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Abstract. This paper deals with nonnegative solutions of the one dimensional degenerate
parabolic equations with zero homogeneous Dirichlet boundary condition. To obtain an existence
result, we prove a sharp gradient estimate of |u,|. Besides, we investigate the behaviors of
nonnegative solutions such as the quenching phenomenon, and the finite speed of propagation.
Our results of the Dirichlet problem will be extended to the associated Cauchy problem. In
addition, we show that the phenomenon of the instantaneous shrinking of compact support of
the nonnegative solutions occurs if f satisfies some growth condition.
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1 Introduction

In this paper, we study the nonnegative solutions of the one dimensional degenerate parabolic
equation on a given open bounded interval I = (—1I,1)

Opu — (|uw|p_2um)w + U_BX{u>0} + f(u) =0 in I x (0,00),
’LL(—l,t) = u(l7t) =0 te (07 00)7 (1)
u(z,0) = up(x) in I,

where 8 € (0,1), p > 2; and x{y,>0) denotes the characteristic function of the set of points (z,t)
where u(z,t) >0, i.e

1, ifu>0,
Xu>0} = { 0, ifu<O0.

Note that the absorption term X{u>0}u_5 becomes singular when wu is near to 0, and we impose
X{u>0}u_5 = 0 whenever v = 0. Through this paper, we assume that f: R — R, f € C(R) is a

nonnegative function. But, f will be addressed in detail later for the existence of solution, see
(H;) and (Hs2) below.

As already known, problem (I]) in the semi-linear case (p = 2, and f = 0) can be considered
as a limit of mathematical models arising in Chemical Engineering corresponding to catalyst
kinetics of Langmuir-Hinshelwood type (see, e.g. [27] p. 68, [24] and reference therein). The
semi-linear case was studied in many papers such as [24], [18], [22], [9], [7], [28], and so forth.
These papers focused on studying the existence of solution, and the behaviors of solutions. From
our knowledge, the existence result of the semi-linear case was first proved by Phillips for the
Cauchy problem (see Theorem 1, [24]). The same result holds for the semi-linear equation with
positive Dirichlet boundary condition (see Theorem 2, [24]). Moreover, he proved a property of
the finite speed of propagation of nonnegative solutions, i.e, any solution with compact support
initially has compact support at all later times ¢ > 0.

The semi-linear problem of this type was also extended in many aspects. In [9], J. Davila,
and M. Montenegro proved the existence of solution with zero Dirichlet boundary condition with
a source term f(u). We emphasize that the equations of this type with zero Dirichlet boundary
condition are harder than the one of positive Dirichlet boundary condition because of the effect
of the singular term u—# X{u>0}- Furthermore, they showed that the uniqueness result holds for
a particular class of positive solutions, see Theorem 1.10 in [9]. Recently, Diaz et al., [7], proved
a uniqueness result for a class of solutions, which is different from the one of [9]. However,
Winkler showed that the uniqueness result fails in general (see Theorem 1.1, [2§]).

After that, the equations of this type was considered under more general forms. For example,
the case of quasilinear diffusion operators was already considered in [I8] (for a different diffusion
term). We also mention here the porous medium of this type was studied by B. Kawohl and
R. Kersner, [19]. We note that problem (Il) was considered recently by Giacomoni et al., [I5]
with f(u) on the right hand side, but there was a technical fault in the proof of the existence of
solution.



Inspired by the above studies, we would like to investigate the existence of nonnegative
solutions and the behaviors of solutions of equation (). Before stating our main results, let us
define the notion of a weak solution of equation ().

Definition 1 Given 0 < ug € L*(I). A functionu > 0 is called a weak solution of equation () if
F(u), u™ xus0y € LHIX(0,00)), and u € L, (0,00 Wy (1)N L5, (Tx (0,00))NC([0, 00); L* (1))

loc loc
satisfies equation () in the sense of distributions D' (I x (0,00)), i.e,

/OO / —udy + e [P 2 updy + u_ﬁx{u>0}¢ + f(u)¢ dxdt =0, Vo€ C(I x (0,00)). (2)
0o Jr

Next, if f satisfies either (Hy) or (Hs) below, we have then an existence of solution of problem

.

(Hy) fe€C'(R)and f(0) =0.
(Hz) f is a nondecreasing function, and f(0) = 0.

Theorem 2 Let 0 < ug € L*(I), and f satisfy (Hy). Then, there exists a mazimal weak
bounded solution u of equation ({l). Moreover, we have

There exists a positive constants C(3,p) such that

_1 _1 148 8 148
g (z, )| < Cou' ™7 (2, 1) <t ?lluolled + My (uo)-lluollde + My (uo).|luo o +1>, (3)

and Mg(up) = < max \g(s)\)p, for any

for a.e (z,t) € I x (0,00), with v =
0<s<2[Juolloo

g € C(R).

P
p+p-1

As a consequence of @), for any T > 0 there is a positive constant C(B,p,T, ||ug|lec) such
that )
lu(z,t) —u(y,s)| < C <|:17 —y|+|t— 8|5) , Ve,yel, Vt,s>rT. (4)

Theorem 3 Let 0 < ug € L*(I), and f satisfy (Hz). Then, there exists a mazimal weak solu-
tion u of equation ([Il). Furthermore, we have
For any T > 0, there exist two positive constants C1(8,p, |I|) and Ca(p, |I|) such that

g, 8)] < CraF () (7755 gl 3 + 73 Juol| 3y g () + 1 (5)
z\ L) >~ L1 ’ 0 LI(I) 0 L) FANER] )

P
for a.e (x,t) € I x (1,00), with A =2(p — 1), and ms(T,up) = f% (CQ.T_%HUQHEI(I)).
As a consequence of (@), there is a positive constant C(B,p, T, ||, [|uol|r1(r)) such that

lu(z,t) — u(y, s)| < C (]a: —yl+ |t — s\%) , Va,yel, Vts>T. (6)



Remark 4 Note that estimate (B) does not include the term of f', compare with @). Actually,
this one is a combination of estimate @) without M (ug), and the smoothing effect L' — L.

Remark 5 Conclusion ) (resp. ([@)) implies that w is continuous up to the boundary. This
result answers an open question stated in the Introduction of [28] for the semi-linear case.

Remark 6 When p = 2 and f = 0, estimate ) becomes the gradient estimates in [2])], [9],

[28].

Remark 7 The condition f(0) =0 in (Hy) and (H2) is necessary for the existence of nonneg-
ative solutions. If f wviolates this one, i.e, f(0) > 0 then the existence result fails, see Corollary

(30

A second goal of this article is to study the most striking phenomenon of equations of
this type, the so called quenching phenomenon that solution vanishes after a finite time. This
property arises due to the presence of the singular term u " X{u>0}- It occurs even starting with
a positive unbounded initial data and there is a lack of uniqueness of solutions (see Theorem
1.1, [28] again). Then we have the following results

Theorem 8 Assume as in Theorem [Pl Let v be any weak solution of equation (). Then, there
is a finite time Ty = To(B, p, ||[uo||co) such that

v(t) =0, fort>Ty.

Theorem 9 Assume as in Theorem Bl Let v be any weak solution of equation (). Then, there
is a finite time To = To(B,p, 1], |uoll L1 (1)) such that

v(t) =0, fort>Ty.

Besides, we shall investigate the existence of solution of the Cauchy problem associated to
equation (IJ).

Oru — (|u$|p_2um)$ + U_BX{’IL>0} + f(’LL) =0, inRxXx (07 00)7 (7)
u(x,0) = ug(z), in R.

