GLOBAL SOLUTION BRANCH AND MORSE INDEX
ESTIMATES OF A SEMILINEAR ELLIPTIC EQUATION WITH
SUPER-CRITICAL EXPONENT
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ABSTRACT. We consider the nonlinear eigenvalue problem

—Au=v?+ du in B,
©v>0inB, u=0 ondB

where B denotes the unit ball in RY, N > 3, A > 0 and p > (N +2)/(N — 2).
According to classical bifurcation theory, the point (u1,0) is a bifurcation point
from which emanates an unbounded branch ¢ of solutions (A, u) of (0.1), where
is the principle eigenvalue of —A in B with Dirichlet boundary data. It is known
that there is a unique value A = A, € (0, 1) such that (0.1) has a radial singular
solution u.(|z|). Let p, > % be the Joseph-Lundgren exponent. We show that
the structure of the branch ¢ changes for p > p. and (N +2)/(N —2) < p < p..
For (N +2)/(N —2) < p < p., € turns infinitely many times around A, which
implies that the all the singular solutions have infinite Morse index. For p > p., we
show that all solutions (regular or singular) have finite Morse index. For N > 12
and p > p. large, we show that all solutions (regular or singular) have exactly
Morse index one. As a consequence, we prove that any regular solution intersects
with the singular solution exactly once and regular solution exists (and is unique)
only when A € (A, p1).

(0.1)

1. INTRODUCTION

Let B be the unit ball in RY (N > 3). In this paper, we consider the following
nonlinear eigenvalue problem

(1.1) —Au =uP 4+ \u in B,
' u>0inB, u=0 on 0B
where

P> pN = %, AeR
By [8], any solution of Problem (1.1) is radially symmetric. It is easy to see
that there exist no solutions for (1.1) if A > u; or A < 0, where y; is the principle
eigenvalue of —A in B with Dirichlet data. According to classical bifurcation theory

[15], the point (u1,0) is a bifurcation point from which emanates an unbounded
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branch % of solutions (A, u). In this paper we are interested in the structure of the
branch %.

For 1 < p < {2, there exists at most one solution of (1.1) when A < gy ([17]).
When p = %, Brezis and Nirenberg established that (1.1) is solvable for A < \ <

p1 where A = 0 when N > 4 and \ = i“l when N = 3. The situation drastically
changes as soon as p > % Del Pino-Dolbeault-Musso [5] constructed bubble-
tower solutions of (1.1) for a slightly supercritical exponent in dimension N > 4.
Budd and Norbury [2] used formal asymptotic and numerical computations to derive
some qualitative properties of the solution branch when N = 3, p > 5: they found
that before reaching A = 0, the solution curve turns right and oscillates infinitely
many times in the form of an exponentially damped sinusoidal along a line A = A,.
Merle and Peletier [11] proved that there is a unique value A = A, > 0 such that a

singular solution u, exists for (1.1). Moreover,

(1.2) uy(r) = A(p, N)r=2/®=D41 — B(p, N)r? + o(r*)} as r — 0,
where
2 2 1/(p—1) 3 -1

Merle-Peletier-Serrin [12] studied the asymptotic behavior of the positive solutions
(Ap,up) € € as p — oo. Recently, using geometric theory of dynamical system,
Dolbeault and Flores [6] rigorously proved the numerical computations in [2] in the
case of p < p.—the Joseph-Lungren exponent (see (1.5)).

An analogue problem

(1.4)

—Au = A1+ u)? in B,
u>0inB, u=0 ondB

has been completely understood. It is known [10] that there exists a unique A\, > 0
such that the solution to (1.4) exists only when A < A,. Let

(1.5)

N—2)2_4N+8y/N—1 .
( (1372)(1\7710) if N> 11,

{oo if2< N <10
Pec =

be the so-called Joseph-Lundgren exponent introduced in [10]. When p < p., there
exists another number \* < A, such that regular solution is smooth up to A = A,,
singular solution exists at A = A*, and solutions branch turns infinitely many times
at A = \*. For p > p,, there are no secondary branch and the singular solution

exists precisely at A = A\, and it is stable.
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The exponent p. has long been known to play an important role in semilinear heat
equations with power-like nonlinearities. See Gui-Ni-Wang [9], Polacik-Yanagida
[13], Fila-Winkler-Yanagida [7] and Wang [16] and the references therein.

The study of (1.1) turns out to be more difficult and delicate than (1.4). The
main difficulty is that any solution (regular or singular) to (1.1) is unstable. An
important question is then to estimate the Morse index of the solutions (regular
or singular). In this paper we shall see that p. also plays an important role in
the structure of the branch ¥, i.e., ¥ turns infinitely many times around A = A,
provided (N + 2)/(N —2) < p < p., but this does not occur when p > p.. The
first conclusion was obtained recently in [6] by using tools of the geometric theory
of dynamical systems. Nothing is known for the case p > p.. The results obtained
in this paper for the case p > p. are new. In some cases, we obtain the optimal
results. We will use different methods to deal with this problem. We show that the
Morse index of u, is oo provided (N + 2)/(N — 2) < p < p,, but it is finite when
p > p.. To show the first conclusion, we use some arguments similar to those in
[4]. We also present some sufficient conditions to see that the Morse index of u, is
1 when p > p.. Note that this holds only for N > 11 and this is optimal.

The main results of this paper are summarized in the following three theorems:

Theorem 1.1. Assume N > 3, (N +2)/(N —2) < p < p.. There is a unique
number A\, > 0 such that, given any integer k > 1, there exist at least k bounded
radial solutions of (1.1) for any X\ sufficiently close to A\.. In particular, there are
infinitely many classical solutions of (1.1) for A = A,.

Theorem 1.2. For N > 11 and p > p., the Morse index of any solution (singular
or reqular) uy of (1.1) is finite. As a consequence, the graph of any regular solution
intersects with that of the singular solution at most finitely many times.

Theorem 1.3. For N > 12 and p > p%(N), where p>(N) > p. can be computed
explicitly, the Morse index of any solution (singular or reqular) uy of (1.1) is exactly
1. As a consequence, the reqular solution intersects with the singular solution only
once and the reqular solution exists and is unique when X € (A, f11)-

Theorem 1.1 has been proved by Dolbeault and Flores [6], using geometric dy-
namical system method. Here we shall give a PDE proof. Theorems 1.2 and 1.3
are new. Theorem 1.3 gives a complete description of the solution branch. The
existence of another supercritical exponent p? > p, is interesting.

