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On the exact multiplicity of stable ground states of
non-Lipschitz semilinear elliptic equations for some classes
of starshaped sets

J.l. Diaz, J. Hernandez and Y.Sh. llyasov *

Abstract

We prove the exact multiplicity of flat and compact support stable solutions of an autonomous non-
Lipschitz semilinear elliptic equation of eigenvalue type according to the dimension N and the two ex-
ponents, 0 < a < B < 1, of the involved nonlinearites. Suitable assumptions are made on the spatial
domain 2 where the problem is formulated in order to avoid a possible continuum of those solutions and,
on the contrary, to ensure the exact number of solutions according to the nature of the domain 2. Our
results also clarify some previous works in the literature. The main techniques of proof are a Pohozhaev’s
type identity and some fibering type arguments in the variational approach.

1 Introduction

In this paper we study the existence of non-negative solutions of the following problem

{Aqu |u|*"tu = Au|®~tu in Q, P, 5.0)

u =0 on 0f).

Here  is a bounded domain in RY, N > 3 with a smooth boundary 952, which is strictly star-shaped
with respect to a point 7o € RY (which will be identified as the origin of coordinates if no confusion may
arise), A is a real parameter, 0 < o < 8 < 1. By a weak solution of P(«, 3, A) we mean a critical point
u € Hi := H}(Q) of the energy functional

1 1 A
E)\(’LL) = 5‘/Q‘VU‘2dx+a7_H‘/Q‘u|a+ld.T—m/ﬂ|u|ﬂ+ld$,

where H{ (€2) is the standard vanishing on the boundary Sobolev space. We are interested in ground states
of P(a, B, \): i.e., a weak solution uy of P(«, 3, \) which satisfies the inequality

Ex(uy) < Ex(wy)

for any non-zero weak solution wy of P(«, 3, A). Notice that in [23] authors also use the term “ground
state” with a different meaning.
Since the diffusion-reaction balance —Awu = f (A, u) involves the non-linear reaction term

FOu) o= AJul? " — [u]*

and it is a non-Lipschitz function at zero (since a < 1 and 8 < 1) important peculiar behavior of solutions
of these problems arises. For instance, that may lead to the violation of the Hopf maximum principle on the
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boundary and the existence of compactly supported solutions as well as the so called flat solutions which
correspond to weak solutions v > 0 in €2 such that

@ =0 on 01, (1)
ov

where v denotes the unit outward normal to 02. When the additional information (1) holds but the weak
solution may vanish in a positively measured subset of €2, i.e. if w > 0 in €2, we shall call it as a compact
support solution of P(«, 8, \) (sometimes also called as a free boundary solution, since the boundary of its
support is not a a priori known). Notice that in that case the support of w is strictly included in Q. If u is a
weak solution such that property (1) is not satisfied we shall call it as a usual weak solution (since, at least
for the associated linear problem and for Lipschitz non-linear terms, the strong maximum principle due to
Hopf, implies that (1) cannot be verified).

In what follows we shall use the following notation: any largest ball Br(q) := {z € RY : |z| < R(Q)}
contained in €2 will be denoted as an inscribed ball in §). Our exact multiplicity results will concern the
case of some classes of starshaped sets of R™V containing a finite number of different inscribed balls in €.

For sufficiently large )\ the existence of a compactly supported solution of P(a, 3, ) follows from
[10, 25] (see also for the case N = 1, [0, 7], [4, 5, 18, 19]. Indeed, by [18, 19, 10, 25] the equation
in P(a, 3,1) considered in R has a unique (up to translation in R™) compactly supported solution u*,
moreover u* is radially symmetric such that supp(u*)=Bg-~ for some R* > 0. Hence since the support

of u(z) := u*(x/o), v € Byp+ is contained in €, for sufficiently small o, the function w§(z) =
o TR u’ () weakly satisfies P(a, 8, A) in Q with A = o~ = However, it is not hard to show (see,

e.g. Corollary 5.2 below, that, in general (for all sufficiently large \), weak solutions w are not ground
states.

On the other side, finding flat or compactly supported ground states is important in view of the study of
non-stationary problems (see [8, 9, 14] and [24]).

The existence of flar and compact support ground states, for certain \* of P(c, 8, ) has been obtained
in [15] (see also [9]). In the present paper we develop this result presenting here a sharper explanation of the
main arguments of its proof. Furthermore, we shall offer here some more precise results on the behaviour
of ground states depending on .

It is well known that the non-Lipschitz nonlinearities may entail the existence of a continuum of non-
negative compact supported solutions of elliptic boundary value problems. However the answer for the
same question stated about ground states or usual solutions becomes unclear. Notice that this question is
important in the investigation of stability solutions for non-stationary problems (see [8, 9, 14]). We recall
that, as a matter of fact, flat solutions of P(c«, 3, \*) only may arise if 2 is the ball Bg- mentioned before.
For the rest of domains, and values of A > \*, any weak solution which is not a “usual” solution should
have compact support.

Let us state our main results. For given u € H}(Q2), the fibrering mappings are defined by ¢, (t) =
E, (tu) so that from the variational formulation of P(«, 3, ) we know that ¢! (¢)|;=1 = O for solutions,
where we use the notation

St) = ()
If we also define ¢//(t) = g—;E)\(tu), then, in case 5 < 1 the equation ¢,(¢) = 0 may have at most
two nonzero roots tmin () > 0 and tmax(u) > 0 such that ¢ (tmax(v)) < 0, @l (tmin(w)) > 0 and
0 < tmax(t) < tmin(u). This implies that any weak solution of P(«, 3, A) (any critical point of E(u))
corresponds to one of the cases tmin(u) = 1 or tmax(u) = 1. However, it was discovered in [15] (see
also [9, 13, 14]) that in case when we study flat or compactly supported solutions this correspondence
essentially depends on the relation between «, 5 and N. Thus following this idea (from [9, 13, 14, 15], in
the case N > 3, we consider the following subset of exponents

Es(N)={(e,B): 21+a)1+p)—N1-a)(1-5)<0,0<a<p<1}

The main property of (V) is that for star-shaped domains © in RN, N > 3, if (o, 8) € E,(N), any
ground state solution u of P(a, 3, \) satisfies ¢/, (¢)|+=1 > 0 (see Lemma 2.2 below and [9, 15]).