Moreover, we also study behaviors of solutions of Cauchy problem such as the quenching phe-
nomenon, and the finite speed of propagation. In particular, we show that if f satisfies a certain
growth condition at infinity, then any weak solution has the instantaneous shrinking of compact
support (in short ISS), namely, if ug only goes to 0 uniformly as |z| — oo, then the support of
any weak solution is bounded for any ¢ > 0. Concerning the ISS phenomenon, we refer to [0],
[13], [16], and reference therein. Then, our main result of the Cauchy problem is as follows

Theorem 10 Let 0 < ug € LY(R)NL®(R). Assume that f satisfies either (Hy) or (Hs). Then,
there exists a weak bounded solution u € C([0,00); L*(R))NLP(0,T; WHP(R)), satisfying equation
@ in D'(R x (0,00)).

i) Furthermore, any solution with compact support initially has compact support for any
t > 0. And, the solution u constructed above is a maximal solution of equation ().



it) In addition, if up(x) — 0 wniformly as © — oo, and f satisfies the following growth
condition at infinity:

(Hs3) There is a real number qo € (0,1) such that f(s) > s?, when s — 400,
then such a weak solution of problem () has ISS property.

Remark 11 We note that our results above also hold for the case where f is only a global
Lipschitz function with f(0) =0, see Remark [20, Remark[{0, and Theorem [23

The paper is organized as follows: Section 2 is devoted to prove a sharp gradient estimate,
which is the main key of proving the existence of solution. In section 3, we shall give the proof
of Theorem [B] and Theorem [l is proved in the same way. Section 4 is devoted to study the
quenching phenomenon (including the proofs of Theorem [0 and Theorem ). Finally, Section 5
concerns studying the existence of solution of the associated Cauchy problem, and behaviors of
solutions, thereby includes the proof of Theorem

Several notations which will be used through this paper are the following: we denote by C a
general positive constant, possibly varying from line to line. Furthermore, the constants which
depend on parameters will be emphasized by using parentheses. For example, C = C(p,3,7)
means that C only depends on p, 8, 7. We also denote by I,.(z) = (z —r,z +r) to the open ball
with center at z and radius r > 0 in R. If z = 0, we denote I,(0) = I,. Next 0,u (resp. Oiu)
means the partial derivative with respect to = (resp. t). We also write d,u = u,. Finally, the
L*>°-norm of u is denoted by ||u||~-

Acknowledgement 12 This research was supported by the I'TN FIRST of the Seventh Frame-
work Program of the European Community (grant agreement number 238702).

2 A sharp gradient estimate

In this part, we shall modify Bernstein’s technique to obtain estimates on |u,|, so called the
gradient estimate in N-dimension. Roughly speaking, the gradient estimates that we shall prove
are of the type

ez, )] < Crat ™7 (w,t) (1+ Ca(f, f)),  for ace (z,t) € T x (0,00), (8)

where the constant C1 merely depends on the parameters (5, p, while Cs involves the terms of
f and f’. Tt is well known that such a gradient estimate of () plays a crucial role in proving
the existence of solution (see, e.g. [24], [9], [28] for the semi-linear case; and see [19] for the
porous medium of this type). The degeneracy of the diffusion operator as p > 2 leads, obvi-
ously, to a considerable amount of additional technical difficulties. In the case f = 0, it is not
difficult to show that estimate (8) becomes an equality for a suitable constant Cy ( Cy = 0),
when considering the stationary equation of (Il). That is the reason why such a gradient esti-
mate of this type is called a sharp gradient estimate (since the power of u in (8) cannot bigger
or smaller than 1 — 1/v). By the appearance of the nonlinear diffusion, p-laplacian, we shall
establish previously the gradient estimates for the solutions of the following regularizing problem.



For any € > 0, let us set

g=(s) = 3_51/15(3), with ¢ (s) = 1/1(8

€

),

i <
and ¢ € C*(R), 0 <1 < 1 is a non-decreasing function such that v (s) = { (1)’ Ez N ;’
Now fix € > 0, we consider the following problem B
Oz — (a(22)2z)z + 9:-(2) + f(2)e(2) =0, in I x (0,00),
(Pey) § 2(=1,t) = 2(1,t) =, t € (0,00), (9)
2(x,0) = zo(x) +n, zel,

with a(s) = b(s)pz;z, b(s) = |s|?> + 7% a > 0 will be addressed later; and n — 0. Note that
a(zy) is a regularization of |z,|P~2. Then, problem (P.,) can be understood as a regularization
of equation (). The gradient estimates, presented in this framework are as follows:

Lemma 13 Given 0 < zy € C(I), z # 0. Assume that f € CY(R) is a nonnegative function.
Then, for any n € (0,min{e, ||20l[zeo(1)}), there exists a unique classical solution z, of equation
@)). Moreover, there is a positive constant C(S,p) such that
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|0z 2em(2, 7)| < Czey” (2,7) (T ?llzollod + My(20)-[[20l|8% + My (20)-[[20llos” + 1) ., (10)

for (z,7) € I x (0,00). Recall here Mg(ug) = ( max |g(s)|>5.

0<s<2]|uo|oo

Proof: The existence and uniqueness of solution, 2., € C*°(I x [0,00)) is well-known (see, e.g.
[16], [21], [29], [16] and [30]). For sake of brevity, let us drop dependence on &,7 in the notation
of z 5, and put

Z=Zep-

It is clear that 7 (resp. ||zol|rec(7) + 1) is a sub-solution (resp. super-solution) of equation
[@). Then, the comparison principle yields

1 <z < lzollpeery + 1 < 2|20l Loo(ry, i I X% (0, 00). (11)

For any 0 < 7 < T < o0 , let us consider a test function £(t) € C2°(0,00), 0 < &(t) < 1 such
that
L on [1,T), i
£() = . and gl <2,
0, outside (3,7 + ).
and put
z = (,0(’[)) =7, w($7t) = £(t)v920

Then, we have

Wy — QWyy = ft.fui + 280, (Vg — AVLy )z — 2§av§,x + 2£a,Vzp. (12)



From the equation satisfied by z, we get

20" ge(p)  fl)Ye(p)

V¢ — QUpp = QpVgp + QU

/ ()0/ (,0/ ?
Combining the last two equations provides us
!
Wi — AWy = &2 + 260, <axvx + avi% — ge(’g;ﬁ) — f((’p);le((’D)) — 2bav?, + 2€a, Uy
x

Now, we define

L = max {w(z,t)}.
Ix[0,00)

If L = 0, then the conclusion (I0) is trivial, and |z, (z,7)] =0, in I x (0,00). If not we have
L > 0, then the function w must attain its maximum at a point (xg,t9) € I x (0,00) since
w(z,t) =0 on 01 x (0,00) and w(z,t)|t=0 = 0. These facts lead to

wi (o, to) = we(2o,t0) = 0,
and
w:c:c(x07t0) S 07

and v, (o, t9) # 0, so we get

wy(xo, tp) = 0 if and only if v, (zg,te) = 0. (13)

At the point (zg,ty), (I2) and ([I3)) provide us

0<wy —awg, = &vg + 2&v, (amvx + amvi%/ + avg (%) — (gg(c/p)> — <M> > .

