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A VARIATIONAL APPROACH TO A STATIONARY FREE BOUNDARY PROBLEM
MODELING MEMS

PHILIPPE LAURENCOT AND CHRISTOPH WALKER

ABSTRACT. A variational approach is employed to find stationary sohs to a free boundary problem mod-
eling an idealized electrostatically actuated MEMS dewizle of an elastic plate coated with a thin dielectric
film and suspended above a rigid ground plate. The model esuphon-local fourth-order equation for the
elastic plate deflection to the harmonic electrostatic mi@kin the free domain between the elastic and the
ground plate. The corresponding energy is non-coerciveatéfy an inherent singularity related to a possible
touchdown of the elastic plate. Stationary solutions arestracted using a constrained minimization problem.
A by-product is the existence of at least two stationary tamhs for some values of the applied voltage.

1. INTRODUCTION

Microelectromechanical systems (MEMS) play a key rble enyelectronic devices nowadays and in-
clude micro-pumps, optical micro-switches, and sensonsame but a few [17]. Idealized electrostatically
actuated MEMS consist of an elastic plate lying above a fixediigd plate and held clamped along its
boundary. A Coulomb force induced by the application of dage difference across the device deflects
the elastic plate. It is known from applications that a stadwnfiguration is only obtained for voltage dif-
ferences below a certain critical threshold as above tHiseviie elastic plate may “pull in” on the ground
plate.

In a simplified and re-scaled geometry when presupposing \z@iation in transversal direction (see
Figure1), the stationary problem can be described as firtimglate deflectiom = u(z) € (—1,00) on
the intervall := (-1, 1) according to

BOtu(z) — (T + a||(’“)mu|\%2(1)) Du(x) = =\ (£2|(’“)1w(:v,u(:v))|2 + |6Z2/1(x,u(x))|2) , zel, (11)

u(+1) = dyu(+1) =0, (1.2)
along with the electrostatic potential= ¢ (x, z) satisfying
EPY+9% = 0, (z,2)€Qu), (1.3)
1
P(z, 2) %U(Zx) , o (z,2) € 0Q(u) (1.4)

in the region

Qu) :=={(z,2) e I xR : =1 < z<u(z)}
between the two plates. In equati@n{1.1), the fourth-otelen 392w with 3 > 0 reflects plate bending
while the linear second-order terd;u with 7 > 0 and the non-local second-order teaff0, ul|7 , ;)95 u
with a > 0 and

1
-ty = [ 10wl da

account for external stretching and self-stretching fegenerated by large oscillations, respectively. The
right-hand side of[{1]1) is due to the electrostatic forcested on the elastic plate with parameter 0
proportional to the square of the applied voltage diffeeeand the device’s aspect raio> 0. The
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FIGURE 1. Idealized electrostatic MEMS device.

boundary condition$ (1].2) mean that the elastic plate impkd. According to(113)-(1l.4), the electrostatic
potential is harmonic in the regidi(u) enclosed by the two plates with value 1 on the elastic plate an
value 0 on the ground plate. We refer the reader e.@ /o [&714nd the references therein for more details
on the derivation of the model.

A crucial feature of the model is the singularity arising e termd, «(z, u(x)) of (1) whenu(z) =
—1 (duetoy(z,—1) = 0 andy(z,u(x)) = 1), i.e. when the elastic plate touches down on the ground plat
The strength of this instability is in some sense tuned bp#rameten and it is thus expected that solutions
to (T3)-[13) only exist for small values of below a certain threshold. Obviously, the stable operating
conditions of MEMS devices and hence the existence of statjosolutions are of utmost importance in
applications. Questions related to the pull-in threshaddenthe focus of a very active research in the recent
past, however, almost exclusively dedicated to the singplfimall gap modebbtained by formally setting
¢ = 0in (I.1)-(T3). This reduces the problem to a singular m@dr eigenvalue problem farof the form

1
4 2 2 —
PO u(x) — (T + aHawuHLg(I)) Opu(x) = —/\m , wel, (1.5)
subject to the boundary conditiohs {[1.2) with explicitlyen electrostatic potential
1+=2
Vo) =

For detailed results on the small gap model we refer the remdf],[15] and the references therein in
which also higher dimensional counterparts are inveg@jaRoughly speaking, in the one-dimensional
(and two-dimensional radially symmetric) fourth-orderadhgap model with clamped boundary conditions
anda = 0 it is known [15] that there is a threshold > 0 such that there are (at least) two solutions to
(L3) for A € (0, \.), one solution fot\ = A, and no solution foA > ..



VARIATIONAL APPROACH TO A STATIONARY MEMS MODEL 3

A similar result one might expect also for the free boundanbpem [T.1){{T.H) witke > 0. A first step
in this direction was made in[12, Theorem 1.7], where thiofahg result was shown far = 0:

Proposition 1.1. Leta = 0.

(i) ThereisAs; > 0 such that for each € (0, \,) there exists a solutiofi/y, ¥ ) to (TI)}(T.4) with
Uy € H*(I) satisfying—1 < Uy < 0in I andV, € H?(Q(U,)). The mappingh — (X, Uy)
defines a smooth curve b x H*(I) with Uy — 0in H*(I) as\ — 0.

(i) There are=, > 0and). : (0,e.) — (0,00) such that there is no solutiam, ¢) to (I.1)-(@.4) for

€ (0,e4) and X\ > A ().

Actually, (Uy, ¥,) for A € (0, \;) is an asymptotically stable steady state for the correspgrtynamic
problem. The proof of part (i) of Theordm 1.2 is based on thdikit Function Theorem and readily extends
to the case > 0. For part (ii) one may employ a nonlinear variant of the efgantion method involving a
positive eigenfunction if/4(1) associated to the fourth-order operatért — 79?2 subject to the clamped
boundary conditio{112). For further use we now state thereston of Proposition 11.1 (i) to > 0.

Theorem 1.2. Leta > 0. There isA;(a) > 0 such that for each\ € (0, \;(a)) there exists a solution
(Ux, ¥,) to @Iy@A) with Uy € H*(I) satisfying—1 < Uy, < 0in I and¥, € H%*(Q(U,)). The
mapping\ — (\, Uy ) defines a smooth curve i x H*(I) with Uy — 0in H*(I) as\ — 0.

Theoreni LR in particular ensures the existence of statjoswutions for small values of. However,
it leaves open the question whether multiple solutionstdgrissuch values of\ which is a remarkable
feature of the simplified small gap model as pointed out ab®tie purpose of the present paper is to give
(partially) an affirmative answer. More precisely, we sipative herein:

Theorem 1.3. For eachp > 2 there areX, > 0, u, € H*(I), andy, € H*(Q(u,)) such that(u,, 1,) is
a solution to(L.I)}(@.4)with A = \,. Bothu, = u,(z) andy, = ¢,(x, z) are even with respect to € I
and—1 < u, < 0in I. Moreover\, — 0 asp — oo andu, # U, forall p > 2 sufficiently large.

