arXiv:2006.04770v3 [math.AP] 8 Feb 2021

ON THE UNIQUENESS AND MONOTONICITY OF SOLUTIONS OF FREE BOUNDARY PROBLEMS

DANIELE BARTOLUCCI^{(†)} AND ALEKS JEVNIKAR

Abstract. For any smooth and bounded domain Ω ⊂ R^N , we prove uniqueness of positive solutions of free boundary problems arising in plasma physics on Ω in a neat interval depending only by the best constant of the Sobolev embedding H^1_0 (Ω) → L^{2p}(Ω), p ∈ [1,^N_{N−2} ) and show that the boundary density and a suitably defined energy share a universal monotonic behavior. At least to our knowledge, for p > 1, this is the first result about the uniqueness for a domain which is not a two-dimensional ball and in particular the very first result about the monotonicity of solutions, which seems to be new even for p = 1. The threshold, which is sharp for p = 1, yields a new condition which guarantees that there is no free boundary inside Ω. As a corollary, in the same range, we solve a long-standing open problem (dating back to the work of Berestycki- Brezis in 1980) about the uniqueness of variational solutions. Moreover, on a two-dimensional ball we describe the full branch of positive solutions, that is, we prove the monotonicity along the curve of positive solutions until the boundary density vanishes.

Keywords: Free boundary problem, bifurcation analysis, uniqueness, monotonicity.

Contents

1. Introduction 1 2. Spectral and bifurcation analysis 7 3. Monotonicity of solutions 16 4. Uniqueness of solutions 18 5. The case of the two-dimensional ball 21 Appendix A. Variational solutions 24 Appendix B. Uniqueness of solutions for λ small 25 References 27

1. Introduction

Letting Ω ⊂ R^N , N ≥ 2, be an open and bounded domain of class C^3, we are concerned with the free boundary problem

−Δv = (v)^p_+ in Ω − ∫ ∂Ω ∂v ∂ν = I

v = γ on ∂Ω

(F)_I

2010 Mathematics Subject classification: 35B32, 35J20, 35J61, 35Q99, 35R35, 76X05. (†)Research partially supported by: Beyond Borders project 2019 (sponsored by Univ. of Rome ”Tor Vergata”) ”Variational Approaches to PDE’s”, MIUR Excellence Department Project awarded to the Department of Mathematics, Univ. of Rome Tor Vergata, CUP E83C18000100006. 1

for the unknowns γ ∈ R and v ∈ C^{2,r}(Ω ), r ∈ (0, 1). Here (v)_+ is the positive part of v, ν is the exterior unit normal, I > 0 and p ∈ (1, p_N ) are fixed, with

p_N = { +∞, N = 2 N N−2 , N ≥ 3. Up to a suitable scaling, one can assume without loss of generality that |Ω| = 1 and peak any positive constant to multiply (v)^p_+.

The study of (F)_I is motivated by Tokamak’s plasma physics and we refer to [22, 47] and to [28, 37] for a physical description of the problem. Initiated in [47, 48] with the model case p = 1 (which requires a slightly different formulation, see Remark 1.1), a systematic analysis of (F)_I has been undertaken in [12] with more general operators and the nonlinearity (v)^p_+ being replaced by the positive part of any continuous and increasing function with growth of order at most p, for some p ∈ [1, p_N ). Indeed, the threshold p_N turns out to be a natural critical exponent for (F)_I , see [12, 38] and the discussion in the sequel.

However, among many other things, it has been shown in [12] that for any I > 0 there exists at least one solution of (F)_I . A lot of work has been done to understand solutions of (F)_I for p ∈ (1, p_N ], see [1, 3, 4, 6, 23, 32, 33, 35, 36, 39, 45, 49, 50, 51, 52], and in the model case p = 1, see [14, 15, 20, 21, 24, 40, 41, 42, 43], and the references quoted therein. Although we will not discuss this point here, a lot of work has been done in particular to understand the regularity (for solutions with γ < 0) of the free boundary ∂{x ∈ Ω | v(x) > 0}, see for example [22, 27, 30, 31]. Finally, for a closely related problem see also [11, 16, 44] and references quoted therein.

However, the uniqueness results at hand about (F)_I seem to concern so far either the model case p = 1 and N ≥ 2 ([24, 41, 48]) or the case of the ball for N = 2 and p > 1 ([6]), or either the case N ≥ 2 where (v)^p_+ is replaced by the positive part of any continuous and increasing nonlinearity satisfying a suitable uniformly Lipschitz condition (whence at most of linear growth), see [12]. Otherwise, we are not aware of any uniqueness result for solutions of (F)_I neither for positive solutions, nor for the so-called variational solutions, see [12] and [3]. Actually, in dimension N ≥ 3 and p =^{N+2}_{N−2} uniqueness fails for (F)_I on a ball for I small enough, see [4]. On the other hand, a non-uniqueness result for (F)_I , with the nonlinearity rewrited in the form λ(v)^p_+, is obtained in [14, 15, 35, 42] for any p ∈ [1, p_N ) and λ sufficiently large. However, our main motivation comes from the fact that, at least to our knowledge, no results at all are available so far about the shape of branches of solutions (γ_I , v_I ) of (F)_I .

The main idea here is to identify the natural spectral setting together with the quantities which should share nice monotonicity properties (see also [7, 8, 10] where a different class of problems is considered). The first step is to move to a dual formulation ([12, 48]) of (F)_I via the constrained problem, −Δψ = (α + λψ)^p in Ω ∫ Ω (α + λψ)^p = 1

ψ > 0 in Ω, ψ = 0 on ∂Ω α ≥ 0

(P)_λ

for the unknowns α ∈ R and ψ ∈ C^{2,r}_{0,+}(Ω ). Here, λ ≥ 0 and p ∈ [1, p_N ) are fixed and for r ∈ (0, 1) we set

C^{2,r}_0 (Ω ) = {ψ ∈ C^{2,r}(Ω ) : ψ = 0 on ∂Ω}, C^{2,r}_{0,+}(Ω ) = {ψ ∈ C^{2,r}_0 (Ω ) : ψ > 0 in Ω}.

It is useful to define positive solutions as follows.

Definition. We say that (γ_I , v_I ) is a positive solution of (F)_I if γ_I > 0. We say that (α_λ, ψ_λ) is a positive solution of (P)_λ if α_λ > 0.

We remark that since |Ω| = 1 and λ ≥ 0 by assumption, then if (α_λ, ψ_λ) solves (P)_λ we necessarily have, α_λ ≤ 1, and the equality holds if and only if λ = 0. We will frequently use this fact without further comments. Actually, if λ = 0, then (P)_λ admits a unique solution (α_0, ψ_0) = (1, G[1]) satisfying −Δψ_0 = 1 in Ω

ψ_0 = 0 on ∂Ω where we define,

G[r](x) = ∫ Ω G_Ω(x, y)r(y) dy, x ∈ Ω. Here G_Ω is the Green function of −Δ with Dirichlet boundary conditions on Ω. Obviously, to say that (α_λ, ψ_λ) is a solution of (P)_λ is the same as to say that ψ_λ = G[r_λ] and ∫ Ω r_λ = 1,

where, here and in the rest of this work, we set

r_λ = (αλ + λψλ)^p.

Remark 1.1. Let q be the conjugate index of p, that is 1 p + 1 q = 1.

For any fixed λ > 0 and p > 1, (α_λ, ψ_λ) is a positive solution of (P)_λ if and only if, for I = I_λ = λ^q, (γ_I , v_I ) = (λ^{1p−1} α_λ, λ^{1p−1} (α_λ + λψ_λ)) is a positive solution of (F)_I . Therefore, in particular, if (γ_I , v_I ) solves (F)_I then (α_λ, ψ_λ) = (I^{− 1p} γ_I , I^{−1}(v_I − γ_I )) solves (P)_λ and the identity I^{− 1p} v_I = α_λ + λψ_λ holds. This correspondence is singular for p = 1 and in this case we will stick with the formulation (P)_λ. Indeed, it is readily seen that for p = 1, (P)_λ is equivalent to a more general problem than (F)_I and positive solutions of (P)_λ correspond to positive solutions of (F)_I where the first equation is replaced by −Δv = λ(v)_+.

All the statements below are concerned with (P)_λ, the corresponding statements about (F)_I being immediately recovered via the latter remark. For the sake of clarity, we point out that if a map M from an interval [a, b] ⊂ R to a Banach space X is said to be real analytic, then it is understood that M can be extended in an open neighborhood of a and b where it admits a power series expansion, totally convergent in the X-norm.

For fixed t ≥ 1 and |Ω| = 1 we denote

Λ(Ω, t) = inf w∈H^1_0 (Ω),w≡/ 0 ∫ Ω |∇w|^2 (∫ Ω |w|^t ) 2_t ,

which provides the best constant in the Sobolev embedding ‖w‖_p ≤ S_p(Ω)‖∇w‖_2, S_p(Ω) = Λ^{−2}(Ω, p), p ∈ [1, 2p_N ). For (α_λ, ψ_λ) a solution of (P)_λ we define the energy,

E_λ := 1 2 ∫ Ω r_λψλ ≡^1_2 ∫ Ω |∇ψ_λ|^2, see Appendix A for more comments about the latter definition. Set λ^∗(Ω, p) = sup{λ > 0 : α_μ > 0 for any solution of (P)_μ, ∀ μ < λ}.

It is not difficult to show (see Lemma B.1 in Appendix B) that the latter quantity is well defined. Finally, we denote by G(Ω) the set of solutions of (P)_λ for λ ∈ [0,^1_p Λ(Ω, 2p)), p ∈ [1, p_N ) and let B_r = {x ∈ R^N : |x| < r} with volume |B_r| and D_N be the N-dimensional ball of unit volume.

Theorem 1.2. Let p ∈ [1, p_N ). Then λ^∗(Ω, p) ≥^1_p Λ(Ω, 2p) and the equality holds if and only if p = 1. Moreover, we have:

1. (Uniqueness): for any λ ∈ [0,^1_p Λ(Ω, 2p)) there exists a unique solution (α_λ, ψ_λ) of (P)_λ. 2. (Monotonicity): G(Ω) is a real analytic simple curve of positive solutions [0,^1_p Λ(Ω, 2p)) ∋ λ → (α_λ, ψ_λ) such that, for any λ ∈ [0,^1_p Λ(Ω, 2p)), dα_λ dλ < 0 and dE_λ dλ > 0, and α_λ = 1 + O(λ), ψ_λ = ψ_0 + O(λ), E_λ = E_0(Ω) + O(λ), as λ → 0^+, where,

E_0(Ω) = 1 2 ∫ Ω ∫ Ω G_Ω(x, y) dxdy ≤ E_0(D_N ) =

|B_1|^{− 2}N 4(N + 2) . In particular G(Ω) can be extended continuously on λ ∈ [0,^1_p Λ(Ω, 2p)] with (α_λ, ψ_λ) → (α, ψ) as λ →^1_p Λ(Ω, 2p)^− and α = 0 if and only if p = 1.

The threshold^1_p Λ(Ω, 2p) is sharp for p = 1 since in this case it is well known ([12, 41, 48]) that solutions are unique and positive if and only if λ < λ^∗(Ω, 1) = λ^{(1)}(Ω) while clearly Λ(Ω, 2) = λ^{(1)}(Ω), where λ^{(1)}(Ω) is the first eigenvalue of −Δ on Ω with Dirichlet boundary conditions. The sharpness of the above result, for p > 1, will be discussed in a subsequent work. The bound λ^∗(Ω, p) ≥^1_p Λ(Ω, 2p) is a superlinear generalization of the sufficient conditions, obtained in the sublinear case in [1, 4], which guarantee that for variational solutions there is no free boundary inside Ω, see Theorem 1.3. Clearly, 2E_0(Ω) is just the torsional rigidity of Ω. At least to our knowledge, for p > 1, this is the first result about the uniqueness of solutions for a domain which is not a two-dimensional ball. In particular, this is the very first result about the qualitative behavior of the branch of solutions and seems to be new even for p = 1, in which case, we actually describe the full branch of positive solutions, i.e. until the boundary density vanishes. Both the uniqueness and monotonicity of solutions hold for any smooth and bounded domain, in any dimension and for any subcritical exponent.

Therefore, we succeed in the construction of a branch of positive solutions, that is, the case where there is no free boundary inside Ω, emanating from the unique positive solution (α_0, ψ_0) which share a universal (i.e. independent of Ω) monotonic profile, and prove that they are also the unique solutions of (P)_λ in [0,^1_p Λ(Ω, 2p)). The corresponding branch of solutions for (F)_I , p ∈ (1, p_N ), is real analytic in (0, (^1_p Λ(Ω, 2p))^q), continuous in (0, (^1_p Λ(Ω, 2p))^q ] and tends to the trivial solution (γ_0, v_0) ≡ (0, 0) as I → 0^+. We remark that, while α_λ = I^{− 1p} γ_I is decreasing, γ_I need not be monotone and indeed it is not, at least on Ω = D_2 , see Remark 1.5 below.

Theorem 1.2 is also relevant in the study of the so-called variational solutions of (F)_I , see [12] and [3, 4]. A solution (γ_I , v_I ) of (F)_I is a variational solution of (F)_I if it is a minimizer of the functional,

Ψ_I (v) = 1 2 ∫ Ω |∇v|^2 − 1 p + 1 (∫ Ω (v)^{p+1}_+ ) + Iv(∂Ω), (1.1) on H_I = { v ∈ H | ∫ Ω (v)^p_+ = I } , where I > 0 and H is the space of H^1(Ω) functions whose boundary trace is constant. Analogously, variational solutions of (P)_λ are related to solutions of the dual variational principle (VP), see Appendix A for more details. It has been shown in [48] that for p = 1 and any λ > 0 there exists at least one variational solution of (P)_λ, while in [12] the authors proved that for any p ∈ (1, p_N ) and any I > 0 there exists at least one variational solution of (F)_I . Actually, we know from [4, 24, 41, 48] that the following holds true. Theorem A. ([4, 24, 41, 48]) 1. Let p ∈ (1, p_N ) and (γ_I , v_I ) be a variational solution of (F)_I . Then there exists I^{∗∗}(Ω, p) ∈ (0, +∞) such that γ_I > 0 if and only if I ∈ (0, I^{∗∗}(Ω, p)).

2. Let p = 1 and (α_λ, ψ_λ) be a any solution of (P)_λ. Then there exists λ^{∗∗}(Ω, 1) ∈ (0, +∞) such that α_λ > 0 if and only if λ ∈ (0, λ^{∗∗}(Ω, 1)). Moreover, λ^{∗∗}(Ω, 1) = λ^{(1)}(Ω).