0 < && M2 + 20, <amvx + azvi% + av? (%) - <g€((jp)> - <7f((’0)¢j€((’0)> > . (14)

By using again (I3]), we obtain

0o (2) (@0, t0) = (p— 2067 (2)¢' "2, (15)

and

p—6

Ga(22)(z0,t0) = (p — 2)(p — VBT (2)(¢ )08 + (p — DT (2) (9" + /")l (16)

7 w2
<(‘O_> — <u> Vg = —(fy — 1)1)_21)1,7 (17)

(,0,2

Next, we have

and

v (E2) = (gL — 9o 20002 = (WLlp)v? — (B+ 51N (o)~ 197 ) o,

v (L) — ((fu) = (fu) £ ) 02 = ()2 = F(p(0) 0 (p(0))- (50702,

xT



Since f7¢€7w;_‘ 2 07 and 0 S wa‘ S 17 we get

o (42) 2~ + B,
(18)

v (L) > f(p(o))er? — (5 ()72,
Inserting ([I5)), ([I6), (IT), and (I8]), into ([I4) yields

1. _ p—4
SGET T+ (=20 — DT ()P0 + (p— 2" (20" + "l +
B

(B + ”T‘lw-(l%mz + (”T‘lv(w(v))v—wz — [lle()evy = (v = Do~ 2alz)vz. (19)

Next, we make a computation to handle B

p—6

B= (p 2)b= ( 2)vg (P — ) (@'")?02 + (20" + ¢ ") )62
(p— 206" (22)03 (( ( 90”2 + ') £ (p = 2)(20"7 + 90’90’”) T (2 =
p—b
(p = 2)(p(y — 1) —7)7 (’v 020252575 (2,108 5 (p — 272 — 137 — 020N (2,0
Bl BZ
We observe that B; < 0 since p(y — 1) — v < 0, so we have
B < Bs. (20)

By ([9) and 20, we get
1

3628+ ) e () f o)y T (0t By > (=D a(z vl

The fact that b*7 (.) is an increasing function since p > 2 leads to
3 — — — —
a(zz) =b 2 (2z) > (v 92590/2) — |ug[P~2yP 2,(=1)(p—2)

From the two last inequalities, we obtain

1. B 1 _
367102+ (8 + Ty 4 () f(pfo)o o -
f’(w(v))wavi + By > (v — 1)yP 2o V=272 o2,

By noting that 2 — (v —1)(p —2) = (1 + )y, we get

3602+ (8 + Ty () f(pfo)o el -

Fp@)ev2 + By > (v — 1)yP~ 20~ 1By [PF2,

Multiplying both sides of the above inequality by v(3+#)7 yields



Ty <”T‘1>f<eo<v>>vﬁvv§—

F(p(0)peo M2 1 0By > (y — 1P 2, P2, (21)
Now, we divide the study of inequality ([2II) in two cases:

R

(i) Case: 3y —4 <0.

We have By < 0. It follows then from (2I)) that

(=1 o < (G660 4 (3 20 + (0 - oo™ )

v Y
(22)
Remind that z = ¢(v) = v7. Thus, we infer from (1) and (22)
2
vz (20, to)|* < C1 (!&\f_l(to)llzolliiﬁ + 120015 -MF (20) + [1z0[157 . MF: (20) + 1) T, (23)

where C1 = C1(8,p) > 0. Using Young’s inequality in the right hand side of ([23]) deduces

9 2(1+8) 28 9 2(1+8) 9
[0 (20, to) > < Ct <|ft(750)|£ Ftollolleo” -+ Il70lld M3 (z0) + 1z0]loe” .Mf,<zo>+1>,

with Cy = Co(8,p), which implies

w(zo,to) = E(to)|va(z0, t0)|* <
2(148) 28 2(14+8) 9
Cot(to) (mo)\f ool + 20l M2(20) + z0lloe” .Mf,<20>+1)=

2(1+8) 283 2(1+8)

02(|st<to>|is o) zolloe ™+ E(to)-1z0ll M2 (z0) + E(to)-Iz0lloe” -M,%f(zo)+£(to)>-

Since £(t) < 1, |&(t)] < D and w(xo,to) = max  {w(z,t)}, the last estimate induces
T (z,t)eIx[0,00)

2 2(1+8) 28 9 2(1+8) 9
w(z,t) < Cy <T ?llz0llee” + ||20llc0 .Mf(ZO) + ||20/|00 * .Mf/(ZO) + 1> .

Thus, at time ¢t = 7 we have

w(z,7) = E(r)-Jos (2, )2 L oz, TP

Then it follows from the last inequality

2(1+8) 28 2(1+8)

_2
v (2, 7)[* < Co <T Pllzollee ™+ [l20llst -MF(20) + llz0lloe ” -MFi(20) + 1) ;

which implies

2(1+8) 28 2(1+B) %

_1 25
|22 (2, 7)| < Cs.2' 77 <7- Pzl + |20l .M]%(zo) + ||20]|00 * .M]%(zo) + 1)




Or

1 1 s 8 (148)
’Zx(x,T)‘ <Cs.z ~(T1 P HonLoﬂ(D + HZo”go.Mf(Zo) + ”Z()Hoop .Mf/(Z()) +1].

This inequality holds for any 7 > 0, so we get conclusion (I0).
(ii) Case: 37y —4 >0 <= p <4(1—p).
Now b7 (.) is a decreasing function, so we have
b (z0) < |l T = (0307)7
which implies
VP By < n%(p — 2)72 (7 — 1)(3y — 4)yP~ 620D+ A+A+ (=D =6) |y, 1P,
Note that 2(y —2)+ (1 +8)y + (v —1)(p — 6) = —2(y — 1). Then, we obtain
WIEEIBy < (p = 27 (7 — 1)(3y — 4y o0 D fuy P, (24)
A combination of (24) and (2II) gives us

1

FEE2 (8 + T2+ () fpl0)o ™2 = (olo)en 0+

1%(p — 2)7* (v — 1) (37 — DyP 507207 D], [P > (y — 1)y~ 2[u, [P

1 1 . 91 _2(0=1)
The fact v = 27 > 7 implies v 2071 <y~ 5. Therefore, we get

|ve (o, t0) P2 < Cy (\&\5_1’0(1%” + 1+ flp() - f’((ﬂ(v))%v(”ﬁh) v3(zo,to)+

a— 2(v—1) »
Cyn™ 7 |vg(wo, o),

with Cy = C4(,8,p) > 0.

Now, if |v.(7o,t0)] < 1, then we have &(tg)|va(wo,t0)* < 1, likewise w(z,t) < 1, in
I x (0,00). Thus, the conclusion ([I0) follows immediately. If not, we have |vy(z,t0)|P <
|vg (20, t0)[PH2, thereby proves

000, t0)7*2 < C (16610 - F(o())07 = F(0(@))e0 7 1) 020, t0)+

2(v—1)

Cyn™ 7 |ve(zo,to)

’p+2
)

or

2(y—1)

(1= 07 ) foatan o) < Ca (Jl o5 4 ()0 = F o)l 4 1) 2, ).

Since o > @ and 7 — 07, there exists a positive constant C5 = C5(3,p) > 0 such that

[valo, t0) P42 < O (Jerle ™07 + Fp()0™ = F(p(0)0ev DT + 1) w2 (a0, to).

This inequality is just a version of (22)). By the same analysis as in (i), we also obtain estimate
(I0). This puts an end to the proof of Lemma O

10



Remark 14 If f is only a global Lipschitz function with its Lipschitz constant Cy, then by
Rademacher’s theorem (see also in [20]), estimate [IQ) becomes

1+8 Je] 1 148
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|0p2e (2, 7)| < Cozey” (2,7) <T ?llzollod” + Mg (20)-l|20llo0 + CF [lz0lloc” + 1> ;o (29)

for (z,7) € I x (0,00).

If f in Lemma [I3is a nondecreasing function, then we can relax the term containing Mg (.)
in estimate ([I0]).

Lemma 15 Assume that f € C'(R) is a nondecreasing function. Then, estimate (I0) can be
relaxed as follows

1-1 _1 8 B
10226 (2, 7)| < Cozey” (w,7) <7' ?llzollod + My (20)-||20]|& + 1> , (26)

for (x,7) € I x (0,00). Note that M]’Z(zo) = f(2||z0]|s0) since f is nondecreasing.

Proof: The proof of this Lemma is most likely to the one of Lemma[I3l In fact, we just make
a slight change in (I8)) in order to remove the term involving f’. Recall here (I8]):

o (L) > oot - At
Since f’,1. > 0, we obtain
F (@)Y () v—1 —~ 2
o (L) > I st

After that, we just repeat the proof of Lemma [I3] without the term containing f’. Thus, we get
estimate (26]). O

Remark 16 We can also relax the assumption f € CH(R) in Lemma by considering the
standard regularization of f, i.e, fn = f* on € CL(R), where {on}n>1 is the sequence of
mollifier functions.

Next, we shall show that 2., is a Lipschitz function on I x (7, 00) with a Lipschitz constant
C being independent of €, 7.

