) = V2, [ {[ wrammaw} ™" a. (7.13)

Since p—a(p) is monotone increasing for p € (0, p,), we see from (7.13) and the
monotonicity of f that T;(p) is continuous and monotone increasing for p € (0, p,).
Moreover, simple calculations show
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lim T,(p) = n/d,[f(0) and lim T(p) = oc. (7.14)
p~ pP=po

The graph of T, is given in Fig. 2.
In the same manner, one can prove that T,(q) is continuous and monotone
increasing for g € (0, q,) With go=./G(1) and that it satisfies

§
E= Tl(P)
1
]
1
]
|
[
|
|
|
1
|
|
|
|
|
1
|
]
[}
[}
1
A [
|
|
[}
|
’ p
0 Po
Fig. 2. Graph of T, in Case A.
lim T,(q) = n\/dz/g(O) and lim T,(q) = oo. (7.15)
q-0 990

Now we are ready to state the existence result of non-trivial solutions for (SP).

(i) (SP) has no solutions in 2 if A=1 and has a unique solution {u, 1} in
2 if A<I.

(ii) (SP) has no solutions in A" if B=1 and has a unique solution {u, 0}
in & if B<1.

(iii) (SP) has no solutions in 0 if A+ B=1 and has a unique solution {u., c}
in 0 if A+ B<1. Moreover,

u<u.<u in I, (7.16)
for the case A+ B<1 where the existence of u and i is assured by (i) and (ii).

ProOF. By virtue of the monotonicity of T, and (7.14), equation (7.7)
determines uniquely a continuous and monotone increasing function p(£) for
£= A with p(4)=0. Similary, since T, is also monotone increasing and (7.15)
holds, a continuous and monotone decreasing function g(¢) is determined uniquely
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from (7.8) for £<1—B with g(1—-B)=0. So, (SP) has no solutions in £ and 4~
for A=1 and B=1, respectively. The unique solution {ii, 1} in & for A<l is
expressed as

iu(x) = v(x; p(1)), (7.17)

where v(x; p) is the solution of (7.3). Similarly, the unique solution {, 0} in
A for B<1 is expressed as

u(x) = w(x; 4(0)), (7.18)

where w(x; q) is the solution of (7.5).
In order to look for solutions in @, we draw two curves

Cy={¢ n);n=pp@&), {>A}

and

Cy = {(& n); n=u,9(%), {<1-B}.

in (&, n)-plane. See Fig. 3. By the monotonicity of p and g, one can see that, if
A+B2=1, then C, and C, do not intersect; so there are no solutions in ¢. If
A+B<]1, then C, and C, intersect at a unique point P,, whose £-coordinate is
denoted by ¢. So there is a unique solution in @, which is expressed as {u(- ; ¢), c},
where u(- ; &) is given by (7.9).

G,

7 = pp(§)
7 = p2q(§)

P o e e e e e - ——— —— ——

Fig. 3

We will show the order relation (7.16) in the case A+ B<1. Since T; and T,
are monotone increasing, we can employ the method in [9, Lemma 3.2] (which is
based on the phase plane analysis) to show that
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u(x) = v(x; p(1)) > v(x; p(c)) >0 for 0<x=<c¢
and
0 > w(x; q(c)) > w(x; q(0)) = u(x) for c<x<1.

(Recall (7.17) and (7.18)). Hence (7.16) easily follows in view of the expression
of u(x; ¢). q.e.d.

7.2. Analysis in Case B.

We will study the time mapping T, by substituting (7.11) into (7.13). It is
easy to see that T,(p) is defined for O<p<p,=={v,(1—2a)/6d,}!/2. The
result of Smoller and Wasserman ([13, Theorem 2.1]) tells us that T,(p) has
exactly one critical point at p=p* (0, p,) (see also [12]). Hence T;(p) is mono-
tone decreasing on (0, p*) and monotone increasing on (p*, p,). Moreover, a
simple calculation yields

lim T;(p) = lim T,(p) = 0.
0 pP~po

Setting A4*=T,(p*), we define p,(¢)€[p*, po) (resp. p»() € (0, p*]) for £z A*
by (7.7). Then p,(&) is continuous and monotone increasing for £ > A* and p,(&)
is continuous and monotone decreasing for £ = A4*. See Fig. 4.

§

Fig. 4. Graph of T, in Case B.