Remark 1.1 In the cases N = 1,2, one has E,(N) = 0. Furthermore, this implies (see [9]) that if
N =1,2and 0 < a < B < 1, then any flat or compact support weak solution u of P(«, 8, \) satisfies

G (t)]t=1 < 0.

In what follows we shall use the notations

2

0
azEa(tu)|i=1, ue H ().

U / a 1 /!
B{() = 6, (0li=1 = 5 Ba(tw)li-1, B (w) = 6o = 5

Our first result is the following

Theorem 1.1 Let N > 3 and let Q be a bounded strictly star-shaped domain in RN with C?-manifold
boundary 0. Assume that (o, ) € Es(N). Then there exists \* > 0 such that for any A > \* problem
P(a, B, ) possess a ground state uy. Moreover EY(uy) > 0, uy € CY7(Q) for some v € (0,1) and
uy > 0in Q. For any A < \*, problem P(«, 3, \) has no weak solution.

Our second main result deals with the (non-)existence of flat or compactly supported ground states.

Theorem 1.2 There is a non-negative ground state ux~ which is flat or has compact support. Moreover,
ux- is radially symmetric about some point of Q, and supp(ux-)=B r(q) is an inscribed ball in §). For all
A > X*, any ground state uy of P(«a, 8, \) is a “usual” solution.

Our last result deals with the multiplicity of solutions. Our main goal is to extend the results of [6]
and [7] concerning the one-dimensional case. We also recall that the existence of what we call now “usual”
solutions was proved in some previous papers in the literature. Existence of a smooth branch of such positive
solutions was proved for A > A* in [12] by using a change of variables and then a continuation argument.
The existence of at least two non-negative solutions in such a case was shown in [21] by using variational
arguments and this result was improved in [] showing that one of the solutions is actually positive, again
by variational arguments. Many of these results are valid even in the singular case —1 < o < 5 < 1.

In order to present our exact multiplicity results we introduce the geometrical reflection across a given
hyperplane H by the usual isometry Ry : RV — R, Remember that any point of H is a fixed point of Rp;.
Now we shall introduce some classes of starshaped sets ) for which we can obtain the exact multiplicity
of flat stable ground solutions of problem P(«, 3, A\*). We say that  is of Strictly Starshaped Class m, if
it is a strictly starshaped domain and contains exactly m inscribed balls of the same radius R(€2) such that
each of them can be obtained from any other by k& € {1,...,m} reflections of  across some hyperplanes
Hi,i=1,..k.

Theorem 1.3 Assume N > 3, (o, 8) € E4(N). Let Q be a domain of Strictly Starshaped Class m > 1
with a C%-manifold boundary OS). Then there exist exactly m stable nonnegative flat or compact supported
ground states u., U3.,..., uys of problem P(a,3,\*) and m sets of “usual” ground states (uy )o,,
(W3, oy (U )52y of Pla, B, An), , with limy o0 An = A, Ay > X, n = 1,2, ... and such that

n=1
uy = ul., strongly in Hltasn — oo, foranyi=1,...m.

Let us show how can be obtained some domains of Strictly Starshaped class m. We start by considering
an initial bounded Lipschitz set {2, of RY such that:

{2y contains exactly one inscribed ball of radius R(€). 2)

We also introduce the following notation: given a general open set GG of RY we define S[G] as the set of
points y € G such that G is strictly starshaped with respect to y. Then, the second condition we shall
require to )5 is

S[€] is not empty. 3)

Then €2 belongs to the Strict Starshaped class 1 if there exists €2, satisfying (2) and (3) such that 2 = ;.
Now, let us show how we can obtain a domain of Strictly Starshaped class 2.



Let 1 be a domain of Strictly Starshaped class 1 and assume, additionally, that the set S[{2;] contains
some other point different than z1, {z1} & S[Q], i.e.

there exists y; € S[2;] such that y; # 2.

Let now s := Rp(y,)(§21) be the reflected set of 2; across some hyperplane H (y;) containing the point
41 such that

1 U Q9 contains exactly one inscribed ball of radius R(f2) of center x5 # 1.

We now consider
Q=0;UQ,.

Notice that, obviously, 2 is Strictly Starshaped class 1 with respect to y; (since y; € S[€1] and any ray
starting from g is reflected to a ray linking y; with any other point of {25). Moreover, such a domain €2
verifies

) contains exactly two inscribed balls of radius R(2),

with center at two different points z; € 2, ¢ = 1,2.

Thus €2 is a set of Strictly Starshaped class 2. Evidently we can repeat this construction with a domain of
Strictly Starshaped class 2 and obtained a domain € of Strictly Starshaped class 3, etc.

Figure 1: Domain generating exactly three ground states

We believe that we can iterate this process in a similar way until some number m := m(N) > 3,
which maybe depends on the dimension /N. However we don’t know how to prove this. Moreover we
rise the following conjecture: For a given dimension N, there exists a number m(N) such that for any
k =1,2,...,m(N) there exists a domain of Strictly Starshaped class k whereas there is no domain in RN
of Strictly Starshaped class k with k > m(N).

Remark 1.2 We emphasize that by Theorems 1.1, 1.2,1.3 we obtain the complete bifurcation diagram for
the ground states of P(«, 8,\) for domains of Starshaped Class m. Indeed, the flat ground state wy-
corresponds to a fold bifurcation point (or turning point) from which it start m + 1 different branches of
weak solutions: on one hand, the branch of “usual” ground states uy, forming a branch of stable equilibria,
and, on the other hand, m branches formed by unstable compactly supported weak solutions, of the form
w§(z 2 xo,5) = 0T Ly ((x — xo,;)/0) with X = o~ 2= (see Figure 1) and m different points x ;,
j = 1,...,m. Furthermore, we know a global information: the energy of ux~ is the maximum among all the
possible energies associated to any weak solution of P(a, 3, A).