For p > 1 there exists a one to one correspondence ([12]) between variational solutions of (F)_I and variational solutions of (P)_λ and in particular we define,

λ^{∗∗}(Ω, p) = (I^{∗∗}(Ω, p))^{1q} , p > 1, which shares the same property of I^{∗∗}(Ω, p) in Theorem A, see Corollary A.1 in Appendix A. By the uniqueness results for the model case p = 1 ([24, 41, 48]), any positive solution is a variational solution and then in particular we have λ^{∗∗}(Ω, 1) = λ^∗(Ω, 1). Similarly, the uniqueness property in [6] for Ω = D_2 yields that λ^{∗∗}(D_2 , p) = λ^∗(D_2 , p). Excluding these model cases, uniqueness was not known so far neither for variational solutions. Concerning this point we have the following,

Theorem 1.3. For p ∈ [1, p_N ) and for any λ ∈ [0,^1_p Λ(Ω, 2p)) there exists a unique variational solution (α_λ, ψ_λ) of (P)_λ. For p ∈ (1, p_N ) and for any I ∈ (0, (^1_p Λ(Ω, 2p))^q ) there exists a unique variational solution (γ_I , v_I ) of (F)_I . In particular the set of unique variational solutions of (P)_λ in [0,^1_p Λ(Ω, 2p)) coincides with G(Ω) and the following inequalities hold, λ^{∗∗}(Ω, p) ≥ λ^∗(Ω, p) ≥ 1 p Λ(Ω, 2p) ≥ 1 p Λ(D_N , 2p). (1.2)

Observe that from Theorem 1.2 and (1.2) we have λ^{∗∗}(Ω, p) ≥ λ^∗(Ω, p) >^1_p Λ(Ω, 2p), for p > 1. On the other hand, the set of positive variational solutions is not empty for any λ ∈ (^1_p Λ(Ω, 2p), λ^{∗∗}(Ω, p)), see [3, 12]. The continuation of the curve of solutions G(Ω), under generic assumptions, beyond^1_p Λ(Ω, 2p), enjoying uniqueness and monotonicity properties, will be the topic of a future paper.

Concerning this point, for Ω = D_2 and for any p ∈ [1, +∞), we succeed in the description of the shape and monotonicity of the branch of positive solutions with λ < λ^∗(D_2 , p). We point out that this is the full branch of positive solutions since, as already observed, α_λ > 0 if and only if λ < λ^∗(D_2 , p). The sharp positivity threshold has been recently explicitly computed, see Theorem 1.2 in [9], and takes the form

λ^∗(D_2 , p) = ( 8π p + 1 ) p−1_{2p} Λ^{p+12p} (D_2 , p + 1).

We point out that here only uniqueness was known so far ([6]). Let G^∗(D_2 ) be the set of unique solutions of (P)_λ, then we have,

Theorem 1.4. Let p ∈ [1, +∞). Then, G^∗(D_2 ) is a continuous curve, defined in [0, λ^∗(D_2 , p)], such that, α_λ is strictly decreasing and E_λ is strictly increasing in (0, λ^∗(D_2 , p)), and α_λ∗_{(D2 ,p)} = 0, E_λ∗_{(D 2 ,p)} = p + 1 16π .

Remark 1.5. Actually, we prove something more about the regularity of α_λ, E_λ, see section 5. Observe that, along G^∗(D_2 ), by the monotonicity of E_λ, we have E_λ ≥ E_0(D_2 ) =^1_{16π} . On the other hand, by Theorem 1.1 in [9], we know E_λ ≤^{p+1}_{16π} . Thus, along the branch, the solutions span the full energy range [^1_{16π} ,^{p+1}_{16π} ]. Besides, for p > 1, the parameter γ_I = λ^{1p−1} α_λ varies continuously from γ_0 = 0 to γ_I∗_{(D 2 ,p)} = 0, whence in particular it is not monotone along the branch. For γ_I small enough there are at least two distinct pairs {I, v_I } solving (F)_I .

The proof of Theorem 1.2 is based on the bifurcation analysis of the vectorial solutions (α_λ, ψ_λ) of the constrained problem (P)_λ.

The crucial property of (P)_λ relies on its linearized operator and on a suitably defined constrained spectral theory, see the definition (2.8) of L_λ and the related eigenvalues equation (2.9) in section 2. The use of this operator is rather delicate since L_λ arises as the linearization of a constrained problem ( ∫ Ω r_λ = 1) with respect to (αλ, ψλ), which yields a non-local problem. As

a consequence it is not true in general that its first eigenvalue, which we denote by σ_1(α_λ, ψ_λ), see (2.14), is simple and neither that if σ_1(α_λ, ψ_λ) is positive then the maximum principle holds. For example this is exactly what happens for λ = 0 on D_2 , where σ_1(α_0, ψ_0 ) can be evaluated explicitly (see [8]) and one finds that σ_1(α_0, ψ_0) = λ^{(2,0)}(D_2 ) ≃ π(3, 83)^2 has three eigenfunctions, two of which indeed change sign. Here λ^{(2,0)}(Ω) > λ^{(1)}(Ω) is the first non vanishing eigenvalue of −Δ on Ω on the space of H^1(Ω) vanishing mean functions with constant boundary trace. In few words we argue as follows. We first prove that, if for a positive solution (α_λ, ψ_λ) with λ ≥ 0 we have 0 /∈ σ(L_λ), where σ(L_λ) stands for the spectrum of L_λ, then the set of solutions of (P)_λ is locally a real analytic curve of positive solutions. In particular a real analytic curve of positive solutions exists around (α_0, ψ_0). A crucial information is that if σ_1(α_λ, ψ_λ) is positive, then^{dαλ}_{dλ} < 0 and^{dEλ}_{dλ} > 0, see section 3. We evaluate the sign of the derivative of E_λ by a careful analysis of the Fourier modes of L_λ. On the other hand, the monotonicity of α_λ is hidden in tricky identities involving the solution (α_λ, ψ_λ). At this point one can see that if for some λ > 0 it holds σ_1(α_λ, ψ_λ) > 0 for any solution (α_λ, ψ_λ) of (P)_λ with λ ≤ λ and if α > 0 for a solution at λ, then there exists one and only one solution of (P)_λ in [0, λ ] which, by the monotonicity of α_λ, is also a positive solution, see Lemma 4.1. This interesting property seems to be the generalization to free boundary problems of similar properties for minimal solutions of semilinear elliptic equations with strictly positive, increasing and convex nonlinearities ([18, 29]). In particular, as a consequence of these facts, the proof of Theorem 1.2 is reduced to an a priori bound from below away from zero for σ_1(α_λ, ψ_λ) and α_λ.

The spectral estimate is obtained by using that σ_1(α_λ, ψ_λ) is strictly larger than the ”standard” eigenvalue ν_{1,λ} corresponding to the problem without constraints, see (2.17). This is crucial as it rules out at once the natural strong competition between the value of the λ-threshold and the bound from below for α_λ. On the other side, the fact that λ^∗(Ω, p) ≥^1_p Λ(Ω, p) follows essentially as consequence of the fact that if (0, ψ_λ) solves (P)_λ, then λψ_λ is proportional to a positive strict subsolution of the corresponding linearized problem.

Concerning Theorem 1.4 we remark that even on D_2 it is not trivial to catch the shape of the full branch of positive solutions. Indeed, in principle one should handle the presence of vanishing higher order eigenvalues along the branch of solutions G(D_2 ). Exploiting the uniqueness of solutions ([6]) together with a characterization of variational solutions, see Lemma 2.6, we are led to study the eventuality of singularities at σ_1(α_λ, ψ_λ) = 0. The non-local structure of L_λ makes the bifurcation analysis rather delicate. We handle this problem by a generalization of the Crandall-Rabinowitz ([18]) bending result suitable to describe solutions (α_λ, ψ_λ) of (P)_λ on any domain Ω near a singular point satisfying a suitable transversality condition. This result, although we will not state it explicitly, is of independent interest as it is just, via Remark 1.1, a Crandall-Rabinowitz bending-type result suitable to be applied to positive solutions of (F)_I . We stress that the latter result would not work out if we would stick with the standard spectral analysis as it exploits the modified (constrained) spectral setting in its full strength. Besides its application to the case Ω = D_2 , it will be exploited in a future work to obtain sufficient conditions to continue G(Ω), under generic assumptions, until the boundary density vanishes.

The paper is organized as follows. In section 2 we set up the spectral and bifurcation analysis. Then, in section 3 we show the monotonicity of solutions while in section 4 we prove the uniqueness result. Finally, in section 5 we discuss the two-dimensional ball case. A brief discussion about variational solutions and uniqueness of solutions for λ small is postponed to Appendixes A and B, respectively.

2. Spectral and bifurcation analysis In this section we develop the spectral and bifurcation analysis for solutions of (P)_λ with λ ≥ 0 and p ∈ [1, p_N ). Lemma 2.4 is the basic result which we will use to describe branches of solutions of (P)_λ at regular points. We will also prove Lemma 2.6 and Theorem 2.5 which will be needed in section 5 for the two-dimensional ball case. In particular we will need there a generalization of the bending result of [18] for solutions of (P)_λ, see Proposition 2.7 below.

From now on, we will denote τ_λ = pλ. Also, we write r_{λ,α} = r_{λ,α}(ψ) = (α + λψ)^p and r_λ = (α_λ + λψ_λ)^p, and then in particular,

(r_{λ,α}(ψ))^{1q} = (α + λψ)^{p−1} and (r_λ)^{1q} = (αλ + λψλ)^{p−1},

where it is understood that (r_{λ,α}(ψ))^{1q} ≡ 1 ≡ (r_λ)^{1q} for p = 1. Whenever (α_λ, ψ_λ) is a solution of (P)_λ we denote, < η >_λ= ∫ Ω(r_λ)^{1q} η ∫ Ω(r_λ)^{1q and [η]λ = η − < η >λ,}

and define, < η, φ >_λ:= ∫ Ω(r_λ)^{1q} ηφ ∫ Ω(r_λ)^{1q and ‖φ‖}

2_λ :=< φ, φ >_λ=< φ2 >_λ= ∫ Ω(r_λ)^{1q} φ^2 ∫ Ω(r_λ)^{1q ,}

where {η, φ} ⊂ L^2(Ω). Clearly, for any solution r_λ is strictly positive in Ω. Therefore, it is easy to see that < ·, · >_λ defines a scalar product on L^2(Ω) whose norm is ‖ · ‖_λ. We will also adopt sometimes the useful shorthand notation,

m_λ = ∫ Ω (r_λ)^{1q} .

Remark 2.1. We will use the fact that, ∫ Ω (r_λ)^{1q} [η]^2_λ = ∫ Ω (r_λ)^{1q} (η − < η >λ)^2 ≥ 0,

where the equality holds if and only if η is constant, whence in particular, in case η ∈ H^1_0 (Ω), if and only if η vanishes identically. Also, since obviously < [η]_λ >_λ= 0, then, < [φ]_λ, η >_λ=< φ, [η]_λ >_λ=< [φ]_λ[η]_λ >_λ, ∀ {η, φ} ⊂ L^2(Ω). We will often use these properties when needed without further comments.

In the sequel we aim to describe possible branches of solutions of (P)_λ around a positive solution, i.e. with α_λ > 0. To this end, it is not difficult to construct an open subset A_Ω of the Banach space of triples (λ, α, ψ) ∈ R × R × C^{2,r}_0 (Ω ) such that, on A_Ω, the density r_{λ,α} = r_{λ,α}(ψ) = (α + λψ)^p is well defined and α_λ + λψ_λ ≥ α_λ 2 in Ω (2.1) in a sufficiently small open neighborhood in A_Ω of any triple of the form (λ, α_λ, ψ_λ) whenever (α_λ, ψ_λ) is a positive solution of (P)_λ. At this point we introduce the map, F : A_Ω → C^r(Ω ), F (λ, α, ψ) := −Δψ − r_{λ,α}(ψ). (2.2) and Φ : A_Ω → R × C^r(Ω ), Φ(λ, α, ψ) = F (λ, α, ψ) −1 + ∫ Ω r_{λ,α} , (2.3)

and, for a fixed (λ, α, ψ) ∈ A_Ω, its differential with respect to (α, ψ), that is the linear operator, D_{α,ψ}Φ(λ, α, ψ) : R × C^{2,r}_0 (Ω ) → R × C^r(Ω ), which acts as follows, D_{α,ψ}Φ(λ, α, ψ)[s, ϕ] = D_ψF (λ, α, ψ)[ϕ] + d_αF (λ, α, ψ)[s] ∫ Ω ( D_ψr_{λ,α}[ϕ] + d_αr_{λ,α}[s] ) , where we have introduced the differential operators, D_ψF (λ, α, ψ)[ϕ] = −Δϕ − τ_λ(r_{λ,α})^{1q} ϕ, ϕ ∈ C^{2,r}_0 (Ω ), (2.4)

D_ψr_{λ,α}[ϕ] = τ_λ(r_{λ,α})^{1q} ϕ, ϕ ∈ C^{2,r}_0 (Ω ), (2.5) and d_αF (λ, α, ψ)[s] = −p(r_{λ,α})^{1q} s, s ∈ R, (2.6) d_αr_{λ,α}[s] = p(r_{λ,α})^{1q} s, s ∈ R, (2.7) where we recall τ_λ = pλ.

By the construction of A_Ω, see in particular (2.1), relying on known techniques about real analytic functions on Banach spaces ([13]), it is not difficult to show that Φ(λ, α, ψ) is jointly real analytic in an open neighborhood of A_Ω around any triple of the form (λ, α_λ, ψ_λ) whenever (α_λ, ψ_λ) is a positive solution of (P)_λ.

