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Vanishing viscosity limit for homogeneous axisymmetric
no-swirl solutions of stationary Navier-Stokes equations

Li Li* YanYan Lil Xukai Yan!

Abstract

(—1)-homogeneous axisymmetric no-swirl solutions of three dimensional incom-
pressible stationary Navier-Stokes equations which are smooth on the unit sphere minus
the north and south poles have been classified, In this paper we study the vanishing
viscosity limit of sequences of these solutions. As the viscosity tends to zero, some se-
quences of solutions C}”, converge to solutions of Euler equations on the sphere minus
the poles, while for other sequences of solutions, transition layer behaviors occur. For
every latitude circle, there are sequences which C}” converge respectively to different
solutions of the Euler equations on the spherical caps above and below the latitude
circle. We give detailed analysis of these convergence and transition layer behaviors.

1 Introduction

We consider (—1)-homogeneous solutions of incompressible stationary Navier-Stokes
equations in R3:

—vAu+u-Vu+ Vp=0,
{ 0

div v = 0.

The incompressible stationary Euler equations in R? are given by:

v-Vv+4 Vg=0,
{ o

divv =0.

Equations ({]) and (2)) are invariant under the scaling u(z) — Au(Ax) and p(z) —
A2p(Az), A > 0. We study solutions which are invariant under the scaling. For such
solutions u is (—1)-homogeneous and p is (—2)-homogeneous. We call them (—1)-
homogeneous solutions according to the homogeneity of u.
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Landau discovered in [I3] a three parameter family of explicit (—1)-homogeneous
solutions of (I), which are axisymmetric with no swirl. Tian and Xin proved in [31] that
all (—1)-homogeneous, axisymmetric nonzero solutions of () which are smooth on the
unit sphere S? are Landau solutions. They also gave in the paper explicit expressions
of all (—1)-homogeneous axisymmetric solutions of (). Sverdk proved in [29] that all
(—1)-homogeneous nonzero solutions which are smooth on S? are Landau solutions.
We studied in [I4] and [I5] (—1)-homogeneous axisymmetric solutions of (II) which are
smooth on S? minus the north and south poles. In particular, we classified in [I5] all
such solutions with no swirl. (—1)-homogeneous solutions of (Il) and (2) have been
studied in [1], [6], [10], [11], [12], [16], [19], [20], [21], [22], [25], [26], [27], [28], [32] and
[34].

In spherical coordinates (7,0, ®), where r is the radial distance from the origin,
is the angle between the radius vector and the positive x3-axis, and ¢ is the meridian
angle about the zz-axis, a vector field u is written as

U = €, + UG + UyEy,

where
sin 6 cos ¢ cos 6 cos ¢ —sin ¢
€ = | sinfsing |, €y = |cosfsing |, €= | cos¢
cos 6 —sinf 0

We use N and S to denote respectively the north and south poles of S2. A vector
field w is called axisymmetric if u,, uy and ugs depend only on 7 and 6, and is called
no-swirl if uy, = 0. For any (—1)-homogeneous axisymmetric no-swirl solution (u, p) of
(), u, and p (modulo a constant) can be expressed by ug and its derivatives as follows

U, = ——d;; — cot fug,

d*u du 9 9 ®)
W= - LY. S
D 702 (cot 6 — up) ap " Ur U

Similarly, for any (—1)-homogeneous axisymmetric no-swirl solution (v,q) of (@), v,
and ¢ can be expressed by vy and its derivatives as follows
d’l)g d T

v
v, = ——— —cotBvy, 2q =y 0

p7 v? — v} (4)

T

In this paper, we analyze the behavior of any sequence of (—1)-homogeneous ax-
isymmetric no-swirl solutions {(u,, ,p,, )} of (), with vanishing viscosity v — 0. We
will show that in some cases there are subsequences converging to solutions of (2 on
S? and in some other cases there are transition layer behaviors. There have been a
large amount of research work on vanishing viscosity limit for incompressible Navier-
Stokes equations. See for instance [2], [3], [4], [7], [8], [9], [I7], [18], [23], [24], [30] and
[33]. On the other hand, there has not been much work on vanishing viscosity limit for
stationary incompressible Navier-Stokes equations.

Based on our result in [I5], we have the following theorem.



Theorem 1.1. (i) Let 0 < v < 1, (u,, py,) be (—1)-homogeneous axisymmetric no-swirl
solutions of () which are smooth on S*\ {S,N}. Then for any 0 < 6 < 6 < 03 <
04 < m, there exists some positive constant C, depending only on the {0;}, such that

2 2 2
/ |uu,0| <C / |uu,0| +v .
S2N{61<6<b4} S2n{f2<6<03}

(ii) Let vy — 0%, (uy,,py,) be (—1)-homogeneous azisymmetric no-swirl solutions
of (@) which are smooth on S*\ {S,N}. If supv; > |1y, 6|2 < 00 for some
k S2n{a<O<b}
—1 < a < b <1, then there exists some solution (u,p) of (dl) which is smooth on
S?\ {S, N}, such that, after passing to a subsequence, for any ¢ > 0, and any integer
m}

. 1 I
kli)H;O ||V_k(ul/kapl/k) - (uvp)||C7”(S2ﬂ{e<€<7r—e}) =0.