A simple estimate on the number p?(N) can be given as follows. Let J,(r) be the

Bessel function satisfying
2

1
(1.6) J,’,’+;J,’,+(1—%)J,,:O, r € (0,00).
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Let j1, and js, be the first two zeroes of J,(r). Then Theorem 1.3 holds under the

following condition

(L.7) Jr,a=2 < Jau

where

1 4 2
. =,/ (N—-2——-)2— —2— " )>0w > D,
(1.8) v 2\/( 1) 8(N —2 1) 0 when p > p

Notice that py = j? x_,. We also note that as p — +oo, condition (1.7) becomes
1T 3
(1.9) Tz £, yaanem
’ 2
which can be shown to hold when N > 12. This is also the reason behind the
condition N > 12 in Theorem 1.3.

Finally, let us also observe the following fact

\2
2P N—Q—ﬁ >% for 22 < p < p.

N-—2)2
z% N—Q—ﬁ §% for p > p..

This also implies

2
(N—Q—il) —8<N—2—L)<0 for Y2 < p < p,

- p—1 N—2
2
(1.10) (N—Q—ﬁ) —8(N—2—1ﬁ)>0 for p > p.
2
4 _ —
(N—2—E) —8<N—2—ﬁ)_o for p = p,.

The organization of the paper is as follows: in Section 2, we prove Theorem 1.1.
In Section 3, we show that the Morse index of any solution is finite and then we
prove Theorem 1.2. In Section 4, we prove that under some conditions the Morse
index of any solution is one and thus prove Theorem 1.3. We leave the proof of one
key theorem to Section 5. In Section 6, we present some estimates on the exponent
p;-

2. THE CASE FOR (N +2)/(N —2) <p < p.: PROOF OF THEOREM 1.1

In this section we present a PDE proof of Theorem 1.1. We only need to consider

the equation

o N=1oi _ p -

(2.1) u' = Toul =P+ Au in (0,1)
u>0 in (0,1), u(l)=0

Let w = A~/®=Dy. We see that w satisfies the problem

2 —uf = ! = A+ ul in (0,1)
' w >0 in (0,1), w(l) =0.
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We also know that there is a unique A = A, such that (2.2) has a singular solution

w,. Introducing the changes:
t= A2 W(t) = w,.(r)
we see that W satisfies the problem

—W" — %W’ =WP+ W in (0, )\1/2)
(2.3) . 1/2 1/2y _
W >0 in (0,\7), W(AJST) =0.

Moreover, we can choose subsequences {(An, un)} = (An,un,)} C € with A\, — A,

maxg u, — 0o as n — oo. Then by the changes

t= )\711/27‘, Wi (t) = AV, (r)

n

we see that W, satisfies the problem

{ W = MLyt — W W, in (0, A7)

24
( ) W, >0 in (O, /\711/2), Wn(/\Tll/Q) = 0.

It is known from Theorem 1.2 of [11] that W, — W in C2 (0, AY/*) as n — .

loc

We have the following proposition.

Proposition 2.1. For any sequence {(An, Wp)} = {(An, Wi,)} with A, — A,
maxg W,, — 0o and any M >> 1, there is N* = N*(M) > 1 such that for n > N*,

the graph of W,, intersects with that of W at least M times in (0, min{)wl/?, )\i/Q}).

Proposition 2.1 implies that the Morse index of W is oo and hence the Morse index
of u, is co. Indeed, we see that W — W, has at least M zeroes in (0, min{)\}/z, )\i/z})
and thus there are at least [4] — 1 intervals I; (i = 1,2,...,[4] — 1) on which
W — W, > 0. We also see that hﬁl = W — W, satisfies
(2.5) { —.Ahfb < pW”’lhfz + Al in I,

hy >0 in I;, h! =0 on 0I;
Multiplying A% on both the sides of the equation in (2.5) and integrating it on the

annular domain Q; := {y : |y| € I;}, we see that
[ 19 = et <o
Q;
Since each hi € HE(B,), where B, := {y: |y| < A\/*},

/ Rihidy =0, i# j,

the arbitrariness of M implies that the Morse index of W is co.

Proof of Proposition 2.1



The existence of {(\,, W)} is known from the existence of the sequence {(\,, u,)}-
On the contrary, this is a sequence {(\,, W,,) } satisfying the conditions in this propo-
sition, we have that there is ¢y € (O,min{)\i/ 2 A ?1) independent of n such that
W > W, in (0,%;) (note that W (0) = oo). Since W, (t) = A Dy it follows

from Theorem 1.2 of [11] that

W, — W in C° (0, AY?) as n — oo.

loc

Let z,(p) = W,/W, p = Int. Then z, satisfies
2tW (2
(2.6) zp(p) + [N -2+ %() 2 () + WP — 2,] =0, p<lntg.
Since w,(r) = A:l/(p_l)u*(T) and W(t) = w,(r) with ¢t = A%, we see from (1.2)
that

(2.7) W (t) = A(p, N)t=2/®=1V(1 — B(p, N)A7't2 4 o(t?)) as t — 0.
Thus,
2 4
(2.8) %/M/(tt(; ) < p— for t sufficiently small
2 W, (¢) 4
2.9 - t—0
(2.9) W — p_las —
and
(2.10) L2WP(t) < 2 (N -2- L) for t sufficiently small
“p—1 p—1
2 2
2yyp-1 - —_9__-
(2.11) 2w (t)—>p_1(N 2 p—l) as t — 0.

Since z,(p) < 1 for p € (—o0,Inty) and W (t) — oo as t — 0, we see that there exists
—o0 < T < Inty such that

(2.12) 2, (p) + 91(p)zn(p) > 0 for p € (—00,T)
where g1(p) = N —2+ 23,11(;(;). Thus,

T

(2.13) exp(/:><> gl(s)ds)z;(p) > exp(/_oo gl(s)ds) zi (1) ift > 71> —o0.

We know that g,(p) > N — 2 — zﬁ as p — —oo and z,(p) = 0 as p — —oo. Then
it follows from (2.13) that

(2.14) zn(p) >0 for —oo < p< T.