Theoreni 1B provides multiple solutionsfto{|1.[1)-[1.4)dorall values of and is derived by a variational
approach. It relies on the observation tiiatl(1.1) is the IHidgrange equation of the total energygiven
by E(u) := En(u) — A (u) with mechanical energy

B 1 a
Em(u) = S102ulll, 1) + 5 (7 + SH0ull ) 100l

and electrostatic energy

et = [ (outnl +10:0f) d(e.2),

()

where the electrostatic potentig) is the solution ta[(113)E(114) associated to the given (sieffitly smooth)
deflectionu. Note that€ is the sum of terms with different signs. The possible pulidstability thus
manifests in the non-coercivity of the eneigyyand due to this a plain minimization of the total energy is no
appropriate. In fact, using LemraP.7, it is not difficult teeck that is not bounded from below fox > 0
and we therefore take an alternative route and minimize tbehamical energ§,,, constrained to (certain)
deflections: with fixed electrostatic energy.(u) = p. Each minimizeuw.,, of this constrained minimization
problem together with the corresponding electrostatiepiial, := v, then yields a solution t¢_(1.1)-
(L.2) for the corresponding Lagrange multipliee= \,. Though lacking a continuity property with respect
to p > 2, the observation thaf.(Uy) — 2 asA — 0 while A\, — 0 for &.(u,) = p — oo yields
multiplicity of of solutions to [T.11)i(T]4) for small valsef \ in the sense that there is at least a sequence
A; — 0 of voltage values for which there are two different solui¢n;, ¢;) (i.e. p = j in Theoreni1RB)
and(Uy,,¥y,) (i.e. X = )\; in Theoren LP). Note that, by taking a different sequemce+ oo with
p; # j, we obtain different solution&:,, , 1, ) — since the electrostatic energies differ — but with pogsibl
equal voltage values. We conjecture that, as in the simglgirall gap model, the solutions constructed in
Theoreni 1B actually lie on a smooth curve.
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To prove Theorerhi 113 we first solve in Sectldn 2 the elliptiolppem [1.8){(1.4) for the electrostatic
potential)y = 1, for a given deflectiom and investigate then its dependence and that of the comdsyp
electrostatic energ§,. (u) with respect tou. Some technical details needed regarding continuity afad di
ferentiability properties of. and the right-hand side df (1.1) are postponed to SeCtiorhé.cbnstrained
minimization problem leading to Theorém11.3 is studied int®a[3.

2. SOME PROPERTIES OF THE ELECTROSTATIC ENERGY AND POTENTIAL

We first focus on the elliptic probleni (1.3)-(1.4) and inigate its solvability and properties of the
corresponding electrostatic energy.

We shall use the following notation. To account for the clashpoundary conditiong(1.2) we introduce,
for s > 0 andp > 2,

{veWy(I); v(£l) = 0,v(£1) =0}, s> g ,
Wp(D)i={  {oe WD) v(1) =0}
W), s< 5,

and writeH3,(I) := Wy ,(I). Similarly, H;, (Q(u)) := {v € H'(Q(u)); v =0 on 9Q}. Fors > 1 we
set

S*:={ue H)(I) : u>—-1on I}, K={ue H5)(I) : —1<u<0onl},
and givenu € S* we define
fi for (x,2) € Qu),
bl ) = { LT 2.1)
1 for (x,2) € Q0)\ Qu),

with Q(0) = I x (—1,0). Note that, ifu € K1, then the function,, belongs taF/ ! (2(0)) N C(2(0)) which
allows us to definds,, € H~1(Q(0)) (i.e. the dual space dff'},(£2(0))) by setting

(Bu, 0) = _/ [£205bu 009 + 0:b,020] d(z,2), 9 € HA(Q(0) . 2.2)
Q(0)

2.1. Electrostatic potential. We first recall the existence and properties of weak solstior[1.3){1.%)
for u € KC! which follow from [7, Theorem 8.3] and the Lax-Milgram Theon.

Lemma 2.1. Givenu € S!, there is a unique weak solutian, € H'(Q(u)) to (L3)(L.4) such that
y — by € HH(Q(uw)). If, in addition,u € K', theny,, — b, satisfies the variational inequality

/ (52|aw(1/’u - bU)|2 + 102 (Yu — bu)|2) d(,2) — 2(Buy; ¥y — by)
ot 2.3)
g/ (£%10:9% +10:9%) d(z,z) — 2(By, )
Q(u)

forall ¥ € H},(Q(u)).

Replacingd € HL(Q(u)) in 23) by¢ — b, where¢ is an arbitrary function i (Q(u)) satisfying
¢ — b, € H,(Q(u)), one easily obtains the following consequence:

Lemma2.2. Letu € K'. Forall ¢ € H'(Q(u)) such thatt — b, € H}(Q(u)) there holds

/ (52|aﬂch|2 + |asz|2) d(z,2) < / (62|(9$§|2 + |6z§|2) d(z, 2) . (2.4)
Q Q(u)

() (u

We collect additional properties @f, in the next result when is assumed to be more regular.
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Proposition 2.3. Leta € [0,1/2). If u € $%~, then the weak solutiog,, to (I.3)-(.4) belongs to
H?2=%(Q(u)). In addition, ifu € K>~, then

1+2z < Yu(z,2) < 1, (x,2) €Qu), (2.5)
Oru(z,u(z)) = —0.0u(x,u(z)) Opulz), x€l, (2.6)
Oy (zyu(z)) > 0, xzel. (2.7)

Proof. Thatv,, € H?>~%(Q(u)) for u € 5%~ follows from Corollary[4:2 proved in Sectidd 4. Next,
if u € K27, then owing to the non-positivity of, the functiongx,z) — 1+ z and(z,2) — 1 are a
subsolution and a supersolutionfio (1 8)-[1.4), respelgtiand [2.5) follows from the comparison principle.
To obtain [2.6), we simply differentiate the boundary caiodi<), (x,u(z)) = 1, z € I, with respect to
x. Finally, (Z.7) is a straightforward consequence of thertotauy conditiony, (z, u(x)) = 1, 2 € I,

and [Z5). O

Thanks to the continuity of the normal trace of the gradieatf A2~ (Q(u)) to H(=2)/2(1) for
a € [0,1/2) 8, Theorem 1.5.2.1], the regularity of the solutign € H2~(Q(u)) to (L.3)-[1.%) for
u € S%~« provided by Proposition 2.3 gives a meaning to the rightehside of [1.1). We introduce the
functiong by
g(u)(z) := 2[Duppu(w, u(@))|* + |0:¢pu (@, u(@)*, wel, ueS* ™, (2.8)
and observe:
Proposition 2.4. If a € [0,1/2), theng € C(S*~, H°(I)) forall o € [0,1/2).

Proof. This is proved in Corollariy4]2. O
2.2. Electrostatic energy. We now study the properties of the electrostatic energy
e = [ (100l + 00u) diwz), we S, 2.9
Q(u)

wherey,, € H'(Q(u)) is provided by LemmB&2l1. Alternatively, we may write foe !