As in [I4] and [15], we work with variable z := cos 6 and vector U := usinf. We
use 7’7 to denote the derivative with respect to x.
For v > 0, let

1
cs(er,e3v) = —5(\/u2 +oa+ V2 + cz)(\/u2 +o+ V2 +e+ 2v), (5)
and introduce
Jy i ={c€R? | c=(c1,c2,c3),c1 > —v? e > —1? 5 > C3(cr, c03v) )

It is easy to see that J,, C J, for any 0 < v/ < v. We use j,, to denote the interior
of J,. For v > 0, it is known from Theorem 1.2 in [I4] that all (-1)-homogeneous
axisymmetric no-swirl solutions of (@) which are smooth in S?\ {S, N} are given by
u = Upy(z)é, + sin OUy(x)ey where Uy satisfies

1
V(1—$2)Ué+2I/JEU9—|—§U92 = P.(z) :=c1(1—2) +ea(l+2) +ez(1—22), —1l<z<l,
(6)

for some ¢ = (c1,c2,c3) € Jy. .
Let Uy := %, then Uy is a solution of (@) if and only if Uy is a solution of

- 1~
(1 — 2®)Uj + 22Uy + §U92 =Pec(r), —-1<z<l (7)

Similar to the above, let V' = vsinf, then all (—1)-homogeneous axisymmetric
solutions of Euler equations (2]) are given by v = Vjé, + sin §Vyép + aéy, where a is a
constant and Vp satisfies, for some ¢,

Lo o
JVE = Pa(a), (®)

where P,.(z) is the second order polynomial given in (@). Introduce a subset of 0.Jy:

1 1
a,J(] = {(0,0,63) | c3 > O}U{(Cl,0,63) | c1 > 0,c3 > —561}U{(0,62,63) | co > 0,c3 > —562}
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By Lemma [7.1] in the Appendix, P > 0 on [—1,1] if and only if ¢ € Jo; Fe > 0 on
[-1,1] if and only if ¢ € Jp; and P. > 0 on (—1,1) if and only if ¢ € Jy U ' Jy.
For ¢ € Jy, let vF = fuéfré} + vécgég, where

2P,(cos0) Pi(cos0)
vcﬂ(r,G,gp) ==+ rsind ) ’UC,T(T‘,H,(,D) :l:T 2PC(COSH)’
and
2Pe(cos )

).

It is easy to see from the above (see also [31]) that {(vZ,qe) | ¢ € Jo U & Jo} is the
set of (-1)-homogeneous axisymmetric no-swirl solutions of (2) which are smooth in
S2\ {S,N}.

Next, we prove that if a sequence of (—1)-homogeneous axisymmetric no-swirl so-
lutions {(uy,,py, )} of (@) converges weakly in L2(S* N {6 < 0 < 6}) to (v}, q.) or
(v, ,qc) for some ¢ € jo, then the convergence is C}, for any positive integer m. More
precisely we have the following theorem.

_ 1 1"
6e(1,0,9) = —5 5 (P (cos0) + — o

Theorem 1.2. For 0 < 01 < 03 < 7 and vy, — 07, let {(uy,,py,)} be smooth (—1)-
homogeneous solutions of () in the open cone in R generated by S* N {6 < 6§ < 6>}.
Assume that {u,, g} weakly converges to v = v} or vy in L*(S? N {0; < 0 < 62}) for
some c € jo. Then for any € > 0 and any positive integer m, there exists some constant
C, depending only on 61,02, ¢, m and sup,, ||u,, o||12(s2n{6, <0<02}), Such that

H(qu7ka) - (U7qc)Hcm(Szﬂ{91+6<9<92—e) < Cuy.

In the above theorem we have only analyzed axisymmetric no-swirl solutions {u,, p, }.
Concerning general solutions we raise the following.

Question 1. Let Q C S? be an open set, and let {(u,,,py,)}, vk — 0T, and (v, q) be
smooth (—1)-homogeneous solutions of () and (&) respectively in the open cone in R?
generated by 2. Assume that u,, weakly converges to v in L?(Q) as v, — 0T, Is it
true that for every non-negative integer m, {(u,,,p., )} converges to (v,q) in CJ (2)?

We also raise the following analogous question for two dimensional stationary in-
compressible Navier-Stokes equations.

Question 2. Let Q C R? be an open set, and let {(u,,,py, )}, v& — 07, and (v, q) be
respectively smooth solutions of (Il) and (2)) in . Assume that u,, weakly converges
to v in L?(2) as vx — 0T. Is it true that for every non-negative integer m, {(uy,,py, )}
converges to (v, q) in C (2)?

Given part (ii) of Theorem [[T], we will only consider below the behavior of (u,, , py, )

—92 9 . .
when v, fS2m{§<€<g} Uy, 0|7 — 00 as k — oo. For instance, Theorem [L3] below gives

asymptotic profiles of {(u,, ,p,,)} under the condition.

Theorem 1.3. (i) There exist (—1)-homogeneous azisymmetric no-swirl solutions

{(ui (0), pE () }ocvr of @), belonging to CO(J, x (0,1],C™ (S \ (B(S) U B(N))))



for every integer m > 0, such that for every compact subset K C jo, and every € > 0,
there exists some constant C depending only on €, K and m, such that

1(u (c), pis (€) — (v, ae)l|em(s2\(B. (). (N < Cv, c € K.