We see that 2/, (p) Z 0 since W,, Z W.



Let wn(p) =1 — 2z,(p). Then by (2.6), we see

(2.15) WI(p) + 91 (p)y + G5 (P)wn = 0, wo >0 on (=00, T)
where »

n — f2ypyp-1 Zn_zn]

g5 (p) = W 0T

Since 2z, — 1 in C?

). (—00,T) as n — 0o, we see that

2P — zn
1—2,
This, the fact that

——(p—1) in C

oe(—00,T) as n — oo.

2 2
e (4 —(N—Q——) t—0
t*W ()—)p_1 P ast —

and

4 \2 2
(N—Q——) —8(N—2——)<0for(N+2)/(N—2)<p<pc
p—1 p—1

imply that there exists T* € (—oo,T) such that for any interval [T, T1] C (—o0, T*)

and n sufficiently large
(2.16) [g1]°> — 4% < 0 in [Ty, Ty].

Thus there exist b; and c¢; such that b2 — 4¢; < 0, g1(p) < by and ¢%(p) > ¢ if
p € [Ty, T1]. Observe that any solution of

(2.17) Z"(p) + 1 Z'(p) + c1Z(p) =0

is oscillatory; in particular, there exist T < as < by < T such that Z(ay) = Z(a3) =
0, Z > 0 in (a9, bs) (and hence Z'(ag) > 0 > Z'(by)). Multiplying (2.15) by Z and
(2.17) by wy,, we have

(2.18) Wi Z + g1(p)wi,Z + 95 (p)wnZ = 0 on [ag, bo]
(2.19) Z"wp + b1 7wy + 1 Zwy, =0 on [ag, by].

Subtracting (2.19) from (2.18) yields
(Zwl — Z'wp) + (g1(p)whZ — b1 Z'wy) + (95 — c1)wnZ = 0 on [ag, by).
Thus, by the fact that g1(p) < b1, ¢5(p) > ¢ and w), < 0, we have
(Zw! — Z'wy) + bi(w, Z — Z'w,) <0 on (ag, by)

and hence
%2 7" (by)wy (by) > €79 Z' (ag)wp(az)-

This is impossible (note that Z’'(as) > 0 > Z'(by)). This completes the proof. [
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To prove Theorem 1.1, we only need to obtain similar results for the problem
(2.2). According to classical theory [15], the point (41,0) is a bifurcation point from
which emanates an unbounded branch .o/ of solutions (A, w) of (2.2).

We show the following theorem.

Theorem 2.2. Let N > 3 and % < p < p.. Then the radial solution branch </
of (2.2) possesses infinitely many turning points around A = A,.

It is clear that Theorem 2.2 implies that the conclusions of Theorem 1.1 hold. To

prove Theorem 2.2, we first prove the following lemma.

Lemma 2.3. For any x € (0,00), there is at most one A= k) € (0,1) with
(A ws) € & and w;(0) = k.

Proof. Suppose that there are \;, Ao € (0,p1) with Ay # Xy and (A1, wy,),
(A2, wy,) € & such that wy,(0) = wy,(0) = k. If we set w; = wy; for j = 1,2,
then

N-—-1
(2.20) —wj — Tw; = \j[w? +w;], w;(0) =&, w;(0) =0, w;(l)=0.

Let t = )\;/ ’r and z;(t) = w;(r). We see that z; satisfies the problem

N-1 1/2
2y =25 + 25, 2(0) =k, 2;(0) =0, Zj()‘j/

(2.21) —2 — ) =0.

Since z; and z, satisfies the same initial values z;(0) = &, 2;(0) = 0, the standard

ODE theory implies A\; = Ao, which is a contradiction. This completes the proof. [
Lemma 2.3 implies that the radial solution branch & of (2.2) does not possess

secondary bifurcation point.

Proof of Theorem 2.2

The proof of Theorem 2.2 can be obtained from Proposition 2.1 and arguments
similar to those in [4].

Arguments similar to those in the proof of Proposition 2.1 imply that for any
M >> 1, we can find N* = N*(M) such that for n > N*, the Morse index of W,
is at least [&] — 1. (Note that instead of choosing hl, = W — W, we can choose
hi = W, —W.) We can argue as in Subsection 2.1 of [3], in the space C([0,1]) x R,

to find an analytic solution curve of (2.2): A = \(s), w = @(s) for s > 0, such that

s),A(s)) € & for s >0

(a(

(@(0), A(0)) = (0, ) and

I — \(s)A'(w(s)) is invertible except at isolated points
8



where A'(w(s)) := G (pwP '(s)+1)I] and G(h) = "N (rN—1h!(r)) with A'(0) = 0
h(1) = 0. We see from Lemma 2.3 that the curve has no intersection. Let us denote

this curve by T and g, 5, (1(s)) be the ith eigenvalue, counting the multiplicity, of
(2.22) —G — \(s)[pwP~(s) + 1)1

on (0, 1) with the Dirichlet boundary condition. By our comments above, p, 5, (@(s))
are continuous and piecewise analytic, and have only isolated zeroes. We will show
that u; 5. (@(s)) < 0 for s large. This means that for any ¢ > 0, equation (2.22) has
at least ¢ negative eigenvalues for s large. Hence we see that there is a sequence {s;}
with s; — 0o as i — oo such that the number of negative eigenvalues of (2.22) (count-
ing multiplicity) changes at s;. (Recall that p; 5 (@(0)) = pi(=G) — pn = +o0 as

i — o0). Each (w(s;), A(s;)) must be a bifurcation point. We also see that each
(0(s;), A(s;)) is either a turning point and a point of secondary bifurcation. Our
Lemma 2.3 implies that it is not a secondary bifurcation point. Thus, it must be a
turning point.

To prove our claim on i 5(s) for large s, we need to consider positive solutions
(wj, A;) of (2.2) such that \; — A, as i — 0o and ||wi||ec — 00 as i — oo. Thus,
we see that there is a s; with s; — oo such that j\(sz) = \; and w(s;) = w;. By the

changes:
w(p) = wilr), p=N"r
we see that z; satisfies the problem

N -1
A= 4z i (0,M), z(A\?) =0.