Euw) = [ (0= )+ 100~ b)) diw2)
Q(u)
dz

1 2
3
— 2(By, y — by, 14+ —|9.ul? :
Bun =+ [ (1 Gl ) 15
We first establish a monotonicity property&f similar to [10, Remarque 4.7.14].

(2.10)

Proposition 2.5. Consider two functions; andus in K* such thatu; < us. Thené. (uz) < Eq(uy).
Proof. Considert € H'(Q(u1)) such that — b, € H;(Q(u1)) and define

) &(w,2) for (z,2) € Quy),
f(x,z) =

1 for (z,z) € Quz) \ Q(uq) .

Note that this definition is meaningful sin€Eu:) C Q(us2). Sinceby, (2, u1(x)) = bu, (z,u2(x)) = 1 for
x € I, the previous construction guarantees that H' (Q(us)) with

€ — by, € Hp(Quz)) and VE = 1g,) VE . (2.11)
We now infer from Lemmi2]12 anf(Z]11) that

fm < [ (08P +10.87) dw.2)

- / (210,61 + 10.€7) d(z, ).
Q(u1)
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The above inequality being valid for &lle H'(Q(u,)) satisfyingé — b,, € H5(Q(u1)), in particular for
& = 1)y, , we conclude thaf, (uz) < E.(uy). O

We next turn to continuity and Fréchet differentiabilitiitbe functional’. .
Proposition 2.6. If a € [0,1/2), then&, € C(K') N C(S%~) with 9,E(u) = —g(u) for u € S2~.

Proof. Step 1: Continuity. Let (u,),>1 be a sequence iK' andu € K! such thatu,, — win H*(I).
We first observe that, for all > 1, ¢, — b,, € H}5(Q(u,,)) is a weak solution to

5262 (Yu, —bu,) + 63 (Yu, —bu,) =—DBu, , (2,2)€ Qun), (2.12)
while the convergence dfi,,),>1 towardu in H'(I) entails that
Jim [|Bu, = Bulla-1(aq) =0, (2.13)

whereQ(0) = I x (—1,0). Next, denoting the Hausdorff distance between open ssilo$€(0) by dy,
see|[10, Section 2.2.3] for instance, we realize that

A (Uun), Aw)) < flun —ullp 1)
and deduce from the continuous embeddingfdf ) in L..(I) that
ILm dp (Qun), Qu)) =0. (2.14)

SinceQ(0) \ Q(uy,) has a single connected component foralt 1, it follows from (212), [Z.IB) [(2.14),
[18, Theorem 4.1], and 10, Corollaire 3.2.6] that

VYu, — by, — Yy — by in HEH(Q(0)) . (2.15)

Therefore, since

1 2 1 2
. e” 9 dr e 5\ dz
), (H 3 Ol ) T+ up ‘/_1 (H 310 ) T+u
thanks to the continuous embeddingéf (1) in L..(I), we may pass to the limit as — oo in (2.10) for
u, and use[(2.13) an@(2115) to complete the proof.

Step 2: Differentiability. Consideru € S?~* andv € HZ “(I). Owing to the continuous embedding
of H>=2(I) in Loo(I), u + sv still belongs toS?~ for s € R small enough and the map— &, (u + sv)
is thus well-defined in a neighborhoodof= 0. We then argue as in the proof 6f[12, Proposition 2.2] with
the help of a shape optimization approach (§eé [10], foaires) to show that this map is differentiable at
iE’E(u + sv)

s = 0 with
1
= — dx .
& e G

Consequentlyg. is Gateaux-differentiable with derivativi,E.(u) € £ (H7 *(I),R). Moreover, since
g € CO(S?7«, Ly(I)) by Propositioi 2}, the Gateaux-derivatge. is continuous as a mapping from
S2=eto £ (H}, “(I),R). The claim follows from[[1B, Proposition 4.8]. O

We next derive additional properties&fand, in particular, the following lower and upper boundsahhi
have been established [ [3, Lemma 7] &nd [12, Lemma 5.4jectively.

Lemma?2.7. Foru € K1,

Lodx ! 2 2 dz
2< [ oo caws [ +2pawP)

14w _1 14+ u(z)
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Proof. We recall the proof for the sake of completeness. We first dedom [I.4) and the Cauchy-
Schwarz inequality that, for € I,

1 Wu(@,u(@) = Yu(z,-1))> 1 </u<w>

1+u(z) 1+ u(x) o 14u(x) \ ),

2
O:¢u(, 2) d2>

S/ (8Z1/;u(x7z))2 dz.

-1
Integrating the above inequality with respectit@ I readily gives the first inequality of Lemnha 2.7. We
next infer from Lemm&212 witl§ = b,,, the latter being defined i (2.1), that

Ee(u)g/ (210bu ]2 + 0:ba[?) d(z, 2)
Q(u)

(1+2)? 2 1
< 2= |ou(x)]? + —— | d(z,2),
I G e e R
from which the second inequality of Lemmal2.7 follows. O

Finally we recall the existence of a non-positive eigenfiamcof the linear operatopd? — 79? <
L(H$ (1), Lo(I)) along with some of its properties.

Lemma 2.8. () Thelinear operatopd; — 9% € L(H}(I), L2(I)) has a non-positive eigenfunction
o1 € HE(I) N C>(]-1,1]) associated to a positive eigenvalue. Moreover,p; is even and it
can be chosen such that < 0in I withmin|_; 1;¢; = —1.
(i) Givenp € (2,00), thereisn, € (0,1) such that.(n,¢1) = p andn, — 0 asp — 2.

Proof. Part (i) follows from[13, Theorem 4.7], which is a conseqeenf the version of Boggio’s principle
[2] established in[9,18,16]. As for part (i), note that; € K forn € [0,1) and

T = Enen) > | gt

by Lemmd2.J7. We infer from Propositibn 2.5 and Propos[ii@tBat.J is a non-decreasing and continuous
function on|0, 1) with J(0) = 2. In addition,p; reaches necessarily its minimual at somer, € I and
thus satisfies; (x0) = —1 andd,.1(z¢) = 0. Therefore,

. nelfo,1), (2.16)

0< 1+ ¢1(z) < [|0201]lno(r) |z — 20| @S z— z0,
which implies tha{1 + ¢1)~* & L1 (I). This property along witH{2.16) entails thatn) — oo asn — 1.
Recalling the continuity off, we have thus shown thét, co) equals the range of. The existence ofj,
for eachp € (2, 00) such that.(1,¢1) = p now follows. That), — 0 asp — 2 is a consequence of the
fact that [2.16) implieg/ () = 2 if and only if = 0. O
3. A MINIMIZATION PROBLEM WITH CONSTRAINT