Analogously, T,(q) has exactly one critical point at g=g* € (0, g,) with g, =
{v,(1—=2b)/6d,}1/2. Set B*=T,(q*). Then (7.8) determines a unique function
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q.(&) (resp. g,(&)) with values in [g*, qo) (resp. (0, ¢*]) for ¢<1—B*. Then
q,(&) (resp. g,(£)) is monotone deceasing (resp. increasing) for £ <1— B*.

As in the proof of Theorem 7.1, we will draw the following curves in (&, n)-
plane:

Ci=Cy1 UCyy with Cy={(& n);n=ppl) for = A*} (i=1,2),
and

Cr=Cy U Cyy with Cyy = {(& m); n=pyq(&) for ES1—B* (i=1,2).
See Fig. 5.
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|
L §
0 A*  s* 1-B* 1

Fig. 5
The existence results for (SP) can be stated as follows.

THEOREM 7.2.

(i) (SP) has no solutions in 2 if A*>1, a unique solution {ii|, 1} in 2 if
A*=1 and two solutions {u,, 1}, {i1,, 1} in 2@ with u,>u, if A*¥<I.

(ii) (SP) has no solutions in " if B*>1, a unique solution {u,, 0} in & if
B*=1 and two solution {u,, 0}, {u,, 0} in & with u, >u, if B*<1.

(iii) When A*+ B*>1, (SP) has no solutions in 0.

(iv) When A*+ B* <1, (SP) has the same number of solutions in O as that of
intersecting points of C, and C,. Moreover any solution {u*, s*} in O satisfies

u(x) <u*(x) < x) for xel, (7.19)

where u, and @, are the solutions in (i) and (ii), whose existence is assured for
A*+B*<1.
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ProOOF. The idea of the proof is almost the same as that of Theorem 7.1.
We note that the number of solutionsin £ is identical with that of p’s satisfying
Ti(p)=1. So (SP) has no solutions in 2 for A*>1. For A*<1, there are so-
lutions {ur,, 1}, {&i,, 1} in &, which are expressed as

iy (x) = v(x; py(1)) and ii(x) = v(x; py(1)),

where v(x; p) is the solution of (7.3). These solutions are identical for A*=1
because p,(A*)=p,(A*). If A*<1, then p,(1)>p,(1); so that it is possible to
show i1, > i1, with the aid of phase plane analysis (see [9, Lemma 3.1]). Thus the
proof of (i) is complete.

One can prove (ii) in a similar manner.

If we want to know the number of solutions in ¢, we may count the number
of intersecting points of C; and C,. Therefore, it is easy to see (iii) and the
first half of (iv).

It remains to prove that any solution {u*, s*} € ¢ satisfies (7.19) for A*+ B*
<I1. In(7.19), u, and u, are given by

uy(x) = o(x; py(1)) and u;(x) = w(x; q,(0)),

where v(-; p) and w(-; q) are the solutions of (7.3) and (7.5), respectively. For
the sake of convenience, let {u*, s*} correspond to an intersecting point P*=
(s*, n*) of C,, and C,, as in Fig. 5; that is, n* =y, p,(s*)=u,q,(s*) and u* is
expressed as

o(x; py(s¥)  for 0= x<s*

u*(x) = (7.20)
w(x; q(s%) for s*<x <=1,

lIA

by (7.9). Since p,(s*)=p,(s*), the same reasoning as in the proof of (i) yields
u(x; pa(s¥) = v(x; py(s*)  for 0= x=s* (7.21)

We now make use of Lemma 3.2 in [9]. Since p,(¢) is monotone increasing for
£> A*, we can show

o(x; py(s*) < v(x; py(1)) = #(x)  for 0= x <s* (7.22)
Similarly,
u(x) = wix; 4,(0)) < w(x; q,(s*)  for s*=x=1, (7.23)

because ¢,(¢) is monotone decreasing for £<1—B*. Therefore, the order
relation (7.19) is derived from (7.20), (7.21), (7.22) and (7.23) q.e.d.

REMARK 7.1. Theorem 7.2 and its proof imply the maximality of {ii,, 1} € 2



266 Masayasu MIMURA, Yoshio YAMADA and Shoji YoTsuTaNt

with @, =v(-; p;(1)) (whenever it exists) in the sense that {i1,, 1} = {u*, s*} for
every solution {u*, s*} of (SP). Similarly, {u,, 0}e" with u,=w(-; q,(0))
is minimal whenever it exists.