2

(2.23) -z —

It is known from Proposition 2.1 that for any M >> 1, the Morse index of z; in
H)(B;), where B; = {y : |y| < /\3/2}, is bigger than M provided ¢ sufficiently
large. Hence, returning to the original scaling we see that there is at least (M — 1)-
dimensional subspace F; of H}(B) such that

/B (VA2 = A(s)(pi? () + 1)1] <0

for h is in the unit sphere of F; and s large. By the variational characterization of
eigenvalues, this implies that y, 5., (@(s)) <0 for1 <4 < M —11if s is large. Since

M is arbitrary, this proves our claim and completes the proof of Theorem 2.2. [
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3. THE CASE FOR p > p.: PROOF OF THEOREM 1.2

In this section we will study the structure of radial solution branch % for p > p..
We first show that for any (A, uy) € €, the Morse index of u) is bounded. Then we
prove Theorem 1.2.

We state our first result.
Theorem 3.1. There exists an integer C' > 1 independent of A such that
(3.1) 1 <m(uy) <C.

To prove Theorem 3.1, we need the following key estimate
Lemma 3.2. Let uy be a regular or singular solution of (1.1). Then it holds

_2

(3.2) ux(r) < A(p, N)r »1 forr € [0,1],
where A(p, N) is given in (1.3).
Proof: We first see that (3.2) holds for a regular solution uy. To prove (3.2), we

introduce the Emden-Fowler transformation for wu,:
2
ua(t) = r—Tuy(r), t=lnr.

Then v, satisfies the following problem (without loss of generality, we omit the

subscript A on v, in the following)
(33) V' +av +vP—Bu+Ae*v =0, t€ (~00,0), v(0)=0, v(—c0)=0

where

4
=N—-92— = A(p, NP,
a pa— B =A(p,N)

Now we show that
(3.4) v(t) < gY@ V(= A(p,N)) for t € (—o0,0)

which implies (3.2).

Suppose on the contrary. Since v(—o00) = 0, we see that there is a —oco < < 0
such that v(#) = A(p, N) but v(t) < A(p, N) for t € (—o0,1).

Let v(t) = A(p, N) + ¢. We see that ¢(t) < 0 for ¢ € (—oo,#] and

(3.5) vP(t) > A(p, N)? + pA(p, NP1 for t € (—o0,1)
Hence
0 = ¢"+ay + (Alp,N) +¢)” — B(A(p, N) + @) + e’ (A(p, N) + o)

> "+ ap' +(p—1)pe.
10



Let ¢(t) = e™'p(t), where

———+ \/oz2 (p—1)p

we see that ¢ satisfies

(3.6) {wwwa+mn¢go,tecﬂgﬂ

#(f) =0, ¢(=00) =0
where we use the fact that (see (1.10))

a2—4(p—1)ﬂ20 for p > p,

and

:——+ ¢w (p—1)8 < 0.

This contradicts the maximum pr1n01ple sine ¢ < 0 in (—oo,?). This contradiction
implies that (3.2) holds.
To see that the estimate (3.2) holds for u,, we see that under the changes:

v, (t) = P Yy, (r), t=1Inr
v, satisfies the problem
(3.7) V4. —Bv,+vP+ N e*v, =0 t € (—00,0), v,(—00) = A(p, N), v,(0) =0.
But (1.2) implies that
(3.8) v,(t) = A(p,N) — A(p, N)B(p, N)e** + o(e*) for t near —oo

Therefore, if we set v, = A(p, N) + ¢, we see that p(t) = —A(p, N)B(p, N)e* +

o(e®*) < 0 for t near —oo and
e ™p(t) = 0 as t — —oo.

The fact that
v.(t) < A(p,N) for t € (—o0,0)

can be obtained by arguments similar to those in the proof of (3.4).
This proves Lemma 3.2.
]
Next we prove that the Morse index of u, is finite.
Proof of Theorem 3.1. By (3.2), (1.10) and the Hardy’s inequality, we see that

(3.9) [1vor - pg 16> / vor - =220 5



for any ¢ € H}(B). We can easily see that m(uy) > 1, since uy € H}(B), and

/HVU)\|2 — (pu’)’\_1 + Aui] = (1 —p)/ uf’\ﬂ < 0.
B

B
To show that the Morse index of u, is finite, we use a contradiction argument.

On the contrary, there is a sequence {( A, u,)} = {(An, up,)} C % such that
m(u,) — 00 as n — oc.

We can choose a subsequence (still denoted by {(An,un)}) such that A, — X as
n — 0o. Thus, for n sufficiently large, the number of negative eigenvalues (counting

multiplicity) of the problem
(3.10) —Ap =[pul™' + \,]J¢ +0¢ in B, ¢ =0 on OB
is large. Therefore, the first eigenvalue o} of the problem (3.10) satisfies
o'+ <0.
This is a contradiction since
0< [ 1961 = pu (@) = (o7 + ) [ (61 <0

where ¢, € H}(B) is the first eigenfunction of (3.10) corresponding to oF.

This proves Theorem 3.1.

O
Proofs of Theorems 1.2

The first conclusion is known from Theorem 3.1. We only need to show that the
graph of any regular solution u, of (1.1) intersects with that of u, at most finitely
many times.

On the contrary, there exists (A, u,) such that the graph of u, intersects with
that of u, infinitely many times. There are three cases here: A < A, A > A, and
A = A,. For A > )\,, we can show that m(u,) = co. This contradicts Theorem 3.1.
Indeed, since the graph of u) intersects with that of u, infinitely many times, there
are infinitely many intervals J; C (0,1) (: =1,2,...) such that u, > u, in J;. Let

hi:{ Uy — Uy, ?n J;
0, in (0,1)\J;.
We see that
/ ([Vhil? — (pur=! + A)h2dz < 0
B;

provided A > \,, where B; = {z, |z| € J;}. Note that

—Ah; < puf_lhi + MR in J;.
12



This implies that m(u,) = oo.

For A < )., we can show that m(uy) = oco. This contradicts Theorem 3.1 again.
Similarly, there are infinitely many intervals J;, C (0,1) (k = 1,2,...) such that
Uy > Uy In Ji. Let

b — Uy — Uy, 1IN Jg
70, in (0, 1)\Jj-

We see that
/ (VA2 = (pu2* + \h2)dz < 0
By,

provided A\ < \,, where By = {z, |z| € Jx}. Note that
—Ahy, < pub g + Ay in .