Recall that, for, € H (1), the mechanical energy,, is given by

I5) 1 a
Em(u) = S102ul}, ) + 5 (7 + 5100l ) 190l

Our goal is now to minimizé&,,, on the set
A, = {ueKk?; u isevenand, (u) = p}
for a givenp € (2, 00). Note that4, is non-empty as it containg,; according to Lemm@a2.8. We set
= inf &, >0
1(p) nf (u) >

and first collect some properties of the functjpp> 1(p).
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Proposition 3.1. The functionu is non-decreasing o2, co) with
lim u(p) =0 and peo := lim p(p) < co.
p—2 p—>00

Proof. Let p € (2,00). Sincen,p1 € A, is an eigenfunction of the linear operatéd! — 92 associated
to the eigenvalug, and sinceﬁ < 1, a straightforward computation gives

0 < p(p) < Emnppr) < MoEm(sp1) -
Since&,, (1) is finite,n, € (0, 1), andn, — 0 asp — 2 by LemmdZ.B, we readily obtain

Jinny u(p) =0 and 0 < pu(p) < Enlepr) - (3.1)

Let us now check the monotonicity pf To this end, fix2 < p1 < p2 andv € A,,. Forallt € [0,1], the
functiontv belongs tokC?, and Proposition 215 and Proposition]2.6 imply that the fiamch : [0,1] — R,
defined byh(t) := &.(tv), is continuous and non-decreasing witth) = 2 andh(1) = p2. Since
p1 € (2,p2), thereist; € (0,1) suchthati(t1) = p1, thatis,tiv € A,,. Consequently,

w(p1) < Em(tiv) < Sm(v) .

As v was arbitrarily chosen i, , the above inequality allows us to conclude thgt;) < p(p2). Thus,u
is a non-decreasing function ¢, co) which is bounded from above I8, (¢1) according to[(311). It then
has a finite limitus, € [0, €, (¢1)] @sp — . O

We next show the existence of € A, such that
Em(up) = p(p) (3.2)
that is,u, is a minimizer of€,, in A,.

Proposition 3.2. For eachp € (2, 00), there is at least one solutiom, € A, to the minimization prob-

lem (32).

The first step of the proof of Propositibn B.2 is a pointwisedobound for functions it4,,.

Lemma 3.3. Givenp > 2 andv € A,, assume that there & > 2/p such that]|92v| .,y < K. Then

min v > —1.

11— pPK?
Proof. Thanks to the continuous embeddingtéf, (1) in C*([—1,1]), the functionv reaches its minimum
m at some point,, € [—1,1]. Since€.(v) = p > 2 andv € K2, we realize that # 0 andm € (—1,0) so
thatz,,, € I. Therefored, v(x,,) = 0 and we may assume thaf, € [0, 1) sincewv is even. Using Taylor’s
expansion and Holder’s inequality, we find, foe I,

@ =m [ w-nrw a<ms T )
v\r)=m — — T v m —_— v
- Y 2 0\Y) AY = \/g VIl Lo (1)
<m+ Kz — x>, (3.3)
Next, sincev € A,, we infer from Lemm@2]7 an@(3.3) that
! dx Lde ! dx
=& (v) > 7 =9 —  _>2 . 3.4
p (U)_/,ll—l-v(:c) /0 1+wv(x) ~ /0 14+m+ K|z — 2, [3/2 (3.4)
If z,, € [1/2,1), thenz,, — (pK)~2 > 0, and it follows from[3:}#) that
T —2
p22/ dx > 2(pK) )
o (pK)-2 L +m + K|z =z [3/ 1+m+ K(pK)~
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hencen > p=2K~2 — 1 as claimed. Ifr,,, € [0,1/2), thenz,, + (pK)~? < 1, and we deduce fromi (3.4)
that

y /M“PKV dz N 2(pK) 2
P==. ItmtKle—amP2 = 1+m+ K(pK)—3
and the same computation as in the previous case completpsabf. O

Proof of Propositioh 32.Let (u)r>1 be a minimizing sequence 6f, in A, satisfying
k+1

pp) < Em(ur) < ——nlp) - (3.5)
A first consequence of PropositibnB.1 and{3.5) is ﬁlﬁhkﬂizm < 4dus /B forall k > 1. Together with
Lemmd33B (withK = (2/p) + 24/ 10/ 8) this property ensures

B
> — 1,
8p(B + poop?)

Also, owing to [31),[(35), and Poincaré’s inequalitye $equencéuy),>1 is bounded ind% (1) and thus
relatively compact irC'*([—1, 1]). Consequently, there atec H%(I) and a subsequence @fy)x>1 (not
relabeled) such that

0> ug(x) zel-1,1, k>1. (3.6)

up, — u in CY[-1,1]),

3.7
up, —u in HA(I). S
Combining [3.6) and(317) we conclude that
B
0>uz)>—>" 1, zel-1,1],
(@) 8p(B + oo p?) =
henceu € K2. We then infer from Propositidn 2.6 that
Ee(u) = lim E.(ux) =p,
k—o00
and sou € A,. Since
Em(u) < 1ikminf5m(uk) < u(p)
—00
by (3.3) and[(317), we deduce th@t,(u) = p(p) so thatu is a minimizer of€,, in A,,. O

Theorem 3.4. Considerp € (2,00) and letu € A, be an arbitrary minimizer of,, in A,. Then
u € H},(I) and there is\,, > 0 such that

Botu(e) = (7 + alaul ) ) O2u(@) = A (210000 (@, u(@) P + 100, u(@)?)  (38)

for x € I, wherey, € H?(Q(u)) denotes the associated solution@@3)-(I.4) given by Lemm&=2.1 and
Propositiof 2.B. Furthermore,

8too (\/B + 52\/ /LOO)

VB(p —2)?
Proof. Letu € A, C K2 be a minimizer of,,,. Recall from Proposition 216 that the derivative&fis
given by

0< A < (3.9)

1
Ouew)0) = [ gwide, veHBD).

-1
with g(u) € Lo(I) while clearly

1
(OuEnm (1), ) = / (80%u 320 + (7 + alldsul} ) 0.9) dw, 9 € HH(D)
1
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Sinceu solves [3P) and(u) is non-negative[T20, 4.14.Proposition 1] implies thatréhis a Lagrange
multiplier A, € R such that

(D (1), 0) = N (DuEel(u).9) , 9 € HH(I). (3.10)

We may then combin€(3110) and classical elliptic regulddtconclude that € H# (1) solves[[3B) in a
strong sense. In addition, takidg= « in (3.10) gives

1
BloZullZ, ) + Tl0wullZ, 1y + aldwullz, ) = —/\u/l ug(u) d (3.11)

hence\, > 0 sinceg(u) is non-negative and is non-positive and different from zero.