REMARK 7.2. We have carried out the analysis of (SP) by putting the
restrictions 0<a<1/2 and 0=<b<1/2in (7.11) and (7.12). For a< —1, f satisfies
the conditions in Case A; so the results in 7.1 are valid. For a=1/2, (SP) has
no solutions in & ; so the analysis of (SP) becomes very simple. For —1<a<0,
we can show that T, has only one critical point (see [13, Theorem 2.2]). There-
fore, our method developed in 7.2 remains valid. Since the similar results hold for
g, one can get complete information on the structure of 2, 4" and 0 for general

fand g.

§8. Asymptotic behavior

In this section we will investigate asymptotic properties of smooth solutions of
(P) in connection with stability or instability of stationary solutions.

We first prepare some terminology. For {ui, s'}e H(I)xI (i=1, 2), we
sometimes use the metric defined by

p({ut, s'3, {u?, ) = |lu' —w?|| gy + 15" =52

DEerINITION 8.1, Let{u*, s*} be any solution of (SP). Then it is said that
{u*, s*} is asymptotically stable from above (resp. from below) if there exists a
positive number 6 with the following property: whenever the initial data {¢, I}
fulfills

oo, I}, {u*, s*}) <6 and {o, I} = {u*, s*}

(resp. {p, S {u%, %)),

the smooth solution {u(-, t; ¢, D), s(t; @, )} of (P) satisfies

Lim p({u(-, t; @, D, s(t; ¢, D}, {u*, s*}) =0.

In particular, it is said that {u*, s*} is asymptotically stable if it is asymptotically
stable from above and below.

DEFINITION 8.2. Let {u*, s*} be any solution of (SP). It is said that {u*, s*}
is asymptotically unstable if for any ¢>0 there exists some {¢, I} and é>0 which
satisfy p({u*, s*}, {0, I})<e and lim sup,_, , p({u(-, t; @, D}, {u*, s*})=0.

We also introduce the notion of asymptotic stability for a subset of H{(I) x I
in place of a stationary solution.
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DerINITION 8.3. Let K be any set in Hy(I)xI. Then it is said that K is
asymptotically stable as a set if there is a positive number & such that, if

dist({o, I}, K) = ( iI}fK oo, I}, {u, s}) <9,
then

lim dist ({u(-, t; @, 1), s(t; @, D}, K) = 0.
t—o0

8.1. Stability analysis in Case A

First we will study Case A for which Theorem 7.1 gives complete information
on the set of stationary solutions.

THEOREM 8.1. Let f and g satisfy the conditions in Case A. Set A=

n/d[f(0), B=n/d,/g(0).

(i) If A=1 and B=1, then the set of trivial solutions is asymptotically
stable as a set in the sense that

limu(-,t;0,0) =0 in HYI) 8.1)

for all {@, I}. Moreover, if A>1 and B>1, then

lim s(¢; ¢, I) = s* 8.2
t—00

with some s* depending on {¢, 1}.
(ii) If A<1 and B2\, then {u, 1} € 2 is asymptotically stable and any
trivial solution {0, £} with A<&Z1 is asymptotically unstable in the sense that

lim {u(-, t; @, ), s(t; 9, D} = {#, 1} in Q-topology (8.3)
1=

for any {¢, 1} satisfying ¢=0, ¢ #0 and A<I<1. Moreover, the set {{0, £};
0<t<A and n*d,E2—d,(1-&)"%)>f(0)—g(0)} is asymptotically stable
as a set.

(iii) If A=1 and B<1, then {u, 0} e & is asymptotically stable and any
trivial solution {0, £} with 0<¢<1—B is asymptotically unstable in the sense
that

lim {u(-, t; @, ), s(t; ¢, D} = {u, 0} in Q-topology (8.4)
t—00

for any {0, 1} satisfying <0, 9 #0 and 0=1<1—B. Moreover, the set {{0, {};
1—B<¢Z1 and n*(dE2—d,(1-¢)72)<f(0)—g(0)} is asymptotically stable
as a set.