This implies that m(u,) = occ.
The proof above also implies that the graphs of any two different regular solutions

can only intersect finitely many times. This completes the proof.
O

4. MORSE INDEX ONE SOLUTIONS AND PROOF OF THEOREM 1.3

In the this section, we show that under some conditions, the Morse index of any
solution is exactly one and thus prove Theorem 1.3.
To this end, it is vital to study the following linearized operator at the singular

solution
(4.1) —Ah = (pu?~' 4+ \,)h in B.
First, we note that under the Emden-Fowler transformation:

() = r¥CVp(r), t=Inr
we see that ¢ (t) satisfies the equation
(4.2) V" 4+ o) — B+ prP e+ N =0 t € (—oc,0).
Since v,(t) = A(p, N) as t - —oo and the characteristic equation of

W+ o + (p— 1) = 0
is
&+a+(p-1)8=0,

we see that (4.2) has two fundamental solutions v (t) and 1(t) with

(4.3) V1(t) ~ €8t ahy(t) ~ €' ast — —oo
13



where

(40  6=-24+ 2 A DB, &= 5\ 4P
Note that

(4.5) §1<0, & <0, (& >[&]>2

provided that p > p..

Our main result on (4.1) is the following.

Theorem 4.1. There exists P := p?(N) > 0 such that for p > max{p., P,2}, then
¥1(0) < 0. As a consequence, Problem (4.1) has a weak radial solution h € H'(B)
with h(1) # 0.

We discuss several applications of Theorem 4.1. The proof of it is delayed to the
next section.

As a first corollary of Theorem 4.1, we have

Corollary 4.2. Problem (4.1) does not have any weak radial solution in H}(B).

Proof. Suppose on the contrary, there is a weak radial function k € Hj(B) satisfy-
ing

—Ak = (puP ' + \)k.
By the regularity of —A, we see that £ € C*((0, 1]). Multiplying & on both the sides
of (4.1) and integrating it on B, we see that A(1)k'(1) = 0. The maximum principle
implies that £'(1) < 0. Then h(1) = 0, a contradiction. O

Next we obtain the following theorem.

Theorem 4.3. Assume that the conditions in Theorem 4.1 hold. Then the Morse
mdex of u, 1s 1.

Proof. To see this, we show that for any sequence {(\,,u,)} C ¥ satisfying
An — Ay, Maxpg U, — 00,
(4.6) m(u,) = 1.
Considering the eigenvalue problem
(4.7) ~Ak = (pu2 ' + M)k +kk in B, k=0 on 0B,

suppose m(u,) > 2, then the second eigenfunction k, € H}(B) N C?%(0,1) corre-
sponding to the second eigenvalue k, < 0 of (4.7) satisfies that k, changes sign in
(0,1) and k,(0) = maxp ky, ||kn||2(sy = 1. We also see

A+ kn>0 and |k, <C
14



since [[|VEky|* — pub~'k2] > 0 and m(u,) < C (see Theorem 3.1). The fact u, —
u, in C°(B\{0}) as n — oo and the regularity of —A imply that x, — & < 0,
k, — k in C?(B\{0}) as n — oo (we can choose subsequences if necessary) and
k € H}(B) N C?(B\{0}), which changes sign in (0, 1), satisfies

(4.8) —Ak = (puP'+ \)k+&k in B, k=0 on dB.

(Note that [, |Vk,|*> < pB+ An.) We easily see that & < 0, otherwise, & = 0,
contradicts to Corollary 4.2.
The Emden-Fowler transformation as above implies that k(t) = r%® Dk(r) sat-

isfies the problem
(4.9) K"+ ok + pv? 'k — Bk 4+ (A +R)e?k =0 t € (—00,0), k(0)=0.

Moreover, k changes sign in (—co,0). By a little variant of the proof of Theorem
4.1 (note that Fy(t) > 0 for ¢t < ¢, in (5.8)), we see that the fundamental solution
k., satisfying k. (t) ~ €f'* at t = —oo has the property k,(0) < 0. Thus, Corollary
4.2 implies that k can not exist. This completes the proof. 0

Corollary 4.4. Under the conditions of Theorem 4.8, (1.1) has no regular solution
for A < A,

Proof. We first consider the case A < \,. On the contrary, we see that there are
two possibilities: (i) u, > uy in [0,1), (ii) the graph of u, intersects with that of w,
more than two times in (0, 1).

Indeed, if the graph of u) intersects with that of u, just once in (0,1), we can
easily see that A > \,. Making the changes:

t= A2 w,(t) = A\ YO Dy, (r)
and

t= A2 wy(t) = XV Dy (r)
we see that w,(t) and w,(t) satisfy the problems

—Aw, = w? +w,, w,(\/?

)=0
—Awy = w? +wy, wa(A/?) =0
respectively. Since there is r¢ € (0, 1) such that u,(r¢) = ux(ro), then uy(r) > u.(r)
for 7 € (rg,1). This implies wy(t) > w,(t) for t € (\/2ry, A1/2). Tt is clear that
A2 > AV ?rg > A27g. Since w,(AY?) = 0 and wy (AY/2) = 0, we see that Ay/> < A1/2,
This contradicts the fact A < A,.

Now we show that (i) and (ii) are also impossible.
15



For Case (i), we see that
—Au, =uP + M\u, in B, u,=0 on 0B

and
—Auy =u} + Auy in B, u)y=0 ondB.

Multiplying u) on both the sides of the equation of u, and integrating it on B, we

obtain

/(uf:l —uf Nu,uy = (A — )\*)/ usuy < 0
B

B
a contradiction.

For Case (ii), we can obtain that m(u.) > 2. Indeed, there are ry < r; < ry <1
such that u, > wuy in (0,79), u« < uy in (ro,71), U« > uy in (r1,79). Making the
changes:

t= A2 w,(t) = ATV, (r)
and

t=X"2r,  wy(t) = ATVP Dy, (r)

we see that w, and w) satisfy the problem

t

—w" — Yy = wP +w, in (0, /\1/2)
w, >0 in (0,A/%), w,(A\/*) =0

and
—wh — Xw) = wf +w, in (0, A/2)
{ wy >0 in (0, A'?), wy(A\/?) =0

respectively. Now we claim that the graph of w, intersects with that of w, at least
two times in (0, AY/2). Since u, < uy in (rg,r1) and A"Y®=D > A7YP e gee
that there is an interval J C (0, \'/2) such that wy > w, in J. On the other hand,
since w,(0) = oo, we see that there is an interval (0,7) such that w, > wy in this
interval. Moreover, since wy(A2) = 0, w,(A¥*) = 0 and A, > A, we see that there
is another interval (£, A\'/2) such that w, > wj in this interval. This implies that our
claim is true. Let wy = 0 in [AY2, \;/%]. Arguments similar to those in the proof of
Proposition 2.1 imply that m(w,) > 2. This implies that m(u,) > 2 and contradicts
the fact m(u.) = 1.