Figure 2: Union of the supports of the three radially symmetric ground states corresponding to the domain
given by Figure 1.
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Figure 3: Bifurcation diagram for the energy levels of ground states and compact support solutions.

In the last part of the paper we consider the associate parabolic problem

v — Av + [v|* v = Ao/ ~tv  in (0, +00) x Q
PP(a, B, A\, v0) v=20 on (0, +00) x 9N 4
v(0, ) = vo(x) on .

For the basic theory for this problem, under the structural assumption 0 < o < f < 1 we send the
reader to [9] and its references. We apply here some local energy methods, for the two cases A > \* and
A = \*, to give some information on the evolution and formation, respectively, of the free boundary given
by the boundary of the support of the solution v(t,.) when ¢ increases. This provides a complemmentary
information since by Theorem 1.1 (and the asymptotic behaviour results for PP(a, 8, A, v)) we know that,
ast — 400, the support of v(¢, .) must converge to a ball of R”, in the case A\ = \*, or to the whole domain

Q, if A > A\*, (the supports of one of the corresponding stationary solutions).

2 Preliminaries

In this section we give some preliminary results. In what follows H} := H} () denotes the standard
vanishing on the boundary Sobolev space. We can assume that its norm is given by

1/2
lul|s = (/ |Vu|2dx) .
Q



Denote

1 1 1
P)\(u) ::§A|VU|2d$+a7H/§2‘ula+l dx_)\ﬁ/g‘ldﬁ-‘rldx,

2N
R > 3.
2 N3 for N > 3

where

We will use the notation P (tu) = dPy(tu)/dt,t > 0,u € H{. From now on we suppose that the boundary
09 is a C2-manifold. As usual, we denote by do the surface measure on 0€2. We need the Pohozhaev’s
identity for a weak solution of P(a, 3, \).

Lemma 2.1 Assume that OS) is a C*-manifold, N > 3. Let u € C'(Q) be a weak solution of P(c, 3, \).
Then there holds the Pohozaev identity

2

1 ou
P, =—— — . .
\) = g3 | |gy| @ v)dot)
For the proof see [9, 1 7]and [22], [27]. See also some related results in [22] and [27].
Notice that
1
Ey(u) = P\(u) + N/ |Vu|?de, Yu € H(Q). ®)
Q

Assume () is strictly star-shaped with respect to a point 2o € R™ (which will be identified as the origin
of coordinates of R™V). Observe that if € is a star-shaped (strictly star-shaped) domain with respect to the
origin of RN thenz-v >0 (x-v > 0)forall z € 9. This and Lemma 2.1 imply

Corollary 2.1 Let Q) be a bounded star-shaped domain in RY with a C?-manifold boundary 0X). Then any
weak solution u € C1(Q) of P(«, 3, \) satisfies Py(u) < 0. Moreover; if u is a flat solution or it has a
compact support then Py(u) = 0. Furthermore, in the case S is strictly star-shaped, the converse is also
true: if P\(u) = 0 and u € CY(Q) is a weak solution of P(«, 3, ), then u is flat or it has a compact
support.

The proof of the following result can be found in [9, 15].

Lemma 2.2 Assume N > 3 and (o, §) € E(N).

(i) Let u € CY(Q) be a flat or compact support weak solution of P(c, 3,\). Then Ex(u) > 0 and
EY{(u) > 0.

(ii) If B4 (u) = 0, Px(u) < 0 for some u € H}(Q) \ 0, then

EY(u) > 0.
Remark 2.1 When 0 < § < a < 1, a case which is not considered in this paper, we have EY(u) > 0
and Py (u) < 0 for any weak solution u € H} \ 0 of P(«, 8, \). In particular, in this case, any solution of
P(a, B, \) is a “usual” solution. The uniqueness of solution was shown in [12].
In what follows we need also

Proposition 2.1 If E (tu) = 0 for u # 0, then P;(tu) < 0.

Proof Observe that,

N -2 2t
P{(tu) = ~ t/ﬂ|Vu|2dxf)\t6/ﬂ|u|ﬁ+1dx+ta/ﬂ|u|a+1dx:E$\(tu)fN/Q|Vu|2dx.

Thus Ef (tu) = 0 entails P{(tu) = —(2t/N) [ |Vu[*dz < 0 o



3 Auxiliary extremal values

In this section we introduce some extremal values which will play an important role in the following.
Some of these values, and the corresponding variational functionals, have been already introduced in [9, 15].
However, for our aims we shall introduce them using another approach which is more natural and easy.

Our approach will be based on using a nonlinear generalized Rayleigh quotient (see [16]). In fact,
we can associate to problem P(c, 3, \) several nonlinear generalized Rayleigh quotients which may give
useful information on the nature of the problem. In this paper we will deal with two of them.

First, let us consider the following Rayleigh’s quotient [16]

% fQ |Vu|2dx + %«H fQ |U|a+1d$
|u|B+1dz ’

R%(u) = u # 0. (6)

71 Jo

Following [16], we consider

£ Jo |Vul?dz + e

0 0 2 atl JQ
ro(t) = R°(tu) = , t>0, u#0. ™
i1 Jo lul?*tdo
Notice that for any u # 0, and A € R,
if R%(u) = 7r2(t)|4=1 = A, then Ej(u)=0. ®)

It is easy to see that 9r0(t)/0t = 0 if and only if

(1-5)”/ |vu|2dx+(a—ﬁ)ta51/u|a+1dx—o
2 0 Oé+1 Q -

and that the only solution to this equation is

[ 2B-a)  fylulotlde\ TR
folu) = (<a+ A w%) |

©))

Let us emphasize that o(u) is a value where the function 70 (#) attains its global minimum. Substituting

to(u) into 70 (¢) we obtain the following nonlinear generalized Rayleigh quotient:

Ao(u) = ry(to(w) = RO(t0)|emtowy = €57 Alu), (10)
where Y
p_ (1=a)(B+1) ((I—B)(aﬂ))l‘“ a
¢ 1-80+a)\ 28-a) ’
and - -
Ay — U [o1°71) 5y [Fufda) 5
Jo lulf+1da
See Figure 3.
It is not hard to prove (see, e.g., page 400 of [28]) that
Proposition 3.1 The map \(-) : H3(2) \ 0 — R is a C''-functional.
Consider the following extremal value of A\ (u)
ueHL(2)\0
Using Sobolev’s and Holder’s inequalities (see, e.g., [15]) it can be shown that
0 <Ay < +o0. (13)

By the above construction and using (8) it is not hard to prove the following



r r
/ ru(t) rl(#)
) . 10
E,\(fﬂb) =0
/\1p<u>

Ao(w)

0 to(u) t t 0 ti(u)  typ(u) tp(u) t

Figure 4: Figure 5:

Proposition 3.2 (i) If A < Ao, then E)\(u) > 0 for any u # 0,
(i) Forany \ > Ao there is u € Hg(Q) \ 0 such that Ex(u) < 0, B (u) = 0.