(iv) If A<l1, B<1, and A+B>1, then {i,1}€ P and {u, 1} e are
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asymptotically stable and any trivial solution {0, &} satisfying 0<E<1—B or
A<¢<1 is asymptotically unstable in the sense of (ii) or (iii). :

(v) If A+B<1, then both {u, 1} € 2 and {u, 0} e 4~ are asymptotically
stable and any trivial solution is asymptotically unstable. Moreover, {u,, c} €0
is asymptotically unstable in the sense that (8.3) (resp. (8.4)) holds true for any

{9, I} satisfying {o, I} 2 {u,, c} (resp. {@, I} ={u,, c}) with {o, [} #{u,, c}.

PrROOF. (i) In this case (SP) has no non-trivial solutions by Theorem 7.1.
Therefore, Theorem 6.2 implies that w(¢, ) is contained in the set of trivial
solutions; so that (8.1) easily follows. In order to show (8.2) in the case 4> 1
and B> 1, we consider the following functions

U(x, t) = a(t) sin nx, (8.5)
U(x, t) = — b(t)sin x, (8.6)
as comparison functions. We take

a(t) = a(0) exp {(f(0)—n?d,)t},

8.7)
b(1) = b(0) exp {(9(0) — n?d,)t},
where a(0)>0 and b(0)>0 are sufficiently large numbers such that
— b(0)sinnx £ o(x) < a(0)sinnx  for xel, (8.8)

then {U, 1} and {U, 0}, respectively, become a supersolution and a subsoluton
of (P). Hence, by virtue of (8.8), Theorem 4.2 gives

{UC-, 1), 0} < {u(-, t; 9, D), s(t; 0, D} < {U(-, 1), 1} forall +=0, (89)

which, in particular, implies the exponential decay of |u(-, t; ¢, I)| to zero as t— o0
(use A>1, B>1 and (8.7)). Now (8.2) is trivial in the case when s(t; ¢, [) arrives
at a fixed end in a finite time T* (and, therefore, stays there for t>T*). Hence
we may assume 0<s(t; ¢, )<1 for all t=0. Multiplying (1.1) by u,x/d, and
integrating the resulting expression over S; one gets

%L‘[:”xu(x, t) dx — %f; xp(x)dx
' (8.10)

= i f; s(t)u(s(r) =0, t)dr + —"% f; dr ﬁm xuf (u)dx.

Similarly, multiplying (1.2) by u,x/d, and integrating over S7 we have

ﬂfl xu(x, t)dx — -—si fl xp(x)dx
s(1) 2 1

d3
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= | w1, 0 s
= U, fo u (1, t)dt — p, fo s(Du(s(r)+0, 7)dr (8.11)

u t 1
+ 'dz'J. d‘rj xug(u)dx.
2 0 s(t)

By virtue of (1.6), addition of (8.10) and (8.11) yields
1 = { 1l 2, M J" Ha J" o (x }
—s()?2 =412+ £} x)dx - -
> s(t) 5 /| ox(p(x) x -+ / lx(p(x)dx

TN dx — .:‘.‘,2_‘[l
+ { b L xu(x, fydx — 4 xu(x, z)dx} (8.12)

2 s(t)
+ U, f' u, (1, ©)dt + f' dt {#‘ fS(c)xuf(u)d.x + H2 Jl xug(u)dx}
o 0 d Jo dy J s )

for every t1=0. It follows from (8.9) that the second term in the right-hand side
of (8.12) approaches to zero as t— o0 and that the fourth term converges as t— 0.
Moreover, (8.9) assures

0 = ul(l, 1) = nb(0) exp {(9(0)—n?d;)t}  for t=0;

so that the third term also converges as t—o0. Thus we find from (8.12) that (8.2)
holds true with some s*.
(i) Let £l be fixed. We make use of the following functions
a(t) sin x /& for 0 < x £ & with a >0,
Ulx, t) = [ _ (8.13)
—b()sinn(l—x)/(1=&) for E<x <1 with b>0

as comparison functions in place of (8.5) or (8.6). It is easy to see that {U, ¢}
is a supersolution of (P) if a and b satisfy

i=a(r@ -4, b=b(o(-t)~ [m.)

(1-¢)?

(8.14)

and < b2 wih a<1 and b<1,
¢ 1-¢
while {U, &} is a subsolution of (P) if

. _ dn* _ _ dym?
i=a(f@~47), b=b(s0) - [7,)

(8.15)

and -a!g-l- > lbfzc_ with a<1 and b < 1.

