arXiv:2501.15220v1 [math.AP] 25 Jan 2025

Uniqueness and multiplicity of positive radial solutions to the super-critical Brezis-Nirenberg problem in an annulus

Naoki Shioji

Department of Mathematics, Faculty of Engineering, Yokohama National University Tokiwadai, Hodogaya-ku, Yokohama 240–8501, Japan email: shioji193@gmail.com

Satoshi Tanaka

Mathematical Institute, Tohoku University Aoba 6–3, Aramaki, Aoba-ku, Sendai 980–8578, Japan email: satoshi.tanaka.d4@tohoku.ac.jp and Kohtaro Watanabe^1

Department of Computer Science, National Defense Academy, 1–10–20 Hashirimizu, Yokosuka 239–8686, Japan email: wata@nda.ac.jp

Abstract. The super-critical Brezis-Nirenberg problem in an annulus is considered. The new uniqueness result of positive radial solutions is established for the three-dimensional case. It is also proved that the problem has at least three positive radial solutions when the inner radius of the annulus is sufficiently small and the outer inner radius of the annulus is in a certain range. Moreover, for each positive integer k, the problem has at least k positive radial solutions when the exponent of the equation is greater than the critical Sobolev exponent and is less than the Joseph-Lundgren exponent.

Key words and phrases: positive solution; uniqueness; multiplicity; radial solutions; super-critical; Brezis-Nirenberg problem. 2020 Mathematical Subject Classification: 35J61, 35A24, 35J25.

1. Introduction

We consider the following Brezis-Nirenberg problem

(1.1) { Δv + λv + v^p = 0, x ∈ A(a, b), v = 0, x ∈ ∂A(a, b), 1This work was supported by KAKENHI (18K03387).

March 1, 2025 1

where λ > 0, p > 1, A(a, b) = {x ∈ R^N : a < |x| < b}, N ∈ N, N ≥ 2, and 0 < a < b < ∞. Every positive radial solution of (1.1) satisfies

(1.2) u^{′′} + N − 1 r u^′ + λu + u^p = 0, r ∈ (a, b), u(a) = u(b) = 0.

The following existence result of positive solutions to (1.2) is wellknown and its proof will be given in Appendix for the reader’s convenience.

Proposition 1.1. Assume λ > 0, p > 1, N ∈ N, N ≥ 2 and 0 < a < b < ∞. Then problem (1.2) has at least one positive solution if and only if λ < λ_1(A(a, b)).

Here and hereafter λ_1(A(a, b)) denotes the first eigenvalue of { −Δϕ = λϕ, x ∈ A(a, b), ϕ = 0, x ∈ ∂A(a, b). Uniqueness of solutions to (1.2) has been studied by Ni and Nussbaum [11], Yadava [16], Korman [4], Yao, Li and Chen [17], Shioji and Watanabe [13], and Shioji, Tanaka and Watanabe [14].

The following result is obtained by Yao, Li and Chen [17, Theorem 1.1].

Theorem A (Yao, Li and Chen [17, Theorem 1.1]). Let N ∈ N, N ≥ 2, 0 < a < b < ∞ and 0 < λ < λ_1(A(a, b)). Then problem (1.2) has a unique positive solution, if one of the following conditions holds:

(i) N = 2, p > 1;

(ii) N ≥ 3, 1 < p ≤ (N + 2)/(N − 2);

(iii) N ≥ 3, p > (N + 2)/(N − 2) and r_0 ∉ (a, b), where

r_0 = √ 2((N − 2)p + N − 4)((N − 2)p − (N + 2)) λ(p − 1)(p + 3)^2 .

The following result is established by Shioji and Watanabe [13, Theorem 1].

Theorem B (Shioji and Watanabe [13, Theorem 1]). Let N = 3, p > 5, 0 < a < b < ∞, 0 < λ < λ_1(A(a, b)) and a + b ≥ π/ √ λ. Then problem (1.2) has a unique positive solution.

Here, we would like to note that (original) Theorem 1 of [13] requires the additional assumption a + b ≥ π/ √ λ. 2

We note that p = 5 = (N +2)/(N −2) for N = 3. Since λ_1(A(a, b)) = π^2/(b − a)^2 when N = 3, the inequality λ < λ_1(A(a, b)) means b − a < π/ √ λ. The first main result of this paper is as follows.

Theorem 1.2. Let N = 3, p > 5 and 0 < a < b < ∞. Assume either cases (i) or (ii) or (iii):

(i) r_0 ≤ a or b ≤ r_0; (ii) a < r_0 and b > r_0 and a + π √ λ − 1 √ λ arctan ( 2(p + 3) √ λ p − 5 a ) ≤ b < a + π √ λ ; (iii) a < r_0 and b > r_0 and b ≤ −a + 1 √ λ ( 2 √ 2(p − 5) p + 3

+ arccos ( − √ p − 5 p + 3 )) . Then, problem (1.2) has a unique positive solution.

Figure 1. The regions where the uniqueness of solutions corresponding to Theorems A, B, and 1.2 is demonstrated when N = 3 and p > 5.

The case (i) of Theorem 1.2 should be noted as the N = 3 case of Theorem A._3

Put A(0, 2 √ 2(p − 5)/( √ λ(p+3))+arccos(− √ (p − 5)/(p + 3))/ √ λ) and B(0, π/ √ λ). Let N = 3 and p > 5. Moreover, let the domain enclosed by line segments AB and CA and arc^⌢BC be denoted as S_{p,λ}. We note S_{p,λ} is a region where the uniqueness of positive radial solutions of the problem (1.2) is not guaranteed. It should be noted that when p is large, the measure of S_{p,λ} becomes very small, since r_0 → 0 as p → ∞ and Remark 1.9. In spite of this, we can show that problem (1.2) has at least three positive solutions for some (a, b) ∈ S_{p,λ}. The phenomenon of the multiple existence of solutions on such an extremely small possible parameter set can also be observed in [15].

Remark 1.3. We note that

b = a + π √ λ − 1 √ λ arctan ( 2(p + 3) √ λ p − 5 a ) (= φ_1(a)),

b = a + 1 π arccos ( − √ p − 5 p + 3 ) (= φ_2(a)), and b = −a + 1 √ λ ( 2 √ 2(p − 5) p + 3

+ arccos ( − √ p − 5 p + 3 )) (= φ_3(a))

intersect at a = r_0 (hence, these three curves intersect at point C of Fig. 1). Moreover, it holds

∂^2φ_1 ∂a^2 (a) =

16aλ(p − 5)(p + 3)^3 (4a^2λ(p + 3)^2 + (p − 5)^2)^2 > 0 and ∂φ_1 ∂a (a) | | a=r_0 = −1, Therefore, the positional relationship of each graph will be as shown in Fig. 1.

Theorem 1.4. Let N ∈ N, N ≥ 3, p > (N + 2)/(N − 2), b > 0 and λ > 0. If the problem on a ball

(1.3) u^{′′} + N − 1 r u^′ + λu + u^p = 0, r ∈ (0, b),

u^′(0) = u(b) = 0,

has at least one positive solution, then there exists a_0 ∈ (0, b) such that problem (1.2) has at least three positive solutions for 0 < a < a_0. 4

There are a lot of study on the ball. First, Brezis and Nirenberg [1] considered the critical case p = (N + 2)/(N − 2). The super-critical case p > (N + 2)/(N − 2) has been studied by Merle and Peletier [5], Dolbeault and Flores [2], Guo and Wei [3], Miyamoto [7], and Miyamoto and Naito [8, 9, 10].

The following result has been obtained essential by Dolbeault-Flores [2, Theorem 1], Guo-Wei [3, Theorems 1.1] and Miyamoto-Naito [8, Corollary 1.1 and Remark 1.3 (i)]. We will give a proof of Theorem C in Appendix for the reader’s convenience.