In what follows we shall use the following result:

Proposition 3.3 Let u be a critical point of \o(u) at some critical value ), i.e. Dy\o(u) = 0, A = Ao(u).

Then D, F5(u) = 0 and E5(u) = 0.

Proof Observe that

Duo(u)() = Dury(to(w))(9) + 514 (to(w))(Duto(u)(¢)) =0, Vo € C5°(Q).

Hence, since 97 (t)/Ot|i—t,(u) = 0, we get

Durg(tO(u))(¢) = tO(u) . DwRO(w)|w:to(u)u(¢) = 07 v¢ S CSO(Q)

Now taking into account that the equality A = Ao () implies E5(u) = 0, we obtain

1
_ 0 _ -
0=Dy,R (w)‘w:to(u)u = W . DwE)\(w)‘w:to(u)uv
which yields the proof.
We shall need also the following Rayleigh’s quotients:
1 1 «
RP(u) — 5 Jo |Vul? dz + 1 o lu|*Ttdx
ﬁ Jo lulf+tda
Vu|?dz + [, |u|*Tdz
Rl(u):fﬂ‘ | f1Q|| , u#0.
fQ |u|Pt1dz

Notice that for any u # 0 and A € R,

RP(u) =A< P\(u) =0 and R'(u) = A\ < E}(u) = 0.

(14)

15)

(16)

Let u # 0. Consider r? (t) := RF (tu), 71 (t) := R(tu), t > 0. Then, arguing as above for r(t), it can be
shown that each of these functions attains its global minimum at some point, ¢ p(u) and ¢; (u), respectively.

Moreover, it is easily seen that the following equation

7)



has a unique solution

% —« U a+1d1. T—a
@ —B-D(a+1) [,[VuPda
Thus, we have the next nonlinear generalized Rayleigh quotient
Aip(u) =1y (tip(u) = 1y (tip(u)).
It is easily to seen that Ay p(u) = cf‘l’f)\(u), where
b
op_ BHD@ —a+l) [ 2(-a) |\ )
e (B —a)2r (2*=p-1(a+1) '
Notice that
Py pw)(tip(wu) =0, B ) (tip(w)u) =0, Yu #O0. (20)
Consider
A1p = 111;% /\1p(u). (21)
Using Sobolev’s and Holder’s inequalities it can be shown (see, e.g., [15]) that
0<Aip < +Hoo. (22)

Moreover we have (see Figure 5):
Proposition 3.4 For any u # 0,

M) rZ@t) > rit)ifft € (0,t1p(u)) and rL(t) < rl(t) ifft € (t1p(u), +00);
() t1(u) < tip(u) < tp(uw).

Proof Observe that 2’ (t)/rl(t) — gﬁ > 1ast — 0. Hence, from the uniqueness of ¢; p(u) we obtain
).
By (16) we have E’Alp(u) (u) = 0. Therefore Proposition 2.1 implies < Py, () (t1p(u)u) < 0. Hence and

since J 541 J
_|_
It A tip(u) = W dtPAlp(u)(tU)h t1p(u))

we conclude that 4 LrP(t)|t=t,p(w) < 0. Now taking into account that ¢ p(u) is a point of global minimum
of rF(¢) we obtain that ¢ p(u) < tp(u). To prove of t1(u) < t1p(u), first observe that

d 1
dt u( )|t tlp( ) W ~E3{1P(u)(tu)|t:t1p(u)7

and that by Lemma 2.2 the equalities E\ |\ (tip(w)u) = 0, Py () (t1p(u)u) = 0imply EY .\ (tip(u)u) >
0. Thus 471 (t;p(u)) > 0 and the proof follows. o
Corollary 3.1 (i) If X < Aip and E (u) = 0, then Px(u) > 0.

(i) Forany \ > Ayp, there exists u € Hj \ 0 such that E}(u) = 0 and P\(u) <0

Proof (). Letu € HJ \ 0. Assume A\ < Aip(u) such that E4(u) = 0. Then in view of (16) we
have rl(1) = A < Aip(u ) Thus (ii), Proposition 3.4 yields 1 = tl(u) < 1p( ) and therefore by (i),
Proposition 3.4 we have r’(1) > r1(1) = . Thus by (6) we get Py (u) > 0.

The proof of (ii) is similar to (i). o

Corollary 3.2 A1p < Ay.



Proof Suppose that Ag < A;p. From Proposition 3.2 for any A € (Ag, A1p), there exists u # 0 such
that E\(u) < 0 and E (u) = 0. By Corollary 3.1, the equality E’ (u) = 0 entails Py(u) > 0. Hence by
(5) we have E\(u) > Py(u) > 0, i.e., we get a contradiction. The equality Ag = A;p is impossible since

ap bt o b, o
Corollary 3.3 Let Q be a bounded star-shaped domain in RN with C?-manifold boundary 0S). Then for

any \ < A1 p equation P(«, 8, \) cannot have weak solution.

Proof Let A < Ayp. Assume conversely that there exists a weak solution u. By the regularity of solutions

of elliptic equations, u € C*(£2). Then since EY (u) = 0 by Corollary 3.1 we have Py (u) > 0. However by

Corollary 2.1, any weak solution u € C1(Q2) of P(«, 3, \) satisfies Py (u) < 0. Thus we get a contradiction.
a

4 Main constrained minimization problem
Consider the constrained minimization problem:

Ey = Jnin Ey(u). (23)

where
My ={u€ H}\0: E\(u) =0, Py(u) <0}.