(i1) For every 0 < 6y < m, there exist (—1)-homogeneous axisymmetric no-swirl solu-
tions {(uy(c,00),pu(c,00)) }o<v<1 of (1), belonging to C(J, x (0,1] x (0,7), C™(S%\
(Bc(S)UBL(N)))) for every integer m > 0, such that for every compact subset K C Jy,
and every € > 0, there exists some constant C depending on €, K and m, such that

[[(u (¢, 00), (¢, 00)) = (vF , ge)l|om (20 {80 +e<o<m—e})
+ H(U,/(C, 90),]),/(0, 90)) - (UC_7QC)HC"L(Szﬂ{€<9<90—E}) < CV7 cE K.

Notice that for every ¢ in Jy, P, > 0 on [=1,1], and v} # v, on SN {0 = 6y}. The
limit functions in Theorem [[3] (ii) have jump discontinuities across the circle {6 = 6y}.

In the following we give more detailed study on the behaviors of {(u,, ,py, )} which
include that in regions where limit functions are not smooth and transition layer be-
haviors occur.

Define, for v > 0 and ¢ € J,,

T1(v,c1) =20 — 20/ + ¢4, (v, c1) == 2v + 2V/12% + ¢y, (9)
(v, ) = =20 — 23/V? + ¢9, 1oV, e2) = =20 + 2:/V?% + co.
By Theorem 1.1 and Theorem 1.3 in [15], using the scaling in (7)), we have the

following theorem.

Theorem A ([I5]) For each v > 0, there exist U:e(c)(:n) € C%J, x [-1,1)) and
U,4(c)(z) € CO(J, x (=1,1]) such that for every c € J,, Ufe(c) € C>(—1,1) satisfy
(@) in (=1,1), and U, 4(c) < Upp < U,j:g(c) for any solution U, ¢ of (@) in (—1,1). If
c3 > C3(c1,02,v), then U, y(c) < U:G(c) in (—1,1), and the graphs of all solutions of
(@) foliate the region {(x,y) € R? | -1 <z < LU, 4(c) Sy < UIQ(C)}. Moreover,

U’jv_e(_l) = TQ(V, cl)’ Uy,G(l) = Té(V7 02)7
Uy_ﬂ(_l) =T (v, c1), U;e(l) = 71(v,c2),

and if Uy g is a solution other than Uuiﬂ, then
Uoo(—=1) =11(v,c1), U,p(l) = 15(v, c2).

If c3 = ¢3(c1, c2,v), then

Ufgc) =U,4(c) = Upyler,e2) = (v + V2 + )1 —z) + (—v — V2 + ) (1 + 2).

In particular, U} 5(c1,¢2)(—=1) = 12(v,c1) and U} y(c1,¢2)(1) = 11 (v, c2).
For ¢q,¢c0 > 0, ¢1 4+ ¢c9 > 0, denote

. _ 1
cs(c1, c2) = é3(cr, c2;0) = —5(61 +2y/c1c9 + ¢2) <0,



. . \ Ve — 2\
Py en)(®@) = Pley er.e3(e1,02)) (@) = —5(c1, ¢2) <517 ENCENCIR (10)

Then
Pe(x) = P, (@) + (3 = ¢3(e1,¢2))(1 — 2?). (11)

)

Clearly, cj(c1,c2) = min{cz € R | P:(x) > 0 on [—1,1]}.

In this paper we will call U,(c) and U, o(c) the upper solution and lower solution
of (@) respectively. ’

Consider sequences {(uy, , py, )} satisfying (@) with v, — 07. Then U, g = u,, gsiné
satisfies (@) for some P, , ¢, € J,,. As mentioned ealier, we only consider below the
case when v 2 fS2m{a<9<b} |ty 9> — oo for some a,b € (—1,1). By Lemma [2]] this is
equivalent to the condition that I/k_2|Ck| — oo. If limy_yeo 1/,;2|ck| < oo, then ¢ — 0,
and by Theorem LT (ii), u,, — 0 in O/ (S? \ {S, N}) for every m.

The behaviors of {Uli o) are different from other solutions. In most cases, ink 0
converge to solutions of Euler equation () on all [—1,1], while for other solutions,
boundary layer behavior occurs.

We first present the convergence results of {U, £ ot on [—1, 1] If minp_y ; P. > 0,

we have, after passing to a subsequence, the convergence of {U, e(ck)}, ¢ — ¢, to the
solution of the Euler equation ++/2P, on [—1,1].

Theorem 1.4. Let v, — 0%, ¢, € J,, , 1/,;2|ck| — 00. Assume ¢, := |cp|lep — e € Jo.
Then for any € > 0 and any positive integer m, there exists some constant C, depending
only on €,m and ¢, such that for large k,

|| ng \/2P0k||L°°( 1,1) + 1|7, ng (ck +\/2P0k||L°O -1,1) < Cuy,
U oler) = V/2Pe, llomi—11—- + 11U, g(ck) + /2P| lom—11e1) < Cui.
Remark 1.1. The constant C' in Theorem depends only on €, m, and a positive

lower bound of dist(¢,0.Jp). Similar statements can be made for Theorem [1.6, [1.7,
and[1.9.

(12)

Remark 1.2. In the second estimate in ([13), the € could not be taken as 0 in general.

In Theorem [[4}, ¢ € Jo, which is equivalent to min_y 1) Pz > 0. If min;_; 11 Pz =0,
i.e. ¢ € 0Jy, things are more delicate.