Theorem C. Let N ∈ N and N ≥ 3. Then there exist constants r > 0 and r_∗ > 0 satisfying the following (i) and (ii):

(i) when (N + 2)/(N − 2) < p < p_{JL}, then problem (1.3) has at least one positive solution for r ≤ b < √ λ_1(B(1))/λ, and moreover, for each k ∈ N, problem (1.3) has at least k positive solutions if |b − r_∗| is sufficiently small;

(ii) when p ≥ p_{JL}, then problem (1.3) has a positive solution for r_∗ < b < √ λ_1(B(1))/λ where p_{JL} denotes the Joseph-Lundgren exponent

p_{JL} := 1 + 4 N − 4 − 2 √ N − 1 , N ≥ 11, ∞, 3 ≤ N ≤ 10, B(b) := {x ∈ R^N : |x| < b} and λ_1(B(b)) is the first eigenvalue of { −Δϕ = λϕ, x ∈ B(b), ϕ = 0, x ∈ ∂B(b). Remark 1.5. (i) It is well-known that the equation u^{′′} + N − 1 r u^′ + λu + u^p = 0, r > 0,

has a unique singular solution u_∗, and u_∗ satisfies lim_{r→0}+ u(r) = ∞ and has a zero in (0, ∞). The constant r_∗ is the smallest zero of u_∗ in (0, ∞). See Section 3 and the proof of Theorem C in Appendix.

(ii) It is known that if λ ≥ λ_1(B(b)), then problem (1.3) has no positive solution. See Proposition A.2 in Appendix. Since λ_1(B(b)) = b^{−2}λ_1(B(1)), we find that λ ≥ λ_1(B(b)) is equivalent to b ≥ √ λ_1(B(1))/λ.

Now we consider problem (1.2). Combining Theorems 1.4 and C, we have the following corollary immediately.

Corollary 1.6. Let N ∈ N, N ≥ 3, p > (N + 2)/(N − 2), 0 < a < b < ∞. Then there exists a_0 ∈ (0, b) such that problem (1.2) has at least 5

three positive solutions when 0 < a < a_0 for some a_0 ∈ (0, b), if either following (i) or (ii) holds:

(i) (N + 2)/(N − 2) < p < p_{JL} and r ≤ b < √ λ_1(B(1))/λ;

(ii) p ≥ p_{JL} and r_∗ < b < √ λ_1(B(1))/λ, where r and r_∗ are positive constants as in Theorem C.

We also obtain the following result.

Theorem 1.7. Let N ∈ N, N ≥ 3, (N + 2)/(N − 2) < p < p_{JL}, λ > 0, and let r_∗ be a constants as in Theorem C. Then, for each k ∈ N, there exists ρ_k ∈ (0, r_∗) such that if |b − r_∗| < ρ_k, then problem (1.2) has at least k positive solutions when 0 < a < a_0 for some a_0 ∈ (0, b).

From Theorems 1.2 and 1.4, we obtain the following corollary, which will be proved in Section 4.

Corollary 1.8. Let N = 3 and p > 5. If (1.3) has a positive solution, then it holds 1 √ λ ( 2 √ 2(p − 5) p + 3

+ arccos ( − √ p − 5 p + 3 )) < b < π √ λ or equivalently (1.4) 1 π^2 · ( 2 √ 2(p − 5) p + 3

+ arccos ( − √ p − 5 p + 3 ))2 · λ_1(B(b)) < λ < λ_1(B(b)).

Remark 1.9. Letting p → ∞, we have ( 2 √ 2(p − 5) p + 3

+ arccos ( − √ p − 5 p + 3 ))2 → π^2. Assume N ≥ 3 and p > (N +2)/(N −2). We note Theorem A in Merle, Peletier and Serrin [6] claims that if (1.3) has a positive solution, then λ(= λ(p)) → λ_1(B(b)) as p → ∞. Therefore, Eq. (1.4) can be regarded as a refinement of Theorem A in [6] for the case N = 3.

In Sections 2 and 3, we prove Theorem 1.4 and 1.7, respectively. We prove Theorem 1.2 and Corollary 1.8 in Section 4. In Appendix, we give proofs of Proposition 1.1 and Theorem C.

2. Proof of Theorem 1.4

We prove Theorem 1.4. The proof is based on the method of the proof of Theorem 1.10 in Ni and Nussbaum [11], but our approach is simpler and more direct._6

We assume that N ∈ N, N ≥ 3, p > (N + 2)/(N − 2), b > 0, λ > 0, and problem (1.3) has a positive solution u_0. Let ϕ be a unique solution of the initial value problem

(2.1) ϕ^{′′} + N − 1 r ϕ^′ + λϕ = 0, r > 0, ϕ(0) = 1, ϕ^′(0) = 0.

Lemma 2.1. ϕ(r) > 0 for r ∈ [0, b]. Proof. We note that u_0 and ϕ are solutions of (r^{N−1}u^′_0)^′ + λr^{N−1}(1 + λ^{−1}|u_0(r)|^{p−1})u_0 = 0 and (r^{N−1}ϕ^′)^′ + λr^{N−1}ϕ = 0, respectively. Assume to the contrary that ϕ has a zero in (0, b], that is, ϕ(r) > 0 on [0, r_0] and ϕ(r_0) = 0 for some r_0 ∈ (0, b]. Then the Sturm comparison theorem leads us a contradiction. More precisely,

r^{N−1}_0 ϕ^′(r_0)u_0(r_0) = ∫_{r0} 0 [ r^{N−1}(ϕ^′(r)u_0(r) − ϕ(r)u^′_0(r)) ]_′ dr = ∫_{r0} 0 r^{N−1}|u_0(r)|^{p−1}u_0(r)ϕ(r)dr > 0, which contradicts the fact that ϕ^′(r_0) < 0 and u_0(r_0) ≥ 0. □ The equation u^{′′} + N − 1 r u^′ + λu + |u|^{p−1}u = 0, 0 < r ≤ b is transformed into (2.2) d^2U dt^2 + (N − 2)^{−2}t^{−2(N−1)/(N−2)}(λU + |U|^{p−1}U) = 0, b^{−(N−2)} ≤ t < ∞, by U(t) = u(t^{−1/(N−2)}). We define the functions U_0 and Φ by

U_0(t) = u_0(t^{−1/(N−2)}) and Φ(t) = ϕ(t^{−1/(N−2)}), respectively. Then U_0 is a solution of (2.2) and Φ is a solution of d^2Φ dt^2 + λ(N − 2)^{−2}t^{−2(N−1)/(N−2)}Φ = 0, b^{−(N−2)} ≤ t < ∞, 7

and we have U_0(b^{−(N−2)}) = 0, U_0(t) > 0 for t > b^{−(N−2)}, lim_{t→∞} U_0(t) = u_0(0) ∈ (0, ∞), Φ(t) > 0 for t ≥ b^{−(N−2)}, lim_{t→∞} Φ(t) = 1.

Moreover, we use the transformation

(2.3) w(s) = U(t) Φ(t) , s = ∫_t b^{−(N−2)} 1 [Φ(τ)]^2 dτ. Then (2.2) is transformed into

(2.4) d^2w ds^2 + g(s)|w|^{p−1}w = 0, s > 0. where (2.5)

g(s) = (N − 2)^{−2}t^{−2(N−1)/(N−2)}[Φ(t)]^{p+3}, s = ∫_t b^{−(N−2)} 1 [Φ(τ)]^2 dτ. We note that g(s) is positive and bounded on [0, ∞). Now we define w_0 by w_0(s) =

U_0(t) Φ(t) , s = ∫_t b^{−(N−2)} 1 [Φ(τ)]^2 dτ. Then w_0 is a solution of (2.4) and satisfies w_0(0) = 0, w_0(s) > 0 for s > 0 and lim_{s→∞} w_0(s) = u_0(0) ∈ (0, ∞).