For fixed λ ≥ 0 and p ∈ [1, p_N ), the pair (α_λ, ψ_λ) solves (P)_λ in the classical sense as defined in the introduction if and only if Φ(λ, α_λ, ψ_λ) = (0, 0), and we define the linear operator, L_λ[ϕ] = −Δϕ − τ_λ(r_λ)^{1q} [ϕ]_λ. (2.8) We say that σ = σ(α_λ, ψ_λ) ∈ R is an eigenvalue of L_λ if the equation, − Δϕ − τ_λ(r_λ)^{1q} [ϕ]_λ = σ(r_λ)^{1q} [ϕ]_λ, (2.9) admits a non-trivial weak solution ϕ ∈ H^1_0 (Ω). Let us define the Hilbert space, Y_0 := { φ ∈ {L^2(Ω), < ·, · >_λ} : < φ >_λ= 0 } , (2.10) and T (f) := G[(r_λ)^{1q} f], for f ∈ L^2(Ω). Since T (Y_0) ⊂ W^{2,2}(Ω), then the linear operator, T_0 : Y_0 → Y_0, T_0(φ) = G[τ_λ(r_λ)^{1q} φ]− < G[τ_λ(r_λ)^{1q} φ] >_λ, (2.11) is compact. By a straightforward evaluation we see that T is also self-adjoint. As a consequence, standard results concerning the spectral decomposition of self-adjoint, compact, linear operators on Hilbert spaces show that Y_0 is the Hilbertian direct sum of the eigenfunctions of T_0, which can be represented as φ_k = [ϕ_k]_λ, k ∈ N = {1, 2, · · · },

Y_0 = Span {[ϕ_k]_λ, k ∈ N}, for some ϕ_k ∈ H^1_0 (Ω), k ∈ N = {1, 2, · · · }. In fact, the eigenfunction φ_k, whose eigenvalue is μ_k ∈ R \ {0}, satisfies,

μ_kφ_k = ( G[τ_λ(r_λ)^{1q} φ_k]− < G[τ_λ(r_λ)^{1q} φ_k] >_λ ) . In other words, by defining, ϕ_k := (τ_λ + σ_k)G[(r_λ)^{1q} φ_k], it is easy to see that φ_k is an eigenfunction of T_0 with eigenvalue μ_k =^{τλ}_{τλ+σk} ∈ R \ {0} if and only if ϕ_k ∈ H^1_0 (Ω) and weakly solves,

− Δϕ_k = (τ_λ + σ_k)(r_λ)^{1q} [ϕ_k]_λ in Ω. (2.12) In particular we will use the fact that φ_k = [ϕ_k]_λ and

ϕ_k = (τ_λ + σ_k)G[(r_λ)^{1q} [ϕ_k]_λ], k ∈ N = {1, 2, · · · }. (2.13) At this point, standard arguments in the calculus of variations show that,

σ_1 = σ_1(α_λ, ψ_λ) = inf_{ϕ∈H1} 0 (Ω)\{0} ∫ Ω |∇ϕ|^2 − τ_λ ∫ Ω(r_λ)^{1q} [ϕ]^2_λ ∫ Ω(r_λ)^{1q} [ϕ]^2_λ^{. (2.14)}

The ratio in the right hand side of (2.14) is well defined because of Remark 2.1 and in particular we have, τ_λ + σ_1 > 0. (2.15) By the Fredholm alternative, if 0 /∈ {σ_j }_{j∈N} , then I − T_0 is an isomorphism of Y_0 onto itself. Clearly, we can construct an orthonormal base of eigenfunctions satisfying, < [ϕ_i]_λ, [ϕ_j ]_λ >_λ= 0, ∀i ≠ j. (2.16) The following easy to verify inequality about the standard first eigenvalue ν_{1,λ} holds,

ν_{1,λ} = inf

w∈H^1_0 (Ω)\{0} ∫ Ω |∇w|^2 − τ_λ ∫ Ω(r_λ)^{1q} w^2 ∫ Ω(r_λ)^{1q} w^{2 ≤ σ1(αλ, ψλ).}

Actually, we will need the following slightly refined inequality which holds for any p ∈ [1, p_N ),

σ_1(α_λ, ψ_λ) > ν_{1,λ}. (2.17) Indeed we have, ∫ Ω |∇ϕ|^2 − τ_λ ∫ Ω(r_λ)^{1q} [ϕ]^2_λ ∫ Ω(r_λ)^{1q} [ϕ]^2_λ^= ∫ Ω |∇ϕ|^2 ∫ Ω(r_λ)^{1q} [ϕ]^2_λ^{− τλ =} 1 m_λ ∫ Ω |∇ϕ|^2 < [ϕ]^2_λ >_λ

− τ_λ =

1 m_λ ∫ Ω |∇ϕ|^2 < ϕ^2 >_λ − < ϕ >^2_λ − τ_λ ≥ 1 m_λ ∫ Ω |∇ϕ|^2 < ϕ^2 >_λ

− τ_λ = ∫ Ω |∇ϕ|^2 ∫ Ω(r_λ)^{1q} ϕ^{2 − τλ =} ∫ Ω |∇ϕ|^2 − τ_λ ∫ Ω(r_λ)^{1q} ϕ^2 ∫ Ω(r_λ)^{1q} ϕ^2

and for ϕ ∈ H^1_0 (Ω) the equality holds if and only if < ϕ >_λ= 0. Therefore, if the equality ν_{1,λ} = σ_1(α_λ, ψ_λ) would hold, then any eigenfunction ϕ_1 of ν_{1,λ} would satisfy < ϕ_1 >_λ= 0, which is obviously impossible since ϕ_1 must have constant sign. Therefore, (2.17) holds as well.

Concerning D_{α,ψ}Φ(λ, α, ψ) we have,

Proposition 2.2. For any positive solution (α_λ, ψ_λ) of (P)_λ with λ ≥ 0, the kernel of D_{α,ψ}Φ(λ, α_λ, ψ_λ) is empty if and only if the equation,

− Δϕ − τ_λ(r_λ)^{1q} [ϕ]_λ = 0, ϕ ∈ C^{2,r}_0 (Ω ) (2.18) admits only the trivial solution, or equivalently, if and only if 0 is not an eigenvalue of L_λ. Proof. If ϕ ∈ H^1_0 (Ω) solves (2.18) and since Ω is of class C^3, then by standard elliptic regularity theory and a bootstrap argument we have ϕ ∈ C^{2,r}_0 (Ω ). Therefore, in particular 0 is not an eigenvalue of L_λ if and only if (2.18) admits only the trivial solution. Suppose first that there exists a non-vanishing pair (s, ϕ) ∈ R × C^{2,r}_0 (Ω ) such that D_{α,ψ}Φ(λ, α_λ, ψ_λ)[s, ϕ] = (0, 0). Then the equation ∫ Ω ( D_ψr_{λ,α}[ϕ] + d_αr_{λ,α}[s] )| |_{(α,ψ)=(αλ,ψλ)} = 0 takes the form, p ∫ Ω ( λ(r_λ)^{1q} ϕ + (r_λ)^{1q} s^) = 0,

which is equivalent to s = s_λ = −λ < ϕ >_λ. Substituting this relation into the first equation, L_λ[ϕ] = D_ψF (λ, α_λ, ψ_λ)[ϕ] + d_αF (λ, α_λ, ψ_λ)[s_λ] = 0, we conclude that ϕ is a non-trivial, classical solution of (2.18).

This shows one part of the claim, while on the other side, if a non-trivial, classical solution of (2.18) exists, then by arguing in the other way around, obviously we can find some (s, ϕ) ≠ (0, 0) such that D_{α,ψ}Φ(λ, α_λ, ψ_λ)[s, ϕ] = (0, 0), as claimed. □

A relevant identity is satisfied by any eigenfunction which we summarize in the following, Lemma 2.3. Let (α_λ, ψ_λ) be a solution of (P)_λ and let ϕ_k be any eigenfunction of an eigenvalue σ_k = σ_k(α_λ, ψ_λ). Then the following identity holds, 1 m_λ < ϕ_k >_λ≡ (α_λ + λ < ψ_λ >_λ) < ϕ_k >_λ= (λ(p − 1) + σ_k) < ψ_λ[ϕ_k]_λ >_λ . (2.19)

Proof. The left hand side identity in (2.19) is an immediate consequence of the following identity,

(α_λ + λ < ψ_λ >_λ) = 1 m_λ (∫ Ω (r_λ)^{1q} (αλ + λψλ) ) ≡ 1 m_λ . Therefore, we just need to prove the second equality. By assumption ϕ_k satisfies (2.12) which we multiply by ψ_λ and integrate by parts to obtain, ∫ Ω r_λϕ_k = (τλ + σ_k) ∫ Ω (r_λ)^{1q} ψλ[ϕ_k]λ.

Dividing by m_λ and since r_λ = (r_λ)^{1q} (α_λ + λψ_λ) we find that,

α_λ < ϕ_k >_λ +λ < ψ_λϕ_k >_λ= (τ_λ + σ_k) < ψ_λ[ϕ_k]_λ >_λ . The conclusion immediately follows by observing that < ψ_λϕ_k >_λ=< ψ_λ[ϕ_k] >_λ + < ψ_λ >_λ< ϕ_k >_λ . □ We state now the result needed to describe branches of solutions of (P)_λ at regular points. Lemma 2.4. Let (α_{λ0} , ψ_{λ0} ) be a positive solution of (P)_λ with λ = λ_0 ≥ 0. If 0 is not an eigenvalue of L_{λ0} , then: (i) D_{α,ψ}Φ(λ_0, α_{λ0} , ψ_{λ0} ) is an isomorphism;

(ii) There exists an open neighborhood U ⊂ A_Ω of (λ_0, α_{λ0} , ψ_{λ0} ) such that the set of solutions of (P)_λ in U is a real analytic curve of positive solutions J ∋ λ → (α_λ, ψ_λ) ∈ B, for suitable neighborhoods J of λ_0 and B of (α_{λ0} , ψ_{λ0} ) in (0, +∞) × C^{2,r}_{0,+}(Ω ).

(iii) In particular if (α_{λ0} , ψ_{λ0} ) = (α_0 , ψ_0) = (1, G[1]), then (α_λ, ψ_λ) = (1, ψ_0 ) + O(λ) as λ → 0.

Proof. For the sake of simplicity, in the rest of this proof we set λ_0 = λ. By the construction of A_Ω, the map F as defined in (2.2) is jointly analytic in a suitable neighborhood of (λ, α_λ, ψ_λ). As a consequence, whenever (i) holds, then (ii) is an immediate consequence of the analytic implicit function theorem, see for example Theorem 4.5.4 in [13]. In particular (iii) is a straightforward consequence of (ii). Therefore, we are just left with the proof of (i).

(i) Let (t, f) ∈ R × C^r(Ω ), then we have to prove that the equation, D_{α,ψ}Φ(λ, α_λ, ψ_λ)[s, ϕ] = (t, f), admits a unique solution (s, ϕ) ∈ R × C^{2,r}_0 (Ω ). In view of Proposition 2.2, it is enough to prove that it actually admits just one solution. The equation ∫ Ω ( D_ψr_{λ,α}[ϕ] + d_αr_{λ,α}[s] )| | (α,ψ)=(α_λ ,ψ_λ) = t takes the form, p ∫ Ω ( λ(r_λ)^{1q} ϕ + (r_λ)^{1q} s^) = t,

which we solve as follows, s = s_λ = t pm_λ − λ < ϕ >_λ . Substituting this relation into the first equation, that is, D_ψF (λ, α_λ, ψ_λ)[ϕ] + d_αF (λ, α_λ, ψ_λ)[s_λ] = f, by standard elliptic estimates we just need to find a solution ϕ_{f,t} ∈ C^0(Ω ) of the equation,

ϕ = G[τ_λ(r_λ)^{1q} [ϕ]_λ] + G [f_t] , where f_t = f + t

(r_λ)^{1q} m_λ . (2.20)

Let Y_{0,r} = Y_0 ∩ C^r(Ω ) (see (2.10)) and Y^⊥_{0,r} be the orthogonal complement of Y_{0,r} in C^r(Ω ). Since Y^⊥_{0,r} ⊕ Y_{0,r} = C^r(Ω ), then after projection on Y^⊥_{0,r} and Y_{0,r}, we see that (2.20) is equivalent to the system, [ϕ]_λ = [ G[τ_λ(r_λ)^{1q} [ϕ]_λ] + G[f_t] ]_λ,

< ϕ >_λ=< G[τ_λ(r_λ)^{1q} [ϕ]_λ] + G[f_t] >_λ .

Since 0 /∈ {σ_j (α_λ, ψ_λ)}_{j∈N} , then I−T_0 (see (2.11)) is an isomorphism of Y_{0,r} onto itself. Therefore, the first equation, which has the form (I − T_0)([ϕ]_λ) = [G[f_t]]_λ, has a unique solution φ_{f,t} ∈ Y_{0,r}. Let ϕ_{f,t} := G[τ_λ(r_λ)^{1q} φ_{f,t}] + G[f_t] = φ_{f,t}+ < G[τ_λ(r_λ)^{1q} φ_{f,t}] + G[f_t] >_λ .

By standard elliptic regularity theory we find that ϕ_{f,t} ∈ C^{2,r}_0 (Ω ), which in particular is the unique solution of both equations. □

The next result is about the transversality condition needed in section 5.

Theorem 2.5. Let (α_λ, ψ_λ) be a positive solution of (P)_λ. Suppose that any eigenfunction ϕ_k of a fixed vanishing eigenvalue σ_k = σ_k(α_λ, ψ_λ) = 0 satisfies < ϕ_k >_λ≠ 0. Then σ_k is simple, that is, it admits only one eigenfunction.

Let Ω ⊂ R^2 be symmetric and convex with respect to the coordinate directions x_i, i = 1, 2 and let (α_λ, ψ_λ) be a positive solution of (P)_λ with λ > 0. Suppose that σ_k = σ_k(α_λ, ψ_λ) = 0 and let ϕ_k be any corresponding eigenfunction. Then: (i) < ϕ_k >_λ≠ 0;

(ii) σ_k(α_λ, ψ_λ) is simple, that is, it admits at most one eigenfunction.

Proof. If any eigenfunction ϕ_k of a vanishing eigenvalue σ_k = 0 satisfies < ϕ_k >_λ≠ 0, then there can be at most one such eigenfunction. Indeed, if there were more than one such eigenfunctions, say ϕ_{k,ℓ}, ℓ = 1, 2, then, putting a_ℓ :=< ϕ_{k,ℓ} >_λ≠ 0, ℓ = 1, 2, we would find that ϕ = ϕ_{k,1} −^{a1}_{a2} ϕ_{k,2} would be an eigenfunction of σ_k satisfying < ϕ >_λ= 0, which is a contradiction. Concerning (i) we argue by contradiction and assume that < ϕ_k >_λ= 0. In view of (2.12) and standard elliptic regularity theory ϕ_k is a classical solution of,

−Δϕ_k = τ_λ(r_λ)^{1q} ϕ_k in Ω,

ϕ_k = 0 on ∂Ω,

(2.21)

satisfying m_λ < ϕ_k >_λ= ∫ Ω(r_λ)^{1q} ϕ_k = 0. However, by Theorem 3.1 in [19] (which relies on

the symmetry and convexity properties of Ω) the nodal line of any solution of (2.21) cannot intersect the boundary. Here one is also using the fact that ψ_λ ≥ 0 is a solution of (P)_λ and that r_λ = f_λ(ψ_λ), where f_λ : [0, +∞) → [0, +∞) is a C^1 function and f_λ(0) ≥ 0. Therefore, ϕ_k has a fixed sign in a small enough neighborhood of the boundary and then, in particular, by the strong maximum principle we can assume without loss of generality that ∂_ν ϕ_k =^{∂ϕk}_{∂ν} < 0 on ∂Ω, where ν denotes the exterior unit normal. On the other side, by (2.21) and < ϕ_k >_λ= 0, we see that ∫ ∂Ω ∂_ν ϕ_k = 0, which is the desired contradiction.

At this point (ii) follows immediately from (i) and the first part of the claim. □

The following result ensures that the first eigenvalue σ_1(α_λ, ψ_λ) of a positive variational solution must be non-negative.