Observe that any weak solution of P(c, 3, A) belongs to M), such as it follows from Corollary 2.1. Hence
if F\x = Ex(uy), in (23), for some solution u) of P(a, 3, ), then uy is a ground state.
Proposition 4.1 M) # ) for any A > A1p.

Proof Let A > A;p. Consider the function \;p(-) : H} \ 0 — R. By Proposition 3.1 this is a con-
tinuous functional. Hence there is u € HO \ 0 such that A1p < A1p(u) < A. Since by (20) we have
P)\lp(u)(ﬁp( ) ) =0, E;\lp(u)(tlp( ) ) = 0, it follows P)\(tlp( )u) < 0, E;\(tlp(u)u) < 0. Hence
there iS tmin(u) > t1p(u) such that Ef (tmin(u)u) = 0. In view that P} (tu) = E4 (tu) — (2t/N) [ |[Vul?
for any ¢ > 0 we have P ({min (u)u) < 0 which implies that Py (tmin(u) ) < 0. Thus tpin(u)u € My. o

Lemma 4.1 For any A\ > Ay p there exists a minimizer uy of problem (23), i.e., E)(uy) = EA) and uy €
M.

Proof Let A > Aip. Then M) is bounded. Indeed, if u € M), then

1 ) 1 1
= do + —— oflq <,\7/ Al dz < eA
2*/Q|Vu| x+a+1/ﬂ|u\ x < R Q|u| z<c

gl

From here ||ul|; < C' < 400, Vu € M. Now, if (u,,) is a minimizing sequence of (23), then it is bounded
and there exists a subsequence, denoting again, (., ) which converges u,, — uo weakly in H} and strongly
Um — upin L9, 1 < g < 2*. We claim that u,,, — ug strongly in H}. If not, |Jug||1 < liminf,, o0 |[tm |1
and this implies

/\Vu0|2da:+/ |u0|a+1dx—/\/ luoP T da <
Q Q Q
lim inf </ |Vum|2dx—|—/ |y | 2T dz—)\/ |t |PH d:z:> =0

- Hence ug # 0 and Ef(up) = 0. Then there exists v > 1 such that

since EA (un,) = 0, m = 1,2,.
A(yuo) < E (uo) < E). By Proposition 2.1, F} (yug) = 0 implies P} (yug) < 0.

El\(yup) = 0and E
From this and since
Py (ug) < liminf Py (uy,) <0,

m— 00 -

we conclude that Py (yug) < 0. Thus yug € M) and E)(yug) < E '\» Which is a contradiction. o
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4.1 Existence of a flat or compact support ground state -

Let A > Aqp, then by Lemma 4.1 there exists a minimizer uy of (23). Notice since min{c«, 5} > 0,
E,(u) and E} (u), Py (u) are C*-functionals on H}(€2) . Hence we may apply Lagrange multipliers rule
(see, e.g., page 417 of [28]) and thereby there exist Lagrange multipliers fig, 11 2 such that |po| + |p1| +
2| # 0, pg > 0 and

poDuEx(ux) + 1 Dy EA\(un) + pr2 Dy Pa(uy) = 0, 24
p2P(uy) = 0. (25)

Proposition 4.2 Assume (o, 3) € E(N). Let A > A1p and uy € H} be a minimizer in (23) such that
Py(uy) < 0. Then uy is a weak solution to P(a, 3, \).

Proof Since Py (uy) < 0, equality (25) implies 2 = 0. Moreover, since (a, §) € Es(N), (i), Lemma
2.2 implies that E¥(uy) > 0. Testing (24) by uy we get 0 = poES (ux) = p1 EY (uy). But EY(uy) # 0
and therefore p; = 0. Thus, D, E)\(uy) = 0, that is u) weakly satisfies P(«, 8, A). This completes the
proof. o
Introduce

Z:={\e€ (A1p,+00): Py(uy) <0, uy € My st Ex(uy) = Ex}. (26)

Proposition 4.3 Z is a non-empty open subset of (A1p, +00).

Proof Notice that by Lemma 4.1, for any A > A;p there exists uy € M) such that E(uy) = EA’)\. To
prove that Z # (), we show that [Ag, +00) C Z. Take A > Ag. Then in view of (ii), Proposition 3.2 we
have Ey < 0. Thus Ey)(uy) < 0, for any uy € M) such that Fy(uy) = E,. In view of (5) we have
E(uy) > Px(uy) and therefore Py(uy) < 0, Vuy € My such that Ey(uy) = E,. Thus \ € Z.

Let us show that Z is an open subset of (A;p,+00). Notice that if Z = (A1p,+00), then Z is an open
subset of (A1 p,+00) by the definition.

Assume Z # (A1p,+00). Let A € Z. Suppose, contrary to our claim, that there is a sequence (\,,) C
(A1p,+00) \ Z such that \,,, — X as m — oo. Then there is a sequences of solutions (uy, ) of (23)
such that Py, (uy, ) = 0. Then by Lemma 8.1 (see Appendix I), there exists a minimizer u) of (23) and
a subsequence, still denoted by (uy,, ), such that uy, — wy strongly in H& as m — +oo. However, then
Py (uy) = 0, which contradicts the assumption A € Z. o

Set
A :=inf Z.

Lemma 4.2 There exists a minimizer ux- of (23) which is a flat or a compact support non-negative ground
state of P(«, 8, \*). Furthermore, Aip < \* and there exists a set of “usual” non-negative ground states
(ux,)2, of Pa, B, A\n), with A, | \* as n — 0o, such that uy, — uy- strongly in H} asn — oo.