We consider the following problem

(2.6) w^{′′} + h(s)|w|^{p−1}w = 0, 0 < s < c, w(0) = w(c) = 0, w(s) > 0, 0 < s < c, where h ∈ C[0, ∞), h(s) > 0 for s > 0, p > 1 and c > 0 is a fixed arbitrary constant. The following result will be shown later. Theorem 2.2. Let p > 1, h ∈ C[0, ∞) and h(s) > 0 for s > 0. Assume that h is bounded on [0, ∞) and satisfy

(2.7) lim_{t→∞} t^{−(p+1)/2} ∫_t 0 s^{p+1}h(s)ds = ∞. and that the equation (2.8) w^{′′} + h(s)|w|^{p−1}w = 0 has a solution w_0 for which w_0(0) = 0, w_0(s) > 0 for s > 0. Then problem (2.6) has at least three solutions for all sufficiently large c > 0. 8

Now we give a proof of Theorem 1.4 Proof of Theorem 1.4. By L’Hopital’s rule, we see that lim_{s→∞} s t = lim_{t→∞} ∫_t b^{−1/(N−1)} 1 [Φ(τ )]^2 dτ t = lim_{t→∞} 1 [Φ(t)]^2

= 1.

Therefore, lim_{s→∞} s^{2(N−1)/(N−2)}g(s) = (N − 2)^{−2}.

We can check that (2.7) with h = g is satisfied. Theorem 2.2 implies that problem (2.6) with h = g has at least three solutions for all sufficiently large c > 0, which proves that Theorem 1.4. □ Let us prove Theorem 2.2. We define the Rayleigh quotient

R(w) := ∫_c 0 |w^′(s)|^2ds (∫_c 0 h(s)|w(s)|^{p+1}ds ) 2_{p+1}

and the energy E(c) := inf w∈H^1_0 (0,c), w≢0 R(w). It is well-known that problem (2.6) has a solution w_c such that R(w_c) = E(c). We call such a solution w_c a least energy solution of (2.6). Lemma 2.3. Let p > 1, h ∈ C[0, ∞) and h(s) > 0 for s > 0. Assume that h satisfy (2.7). Then E(c) → 0 as c → ∞. Proof. Let c > 4. We define the function W by

W (s) = { c^{−1/2}s, 0 ≤ s ≤ c/2, c^{1/2} − c^{−1/2}s, c/2 ≤ s ≤ c. Then W ∈ C[0, c], W (0) = W (c) = 0 and ∫_c 0 |W^′(s)|^2ds = 2 ∫_{c/2} 0 |W^′(s)|^2ds = 1. We observe that ∫_c 0 h(s)|W (s)|^{p+1}ds ≥ ∫_{c/2} 0 h(s)|W (s)|^{p+1}ds = ∫_{c/2} 0 h(s)(c^{−1/2}s)^{p+1}ds = 2^{(p+1)/2}(c/2)^{−(p+1)/2} ∫_{c/2} 0 s^{p+1}h(s)ds. 9

Therefore, 0 ≤ E(c) ≤ R(W ) ≤ 2^{−1} ( (c/2)^{−(p+1)/2} ∫_{c/2} 0 s^{p+1}h(s)ds )_{−2/(p+1)} , which implies that E(c) → 0 as c → ∞. □ Lemma 2.4. Let p > 1, h ∈ C[0, ∞) and h(s) > 0 for s > 0. Assume that h is bounded on [0, ∞) and satisfy (2.7). Let {w_c}_{c>0} be a family of least energy solutions to (2.6). Then w^′_c(0) → 0 as c → ∞. Proof. Let m ∈ (0, c) be a number satisfying w^′_c(m) = 0. Since w^{′′}_c (s) = −h(s)(w_c(s))^p ≤ 0, 0 ≤ s ≤ c, we see that w^′_c(0) ≥ w^′_c(s) ≥ 0 for 0 ≤ s ≤ m. Let M > 0 be a constant 0 ≤ h(s) ≤ M for s ≥ 0. By Hölder’s inequality, we get 1 2 (w^′_c(0))^2 = − 1 2 ∫_m 0 [(w^′_c(s))^2]^′ds = − ∫_m 0 w^′_c(s)w^{′′}_c (s)ds = ∫_m 0 w^′_c(s)h(s)(w_c(s))^pds ≤ (∫_m 0 |w^′_c(s)|^{p+1}ds ) 1_{p+1} (∫_m 0 |h(s)(w_c(s))^p|^{p+1p} ds ) p_{p+1}

= (∫_m 0 |w^′_c(s)|^{p−1}|w^′_c(s)|^2ds ) 1_{p+1} (∫_m 0 (h(s))^{1p} h(s)|w_c(s)|^{p+1}ds ) p_{p+1}

≤ (w^′_c(0))^{p−1p+1} (∫_m 0 |w^′_c(s)|^2ds ) 1_{p+1} M^{1p+1} (∫_m 0 h(s)|w_c(s)|^{p+1}ds ) p_{p+1} . Therefore,

(w^′_c(0))^{p+3p+1} ≤ 2M^{1p+1} (∫_c 0 |w^′_c(s)|^2ds ) 1_{p+1} (∫_c 0 h(s)|w_c(s)|^{p+1}ds ) p_{p+1} . Multiplying the differential equation of (2.6) by w_c and integrate it on [0, c], we have ∫_c 0 |w^′_c(s)|^2ds = ∫_c 0 h(s)|w_c(s)|^{p+1}ds, Hence, we find that (w^′_c(0))^{p+3p+1} ≤ 2M^{1p+1} ∫_c 0 |w^′_c(s)|^2ds 10

and E(c) = R(w_c) = ∫_c 0 |w^′_c(s)|^2ds (∫_c 0 |w^′_c(s)|^2ds ) 2_{p+1} = (∫_c 0 |w^′_c(s)|^2ds ) p−1_{p+1} , which imply (w^′_c(0))^{p+3p+1} ≤ 2M^{1p+1} (E(c))^{p+1p−1} .

From Lemma 2.3, it follows that w^′_c(0) → 0 as c → ∞. □ Let w(s; β) denote a unique solution of initial value problem { w^{′′} + h(s)|w|^{p−1}w = 0, 0 < s < c, w(0) = 0, w^′(0) = β > 0.

If w(s; β) has a zero in (0, ∞), ζ(β) denotes the first zero of w(s; β) in (0, ∞), that is, w(s; β) > 0 for 0 < s < ζ(β), w(ζ(β); β) = 0. Since w^′(ζ(β); β) < 0, the implicit function theorem shows that ζ ∈ C^1 near β, provided ζ(β) exists.

Lemma 2.5. Let p > 1, h ∈ C[0, ∞) and h(s) > 0 for s > 0. For each β_0 > 0, there exists A > β_0 such that w(s; A) has a zero in (0, ∞), that is, ζ(A) exists.