Proposition 17 Assume [ as in Lemma [13 Let z., be the solution of equation (@) above.
Then, for any T > 0 there is a positive constant C(B,p, 7, |I|,||20|lc0) such that

|ze(2,t) — 22 (y,8)| < C (]a: —y|+|t— s\%> , Vax,yel, Vts>r. (27)

11



Proof: We first extend 2., by 7 outside I, (still denoted as z.,). To simplify the notation,
we denote again z = z. .

Fix 7 > 0. Multiplying equation (@) by 9;z, and using integration by parts yield
¢
/ / 1022 + a(20) 200120 + 9o(2)0r2 + F(2)0e(2)0s2 dwdo =0, fort > s> 7. (28)
s JI
We observe that

2 a5 1 2y _ 1 2 o2
6(z2) %0z = (|z]” +1%) 7 50(|z]) = Eat(lle +1%)2.

By this fact, we deduce from equation (28]

/:/I|8tz(:n,0)|2dxd0§ /I% (|Zm($,3)|2+’l7a)gd$+/IG5(Z($,S))d$+/IH€(z($7s))d$7

with

H.(r) = /Orf(s)wa(s)ds <rf(r), since f is nondecreasing, and 9. < 1.

Then, we obtain

t
/ /|6tz(:n,0)|2dxd0§ 1/(Izm(ﬂc,s>|2+nc“)
s JI pJr

or

2
2

:17; 2(z, ) Pdx z(x,s)f(z(xz,s))dx
duti= [ ows)' ot [ w0 (oG 5))do

t @D ¢ P 1
/ /|8tz|2dxda < —/(||zx(s)\|§o +na)2d:p+—/<2\|z0\|oo)1—ﬁdx+
s J1 pJI 1-8J1
/2\\20\\00.1\4;(20)61:5.
I
We apply Young’s inequality to the first term in the right hand side to get
t
| [10efdeis < G (I + 12617 + Lol M 0)) + O, (20)

with Cs = Cs(5,p, |I]), and lir% O(n) = 0.
n—
By ([IQ) (or ([26])), and ([29), there is a constant C7(8,p, T, |I],||20]|cc) > 0 such that

¢
/ /I|8tz|2dxd0 <C7, Vt>s>T. (30)

Estimate (B0) means that |[0;zz | 12(1x(s,)) is bounded by a constant, which is independent of
€ and 7.

12



Next, for any x,y € I and for t > s > 7, we set
1
r=lr—yl+|t—s|2.
According to the Mean Value Theorem, there is a real number z € I,(y) such that

1
()] J1, )

0u2(0,0) Pl = o 10,21, 0)2dl < %/\atz(z,a)wdz (31)
I

0,2(%,0) > =
2r J1,(ynt

(Note that dyz(.,t) = 0 outside I).
Next, we have from Holder’s inequality

t (B3N] s t
|z(i,t)—z(i,s)|2§(t—s)/ 10,2(7, 0)2do < (tzr )/ /I|8tz(l,a)|2dlda,

or

DO | =

|2(2,8) — 2(z,5)* <

t

(t — )} / / 10,20, o) Pdldo. (32)
s JI

From (30) and ([32]), we obtain

|2(Z,t) — 2(Z,8)|* < =Cr(t — s)%, Vit >s>T. (33)

N

Now, it is sufficient to show ([27)). Indeed, we have the triangular inequality

22, 1) = 2(y, s)| < |2(2,t) = 2(y, ) + [2(y, 1) — 2(y, 8)| < [2(2, 1) — 2(y, t)[+
12(y; 1) = 2(,8)] + |2(2, 1) — 2(Z, 8)| + +|2(Z, 5) — 2(y, 5)],

where Z € I,.(y) is above. Then, the conclusion (27) just follows from (B3]), gradient estimates
(I0), @6) and the Mean Value Theorem. Or, we get the proof of the above Proposition. O

Remark 18 The result of the above Proposition still holds for the case where f is as in Lemma

or Remark [T4)

Note that the estimates in the proof of Lemma[I3] (resp. Lemma[I5]) and Proposition [I7] are

independent of 7, €. This observation allows us to pass to the limit as  — 0 in order to get
gradient estimates (I0) (resp. (23], 24])) for the following problem

Oz — 0y (|02|P720,2) + g=(2) + f(2)¥e(2) =0 in I x (0,00),
(P:)q z(=1lt)==2(,t)=0 t € (0,00), (34)
z(x,0) = zo(z) on [

Theorem 19 Let 0 < zy € C°(I), zg # 0. Assume [ as in Lemma I3l Then, there exists a
unique bounded weak solution z. of problem (P:). Furthermore, z. also fulfills estimate (10,
and the reqularity result (27]).

Remark 20 The result of Theorem[I9 also holds if f is assumed as in Lemmalld (resp. Remark
[77). Moreover, z. fulfills estimate ([26]) (resp. ([23])).

13



Proof: The existence and uniqueness of solution of problem (P:) is a classical result (see e.g
[29], [16], and [30]). Thanks to Lemma [I3] and the uniqueness result, Theorem [[9] follows by
passing 1 — 0. ]

3 Existence of a maximal solution

In this section, we focus on the proof of Theorem [3] (Theorem [2]is proved similarly). Then,
we divide the proof of Theorem [3] into three steps. In the first step, we prove the existence and
uniqueness of solution u. of problem (P.) with initial data ug € L'(2). Moreover, we prove an
estimate for |0, uc| involving w7 and [uollL1(r), see Theorem RII below. After that, we will go
to the limit as € — 0 in order to get u. — u, a solution of equation (Il). Finally, the conclusion

that v is a maximal solution is proved in Proposition 24] below.

We first have the following result:

Theorem 21 Let 0 < ug € LY(I), ug # 0. Assume that f satisfies (H2). Then, there exists a
unique weak solution u. of problem (P:) with initial data ug. Moreover, for any T > 0, there is
a constant C = C(B,p,|I|) > 0 such that

1—% _A4p+1 148 _8 g
|Opus(z,t)| < Coue " (z,t) | 7 r ”UOHL1(1)+T PHUQHLl(I).mf(T,U())+1 , (35)

for a.e (z,t) € (1,00), recall here my(t,ug) = f% (20(1), |I|).t_%||u0\|§1(1)>.

As a consequence of BB) and Proposition [T, ue is a Lipschitz function on I X [t1,ts], for
any 0 < t1 <ty < 0co. Moreover, the Lipschitz constant of ue is independent of €.

Proof: (i) Uniqueness: The uniqueness result follows from the Lemma below.

Lemma 22 Let vy (resp. vy) be a weak sub-solution (resp. super solution) of equation ([B4).
Then, we have
vy <wg, n I x(0,00).

Proof: We skip the proof of Lemma 22] and give its proof in the Appendix. O

(ii) Existence: We regularize initial data uy by considering a sequence, {ug n }n>1 C C2°(1)
such that ug, "—3 wug in L'(I), and luonllzrry < lluollzi(r). Let ucyn be a unique (weak)
solution of equation ([B4) with initial data ug, (see e.g [16], [30], and [29]). We will show that

Ug,n, converges to ue, which is a solution of equation (34]) with initial data wg.