Proof Since Z is an open set, we can find a sequence A\, € Z, n = 1,2,... such that \,, — \* as
n — oo. By the definition of Z for any n = 1,2,... we can find a minimizer uy, of (23) such that
Py, (uy,) < 0. Then Proposition 4.2 yields that u), weakly satisfies P(«, 3, A,), n = 1,2, .... Moreover
by Corollary 2.1, uy,, is a “usual” weak solution of P(a, 3, A,,), n = 1,2,.... Since Ey(Ju]) = Ex(u),
E\(Ju]) = E5(u) = 0, P\(lu]) = Px(u) for any u € H} we may assume that uy, > 0,n = 1,2,....
Furthermore, since £\, = Ej, (uy, ), uy, is a ground state of P(c, 8, \,), n = 1,2, .... Thus we have a
set of “usual” non-negative ground states (uy, )22 ; of P(a, 8, A\n), n = 1,2, ....

By Lemma 8.1 (see Appendix I), there exists a minimizer u~ of (23) and the subsequence, still denoted by
(uy, ), such that uy, — uy~ strongly in H} as \,, — A\*. This implies that u- is a non-negative solutions
of P(a, 8,A) and Pys(uy~) < 0. Furthermore, since uy~ is a minimizer of (23), it is a ground state of
P(a, B, \%).

Let us show that A;p < A*. To obtain a contradiction suppose, that A; p = A*. Then A1 p = A1 p(ux+) and
uy- is a minimizer of (21). Since A\; p(u) = c*P\g(u), where c*# = c‘f‘}’f/cg’ﬁ, u~ is also a critical point
of \o(u) with value Ag. Then by Proposition 3.3, uy~ satisfies P(«, 3, Ag). However, by the construction
uy~ satisfies P(a, 8, A*). Notice that by Corollary 3.2, Ag > A;p = A*. Thus we get a contradiction.
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Observe that Py~ (uy+) = 0. Indeed, if Py« (ux-) < 0, then \* € Z. But this is impossible since Z is an
open subset of (A1 p, +00).

A global (up to the boundary) regularity result (see [20]) yields that uy € C1#(Q), A € [\*, +00) for some
B € (0,1). Thus we may apply Corollary 2.1 which yields that w« is flat or compactly supported in Q. g

S On the radially symmetric property
We need the following result that has been proved in [18, 19, 25].
Lemma 5.1 Assume 0 < o < B < 1. Let u be a non-negative C distribution solution of
—Au+u* =4’ in RY Eq(a,8,1)

with connected support. Then the support of u is a ball and w is radially symmetric about the center .
Furthermore, equation Eq(«, 8,1) admits at most one radially symmetric compact support solution.

We denote by R* the radius of the supporting ball Br- of the unique (up to translation in R*) compact
support solution of Fq¢(«, 3,1), i.e., it is the unique flat solution of P(c, 3,1) for Q@ = Bg-.
Itis easy to see, from Lemma 5.1, that the function u} (x) := o~ a Ly (x/0) is the unique flat solution

2(B=a)

of P(ov, B,A) with A = 0~ 15 and Q = By p-.

Proposition 5.1 Assume uy € C'(Q) is a non-negative ground state of P(c, 3, \) which has compact
support in §). Then uy is radially symmetric about some origin 0 € §Q, and supp(ux)=Brq) is a inscribed

ball in Q.

Proof Observe that any compact support function u from C'*(Q) can be extended to R™ as

{ u) = uy in {2, @7

Gx=0 inRV\Q.

Then @y € C* (RN) is a distribution solution of P(«, 3, A) on RY. Since uy is a ground state, it is not hard
to show that u) has a connected support. Thus by Lemma 5.1, @) is a radially symmetric function with
respect to the centre of some ball By with a radius R* > 0, so that supp(uy) = Bg».

Let us show that B is an inscribed ball in §2. Consider B, p» := {x € RY : 2/0 € Bpx} where o > 0.
Notice that B, g» C if o < 1. Suppose, contrary to our claim, that there is o9 > 1 such that B, gx C 2
for any o € (1,0¢). Let o € (1,00). Introduce u§(z) = ur(z/0), © € B,pr and set u{(z) = 0 in
Q\ B, px. Observe that

luy|* Tt da).

o2 2 N, A B+1

Eyx(u) = —— Vuy|*de — o™ (—— U dx —

\0f) = T [ v (37 —/
From this dE)(u§)/do|s=1 = Px(ux) = 0, and thus ¢ = 1 is a maximizing point of the function
y(0) == Ex(uf). Then Ex(uf) < Ex(ux) = Ex and Py\(u$) < 0 for o € (1,0¢). From this it follows
that for o sufficiently close to 1 we have E)(tmin(u$)ug) < Ex(uy) = E, and Py (tmin (uf)ug) < 0,
E (tmin(ug)ug) = 0, which is a contradiction. o
From this and Lemma 4.2 we have

Corollary 5.1 uy- is radially symmetric about some point of Q, and supp(ux-)=Bg(q) is an inscribed ball
in €.

Furthermore, we have

Corollary 5.2 For any \ > )\*, problem P(«, 3,\) has no non-negative ground state with compact sup-
port.
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Proof Suppose, conversely that there exists A\, > A* and a ground state u, of P(«, 3, Aq) such that uy_,
has a compact support. Then arguing as above one may infer that wy_ is a radially symmetric function
with respect to a centre of inscribed ball Bg(q) in € so that supp(uy,) = Bp(q). Consider uf.(z) =
uy-(z/0) with ¢ = (\*/\,)3=)/2(8=2) Then ug. is compactly supported non-negative weak solution
of P(«, 8, A\y). By the uniqueness of radial compact support solution of P(«, 8, \,) (see Lemma 5.1) this
is possible only if u$. = u,,. However supp(u$.) = EUR(Q) whereas supp(uy,) = ER(Q) and o < 1.
Thus we get a contradiction. o

Corollary 5.3 Z = (\*, +0).