Proof. Let β_0 > 0 and M > 0 be a constant as in the proof of Lemma 2.4. Let c > 0 satisfy ( p + 1 M ) 1_{p−1} c^{− p+1p−1} > β_0. Let w_c be a least energy solution of (2.6). We set A := w^′_c(0). Then w(s; A) ≡ w_c(s) and ζ(A) = c. We show A > β_0. Let m ∈ (0, c) satisfy w^′_c(m) = 0 and max_{s∈[0,c]} w_c(s) = w_c(m). Since w_c is concave on [0, m], we have w_c(s) ≤ w^′_c(0)s = As, s ∈ [0, c]. We observe that

A = w^′_c(0) = − ∫_m 0 w^{′′}_c (s)ds = ∫_m 0 h(s)[w_c(s)]^pds ≤ ∫_c 0 MA^ps^pds = MA^p p + 1 c^{p+1}. Therefore, A ≥ ( p + 1 M ) 1_{p−1} c^{− p+1p−1} > β_0. This completes the proof. □ 11

Lemma 2.6. Let p > 1, h ∈ C[0, ∞) and h(s) > 0 for s > 0. Assume that equation (2.8) has a solution w_0 for which w_0(0) = 0, w_0(s) > 0 for s > 0. Then, for all sufficiently large c > 0, problem (2.6) has a solution w_1 satisfying w^′_1(0) > w^′_0(0).

Proof. Let β_0 = w^′_0(0). Let A be the constant as in Lemma 2.5. By a general theory on the continuous dependence of solutions on initial values, there exists β_0 ∈ [β_0, A) such that ζ(β) exists for each β ∈ (β_0, A] and ζ(β) → ∞ as β ↓ β_0. □

Lemma 2.7. Let p > 1, h ∈ C[0, ∞) and h(s) > 0 for s > 0. Assume that h is bounded on [0, ∞) and satisfy (2.7) and that equation (2.8) has a solution w_0 for which w_0(0) = 0, w_0(s) > 0 for s > 0. Then, for all sufficiently large c > 0, problem (2.6) has two solutions w_2 and w_3 satisfying 0 < w^′_3(0) < w^′_2(0) < w^′_0(0).

Proof. Let β_0 = w^′_0(0). By Lemma 2.4, there exists B ∈ (0, β_0) such that ζ(B) exists. In the same way as in the proof of Lemma 2.6, there exists β_0 ∈ (B, β_0] such that ζ(β) exists for each β ∈ [B, β_0) and ζ(β) → ∞ as β ↑ β_0. Let c > 0 be arbitrary large. Then ζ(β_2) = c for some β_2 ∈ [B, β_0). In addition, by Lemma 2.4, there exists β_3 ∈ (0, B) such that ζ(β_3) = c. Consequently, w(s; β_2) and w(s; β_3) are solutions of (2.6) satisfying 0 < w^′(0; β_3) < B ≤ w^′(0; β_2) < β_0 ≤ β_0. □

Theorem 2.2 follows from Lemmas 2.6 and 2.7 immediately. By the same arguments as in the proofs of Lemmas 2.6 and 2.7, we can obtain the following result.

Lemma 2.8. Let p > 1, h ∈ C[0, ∞) and h(s) > 0 for s > 0. Suppose that equation (2.8) has two solutions w and w for which w(0) = w(0) = 0, 0 < w^′(0) < w^′(0), w(s) > 0 and w(s) > 0 for s > 0. Assume moreover that equation (2.8) has a solution w such that w(0) = 0, 0 < w^′(0) < w^′(0) < w^′(0), w(s) > 0 for 0 < s < s_0, and w(s_0) = 0 for some s_0 > 0. Then, for all sufficiently large c > 0, problem (2.6) has two solutions w_1 and w_2 satisfying w^′(0) < w^′_1(0) < w^′(0) < w^′_2(0) < w^′(0).

3. Proof of Theorem 1.7

We will prove Theorem 1.7. Throughout this section, we always assume that N ∈ N, N ≥ 3, (N + 2)/(N − 2) < p < p_{JL}, λ > 0, and let r_∗ be a constants as in Theorem C. Let k ≥ 2 be an integer. From Theorem C, there exists δ_1 ∈ (0, r_∗) such that problem (1.3) has at least k positive solutions if |b − r_∗| < δ_1._{12}

Let u(r; α) denote a unique solution of the initial value problem

(3.1) u^{′′} + N − 1 r u^′ + λu + |u|^{p−1}u = 0, r > 0, u(0) = α > 0, u^′(0) = 0.

Proposition 3.1. For each α > 0, u(r; α) has a zero in (0, ∞). Proof. The solution ϕ of (2.1) has a zero j_1 ∈ (0, ∞), since ϕ(r) = cr^{− N−22} J N−2_2 ( √ λr), where J_μ is the Bessel function of the first kind of order μ and c is a specific positive constant. Assume to the contrary that u := u(r; α) > 0 for r ≥ 0. By the same argument as in the proof of Lemma 2.1, we lead a contradiction. Namely,

j^{N−1}_1 ϕ^′(j_1)u(j_1) = ∫_{j1} 0 [ r^{N−1}(ϕ^′(r)u(r) − ϕ(r)u^′(r)) ]_′ dr = ∫_{j1} 0 r^{N−1}|u(r)|^{p−1}u(r)ϕ(r)dr > 0, which contradicts the fact that ϕ^′(j_1) < 0 and u(j_1) > 0. □ Let z(α) denote the the smallest zero of u(r; α) in (0, ∞). Since u(z(α); α) = 0 and u^′(z(α); α) < 0, the implicit function theorem shows that z ∈ C^1(0, ∞).

Merle-Peletier [5, Theorem 1.1] proved that the equation u^{′′} + N − 1 r u^′ + λu + |u|^{p−1}u = 0 has a unique radial singular solution u_∗, and it satisfies (3.2) u_∗(r) = Ar^{− 2p−1} (1 + o(1)) as r → 0, where A = [ 2 p − 1 ( N − 2 − 2 p − 1 )]_{1/(p−1)} . See also Miyamoto and Naito [8, Theorem 1.1].

Proposition 3.2. There exists r_∗ > 0 such that u_∗(r_∗) = 0 and u_∗(r) > 0 for 0 < r < r_∗.

Proof. This result must be known. We give a proof for the reader’s convenience. We note that u_∗ satisfies 0 ≤ −u^′_∗(r) ≤ Cr^{− 2p−1 −1}, 0 < r ≤ r_0 13

for some r_0 > 0. See, for example, Miyamoto and Naito [8, Lemma 2.1]. Hence, since p > (N + 2)/(N − 2), u_∗ satisfies

lim_{r→0+} r^{N−1}u^′_∗(r) = 0.

From (3.2), it follows that lim_{r→0}+ r^{N−2}u_∗(r) = 0, which implies

lim_{r→0+} r^{N−1}u_∗(r) = 0.

By the same argument as in the proof of Proposition 3.1, we conclude that u_∗(r) has a zero in (0, ∞). □

Hereafter, let r_∗ be the constant as in Proposition 3.2.

Lemma 3.3. There exists a sequence {α_i} such that 0 < α_1 < α_2 < · · · < α_i < α_{i+1} < · · · , α_i → ∞, 0 < z(α_{2j−1}) < r_∗, r_∗ < z(α_{2j} ) < ∞, j ∈ N. Proof. First we claim that #{r ∈ (0, r_1) : u(r; α) = u_∗(r)} is finite for each fixed r_1 > 0 and α > 0. We suppose that there exists {c_j }^∞_{j=1} ⊂ (0, r_1) such that u(c_j; α) = u_∗(c_j ) for j ∈ N. Then {c_j} contains a subsequence {c_{jk} } such that c_{jk} → c for some c ∈ [0, r_1]. Since u(0; α) = α and u_∗(r) → ∞ as r → 0, we find c ≠ 0 and u(c; α) = u_∗(c). Rolle’s theorem implies u^′(c; α) = u^′_∗(c). By the uniqueness of solutions to the initial value problem, we get u(r; α) ≡ u_∗(r) for r ∈ (0, r_1), which is a contradiction.