As pointed out later in Section 3, we only need to consider in Theorem [I.4] the
special case when v, — 0, ¢, — ¢ € jo. In the following, we will only state the results

in the case ¢, — ¢ # 0. The next two theorems are for c3 = c3(c1,¢2), i.e. P = P(*c1 )"

The following results are proved among other things. If ¢;, € Jo, then {U} e(ck)}

converge to the Euler equation solutions £+v/2F, in L>®(—1,1). If z := g +\/\/: =1, ie.

ca = 0, then {U) g(ck)} converges to the Euler equation solution /2P, in L°°( 1,1).
On the other hand if z € [-1,1), i.e. ¢ > 0, then there exist examples {U g(Ck)}
having no convergent subsequence in L>(1 — §,1) for any 6 > 0. In partlcular it has
no subsequence converging to a solution of the Euler equation in L*°(—1,1). Similar
results are proved for {U, ,(ck)}. If 2 = —1,ie. ¢1 =0, then {U, ,(cx)} converges to

6



the Euler equation solution —+/2PF, in LOO( ,1). On the other hand, if z € (—1,1],

i.e. ¢ > 0, then there exist examples {U G(Ck)} having no convergent subsequence

in L*°(—1,—149) for any § > 0. In partlcular it has no subsequence converging to a

solution of the Euler equation in L*>°(—1,1).

Theorem 1.5. For any ¢ € 0Jy with cg = c5(c1,¢c2) and ca > 0, there exist some

1

sequences ¢y € Jy,, g — ¢, v — 07, such that for any € > 0, 1nf||—( e, * (e 2)? —

Pellpee(i—e,1y > 0. Similarly, for any ¢ € 9Jy with c3 = 03(01,62) and c1 > 0, there

emist some sequences ¢ € Jy,, ¢ — ¢, and vy — 0T, such that for any e > 0,
2

lnf || ( Vi, e(ck)) - PCk||L°°(—1,—1+E) > 0.

Remark 1.3. It is easy to see that the {UJr l9} constructed in Theorem [L satisfies

e6(Ck) — /2P ||Lo(1-1) > 0, and {U,, g(Ck)} has no convergent subsequence
in L°(1 — e, 1) for any € > 0. Similar statements applied to {U,, (ck)}-

infy ||UF

Theorem 1.6. Let v, — 0T, ¢, € Jl,k, ¢k — ¢ # 0 and c3 = c3(c1, ¢2).

(i) If cx, € Jy, then limg_, o ||U . G(Ck) F V2P:|[eo(~11) = 0, and for any 0 < 8 <
2/3, there exists some constant C, depending only on c, € and 3, such that for large k,

2/3
H—<%9<>f Hm01n+ﬂfH( UZ o(c)? = Poylles(-1en—o < C1°

Moreover, T := \/@Ig [—1,1], and for any € > 0 and integer m > 0, there exists

some constant C, depending only on c, m and €, such that for large k,

Uy o(ck) =/ 2P llom(—11-\z-ea+e) HIU, o(ck)FV/2Pe llem (—14ea\7—c,z+) < CVk-

(ii) If co = 0, then limy_,o ||U)) G(Ck) V2P||peo(—1,1) = 0, and there exists some
constant C, depending only on c, such that for large k,

15 (U+

ykG

(e))? = Poyllzoo(-1.1) < Cllenal + 12¢h3 + cra|> +77°) = 0(1).  (13)

(iti) If c1 = 0, then limy_,o [[U,, 4(ck) + V2P|[Loo(—1,1) = 0, and there exists some
constant C, depending only on c, such that for large k‘

1
15

5 Uy 0(1)) = Pey |z (-1,1) < Cllewa] + 265 + caal* +15%) = (1),

Next, we discuss the remaining cases when min;_; ;) P, = 0 = P.(—1) and P.(—1) >
0 or minj_; ;P = 0 = P.(1) and P/(1) < 0. This is equivalent to ¢; = 0 and
c3 > ci(cr,c2) or cg = 0 and ¢3 > ¢§(c1, ¢2). In this case, Uvik,@(ck) converge respectively
to the Euler equation solutions ++/2P, in L>®(—1,1).

Theorem 1.7. Let v, — 07, ¢, € Jy,, ¢ — ¢ # 0, c1ca =0 and ¢ > c4(c1,¢2). Then
Jim U, o(ck) F V2P|l (-1

7



Moreover, for any ¢ > 0 and integer m > 0, there exists some constant C > 0,
depending only on €, B, and ¢, such that for large k,

12,1 I~
Vk/ ||§(Uj,i,9(ck))2 — Peyllpeo(—1,1) + ||U,i,9(ck) F V2P lem(—14e1-0 < Crp.

We now present results for solutions U,, ¢ of (6] other than Uj; o(ck).
For ¢ € Jy \ {0}, define

, ifer,e2 > 0,63 > i, ),
, ifes=ci(cr,c2) <0, (14)
, if Cc1Co = 0,63 > C§(61,62).

alc) =

N[N =

Theorem 1.8. Let v, — 0%, ¢x € Jo, cx — ¢ # 0. Assume U,,_g(ck) € CH(—1,1) is
a solution of (@) with vy and c, other than Uuikﬂ(ck). Then there exists at most one
—1 <z, < 1 such that Uy, g(xx) =0, and such xj, must exist if c1,co > 0.