Lemma 2.6. Let (α_λ, ψ_λ) be a positive variational solution of (P)_λ. Then σ_1(α_λ, ψ_λ) ≥ 0.

Proof. Since r_λ is a minimizer of the variational problem (VP) in Appendix A, then the Taylor formula shows that,

0 ≤ J_λ(r_λ + εf) − J_λ(r_λ) = ε^2 2 D^2J_λ(r_λ)[f, f ] + o(ε^2),

for any f ∈ C^2_0 (Ω ) such that ∫ Ω f = 0. Therefore, for any such f, we find,

D^2J_λ(r_λ)[f, f ] = 1 p ∫ Ω (r_λ)^{1p −1}f^2 − λ ∫ Ω fG[f] ≥ 0, which is well defined since r_λ ≥ α^p_λ > 0 on Ω. Clearly, for any φ ∈ C^2_0 (Ω ) such that ∫ Ω(r_λ)^{1q} φ = 0

we can choose f = (r_λ)^{1q} φ and deduce that, ∫ Ω (r_λ)^{1p −1}f^2 − pλ ∫ Ω fG[f] = ∫ Ω (r_λ)^{1q} φ^2 − pλ ∫ Ω (r_λ)^{1q} φ G[(r_λ)^{1q} φ] ≥ 0.

Therefore, we have

A(ϕ) := ∫ Ω (r_λ)^{1q} [ϕ]^2_λ − τλ ∫ Ω (r_λ)^{1q} [ϕ]λG[(r_λ)^{1q} [ϕ]λ] ≥ 0, ∀ ϕ ∈ C^2_0 (Ω ),

where we recall that [ϕ]_λ = ϕ − < ϕ >_λ and τ_λ = pλ. On the other side, letting ϕ_1 be the first eigenfunction of (2.9) whose eigenvalue is σ_1, from (2.13) we see that, 0 ≤ A(ϕ_1) m_λ =< [ϕ_1]^2_λ >_λ −τ_λ < [ϕ_1]_λG[(r_λ)^{1q} [ϕ_1]_λ] >_λ=

< [ϕ_1]^2_λ >_λ − τ_λ τ_λ + σ_1

< [ϕ_1]_λϕ_1 >_λ=< [ϕ_1]^2_λ >_λ σ_1 τ_λ + σ_1 , and then from (2.15) we immediately conclude that σ_1 ≥ 0. □

Finally we obtain a generalization of the bending result of [18] for solutions of (P)_λ, which is an improvement of Lemma 2.4 in case of simple and vanishing eigenvalues satisfying a suitable transversality condition. We need here to exploit the modified spectral setting in its full strength. Proposition 2.7. Let (α_λ, ψ_λ) be a positive solution of (P)_λ with λ > 0 and suppose that the k-th eigenvalue σ_k(α_λ, ψ_λ) = 0 is simple, that is, it admits only one eigenfunction, ϕ_k ∈ C^{2,r}_0 (Ω ). If < ϕ_k >_λ≠ 0, then there exists ε > 0, an open neighborhood U of (λ, α_λ, ψ_λ) in A_Ω and a real analytic curve (−ε, ε) ∋ s → (λ(s), α(s), ψ(s)) such that (λ(0), α(0), ψ(0)) = (λ, α_λ, ψ_λ) and the set of solutions of (P)_λ in U has the form (λ(s), α(s), ψ(s)), where (α(s), ψ(s)) is a solution of (P)_λ for λ = λ(s) for any s ∈ (−ε, ε), with ψ(s) = ψ_λ + sϕ_k + ξ(s), and < [ϕ_k]_{λ(s)}, ξ(s) >_{λ(s)}= 0, s ∈ (−ε, ε). (2.22) Moreover it holds, ξ(0) ≡ 0 ≡ ξ^′ (0), α^′ (0) = −λ < ϕ_k >_λ, λ^′ (0) = 0, ψ^′ (0) = ϕ_k, (2.23) and either λ(s) = λ is constant in (−ε, ε) or λ^′ (s) ≠ 0, σ_k(s) ≠ 0 in (−ε, ε) \ {0}, σ_k(s) is simple in (−ε, ε) and

< [ϕ_k]_λ, ψ_λ >_λ≠ 0 and < [ϕ_k]_λ, ψ_λ >_λ has the same sign as < ϕ_k >_λ, (2.24) σ_k(s) λ^′ (s) = p < [ϕ_k]_λ, ψ_λ >_λ +o(1)

< [ϕ_k]^2_λ >_λ +o(1)

, as s → 0. (2.25)

Proof. Since < ϕ_k >_λ≠ 0 by assumption, then (2.24) is an immediate consequence of (2.19). Take ε > 0 small enough and δ_i = δ_i(ε) > 0, i = 1, 2, 3, such that (λ+μ, α_λ +β, ψ_λ +sϕ_k +ξ) ⊂ A_Ω, ∀ (s, μ, β, ξ) ∈ (−ε, ε)×(−δ_1(ε), δ_1(ε))×(−δ_2(ε), δ_2(ε))×B^⊥_{k,ε}, where B^⊥_{k,ε} = { ξ ∈ C^{2,r}_0 (Ω ) : < [ϕ_k]_λ, ξ >_λ= 0, ‖ξ‖_C2,r_{0 (Ω )} < δ_3(ε) } . Next, let us introduce the map, Φ_0 : (−ε, ε) × (−δ_1(ε), δ_1(ε)) × (−δ_2(ε), δ_2(ε)) × B^⊥_{k,ε} → R × C^r(Ω ), defined as follows, Φ_0(s, μ, β, ξ) = −Δ(ψ_λ + sϕ_k + ξ) − (α_λ + β + (λ + μ)(ψ_λ + sϕ_k + ξ))^p −1 + ∫ Ω(α_λ + β + (λ + μ)(ψ_λ + sϕ_k + ξ))^p .

Clearly, with the notations introduced in (2.3), we have Φ_0(0, 0, 0, 0) = Φ(λ, α_λ, ψ_λ) = (0, 0).

Let us define, X^⊥_k = { ϕ ∈ C^{2,r}_0 (Ω ) : < [ϕ_k]_λ, ϕ >_λ= 0 } , then the differential of Φ_0 with respect to (μ, β, ξ) at (0, 0, 0, 0) acts on a triple (s_μ, s_β, ϕ) ∈ R × R × X^⊥_k as follows,

D_{μ,β,ξ}Φ_0(0, 0, 0, 0)[s_μ , s_β, ϕ] =

D_ψF (λ, α_λ, ψ_λ)[ϕ] − p(r_λ)^{1q} ψ_λs_μ − p(r_λ)^{1q} s_β τ_λ ∫ Ω(r_λ)^{1q} ϕ + psμ^∫_Ω(r_λ)^{1q} ψλ + ps_β^∫_Ω(r_λ)^{1q} ,

with τ_λ = pλ and D_ψF as in (2.4). The crux of the argument is to prove the following: Lemma 2.8. D_{μ,β,ξ}Φ_0(0, 0, 0, 0) is an isomorphism of R × R × X^⊥_k onto R × C^r(Ω ).

Proof. We will prove that for each (t, f) ∈ R × C^r(Ω), the vectorial equation

D_{μ,β,ξ}Φ_0(0, 0, 0, 0)[s_μ , s_β, ϕ] = f t ,

admits a unique solution (s_μ, s_β, ϕ) ∈ R × R × X^⊥_k . From the second equation we deduce that,

s_β = − t pm_λ − < ψ_λ >_λ s_μ − λ < ϕ >_λ, where we recall that m_λ = ∫ Ω(r_λ)^{1q} . Therefore, by substituting into the first equation, we find

that the pair (s_μ, ϕ) solves the equation,

− Δϕ − τ_λ(r_λ)^{1q} [ϕ]_λ − p(r_λ)^{1q} [ψ_λ]_λs_μ = f + t

(r_λ)^{1q} m_λ . (2.26)

Let us write C^r(Ω ) = Y_k ⊕ R, where Y_k = span{ϕ_k} and R = { f ∈ C^r(Ω ) : ∫ Ω ϕ_kf = 0 } . Then, projecting (2.26) along Y_k, we find that,

− m_λp < [ψ_λ]_λ, ϕ_k > s_μ = ∫ Ω f + t(r^λ) 1 q m_λ ϕ_k. (2.27)

At this point it follows from (2.24) that (2.27) admits a unique solution s_μ. So we are left with showing that the projection of (2.26) onto R admits a unique solution as well. First of all, let us observe that, since ϕ_k satisfies (2.12) with σ_k = 0, then the projection of (2.26) onto R takes the form, −Δϕ − τ_λ(r_λ)^{1q} [ϕ]_λ = g, where g = P_R f + t(r^λ) 1 q m_λ + p(r_λ)^{1q} [ψ_λ]_λs_μ , where P_R denotes the projection operator. Since α_λ > 0 and λ > 0 by assumption, then r_λ ≥ α^p_λ in Ω and then, by standard elliptic estimates, it is enough to show that the equation, ϕ = τ_λG[(r_λ)^{1q} [ϕ]_λ] + G[(r_λ)^{1q} g_1], (2.28) admits a unique solution ϕ ∈ Y^⊥_k := {f ∈ C^r(Ω ) : < [ϕ_k]_λ, f >_λ= 0}, for any fixed g_1 ∈ C^r(Ω) satisfying < g_1, ϕ_k >_λ= 0, where < [ϕ_k]^2_λ >_λ= 1. Next, let us decompose, ϕ = c_0 + c_k[ϕ_k]_λ + φ, g_1 = b_0 + b_k[ϕ_k]_λ + g_2, where c_0 =< ϕ >_λ, b_0 =< g_1 >_λ, c_k =< [ϕ_k]_λ, ϕ >_λ, b_k =< [ϕ_k]_λ, g_1 >_λ, {φ, g_2} ∈ Y_{k,0} := Y_0 ∩ Y^⊥_k , Y_0 = {f ∈ C^r(Ω) : < f >_λ= 0}. It is easy to check, using (2.13), that we have c_k = 0, b_k + b_0 < ϕ_k >_λ= 0 and < G[(r_λ)^{1q} φ], [ϕ_k]_λ >_λ= 0 =< G[(r_λ)^{1q} g_2], [ϕ_k]_λ >_λ .

At this point, by using also (2.13), then a lengthy evaluation shows that (2.28) is equivalent to the system,

c_0 = b_0 < G[(r_λ)^{1q} ] >_λ +τ_λ < G[(r_λ)^{1q} φ] >_λ +^{bk}_{τλ} < ϕ_k >_λ + < G[(r_λ)^{1q} g_2] >_λ,

φ − τ_λ[G[(r_λ)^{1q} φ]]_λ = [G[(r_λ)^{1q} g_2]]_λ + b_0 ( [G[(r_λ)^{1q} ]]_λ− < [G[(r_λ)^{1q} ]]_λ, [ϕ_k]_λ >_λ [ϕ_k]_λ ) , b_0 < [G[(r_λ)^{1q} ]]_λ, [ϕ_k]_λ >_λ +^{bk}_{τλ} = 0, with the constraint b_k+b_0 < ϕ_k >_λ= 0. By using (2.13) once more we see that < [G[(r_λ)^{1q} ]]_λ, [ϕ_k]_λ >_λ= <ϕ_k>_λ τ_λ , whence the third equation is equivalent to bk + b0 < ϕk >^λ= 0 and we are left with the

first two equations. However the second equation takes the form, (I − T_0)|_{Yk,0} (φ) = f_2,

for a suitable f_2 ∈ Y_{k,0}, where T_0 is given in (2.11). Since (I − T_0)|_{Yk,0} (h) = 0 has only the trivial solution, then by the Fredholm alternative it admits a unique solution, say φ_2. As a consequence φ_2 uniquely defines c_0 in the first equation, as claimed. □

In view of Lemma 2.8, the existence of the real analytic map (−ε, ε) ∋ s → (λ(s), α(s), ψ(s)) satisfying the desired properties (including (2.22)) follows by the analytic implicit function theorem ([13]). Therefore, we are left with the proof of (2.23) and (2.25).

First of all, differentiating the constraint in (P)_λ with λ(s) = λ + μ(s), α(s) = α_λ + β(s), ψ(s) = ψ_λ + sϕ_k + ξ(s) we obtain, p ∫ Ω (r_λ)^{1q (}β^′ (0) + μ^′ (0)ψλ + λ(ϕ_k + ξ^′ (0))^) = 0,

which immediately implies that, β^′ (0) = −μ^′ (0) < ψ_λ >_λ −λ < ϕ_k >_λ −λ < ξ^′ (0) >_λ . (2.29) Thus, by differentiating the equation in (P)_λ we obtain,

−Δ(ϕ_k + ξ^′ (0)) = p(r_λ)^{1q} ( β^′ (0) + μ^′ (0)ψ_λ + λ(ϕ_k + ξ^′ (0)) ) , and so, by using (2.12) and (2.29), we conclude that,

− Δξ^′ (0) = τ_λ(r_λ)^{1q} [ξ^′ (0)]_λ + pμ^′ (0)(r_λ)^{1q} [ψ_λ]_λ, (2.30)

where, since ξ(0) ≡ 0, then differentiating (2.22), we also have < [ϕ_k]_λ, ξ^′ (0) >_λ= 0. Therefore, multiplying (2.30) by ϕ_k and integrating by parts, we find that,

0 = m_λτ_λ < [ϕ_k]_λ, ξ^′ (0) >_λ= ∫ Ω (−Δϕ_k)ξ^′ (0) = ∫ Ω ϕ_k(−Δξ^′ (0)) = ∫ Ω τ_λ(r_λ)^{1q} [ξ^′ (0)]_λ ϕ_k + pμ^′ (0) ∫ Ω (r_λ)^{1q} [ψλ]λϕ_k =

m_λτ_λ < [ϕ_k]_λ, ξ^′ (0) >_λ +m_λpμ^′ (0) < [ϕ_k]_λ, ψ_λ >_λ, that is, μ^′ (0) < [ϕ_k]_λ, ψ_λ >_λ= 0, which, in view of (2.24), yields μ^′ (0) = 0. Inserting this information back in (2.30), in view of < [ϕ_k]_λ, ξ^′ (0) >_λ= 0, and since we assumed that σ_k is simple, then we conclude that ξ^′ (0) ≡ 0. Therefore, (2.29) shows that β^′ (0) = −λ < ϕ_k >_λ, which concludes the proof of (2.23). Concerning (2.25), let us first observe that, since λ is real analytic in (−ε, ε), then either λ(s) = λ is constant or λ^′ (s) ≠ 0 in (−ε, ε) \ {0} for ε sufficiently small. Also, σ_k(s) = σ_k(α(s), ψ(s)) is simple in (−ε, ε) by the analytic perturbation theory of simple eigenvalues, see Proposition 4.5.8 in [13]. Clearly, in view of (2.24), we can also assume that < [ψ(s)]_{λ(s)}, ϕ_k(s) >_{λ(s)}≠ 0 for any such s. Next, by arguing as in (2.30) we see that,

− Δψ^′ (s) = pλ(s)(r_{λ(s)})^{1q} [ψ^′ (s)]_{λ(s)} + pλ^′ (s)(r_{λ(s)})^{1q} [ψ(s)]_{λ(s)} , (2.31)

and so, multiplying (2.31) by ϕ_k(s), integrating by parts and using (2.12) with λ = λ(s), then we conclude that, σ_k(s) ∫ Ω (r_{λ(s)})^{1q} [ϕ_k(s)]λ(s)ψ^′ (s) = pλ^′ (s) ∫ Ω (r_{λ(s)})^{1q} [ϕ_k(s)]λ(s)ψ(s). (2.32)

At this point we observe that, since < [ψ(s)]_{λ(s)}, ϕ_k(s) >_{λ(s)}≠ 0, and ∫ Ω r_{λ(s)}[ϕ_k(s)]λ(s)ψ^′ (s) =

o(1) + ∫ Ω[ϕ_k]^2_λ, as s → 0, then, if λ^′ (s) ≠ 0, we can write, σ_k(s) λ^′ (s) = p ∫ Ω(r_{λ(s)})^{1q} [ϕ_k(s)]λ(s)ψ(s) + o(1) ∫ Ω(r_{λ(s)})^{1q} [ϕ_k(s)]λ(s)ψ^′ (s) + o(1)^,

for any s small enough, thus, σ_k(s) λ^′ (s) = p < [ϕ_k]_λ, ψ_λ >_λ +o(1) < [ϕ_k]^2_λ >_λ +o(1) , as s → 0, which is (2.25). □

3. Monotonicity of solutions In this section we are concerned with the monotonicity of the energy

2E_λ = ∫ Ω r_λψλ, and of α_λ for positive solutions of (P)_λ with σ_1(α_λ, ψ_λ) > 0, see (2.14). The latter property is detected by making use of the spectral setting set up in the previous section. We recall that m_λ = ∫ Ω(r_λ)^{1q} and Lλ is the linearized operator defined in (2.8).

