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1. Introduction. Let 6(x, t) represent the temperature distribution in a semi-
infinite rod from which energy (heat) is radiated along the entire length. In addition,
suppose that at the end z = 0 energy is radiated at a rate proportional to the nth power
of the temperature there (n > 1) and is radiated or absorbed linearly. Finally, suppose
that energy is applied to the end at a rate proportional to some given function f(t).
If the temperature is initially zero then 6(x, t) may be described by the initial-boundary-
value problem

0.(x, t) = 6,.(x, ) — ho(z,t), x>0, t>0, 1.1
6.(0, t) = a8"(0, t) + b6(0, t) — f(2), t>0, (1.2)
6(xz, 0) = 0, z >0, (1.3)
0, t) >0 as z— o, t>0. (14)

Here « > 0, h > 0, and b are given constants. Also f(¢) is bounded, non-negative, at
least piecewise continuous, and becomes positive in a neighborhood of the origin. More-
over f(f) = Ofort, < ¢t < .

This problem is a generalization of the one considered by Keller and Olmstead [1]
and by Handelsman and Olmstead [2]. Specifically, they considered this problem with
b = h = 0. Friedman [3] discussed the existence, uniqueness, and certain other properties
of the solutions of similar problems but with the requirement that an outward derivative
at the surface be a strictly decreasing function of the dependent variable. .

An alternative physical interpretation of (1.1)-(1.4) is that 6(z, t) may represent
the concentration of a diffusant in an absorbent occupying the halfspace x > 0 between
which a first-order chemical reaction takes place. In this case the boundary condition
(1.2) is taken to describe the evaporation or absorbtion of the diffusant through the
surface.
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In the following work a constructive proof of the existence of a positive solution is
presented and it is demonstrated that there can be only one positive solution to the
nonlinear problem. Linear problems whose solutions bound 6(z, t) are presented. These
bounds are then used to describe the large-time behavior of 6(z, t). Specifically, 0(z, t)
is bounded by quadratures which yield the asymptotic results that for b > 0, h > 0

0(z,t) = Cit 7> exp (—ht) as t— =,
and forb =0,h > 0
0(z,t) = Cot™"*exp (—ht) as t— .
Even for b < 0, i.e. linear absorbtion, 6(z, t) must approach zero if b> — h < 0. Hence
Cat™? exp (—ht) < 6(0,t) < Cyexp [(b® — h)t] as t— «.

On the other hand, if b> — h > 0, there is no assurance that the concentration approaches
a limiting value in time. However, if it does, then

b] — B2 < lim «6"4(0, &) < |b].
t— o

2. Existence and uniqueness. The existence and uniqueness of solutions of general
problems similar to (1.1)-(1.4) have been discussed in detail by many authors. Straight-
forward proofs are provided here for completeness and because certain points will be
raised which will be useful in later discussions.

It is not difficult to show that any solution of (1.1)-(1.4) must satisfy the integral
solution

0, ) = [ 10K, ;9 ds+ [ (o) — [b+ a0, 91160, 9K, (@, 9 ds (2.1

where K ,(z, t; s) is defined by the system

K, (z, t;s) = K, ..(z, t; ) — hK,(z, t;5), x>0, t>s20, (2.2)
K, .0, t;3) = p(DK,(0, t;s) — 8(t — s), t>s>0, 2.3)
K, (z, t;s) = 0, t <s, (2.4)
K, (x,t;s) >0 as z— o, (2.5)

Here p(t) is non-negative but otherwise arbitrary. The desirability of allowing the
coefficient p to be a function of time rather than a constant is suggested by the observa-
tion that (1.1)-(1.4) is analogous to a linear problem in which the “evaporation coeffi-
cient” [b + a8"'(0, t)] varies with time. Notice that the solution of (2.1) is reduced to
a quadrature if (0, ¢) is known. For this reason the existence of a solution is discussed
in the context of finding 6(0, t).