Proof Suppose, contrary to our claim, that there is an another limit point A, of Z such that A, € (A*, 4+00)\
Z. Then arguing similarly to the proof of Lemma 4.2 one may conclude that there exists a compactly sup-
ported non-negative ground state uy, of P(a, 8, A\y). However A, > A* and therefore by Corollary 5.2 this
is impossible. o

6 Proofs of Theorems

6.1 Proof of Theorem 1.1

For A = \*, the existence of non-negative ground state uy+ of P(«, 3, \*) follows from Lemma 4.2.
Since Z = (A\*, 4+00), we see that for A > \*, any minimizer u of (23) satisfies Py (u)) < 0. From this by
Proposition 4.2 we derive that u, is a weak solution of P(«, 3, \). Moreover, since By = E,\ (ux), uyisa
ground state of P(c, 3, A) for all A € (A*, +00). By the same arguments as in the proof of Lemma 4.2 we
may assume that uy > 0in § for all A > A*. In view of Lemma 2.2 we have EY(uy) > 0, and by global
(up to the boundary) regularity result for elliptic equations we have uy € C'1+7(€2) for some v € (0, 1).

Let us prove that for A < \*, problem P(«, 3,)) has no weak solution u € H}(2). Observe that
any weak solution of P(«, 8, \) (if it exists) by global (up to the boundary) regularity result for elliptic
equations belongs to C1(2). Notice that by Corollary 3.3 for any A\ < A;p equation P(c, 3, ) has no
weak solution v € C1(Q). Thus since by Lemma 4.2, A;p < \* it remains to prove nonexistence of weak
solutions in the case A € [A1p, A*).

Let A € [A1p,\*). Suppose, contrary to our claim, that there exists a weak solution uy € C(Q) of
P(a, 8, A). Then E'(uy) = 0 and by Corollary 2.1 we have Py (uy) < 0. Hence uy € M.

Let us show that then there exists a ground state of P(c, 3, \) which belongs to C*(Q). Notice that if
uy is a unique solution of P(«, 3, A) then it is a ground state. Assume there exists a set of such solutions
M, of P(a, 3, \). Notice that M, C M. Consider

E) := min E)(u). (28)
u€e My

Let (u,,) be a minimizing sequence of (28), i.e.,
E,\(um)—>EA as n — oo and u,, € My, n=1,2, ... (29)

Using the same arguments as in the proof of Lemma 4.1 we may conclude that there exists a nonzero
limit point %o such that (up to subsequence) u,, — ug converges weakly in H& and strongly in L, for
1 < ¢ < 2*. Then we have B

Ex(tip) < Ex (30)

and
0 = DyEx(um) () = DuEx(to) () V¢ € CSO(Q)'

Thus @ is a nonzero weak solution of P(«, 5, A). Moreover by global (up to the boundary) regularity result
for elliptic equations we have iy € C'7(Q) for some v € (0, 1). Thus @y € M) and by (30) we conclude
that E (7o) = E\. This implies that @i is a ground state of P(cv, 3, \) belonging to C*(%Q).

Thus we have proved that there exists a ground state uy of P(c, 3, \) which belongs to C1(Q). Then
there are two possibilities Py (uy) < 0 or Py(uy) = 0. In the first case, we get that A € Z. But in view
of Corollary 5.3 this is a contradiction. In the second case, Corollary 2.1 implies that uy has a compact
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support in 2. However the same arguments as in the proof of Corollary 5.2 show that for A # A* this is
impossible.
This concludes the proof of Theorem 1.1.

6.2 Proof of Theorem 1.2

The existence of a non-negative ground state ux~ with compact support follows from Lemma 4.2 . By
Corollary 5.1, ux- is radially symmetric about some point of €2, and supp(u)=5 (o) is an inscribed ball in
Q.

In view of Corollary 5.2, for all A > \*, any ground state uy of P(a, 3, \) is a usual solution.

6.3 Proof of Theorem 1.3

We shall only prove the theorem, as an example, for the case m = 2, i.e., when (2 is a domain of Strictly
Starshaped Class 2.

Let A* > 0 be a limit value obtained in Theorem 1.1. By Lemma 4.2 there exists a compactly supported
ground state u}. of P(cv, 3, \) and there exists a set of usual non-negative ground states (u} )o2 ;. An > A%,
n =1,2,... such that u} ~— u}. strongly in Hj as n — oo. By Corollary 5.1, ux- is radially symmetric
about some origin 0 € €2, and supp(u)zER(Q) is an inscribed ball in 2. By the assumptions €2 contains
exactly 2 inscribed balls of radio R(€?)

Set u3.(z) := uj.(Rpx), u} (x) := u} (Rpz),z € Q,n =1,2,..., where Ry : RV — RN is
the reflection map. By Theorem 1.1, the support of u}. coincides with one of the balls B! or B2. Assume
supp(u}.) = B!. Then since Ry B; = B, for some hyperplane H, we have supp(u3.) = B? and thus
u3. # uj.. Since u3 — u3. strongly in Hj as n — oo, it follows that u} # 3 = for sufficiently large n.

7 On the free boundary for the parabolic problem
We consider now the associate parabolic problem

v — Av + [v]* o = Ajp|® v in (0, 4+00) x Q
PP(a, 8, A\, v0) v=20 on (0, 4+00) x 9 (31)
v(0,z) = vo(x) on ).

For the basic theory for this problem, always under the structural assumption 0 < o < 3 < 1, we send the
reader to [3] and [9]. In particular, we know that for any vy € L>°(Q2), vo > 0 there exists a nonnegative
weak solution v € C([0, +00), L2(Q))N L>((0, +00) x Q) of PP(a, 3, A\, vp). This solution is unique if
Vg 1s non-degenerate near its free boundary.

Our main goal in this Section is to give an idea of the time evolution of the support of the solution. We
recall that, as t — +o0, the support of v(¢,.) must converge to a ball of RY . in the case A\ = \*, or to the
whole domain Q, if A > \* (since the shape of the support of the associated stationary solutions was given
in Theorem 1.1).

Our first result concerns the special case of vy = uy~ (i.e. with support in the ball of RY of radio R(2))
and A > A\*. It is clear that any stationary solution u - is a subsolution to the problem PP(«, 3, A, vp).
Indeed,

‘a—l ﬁ—lu/\*.