We are left with the upper bounld(8.9) an. On the one hand, multiplyinf(3.3) §Y + u),, — (1+2),
integrating ovef2(u), and using

(14 u(@)py(z,2) = (14+2)=0, (x,2)€ IN(u),

we obtain from Green’s formula that

0= / (€205 10002 (1 + w)thy) + ety (1 + w)Datp, — 1)] d(z, 2)
Q(u)

= / [(1+u) (£%0:0u]? + |0:00u]?) + *Yu0ptby Dpu] d(z,2) — 2,
Q(u)

whence

/ [t (€2[02tu]? + |0:0u]?) + *Pu0utby Opu] d(z,2) =2 — Ee(u) . (3.12)
Q(u)

On the other hand, we multipl{z(1.3) byp,, and integrate ove®(u). Using again Green’s formula along
with the values of: and,, on the boundary of2(u), we find

Q(u)
1

1
52/ u(x)Opu(x) Opthy(x, u(x)) d:v—i—/ w(x) 0,y (2, u(x)) dz

-1 -1

- — / [U (52|8x1/)u|2 + |8z1/)u|2) + 621/)u811/1u 8xu)] d(;p7 Z)
Q(u)

1
+/ u(x) [(’“)Zwu(:v,u(:v)) — 20, u(z) &Ewu(x,u(x)ﬂ dx .

—1

Combining [3:IR) with the above identity ad (2.6) we end i w

1
- / u(z) (14 €*0u(x)]?) O (z,u(z)) do = E.(u) — 2. (3.13)

—1
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Now it follows from (3.2), [3.11),[(3.13), Jensen’s ineqtalthe bounds-1 < u» < 0, and the non-
negativity [2.7) ofr — 9,4, (x, u(z)) that

Ap(p) = BIOZulT, 1y + TN0xullF, 1) + alldwullT,py
1
= —/\u/ u(x) (1 + 52|8xu(:c)|2) |04y (2, u(x))|? do

—1
2

</_11 lu(a)] (1 + €28pu(@)[?) Dutpu(w, u(x)) dx)

> A

_ [ @)l (4 oru)P) do

1
_9)2

> A (582(u) 22) '

2+ 0uullg, 1

We finally observe thaf. (u) = p asu € A, while

1 1
focullyiy == [ wotudr< [ jouldr < VIR < 212
-1 -1

sinceu € K2 solves[(3.R). Therefore,

VB(p—2)°
4u(p) =2 A :
2 (\/3 + 62\/u(p))
which gives[(3.P) after using Propositibn3.1. O

Proof of Theoreri 113Clearly, Proposition 312 and Theor€ml3.4 imply that for gach2 there are\, > 0,
u, € Hp(I), andyy, € H?(Q(u,)) such thatu,,v,) is a solution to[(TIL)ETI4) with = \,. We recall
that\ — (A, Uy) defines a smooth curve It x H*(I) starting at(0, 0) according to Theorefn 1.2 so that
E.(Ux) — 2 as\ — 0 due to Proposition 216. Consequently, sid¢éu,) = p and\, — 0 asp — oo, we
realize thatu, # U, for largep. Finally, sinceu, is even and uniquely determings, it readily follows
thatey, = ¢,(z, z) is even with respect to € I. O

4. REGULARITY OF soLUTIONS To(l.3)-(1.3)

In this section we provide the technical proofs of Proposif2.3 and Propositidn 2.4 that were post-
poned. That is, we shall improve the regularity of the wedktsm ., to (1.3)-[1.4) given in Lemmia2.1
for smoother deflection and prove continuity properties of the functigmlefined in[(Z.B). In order to do
so we introduce the transformation

1+2

Tu(z, 2) = (I, m) , (2,2) € Qu)
mapping(u) onto the fixed rectangl@ := I x (0,1). We then transform the elliptic problefn(IL.8)-{1.4)
for ¢, in the variablegz, z) € Q(u) to the elliptic problem
LD, =f, in Q ®,=0 on 900, (4.2)

for @, (x,n) =, o T,; ' (x,n) — n in the variablegz, n) = T,,(z, z) € 2, where the operatat, is given
by

Oz u(x)
1+ u(x)

. lz (axum))?_ 02u(z)

2.2 2
1+ e*n* (0, u(x)) 52w

=2 0% — 22
Low =¢e* diw — 2" n 0+ u()? )

020pw +

(4.2)

1+ u(zx 1+ u(x) O
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and the right-hand sidg, is given by

Fulam) = e [am ( Grulz) ) - ( a”ﬂ““))ﬂ C @men. (4.3)

1+ u(x) 1+ u(x

The goal is then to obtain uniform estimates dgy in the anisotropic space
X(Q):={we HY(Q); 0,w € H'(Q)}
in dependence of deflectionshelonging to certain open subsets

S S H 1
Sy (k) == {u eWyp);u>~-1+rin I and HUHWS,D(I) < ;}

of Wy (1), wherep > 2, s > 1/p, andx € (0,1). Note that the closure df; () in W (1) is

S

- . . 1
S,(k) = {u eWyp);u>~1+kin I and HUHW;f,D(I) < E}
andS® = U,.c(0,1)S5 (x). More precisely, we shall prove the following result redagthe problem({4]1):

Proposition 4.1. Leta € [0,1/2),v € (a,1/2), k € (0,1), andu € ngo‘(n). There is a unique solution
®, € X(Q) N H?>77(Q) to (@T)which satisfies
[Pullx (@) + |Pullgz-v () < ci(k) (4.4)
for some positive constant(x) depending only on, «, v, andx. In addition, the distributiony,,, defined
for ¥ € C§°(Q2) by
@) = = [ el = U@, P, )] 00(a,) dl)
+ [ W@)0,0,8. .m0 ) dan) (4.5)

with U := 9, In (1 + u), belongs to the dual spadé—(2) of H*(12), and there is:z(x) depending only
one, a, andx such that

qull - ) < ca(k) . (4.6)
Furthermore, if(u,),>1 iS @ sequence iﬁi““(n) converging weakly iff2=<(I) towardu € ?5‘“(@,
then
®,, =&, in X(Q)NH>*"(Q) 4.7)
and(®,,, )»>1 converges strongly t@,, in H'(Q).
The proof of Proposition 411 requires several steps whid¢hbgigiven in the next subsection, the actual
proof of Propositio 4]1 being contained in Subseckion 48m Propositio 4]1 we may in particular

derive more regularity for the solutiaf, to (I.3)-[1.3) and the continuity of the functigrdefined in[Z.B)
as stated in the next corollary.

Corollary 4.2. Givena € [0,1/2) andu € S?~<, the corresponding solution,, to (I.3)-(T.4) belongs to
H?27%(Q(u)). In addition,g € C(S*~*, H°(I)) for all o € [0,1/2).

As already indicated, Propositibn 2.3 and Propos(iioch Zesaw consequences of Corolléryl4.2 which
is proved in Subsectidn4.2.
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4.1. Auxiliary Results. The starting point for the proof of Proposition 4.1 is thevadility of the Dirichlet
problem forL,, in H-1(Q) foru € S5 (k) and inLa(Q) for u € ?i(n) with p > 2.

Lemma4.3. Leta € [0,1/2),p > 2, andx € (0,1).
(i) Givenu € S5 “(x) andh € H~1(Q) there is a unique weak solutich € HEL(Q) to

L,2=h in Q, &=0 on 90. (4.8)
Moreover, there ig3(x) depending only on, «, andx such that
19l (@) < es(®) 1751 - (4.9)

(i) Givenu € ?i(n) andh € Ly(Q) there is a unique solutiofe € H},(2) N H%(Q) to (&.38).