First we fix ¢ €(4, 1) and construct subsolutions of (P) by using (8.15). 1t
follows from the assumptions A<1 and B2 1 that
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b(t) = b(0) exp {(9(0) (1‘12’2)2) }-»o as t— o0,  (8.16)
and
3112 a(t) = u, 8.17)

for some u;e &,={uel; f(u)=d,n?/{?}. Observe a(t)Zmin {a(0), min {v,; v;€
@,}}. Therefore, in order to get a subsolution of (P), it suffices to choose a(0)<1
and b(0)<1 such that

py(1—=¢&) min {a(0), min {v,; v, € P;}} = pu,¢b(0)

(use (8.15)). Theorem 4.2 assures that, if {¢, I} ={U(-, 0), &} then {u(-, t; @, 1),
s(t; @, D}={U(-, 1), &} for every t=0. Therefore, in view of (8.16) and (8.17),
one can assert that for any {u*, s*} e w(¢, 1)

{u*, s*} 2 {U,, &} (8.18)

where U(x)=u,sin nx/¢ for x € [0, {] and Ux)=0 for xe[£, 1]. On the other
hand, it follows from Theorems 6.2 and 7.1 that stationary solution satisfying
(8.18) must be {u, 1}; so that w(e, [)={{u, 1}}. Therefore, we have shown the
validity of (8.3) for any {¢, I} such that {¢, I}={U(-, 0), £}. This fact implies
the asymptotic instability of {0, £} with 4 <& <1 as well as the asymptotic stability
of {i1, 1}. (The assertion obtained here is stronger than that of (ii).)

We next fix £e€(0, A) and construct supersolutions of the form (8.13). In
view of (8.14),

a(t)=,a(0)exp{(f(0—éln—-)t}—»O as t— oo

and
b(t) < b(0) exp {<g(0) (1dzna:)2> } —0 as {—— .

Moreover, one can see that for any >0,
o) 2 6Tyexp {(90)— (hy =2 )r)  for 12T,
with some T;>0. If ¢ satisfies

f(0) — g(0) < n? éz ——(-1‘11—";)—2-), (8.19)

it is possible to choose sufficiently small a(0) so that {U(-, ), £} becomes a
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supersolution of (P). Therefore, Theorem 4.2 implies

{u('- t; ®, I)’ S(t; ®, l)} é {U(, t)s é}

for any {¢, I} ={U(-, 0), £}. The same resoning as in the case 4 <¢<1 shows
that w(e, 1) is contained in a set of trivial solutions {0, £} satisfying ¢ € (0, A) and
(8.19). This fact yields the asymptotic stability of this set.

The proofs of (iii) and (iv) are accomplished in the same way as that of (ii)
with use of the comparison principle.

The proof of (v) is completed as follows. For e (4, 1), take a subsolution
{U(-, 1), &} defined by (8.13) with b(f)=0. Repeating the preceding procedure
leads us to conclude the asymptotic stability of {i1, 1} and the asymptotic instability
of {0, ¢} with A<é<1. The asymptotic stability of {u, 0} and the asymptotic
instability of {0, £} with 0<f<1—B are derived in an analogous manner. It
remains to show the asymptotic instability of {u., c}. In place of (8.13), we
consider

v(x; p(&)) for 0
w(x; q(&) for £=<x

where v(x; p) (resp. w(x; q)) is the solution of (7.3) (resp. (7.5)) with A<é<1—B
Since {U, ¢} is a supersolution (resp. subsolution) of (P) for any £ e (4, ¢) (resp.
¢e(c, 1—B)), the standard method based on the comparison principle yields
the instability of {u,, ¢} in the sense of (v) (see [8, §9]). q.e.d.

=x

II/\
['a

U(x) =

H/\

We will study conditions under which the free boundary arrives at one of the
fixed ends in a finite time.

THEOREM 8.2. Let {u(-, t), s(t)} be a smooth solution of (P). If
lim {u(t); s()} = {u, 1} (resp. {u, 0}) in Q-topology, (8.20)
t—®
then there exists a non-negative number T, < o (resp. T, < o0) such that
s()y=1 for t =T, (resp.s(t)=0 for t=T,).