Certain properties of the Green’s function K ,(z, ¢; s) are now presented so that they
will be available when they are needed for subsequent calculations. If we let K ,(z, t; s) =
G,.(z, t; s) exp [—h(t — s)] Egs. (2.2)-(2.5) become

G, (z, t;s) = G, ..(z, t;9), x>0, t>s2>0, (2.6)
0, 2.7

G,.:(0, t;8) = p()G, 0, t;5) — 8(t —s), t2s2=
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G,(z, t;s) = 0, t <s, (2.8)
Gz, t;8) >0 as z— . 2.9

These equations are exactly those which define the Green’s function used by Keller
and Olmstead, and many useful results are obtained as obvious extensions of their
work. In particular, K, > 0 because G, is. Moreover, K, < G,s0 [o‘ K,(z,¢;8) ds < 7%,
where p(f) = n = constant. A result implied by Keller and Olmstead, although not
explicitly stated by them, is that, for p(t) = p*(t) = aBt™', ast —> o

ta ” .
f Gou(x, t;8) ds = = /%472 f exp [—2aBt"?] f s exp (—&s) ds dt + o(t™?).
ty 0 -

Hence ast — «

ta © ta
f K,.(x, t;s) ds > n /% exp (htl)[f exp [—2aBt"?] [ s exp (—&s) ds ds] 2
t1 0 vty

-exp (—ht) + o(t™"* exp (—ht)).  (2.10)
Finally, it is useful to have bounds on K ,(z, t; s) for p(f) = n = constant. In this case
K, may be calculated explicitly and is
x exp [—x°/4(t — s)]
V= 9 lx + 21t — )]

Kz, t;5) = H(t — ) exp [—h(t — 8)]{7r

x2
+ 5;?75 exp [nz + n°(t — 8)]1‘<—%, 7t — ) + sz + m)} , o (2.11)
where H(t — s) is the Heaviside function and I'(—4%, r) is an incomplete gamma function.
Various representations for I'(—%, r) (see e.g. Erdelyi [4]) are used in deriving the
desired bounds. In particular,
2e—rr—1/2 fﬂ’ e—ltl/z e—rr—l/Z
—1 ) = =
P( 2 T) 1r1/2 o T + ¢ dt r + q(,’,) )

where ¢(r) is a certain continued fraction. From (2.12)

d (7.) _ 7_"_12 © e—ttl/2 [ we—ttl/Z ]—2
Ldr =2 ) ey fo k] BB (2.13)

r>0, (2.12)

and by the Schwarz inequality

me—ctl/z ]2 ( © e—tt1/2 )(fm e )_7‘_1/2 © e—ttllz
[foH_tdt <([ gapa)] crra) =5 [ Fpa @

Thus dg(r)/dr > 0, r > 0, i.e. q(r) is nondecreasing. As r — 0, Eq. (2.12) yields

2 ® ! 1
a0 = - [fo et dt] -3 2.15)
or
(=%, <er %/ + 1) (2.16)

Asr — o, T'(—4, r) has the asymptotic expansion
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-, = e 5 TR s 0w | (@.17)

This and (2.12) yield that ¢(r) —» 3/2 asr — =, or
(=%, 7) >er'?/(r + 3/2). (2.18)

In conclusion, then,

+"7

x?
4(t — s)]{(t 9"z + 29(¢t — 9)]

([x ;tzz(i)'_’f)]{[x ;'2,22(2)1_/28)] + g})“} (2.19)

K,(z, t;8) < H(t — )z ""* exp I:—h(t —8) —

K,(x, t;s) > H(t — )2~ '"* exp [—h(t — )

and

xZ

n
4(t — s)]{(t DEAE + 29(t — 9)] ta

E 27T ) o

Recall that (2.1) is solved if a 6(0, t) can be found to satisfy the nonlinear integral
equation

00,0 = [ 10K, 59 ds+ [ 166) = b+a0™"0, 91100, 9K,0, ;9 ds. (2.21)