Proposition 3.1. Let (α_{λ0} , ψ_{λ0} ) be a positive solution of (P)_λ with λ_0 ≥ 0 and suppose that 0 is not an eigenvalue of L_{λ0} . Then, locally near λ_0, the map λ → (α_λ, ψ_λ) is a real analytic simple curve of positive solutions and

2E_λ = ∫ Ω r_λψλ and ηλ =^{dψλ}_{dλ} , are real analytic functions of λ with η_λ ∈ C^2_0 (Ω ). In particular we have: dE_λ dλ = ∫ Ω r_ληλ = mλτλ < [ηλ]λ, [ψλ]λ >λ +mλp‖[ψλ]λ‖^2_λ. (3.1) Finally, if σ_1 = σ_1(α_λ, ψ_λ) > 0, then, < [η_λ]_λ, [ψ_λ]_λ >_λ≥ σ_1 p ‖[η_λ]_λ‖^2_λ, (3.2)

and in particular^{dEλ}_{dλ} > 0.

Proof. Clearly,^{dEλ}_{dλ} > 0 will follow immediately once we have (3.1), (3.2). Since by assumption 0 is not an eigenvalue of L_λ, then we can apply Lemma 2.4. Therefore, locally around (α_{λ0} , ψ_{λ0} ), (α_λ, ψ_λ) is a real analytic function of λ and then, by standard elliptic estimates, we see that η_λ ∈ C^2_0 (Ω ) is a classical solution of,

−Δη_λ = τ_λ(r_λ)^{1q} η_λ + p(r_λ)^{1q} ψ_λ + p(r_λ)^{1q} dα_λ dλ , where^{dαλ}_{dλ} can be computed by the unit mass constraint in (P)_λ, that is p dα_λ dλ = −τ_λ < η_λ >_λ −p < ψ_λ >_λ . Therefore, we conclude that η_λ is a solution of, − Δη_λ = τ_λ(r_λ)^{1q} [η_λ]_λ + p(r_λ)^{1q} [ψ_λ]_λ. (3.3) By using (P)_λ, we also have E_λ =^1_2 ∫ Ω |∇ψ_λ|^2, and in particular it holds, d dλ E_λ = ∫ Ω (∇η_λ, ∇ψ_λ) = − ∫ Ω η_λ(Δψ_λ) = ∫ Ω r_ληλ,

which proves the first equality sign in (3.1). At this point, by using (P)_λ and (3.3), we see that, ∫ Ω r_ληλ = ∫ Ω −(Δψ_λ)η_λ = ∫ Ω −ψ_λ(Δη_λ) = m_λτ_λ < ψ_λ, [η_λ]_λ >_λ +m_λp < ψ_λ, [ψ_λ]_λ >_λ, (3.4) which proves the second equality sign in (3.1). For the last part of the statement, let

[ψ_λ]_λ = +∞∑ j=1 ξ_j [ϕ_j ]_λ, [η_λ]_λ = +∞∑ j=1 β_j [ϕ_j ]_λ,

ξ_j = ∫ Ω (r_λ)^{1q} [ϕj ]λ[ψλ]λ, βj = ∫ Ω (r_λ)^{1q} [ϕj ]λ[ηλ]λ,

be the Fourier expansions of [ψ_λ]_λ and [η_λ]_λ in Y_0 (see (2.10)), with respect to the normalized projections [ϕ_j ]_λ, satisfying ‖[ϕ_j ]_λ‖_λ = 1. After multiplying (3.3) by ϕ_j, using (2.9) and integrating by parts, we have, σ_j ∫ Ω (r_λ)^{1q} [ϕj ]λ[ηλ]λ = p ∫ Ω (r_λ)^{1q} [ϕj ]λ[ψλ]λ, that is σjβj = pξj, (3.5)

where σ_j = σ_j(α_λ, ψ_λ). As a consequence, since^{+∞} ∑ j=1 (β_j )^2 =< [η_λ]^2_λ >_λ and^{+∞} ∑ j=1 (ξ_j )^2 =< [ψ_λ]^2_λ >_λ, then we find that,

p < [ψ_λ]_λ, [η_λ]_λ >_λ= p +∞∑ j=1 ξ_jβ_j = +∞∑ j=1 σ_j(β_j )^2 ≥ σ_1 < [η_λ]^2_λ >_λ, (3.6)

which proves (3.2). □ Next we prove the monotonicity of α_λ whenever σ_1(α_λ, ψ_λ) > 0.

For this and later purposes it is convenient to use the auxiliary function u_λ = λψ_λ which satisfies −Δu_λ = λ (α_λ + u_λ)^p in Ω ∫ Ω (α_λ + u_λ)^p = 1

u_λ ≥ 0 in Ω, u_λ = 0 on ∂Ω α_λ ≥ 0

(3.7)

where r_λ = (α_λ + u_λ)^p, (r_λ)^{1q} = (α_λ + u_λ)^{p−1}.

Proposition 3.2. Let (α_λ, ψ_λ) be a positive solution of (P)_λ (or either (α_λ, u_λ) a solution of (3.7), α_λ > 0) with λ ≥ 0. If σ_1 = σ_1(α_λ, ψ_λ) > 0 then dα_λ dλ < 0.

Proof. We recall that, by Lemma 2.4, if 0 is not an eigenvalue of L_λ, then ψ_λ and α_λ are locally real analytic functions of λ. Therefore, u_λ is also real analytic as a function of λ and w_λ =^{duλ}_{dλ} ∈ C^2_0 (Ω ) satisfies −Δw_λ = τ_λ(r_λ)^{1q} [w_λ]_λ + r_λ in Ω w_λ = 0 on ∂Ω

(3.8)

where, since ∫ Ω(α_λ + u_λ)^p = 1, then, dα_λ dλ = − < w_λ >_λ . (3.9)

We first prove the claim for p > 1 and λ > 0. Multiplying the equation in (3.8) by w_λ and integrating by parts we find that, α_λ ∫ Ω (r_λ)^{1q} wλ + ∫ Ω (r_λ)^{1q} wλuλ = ∫ Ω r_λwλ = ∫ Ω |∇w_λ|^2 − τ_λ ∫ Ω (r_λ)^{1q} [wλ]^2_λ ≥ (3.10)

σ_1(α_λ, ψ_λ) ∫ Ω (r_λ)^{1q} [wλ]^2_λ.

On the other side, multiplying the equation in (3.7) by w_λ and integrating by parts we also find that, τ_λ ∫ Ω (r_λ)^{1q} [wλ]uλ + ∫ Ω r_λuλ = λ ∫ Ω r_λwλ = λαλ ∫ Ω (r_λ)^{1q} wλ + λ ∫ Ω (r_λ)^{1q} wλuλ, (3.11)

which, after a straightforward evaluation yields, ∫ Ω (r_λ)^{1q} wλuλ =^1_{p − 1}(p < uλ >λ +αλ) ∫ Ω (r_λ)^{1q} wλ −^1_{λ(p − 1)} ∫ Ω r_λuλ. Substituting this expression of ∫ Ω(r_λ)^{1q} wλuλ in (3.10) we obtain,

τ_λ (α_λ + < u_λ >_λ) ∫ Ω (r_λ)^{1q} wλ − ∫ Ω r_λuλ ≥ λ(p − 1)σ1(αλ, ψλ) ∫ Ω (r_λ)^{1q} [wλ]^2_λ.

In other words we conclude that,

τ_λ < w_λ >_λ= τ_λ m_λ ∫ Ω (r_λ)^{1q} wλ ≥ λ(p − 1)σ1(αλ, ψλ) ∫ Ω (r_λ)^{1q} [wλ]^2_λ + ∫ Ω r_λuλ, where we are using the identity

α_λ + < u_λ >_λ = ∫ Ω(r_λ)^{1q} (αλ + uλ) m_λ = ∫ Ω r_λ m_λ = 1 m_λ . At this point, since u_λ ≥ 0,^{dαλ}_{dλ} < 0 immediately follows from (3.9).

For p = 1 and λ > 0 after a straightforward evaluation we deduce from (3.11) that < w_λ >_λ= 2E_λ and then the conclusion follows from (3.9). For p ≥ 1 and λ = 0 we have w_λ = ψ_0 and < w_λ >_λ= 2E_0 and the conclusion follows again from (3.9). □

4. Uniqueness of solutions

The following Lemma is the starting point of the proof of Theorem 1.2 and illustrates an interesting property of (P)_λ.

Lemma 4.1. Let p ∈ [1, p_N ).

(i) If there exists λ > 0 such that for any solution (α_λ, ψ_λ) with λ ≤ λ it holds σ_1(α_λ, ψ_λ) > 0, then (P)_λ has at most one positive solution for any λ ≤ λ.

(ii) If there exists λ > 0 such that for any solution (α_λ, ψ_λ) with λ ≤ λ it holds σ_1(α_λ, ψ_λ) > 0 and if one of the following holds: either (a) there exists a positive solution (α, ψ) at λ = λ, or (b) if (α_λ, ψ_λ) is a solution with λ ≤ λ, then α_λ > 0, then (P)_λ has a unique solution for any λ ≤ λ. In particular the set of solutions in [0, λ] is a real analytic simple curve of positive solutions λ → (α_λ, ψ_λ), λ ∈ [0, λ ] and α_λ ≥ α_λ, for any λ ≤ λ. Proof. By Lemma 3.4 in [12], for any I > 0 we already have a uniform estimate for the L^∞(Ω) norm of any solution of (F)_I but since the change of variables from (γ_I , v_I ) is singular at I = 0 (see Remark 1.1), we cannot use those estimates directly for (P)_λ.

Lemma 4.2. Let p ∈ [1, p_N ). For any λ > 0 there exists a positive constant C_1 = C_1(r, Ω, λ, p, N) depending only on Ω, λ, p, N and r ∈ [0, 1) such that ‖ψ_λ‖_C2,r_{0 (Ω)} ≤ C_1 for any solution (α_λ, ψ_λ) of (P)_λ with λ ∈ [0, λ ].

Proof. Since ∫ Ω(α_λ + λψ_λ)^p = 1 it is well known ([34]) that for any t ∈ [1,^N_{N−1} ) there exists C = C(t, N, Ω) such that ‖ψ_λ‖_W 1,t_{0 (Ω)} ≤ C(t, N, Ω) for any solution of (P)_λ. Thus, by the Sobolev inequalities, for any 1 ≤ s <^N_{N−2} we have ‖ψ_λ‖_Ls_{(Ω)} ≤ C(s, N, Ω), for some C(s, N, Ω). As a consequence, since α_λ ≤ 1 and p < p_N , then there exists some m > 1 depending on p and N such that ‖(α_λ + λψ_λ)‖_Lm_{(Ω)} ≤ C(p, N, λ, s, Ω), for any λ ≤ λ, for some C(p, N, s, λ, Ω) and then, by standard elliptic estimates, we conclude that ‖ψ_λ‖_W 2,m_{0 (Ω)} ≤ C_0(p, N, s, λ, Ω), for any λ ≤ λ, for some C_0(p, N, s, λ, Ω). At this point, since Ω is of class C^3, the conclusion follows by standard elliptic estimates and a bootstrap argument. □

Proof of (i). We argue by contradiction and assume without loss of generality that a positive solution (α, ψ) exists for λ = λ. Since σ_1(α_λ, ψ_λ) > 0 for any λ ∈ [0, λ ] by assumption, then by Lemma 2.4 we deduce that there exists a small interval around λ where the set of solutions of (P)_λ is a real analytic curve of positive solutions. By Proposition 3.2 we deduce that α_λ is strictly decreasing and therefore in particular that α_λ ≥ α > 0 in the given left neighborhood. However we have σ_1(α_λ, ψ_λ) > 0 for any λ ∈ [0, λ ] and by Lemma 4.2, Lemma 2.4 and Proposition 3.2 we can continue this small curve of positive solutions without bifurcation points backward to the left as a curve of positive solutions defined in λ ∈ (−δ, λ ] for some small δ > 0. At this point, if at any point in (0, λ ] a positive solution would exist other than those on this curve, then it would generate in the same way another curve of positive solutions in (−δ, λ ]. Obviously for both curves at λ = 0 we have (α_λ, ψ_λ) = (α_0, ψ_0) which is the unique solution of (P)_λ for λ = 0. This is obviously impossible since then (α_0, ψ_0) would be a bifurcation point, in contradiction with Lemma 2.4.

Proof of (ii). If (a) holds we just know that there exists a positive solution (α, ψ) at λ = λ. Therefore, the same argument adopted in the first part shows that there is a real analytic curve of positive solutions emanating from (α, ψ) and defined in λ ∈ (−δ, λ ] for some small δ > 0. In particular, since σ_1(α_λ, ψ_λ) > 0 for any λ ∈ [0, λ ] then by Proposition 3.2 we deduce that α_λ ≥ α along this curve. By the first part we have that there exists at most one positive solution in [0, λ] and we are done in this case.