ProOOF. Assume that lim,_  {u(?), s(t)}={u, 1} (in Q-topology) and that
0<s(t)<1 for all t=0. Then we can make use of the identity (8.12). Since
u=0in S—, u<0in S* and u,(1, t)=0 for =0, it follows from (8.12) that

l s(1)? 2 {L 2+ 7&2—4‘[1 xo(x)dx — H1 fsmxu(x 1) dx}
2 =12 dy, ) d, Jo ’ (8.21)

t ﬂl_fs“) 7#2_\[1
+Iodr{dl . xuf (u)dx + d. s(t)xug(u)dx},
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where the first term in the right-hand side of (8.21) is bounded from below by
some constant. Since {u, 1} € 2 satisfies (SP-1),

1 1
HLI xiif(f)dx = — uII xii dx = — pa(l)=¢, <O.
di Jo 0
Therefore, by virtue of (8.21), there exists a positive number T, such that

I H (!
d) fo xu(x, ) f(u(x, ))dx + d, fs(t) xu(x, H)g(u(x, t))dx

> ; ¢ forall t=T,.

Therefore, letting t— o0 we see that the right-hand side of (8.21) tends to oo. This
result contradicts the boundedness of s(f); so that the free boundary hits a fixed
end in a finite time.

If we wish to get the assertion in the case where lim,., {u(t), s(t)} = {«, 0} in
Q-topology, we have only to use the following identity in place of (8.12):

L =sy
= {ba-np-t f (1= x)p(v)dx - ke f (1= x)¢(x)dx]

NN R l‘,z,fl _
+{d1 L (1=utx, ndx+ 42 [ 1=, z)dx}

+ L u(0, D)t — f; de {5: f :"(1 — x)uf (u)dx
+ & J.:m ( —x)ug(u)dx} ,

whose derivation is almost the same as that of (8.12). q.ed.

8.2. Stability analysis in Case B
We next study stability or instability properties of stationary solutions given
by Theorem 7.2 in Case B.

THEOREM 8.3. Let f and g be of the forms (7.11) and (7.12), respectively.
(1) The set of trivial solutions is asymptotically stable as a set. Moreover
if A*>1 (resp. B¥*>1), then

limu*(-,t; 0, 1) =0 (resp. limu-(-, t; @, )=0) in HI) (8.22)
t—00 t—0

for any {@, I}. In particular, if A*>1 and B*>1, then
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lim {u(-, t; @, 1), s(t; @, D} = {0, s*} in Q-topology (8.23)
t—o0

with some s* € I depending on {o, I}.
(ii) If A*Z1 (resp.B*=<1), then {u,, 1}eP (resp.{u,;,0len) is
asymptotically stable from aobve (resp. from below) in the sense that
lim {u(-, t; @, ), s(t; @, D} = {uy, 1} (3.24)
t—00
(resp. {uy, 0}) in Q-topology)
for any {, 1} satisfying ¢ 2, (resp. pZu,).

In paticular if A*<1 (resp. B*<1), then {u,, 1} € P (resp. {u,, 0} e N") is
asymptotically stable and {ii,, 1} € P (resp.{u,, 0}e ") is asymptotically
unstable in the following sense: (8.24) is valid for any {¢, 1} satisfying ¢ >ii,
with ¢ £, (resp. @ Su, with ¢ #u,), while (8.22) is valid for any {¢p, 1} satisfying
@<, with @ £, (resp. ¢ 2u, with ¢ #u,).

(iii) When (8.24) holds true, there exists a non-negative number T, < o0
(resp. T, < o) such that

s(t; 0, ) =1 for t =T, (resp.s(t; o, )=0 fort=T,).
(iv) Any solution {u*, s*} in O is asymptotically unstable.

Proor. First it is better to state some results on the asymptotic behavior of
solutions for
V= dIVxx + Vf(V)a (x9 t)GQ,

(8.25)
VO, =V(1,£=0 t>0,

with initial conditions V(-, 0)=V,=0.

For A*>1, the stationary problem associated with (8.25) has no positive
solutions; so that every solution of (8.25) decays to zero in H{(I) as t—oo0.