Let M = max f(t), pick R > 0 such that R(aR*™' + b) = M and choose p(t) = n* =
anR*' + b. Finally, define the elements of the sequence {¢.(f)} by the equations

o) = [ 1OKA0, 9 ds, (2.22)
o) = 0@ + o [ BRT = 0Ol 0K A0, B9, i=1,2,3, . (229
@o(?) is certainly positive. Moreover, it is bounded because
w® <M [ "Kn(©, ;9 ds < M/n? 2.24)
or
R@R™™ + b)

eo(t) < gy T A R. (2.25)

If (2.23) is rewritten as
o) = oolf) + aln — DR f K,.0, t; 5) ds
o (2.26)
—a [ [0 = DR + .760) — nB 00K, 69) d,

then it follows from the easily-proven inequality
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F,y) =2"+ n — 1)y —nzy 20 for >0,y >0,n>1
and F(z, y) = 0 only for x = y that

o) < ul®) + ato = DB [ K0, 9 ds. @.27)

Hence

R@R"™ +b) , aln — DR" _
e:t) < anR™' + b + anR*™ 4+ b

Assume now that ¢;.,(f) > ¢.(f) for some 7 and consider the difference

R, i=12---. (2.28)

@ir2o(t) — @ina(t) = a fo MR 0:11(8) — @ia1"(8) — nR™'0i(8) + ¢:"(9)1K,(0, t; 5) ds.
(2.29)

Again, it is a simple matter to prove that the integrand is positive and since ¢,(f) >
¢o(t) > 0 the uniformly-bounded sequence {¢;()} is monotonically increasing. The
sequence therefore must converge to a limiting function, and it can be shown that this
function satisfies (2.21). It follows that 6(z, t) exists.

Although uniqueness may be examined within the context of the integral equation,
it follows directly from the initial-boundary-value problem by applying certain maximum
principles to the system of equations

Yoz, ) = y..(z, t) + 2by.(z, §) >0, t>0, (2.30)
¥.(0, t) = a exp [(n — 1)(b* — W)tly"(0, t) — exp [—(b° — R)t]f(1), t>0, (2.31)
yz, 00 =0, z2>0, (2.32)
yz, ) >0 as z—> o, t>0 (2.33)

which is obtained by making a simple transformation of (1.1)-(1.4). Then if w(z, t) =
Y1(x, £) — y»(x, t), where y, and y, are two positive solutions to the above problem,
w(z, t) must satisfy the system

wt(x’ t) = wu(x’ t) + 2b’wz(x; t)y x> 0; t> 0’ (234)

_ _ 2 __ %0, %) — "0, )
w,(0, ) = aexp [(n — 1)(b h)t]{ 10, ) = 1,00, D }w(O, 0, (2.35)

w(z, 0) = 0, z >0, (2.36)
w(z, ) >0 as 7> =, t>0. (2.37)

Standard maximum principles (see e.g. Protter and Weinberger [5]) for operators like
(2.34) and subject to a condition like (2.36) indicate that if w(z, t) has a positive maxi-
mum it must occur along the line x = 0, ¢ > 0. Moreover, a derivative in an outward
direction, in particular in the —z direction, must be positive where the maximum occurs.
Fory, > 0,y. > 0, this contradicts (2.35); hence w(z, ) cannot have a positive maximum,
or w(z, t) < 0. Exactly the same arguments apply to w’(z, t) = y.(z, {) — y:(z, t) and
thus imply w’(z, ) < 0. The conclusion, of course, is that y,(z, ) = y.(z, t). Notice
that the positivity of the coefficient of w(0, ¢) in (2.35) is crucial to this proof and this
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situation can be assured only if y,(x, t) and y,(z, t) are positive. This proof therefore
verifies that there is only one positive solution of the problem but does not preclude
the possibility of negative solutions. These, however, would not be physically significant
and the possibility is not considered further.