If (b) holds we argue the other way around. By Lemma 2.4 we known that there exists 0 < ε < λ small enough such that (P)_λ has at least one solution for any λ ∈ [0, ε]. Since by assumption σ_1(α_λ, ψ_λ) > 0 for any λ ∈ [0, λ ] and since (b) holds, then by Lemma 4.2 and Lemma 2.4 we can continue this curve forward to the right as a real analytic curve of positive solutions defined in λ ∈ [0, λ ]. In particular by Proposition 3.2 we deduce that α_λ ≥ α_λ along this curve. By the first part we have that there exists at most one positive solution in [0, λ] and we are done in this case as well. □

By using Lemma 4.1, the proof of Theorem 1.2 is reduced to some uniform a priori estimates for σ_1(α_λ, ψ_λ) and α_λ, which we split in various Propositions.

Proposition 4.3. If (α_λ, u_λ) is a solution of (3.7) (or equivalently if (α_λ, ψ_λ) is a solution of (P)_λ) and λp ≤ Λ(Ω, 2p), then,

ν_{1,λ} = inf

w∈H^1_0 (Ω)\{0} ∫ Ω |∇w|^2 − λp ∫ Ω(r_λ)^{1q} w^2 ∫ Ω(r_λ)^{1q} w^{2 ≥ 0}

Proof. Obviously we can assume that λ > 0. Let w ∈ C^1_0 (Ω ), w ≡/ 0 then we have, ∫ Ω |∇w|^2 ∫ Ω(r_λ)^{1q} w^{2 ≥} 1 (∫ Ω(α_λ + u_λ)^p ) 1_q ∫ Ω |∇w|^2 (∫ Ω w^{2p}

) 1_p = ∫ Ω |∇w|^2 (∫ Ω w^{2p}

) 1_p ≥ Λ(Ω, 2p)

which immediately implies that, ν_{1,λ} ≥ Λ(Ω, 2p) − λp ≥ 0, ∀ λp ≤ Λ(Ω, 2p). □ Proposition 4.4. For fixed p ∈ [1, p_N ), it holds λ^∗(Ω, p) ≥^1_p Λ(Ω, 2p) and the equality holds if and only if p = 1.

Proof. It is well known that for p = 1 ([48]) it holds λ^∗(Ω, 1) = λ^{(1)}(Ω), and since λ^{(1)}(Ω) ≡ Λ(Ω, 2), then the equality holds for p = 1. Therefore, we will just prove that if p > 1 then λ^∗(Ω, p) is well defined and satisfies λ^∗(Ω, p) >^1_p Λ(Ω, 2p). To simplify the exposition let us denote λ^∗ = λ^∗(Ω, p). By Lemma B.1 in Appendix B, λ^∗ is well defined. We argue by contradiction and suppose that λ^∗ ≤^1_p Λ(Ω, 2p). It follows from Proposition 4.3, (2.17) and Lemma 4.1 that for any λ < λ^∗ there exists a unique solution of (P)_λ and that these solutions form a real analytic simple curve of positive solutions. By Lemma 4.2 we can pass to the limit and obtain at least one solution (α_∗, ψ_∗) of (P)_λ for λ = λ^∗. If α_∗ = 0 then u_∗ = λ^∗ψ_∗ would be a solution of

−Δu_∗ = λ^∗(u_∗)^p in Ω ∫ Ω (u_∗)^p = 1

u_∗ > 0 in Ω, u_∗ = 0 on ∂Ω.

(4.1)

Now the linearization of (4.1) where one just disregards the integral constraint takes the form

−Δϕ = λ^∗p(u_∗)^{p−1}ϕ in Ω

ϕ = 0 on ∂Ω,

(4.2)

and it is readily seen that u_∗ is a positive strict subsolution of (4.2) and then we deduce by standard arguments that the first eigenvalue of (4.2) is negative. In particular we infer that

0 > inf

w∈H^1_0 (Ω)\{0} ∫ Ω |∇w|^2 ∫ Ω(u_∗)^{p−1}w^2 − λ^∗p =

inf w∈H^1_0 (Ω)\{0} ∫ Ω |∇w|^2 − λ^∗p ∫ Ω(r_{λ∗} )^{1q} w^2 ∫ Ω(r_{λ∗} )^{1q} w^{2 = ν1,λ∗ (u∗),}

which contradicts Proposition 4.3. Therefore, we must have α_∗ > 0 and in particular, by the monotonicity of α_λ (Proposition 3.2), we also have inf_{[0,λ∗)} α_λ > 0. Using Proposition 4.3, (2.17)

and Lemma 2.4 we see that there exists ϵ small enough such that we can continue the simple curve of unique positive solutions defined on [0, λ^∗] to a larger curve G_ϵ defined in [0, λ^∗ + ϵ) such that in particular, by continuity, inf_{(αλ,ψλ)∈Gϵ} α_λ > 0. Therefore, by the definition of λ^∗, either

there exists another solution of (P)_λ for λ = λ^∗ with α_λ = 0 or there exists a sequence (α_n, ψ_n) of solutions of (P)_λ for λ_n → (λ^∗)^+ such that α_n → 0. In the latter case, by Lemma 4.2 we can pass to the limit and obtain at least one solution (α^∗, ψ^∗) of (P)_λ for λ = λ^∗ with α^∗ = 0. In particular we deduce that there exists at least another solution u^∗, distinct from u_∗, of (4.1). At this point the same argument adopted above shows that ν_{1,λ}∗ (u^∗) < 0 which contradicts once more Proposition 4.3. □

At this point we are ready to prove Theorem 1.2.

Proof of Theorem 1.2. By Proposition 4.4 we have λ^∗(Ω, p) ≥^1_p Λ(Ω, 2p) where the equality holds if and only if p = 1. Whence α_λ > 0 if λ ∈ [0,^1_p Λ(Ω, 2p)). Therefore, in view of (2.17) and Proposition 4.3, in particular we see that for any λ ∈ [0,^1_p Λ(Ω, 2p)) it holds σ_1(α_λ, ψ_λ) > 0 and α_λ > 0 for any solution of (P)_λ. As a consequence by Lemma 4.1 and by Propositions 3.1 and 3.2, we deduce that for any λ ∈ [0,^1_p Λ(Ω, 2p)) there exists a unique solution of (P)_λ and that these solutions form a simple real analytic curve of positive solutions along which we have, dα_λ dλ < 0, dE_λ dλ > 0, ∀ λ ∈ [0, 1 p Λ(Ω, 2p)).

Next, by well known rearrangement estimates ([46]) we have,

E_0(Ω) = 1 2 ∫ Ω ∫ Ω G_Ω(x, y) dxdy ≤ 1 2 ∫ D_N ∫ D_N G_{D N} (x, y) dxdy = |B_1|^{− 2}N 4(N + 2)

. (4.3)

The fact that α_λ = 1 + O(λ), ψ_λ = ψ_0 + O(λ), as λ → 0^+ was already part of Lemma 2.4 and then, since (α_λ, ψ_λ) is a real analytic curve, it is easy to prove that, E_λ = E_0(Ω) + O(λ), as λ → 0^+.

By Lemma 4.2 we can pass to the limit as λ → (^1_p Λ(Ω, 2p))^− along G(Ω) to obtain a solution (α, ψ) of (P)_λ for λ =^1_p Λ(Ω, 2p) and we deduce that G(Ω) can be extended by continuity at λ =^1_p Λ(Ω, 2p). If p = 1 then λ^∗(Ω, 1) = λ^{(1)}(Ω) ≡ Λ(Ω, 2) and α = 0 ([48]). Otherwise, since λ^∗(Ω, p) >^1_p Λ(Ω, 2p) for p > 1, we must have α > 0. □

The proof of Theorem 1.3 is based on the equivalence of the variational formulations of (P)_λ and (F)_I , see Appendix A. Here

λ^{∗∗}(Ω, 1) = λ^{(1)}(Ω) and λ^{∗∗}(Ω, p) = (I^{∗∗}(Ω, p))^{1q} , p > 1, (4.4) denote the threshold for variational solutions of (P)_λ, see Theorem A in the introduction and Corollary A.1 in Appendix A.

Proof of Theorem 1.3. By Theorem A in the introduction and Corollary A.1 in Appendix A we know that for variational solutions α_λ > 0 if and only if λ < λ^{∗∗}(Ω, p). Since λ^∗(Ω, p) is by definition the threshold value for any solution, it cannot be larger than λ^{∗∗}(Ω, p), which proves λ^{∗∗}(Ω, p) ≥ λ^∗(Ω, p) in (1.2). The fact that for |Ω| = 1 it holds Λ(Ω, p) ≥ Λ(D_2 , p) is well known ([17]) which together with the inequality λ^∗(Ω, p) ≥^1_p Λ(Ω, p) of Theorem 1.2 concludes the proof of (1.2).

As a consequence of (1.2) we deduce that any variational solution with λ <^1_p Λ(Ω, p) is a positive solution. Therefore, it follows from Theorem 1.2 that it is the unique positive solution in this range. In particular the set of variational solutions coincides with the set of positive solutions in this range. □

5. The case of the two-dimensional ball

We are concerned here with the case Ω = D_2 and p ∈ [1, +∞). By [6] we know that the solutions are unique and we denote with G^∗(D_2 ) the set of unique solutions of (P)_λ on D_2 . Recall also (4.4) and Corollary A.1 in Appendix A.

Proof of Theorem 1.4. For p = 1 we have by Theorem 1.2 that λ^∗(D_2 , 1) = λ^{(1)}(D_2 ) ≡ Λ(D_2 , 2) and the set of solutions G^∗(D_2 ) is a real analytic curve in [0, λ^∗(D_2 , 1)) which is continuous in [0, λ^∗(D_2 , 1)] and coincides with G(D_2 ). Here we recall that G(D_2 ) is the set of solutions in Theorem 1.2. In particular the unique ([12, 41, 48]) solution (α, ψ) of (P)_λ with λ = λ^∗(D_2 , 1) satisfies α = 0 and the monotonicity properties of α_λ and E_λ of Theorem 1.2 hold in [0, λ^∗(D_2 , 1)).

Therefore, we are left with the case p > 1 where we recall that, from Theorem 1.2, we have λ^∗(D_2 , p) >^1_p Λ(D_2 , 2p). We will use the fact that, by the uniqueness of solutions ([6]), we have λ^∗(D_2 , p) = λ^{∗∗}(D_2 , p) (see Corollary A.1) and to simplify the notations in the rest of this proof we set λ^∗ = λ^∗(D_2 , p).

By Proposition 4.3, by (2.17) and Lemma 2.4 and since λ^∗ >^1_p Λ(D_2 , 2p), we can continue the curve G(D_2 ) in a right neighborhood of^1_p Λ(D_2 , 2p) as a larger simple curve of positive solutions with no bifurcation points G_μ, such that G(D_2 ) ⊂ G_μ, μ >^1_p Λ(D_2 , 2p), and by continuity α_λ > 0 and σ_1(α_λ, ψ_λ) > 0 for any λ < μ. Therefore, it is well defined,

λ_1 = λ_1(D_2 ) := sup { μ > 1 p Λ(D_2 , 2p) : α_λ > 0 and σ_1(α_λ, ψ_λ) > 0, ∀ (α_λ, ψ_λ) ∈ G_μ, ∀λ < μ } . There are three possibilities: either - λ_1(D_2 ) = +∞, or - λ_1(D_2 ) < +∞ and either inf_{λ∈[0,λ1(D 2 ))} α_λ = 0 or inf_{λ∈[0,λ1(D 2 ))} α_λ > 0.

Since λ^{∗∗}(D_2 , p) < +∞ (see Appendix A), then λ_1(D_2 ) < +∞, which rules out the first possibility. By Propositions 3.1 and 3.2^{dαλ}_{dλ} < 0 and^{dEλ}_{dλ} > 0 continue to hold whenever α_λ > 0 and σ_1(α_λ, ψ_λ) > 0 are satisfied, whence for any λ < λ_1(D_2 ) as well. Now if λ_1(D_2 ) < +∞ and inf λ∈[0,λ_1(D_2 ))

α_λ = 0 we have by definition that α_λ > 0 and σ_1(α_λ, ψ_λ) > 0 for any λ < λ_1(D_2 ),

and then by Lemma 4.2, the uniqueness of solutions on D_2 ([6]) and the monotonicity of α_λ (Proposition 3.2) it is not difficult to see that we can continue the curve up to λ_1(D_2 ) and that α_{λ1(D 2 )} = 0 holds. In particular λ_1(D_2 ) = λ^∗ and in this case we are done. We are left with the discussion of the case, λ_1(D_2 ) < +∞ and inf_{λ∈[0,λ1(D 2 ))} α_λ > 0.

First of all, by definition and by Lemmas 2.4 and 4.2, it is not difficult to see that in this case we have σ_1(α_1, ψ_1) = 0, α_1 = α_{λ1(D2 )} > 0 and ψ_1 = ψ_{λ1(D2 )}. By Theorem 2.5 we see that on D_2 the transversality condition, needed to apply Proposition 2.7, is always satisfied. Therefore, it follows from Proposition 2.7 that we can continue G_{λ1(D 2 )} to a real analytic parametrization without bifurcation points,

G^{(s1+δ1)} = {[0, s_1 + δ_1) ∋ s → (λ(s), α(s), ψ(s))} , where, for some s_1 > 0 and δ_1 > 0, we have that for any s ∈ [0, s_1 + δ_1), (α(s), ψ(s)) is a positive solution with λ = λ(s) and λ(s) = s for s ≤ s_1. We claim that λ(s) is monotonic increasing along the branch. Indeed, we recall from (2.24) in Proposition 2.7 that

< [ϕ_1]_{λ1(D2 )}, ψ_1 >_{λ1(D2 )}≠ 0 and < [ϕ_1]_{λ1(D2 )}, ψ_1 >_{λ1(D2 )} has the same sign as < ϕ_1 >_{λ1(D2 )} . Therefore, there is no loss of generality in assuming < [ϕ_1]_{λ1(D2 )}, ψ_1 >_{λ1(D2 )}> 0. At this point we use (2.25) in Proposition 2.7, that is, putting σ_1(s) = σ_1(α(s), ψ(s)), σ_1(s) λ^′ (s) = p < [ϕ_1]_{λ1(D2 )}, ψ_1 >_{λ1(D2 )} +o(1) < [ϕ_1]^2_{λ1(D2 )} >_{λ1(D2 )} +o(1) , as s → 0, and infer that σ_1(s) ≠ 0 and has the same sign of λ^′ (s) for s small enough in a deleted neighborhood of s = 0. Indeed the eigenvalues σ_k(s) = σ_k(α(s), ψ(s)) of L_{λ(s)} are real analytic functions of s ([13]) and then the level sets of a fixed σ_k(s) cannot have accumulation points unless σ_k(s) is constant on (0, s_1 + δ_1). However we can rule out the latter case since for λ ≤^1_p Λ(Ω, 2p) we always have σ_1(α_λ, ψ_λ) > 0 and then no σ_n(s) can vanish identically.