For A*=1, the stationary problem has exactly two non-negative solutions
V=u,; and V=0. Note that #,(x)=v(x; p,(1))=v(x; p,(1)), where v(x; p) is
the solution of (7.3). For £>1, one can see

ity > o(-; p(8)) in (0, x0) and &, <o(-;pa(E)) in (X, 1)

with some x,€1; so that v(x; p,(£)) and its suitable translations become super-
solutions for (8.25). Therefore, by the comparison principle any solution V of
(8.25) satisfies

limV(-, f) =i, (resp.0) in HYI) (8.26)

t—0

for V, such that V, =i, (resp. V,<ii,) with V,#ii, (See, e.g., Aronson et al [1] or
Matano [7]).
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For A*<1, (8.25) has exactly three non-negative stationary solutions V=i,
V=i, and V=0 with O<@i,=v(-, p,(1))<é;=v(-, p;(1)) on I. We observe that
v(-; p2(£)) and its suitable translations are supersolutions (resp. subsolutions) of
(8.25) for ¢>1 (resp. A*<¢<1). Therefore, the comparison argument allows
us to see the validity of (8.26) for any V, satisfying V,=1u, (resp. V,<ii,) with
Vo#u,.

These results assure that V=0 is asymptotically stable from above. More-
over, if a solution of (8.25) decays to zero as t— o0, then its decaying rate is of
exponential type because —d;n2+f(0)<0 (see, e.g. Kielhofer [5]).

Analogous results hold for the following initial boundary value problem

VVI = dZWxx + Wg(W)s (xa t)e Qa
WO, =WwW{,t)=0, t=0, (8.27)
W(x,0) = Wo(x) <0, xel.

Making use of these asymptotic properties for (8.25) and (8.27) one can easily
derive the assertions of (i) and (ii). Especially, the convergence of s(t; ¢, I) in
(8.23) is proved in the same manner as Theorem 8.1 (i) with use of the exponential
decay of |u(-, t; ¢, )] as t—o0.

The proof of (iii) is the same as that of Theorem 8.2.

Finally, we will show (iv). For the sake of convenience, let {u*, s*} corre-
spond to an intersecting point of C,, and C,; and let u* be expressed by (7.20).
We define

u(x; pa(£)) for 0=x<¢

Uy(x;8) =
w(x; q,(¢)) for {<x< 1.

Since both p,(¢) and q,(£) are monotone decreasing, one can show that,
if £ e [4*, s*) then

Uy(-58>u* on (0,x,) and Uy (-;¢) <u* on (x4, 1)
with some x, € (0, s*) and, if £ e (s*, 1 —B*]
Uy(-38) <u* on (0,x;) and Uy(-;8) >u* on (xp, 1)

with some x, €(0, s*) (see [9]). Note that pu,p,(&)—p,q,(¢) changes sign at
E=s* when ¢ moves in its neighborhood. Then {U,(-; &), £} becomes a

supersolution (resp. subsolution) of (P) if p;p,(&) <p,q(&) (resp. uypr(8)>paq; -
()). Therefore, Theorem 4.2 enables us to drive the asymptotic instability

of {u*, s*}. q.e.d.

RREMARK 8.1. Suppose that (8.22) holds foru* andu~. Then |u(-, ¢; @, )|
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decays exponentially to zero (uniformly in I) as t—»oo0. Therefore, we can show
the validity of (8.23) in this situation (see the proof of Theorem 8.1 (i)).

ReEMARK 8.2. The comparison principle enables us to get preciser information
on the asymptotic stability or instability for stationary solutions if one can choose
suitable comparison functions. For instance, take

Vix,1;¢) if 0=x=4,
U(x, t; &) =

W(x,t;¢) if E=<x<=1,
where V(x, t; &) (resp. W(x, t; £)) is the solution of (8.25) (resp. (8.27)) with 0<
x <1 replaced by 0<x<¢ (resp. E<x<1). Suppose that A*<1 and A*+B*>1.
We fix £e(A*, 1) and take V, such that Vo=u(-; p,(8) (VoEu(-; py(€))) on
0, &). It is possible to show lim,, V(-, t; &)=v(-, t; p,(£)) uniformly on
(0, &) and lim,_, , W(-, t; £)=0 uniformly on (¢, 1) for any W, (see the proof of
Theorem 8.3). Hence {U(-, t; ¢), £} becomes a subsolution of (P) with an
appropriate choice of W,. Since no stationary solutions {u*, s*} other than
{1, 1} satisfy {u*, s*}={lim,_ , U(-, t; &), £}, we can decide that

lim {u(-, t; ¢, ), s(t; @, D} = {#;, 1} in  Q-topology
t—0

for any {¢, I} satisfying {¢, I} ={U(-, 0; &), &}.