3. Bounds on 6(z, {)(b > 0). Because p(f) is arbitrary but non-neagtive, when
b > 0 we may set p(f) = bin (2.1) to get the upper bound

oo, 1) < [ JOKe, 69 ds. @)

Furthermore 6(0, t) is bounded, so there exists a p(f) = 5, = constant such that 4, — b —
afd”'(0,t) > 0,0 <t < o, o0r

0w, ) 2 [ FOK.@, b9 ds. (3.2)

These bounds may be improved by using them as a basis for choosing new p(f) with
the idea of making the integrand in the second integral of Eq. (2.1) progressively smaller.
Keller and Olmstead, in fact, do this to get a sequence of upper and lower bounds which
converge to the solution of their special case of (2.1).

Recall that for ¢ > ¢, , f(£) = 0, so that

te te
[ 10K @ 69 ds < 0@, ) < [ 10K, ds, 1> 0. (33)
1] 0
These bounds can be bounded, with the result
ta te
mf K, (z, t;8) ds < 8(z, t) < Mf Ky(z, t;5) ds (3.4)
t )

because f(t) is bounded and there exists a number m > 0 such that
()20, 0<¢t<t,
>m, 4, <t<t,, (3.5)
>0, L <t<Lt,.
Inequalities (2.19) and (2.20) may be employed to yield the bounds

x2

_ _ I ta x E
m exp [ Rt = 1) = = tz)] f {w'”(t — 9"t omt — 9] T 2

([t {2t + 3 e

xZ rte z b
S 0 0 < Mew [_h(t — k= 47] jo {wm(t — 97w+ 20 — 9] T 2
z+ 26t —9) [[lz+ 26t =9 ", 11\
([ 20 — 97 :l{[ 2t — o) ] + 5}) }ds. (3.6)

These integrals can be evaluated explicitly, but the results are too complicated to be
very instructive. Asymptotically, however, these bounds become
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2

m(t, — t) [l_ :I [ _ z ] -3/2 —ht -3/2_—ht
o m + x| exp | ht, -1 % 4+ ot %) < (x, b)

2
< —2% [% + x] exp [htc - z_t]t‘me-“ +ot™e™) as to . (3)

Notice that the asymptotic behavior of the upper bound is meaningless for b = 0.
We must therefore examine this case more closely. Eq. (2.11) shows that K,(z, ¢; s)
has a particularly simple form. The upper bound in (3.4) then becomes

‘exp [—h(t — s) — 2°/4(t — )]
0@, ) <M ]; 1r]/2(t — 8)1/2 ds 3.8)
_&| [* exp [—h(t — 9)]
S M exp [ 4t] j; 1‘1/2(t — s)l/z ds (39)
The integral is easily evaluated with the result that
2
0z, t) < EII‘% exp [—%:I {erf [ht]'* — erf [h(t — t)]'/?} (3.10)
or

2
0@z, t) < Fﬁgi (exp (ht) — 1) exp [—%:I V%™ + o(t™V% ™) as t— .  (3.11)

There is still an 9, > 0 which provides a lower bound on 8(z, ¢), and the asymptotic
behavior of this lower bound is known from previous calculations. Unfortunately,
these results do not indicate the form of the asymptotic behavior of 8(z, t) nearly as
specifically as the results for b > 0. Observe, however, that for A > 0 a constant B
can be chosen sufficiently large so that Bt™* — 6"7'(0,¢) > 0,¢ > 0, » > 1. This can
be done for h > 0 because 6(0, ¢) is bounded and decays no more slowly than O(e™*‘t~/%)
ast— o, If h = 0, such a constant can be chosen only for n > 3. With p(t) = p*(t) =
aBt™, Eq. (2.1) becomes

0z, ) = fo KK (@, 1 9) ds + a f (B — 670, 9160, 9Kz, 9) ds (3.12)

or
0@ 9 > [ K (e, 1;9) ds. (3.13)
As before,
0(x, t) > m [’ K,.(x, t;s)ds for &> t, (3.14)
and from (2.10) as { — «
oz, ) > EP ) e:II),z(ht‘) [j: exp [—2aBt"’] [’ s exp (—¢s) ds ds]t‘”ze"” + o(tV%™).
3.15)

Physically, it is almost obvious that 6(z, ) must approach zero for b > 0, h > 0
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or for b > 0, h > 0 because f(t) is the only source of the diffusant while both b and &
represent losses. In fact, even forb = h = 0

0w 0 < [ 19 SR g0 s 1w,

What is more surprising is that the nonlinearity has no effect on the form of the large-
time asymptotic behavior. This is evident from the fact that none of the previous analyses
is changed by setting @ = 0 in Eq. (2.1), and thus

0@ 9 = [ 10K, b9 ds.