It remains to consider the case A = \,. Suppose that there is a regular solution u*
for (1.1) with A = A,. We see from arguments as the above that its graph intersects

with the graph of u, exactly once. Now we show that m(u,) > 2. Arguments similar
16



to those in the proof of Theorem 4.3 imply that there exist ( < 0 with A, +{ > 0
and m € H}(B) with m(r) > 0 for r € (0,1) such that

/[|vm|2 (P~ + A)m C/m

Thus, (¢ is the first eigenvalue and m is the first eigenfunction of the problem
—~Ah=(pu¥'+M\)h+kh inB h=0 ondB.

On the other hand, we see that there is 7y € (0,1) such that u.(r) > u*(r) for
r € (0,79) and u.(rg) = u*(rg). Let

ma(r) = { us(r) —u*(r) for r € (0,79)

0 otherwise
We see that
[ 19m. 4 xm) <
B.
Thus, m(u,) > 2. This contradicts m(u.) = 1. This completes the proof. O

Corollary 4.5. Under the conditions of Theorem 4.3, the graph of a regular solution
uy intersects with that of u. only once in (0,1).

Proof. Using the changes:

t=A2r w,(t) = A7 YO Dy, (r)
and

t= X2, wy(t) = A"V, (r)
we see that w,(t) and w,(t) satisfy the problems

—Aw, = uw? +w,, w,(\/?)=0

—Awy = wh + wy, wxa(A?) =0

respectively. Since wy(0) < w,(0) and A > \,, we easily see that the graph of w,
intersects with that of w,. This implies that the graph of u, must intersect with
that of u,. If the graph of u, intersects with that of u, more than two times, we

can easily obtain that m(u,) > 2. This is a contradiction. O

Proof of Theorem 1.3.
Theorem 1.3 follows from Theorem 4.3, Corollaries 4.4 and 4.5.

17



5. PROOF OF THEOREM 4.1
This section is devoted to the proof of Theorem 4.1. We show that i, changes
sign only once in (—oc, 0) and

(5.1) 1 (0) < 0.

We first show that ¢; must change sign in (—o0,0). In fact, since ¥; > 0 as

t — —o00, we assume 1; > 0 in (—o0,0). We see that v, satisfies

Lv, = (p—1)v}

where
Lp = " + o) — B+ po? ip + Ay
Thus
0 0
o= [ wwet = w-n [ o
= e (v —v))°
v, (0)21(0).

This is impossible since v, (0) < 0.
Let (t) = e$ty (t). We see that 9(t) ~ e3Ve*—4=D8_ Thys
(5-2) P(—00) =0 for p > p,.

(Note that a? — 4(p — 1) > 0 provided p > p..) Moreover, 1 satisfies the problem
2

(5.3) = (B4 )P+l N+ A = 0, d(—00) = 0.
Let J,(r) denote the Bessel function satisfying (1.6). We denote the first two
zeroes of J,(r) by ji, and js,. Under the Emden-Fowler transformations:
Y, (t) = J,(r), t=Ilor
we see that
(5.4) Yr(t) — v, + e*eh, =0, t € (—o0,00)

and the first and second zeros of ,(t) are Inj; , and Inj, , .
Let p =t —Inj; (¢ = 1,2) and ¢,(p) = ¢, (t). We see from [14] that for v > 0,
the first and the second eigenvalues of the problem

(5.5) ¢y — Vo, +ne*p, =0, ¢,(0)=0
have the following asymptotic expansions
(56) Ty = (jl,u)2 = V2 - 26'1'11/4/3 + O(Z/2/3)

18



(5.7) M = (j1)* = v* = 260" + O(*7)
where a; > as. The corresponding eigenfunctions are
Qpl(p) = %(/H' lnjl,u)a P € (—OO, 0)

902(,0) = ¢u(/0 + 1nj2,V)7 P € (—OO, 0)
Let wy(t) = A(p, N)(1 — fe*) with some 0 < § < B(p, N), where B(p, N) is given
in (1.2) (we will choose 6 below). Let v,(t) = wy(t) + y(¢). Then,

v? = (wo(t) + y(t))” > Alp, NP (1 — pbe™) + pwh ' y(t).

Moreover, y satisfies the equation
(5.8)
Yoy’ —By+pwl y+ A e y+ e A(p, N)(1—0e*)—0[4+2a+(p—1) 8] A(p, N)e* < 0.

We now choose ¢, such that
(5.9) M(1=0e®™) =0\ +4+2a+ (p—1)8) =0.
We see that for ¢t < t,,

A(1—60e*) =0\, +4+2a+ B(p—1)) > 0.
Hence y satisfies the equation
(5.10) Y+ oy — By +pud Ty + NPy <0, t<t,.
On the other hand, for any p, we have

pwb™" < pB[1 — min{(p — 1,1}6e%].

Let §i(t) = e2'y(t). Then §(t) satisfies
2

. o . _
.11 70 = (% = o= )i+ (. + puf ™ — pB) <0,
Note that

§(t) <0, 7'(t) <0 for t near —oo
and
(5.12) e +pul™ — pB < (A, — pBmin{p — 1,1}6)e*.

Since the first zero of 9, (t) is Injy ,, if we set

t=1Inji, +s, ¥,(s)=11,()

we see that 1, (s) satisfies the problem

(5.13) by — V¥, + 52 ,e%0, =0, <0, ,(0)=0.
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Therefore, to keep ¢(t) < 0 for t € (—o0,t,), we only need to have
(5.14) (A — pmin{p — 1,1}80)e < 57,

with 12 = %2 — (p—1)B. Indeed, setting

(5.15) §(s) = g(t), t=t.+s,

we see from (5.11) that

(5.16) §' = (5= B —1)§+0()§ <0, 5<0
where
O(s) = (A — pfmin{p — 1,1}0)e* €.
It follows from (5.13) and (5.16) that if
(A, — pBmin{p — 1,1}8)e** < jiu
then
7(s) <0 for s <O0.
This implies
g(t) <0 for t € (—oo,t,).