Proof. The proof of Lemm&4]3 (i) is similar to that of the first statrhof [5, Lemma 2.2] thanks to the
continuous embedding di?~<(I) in W1 (I). Next, Lemmd4B (ii) follows from the second statement
of [4, Lemma 6]. O

We next provide continuity properties with respectitandh of the solutiond to (4.8).

Lemma4.4. Leta € [0,1/2) andk € (0,1). Consider sequencés,,),>1 in 57 (k) and (h,,),>1 in
H~1(Q) such that
U, —u in H>~*(I) and h,, — h in H1(Q).
Denoting the solution t¢4.8) with (u.,, h,,) by ®,, and that of (2.8) by ® there holds
o, —~ @ in HY(Q).

Proof. Letn > 1 andy € H}(Q). SettinglU, := 9, In (1 + u,,), the weak formulation of(418) fob,,
reads

52/ [0: P, — nURO,®,] 0,0 d(z, 1)
Q
1
_ 22 ;- zq)n - 2. 2772 (I)'n. 9d
+/Q { 20U, 0,®,, + ((1+un)2 +e2p Un>877 }8,7 (z,m)

—52/ (U 0,®, — U 20, @] 9 d(z,m) = —/ hpd d(z,n) . (4.10)
Q Q

Owing to the compactness of the embeddingtof=* (1) in WL (1), there is a subsequence,, )i>1

of (un)n>1 such that(u,, )r>1 converges toward in W1 (I) ask — oo. This implies in particular that
(Un,)k=>1and(U2, )i>1 converge, respectively, towakd:= 9, In (1 4 ) andU? in L (I). Furthermore,
it follows from (4:9) and the boundedness(@f,),>1 in H~(Q) and that of(u,,),>1 in S (k) that
(®,,)n>1 is bounded inH}, (2). We may therefore assume that,, ),>1 converges weakly toward some
¥ in H} (). Combining the previous weak convergences we realize tharms in [4.10) converge and
lettingn;, — oo in (4.10) shows tha¥ is a weak solution td (418). According to Lemmal4.3 {i)coincides
with the unique solutio® to (4.8). This, in turn, implies the convergence of the wtsglguencé®,, ),,>1
and completes the proof. O

We next derive additional estimates on the solutior tgl (faBsome specific choices of the right-hand
sideh and begin with the case € L2 ().

Lemma 45. Leta € [0,1/2), v € (o, 1/2), k € (0,1), u € S5 (), andh € Ly(Q). The unique
solution® to (4.8), given by LemmB&4.3 (i), belongs #6(Q2) N H27¥(Q), and there isc4(x) depending
only one, «, v, andx such that

1@l x Q) + 1@ g2+ (o) < calk)l|hll Lo - (4.11)
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Furthermore, the distribution, defined for) € C§°(€2) by

@) = — [ e8n) = U @)0,8(,)] 0:0(z.1) Az )
+ /Q nU ()05 0, ®(x,n)0(z,n) d(z,n) (4.12)
with U := 9, In (1 + u), belongs tal»(€?), and there is5 () depending only os, a, andx such that
o) < es(B)lIRl L0 - (4.13)

Proof. Step 1: We first assume that € S5 “(x) N W2(I) for somep > 2. Clearly, there isi’ € (x,1)

such that: € ?i(n’). Thus, by Lemm&4l3 (ii), the solutioh to (4.8) belongs td7*(12). Set( := 97
andw := 9,0,®. We multiply (4.8) by¢ and integrate ove® to find

/ h¢ d(z,n) = 52/ Bszagfl) d(z,n) — 252/ nUwC d(z,n)
Q Q Q

+/ {% + 52772U2} ¢ d(z,n) + 52/ 7 [U2 — BwU] COy® d(z,m) .
ol(l+u) Q
Using the identity
28552 _ 2
/QBICD(?,](I) d(z,n) = /Qw d(z,n)
from [8, Lemma 4.3.1.2 & 4.3.1.3] we deduce

2 2

20, 2 _S _&
ellw =nUCl7,) + H Tl 2 R+ Ry (4.14)

with
R = 2 / (0.U — U?)0, 0020 d(z,n) . (4.15)
Q
Ry = /h(d(:c,n) . (4.16)
Q

Introducing the trace(z) := 9, ®(z, 1) for z € I, we infer from Green’s formula and(£+1) = 0 that

Ry = /_11 (0.U — U?)y? da — /Q(amU — U?)(0,®)* d(x,m)

1
- / (0,U — U*)y? dz +/ U?(9,®)? d(z,n) + 2/ Uwd,® d(z,n)
—1 Q Q

= / (0.U — U?)y? dz + /Q U?(0,®)* d(z,n)

—1
+ 2/ Udy®(w —nUC) d(z,n) + 2/ U*nd, ®0;® d(z,n) .
Q Q

Using once more Green'’s formula, we end up with
1
Ry = / 0,U~* dx + 2/ U0,®(w —nUQ) d(z,n) . (4.17)
—1 Q

Sincea € [0,1/2), H'=*(I) is an algebra and it follows from the fact that ?3”(«;) and the Lipschitz
continuity ofr — (1 +7)~!in [k — 1, 00) that

< ¢(k)

10Ul -1y < cllUllgr—ary < cl|Ozull gr-«(p
Hi=o(])

1
1+u
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while the continuity of pointwise multiplication (sele [Lh&orem 4.1 & Remark 4.2(d)])
1
HY(1) - HY(I) — HY(I), 0<a<v<g,
gives
171 g1 1y < el IV ey -

Since the trace operator maf$(2) continuously inf*—'/2(I) forall s € (1/2,1] by [8, Theorem 1.5.2.1]
and since the complex interpolation spaée (), H}, ()] coincides up to equivalent norms with

HEZ/2(0) we further obtain

(2v+1)/2

17| e 1y < llOn @l 0105 @ll v @)

34+2v)/2 1-2v)/2
< clon®llia 20,201 o

We now combine the above estimatés, (#.17), Young's inégutile continuous embedding éf2~<(I)
in WL (I), and [49) to obtain, fof € (0,1),

1
|R1| < ||8IUHH*0<(I) H'YZHHQ([) + —Hw - nUCH%z(Q) + 2HUH%DO(I) ”877(1)”%2(9)

2
3+2v)/2 1-2v)/2
< c(m)|on®] ey 210, o
1 1?7
2 2 2
+ §Hw = UL, ) + cllOzullL ’H—u o 10521750