Apparently h affects only the exponential decay and the form of the algebraic decay
depends only on the value of b. Physically, this is reasonable because «8"'(0, t), the
nonlinear radiation coeflicient, becomes negligible relative to b as ¢t — «. In summary,
then, conduction must account for the ¢~'/* decay, linear radiation changes the algebraic
rate of decay to ¢~*’*, and the nonlinear radiation (n > 1) has no affect on the large-
time decay rate of the temperature.

4. Bounds on 6(z, £)(b < 0). It is more difficult to get very specific bounds on
6(z, t) for b < 0. In this case, setting p(t) = 01in (2.1) yields only that

0z, 1) < f HOKo(@, 1) ds — b f " 000, Koz, t; ) ds.

Physically, b < 0 implies that energy is being absorbed at a rate proportional to the
surface temperature, so there is no reason to expect an upper bound on the solution to
depend only on the source f(z).

Let —b = 8 > 0 and rewrite (2.1) as

0(x’ t) = ‘/: f(S)Kp(x, t; S) ds + ‘/: {p(S) + [ﬁ - aan_l(O’ 3)1}0(0; s)Kﬂ(x7 i S) ds. (41)

In this form we see that the difficulty lies in the fact that the quantity [8 — «6"'(0, s)]
may change sign. For example, if 8 < «8"7'(0, ¢) there is a p(t) = 5, = constant such
that 7. + 8 — a6”7'(0,t) > 0,0 < t < o and 6(z, ¢) is bounded from below by

0, ) > [ 10K, &5 ds.
1]
On the other hand, if 8 > a6"7'(0, ) then p(t) = 0 will do and

0w, ) 2 [ 10K, 19 ds.

The behavior of these integrals has been investigated, but there is no indication as to
which lower bound is appropriate. The situation, of course, is not hopeless; it just requires
a slightly different approach.

Define u(z, t) by the equation

t t
(e, ) = f o Ko(z, t; 5) ds + f Bu(0, )Ko(z, t; 5) ds. 4.2)
0 [
Let p(t) = 0in (4.1) and consider the difference
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u(z, £) — 0z, t) = f' 80, )K,(z, t;s) ds + B ‘/: [u(0, s) — 6(0, $)Ko(x, t;s) ds (4.3)
or, for w(z, t) = u(z, t) — 0(z, t),
w(r, §) = f‘ a6"(0, 8)K(z, t;s) ds + 8 fl w(0, $)K,(x, t; s) ds. (4.4)

It is a simple matter to solve for u(z, t) and incidentally to prove that w(z, t) > 0. Thus

8o (a6 — B~ 9 e [T ae - 0 Lo @

The integral is a decreasing function of z, so for the sake of getting more specific in-
formation look at the concentration at x = 0 for ¢ > ¢, . Here

o(z, ) < exp [(8° — h)t]{ fo i Bf(s) exp [—(8* — m)sI(1 + erf [B(t — 9)"*)) dS}

+ [0 SN e

As before, the right-hand side of this inequality can be bounded to yield the result
that as { > «

00,0 < exp 16" — a2 [ 616 exp (5" — sl ds + o™ exp [~} (4.7

Since 6(0, t) is bounded this offers no new information for 8 — h > 0. If 8 — h < 0,
however, (4.7) proves the physically obvious fact that the temperature must approach
zero if energy is being lost along the length of the rod faster than it can be absorbed
at the end.