Thus, we obtain another estimate for t,,

9
W

.1 Qt* < ) .

(5.17) © = A, — pmin{p — 1,1}56

Combining (5.9) and (5.17), we need

. (1 4+2a+(p-1)p Jr.
(5.18) ¢ < min (5 B )\*( ) " A —pmin{p — 1, l}ﬂﬁ)'
Now we choose
1 4420+ (p-1)p _ iy
0 s A —pmin{p —1,1}56
Then, for p > 2,
As =
(5.19) 0= p_ﬂg
where
 QHpB+iE, —\/(Q+pB+4E,) — 4pBQ
(5.20) 6=
2Q
and

A
Q:4+20¢+(p—1)5:4(N_1_1%> :Btﬁ N)
20



Since (Q +p+52,)? = 4p6Q > (Q = pB+ 52, )7, we see that
pB _ p8B(p, N)

S TI
Therefore,
B(p, N
(5.21) 0 < (11”6 ),
Thus,
e = piﬁ _Qé
A0

By arguments above, we see that the solution t(£) of (5.3) has no zero in (—oo, t,).

Indeed, since v?~! < w? ! in (—o0,t,), under the change: ¢ = ¢, + s, we see that
* 0 g

PP (L, + 8) + Ae? e < pwh Nt + 5) + MePe

< pB+[A —min{p — 1,1}pB6le* >
< pB+ji,e”.
The Sturm comparison principle implies that ¢ has no zero in (—o0, t,), otherwise,
¥, (with 12 = %2 — (p — 1)p) has a zero in (—o0, 0), this is impossible.
On the other hand, we have that
0
(5.22) v, (L) < wolty) = g—ﬁﬁlﬂpl).

Since u,(r) < 0 for r € (0,1), we see that e iy, (t) is decreasing in (—o0,0). Then

_2 4

e ity (t) < e mitu,(t,) fort € [t,0).

The fact ~

ot = [ A0 N]l/(pl)

pB— QO
and (5.22) imply that for ¢ € [t,,0),
O\r-1 A0

5.23 P (t)e ™ < Q0 — = _pB.
(5.23) nwe < () ==
Since

Q+pB+7;,)7 —4pBQ = (Q —pB+ ji,)* + 4pB7;,
and
4pBjt,
(Q - pﬁ + jiu)Q

is bounded for any p
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(note that 1 < pB < (N — 2)%/4 for p > p.), we see that

N 1 , _ 4pBj3
_ 0 — I _ + 2V + _ + 2U 1+ ,V.
pB—Q 9 (Q—ppB J1, )+1Q —pB J1, ‘\/ (Q—pﬂ-i-]i,,)?
pBst,
> T——"—
Q _pﬂ +.712,V

with 0 < 7 < 1 independent of p provided
Q —pB+3i, > 0.

(Note that (1+x)'/? = 1+5(14+£)7"/2x > 14+5(142)7"/%2.) The case Q—pS+j3, <
0 can be treated similarly. Indeed, if Q@ — pf + j7, = 0, then

pB = Q0 + /B2,
QHN ] \/pﬂjiu s

Thus,

—=1- =7<1
pp pp
IfQ—pﬂ+j12’,,<0, we see that
. pBji,
pB—QO>T1 -,
‘Q_pﬂ—i_.]iu

We also can choose 7 similarly. Therefore, without loss of generality, we only consider
the case Q — pB + ji,, > 0. Thus

0 —pB+ (1 —7)j7,
Q_<Q B+ ( '2)171, —F <1
pB Q—pB+7Ji,
where 7 is independent of p. Therefore, it follows from (5.23) that

(5.24)

mpB(@ =B+ (1=7)2,) , , _ m(N=2*Q—1+(1-1)j2,)
QriZ, o= 1Qr72,

Now, we conclude that when

pP (e < -1

4(p1—2)QT4E ,

In 0 L7
InT
(5.26) po? t(t)e ® <y — N, fort €[t,,0)

where p; is the first eigenvalue of the problem

—Av=pv in B, v=0 on 0B.
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Let
A —2)QTi3,

P=P(N)=1+ lnul(N*2)2(Q*1+(1*T)jf,u)
T N In7 '
Then,
(5.27) poP (e + N\, < py fort € [t,,0)

provided p > max{p,, P, 2}.
On the other hand, we see that the first eigenfunction ¢ (¢) corresponding to p;
satisfies the problem

(5.28) v (N-2° 2g, =0 in (—00,0 —00) =1 (0) =0
. 4 1 q1 +meq =0 in (=00,0), ¢i(—00) =¢q1(0)=0.

Moreover, ¢; does not change sign in (—o0, 0). It follows from (5.3) that )(t) satisfies
the problem
(V—2)

(5.29) D" (t) — 1 P+ (pP e 4 N\,)e?) =0, o(—o0) = 0.

Thus, (5.27) and Sturm comparison principle imply that 1; can not have two zeroes
in [t,,0]. Otherwise, ¢, will have a zero in (t,,0), a contradiction. Thus, ¢) has only
one zero in (—o0,0) and (0) < 0. This implies ¥;(0) < 0. This completes the
proof. O

Remark 5.1. Following the same arguments as above, we can also show that for
any A € (A, 1), there exists Py sufficiently large such that for p > Py, m(uy) = 1.
Note that Py depends on (u; — A), then Py, — o0 as A — .

6. MORE ESTIMATES ON p?(N)

In this section we provide more conditions to guarantee that m(u,) = 1. As seen

in last section, we just need to show 1 (0) < 0.