1
< 810y @[5 o + 5, 0) 1|0y @||F 0 + llw = U7, -

Since
0@ r1(0) < 105®1y0) + wllLa@) + ¢l L2
< 100l + o = 10l + IOl | 5
L2(Q)
L+l |
1) 1+u La(Q)
<03®l250) + lw = nUCl L, (0) + c(k) ’1 (4.18)
+ullp, @)
and
[0n @ L) < es(B)IRll =1 (o
by (4:9), we further obtain
1 ¢ P
2 2
< (2043 ) o0 ClE o e8| i | et -
Choosings € (0,1/4) such that(x)d§ < 1/(2¢%), we conclude that
2
Bal <l = U0 + o |||+ el (4.19)
= L2 T 262 [T+ ull 1, 0 Hp Q) '
Next, by Cauchy-Schwarz’ and Young's inequalities,
[Ro| < |11+l nllhllLae ‘ <1 2 + c(w)||hl7 (4.20)
— oo = Q . .
’ l+u L2(Q) 401+wu L2(Q) Fa(@®
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We then infer from[(4.14)[(4.19), and (4120) that

2

¢
o= Ul + g | < ) (180 o+ 180 ) < A -

1+u La()

Using once more that € ?5‘“(,@) together with[(ZR) and the definition efand(, we finally obtain
[ONS X(Q) with ||(977(I)||H1(Q) < C(”)HhHLg(Q) . (421)
Therefore, recalling the definitioh (4]12), the reguladfy: and® and [4.8) allow us to write

1
m + 62772U2 < — 6277U2(’“)77<I> 5 (422)

and it follows from [4.2]1) and the continuous embeddingidf (1) in W1 (I) that the right-hand side of
the above identity belongs 0, (€2) with

||(JHL2(Q) < c(B)|[hll o) - (4.23)

e2q = 2020 — 5217(’“)1U(977<I> =h+2*Uw — [

Since
N0, U0, ® = 0, (nU0,®) — nUw
and pointwise multiplication
Hp () - Hp(Q) — Hp " (9)
is continuous([], we deduce frofn (4121) and the continueeisexlding of 72~ (I) in W1 (I) that
[(z,n) = 10, U0,®] € H™"(Q) with |[n0,U0y®|| ;- (o) < (k)| Lo -

This last property together with (4121, (4122), and (# @3gils thatd € H2~7 () with
@]l 2= () < c(k)||P]|La0) -

We have thus shown that Lemifial4.5 holds trueder 5, (k) N W2(I) with p > 2.

Step 2: Let nowu € ?3”(/@). Classical density arguments ensure that there is a segeng,>; such
thatu,, € W#(I) for eachn > 1 and

lim Hun - u||H27a(1) =0. (4.24)

n—roo

Furthermore, owing to the continuous embeddifity (1) in WL (I) and the convergende (4124), we may

assume that,, € S5 “((1 + k)/2) for eachn > 1. Denoting the solution t674.8) with, instead ofu by
®,,, it follows from the analysis performed Btep 1 that®,, € X () N H2~"(Q) satisfies

Pnllx@) + 1Pnll a2 < c(B)lIh] Ly - (4.25)

Owing to the compactness of the embedding&/6f ¥ () in H'(Q), Lemmd4.# together witfhi (4.P4) and
(@.23) imply that

®, — & in H'(Q) and &, —~ @ in X(Q)NH*Q),

where® € HL () is the weak solution td_(4.8) which also belongsX¢2) N H2~* () and satisfies
@.25). O

We next consider the case where the right-hand sidé¢ (4.8) is less regular but is a derivative with
respect ta.
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Lemma4.6. Leta € [0,1/2), a1 € [0,1/2), v € (o, 1/2) N[, 1/2), & € (0,1). Letu € S5 “(x) and
suppose that € H—1(Q) is of the form
h(z,n) = Ozh1(x)ha(n), (x,n) €Q, withhy € H'=*'(I) and hy € H'(0,1) . (4.26)
Then the unique solutiof to (£.8), given by LemmBa4.3 (i), belongs 16(2) N H2~¥(Q) and there is
¢¢(k) depending only on, «, a1, v, andx such that
2]l x () + [Pl z2-v ) < co(k)l[h1ll gr-airy 1h2llE1(0,1) - (4.27)
Moreover, the distribution defined inf@12)belongs toH ~(£2) and there is7(x) depending only oa,
«, ap, andk such that
gl zr-e1(ry < cx(B) il gr-en oy 1h2ll 10,1y - (4.28)
Proof. The proof of Lemm&41l6 follows closely that of Lemmal4.5, th@mdifference being the analysis

of the terms involving.

Step 1. We additionally assume that € W (I) for somep > 2 and thath; € H'(I). In that case the
solution® to (4.8) belongs ta7?(2) according to LemmBA4L.3 (ii). We then proceed as in the proof of
Lemmd4.b and observe thit(4.14) as well as the estilnaf®) @n1?,, defined in[[4.15), are still valid. To
estimateR,, defined in[(4.16), we argue differently. We use twice Greéormula to get

Rgz/hg&mhﬁ?]@ d(I,’I])
Q

1 1
_ / ha(1)Dsha ()9 Dz, 1) dar — / 3(0)9s i ()9, Dz, 0) dar — / D h1Dyhady® d(,n)
1 1 Q

1 1
= ha(1) / ) Oph1 ()0, ®(x, 1) doz — ho(0) / ) Oph1(2)0,®(2,0) dz + /Q h10yh20,0,® d(x,n)

1

1
= [ mayhalno, @1 dn+ [ b(-1)0,2(m0,8(-10) di
0 0
Recalling thatb(1,7) = ®(—1,n) = 0 forn € (0,1) due to [4.8), we realize that the last two terms on the
right-hand side of the above identity vanish and thus
1 1
Ry = hg(l)/ Ozhi(x)0,®(x,1) do — hQ(O)/ Ozhi(x)0,®(x,0) dz —i—/ h10yh20,0,® d(z,n) .
-1 -1 Q
Using again the notatioti = d, In (1 + u), w = 0,0,®, and{ = 8%(1), we deduce from the continuity of
the trace operator from¥!(Q2) to H*1(I) and the continuous embedding &t~ (I) in L. (I) that
[ Re| < [ha(W10zh1 [l 110 (1) 100 @, Dl s (1) + [P2(0)[[|00Pa ]| 1r=ea (1) |0 (-5 0) [ e (1)
+ 171l oo (0 10 h2| Ly 0,1) lw]l £o(2)
L2(Q)> '
Lz(“)) '

+ (s, ) hall3p—ay o1y I1h2llFr 0.1y (4.29)
L2(Q)

< clhal#10,1) 1Pl e () <|5n‘1’|H1(sz) + lw = nUC|| L) + 102ull Lo (1) ‘1+ "

Since
100 @l Lo(0) < ()Pl -1 () < e()IhahallLy )
by Lemmd4.B (i), we deduce frofn (4]18) that

(Ral < ()l 7o ) el 0. (uhlhzm(m o= 10 + | T

Young's inequality finally gives
2

2 ¢
Bal <8l U+ | o
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for § € (0,1). Choosing) appropriately small if{4:29), we derive from (4. 14}, (4,1#nd [4.2D) that
2

¢
o= Ul + | < 0 (1A oy 4 I By Wil

14+u La(9)