Because of this bound and the fact that 6(0, ) is bounded, there is certainly a constant
M, such that 60, t) < M, exp [(8° — h)t],0 < t < =, — h < 0 and

00,0 2 [ 1OK, 69 ds + [ (66) + 6 — M exp [0 — D@ — Wsl)

-0(0, $)K (0, t; s) ds. 4.8)
With the choice of p(t) = p'(t) = aM,""'/((n — 1) |8 — c| t), this inequality becomes
00,0 > [[OK, 0, ;9 ds+ [ 18+ aM(n — 1) 18" — bl ™

— exp [0 — D(B® — W)sD}6(0, 9K, (0, t;5) ds.  (4.9)

The integrand is obviously positive, so, as before,

6(0, t) > m—e:r(gz(il) I:fo exp I:_(n —2011)14632 ] E”z] f‘ " exp (—&s) ds dg] e

+ oe™tV?  (4.10)
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ast— o,

For 8 — h > 0 we still do not have a well-defined upper bound and there are two
choices for a lower bound depending on whether 8 > a8"7'(0, t) or 8 < a8"7'(0, £). Let
us investigate the consequence of assuming that 8 > «6"7'(0, ¢); in particular, let

B— ab'(0,t) = u+ A) (4.11)

where p > 0, A(t) > 0 and there is a time ¢’ such that A(¢") = 0. Now (4.1) with p(t) = 0
can be rewritten as

t t
0z, t) = f f&Ko(z, t;s) ds + f [u + A(s)]6(0, $)Ko(z, t; s) ds. 4.12)
) 0
As before, define u(zx, t) to satisfy the linear problem

ulz, 1) = f OK(@, ;) ds + f " (0, 9Ko(z, £ 5) ds, (4.13)

and then w(z, t) = 6(z, t) — u(z, t) must satisfy the equation

wiz, t) = f " A0, Koz, ;) ds + & f w0, Ko, 1) ds. (4.14)

Notice that (4.13) and (4.14) are of exactly the same form as (4.2) and (4.4), so we
immediately have the result for £ > ¢,

600, 1) > exp [(&° — W]
: f " uf) exp [—(* — W)L + erf [u(t — 9]} ds + ¢ f 16 mf’

"W ds.

If 4> — h > 0, the fact that 6(0, ¢) is bounded is contradicted; hence u” < k. Therefore
from (4.11)

a0, > B8 — BP — AQ) (4.15)
and att = ¢’

" '0,t") > 8 — B> 0. (4.16)
Since it is certainly possible for f(f) to cut off before 6(0, t) achieves the value implied
above, the linear absorbtion must be responsible for forcing the temperature to reach
this value. It is therefore reasonable to expect that there is no time beyond which the

temperature can always remain below the value [a™'(8 — h'/*)]"""".
That this is, in fact, the case is easily proven by restating (1.1)-(1.4) as

0.(xz, 1) = 0..(x, 7) — hé(z, 7), >0, r=1t—1 >0, (4.17)
6.0, 7) = «6™(0, 7) — B6(0, 7), >0, (4.18)
f(z, 0) = ¥(@), 20, (4.19)
0, —>0 as x— o, (4.20)

where t, > ¢, but otherwise arbitrary. This problem may be expressed as an integral
equation in the form
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0z, 7) = fom YK, (z, 7;y,0) dy + fot [p(s) + B — a8"7'(0, 9160, 9K, (z, 7; 0, ) ds
4.21)

where K ,(x, ;y, s) = K,(x — y, 7; s). If it is again supposed that 8 — 8" '(0, 7) =
g+ A@r), x> 0, A(r) > 0 and A(+") = 0, an analysis similar to that just used follows
to yield the same contradiction unless u* < h. Since ¢, is arbitrary, the desired result
is proven.

The converse—that there is no finite time beyond which «6*7'(0, t) > f—is very
easily proven. If there were such a time, say ¢ = ¢* then (4.1) could be rewritten as

00,0) = [ JOKA, ;9 ds + [ 18— a8, 9160, KO, ;) ds

— [ 80, 9) — 8160, KO, &;) ds.

This, however, implies that 6(0, s) — 0 as t — «, which contradicts the original hy-
pothesis.
In summary, then, if the limit exists when 8> — h > 0,

B — h'? < lima6*'(0, t) < B.

t—o
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