B_l’LL)\* < )\|’LL)\*

(’U/)\* )t — A’U/)\* + |U)\* UN* = A*|U)\*

So, if uy~ is nondegenerate near its free boundary, we get that uy-(x) < v(¢,x) for any ¢ > 0 and a.e.
x € . As a matter of fact, it is easy to prove that under these assumptions v; > 0 a.e. (0,+00) X €.
Thus, a priori, the support of the solution v(t, .) is greater or equal to the support of uy- for any ¢ > 0. The
following result gives some indication about how the support of v(¢,.) should increase slowly with time.
We shall apply the general local energy methods for the study of free boundary problems (see, e.g. [2]).
Notice that for our goal we only need to get some information on v(t, .) on the level sets where this function
is small enough. So, given # > 0 and ¢t > 0 we introduce the notation

Dyo(t) :={z e Q:v(tx) <0}
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Theorem 7.1 Assume \ > \*, vg = ux- and let @ > 0 such that 0°~* < 1/\. Let xq € RN\ supp(vo)
such that B, (z0) C RN \supp(vo) for some py > 0. Then there exists t > 0 and a continuous decreasing
function p : [0,2] — [0, po| such that p(0) = po, p(t) = 0 and By (z0) C RN \supp(v(t,.) N Qy 4(t)) for
any t € [0,1]. In particular, v(t, ) = 0 a.e. © € B, (o) for any t € [0,7].

Proof It is enough to apply Theorem 2.2 of [2] to the special case of )(u) = w and
A(z,t,u, Du) = Du, B(z,t,u,Du) =0, C(z,t,u, Du) = (1 — M\’ *)|u|* tu,
since we know that
vy — Av + (1= MP)|w]* To < 0on Usso {t} x Qu6(t),
and all the assumptions of Theorem 2.2 of [2] hold. o

When A = \* we can also give an idea how the support of v(¢,.) corresponding to a strictly positive
initial decreases, after a finite time large enough (remember that in that case the support of v(¢,.) must
decrease from (2 to the closed ball of RY of radio R(Q2) C Q). In this case, we shall pay attention to the
special choice of vg = uy for some A > A*. Notice that now u) is a supersolution to PP(c«, 3, \*, vg)
since

(UA)t — Auy + |U)\‘D‘71U)\ = )\|u,\|ﬁ71u,\ > )\*|u,\* ﬁilux*.

As above, if u) is nondegenerate, we can even prove that v; < 0 a.e. (0,+00) x 2. Concerning the
formation of the free boundary we have:

Theorem 7.2 Assume \ = \*, vo = uy for some X > Nand let 0 > 0 such that 6°~* < 1/\*. Then,
for any time T > 0 large enough, there exist a finite time t#* > 0 and a continuous increasing function
p: [t*,T] — [0,4+00) such that p(t#) = 0, and B,,(zo) C RN \support(v(t,.) N Qy¢(t)) for any
t € [t#,T). In particular, v(t,z) = 0 a.e. © € B,y (o) for any t € [t#,T).

Proof This time it is enough to apply Theorem 4.2 of [2] to the special case of ¢ (u) = u, A(x, t,u, Du) =
Du, B(x,t,u, Du) = 0 and

C(x,t,u, Du) = (1 — X\*0°~) [u|*u.
Indeed, as above we know that
v — Av+ (1= X077 |v|* "o < 0on Ureory {t} X Qo o(t).

and all the assumptions of Theorem 4.2 of [2] hold. o

8 Appendix

Lemma 8.1 Assume A € [A1p,+00) and uy,, is a sequence of solutions of (23), where A\, — X as
m — +oo. Then there exist a minimizer uy of (23) and a subsequence, still denoted by (uy,,), such that
uy,, — uy strongly in H} as m — +oo0.

m

Proof Let A € [A1p,+00), Ay, = A as m — 400 and uy,, be a sequence of solutions of (23). As in the
proof of Lemma 4.1 it is derived that the set (u,,, ) is bounded in H{. Hence by the Sobolev embedding
theorem there exists a subsequence, still denoted by (uy,, ), such that

uy,, — Uy weaklyin Hg, wuy, — @y stronglyin L,(Q), (32)
where 0 < ¢ < 2*, for some limit point %y. As in the proof of Lemma 4.1 one derives that @y # 0 and

E)\(ﬂ,\) < liminfE)\m(U)\m), E;\(ﬂ)\) <0, P,\('L_L)\) <0. 33)

m—r oo
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Let A > A;p. By Lemma 4.1 there exists a minimizer u) of (23), i.e. uy € M and EA'A = E)(uy). Then
|Ex(ux) = Ex,, (ux)] < CIA = A,
where C' < 400 does not depend on m. Furthermore,
By, (ux) > By, (tmin(ux)uy) > By, (un,,)
provided that m is a sufficiently large number. Thus we have
Ey(uy) + C|A = Al > Ea, (ux) > Ex (uy,,),

and therefore F, 1= E) (uy) > liminf,, .o E\,, (ux,,). Hence by (33) we have

Ex(@y) < By,

Assume F) (uy) < 0. Then Ef (tmin(2x)ax) = 0 and Ex(tmin(2r)ur) < Ex(@y) < E\. In virtue of
Proposition 2.1, this implies that P,\(tmin(a,\)q,\) < 0. Thus tpmin (@) )@y € My and since E (tmin (Gy)T)) <
E) we get a contradiction. Hence E) (iy) = E, E4(a) = 0 and uy,, — 4y strongly in H} as m — +o0

m

Assume now that X = Ayp. Since E} (uy,) = 0, Py, (uy,) < 0, we have rf (1) < A, =
1

r.. (1). Then by Proposition 3.4 (see Figure 5), 1 € [t1p(us,, ), +00) and therefore

U,

Mp(un,) =ry, (tip(uy,)) < r,ikm(l) =Am, m=1,2,....

m

Hence, since A, | A, we have A1p(uy,, ) 4 A1p as m — oo. Thus, (uy,,) is a minimizing sequence of
(21) and therefore by (32), A1 p(@)) < Ajp. Since the strong inequality A; p(@)) < Aqp is impossible, we
conclude that A1 p(@y) = Ay p, which yields that uy,, — iy strongly in H}. o
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