§9. Bifurcation results

In this section we will state some bifurcation results by taking d,=d,=d,
py=p=p and f(u)=g(—u).

9.1. Case A
Set

f(@) = ah(u),

where h is a monotone decreasing and Lipschitz continuous function on [0, 1]
such that h(0)=1 and h(1)=0. We fix d,, u and regard a as a parameter.
Theorem 7.1 gives us complete information about the structure of the set of
solutions for (SP).

When a is smaller than n2d, (SP) has no nontrivial solutions; so that the set
of trivial solutions is asymptotically stable (as a set) by Theorem 8.1 (i) (Fig. 6A).
As a becomes larger than n2d, two nontrivial solutions {i7, 1} 2 and { —u, 0}e "
bifurcate from the set of trivial solutions as in Fig. 6B. These bifurcating solutions
are asymptotically stable and trivial solution {0, &} satisfying 0<¢é<1—m/d/a
or m,/ d/a < & <1 becomes asymptotically unstable (see Theorem 8.1 (iv)). Further-
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u u u
u
u
U2
0 x
1 0 1 x 0 T 1 x
2
u
u
Fig. 6 A a<nr%d Fig. 6B r!d<a<4r’d Fig. 6C 4r*d<a

Fig. 6 (6A, 6B and 6C). Solutions of (SP) in Case A.

more, as a becomes larger than 4n2d, another nontrivial stationary solution {u,,,
1/2} bifurcates from the set of trivial solutions (see Fig. 6C). By virtue of Theorem
8.1 (v), {uy,5, 1/2} together with all trivial solutions is asymptotically unstable.
Fig. 7 shows some numerical experiments which exhibit the asymptotic behavior
of the solutions {u, s} of (P). Here we have carried out the numerical analysis

by taking d, =d,=p, =p,=1, f(u)=g(—w)=a(l—u) and

o sin mx/l for 0x<,
o(x) = )
— Bsinn(1—x)/(1-1) for I=x=1.
9.2. Case B
We take
a=9
1 =04
508 £=

Fig. 7A. For a=9<r?, every solution of (P) converges to one
of trivial stationary solutions.
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a=25 a=25
=052 1=05
a =05 a=05

B =05

x = s(1)

Fig. 7B. For a=25€(x?, 4z?), the maximal solution {i, 1} is asymptotically stable and
the free boundary x=s(¢) hits the fixed boundary x=1 in a finite time if {u, s}
converges to {u, 1}.

a=1350 a=350
1 =052 I=05
a=01 a=01
g =01 B=01

Fig. 7C. For a=50>4x?, the maximal solution {i, 1} is asymptotically stable, while
another non-trivial solution {u,/,, 1/2} is realized if the solution of (P) starts
from a symmetric initial data.
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u u
iy
0 ] x 0 /1
U,
Fig. 8A v<a*d Fig. 8B v=a*d
u u i
iy
ut
122 ﬁZ
0 1 * 0 0.5
U, U,
u,
u,
Fig. 8C a*d<v<da*d Fig. 8D v=4a*d
x

Fig. 8E 4a*d<v
Fig. 8 (8A, 8B, 8C, 8D and 8E). Solutions of (SP) in Case B.
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SWw)= —vu—a)(u—1) with 0<a<1)2

Fixing d, u; and a we regard v as a parameter. By Theorem 7.2, the structure of
2, & and 0 changes depending on A* (=B*), which is the minimum of T,(p)
defined by (7.2). Note that A* is written in the form

A* = \Ja*d],

where a* is a positive constant depending only on a.

By Theorem 8.3 (i), the set of trivial solutions is always asymptotically
stable as a set. For, v=a*d, a pair of nontrivial stationary solutions in £ and
" suddenly appear as in Fig. 8B (In [13], Smoller calls such a phenomenon a
spontaneous bifurcation). Then, for v>a*d, each non-trivial solution bifurcates
into two non-trivial solutions in the same class, one of which (a maximal one
{éi;, 1} or a minimal one {u,, 0}) is asymptotically stable and the other is
asymptotically unstable (use Theorem 8.3 (ii)). See Fig. 8C. Moreover,
for v=4ad*, a new non-trival solution in @, which is asymptotically unstable,
appears as in Fig. 8D and, for v>4ad¥*, it bifurcates into two non-trivial solutions
in @ which are asymptotically unstable by Theorem 8.3 (iv) (Fig. 8E).
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