Proposition 6.1. There ezxists P := P;(N) > 0 such that for p > max{p., P,2}
and

61)  (Bapity il wza) (s + Qi e ) +PBI w2 e 20,
where ji¢ denote the k-th positive zero of the Bessel function Je(x), v = - —(p—l) ,
Q= 4(N —1- —) then ¢1(0) < 0. Thus, m(u,) = 1. Moreover, m(uy) =1 for
A < A< .
Proof. Arguments similar to those in the proof of Theorem 4.1 imply that, by
choosing

In A2 —p1)QTi3,

—92)2 _ —71)i2

(6.2) P(N):=1+ u1(N-2) (Q~1+(1 )-71,1/)’

In7
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where ps is the second eigenvalue of the problem
—Av=pv in B, v=0 on 0B,

we see that for p > max{p,, 2, Pi(N)},

(6.3) pPr(t)e ™ < py — py < pp — A, for t € [t,, 0).
Therefore,
(6.4) prP (e + N, < po for t € [t,,0)

provided p > max{p,., P;(N),2}.
On the other hand, we see that the second eigenfunction ¢y(¢) corresponding to
o satisfies the problem

"o (N - 2)2 2t : _ _ — —
(6.5) @ = + p2e®qe = 0 in (—00,0), go(—00) = ¢2(0) = 0.
Moreover, g, changes sign only once in (—00,0), and gz (In(j1,(v—2)/2/J2,n-2)/2) = 0.

Now we require

(6.6) te > In(J1,(v—2)/2/ Jo,(N—2)/2)-
Thus,
o2 > ten(W) _ (jl,(N—Z)/2>2.
Jo,(N—2)/2

(6.7) pB — QO > 91,0,
where _

9 — J1,(N-2)/2

Ja(N—2)/2

Then

2008 > (0% + Q)@ +pB+ j2, — \/(Q +pB+ j2,)2 — 95Q)

Therefore,

(6.8) Opf + Q. < 957 i + P*pBus + Qi -
That is,

(6.9) (ﬁ%jiu - ji%) (ji(Nfz)/z + ng,(zvfz)/g) +p5ji¥j22,zv_z > 0.

It follows from (5.3) that v (¢) satisfies the problem

(6.10) a2 1 4 (e 4 A)H D = 0, (-o00) = 0.
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Thus, (6.4), (6.6) and the Sturm comparison principle imply that ¢) can not have two
zeroes in [t,, 0]. Otherwise, g2 will have two zeros in (—o0, 0), a contradiction. Thus,
1 has only one zero in (—oc,0) and ¥(0) < 0. This implies 1 (0) < 0. Therefore,
we have m(u,) = 1. Similar arguments imply m(u,) =1 for A\, < A < .

We see from [14] that for £ = 1,2

1/3
Ak 173 _ . Ok 1/3 3 52
(6.11) B+ oiat " < Tk < B + YL 2—0%@

where a; = 2.33811, ay = 4.08795. Using the Matlab, we see that when N = 12 and
p>12.154; N =13 and p > 4.858; N = 14 and p > 3.313; N = 15 and p > 2.644;
N =16 and p > 2.27; N =17 and p > 2.032; N = 18 and p > 1.868; N = 19
and p > 1.747; N = 20 and p > 1.655; N = 30 and p > 1.2870, (6.9) holds. When
N =11, (6.9) holds for very large p. Since v? = "‘T? —(p—1)8 =0 for p = p,, our
arguments can not be used to deal with this case. Thus, m(u.) = 1 for N > 12
provided that p is suitable large . This completes the proof. O

Another estimate for p? is given by the following.

Proposition 6.2. Assume
(6.12) < 3,

)

with v = %2 — (p—1)B8. Then 91(0) < 0. Therefore, m(u.) = 1. Moreover,
m(uy) =1 for all Ay < X < py.
Proof. Since
po?t + e < pB+ pie®

it p < jg,u and ¢ has two zeros in (—o0, 0], we have that the second eigenfunction
Go(t) corresponding to the problem

@ (t) — V' @(t) + J3,6"3(t) = 0, 2(—00) = G2(0) =0
has two zeros in (—o00,0). This is a contradiction. Therefore, 1,(0) < 0. This
implies m(u,) = 1. Since pu]’;1 < pB for A\, < XA < pup, we can easily see that
m(uy) = 1 for any regular solution u, provided that (6.12) holds.

Using the Matlab, we see that when N = 12 and p > 13.451; N = 13 and p >
5.1532; N = 14 and p > 3.4708; N = 15 and p > 2.7487; N = 30 and p > 1.1343,
(6.12) hold. This implies that for p large, m(u,) = 1. Since v? = %2 -(p-1)p=0
for p = p., we see that (6.12) can not hold for p = p.. Thus, our argument can not
be used to deal with the case p = p.. Moreover, when N = 11, (6.12) only holds for
very large p. O

We also have the following condition to guarantee m(u,) = 1.
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Proposition 6.3. Let t, be as in Theorem 4.1. Then 11(0) < 0 provided

(6.13) It < T .
VA= (5 =B 1)

Proof. We see that
po? L+ N e? < pB+ A, in (—o0,0).

Suppose that ¢ has two zeroes at #;, &y in (t«, 0], then we have

(6.14) It,| > T .
VA= (& =B —1)

On the contrary, we see that there is a solution £(¢) of the problem

2
o
(6.15) ¢~ Bl 1) - AJE=0
such that £ > 0 in [f1,y]. Let e(t) = %. We see that e(t) satisfies the equation
20
1) + 2 0) + (et he™) — (o8 A)Jelt) = 0

and e(t) has two zeroes #;, t,. Moreover, e < 0 in (f;,%). Thus, e has a minimum

at some point in (f1,,), this is impossible. This also implies that if
T

VA= (& =B —1)
then 1) changes sign only once in (—o0,0) and (0) < 0. Thus, ¥;(0) < 0. The

condition (6.16) is equivalent to

(6.16) It | <

(6.17) %m(l _,29”* < n

e T A= (5 -8 -D)
or
(6.18) L 20 i

Eln = < .
PI=Q0 " A~ (5 - Blp—1)

We only need to check the following conditions

(6.19) %m(l _,20)’“ < =

N A C N ' ))
or
(6.20) L mb o T




Remark 6.4. It is known from the numerical data that to guarantee m(u,) =1, p
will be very large if N = 11. This implies that the bound obtained in Theorem 4.1
is reasonable. For N > 12, we only need a suitable large p. Our arguments can not
be used to deal with the case p = p.. This case is still unclear, it will be interesting
to know the Morse index of u, for this case. We also see that the Morse index of all
the radial solutions of (1.1) in € are 1 provided that our conditions hold.
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