Assume, to the contrary, that there exists A > 0 such that either 0 < z(α) ≤ r_∗ for every α ≥ A or z(α) ≥ r_∗ for every α ≥ A. We set k = #{r ∈ (0, r_∗) : u(r; A) = u_∗(r)}. Then k is a nonnegative integer. From Miyamoto [7, Theorem A], it follows that #{r ∈ (0, r_∗) : u(r; α) = u_∗(r)} → ∞ as α → ∞. Therefore, there exists A_1 > A such that #{r ∈ (0, r_∗) : u(r; A_1) = u_∗(r)} ≥ k + 1 and #{r ∈ (0, r_∗) : u(r; α) = u_∗(r)} = k for A ≤ α < A_1. By the continuity of u(r; α) with respect to (r, α), there exists r_1 ∈ (0, r_∗) such that u(r_1; A_1) = u_∗(r_1) and u^′(r_1; A_1) = u^′_∗(r_1). Then u(r; A_1) ≡ u_∗(r) for r ∈ (0, r_∗), by the uniqueness of solutions to the initial value problem. This is a contradiction. □

Let k be a positive integer. We set

ρ_k := 1 2 min{|z(α_i) − r_∗| : 1 ≤ i ≤ 2k + 1} > 0. Let b ∈ [r_∗ − ρ_k, r_∗ + ρ_k] be arbitrary fixed. Then we have z(α_{2j−1}) ≤ r_∗ − 2ρ_k < b, 1 ≤ j ≤ k + 1, z(α_{2j} ) ≥ r_∗ + 2ρ_k > b, 1 ≤ j ≤ k.

Hence, there exists {β_i}^{2k}_{i=1} such that z(β_i) = b, i = 1, 2, · · · , 2k, α_i < β_i < α_{i+1}, i = 1, 2, · · · , 2k. In addition, if 1 ≤ l < m ≤ 2k, then there exists η_0 ∈ (β_l, β_m) such that z(η_0) ≠ b.

Let v(r; γ) denote a unique solution of initial value problem

(3.3) v^{′′} + N − 1 r v^′ + λv + |v|^{p−1}v = 0, 0 < r < b, v(b) = 0, v^′(b) = −γ < 0. Since u(b; β_i) = 0, if −γ = u^′(b; β_i), then v(r; γ) ≡ u(r; β_i). Thus, there exists {γ_m}^{2k}_{m=1} such that

0 < γ_1 < γ_2 < · · · < γ_{2k}, v(r; γ_m) ≡ u(r; β_{i(m)}) for some i(m) ∈ {1, 2, · · · , 2k}. Moreover, if m ≠ m^′, then i(m) ≠ i(m^′).

Lemma 3.4. Let γ > 0. Assume v(r; γ) > 0 for r ∈ (0, b). Then v^′(r; γ) < 0 for r ∈ (0, b) and one of the following (i) and (ii) holds:

(i) lim_{r→0} v(r; γ) = ∞;

(ii) 0 < v(0; γ) < ∞ and v^′(0; γ) = 0.

Proof. We set v(r) := v(r; γ). First we prove that v^′(r) < 0 for r ∈ (0, b). We see that V (t) := v(t^{−1/(N−2)}) satisfies V (t) > 0 for t > b^{−(N−2)} and is a solution of (2.2). Then V^{′′}(t) < 0 for t > b^{−(N−2)}, which implies that V^′(t) is decreasing in t > b^{−(N−2)}. Thus, there exists L := lim_{t→∞} V^′(t) ∈ [−∞, ∞). Recalling that V (t) > 0 for t > b^{−(N−2)}, we get L ∈ [0, ∞). Therefore, V^′(t) > 0 for t > b^{−(N−2)}, which means v^′(r) < 0 for r ∈ (0, b).

Thus, either lim_{r→0} v(r) = ∞ or 0 < v(0) < ∞. Hereafter, we suppose 0 < v(0) < ∞. Then L = 0. We observe that

lim_{r→0} r^{N−1}v^′(r) = lim_{t→∞}(−(N − 2)V^′(t)) = −(N − 2)L = 0.

Integrating −(r^{N−1}v^′(r))^′ = r^{N−1}(λv(r)+(v(r))^p) over [ε, r] and letting ε → 0^+, we get

(3.4) −r^{N−1}v^′(r) = ∫_r 0 s^{N−1}(λv(s) + (v(s))^p)ds, 0 < r < b. 15

Therefore, |v^′(r)| ≤ 1 r^{N−1} ∫_r 0 s^{N−1}(λv(s) + (v(s))^p)ds ≤ 1 r^{N−1} (λv(0) + (v(0))^p) ∫_r 0 s^{N−1}ds = 1 N (λv(0) + (v(0))^p)r, 0 < r < b.

Letting r → 0, we have v^′(0) = 0. □

Lemma 3.5. Let m ∈ {1, 2, · · · , 2k}. Suppose that −u^′_∗(b) ∉ (γ_m, γ_{m+1}) if b = r_∗. Then there exists ζ_m ∈ (γ_m, γ_{m+1}) such that v(r; ζ_m) has a zero in (0, b).

Proof. We assume that there is no such a ζ_m. Then, for each γ ∈ [γ_m, γ_{m+1}], we have v(r; γ) > 0 for 0 < r < b. By the uniqueness of singular solution u_∗, Lemma 3.4 implies that v(0; γ) ∈ (0, ∞) and v^′(0; γ) = 0 for every γ ∈ [γ_m, γ_{m+1}].

Now we prove that v(0; γ) is continuous with respect to γ ∈ [γ_m, γ_{m+1}]. Let ξ_0 ∈ [γ_m, γ_{m+1}] and let {ξ_n} ⊂ [γ_m, γ_{m+1}] be an arbitrary sequence converging to ξ_0. We set τ_n := v(0; ξ_n). Then v(r; ξ_n) ≡ u(r; τ_n).

We claim that {τ_n} is bounded. Assume that {τ_n} is unbounded. Then a subsequence {τ_{nj} } satisfies τ_{nj} → ∞. By Miyamoto and Naito [8, Theorem 1.1], we find that u(r; τ_{nj} ) → u_∗(r) in C^2_{loc}(0, b]. This means that b = r_∗. Indeed, since u(r; τ_{nj} ) > 0 and u^′(r; τ_{nj} ) < 0 from (3.4) for 0 < r < b and u(b; τ_{nj} ) = 0, we get u_∗(r) ≥ 0 and u^′_∗(r) ≤ 0 for 0 < r < b and u_∗(b) = 0. If u_∗(r) has a zero r_1 ∈ (0, b), then u_∗(r) = 0 on [r_1, b], which implies u^′_∗(b) = 0. By the uniqueness of solutions to initial value problems, we conclude that u_∗(r) ≡ 0, which is a contradiction. Hence, u_∗(r) > 0 for 0 < r < b and we have b = r_∗. Since v(r; ξ_n) ≡ u(r; τ_n) and ξ_n → ξ_0 ∈ [γ_m, γ_{m+1}], we get v(r; ξ_0) ≡ u_∗(r). However, this contradicts the fact that v(0; γ) ∈ (0, ∞) for every γ ∈ [γ_m, γ_{m+1}]. Consequently, {τ_n} is bounded as claimed.