First of all, we observe that u. , is a sub-solution of the following equation

Oy, — (\896@”]1”_28501)”)96 =0 in I x (0,00),
va (=1 t) = v,(l,t) =0 vt € (0, 00), (36)
vp(z,0) = up pn(x) in I,

14



thereby
Ue < Uy, in 1 x (0,00). (37)

Moreover, there is a positive constant C(p, |I|) such that
_1 2 _1 L
o lloe < C DA o)1 ) < O T4 ol gy V>0, (39)
(see, e.g Theorem 4.3, [12]), so we get from ([B7) and (38])
1 b
[ten (s )l < C(p, HI)-t7 > uollfy gy, VE>0. (39)

For any 7 > 0, inequality (39) means that ||u(t)|| is bounded for ¢t > 7. Then, we can apply
Theorem 9 to u. , by considering u. ,,(7) as the initial data in order to get

!%%M%mSCW@MMW%QQFWYW%MﬂMf+Wm%ﬂ&fﬂ%%ﬂﬂ%ﬁ+0;

for a.e (z,t) € I x (1,00). In particular, we obtain for a.e (z,t) € I x (27, 00)

148

1-1 _1 8 o1
|Oxtie (2, 1)] < Cuen” (2,1) <T 7 Juen(llod” 4 Jten(T)l0-f7 (2ltien(T)]o0) + 1> - (40)
Recall my(t,up) = f% (2C(p, \I\).t_%HUOHEI(I)). Combining ([B89) and ([@0) yields

(s a8
|0pte (2, 8)] < Cluey” (z,t) (77 3p HU0HL1(1)+T kp\|u0||L1(I).mf(7',u0)+1 , (41)

for a.e (z,t) € (27,00). In view of HIl), |0pucn(z,t)| is bounded on I x [27,00) by a positive
constant being independent of € and n. Thanks to Proposition [[7 we have

[t (2,t) — uen(y,s)| < C <\x —y|+ |t — s]%> . Va,y €1, Vt,s > 2r. (42)

Note that C'in ([ 2) only depends on 3, p, 7,[I], and [lug| 11 () (instead of ||ugl| o (r) as in Propo-

sition [IT]).

Now, we can pass to the limit as n — oo. To avoid relabeling after any passage to the limit,
we want to keep the same label. Then, we observe that ([@2]) allows us to apply the Ascoli-Arzela
Theorem to uc p, so there is a subsequence of {u. , },>1 such that for any 27 < t; <ty < 00

Ue, =5 u., uniformly on compact set T x [t ta]. (43)
It follows from the diagonal argument that there is a subsequence of {u.,},>1 such that
U (z, 1) =3 uc(x,t), pointwise in T x (0, 00).
Thus, it is clear that u. also fulfills the a priori bound ([B9]) and the Lipschitz continuity (42]).
After that, we show that for any 7" € (0, c0)

9e(ten) =3 g-(uz), in LY(I x (0,T)). (44)
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In fact, g.(.) is a global Lipschitz function, and it is bounded by e~#. Therefore, the Dominated
Convergence Theorem yields the conclusion (@4]).

Next, we claim that for any 0 < t; < t3 < o0

f(us,n)we(ue,n) nj)o f(us)we(ue)v in Ll(I X (tla t2))- (45)

According to (39) and the fact f € C(R), we observe that f(us,(x,t)) is bounded on I x (¢, 00)
by a constant not depending on €,n. By applying Dominated Convergence Theorem, we get

claim ({@5).

Besides, the contraction of L'-norm gives us

e (e )l L1 (1x (0,00)) 1 (Uen)Ve(ten)ll L1 (1x(0,00)) < w0l zr(n)- (46)
It follows from ({6, [@5), and (44]) that
lge(ue)ll L1 (1x(0,00))>  1f (ue)be (ue) | L1 (13 (0,00)) < Mol 1 (1) (47)

Next, we show that there is a subsequence of {u, ,,},>1 such that

n—oo

Optie n(x,t) — Oyuc(z,t), for a.e (x,t) € I x (0,00). (48)

In order to prove this, we borrow a result of L. Boccardo and F. Murat, [5] and [4], the so called
almost everywhere convergence of the gradients. In fact, thanks to ({6]), (@I, and {3]), we can
imitate the proof in [], or [5] to get

n—

Optie n(x,1) s Oruc(z,t), for a.e (x,t) € I x (t1,t2),

up to a subsequence, for any 0 < t; < to. Then, the claim (48] just follows from the diagonal
argument. As a consequence, u. also fulfills estimate ([@Il), and we have for any 0 < ¢; < ¢,

Oplie 1, "% e,  in LI(I x (t1,12)), for any ¢ > 1. (49)

By @9), (@4), and (X)), we observe that u. satisfies equation ([l in the weak sense. Then, it
remains to show that

ue € C([0,T); L*(I)), for any T € (0,00). (50)
Let us set
o, if |u] <k,
Tiluw) = { k.sign(u), if Ju| >k, and

“ 1 1
Sk(u) = /0 Ti(s)ds = 5‘“’2X{|u\§k} + k(Ju| — §/€)X{|u\>k}-
We consider the difference between two equations satisfied by u. , and uc p,:

8t(ue,n - ua,m) — 0y (‘8xu5,n’p_2axue,n) + 0y (’axua,m’p_2axua,m)
ge(ue,n) - gs(us,m) + f(ue,n)¢€ (ue,n) - f(ue,m)we(ue,m) =0.
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Multiplying the above equation with Tj (e, — ue,m), and integrating on I x (0,t) yields
¢
/ Sy (ten — o) (E)das + / / (100t P2yt — [Outia P2 Bstie ) (Dot — Dot
I 0 Jr
t
+ / /I (ge(ue,n) - gs(us,m)) Ty (Ue,n - Us,m)dl‘ds“‘
0
t
| e tic) = Fltcsn)etcn)) Talien = ep)dods = [ 1 e = ) 01
0
By the monotone of p-Laplacian operator and the monotone of the function fi)., we have
! 44
/Sl (us,n - ue,m) (t)dl‘ < / |U0,n - uO,m|d$ + / / |g€ (ue,n) - gs(us,m)|dxd5 = O(TL, m),
I I 0 Jr

where lilil o(n,m) = 0. Moreover, we have from the formula of S;(.) and Holder’s inequality

/ T o \/2|1| / S (e — o) (s )42 / S (o — o) (2, 8) ), ¥t > 0.
I I I
Combining the two last inequalities yields

/I|u€,n el )z < O] (Volmm) + o(m.m)) . VE >0, (51)

Thus, {uen}n>1 is a Cauchy sequence in C([0,77]; L' (I)), or we get (50). This puts an end to
the proof of Theorem 211 O

In the second step, we will pass to the limit as e — 0. Let us first claim that {u}.~o is
a non-decreasing sequence, so there is a nonnegative function u such that u.(z,t) | u(x,t) as
e — 0. Indeed, for any € > &’ > 0, it is clear that g./(s) > g-(s), and ¥/ (s) > 1-(s) for s € R.
Therefore, u. is a super-solution of equation satisfied by u./, so Lemma 22] yields

ue(z,t) > ua(x,t), in I x (0,00),

or the claim follows. We would like to emphasize that the monotonicity of {uc}e~o will be
intensively used in what follows, although one can utilize Ascoli-Azela Theorem to show that
ue — u. Note that u is also a Lipschitz function on I X [tq,ts], for any 0 < t1 < ts.

To be similar to (48], we obtain 0, u. =9 Oru, for a.e (x,t) € I x (0,00). As a result, u,
fulfills estimate ([@Il), and

e—0

Ortte — Opu, in LI X (t1,t9)), Vqg>1, (52)

Next, let us show that
u™ X qus0) € LI % (0,00)). (53)

From (@5, applying Fatou’s Lemma deduces that there is a function ® € L!(I x (0,00)) such
that
limi(l)lfga(ua) =@, in L'(I x (0,00)). (54)
E—
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The monotonicity of {u}eso ensures  ge(ue)(w,t) > ge(ue) X fus0} (2, 1), 50
lim iélfgg(ug)(m,t) =0 > u_ﬁx{uw}(az,t), for a.e (z,t) € I x (0,00). (55)
e—

Thus, conclusion (B3] just follows from (54]) and (55]). Actually, we will show at the end of this
step that
liminf g.(u:) = ¢ = u_ﬁx{u>0}, in L'(I x (0,00)). (56)
e—0

Let us emphasize that (56l implies the conclusion
u € C([0,00); L (1)), (57)
by following the proof of (&0).