(i) If Uy, 9(x1) = 0 for some xy, € (—1,1), then for any e > 0,

k]i)nc}o <HUuk,9 + V2P| (—1,25—¢) + U0 — V 2PcHL°°(xk+e,1)) =0, (15)

and for any 0 < 8 < «a(c), there exists some constant C' > 0, depending only on c, €
and B, such that for large k,

1 1
\!§U3k,e—Pck!\Lw((—1,xk—e)u(mk+e,1))+V;f\!§U3k,e—Pck\!cﬂ((_1+E,xk_e)u(xk+e,1_e)) < o,

(it) If Uy, g(zx) = 0 for some z3, € (—1,1) satisfying x, — —1 and ¢; = 0, or
U0 #0 on(—1,1) and ca > 0 = ¢y, then

kh_?;lo U0 — V2P| poo(~1,1) = 0. (16)

If Uy, o(xr) = 0 for some x), € (—1,1) satisfying x — 1 and co =0, or Uy, 9 # 0 on
(—1,1) and ¢1 > 0 = cq, then

kh_?;lo 1Uuy,0 + v/ 2Pel|| oo (~1,1) = 0. (17)

If Uy 9 # 0 on (—=1,1) and c; = co = 0, then, after passing to a subsequence, either
(I8) or ({I7) occurs.

(i) If ¢ € Jo, then Uy, 0(xr) =0 for some x, € (—1,1) and for any € > 0 and any
positive integer m, there exists some constant C > 0, depending only on €, m and c,
such that for large k,

Uv0 + V/2Pe || oo (—1,5—6) + U0 — V2P || Lo (2 +6,1) < Ok, (18)

HUI/kﬂ + V 2PCkHC7”(—1+e,gck—e) + HUVkﬂ -V 2PCkHCm((Ek+e,1—E) < CVk' (19)

Remark 1.4. For any c € Jg with c1,c0 >0, 0 <v <1, and —1 <& < 1, there exists
some solution Uy of (@), other than Ur,(c), such that Us(2) = 0. This can be seen
from Theorem A, which asserts that the ’gmphs of all solutions of (@) foliate the region
{(z,y) eR? | -1 <z < LU, 4(c) <y < UI(,(C)} in R2.

8



The above theorem indicates the formation of boundary layers (if we view x = +1
as boundaries) and interior layers. We give descriptions of boundary layers and interior
layers in the following theorem.

For ¢ € Jy, define

K(c) = 1, ifer,e0 > 0,e3 > c5(cr, ),
' 0, otherwise.

Let —1 <z <1, K >0, define

—/2P;, (x), —1 <z <z — Ky Invg|(1 - 23),
Upay () = { /2Py (w3) tanh (V 2’3%(”)‘(“"”)), o — 2] < KvgInv|(1 — 22),

2(1—z2)vy,
2P, (x), zp + Kvg|Invg|(1 —23) <z < 1.

Theorem 1.9. Let v, — 0T, ¢, € Jo, cx — ¢ # 0. Assume U, g € C1(—=1,1) is a
solution of (6) with vy and ¢, other than Uj;g. In addition, assume that there exists
x € (—1,1) such that Uy, g(xi) =0 and v, — & € [-1,1], P.(z) # 0. Then {U,, 0}
develops a layer near xp. Moreover, there exist some positive constants K and C),
depending only on c, such that for large k,

U6 — Upoap || oo (—1.1) < Ot In g 240€), (20)

Remark 1.5. The solutions U,, g of [6) with vy, asymptotically behave like ﬁg,xk as
vy — 0%, Hence an interior layer appears when & € (—1,1), and a boundary layer
appears when & = +1 if we view x = +1 as boundaries.

Remark 1.6. The length scale of the transition layers is vy for interior layers, and
is o(vy) for boundary layers. Moreover, for any e, = o(vy), there exists {U,, g} having
boundary layer length scale as €.

The organization of the paper is as follows. Theorem [L.T]is proved at the beginning

of Section 2l In the remaining part of Section 2l we present some preliminary results
and prove Theorem at the end of Section 2l In Section [Bl we prove Theorem [[.4] and
Theorem [L.§ (iii). In Section [4] we prove Theorem and Theorem In Section
we prove Theorem [[.71 Theorem [I.§] (i) and (ii) are proved at the end of Section [ and
the end of Section Bl Theorem is proved at the end of Section Bl In Section [6] we
prove Theorem In the appendix, we present some elementary properties of second
order polynomials which we have used.
Acknowledgment. The work of the first named author is partially supported by
NSFC grants No. 11871177. The work of the second named author is partially sup-
ported by NSF grants DMS-1501004. The work of the third named author is partially
supported by AMS-Simons Travel Grant and AWM-NSF Travel Grant.
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Lemma 2.1. For 0 < v < 1, let U, g satisfies (@) in (—1,1) for some c € J,. Then
there exists some universal constant C > 0, such that for any —1 <r <s <1,

(s — mY4le| — (s — P2)/C < / U2, < O(lel + 2/ min{l — 5,1+ 7). (21)

T

Proof. Throughout the proof, C' denotes some universal constant which may change
value from line to line.
For all 0 < r < s < 1, there exist a € [—s, —r| and b € [r, s] such that

_r 1/2 s 1/2
1 1
|Upp(a)| < 7 </_ U3,9>  |Ue(b)] < — </ Ui(,) .