Integrating −(r^{N−1}v^′(r))^′ = r^{N−1}(λv(r) + (v(r))^p) over [0, s], dividing both sides by s^{N−1}, and integrating it over [0, r], we get form lim_{r→0} v^′(r; ξ_n) = 0 by Lemma 3.4.

v(r; ξ_n) = v(0; ξ_n) − ∫_r 0 1 s^{N−1} ∫_s 0 t^{N−1}(λv(t; ξ_n) + v(t; ξ_n)^p)dtds = v(0; ξ_n) − 1 N − 2 ∫_r 0 t ( 1 − ( t r )_{N−2}) (λv(t; ξ_n) + v(t; ξ_n)^p)dt 16

for r ∈ [0, b]. This implies (3.5) 0 ≤ v(r; ξ_n) ≤ v(0; ξ_n) = τ_n, 0 ≤ r ≤ b and v(0; ξ_n) = 1 N − 2 ∫_b 0 t ( 1 − ( t r )_{N−2}) (λv(t; ξ_n) + v(t; ξ_n)^p)dt. By the continuous dependence of solutions on initial values, for each r_1 ∈ (0, b), v(r; ξ_n) converges to v(r; ξ_0) on [r_1, b] uniformly. Hence, v(r; ξ_n) converges to v(r; ξ_0) for each fixed r ∈ (0, b]. Noting that {τ_n} is bounded and (3.5), by Lebesgue’s dominated convergence theorem, we have

lim_{n→∞} v(0; ξ_n) = lim_{n→∞} 1 N − 2 ∫_b 0 t ( 1 − ( t r )_{N−2}) (λv(t; ξ_n) + v(t; ξ_n)^p)dt

= 1 N − 2 ∫_b 0 t ( 1 − ( t r )_{N−2}) (λv(t; ξ_0) + v(t; ξ_0)^p)dt

= v(0; ξ_0).

Consequently, v(0; γ) is continuous with respect to γ ∈ [γ_m, γ_{m+1}].

There exist i(m) and i(m + 1) such that i(m) ≠ i(m + 1), v(r; γ_m) = u(r; β_{i(m)}), v(r; γ_{m+1}) = u(r; β_{i(m+1)}). Hereafter we suppose β_{i(m)} < β_{i(m+1)}. The case β_{i(m)} > β_{i(m+1)} can be treated similarly. Thus, we can take η_0 ∈ (β_{i(m)}, β_{i(m+1)}) for which z(η_0) ≠ b. Since v(0; γ) is continuous with respect to γ ∈ [γ_m, γ_{m+1}], v(0; γ_m) = β_{i(m)} and v(0; γ_{m+1}) = β_{i(m+1)}, there exists γ_0 ∈ (γ_m, γ_{m+1}) such that v(0; γ_0) = η_0. This means that u(r; η_0) ≡ v(r; γ_0) and z(η_0) = b, which is a contradiction. Consequently, there exists ζ_m ∈ (γ_m, γ_{m+1}) such that v(r; ζ_m) has a zero in (0, b). □ Proof of Theorem 1.7. We employ the transformation w(s; γ) = V (t; γ) Φ(t) , s = ∫_t b^{−(N−2)} 1 [Φ(τ)]^2 dτ, where V (t; γ) := v(t^{−1/(N−2)}; γ) and Φ is the function as in Section 2. Recalling Section 2, we conclude that w = w(s; γ) satisfies { w^{′′} + g(s)|w|^{p−1}w = 0, 0 < s < c, w(0) = 0, w^′(0) =^{bN−1}_{N−2} γ > 0, where g is the function defined by (2.5). Let m ∈ {1, 2, · · · , 2k}. Suppose that −u^′_∗(b) ∉ (γ_m, γ_{m+1}). By Lemma 3.5, there exists ζ_m ∈ (γ_m, γ_{m+1}) such that v(r; ζ_m) has a zero in (0, b). From Lemma (2.8), 17

there exists a_m ∈ (0, b) such that if 0 < a < a_m, then problem (1.2) has two solutions v_1 and v_2 such that γ_m < −v^′_1(b) < −v^′_2(b) < γ_{m+1}. Since m ∈ {1, 2, · · · , 2k} and an m^′ ∈ {1, 2, · · · , 2k} may satisfy −u^′_∗(b) ∉ (γ_m′ , γ_m′_{+1}), there are at least 2(2k − 1) solutions of (1.2) when 0 < a < a_0 for some a_0 ∈ (0, b). □

4. Proof of Theorem 1.2 To prove Theorem 1.2, we outline the results from [13] .

Proposition 4.1 ([13, Proposition 1]). Let A ∈ C^3[a, b] ∩ C[a, b]. For each solution u of problem (1.2), set

J(r; u) := [1 2 A(r)u^′(r)^2 + ( − 1 2 A_r(r) + N − 1 r A(r) ) u^′(r)u(r) (4.1)

+ 1 4 ( A^{′′}(r) − 3(N − 1)) r A^′(r) + 2N(N − 1) r^2 A(r) ) u(r)^2 + λ 2 A(r)u(r)^2 + 1 p + 1 A(r)u(r)^{p+1} ] . Then, it holds dJ dr (r; u) = G(r)u(r)^2 + H(r)u(r)^{p+1},

(4.2)

where G(r) = 1 4r^3 [ −4(N − 1)(N + λr^2)A(r) + r ( (N − 1)(2N + 3)λr^2 ) A^′(r) − 3r^2(N − 1)A^{′′}(r) + r^3A^{′′′}(r) ]

H(r) = [ − N − 1 r A(r) + p + 3 2(p + 1) A^′(r) ] . The following is a key proposition for the proofs of Theorem 1.2.

Proposition 4.2 ([13, Proposition 2]). Let A ∈ C^3(a, b)∩C[a, b] satisfy (i) A(a) = A(b) = 0, (ii) G(r) ≡ 0 on [a, b], (iii) there exists κ ∈ (a, b) such that H(κ) = 0, H(r) > 0 on (a, κ) and H(r) < 0 on (κ, b), where G and H are the functions given in Proposition 4.1. Then problem (1.2) has a unique positive solution._{18}

In the case of N = 3, we can find that A(r) = r^{2N−2} · a sin √ λ(r − a) √ λr · b sin √ λ(b − r) √ λr (4.3)

satisfies conditions (i) and (ii) of Proposition 4.2; see proof of Lemmas 3 and 4 of [13] (condition (i) is clearly satisfied). In this case, the form of the function H is as follows:

Lemma 4.3. [13, Lemma 6] H(r) = abr 2λ(p + 1) Z(r), where Z(r) = − √ λ(p + 3)r sin (√ λ(2r − a − b) )

− 2(p − 1) sin (√ λ(b − r) ) sin (√ λ(r − a) ) . Thus, all we have to do is to check condition (iii) of Proposition 4.2.

Proof of Theorem 1.2. From Lemma 4.3, it is enough to show that there exists κ ∈ (a, b) such that Z(r) > 0 on [a, κ), Z(κ) = 0 and Z(r) < 0 on (κ, b]. From Proposition A.1 below it holds 0 < √ λ(b − a) < √ λ_1(A(a, b))(b − a) = π. (4.4)

Thus, we obtain

(4.5) Z(a) =a √ λ(p + 3) sin (√ λ(b − a) ) > 0, Z(b) = − b √ λ(p + 3) sin (√ λ(b − a) ) < 0. By simple calculations, we have

Z_r(r) = −2λ(p+3)r cos (√ λ(2r − a − b) ) + √ λ(p−5) sin (√ λ(2r − a − b) ) . From (4.4), we can find 1 2 ( a + b − π √ λ ) < a < b < 1 2 ( a + b + π √ λ )

and −π < √ λ(2r − a − b) < π ⇔ 1 2 ( a + b − π √ λ ) < r < 1 2 ( a + b + π √ λ ) . (4.6)

Case (A): 0 ≤ a + b −^{π√}_λ .

In this case, Z must have exactly two critical points r = c_1(maximal 19

Figure 2. Graphs of r → tan (√ λ(2r − a − b) ) and r → 2 √ λ(p + 3)r/(p − 5) for the Case (A).

point) and r = c_2(minimul point) when r runs through the range (4.6). From this observation and (4.5) we can see that property (iii) of Proposition 4.2 is satisfied; for more details, see proof of Theorem 1 of [13]. Thus, we have proved the case 0 ≤ a + b −^{π√}_λ and b < a +^{π√}_λ .