At this point we use again that, by the uniqueness of solutions (Theorem A in the introduction) any solution of (P)_λ is also a variational solution (see Appendix A). Therefore, (α(s), ψ(s)) is a positive variational solution and we infer from Lemma 2.6 that σ_1(s) ≥ 0 for s − s_1 > 0 small enough. Since σ_1(s) ≠ 0 for s ≠ 0 small enough we deduce that σ_1(s) > 0 for s − s_1 > 0 small and then in particular that λ^′ (s) > 0. Therefore, λ^′ (s) > 0 for s in a small enough right neighborhood of s_1 and the curve (α_λ, ψ_λ) bends right. In particular this implies that, with the notations of Proposition 3.1, we can evaluate the following limit, lim λ→λ_1(D_2 ) dE_λ dλ = lim

λ→λ_1(D_2 ) p m_λ ( < [ψ_λ]^2_λ >_λ +λ < [ψ_λ]_λ, η_λ >_λ ) = O(1)+p m_{λ1(D 2 )} lim_{λ→λ1(D 2 )} λ < [ψ_λ]_λ, η_λ >_λ= O(1)+p m_{λ1 (D 2 )} lim_{s→0} 1 λ^′ (s) λ(s) < [ψ(s)]_{λ(s)} , ψ^′ (s) >_{λ(s)}=

O(1) + p m_{λ1(D 2 )}λ_1(D_2 ) lim_{s→0} 1 λ^′ (s) ( < [ψ_1]_{λ1(D2 )}, ψ^′ (0) >_{λ1(D2 )} +o(1) ) = O(1) + p m_{λ1(D 2 )}λ_1(D_2 ) lim_{s→0} 1 λ^′ (s) ( < [ψ_1]_{λ1(D2 )}, ϕ_1 >_{λ1(D2 )} +o(1) ) = +∞. (5.1)

Similarly, with the notations of Proposition 3.2, we have lim λ→λ_1(D_2 ) dα_λ dλ = − lim

λ→λ_1(D_2 )

(< ψ_λ >_λ +λ < η_λ >_λ) =

O(1) − lim

λ→λ_1(D_2 )

λ < η_λ >_λ= O(1) − λ_1(D_2 ) lim_{s→0} 1 λ^′ (s)

< ψ^′ (s) >_{λ(s)}=

O(1) − λ_1(D_2 ) lim_{s→0} 1 λ^′ (s) ( < ϕ_1 >_{λ1(D 2 )} +o(1) ) = −∞. (5.2)

Summarizing we conclude that there exists λ_1 such that we can continue G_{λ1(D 2 )} to a larger branch G_{λ1} such that:

(A1)_1 for any λ ∈ [0, λ_1), (α_λ, ψ_λ) is a positive solution; (A1)_2 λ_1 > λ_1(D_2 ) >^1_p Λ(D_2 , 2p);

(A1)_3 the inclusion {(α_λ, ψ_λ), λ ∈ [0, λ_1(D_2 )]} ⊂ G_{λ1} , holds, (A1)_4 α_λ > 0, ∀ λ ∈ [0, λ_1], (A1)_5 σ_1(α_λ, ψ_λ) > 0, ∀ λ ∈ [0, λ_1] \ {λ_1(D_2 )}.

(A1)_6^{dαλ}_{dλ} < 0 and^{dEλ}_{dλ} > 0 for λ ∈ [0, λ_1]\{λ_1(D_2 )} and^{dαλ}_{dλ} → −∞,^{dEλ}_{dλ} → +∞ as λ → λ_1(D_2 ). Clearly, (A1)_6 follows from (A1)_4, (A1)_5, Propositions 3.1, 3.2 and (5.1), (5.2).

Therefore, we can argue by induction and for k ≥ 2 define, λ_k(D_2 ) := sup {μ > λ_{k−1}(D_2 ) : α_λ > 0 and σ_1(α_λ, ψ_λ) > 0, ∀ (α_λ, ψ_λ) ∈ G_μ, ∀λ_{k−1}(D_2 ) < λ < μ} , where as above we know that λ_k(D_2 ) < +∞. If there exists some k ≥ 2 such that we also have inf s∈(0,s_k) α(s) = 0, then by arguing as above we are done. Otherwise, the above procedure yields a

sequence λ_k such that, for any k ∈ N we have, λ_k > λ_{k−1} > · · · > λ_2 > λ_1 and we can continue G_{λ1(D 2 )} to a larger branch G^∗(D_2 ), such that, for any k ∈ N, it holds: (Ak)_1 for any λ ∈ [0, λ_k), (α_λ, ψ_λ) is a positive solution; (Ak)_2 λ_k > λ_k(D_2 ) > λ_{k−1}(D_2 ) > · · · > λ_2(D_2 ) > λ_1(D_2 ) >^1_p Λ(D_2 , 2p); (Ak)_3 the inclusion {(α_λ, ψ_λ), λ ∈ [0, λ_k(D_2 )]} ⊂ G^∗(D_2 ), holds; (Ak)_4 α_λ > 0, ∀ λ ∈ [0, λ_k];

(Ak)_5 σ_1(α_λ, ψ_λ) > 0, ∀ λ ∈ [0, λ_k] \ {λ_k(D_2 )}_{k∈N} ;

(Ak)_6^{dαλ}_{dλ} < 0 and^{dEλ}_{dλ} > 0 for λ ∈ [0, λ_1] \ {λ_k(D_2 )}_{k∈N} and^{dαλ}_{dλ} → −∞,^{dEλ}_{dλ} → +∞ as λ → λ_k(D_2 ).

At this point, since sup_{k∈N} λ_k(D_2 ) < +∞, then λ_k(D_2 ) → λ as k → +∞. We claim that necessarily

α_k = α_{λk(D2 )} → 0^+. We argue by contradiction and assume that α_k → α ∈ (0, 1]. Clearly, by Lemma 4.2 there exists ψ such that (α, ψ) is a positive solution. Let {σ_n}_{n∈N} be the eigenvalues corresponding to (α, ψ). First of all we have that 0 ∈ σ(L_λ), where σ(L_λ) stands for the spectrum of L_λ. Indeed, if this was not the case, then, since λ(t_k) → λ, by Lemma 2.4, by continuity and since the eigenvalues are isolated, we would have that there exists a fixed full neighborhood of

0 with empty intersection with σ(L_{λk} ) for any k large enough. This is clearly impossible since by construction 0 ∈ σ(L_{λk} ) for any k. As a consequence σ_1 = 0. However, since α ∈ (0, 1] by assumption, then we can apply Proposition 2.7 and in particular conclude that σ_1(s) is a real analytic function of s ([13]) and then its zero level set cannot have accumulation points unless it vanishes identically. On one side for λ ≤^1_p Λ(D_2 , 2p) we have σ_1(α_λ, ψ_λ) > 0 and then we deduce from (A1)_2 that no eigenvalues can vanish identically. Therefore, since the eigenvalues are isolated, by continuity we would have once more that there exists a fixed full neighborhood of σ_1 = 0 with empty intersection with σ(L_{λk} ) for any k large enough. This is clearly impossible since by construction 0 ∈ σ(L_{λk} ) for any k. Therefore, α = 0 and λ = λ^∗ in this case as well. The energy identity follows by Theorem 1.1 in [9]. □

Appendix A. Variational solutions

Problem (P)_λ arises as the Euler-Lagrange equation of the constrained minimization principle (VP) below for the plasma densities r ∈ L^1(Ω), which, for p > 1, is equivalent to the variational formulation of (F)_I . We shortly discuss here the variational solutions of (F)_I and (P)_λ and their equivalence and refer to [12] for a detailed discussion of this point. In this context α_λ is the Lagrange multiplier related to the ”mass” constraint ∫ Ω r_λ = 1 while the Dirichlet energy is

the density interaction energy,

E(r) =^1_2 ∫ Ω rG[r], which is easily seen to coincide with E_λ whenever ψ_λ = G[r_λ], that is, E_λ = E(r_λ). For any

r ∈ PΩ :=^{r ∈ L^{1+ 1p} (Ω) | r ≥ 0 a.e. in Ω^} ,

and λ ≥ 0, we define the free energy,

J_λ(r) =^p_{p+1} ∫ Ω (r)^{1+ 1p} −^λ_2 ∫ Ω rG[r]. (A.1)

Let us consider the variational principle,

J (λ) = inf { J_λ(r) : r ∈ P_Ω, ∫ Ω r = 1 } . (VP)

It has been shown in [12, 48] that for each λ > 0 there exists at least one r_λ which solves the (VP). In particular, ([12]) α = α_λ ∈ R arises as the Lagrange multiplier relative to the constraint ∫ Ω r_λ = 1 and if αλ ≥ 0, then any minimizer r_λ yields a solution (αλ, ψλ) of (P)_λ where

ψ_λ = G[r_λ]. Any such solution is called a variational solution of (P)_λ.

Solutions of (F)_I are also found in [12] as minimizers of the functional Ψ_I (v), v ∈ H_I as defined in (1.1). For fixed I > 0, a variational solution of (F)_I is a solution of (F)_I which is also a minimizer of Ψ_I on H_I . It has been shown in [12] that, for p ∈ (1, p_N ), at least one variational solution exists for each I > 0. From Theorem A in the introduction there exists I^{∗∗}(Ω, p) > 0 such that if v is a variational solution of (F)_I for some γ = γ_I , then γ_I > 0 if and only if I ∈ (0, I^{∗∗}(Ω, p)). We will use a result in [12] p.421 which shows that, for p > 1, there is a one to one correspondence between variational solutions of (F)_I and minimizers of inf { J_1(~r) : ~r ∈ P_Ω, ∫ Ω ~r = I } , where J_λ has been defined in (A.1). We will also use the fact that the minimization of J_1 on P_Ω ∩{ ∫ Ω ~r = I} is equivalent to (VP). This is readily seen from (VP) after the scaling r = I^{−1}~r

with λ = I^{1q} and in particular yields the Euler-Lagrange equation,

(~r)^{1p} = (~α + G[~r])+ in Ω. (A.2)

Actually, it is not difficult to see that, if ~α ≥ 0, then (A.2) is just the same as (P)_λ with

r_λ = I^{−1}~r, λ = I^{1q} and αλ = I^{− 1p} ~α.

From [12] p.421, we have: if ~v minimizes Ψ_I on H_I , then ~r = (~v)^p_+ is a minimizer of J_1 on P_Ω ∩ { ∫ Ω ~r = I}. Therefore, if (γI , ~vI ) is a positive variational solution, then ~r_I = (~vI )^p_+ ≡ ~v^p_I

and in particular ~r_I | |_{∂Ω} =: γ^p_I > 0. Therefore, it follows from (A.2) that ~α_I = (~r_I )^1p = γ_I > 0, and then scaling back we see that (α_λ, ψ_λ) = (I^{− 1p} ~α_I , G[I^{−1}~r_I ]) is a positive variational solution of (VP).

On the other side, still from [12] p.421, we have: if ~r is a minimizer of J_1 on P_Ω ∩ { ∫ Ω ~r = I},

then there exists a unique γ ∈ R such that ~v = γ + G[~r] ∈ H_I and ~v minimizes Ψ_I on H_I . Now if (α_λ, ψ_λ) is a positive variational solution of (P)_λ and r_λ = (α_λ + λψ_λ)^p then ~r_I = I ( r_λ^)_{λ=I} 1_q

minimizes J_1 on P_Ω ∩ { ∫ Ω ~r = I} and we infer that ~vI = γI + G[~r_I ] = ~r^{1p}_I is a minimizer of ΨI

on H_I for a unique γ_I which satisfies γ_I = ~r^{1p}_I | | ∂Ω = I^{1p} (α_λ)_{λ=I} 1_q > 0. Therefore, we conclude that (γ_I , v_I ) is positive variational solution of (F)_I .

Summarizing, by using a duality argument introduced in [12], we have that, for p > 1, (α_λ, ψ_λ) is a positive variational solution of (P)_λ if and only if (γ_I , v_I ) is a positive variational solution of (F)_I . Therefore, as a corollary of Theorem A in the introduction, we conclude that Corollary A.1. Let p ∈ [1, p_N ). Then there exists λ^{∗∗}(Ω, p) ∈ (0, +∞) such that (α_λ, ψ_λ) is a positive variational solution of (P)_λ if and only if λ ∈ (0, λ^{∗∗}(Ω, p)). In particular, for p > 1, via Remark 1.1 we have λ^{∗∗}(Ω, p) = (I^{∗∗}(Ω, p))^{1q} . Moreover, λ^∗(D_2 , p) = λ^{∗∗}(D_2 , p). The identity λ^∗(D_2 , p) = λ^{∗∗}(D_2 , p) is an immediate consequence of the uniqueness of solutions on D_2 ([6]), which implies that any solution is variational.

Appendix B. Uniqueness of solutions for λ small The following lemma is proved by a standard application of the contraction mapping principle and we prove it here just for reader’s convenience.

Lemma B.1. There exists λ > 0 such that for any λ ∈ [0, λ ] there exists one and only one solution (α_λ, ψ_λ) of (P)_λ. Moreover, α_λ ≥^1_3 for any λ ∈ [0, λ ].

Proof. The proof is an immediate consequence of the following lemmas. Let us define B_∞ = { u ∈ L^∞(Ω) | ‖u‖_L∞_{(Ω)} ≤ C_1(r, Ω), u ≥ 0 a.e. in Ω } where C_1(r, Ω) is the constant in Lemma 4.2 concerning the uniform a priori bounds. Lemma B.2. Let p ∈ [1, p_N ). There exists λ > 0 such that for any λ ∈ [0, λ ] and for any α ∈ [0, 1] there exists one and only one solution u = u_{λ,α} ∈ C^{2,r}_0 (Ω ) of the problem −Δu = λ(α + u)^p in Ω

u = 0 on ∂Ω u ∈ B_∞. Moreover, for fixed λ ∈ [0, λ], the map [0, 1] ∋ α → u_λ[α] = u_{λ,α} ∈ B_∞ is continuous and u_{0,α} = 0.