By (@) and the above,

r b b
/ Uig < / Ufﬂ = / (PC —v(l-— x2)UL79 — 21/:L"U,,,9) dx

-

1 b
< Clel + Cul[Una(a)| + [Una®)) + Co 4 7 [ U2yl

1 S
<Cel+ /(s =)+ 5 [ Uk

By Lemma 1 in [5],
[ vtscte 4 -n), wo<r<s<i

The second inequality in (2I]) follows from the above.

Next, we prove the first inequality in (ZI)). Rewrite P. = & + éx + é3x?. Then
lc| < C|é| where ¢é = (¢é1,¢2,¢3). For =1 <r < s <1, let § = (s—r)/9. Then there
exist a € [r,r 4+ 0] and b; € [r + 2id,r + (2i + 1)d], i = 1,2, 3, such that

1 r+6 ) 1/2 1 r+(2i+1)5 ) 1/2
Ol < o= ([ 08) . wams ([ ) e
T r+2

For each i = 1,2, 3, we have

bi b;
7 7 1
/ P.(z)dx = / <1/(1 — 2?)U) + 2vxUy + §U92> =: 5.
Let 8 = (B1, B2, 33), write the above as Aé! = 8¢, where é and 5 denote the transpose
of ¢ and [ respectively, and

bi—a (bf—a®)/2 (b] —a’)/3
A= |by—a (B3 —a®)/2 (b3 —a)/3
bs—a (b5 —a®)/2 (b—a’)/3

By (22), we have, after an integration by parts,

b; s
i C
81 < Cv (Una(a)] + Uua(®) + o+ C [ Ugdo < 002+ 5 [ 020 (29

a s

10



By computation, we have that A is invertible and

_ _2a%+abs+aby—bobs 202 +aby +abs—bibs  2a2+ab+aby—bybs
(b1—a)(ba—b1)(bs—b1) (b2—a)(b2—b1)(b3—b2) (b3 —a)(bs—b1) (b3 —b2)
A—l — | _ 2(ba+b3+a) 2(b1+b3+a) B 3(by +by+a)
(bl—a)(bzg—bl)(bg—bl) (bg—a)(bg—gl)(bg—bg) (bS_a)(bgg_bl)(bs_bQ)
(b1—a)(ba—b1)(b3—b1)  (ba—a)(b2—b1)(b3—b2)  (bz—a)(b3—b1)(b3—b2)

Clearly, 6 < b; —a,bj — b; < 96 for every i < j. So we have ||[A7!]| < C§73. Then,
using (23)), we have

. _ _ _ 1/
< clel = cla~pl < sl < o= (1245 [T 0%).

The first inequality of (2I]) follows from the above. The lemma is proved. O

Proof of Theorem [L.T} (i) We use C' to denote a positive constant depending only
on {6;}, which may vary from line to line. Let r; = cosf;, 1 < i < 4, ©z = cos¥,
Uyp = uygsinf. Then U, g satisfies (@) on (ry4,r1) for some ¢ € J,. By Lemma 2.1 we
have

71
/ uyol? < C / U2, (x)dz < O(le| + 12)
S2ﬂ{91<9<94} T4

T2
<C </ U2 (x)dx + V2> <C / luye|® + 17 ).
rs ’ S2N{ha<6<03}

Part (i) is proved.

(i) Let Uy, 9 = wy, psind, r = cos(m —€),s = cose. Since (u,,,p,,) are (—1)-
homogeneous axisymmetric no-swirl solutions of ([Il) on S?\{S, N}, there exists ¢j, € J,,,
such that U,, ¢ satisfies (6] with the right hand side to be P, . By Lemmal[2.1] using the
boundedness of v 2 fsgm{a<9<b} uu, 012, {v ?|ex|} is bounded for some a,b € (—1,1).
Notice that (?97;.C = Uy, 0(ck)/vk is a solution to (7)) with Pc;yf’ and after passing to
a subsequence, ¢, = cgv, > — ¢ for some & By Lemma 2.2 in [15], {HUG,kHLOO(—l,l)} is
bounded. It follows from standard ODE theories that there exists some smooth solution
Uy of (T) with cv=2 = & that Upy, — Uy in C™([~1+¢,1 — ¢]) for any € > 0 and any
positive integer m. Part (ii) is proved with @y = Uy/ sin § together with (). O

Let v > 0, c € R3, and f, be a solution of the equation

V(L= 2, + 2w f, 5 2 = Pula). (25)

Lemma 2.2. For 0 < v < 1 and ¢ € R3, let f, be a solution of (23) in C'(—1,1).
Then |f,| < 5+y/1+|c| in (—1,1).

Proof. By Theorem 1.2 and Theorem 1.3 in [15], we have ¢ € J,, f,(—1) = 71 or 72, and
fu(1) = 74 or 75, where 11, 72, 71 and 74 are defined as in (@)). Thus |f(£1)] < 5/1 + |c|.

Suppose that there exists a point zg € (—1,1) such that f,(xz¢) > 5y/1 + |¢|, then
by (23],

V(1 — 28) (o) < Blel — & f2(r0) + 20y (o) < Ble] +40? — 1 f2(w0) < 0.