Case (B): a + b −^{π√}_λ < 0 and^1_2 (a + b −^π_2^√_λ ) ≤ a. We note^1_2 (a + b −^π_2^√_λ ) ≤ a is eqivalent to b ≤ 1 2 (a + b + π 2 √ λ ) (4.7)

Therefore, Z is decreasing in (a, (a + b)/2) and there exists at most one local minimum point of Z in the interval ((a + b)/2,^1_2 (a + b −^π_2^√_λ )). Hence, noting (4.5), property (iii) of Proposition 4.2 is satisfied. The regin of (a, b) which satisfies a + b − π √ λ < 0 (4.8)

and (4.7) is labeled (B) in Figure 1. This proves the case. 20

Define an open intervals

I_1 = ( 1 2 (a + b − π √ λ ), 1 2 (a + b − π 2 √ λ ) ) , I_2 = ( 1 2 (a + b), 1 2 (a + b + π 2 √ λ ) ) , I_3 = ( 1 2 (a + b + π 2 √ λ ), 1 2 (a + b + π √ λ ) ) .

Case (C): a + b −^{π√}_λ < 0 and a ∈ I_1. Since ( tan √ λ(2r − a − b) )_′ |_{r=} 1_{2 (a+b−} π_{√λ )} = 2 √ λ and 2 √ λ(p + 3)/(p − 5) > 2 √ λ, there exists a point r_1 ∈ I_1 such that derivatives of tan √ λ(2r − a − b) and 2 √ λ(p + 3)r/(p − 5) are equal.

Concretely, it holds 2 √ λ ( cos √ λ(2r_1 − a − b) )_2 = 2 √ λ(p + 3) p − 5 .

Since −π < √ λ(2r_1 − a − b) < −π/2, we have

r_1 = 1 2 ( a + b − 1 √ λ arccos ( − √ p − 5 p + 3 )) .

Case (C-i): r_1 ≤ a and a ∈ I_1. Note that r_1 ≤ a is equivalent to b ≤ a + 1 √ λ arccos ( − √ p − 5 p + 3 ) . (4.9)

Also we note that b ∈ I_3. Hence, there are at most two critical points of Z, c_1 ∈ I_1 and c_2 ∈ I_2 (c_1 may not exists, but c_2 is necessarily exits). Since c_1 is maximal point and c_2 is minimal point, noting (4.5), property (iii) of Proposition 4.2 is satisfied. The regin of (a, b) which satisfies (4.8) and (4.9) is labeled (C-i) in Figure 1. This proves the case.

Case (C-ii): a < r_1 and tan √ λ(2r_1 − a − b) ≥^2 √ λ(p+3) p−5 r_1.

Note that a < r_1 is equivalent to b > a + 1 √ λ arccos ( − √ p − 5 p + 3 ) . (4.10) 21

Figure 3. Graphs of r → tan (√ λ(2r − a − b) ) and r → 2 √ λ(p + 3)r/(p − 5) for the Case (C-ii).

Also, tan √ λ(2r_1 − a − b) ≥^2 √ λ(p+3) p−5 r_1 is equivalent to

b ≤ −a + 1 √ λ ( 2 √ 2(p − 5)

p + 3

+ arccos ( − √ p − 5 p + 3 )) . (4.11)

In this case, no critical point of Z exists in I_1 and minimal point c_2 ∈ I_2 exists; see Figure 3. Noting (4.5), property (iii) of Proposition 4.2 is satisfied. The regin of (a, b) which satisfies (4.8), (4.10) and (4.11) is labeled (C-ii) in Figure 1. This proves the case.

Case (C-iii): a < r_1, tan √ λ(2r_1 − a − b) <^2 √ λ(p+3) p−5 r_1 and tan √ λ(a − b) ≤^2 √ λ(p+3) p−5 a. As (4.11), tan √ λ(2r_1 − a − b) <^2 √ λ(p+3) p−5 r_1 is equivalent to

b > −a + 1 √ λ ( 2 √ 2(p − 5)

p + 3

+ arccos ( − √ p − 5 p + 3 )) . (4.12)

Figure 4. Graphs of r → tan (√ λ(2r − a − b) ) and r → 2 √ λ(p + 3)r/(p − 5) for the Case (C-iii).

Noting that −π < √ λ(a − b) < −π/2, we can see that tan √ λ(a − b) ≤ 2 √ λ(p+3) p−5 a is equivalent to b ≥ a + 1 √ λ ( π − arctan ( 2 √ λ(p + 3) p − 5 a )) . (4.13)

In this case, maximal point c_1 of Z exists in I_1 and minimal point c_2 ∈ I_2 exists; see Figure 4. Noting (4.5), property (iii) of Proposition 4.2 is satisfied. The regin of (a, b) which satisfies (4.8), (4.10), (4.11) and (4.13) is labeled (C-iii) in Figure 1. This proves the case. □

Proof of Corollary 1.8. Let N = 3 and p > 5. Then λ_1(B(b)) = π^2/b^2. (ϕ_1(r) = r^{−1} sin(πr/b) is an eigenfunction.) By Lemma A.2 below, if λ ≥ λ_1(B(b)) = π^2/b^2, then problem (1.3) has no positive solution. Now we suppose b ≤ 1 √ λ ( 2 √ 2(p − 5) p + 3

+ arccos ( − √ p − 5 p + 3 )) (4.14)

Then, Theorem 1.2 implies that problem (1.2) has a unique positive solution for each a ∈ (0, b). On the other hand, by Theorem 1.4, problem (1.3) has no positive solution. Indeed, if problem (1.3) has a positive solution, then Theorem 1.4 shows that problem (1.2) has at least three positive solutions for all sufficiently small a > 0, which is a contradiction. □

Appendix

Proposition A.1. If λ ≥ λ_1(A(a, b)), then problem (1.2) has no positive solution.

Proof. Let λ ≥ λ_1(A(a, b)). We suppose that problem (1.2) has a positive solution u. Let ϕ_1 be an eigenfunction corresponding to λ_1(A(a, b)). Then ϕ_1 is radial from its positivity. Since u and ϕ_1 are solutions of

(r^{N−1}u^′)^′ + λr^{N−1}(1 + λ^{−1}|u(r)|^{p−1})u = 0; u(a) = u(b) = 0 and (4.15) (r^{N−1}ϕ^′_1)^′ + λ_1(A(a, b))r^{N−1}ϕ_1 = 0; ϕ_1(a) = ϕ_1(b) = 0,

respectively, the Strum comparison theorem implies that u has a zero in (a, b). This is a contradiction. □

Using the same argument as in the proofs of Proposition A.1 and Lemma 2.1, we get the following result.

Proposition A.2. If λ ≥ λ_1(B(b)), then problem (1.3) has no positive solution.

Proposition A.3. If 0 < λ < λ_1(A(a, b)), then problem (1.2) has a positive solution.

Proof. We assume 0 < λ < λ_1(A(a, b)). Let ϕ_1 be an eigenfunction corresponding to λ_1(A(a, b)) and let ϕ(r; ε) be a unique solution of the initial value problem

(4.16) { (r^{N−1}ϕ^′)^′ + λr^{N−1}ϕ = 0, r > 0, ϕ(a) = ε, ϕ^′(a) = 1, where ε ≥ 0. Since ϕ_1 is a nontrivial solution of (4.15), from the Strum comparison theorem, it follows that ϕ(r; 0) > 0 for r ∈ (a, b]. By the continuous dependence of solutions on initial values, we conclude that ϕ(r; ε) > 0 for every sufficiently small ε > 0. We take such an ε > 0 24

and set ϕ(r) = ϕ(r; ε). By the transformations Φ(t) = ϕ(t^{−1/(N−2)}) and (2.3), problem (1.2) is transformed into (2.6) for some c > 0. Problem (2.6) has a least energy solution for every c > 0, and hence problem (1.2) has a positive solution. □ Proof of Proposition 1.1. Proposition 1.1 follows immediately from Proposition A.1 and A.3, □

Lemma A.4. Let z(α) be as in Section 3. Then z(α) → √ λ_1(B(1))/λ as α → 0.