< e(m)[PallFpa-ar oy [1P2ll7 0,1y -
Therefore, since € 32*“(%), we conclude as in the proof of Lemial4.5 thelbelongs taX (2) with

@l x) < c(&)lhllgr-ar nyllh2llEH10,1) - (4.30)
Recalling the definitio{{4.12) and arguing as in the proq®o®3), we infer from[(4.18) and (4.B0) that
leq = hll o) < clw)||hall gi-or b2l g (1) - (4.31)
On the one hand, the regularify (41 26)/oénsures thatt € H~**(Q2) and we deduce froni {4.B1) that
gl -1 () < c(®)1hallgr—er ()l P2l 10,1 - (4.32)
On the other hand, arguing as in the proof of Lenhméa 4.5, weimbitam (4.29) that
[(z,n) = 10:U0,®] € H™"(Q) with  [[n0,U0y®| ;-0 () < c(B)|hall zri-es (1)l P2l 0,1) 5

while the regularity[(4.26) of. and the choice of > «; entail thath € H (). We combine these facts
with (£:30) and[(4.32) to conclude th&te H?~¥(Q) satisfies

1@l 52— (@) < c(8)l[hallgr-ar @ llhellm1(0,1) -

We have thereby established Lemimd 4.6 for all functiﬂ)l&sggﬂ(m) andh € H~1(Q) satisfying [4.2b)
under the additional assumption thae W7 (1) andh, € H'(I).

Step 2: We now considen € ?;70‘(5) andh € H"(Q) satisfying [4.2B). Classical approximation
arguments guarantee that there are sequenggs> in W#(I) and(hy,,)n>1 in H'(I) such that

nh_}rrgo Hun — UHH2*D‘(I) = nh—>n<lo ||h17n — hl”Hl*al(I) =0.
We then proceed as in the second step of the proof of Ldmrma 4dplete the proof of Lemnia 4.6

4.2. Proof of Proposition [4.1 and Corollary [42 We are now in a position to complete the proof of
Propositiod 411 by considering the particular right-haine &, of (@) given in[[£.B). For the remainder

of this subsection, we set
U(x)::M, zel,
1+ u(x)
so that

fulz,n) =™ [0,U(z) = U(z)?] , (z.n) €.

Proof of Propositiofi 4]l Letu € ?3”(&). We handle the cases= 0 anda € (0, 1/2) separately.
Case l: o = 0. Inthat casey € H?(I) from which we readily infer that

fu€ Le(Q) and | fullz, < c(x) .

Fix v € (0,1/2). It follows from Lemmd4.B and Lemnfia 4.5 with= f, that [4.1) has a unique solution
o, € X(Q)N H?>7v(Q) which satisfies[{414). Moreover, the distributign defined by[45) belongs to
L2 () according to Lemm@4.5, anld (#.6) follows from (4.13).

Now, if (u,,)n>1 iS @ sequence iﬁg(n) converging weakly iff? (1) towardu € ?;(m), the compactness
of the embedding of/(I) in W1 (I) entails tha( f,, )»>1 converges weakly towarfi, in L(2). Hence,
due to Lemma4l4®.,,, ),>1 converges weakly toward,, in H'(2). Since(®,,, ),>1 is actually bounded
in X ()N H27v(Q) by (£3), the above convergence can readily be improveéd#).(#he compactness of
the embedding of7%~"(Q2) in H'(Q2) finally guarantees the strong convergenc¢®f, ),,~; toward®,,
in H1(Q).
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Case 2 a € (0,1/2). In that case the spadd!~“(I) is an algebra so that bofi andU? belong to
H'=(I). Introducing
fi(z) == &2 [U(x) —/ U?(x") dx’} , xel,

0
we realize that

fulw,m) =ndefr(z)  with  |[fil|g1-o < (k)
for some positive constantx) depending only om, «, andx. Fixv € (a, 1/2). We infer from Lemm&a4I3
and Lemmd4l6 with = f, anda; = o that [41) has a unique solutioh, € X () N H*7¥(Q)
which satisfies[(414). Also the distributigp defined in[(4.5) belongs t& ~*(Q2) by Lemmd4.5, and (4.6)
follows from (4.28). Finally, the proof of the continuityquerty stated in Propositidn 4.1 is the same as in
the previous case = 0. O

Finally, we may apply the information gathered on the equef#.1) for®,, to the problem[{I]3)E(114)
for 1, and prove Corollari/4]2.

Proof of Corollary[42.Leta € [0,1/2) andu € S?~<. SinceH?>~“(I) embeds continuously ii([—1, 1])
there clearly is some € (0,1) such that, € S3~*(k). Let®, and, be the unique solution t6(4.1) and
respectively[(TI3)E(1]14) and recall that

¢u(f€,2) = ‘I’u(%??) +n

for (z, z) € Q(u) and(z,n) € Qwith (z,2) = (z,—1+ (1 + u(x))n). Straightforward computations then
give

Buu(w,) = )~ n0.U (@), Bu(e,n) — 200 ()20, B ()
+1°U (2) 0@ (x,9) +nU (2)* 0y @u(2,m) + 1 [U% = 0:U] (2) ,
1 U U
0,0.0(02) = T SO0 B) — 102 (0,1) — T [ 0y )]
agwu(xvz) = ;624) (55,77)7

(L +u(x)> "

whereU := 9, In (1 + u). It readily follows from the regularity of. and Proposition 411 thdt.o,,, and
921, both belong tals(Q(u)). As for 82y, it also reads

01hy = qu + Ty + 54
with
ru(@,n) = =200 (2)0,0, @ (2,0) + n*U(x)* 02 o (2, ) + nU ()0, @ (z,n) ,
su(z,n) == n [U(x)? = 9, U(x)]

for (z,n) € Q, the distributiong, being defined in[{4]5). The regularity efand Propositioi 4]1 imply
ry € Lo(€2) while the distributiong,, ands,, both belong ta (). Consequentlyy,, € H2~*(Q(u)).
As for the continuity ofy recall thatg(u) may be written alternatively as

1+ 2|0, u(x)|? NI
g(u)(x) = —(1 @)’ |0 @y (2, 1)]7, cl.

Let (u,),>1 be any sequence iy~ (k) with u,, — u in H2~*(I). Then, for eachs € (0,1/2), the
convergencd(417) and the compactness of the embeddiig(@t) in H1~*(Q) imply that
Oy ®y, — 0y®, in H'™5(Q)
and thus, according t0l[8, Theorem 1.5.1.2],
Oy ®u, (1) = 0@y (-, 1) in HY275(I) .
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Since pointwise multiplication
HY“= (1) - H (1) - HY?75(I) - HY*>75(I) — H°(I)
is continuous for each € [0,1/2 — 2s) according tol[lL, Theorem 4.1 & Remark 4.2(d)], we conclude

thatg(u,) — g(u) in H7(I) and thus the continuity of : S5~“(x) — H°(I) for all o € [0,1/2) as
s € (0,1/2) is arbitrary. O
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