At the moment, we demonstrate that u must satisfy equation (IJ) in the sense of distribution.
For any 1 > 0 fixed, we use the test function ¢, (u:)¢, ¢ € C°(I x (0,00)), in the equation
satisfied by u.. Then, using integration by parts yields

n
ge(ue)¢n(us)¢ + f(ue)¢n(ue)¢e(us)¢ dxds =0,

1 5 _
/ _\IJW(UE)@ + _|amu€|p¢/(u )0 + |Opuc|? 25mu5.¢m.1[)n(u5)—|—
Supp(e) n

with ¥, (u) = / ¥y (s)ds. There is no problem of going to the limit as ¢ — 0 in the indicated
0

equation, so we have

1 u _ _
/ — W)t + ~[ua P (=) + |ua Pz thy () +u™ 4y () + f () (u) dads = 0.
Supp(¢) n N
Next, we go to the limit as 7 — 0 in the above equation. From (B9), (1), (52), and (E3), it
is not difficult to verify

[ 1im %m@mmz/ w.¢y dads,
170 J Supp(9) Supp(9)
lim |t [P 2 (1) dxds = / |tz |P Uy ¢ dads,
10 J Supp(¢) Supp(¢)
(58)
lim u_6¢,7(u)¢ dxds = / u_ﬁx{u>0}¢ dzds,
170 J Supp(9) Supp(¢)
lim fu)y(u)¢ deds = / flu)o dxds.
\ 70 Supp(p) Supp(¢)
Note that the assumption f(0) = 0 is used in the final equality of (G8). While, we have
. 1 U
lim —|0pu|PY’ (=) pdads = 0. (59)
170 J Supp(g) M N
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In fact, since u satisfies estimate (Il), we have

1 1
—/ |8wu|p|1//(g).¢|d:nds <C- urPdrds
1 J Supp(¢) n 1 J Supp(¢)n{n<u<2n}
<2C uwPdxds,
Supp(¢)N{n<u<2n}

where the constant C' > 0 merely depends on 3, p, Supp(®), |[uol[z1(r). Moreover, u‘ﬁx{u>0} is
integrable on I x (0,00) by (G3). Then, we obtain

lim wPdrds = 0,
10 Supp(¢)n{n<u<2n}

which implies the conclusion (B9]). A combination of (58]) and (B9) deduces
| (Cut ot P s + 0 g0+ £()3) dads = (60)
Supp()
In other words, u satisfies equation (Il in D'(I x (0, 00)).
As mentioned above, we prove (B0) now. The fact that u. is a weak solution of ([34]) gives us
/ (=t + Oyttc P~ 20112006 + e () + F(ue)be (1)) dads =0,
Supp(e)
for ¢ € C°(I x (0,00)), ¢ > 0. Letting ¢ — 0 induces
/ (—uge + g [P 2uy by ) dzds+lim ge(us)o dxds—l—/ flu)e deds = 0. (61)
Supp(e) €0 Supp(4) Supp(e)
By (@0) and (GI]), we get

lim/ /ga(ua)(b dxds = / /u‘ﬁx{u>0}¢ dxds. (62)
=0Jo J1 o JI
According to (54)), (62)) and Fatou’s Lemma, we obtain

/ /u_ﬁx{u>0}¢dxds > / /@gbdaﬁds, Vo € C°(1 x (0,00)),¢ > 0.
0o Jr o JrI

The last inequality and (B5) yield
u_gx{u>0} =&, aeinl x (0,00).
Thereby, we get (B6). In conclusion, u is a weak solution of equation ().

Remark 23 The reader should note that [60Q) is not sufficient to conclude that u is a weak
solution of equation ([l) according to Definition 1. Thus, it is necessary to prove (B6), thereby

proves (7).

We end this Section by proving that u is the maximal solution of equation ().

Proposition 24 Let v be any weak solution of equation (). Then, we have

v(x,t) <wulx,t), fora.e (x,t) €l x(0,00).
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Proof: For any € > 0, we observe that
9:(v) < v xgus0p,and f(v).4e(v) < f(0).
Thus, we get
O — (|v2P"%vg) 4 g-(v) + f(v) e (v) < 0w — (JvalP2vz) , + v X gm0y + F(v) =0,
which implies that v is a sub-solution of equation (P.). Thanks to Lemma 22] we get
v(z,t) <uc(z,t), forae (x,t) €1 x(0,00).
Letting ¢ — 0 yields the result. This puts an end to the proof of Theorem [ O

If f is a global Lipschitz function, then we have

Theorem 25 Let 0 < ug € L'(I), ug # 0. Assume that f is a global Lipschitz function with
Lipschitz constant Cy, and f(0) = 0. Then there exists a maximal weak solution u of equation
). Furthermore, we have

For any T > 0, there exist two positive constants C1(8,p,|I|) and Ca(p,|I|) such that

g (e TSRTER
‘ux(xvt)‘ <Cru W(xvt) T AP HUOHLl([) +T )\p|’u0HL1(1)'Mf(u(T)) +Cf TP HUOHLl([) +1),
(63)
1
p
for a.e (z,t) € I x (1,00). Note that My(u(r)) < max |f(s)]

EE RN
0<s<Ca.7" A ||UO||21(I)

Proof: The proof of this Theorem is most likely to the one of Theorem Bl Then, we leave it
for the reader, who is interested in detail. Note that estimate (63]) is just a combination of the

a priori bound ([B9) and (25)). O

Remark 26 We emphasize that our existence results also holds for a class of continuous func-
tions f(u,z,t) : R x I x (0,00) — [0,00), such that f(0,z,t) =0, V(z,t) € I x (0,00); and for
any (xz,t) € I x (0,00), f(.,x,t) satisfies either (Hy), or (Hz), or a global Lipschitz property.

4 Quenching phenomenon of nonnegative solutions

In this section, we will show that any weak solution of equation ([{l) must quench (Theorem 8l
and Theorem []). According to Proposition 24] it is enough to prove that the maximal solution
u vanishes identically after a finite time. Then, we have the following result

Theorem 27 Let ug € L'(I), ug > 0, and f satisfy (Hs). Then, there exists a finite time Ty
such that B
u(z,t) =0, Vel Vt>Ty.

Furthermore, Ty can be estimated by a constant depending on B, p, |I|,[[uolL1(1)-
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Proof: For any 7 > 0, we put

_1 L
L (T7 UO) = C(p7 ’I’)T A Huo”zl(])v
the a priori bound of u(z,t) on [r,00), see ([BI).

Let T'.(t) be a solution of equation

atra(t) + ga(ra) =0 t>0,
(64)
I'.(0) = L(7,up).

Then, T'; is a super-solution of equation (P.) satisfied by u.. Therefore, a comparison deduces
us(x, s +7) <To(s), VY(x,s)eTx(0,00).

It is straightforward to show that

1

T.(t) 29 1(t) = <L (o) — (1 + 5)1:) P for t > 0.
+
Then, we obtain
u(z,s+71) <TI(s), for (z,s)elx(0,00),
which implies

1
u(z,t) =0, foranyt>r71+ mLHﬁ (1,up), and for x € I. (65)

Now, we try to estimate the value of the minimal extinction time Ty. It follows from (G3])
that

1
Ty <7+——L"P(1,u0), Y7>0,

thereby
in{r + —— [1+5 AR
TO < 21;8{7— + 1+ ﬁL (7—7 uO)} = O(ﬁvpv |I|)||u0||L1(I) .
This completes the proof of Theorem 27| thereby proves Theorem [l O

Remark 28 The result of Theorem [27 still holds if f is assumed as in Theorem [Z1.

Remark 29 Theorem [8 is proved similarly. Furthermore, Ty can be estimated by the constant
14+
[[uoloo

, see also Theorem B3l
1+

As a consequence of Theorem 7] the existence result fails if f(0) > 0.