Proof. Let u(r; α) be a unique solution of the initial value problem (3.1). We define the function E(r) by E(r) = 1 2 [u^′(r; α)]^2 + λ 2 [u(r; α)]^2 + 1 p + 1 |u(r; α)|^{p+1}, r ≥ 0. Since E^′(r) = − N − 1 r [u^′(r; α)]^2 ≤ 0, r > 0, we have

[u(r; α)]^2 ≤ 2 λ E(r) ≤ 2 λ E(0) = α^2 + 2 (p + 1)λ α^{p+1}, r ≥ 0, that is, (A.1) |u(r; α)| ≤ ( 1 + 2 (p + 1)λ α^{p−1} )_{1/2} α, r ≥ 0. We set ϕ(r; α) = α^{−1}u(r; α). Let ϕ_0 be a solution of the initial value problem (2.1). We can prove that ϕ(r; α) converges to a solution ϕ_0 as α → 0 uniformly on [0, R] for each fixed R > 0. Indeed, since ϕ(r; α) = 1− 1 N − 2 ∫_r 0 s ( 1 − (s r )_{N−2}) (λϕ(s; α)+α^{−1}|u(s; α)|^{p−1}u(s; α))ds and ϕ_0(r) = 1 − 1 N − 2 ∫_r 0 s ( 1 − (s r )_{N−2}) λϕ_0(s)ds, we see that ψ(r) := ϕ(r; α) − ϕ_0(r) satisfies |ψ(r)| ≤ λ N − 2 ∫_r 0 s|ψ(s)|ds + 1 α(N − 2) ∫_r 0 s|u(s; α)|^pds. By using (A.1), Gronwall’s inequality implies that ψ(r) → 0 as α → 0 uniformly on [0, R] for each fixed R > 0.

Therefore, z(α) converges to the smallest zero of ϕ_0(r) in (0, ∞) as α → 0. Let ϕ_1 be an eigenfunction corresponding to λ_1(B(1)) satisfying 25

ϕ_1(0) = 1. Then φ_0(r) := ϕ_1( √ λ/λ_1(B(1))r) is a solution of problem (2.1), which means ϕ_0(r) ≡ φ_0(r). We find that

ϕ_0( √ λ_1(B(1))/λ) = φ_0( √ λ_1(B(1))/λ) = ϕ_1(1) = 0.

Consequently, z(α) → √ λ_1(B(1))/λ as α → 0. □

Proof of Theorem C. Miyamoto and Naito [8, Theorem 1.1] proved u(r; α) → u_∗(r) in C^2_{loc}(0, b] as α → ∞, which implies that z(α) → r_∗ as α → ∞, where r_∗ is the smallest zero of the singular solution u_∗. By Lemma A.4, when r_∗ < b < √ λ_1(B(1))/λ, there exists α ∈ (0, ∞) such that z(α) = b, which proves (ii).

Hereafter we assume that (N + 2)/(N − 2) < p < p_{JL}. By Dolbeault and Flores [2, Theorem 1] or Guo and Wei [3, Theorem 1.1], we see that, for each k ∈ N, problem (1.3) has at least k positive solutions if |b − r_∗| is sufficiently small. Hence, if |b − r_∗| is sufficiently small, then there exists {ρ_i}^k_{i=1} such that z(ρ_i) = b. Moreover, by Lemma A.4 and the fact that z(α) → r_∗ as α → ∞, we conclude that r := min_{α∈(0,∞)} z(α) exists and satisfies 0 < r < r_∗. Consequently, if r ≤ b < √ λ_1(B(1))/λ, then problem (1.3) has at least one positive solution. □

Remark 4.4. Let N ∈ N, N ≥ 3 and p > (N + 2)/(N − 2). The existence of r := min_{α∈(0,∞)} z(α) in the proof of Theorem C has been obtained in [6] and [12]. We can also show that r ≥ r_0, where r_0 is the constant as in Theorem A. Indeed, if r < r_0, then problem (1.3) with b = r has at least one positive solution and (iii) of Theorem A implies that problem (1.2) has at most one positive solution when b = r and a ∈ (0, r). This contradicts Theorem 1.4.

References

[1] H. Brézis and L. Nirenberg, Positive solutions of nonlinear elliptic equations involving critical Sobolev exponents, Comm. Pure Appl. Math. 36 (1983), 437–477.

[2] J. Dolbeault and I. Flores, Geometry of phase space and solutions of semilinear elliptic equations in a ball, Trans. Amer. Math. Soc. 359 (2007), 4073–4087.

[3] Z. Guo and J. Wei, Global solution branch and Morse index estimates of a semilinear elliptic equation with super-critical exponent, Trans. Amer. Math. Soc. 363 (2011), 4777–4799.

[4] P. Korman, On the multiplicity of solutions of semilinear equations, Math. Nachr. 229 (2001), 119–127. 26

[5] F. Merle and L. A. Peletier, Positive solutions of elliptic equations involving supercritical growth, Proc. Roy. Soc. Edinburgh Sect. A 118 (1991), 49–62.

[6] F. Merle, L. A. Peletier and J. Serrin, A bifurcation rroblem at a singular limit, Indiana Univ. Math. J. 43 (1994), 585–609.

[7] Y. Miyamoto, A limit equation and bifurcation diagrams of semilinear elliptic equations with general supercritical growth, J. Differential Equations 264 (2018), 2684–2707.

[8] Y. Miyamoto and Y. Naito, Fundamental properties and asymptotic shapes of the singular and classical radial solutions for supercritical semilinear elliptic equations, NoDEA Nonlinear Differential Equations Appl. 27 (2020), Paper No. 52, 25 pp.

[9] Y. Miyamoto and Y. Naito, Singular solutions for semilinear elliptic equations with general supercritical growth, Ann. Mat. Pura Appl. (4) 202 (2023), 341–366.

[10] Y. Miyamoto and Y. Naito, A bifurcation diagram of solutions to semilinear elliptic equations with general supercritical growth, J. Differential Equations 406 (2024), 318–337.

[11] W.-M. Ni and R.D. Nussbaum, Uniqueness and nonuniqueness for positive radial solutions of Δu + f(u, r) = 0, Comm. Pure Appl. Math. 38 (1985), 67–108.

[12] P. Pucci and J. Serrin, A general variational identity, Indiana Univ. Math. J. 35 (1986), 681–703.

[13] N. Shioji and K. Watanabe, A Pohožaev type identity and its application to uniqueness of positive radial solutions of Brezis- Nirenberg problem on an annulus, J. Math. Anal. Appl. 497 (2021), Paper No. 124901, 13 pp.

[14] N. Shioji, S. Tanaka and K. Watanabe, Uniqueness of positive radial solutions of superlinear elliptic equations in annuli, J. Differential Equations 284 (2021), 522–545.

[15] N. Shioji, S. Tanaka and K. Watanabe, Multiple existence of positive even solutions for a two point boundary value problem on some very narrow possible parameter set, J. Math. Anal. Appl. 513 (2022), Paper No. 126182 17 pp.

[16] S. L. Yadava, Uniqueness of positive radial solutions of the Dirichlet problems −Δu = u^p ± u^q in an annulus, J. Differential Equations 139 (1997), 194–217.

[17] R. Yao, Y. Li and H. Chen, Uniqueness of positive radial solutions of a semilinear elliptic equations in an annulus, Discrete Contin. Dyn. Syst. 39 (2019), 1585–1594.