11



So f](x0) < 0. Tt follows that fl, ) > 54/14|c| for any —1 < x < zg. This contradicts

the fact that f,(—1) < 5\/1+|c|. We have proved that f, < 5y/1+ |¢| on (—
Similarly, we can prove that f, Z —5y/1+|c| on (—1,1). D

Lemma 2.3. Let 0 < v <1, -1 <a<b<1, f, € Ca,b) be a solution of (Z3) in
(a,b) and |f,| < M on (a,b) for some constant M >0 . Then

(1;15 f2 <10Mv/(b— a). (26)
Moreover, if 0 < a < b <1, we have
(i(flf) %ff — P.| <8Mv(1—a)/(b—a), (27)
and if —1 <a <b<0, we have
(i;}lf) % f2—P.| <8Mv(b+1)/(b—a). (28)

Proof. Shrinking (a,b) slightly, we may assume without loss of generality that f, is
also in C%[a, b]. For convenience we write h,, = % f2 — P., and we only need to consider
that h, does not change sign on (a,b). Integrating (25]) over (a,b), we have

/ ) =

b
/ (v(1 = 2?) f!(x) + 2vaf,(z))dz

b

=v|(1 =) f,(b) — (1 —a®)f,la) + [ 4xf,| <10Mv.
This implies (20]).
If0<a<b<1, we have
b
[ @l =v |- #)5,0) - (1 - )it / 2,
< Mv(2(1=b)+2(1 —a)+4(1 —a)) < 8Mv(l—a).
This gives (27)). Estimate (28] can be proved similarly. O

Lemma 2.4. For0<v<1,ccR3 —1<a<b<l,letf, € Ca,b)NC°a,b] bea
solution of (24) in (a,b) satisfying, for some positive constants  and §, that f,(a) > p
and P, > ¢ in (a,b). Then for all0 <v <1,

fu(z) > min{u, V6,6/(4v)}, a <z <b.

Proof. If for some 0 < A < pu, there exists some = € (a,b] such that f,(x) < A, then
let x, be the first point greater than a such that f,(z,) = A\. Then f](z,) < 0. By
equation (25)) we have that

WA+ A2/2 > 2va, A+ A2 /2 > Pu(z,) > 6.

So either 4\ > 6 or A2 > §. O

12



Lemma 2.4’. For 0 <v <1,ceR3 -1 <a<b<l,letf, € Cla,b)NCa,b
be a solution of (23) in (a,b), satisfying, for some positive constants u and 6, that
fu(d) < —p and P, > 6 in (a,b). Then for all0 <v <1,

fo(z) < —min{u,V3,6/(4v)}, a <z <b.

Proof. Let g,(z) := —f,(a+b—z) for x € [a,b]. Then g, is a solution of ([25]) with the
same P. and g,(a) > p. The lemma follows from Lemma 2.4] applied to g, . O

Corollary 2.1. Let 0<v <1,ccR3? —1<a<b<1, f, € Ca,b) be a solution of
(23) in (a,b) satisfying 0 < f, < M on the interval for some positive constant M. If
P.>6 >0 1in (a,b) for some constant 0, then

fu(z) > min{V8,8/(4v)}, z € (a+eb) (29)

holds for any € satisfying 20Mv/§ < € < b — a. If we further assume that —1 < a <
—1/2, then (29) holds for any 32Mv(a+1)/6 < ¢ < min{a + 1,b — a}.

Proof. Shrinking (a, b) slightly we may assume without loss of generality that f, is also
in C%a,b]. By Lemma 23] there is some z,, € [a,a + €] such that

‘%fﬁ(azy) — P.(z,)| < 10Mv/e.

For 20Mv/§ < € < b— a, we have f2(x,) > 2P.(z,) — 20Mv/e > §. So f,(x,) > V6.
Then applying Lemma 2.4, we have ([29) for any 20Mv /0 <e <b—a, 0 <v < 1.

If -1 < a < —1/2, then 2a + 1 < 0. By Lemma 23 and (28)), for any 0 < € <
min(a + 1,b — a), there exists z, € (a,a + €) such that

'%ff(:nl,) — P.(2,)| <8Mv(a+e+1)/e < 16Mv(a+1)/e.

For 32Mv(a +1)/6 < € < min(a + 1,b — a), we have f2(z,) > 2P.(x,) — 32Mv(a +
1)/e > 8. So f,(x,) > V6. By Lemma 24, @9) holds for any 32Mv(a +1)/§ < e <
min(a+1,b—a), 0 <v < 1. O

Corollary 2.1°. Let 0 <v <1,c€R3 —~1<a<b<1, f, € Ca,b) be a solution of
(23) in (a,b) and —M < f, <0 for some positive constant M on (a,b). If P. > 6 >0
in (a,b), then

f, < —min{v6,6/(4v)},  z € (a,b—e¢) (30)

holds for any 20Mv /6 < € < b — a. If we further assume that 1/2 < b < 1, then (30)
holds for any 32Mv(1 —b)/6 < € < min(1l — b,b — a).

Remark 2.1. Under the conditions of Corollary[21] (or Corollary[2.11), for any small
€ > 0 fized, there exists vy > 0, depending only on €, M and 6, such that (29) (or (30))
holds for all 0 < v < 1.