Proof. For λ > 0 to be fixed later on and for fixed λ ∈ [0, λ ] and α ∈ [0, 1] we define T_{λ,α}(u) = λG[(α + u)^p], u ∈ B_∞. Clearly ‖T_{λ,α}(u)‖_L∞_{(Ω)} ≤ λC_2(p, Ω, λC_1(r, Ω)), whence we have T_{λ,α} : B_∞ → B_∞ for any λ ≤^1_{C2} . Also, ‖T_{λ,α}(u) − T_{λ,α}(v)‖_L∞_{(Ω)} ≤ λp‖G[(α + w)^{p−1}|u − v|]‖_L∞_{(Ω)} ≤ λp‖G[(α + w)^{p−1}]‖_L∞_{(Ω)}‖u − v‖_L∞_{(Ω)} ≤ λp‖G[(1 + |w|)^{p−1}]‖_L∞_{(Ω)}‖u − v‖_L∞_{(Ω)} ≤ λC_3‖u − v‖_L∞_{(Ω)} where w ∈ B_∞ satisfies u ≤ w ≤ v and C_3 depends only by p, Ω and λC_1(r, Ω). Therefore, we also have ‖T_{λ,α}(u) − T_{λ,α}(v)‖_L∞_{(Ω)} ≤^1_2 ‖u − v‖_L∞_{(Ω)}, for any λ ≤^1_{2C3} . As a consequence choosing λ ≤ min{^1_{C2} ,^1_{2C3} }, then T_{λ,α} is a contraction on B_∞. Whence, in particular, for any fixed α ∈ [0, 1], we have that for any λ ∈ [0, λ ] there exists a unique solution of u = T_{λ,α}(u). The existence and uniqueness claim follows since, by standard elliptic estimates, u = u_{λ,α} ∈ C^{2,r}_0 (Ω) solves the problem in the statement of the lemma if and only if u ∈ B_∞ satisfies u = T_{λ,α}(u).

Concerning the continuity of u_λ[α] = u_{λ,α} for α ∈ [0, 1], we observe that if α_n → α, then ‖u_λ[α_n] − u_λ[α]‖_L∞_{(Ω)} = ‖T_{λ,αn} (u_{λ,αn} ) − T_{λ,α}(u_{λ,α})‖_L∞_{(Ω)} ≤ ‖T_{λ,αn} (u_{λ,αn} ) − T_{λ,αn} (u_{λ,α})‖_L∞_{(Ω)} + ‖T_{λ,αn} (u_{λ,α}) − T_{λ,α}(u_{λ,α})‖_L∞_{(Ω)} ≤ λC_3‖u_λ[α_n] − u_λ[α]‖_L∞_{(Ω)} + pλ‖G[(s + u_{λ,α})^{p−1}]‖_L∞_{(Ω)}|α_n − α| ≤ 1 2 ‖u_λ[α_n] − u_λ[α]‖_L∞_{(Ω)} + λC_3|α_n − α|, which readily implies the claim. Obviously u_{0,α} = T_{0,α}[u_{0,α}] = 0. □

For fixed λ ∈ [0, λ ] we consider the continuous map [0, 1] ∋ α → u_λ[α] ∈ B_∞ where u_λ[α] = u_{λ,α}. Then we have, Lemma B.3. By taking a smaller λ if necessary, for any fixed λ ∈ [0, λ ] we have: (i) The map u_λ[α] is monotonic increasing, u_λ[α] ≤ u_λ[β], ∀ 0 < α < β ≤ 1. (ii) There exists a unique α_λ ∈ [^1_3 , 1] such that, ∫ Ω (α_λ + u_λ[α_λ])^p = 1.

Proof. (i) If λ = 0 we have u_{0,α} = 0 for any α and the conclusion is trivial. For any fixed 0 < α < β ≤ 1 let w = u_λ[β] − u_λ[α] ∈ C^{2,r}_0 (Ω ) ∩ B_∞, then −Δw = λ(β + u_λ[β])^p − λ(α + u_λ[α])^p > λp(α + u_λ[α])^{p−1}(u_λ[β] − u_λ[α]) = λp(α + u_λ[α])^{p−1}w, by the convexity of f(t) = (α + t)^p for α ∈ (0, 1]. Observe now that the first eigenvalue ξ_{1,λ} of the linearized operator −Δw + λf^′ (u_λ[α])w, w ∈ H^1_0 (Ω) satisfies,

ξ_{1,λ} = inf

w∈H^1_0 (Ω)\{0} ∫ Ω |∇w|^2 − λ ∫ Ω f^′ (u_λ[α])|w|^2 ∫ Ω |w|^2 = (B.1)

inf w∈H^1_0 (Ω)\{0} (∫ Ω |∇w|^2 ∫ Ω |w|^2 − λ ∫ Ω f^′ (u_λ[α])|w|^2 ∫ Ω |w|^2 ) ≥ λ^{(1)}(Ω) − λp(1 + λC_1(r, Ω))^{p−1} ≥ 1 2 λ^{(1)}(Ω),

where possibly we take a smaller λ to guarantee that pλ(1 + λC_1(r, Ω))^{p−1} ≤^1_2 λ^{(1)}(Ω). Here λ^{(1)}(Ω) is the first eigenvalue of −Δ on Ω with Dirichlet boundary conditions and C_1(r, Ω) is the constant appearing in Lemma B.2. In particular we conclude that w = u_λ[β] − u_λ[α] ≥ 0, as claimed.

(ii) For λ = 0 we have u_{0,α} = 0 and then necessarily α_λ = 1. For fixed λ ∈ (0, λ ] and by Lemma B.2 and (i), the function g(α) = ∫ Ω (α + u_λ[α])^p, α ∈ (0, 1],

is continuous and strictly increasing. Moreover, possibly taking λ small enough to guarantee that (2C_1λ )^p ≤^1_4 , we have that,

lim sup α→0 g(α) ≤ lim sup_{α→0} ( 2^pα^p + 2^p ∫ Ω (u_λ[α])^p ) ≤ 1 4 , while, for any λ ∈ (0, λ ], we also have,

g(1) = ∫ Ω (1 + u_λ[α])^p > 1.

Therefore, for any λ ∈ (0, λ), there exists one and only one α_λ such that g(α_λ) = 1. On the other side we have, 1 = ∫ Ω (α_λ + u_λ[α_λ])^p ≤ 2^pα^p_λ + (2C_1λ )^p ≤ 2^pα^p_λ + 1 4 , whence α_λ ≥ (^3_4 )^{1p 1}_2 >^1_3 . □

References

[1] A. Ambrosetti, G. Mancini, A free boundary problem and a related semilinear equation, Nonlin. An. 4(5) (1980), 909-915.

[2] C. Bandle, Isoperimetric inequalities and applications, Pitmann, London, 1980.

[3] C. Bandle, M. Marcus, On the boundary values of solutions of a problem arising in plasma physics, Nonlin.

An. 6(12) (1982), 1287-1294.

[4] C. Bandle, M. Marcus, A priori estimates and the boundary values of solutions for a problem arising in plasma physics, Nonlin. An. 7(4) (1983), 439-451.

[5] C. Bandle, M. Marcus, On the size of the plasma region, Appl. An. 15(4) (1983), 207-225. [6] C. Bandle, R.P. Sperb, Qualitative behavior and bounds in a nonlinear plasma problem, S.I.A.M. 14(1) (1983), 142-151.

[7] D. Bartolucci, Global bifurcation analysis of mean field equations and the Onsager microcanonical description of two-dimensional turbulence, Calc. Var. & P.D.E. 58:18 (2019).

[8] D. Bartolucci, A. Jevnikar, On the global bifurcation diagram of the Gel’fand problem, Anal. PDE, to appear. [9] D. Bartolucci, A. Jevnikar, New universal estimates for free boundary problems arising in plasma physics, arXiv:2007.00421.

[10] D. Bartolucci, G. Wolansky, Maximal entropy solutions under prescribed mass and energy, J. Diff. Eq. 268 (2020), 6646-6665.

[11] L. Battaglia, F. Gladiali, M. Grossi, Asymptotic behavior of minimal solutions of −Δu = λf(u) as λ → −∞, arXiv:1911.03152.

[12] H. Berestycki, H. Brezis, On a free boundary problem arising in plasma physics, Nonlin. An. 4(3) (1980), 415-436.

[13] B. Buffoni, J. Toland, Analytic Theory of Global Bifurcation, (2003) Princeton Univ. Press. [14] L.A. Caffarelli, A. Friedman, Asymptotic estimates for the plasma problem, Duke Math. J. 47 (1980), 705-742. [15] D. Cao, S. Peng, S. Yan, Multiplicity of solutions for the plasma problem in two dimensions, Adv. in Math.

225 (2010), 2741-2785.

[16] D. Cao, S. Yan, W. Yu, C. Zou, Local uniqueness of vortices for 2D steady Euler flow, arXiv:2004.13512. [17] T. Carroll, J. Ratzkin, Interpolating between torsional rigidity and principal frequency, J. Math. Anal. Appl.

379 (2011) 818-826.

[18] M. G. Crandall, P. H. Rabinowitz, Some Continuation and Variational Methods for Positive Solutions of Nonlinear Elliptic Eigenvalue Problems, Arch. Rat. Mech. An. 58 (1975), 207-218.

[19] L. Damascelli, M. Grossi and F. Pacella, Qualitative properties of positive solutions of semilinear elliptic equations in symmetric domains via the maximum principle, Ann. Inst. H. Poincaré 16 (1999), 631-652.

[20] A. Damlamian, Application de la dualité non convex à un problème non linéaire à frontière libre, C. R Acad.

Sci. Paris 286 (1978), 153-155.

[21] A. Friedman, Variational principles and free-boundary problems, Wiley-Interscience, New York, (1982).

[22] A. Friedman, Y. Liu, A free boundary problem arising in magnetohydrodynamic system, Ann. Sc. Norm. Sup.

Pisa 22 (1995), 375-448.

[23] M. Flucher, J. Wei, Asymptotic shape and location of small cores in elliptic free-boundary problems, Math.

Z. 228 (1998), 683-703.

[24] T. Gallouët, Quelques remarques sur une équation apparaissant en physique des plasmas, C. R. Acad. Sci.

Paris (286)(17) (1978), 739-741.

[25] B. Gidas, W.M. Ni, L. Nirenberg, Symmetry and related properties via the maximum principle, Comm. Math.

Phys. 68 (1979), 209-243.

[26] D. Gilbarg, N. Trudinger, ”Elliptic Partial Differential Equations of Second Order”, Springer-Verlag, Berlin- Heidelberg-New York (1998).

[27] D. Jerison, K. Perera, Higher critical points in an elliptic free boundary problem, J. Geom. Anal. 28(2) (2018), 1258-1294.

[28] B.B. Kadomtsev, Non-linear phenomena in tokamak plasmas, Rep. Prog. Phys. 59 (1996), 91-130. [29] J.P. Keener, H.B. Keller, Positive solutions of convex nonlinear eigenvalue problems, J. Diff. Eq. 16 (1974), 103-125.

[30] D. Kinderlehrer, L. Nirenberg, J. Spruck, Regularity in elliptic free boundary problems, J. Analyse Math. 34 (1978), 86-119.

[31] D. Kinderlehrer, J. Spruck, The shape and smoothness of stable plasma configurations, Ann. S N. S. Pisa Cl.

Sci. 5 (1978), 131-148.

[32] P. Korman, A global solution curve for a class of free boundary value problems arising in plasma physics, Appl. Math. Optim. 71 (2015), 25-38.

[33] Y. Li, S. Peng, Multi-peak solutions to two types of free boundary problems, Calc. Var. & P.D.E. 54 (2015), 163-182.

[34] W. Littman, G. Stampacchia & H. F. Weinberger, Regular points for elliptic equations with discontinuous coefficients, Ann. Scuola Normale Sup. Pisa, 17 (1963), 43-77.

[35] Z. Liu, Multiple solutions for a free boundary problem arising in plasma physics, Proc. R. S. E. Sect. A 144(5) (2014), 965-990.

[36] M. Marcus, On Uniqueness of Boundary Values of Solutions of a Problem Arising in Plasma Physics, Math.

Z. 190 (1985), 107-112.

[37] C. Mercier, The MHD Approach to the Problem of Plasma Confinement in Closed Magnetic Configurations, Publications of EURATOM-CEA, Luxemburg (1974), Report EUR-5127, 157 pp.

[38] R. Ortega, Nonexistence of radial solutions of two elliptic boundary value problems, Proc. Roy. Soc. Edinburgh Sect. A 114(1-2) (1990), 27-31.

[39] R. Ortega, Critical growth for a superlinear elliptic problem in two dimensions, Nonlin. An. 19(8) (1992), 731-739.

[40] J.P. Puel, Sur un probleme de valeur propre non lineaire et de frontier libre, C. R. Acad. Sci. Paris 284(15) (1977), 861-863.

[41] J.P. Puel (with A. Damlamian), A free boundary, nonlinear eigenvalue problem, in G.M. de La Penha, L.A.

Medeiros (eds.), Contemporary Developments in Continuum Mechanics and Partial Differential Equations, North-Holland Publishing Company (1978).

[42] D.G. Schaeffer, Non-uniqueness in the equilibrium shape of a confined plasma, Comm. P.D.E. 2(6) (1977), 587-600.

[43] M. Shibata Asymptotic shape of a solution for the plasma problem in higher dimensional spaces, Commun.

Pure Appl. Anal. 2(2) (2003), 259-275.

[44] D. Smets, J. Van Schaftingen, Desingulariation of vortices for the Euler equation, Arch. Ration. Mech. Anal., 198 (2010), 869-925.

[45] T. Suzuki, R. Takahashi, Critical blowup exponent to a class of semilinear elliptic equations with constraints in higher dimension-local properties, Ann. Mat. Pura Appl. 195 (2016), 1123-1151.

[46] G. Talenti, Elliptic equations and rearrangement, Ann. S.N.S., 3(4) (1976), 697-718. [47] R. Temam, A non-linear eigenvalue problem: the shape at equilibrium of a confined plasma, Arch. Rational Mech. An.60 (1975), 51-73.

[48] R. Temam, Remarks on a free boundary value problem arising in plasma physics, Comm. P.D.E. 2 (1977), 563-585.

[49] S. Wang, Some nonlinear elliptic equations with subcritical growth and critical behavior, Houston J. Math.

16 (1990), 559-572.

[50] G. Wang, D. Ye, On a nonlinear elliptic equation arising in a free boundary problem, Math. Z. 244 (2003), 531-548.

[51] J. Wei, Multiple condensations for a nonlinear elliptic equation with sub-critical growth and critical behaviour Proc. Edinb. Math. Soc. (2), 44(3) (2001), 631-660.

[52] G. Wolansky, Critical behavior of semi-linear elliptic equations with sub-critical exponents, Nonlin. An. 26(5) (1996), 971-995.

Daniele Bartolucci, Department of Mathematics, University of Rome ”Tor Vergata”, Via della ricerca scientifica n.1, 00133 Roma. Email address: bartoluc@mat.uniroma2.it

Aleks Jevnikar, Department of Mathematics, Computer Science and Physics, University of Udine, Via delle Scienze 206, 33100 Udine, Italy. Email address: aleks.jevnikar@uniud.it