Corollary 30 Let f(u,x,t) : [0,00) x I x (0,00) — [0,00) be a real nonnegative function.
Assume that there is a point xo € I such that f(0,z0,t) > 0, for any t > 0 large enough. Then,
we have no nonnegative weak solution of problem ().
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Proof: If the conclusion were false, there would exist then a weak solution of (), say @. Thus,
@ is a sub-solution of equation ([B4]). Use the same analysis as in the proof of Theorem to
obtain

w(z,s+71) <TI(s), for (z,s)elx(0,00),

which implies that @(x,t) must vanish identically after a finite time Tj. In particular, we have
from equation satisfied by @ that f(0,z0,t) = 0, for any ¢ > Ty. This contradicts the above
assumption, or we get Corollary O

Remark 31 It is of course that our conclusion in Corollary also holds for the inequalities
u >0 and

O — (Jug|P~2us) s + v PXpusoy + f(u,2,8) <0 in I x (0,00),
u(=1l,t) =u(l,t) =0 t € (0,00)
u(z,0) = up(x) inI.

9

5 On the associated Cauchy problem

In this section, we prove the existence results for the Cauchy problem ([7l). Furthermore, the
behaviors of nonnegative solutions are considered such as the quenching phenomenon, the finite
speed of propagation, and the ISS property.

5.1 Existence of a weak solution

As mentioned in the Introduction, we first have an existence result of problem (7).

Theorem 32 Let 0 < uy € L'(R) N L>®(R). Assume that f satisfies either (Hy), or (Hs), or
a global Lipschitz property. Then, there exists a weak bounded solution u € C([0,00); L*(R)) N
LP(0,T; WYP(R)), satisfying equation () in D'(R x (0,00)). Furthermore, u satisfies estimate
(@A) corresponding to (Hy) (resp. estimate [26]) corresponding to (Hs), and estimate [28) cor-
responding to the assumption global Lipschitz).

Proof: We only give the proof of the case (H3). The case (H;) (resp. global Lipschitz) is
proved similarly.

Let u, be the maximal solution of the following equation

Opu — (|uw|p_2uw)m + U_BX{u>0} + f(u) =0 in I x (0,00),
u(=r,t) = u(r,t) =0, vt € (0,00), (66)
u(z,0) = up(z), in I,

see Theorem It is clear that {u,},~o is a nondecreasing sequence. Moreover, the strong
comparison principle deduces

ur(x,t) < ||uollpeemy, for (2,t) € I x (0,00). (67)

Thus, there exists a function u such that u, T u as r — co. We will show that u is a solution of
problem ([7]).
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First, L'-contraction provides us

ur ()21, < lluollprmy,  for any t € (0, 00),
(68)
£ ()| (1 0.00))s 108 X gur 503 |12 (1 (0,000 < Nlttol £ m)

It follows immediately from the Monotone Convergence Theorem that u,(t) converges to u(t)
in L'(R) and f(u,) converges to f(u) in L*(R x (0,00)) as 7 — oo, likewise

”u('7t)HL1(R) < HUOHLl(R)y for any t € (0700)7
(69)
[ f ()l @ 0,00)) < [luollz1(w)
Next, for any 7 > 0, we have from ([I0)) (see also Theorem [I9)
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1-1 1 8
O (D) < Ca (1) (t 5 ol 2 ey + 0] e gy S 7 (2ol e )+1> (70)

for a.e (x,t) € I, x (0,00). By using the same argument as in the proof of ([8]), there is a
subsequence of {u, },~¢ such that d,u, —3 u,, for a.e (z,t) € R x (0,00). From this result
and ([70), we obtain

_1 e 1
)] < €™ ot) (1 ol oy + ol ey £ Glusliege) +1) . (71
for a.e (z,t) € R x (0,00), and
Oty =5 gy, in LE (R x (0,00)), Vg > 1. (72)

Now, we show that u satisfies equation (7)) in the sense of distribution. Indeed, using the
test function 1, (u,).¢ for the equation satisfied by u, gives us

/ _\Ijn(ur)gbt + |8xur|p_2axur-¢m¢n(ur) + 1|8xur|p_2amur-¢,(%)¢
Supp(e) n n
+ UT_BX{ur>O}¢n(ur)¢ + f(ur)%(ur)qb dsdr =0, V¢ € C(R x (0,00)).

We first take care of the term ufﬁx{ur>0}1/1n(ur)¢ in passing r — oo and n — 0. It is not
difficult to see that UPBX{ur>0}¢n(ur) = ur_ﬁwn(ur) is bounded by 772. Then for any 1 > 0, the

=00 —

Dominated Convergence Theorem yields u, V() =5 u Py (u) in L}, (R x (0,00)), which

implies
(G3)

| u B%(U)HU(Rx(o,oo)) < JJuoll L1 (w)
Next, using the Monotone Convergence Theorem deduces u‘ﬁ¢n(u) T u‘ﬁx{u>0} as n — 0,
thereby proves

™ X fus oy 1 R (0,00)) < o]l zr(r)- (73)
Thanks to (72), (68]) and (67)), there is no problem of passing to the limit as r — oo in the
indicated variational equation in order to get
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u

[ o+l e btya) + Sl et/ (B
Supp(¢) n n
+u Py (u) g + f(u)iby(u)g dsdx =0, Vo € C(R x (0,00)).

By (69), (@), and (73], we can make the same argument as in (58] and (B9) to obtain after
letting n — 0

/ —udy + |ug [P gy + U_ﬁX{u>o}¢ + f(u)p deds =0, Vo € CP(R x (0,00)). (74)
Supp(¢)
Or u satisfies equation () in the sense of distribution.

Then, it remains to prove that u € C([0,00); L'(R)). Let us first claim that
u € C([0,00); L (R). (75

In order to prove (7)), we borrow a compactness result of A. Porretta [25]. We present it here
for a convenience

Lemma 33 (Theorem 1.1, [25]) Letp > 1 and p' its conjugate exponent ( 1), a,be

R, and define the space

1
T

1
p

VP(a,b) = {u: Q@ x (a,b) > R; e LP(a,b; W "(Q)),
up € LY (a,b; WH(Q) + L1 x (a,D))},

where Q is a bounded set in RN . Then, we have

Vi (a,b) C C([a, b]; L*(€2)).
Proof: See its proof in Theorem 1.1, [25]. O

For any r > 0, we extend u, by 0 outside I,., still denoted as u,. Use u, as a test function to
the equation satisfied by wu, to get

T
1 1
| [ 1owunrazds < 5 [ wbi@)de < Sluolos fuolloeqey, tor 7>
0 R r
Thus Hqulip(RX(QT)) is also bounded by %HUOHU(R) ol oo (m)- By (€3) and the boundedness of
u, it follows from the Interpolation Theorem that u € LP(R x (0,7")), for any 7' > 0. Thus, we
have wu € LP(0,T; WLP(R)).

According to this conclusion, (69) and (73]), we have from the equation of u

u; € LP (a,b; W™HP'(R)) + LY(R x (0,T)).

Then, a local argument of Lemma [33] yields the claim (75]). (Note that the last conclusion does
not implies u € C([0,00); L' (R)) since the proof of Theorem 1.1, [25] depends on the bounded-
ness of Q. Moreover, the proof of (57 is not applicable to prove ([75l), since the solution u of the

24



Cauchy problem is constructed in a different way)

Now, to prove u € C([0,00); L'(R)), it suffices to show that w(t) is continuous at ¢t = 0 in
L'(R), i.e

lim/ lu(z,t) — up(x)|de =0,
R

t—0

and the conclusion for ¢t > 0 is proved in the same way. In fact, we have for any m > 1

/R|u(x,t)—u0(:1:)|dx§/ |u($,t)—u0(x)|d$+/ iz, £) — ()| dx

1 m R\ I m

g/ |u(:1:,t)—u0(x)|d:17—|—/ u(:n,t)dx—l—/ wo (@) da =
Im R\I’"l

R\ I,

/1 Jua, 1) — o) ~ ( /1 (ult) - uo(:n))dx> + /R w(z, t)dz — /I ol + /]R ol

dﬁg%z/l \u(a:,t)—uo(x)\da:—i-/Ruo(a:)da:—/ uo(a:)da:—i—/ o (@) da =

I R\ I
2/ lu(z,t) — up(x)|dx + 2/ ug(z)dx.
I R\Im

Taking lim sup both sides of the indicated inequality deduces
t—0

limsup/ lu(z,t) — up(x)|de < ZIimsup/ |u(z,t) — up(x)|dx + 2/ uo(z)dz.
t—0 JR t—=0  JI,, R\Zm

By u € C([0,00); L, .(R)), we obtain from the last inequality

loc

limsup/ lu(z,t) — up(z)|dx < 2/ uo(x)dx.
R R\ L,

t—0
Then the result follows as m — co. Or, we complete the proof of Theorem O
Remark 34 It is obvious that u € C([0,00); LY(R)), for any ¢ > 1. Thus, u(0) = uy in LY(R).

Next, we show that the quenching phenomenon still holds for any weak nonnegative solutions
of the Cauchy problem (7).

Theorem 35 Let v be such a solution of problem ([{l). Then, v must vanish identically after a

148
finite time Ty > 0. Moreover, Ty can be estimated by leliw‘

Proof: It is not difficult to observe that

{ v — (‘Ux’p_2vx)x + g:(v) + f(v)Ye(v) <0, in R x (0,00),

v(z,0) = up(z), in R. (76)

Remind that g.(.) is a global Lipschitz function, while f(.)1-(.) is a non-decreasing function.
These facts allow us to apply the strong comparison principle in order to get

v(z,t) <T:(t), VY(x,t) €R x (0,00),
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where I'; is in (64]) with initial data |luo|| zoo (r)-
Letting ¢ — 0 deduces

olw,t) < T(t) = (lluoll s — (1 + 5)t)f . VY(x,1) € R x (0,00),

This completes the proof of Theorem O

5.2 [Existence of a maximal solution with compact support initially

In general, we have no answer for the existence of a maximal solution of the Cauchy problem.
However, we will show that the solution u, constructed in Theorem [32]is a maximal solution if
the initial data has compact support.

Theorem 36 Assume that Supp(ug) C Ig,. Then, the solution w constructed as in Theorem
(32 is a mazimal solution of equation (). Moreover, Supp (u(t)) is bounded for all t > 0.

Proof: First, we have the following Lemma, which refers to the finite speed of propagation of
nonnegative solutions.

Lemma 37 Let v be a weak solution of equation (). Then, v has compact support at all later
time t > 0. Moreover, we have

Supp (v(t)) C Ly, for anyt >0,

1
HUOHZoo(R) 1
——— . and o =

('yp‘l('v - -1

T =

with mg = Ro +

)P

Proof: For any € > 0, let w. be a nonnegative solution of the following equation

—0y (|amw€|p_28:vwe) + ge(w:) =0, in R,

we(0) = [[uol| Lo (r), (77)
li_}ln we(x) = 0.

It is straight forward that

1 g
we(x) =9 w(x) = (HUQ”ZOO - a.x) , forz>0.
+

If we can show that
v(z,t) <w(x — Ry), for x> Ry, t>0, (78)

then v(z,t) = 0, for any > my, and for ¢ > 0. The same argument for the case z < —R)
implies v(z,t) = 0, for any < —my, and for ¢ > 0, thereby proves the above Lemma.

Now, we prove (8). Recall that v satisfies (Z6)) in (R, 00) x (0,00). Moreover, we have
0(2,8) la=ro < [|luollL = we(x — Ro) la=ro,

v(z,0) =0 < w.(x — Ry), forz> Ry.
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By comparison principle, we obtain
v(x,t) <we(z), for (z,t) € (Ry,00) x (0,00).
Letting € — 0 yields conclusion (78]). This puts an end to the proof of Lemma B7] O

It suffices to prove that w is a maximal solution of problem (7). Indeed, let v be a weak
solution of problem (7). Thanks to Lemma 37, v | Iy % (0,00) 1S & weak solution of the following
problem

v — (|Uﬂc|p_2vm)w + U_BX{U>O} + f(’U) =0 in Imo X (07 OO),

v(—mg,t) = v(mg,t) =0 t € (0,00),

v(x,0) = up(x) in Ly,.
This implies that v(x,t) < u,.(z,t), in R x (0,00), for any r > mg. Passing r — oo completes
the proof of Theorem O

Remark 38 Thanks to Lemma [37, we observe that u, = u, in R x (0,00), for any r > my.
Thus, considering the Cauchy problem () is equivalent to considering Dirichlet problem () in
the case of compact support initially.

5.3 Instantaneous shrinking of compact support

In this section, we will show that if f satisfies a certain growth condition at infinity, see
(Hs), the ISS phenomenon occurs then for any nonnegative solution of equation (7). It is of
course that there are many functions satisfying either (H;) and (Hjs), or (H2) and (Hs). We
can take for example: f(s) = s?, for some ¢ > 0; or f(s) = e® — 1; and so forth. After that, we
have the following result

Theorem 39 Let f satisfy either (Hy) and (Hs), or (Hy) and (Hs). Assume that ug € L*(R)N
L>(R), and ug(z) tends to 0 uniformly as |x| — oo. Then any nonnegative solution of equation
(@) has ISS property.

Proof: Let v be a solution of equation (7). From (Hs), there is a real number Ry > 0 large
enough such that f(s) > s%, for s > Ry. Thus, we have

v P X om0y + f(0) > Ry VT 0,

which leads to
v — (|valP~%vs) s + Ra(ﬁﬂo).vqo <0, inRx(0,00).

Let y be a unique solution of the following problem
{ Oy — (Jyal"2ye)s + By P70y =0, in R x (0, 00),
y(z,0) = up(x), in R,
(see e.g, [16], [29], [30], and [12]). By the strong comparison principle, we get
v(z,t) <y(x,t), inR x (0,00).

Moreover, y has the ISS property, see [16], so does v. This puts an end to the proof of the above
Theorem. O

Remark 40 We also note that the result of Theorem [BH, Theorem BGl, and Theorem still
hold for the case where f is a global Lipschitz function, and f(0) = 0.
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6 Appendix

Proof of Lemma A subtraction between two equations satisfied by v; and vy gives us

at('Ul - U2) — Oy (|8x'Ul |p_2am'U1 - |amv2|p_28xv2) + ge(vl) - gE(U2) + fT;Z)E(’Ul) - f¢€(v2) <0.

Multiplying both sides of the above equation with the test function T3 (w), w = (v; — v2)4+; and
using integration by parts yield

t
/ S1(w(x,t))dz + / / (10501 [P~20pv1 — |03va [P~ 20,v9) (9, T (w)) duds+
I T JI

/T /I (9e(01) — ge(v2)) T (w)dads + / /I (Fohe(v1) — fibe(v2)) T (w)daeds < /I $1(w(z, 7))dr,

for t > 7 > 0. It follows from the monotone of p-Laplacian, and the monotone of fi., and the
fact that g. is a global Lipschitz function

/151(10(957'5))d9€ <C(e) /:/I\Ul —U2IT1(w)d$dS+/151(10(9577))65337

where C'(¢) > 0 is the Lipschitz constant of g.. Letting 7 — 0 in the above inequality deduces
t
/ Sy (wlz, )z < C(e) / / (01 — va| T (w)dads.
I o JI

In addition, we have
[v1 — v2| Th(w)(x, 1) < 251 (w(z,1)).

Inserting this fact into the indicated inequality yields

t
/ Sy (w(z, £))dz < 20(e) / / Sy (w(z, £))dads.
I o JI
Then, we arrive to the following ordinary differential equation

Ly(t) < 2C(e)y(t), t>0,

y(0) =0.
with
y(t) = /ISl(w(a;,t))da;.
It follows from Gronwall’s lemma that
y(t) =0, Vt>0,

which implies
w(t) =0, Vt>0.

In other words, we get the above lemma.

Remark 41 The result of Lemma also holds for any sub-solution vi and super-solution vo
of equation [B4) satisfying va > v1 on the boundary.
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