Lemma 2.5. Let 0 < v <1, -1 <a<b<1,ceR {0}, suppose f, € C'(a,b) N
Ca,b] is a solution of (23) in (a,b), and P. > 0 in (a,b). Then there exists at most
one x, € (a,b) such that f,(x,) = 0. Moreover, if f,(a) > 0, then f, > 0 on (a,b),
and if f,(b) <0, then f, <0 on (a,b).
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Proof. We first prove that there does not exist z € (a,b) and € > 0 such that f,(z) =0,
f(z)<0and f, >01in (Z —¢,Z). If such T and € exist ,then

02 (1= ) [4() + 221 () + 5 [2(F) = Pul) 2 0.

So P.(z) = 0, and f/(z) = 0. Since ¢ # 0 and P. > 0 in (a,b), P. = Az — 7)?
for some A > 0. So P/(z) = 0 and P/(z) > 0. It is easy to see that f € C3(a,b).
Take a derivative of equation (25]) at Z, using the fact f,(z) = f,(Z) = 0, we have
v(1 —z2)f!(z) = P(%) = 0. So f/(z) = 0. Now we have f,(z) = f,(z) = f/(z) =0
and f!(Z) > 0 which imply that f,(z) < 0 for z < Z and close to x,, violating f, > 0
in (Z — €,%), a contradiction. Similarly, there does not exist z € (a,b) and € > 0 such
that f,(Z) =0, f,(Z) <0and f, <0 in (Z,Z + €).

Now we prove that there exists at most one z, € (a,b) such that f,(z,) = 0.
Clearly f, is not identically equal to zero on (a,b). If f, has more than one zero point
in (a,b), then there exist some z, < y,, in (—1,1) such that f,(z,) = f,(y,) = 0, and
either f, < 0 in (z,,y,) or f, > 0in (z,,y,). If f, < 0in (x,,y,), then f,(x,) =0
and f)(z,) <0.If f, >0in (z,,y,), then f,(y,) =0 and f](y,) < 0. We have proved
in the above that neither could occur, a contradiction.

Next, we prove that if f,(a) > 0, then f, > 0 on (a,b). If f, is not positive on
the whole interval (a,b), then let & € (a,b) be the first point greater than a such that
fu(@) = 0. We have f/(z) <0, and f, > 0 in (a,Z), a contradiction. Similarly, we
have that if f,(b) <0, then f, <0 on (a,b). O

Corollary 2.2. Let 0 < v <1, c € R3\ {0}. Assume that P. >0 in (—1,1), then
Uip(x) >0, Uyp(x) <0, —1<z<l

Proof. Since Ufp(—1) =20 +2v/12 +¢1 > 0 and U, ,(1) = —2v — 212 + ¢3 < 0, the
corollary follows from Lemma O

Lemma 2.6. Let 0 < v <1,cecR3 —-1<a<b<l, f, € Cab)NCa,bl bea
solution of (24) in (a,b). If there exist some m, M > 0 such that

m < |fu(z)] <M, Va<z<b,

then

9

1 1
572 = Plliqany < max (2314 VBicljm) |3 20) - Pl

Moreover, for any 0 < e < (b—a)/2,
1
1542 = Pellp(arep—o < v+ max {200 + VElc|/m, 100 /e (32)

Proof. We first prove (BI). Since % f2 — P, is continuous on [a,b], there exists some
z, € [a,b], such that

1
2

1

_fg_Pc .

= max
2

2
Iy (20) = Pe(2) o b]

14



If z, = a or b, then (31]) is proved. Otherwise we have
fulz) fi(2) = Pi(zy) = 0.
Since | f,(z,)| > m, we have
() = [Pe(z)l/ 1 fo ()] < (ler] + lea] +2les])/m < V6le|/m.

Then by (25), we have

1
‘gfg(zu) — Pe(z)

= U1 = 22)f(2) + 22 fu(2)] < (2M + VGlel fm) v.
So (3I) is proved.

Next, we prove ([32]). By Lemma 23] for any € > 0, there exist some z,, € [a,a + €],
and y, € [b — €,b], satisfying

1
‘gfg(xV) — Pe(x)

< 10Mv/e, '%ff(yu) — P.(yv)

< 10Mv/e.

Apply @BI) on (z,,y,), we have
Lo
||§fzx = Pellroo(zy ) < maX{(ZM + \/6|c|/m) v, 10Mu/e} )

Notice (a 4 €,b —€) C (xy,y,), the lemma is proved. d

Corollary 2.3. Let 0 < v < 1,c € R?} -1 <a<b<1, P.>0in(ab), f, €
Cl(a,b) N C%a,b] be a solution of (Z3) in (a,b). If there exist some m, M > 0 such
that

m< fulr) <M, Va<z<b 0<v<l1,

then there exists a universal constant C' > 0, such that
C
£ = V/2Pell ooy <—max { (M +[el/m) v, (M + [ f, (@) = V2Pe(a),
(M +V/Tel) £, () = v/2Pe(b)] | -

Moreover, for any 0 < e < (b—a)/2,

Cv
Hfu -V 2PcHL°°(a+5,b—5) < Emax {M+ ‘C‘/mv M/e} :

Proof. Since f, > m >0 and P. > 0 in (a,b), we have m < f, +/2P. < M + /10|¢|
in (a,b). So the corollary follows from Lemma O

Corollary 2.3°. Let0 < v <1, -1<a<b<1, P.>0in (ab), f, € C(a,b) N
CPla,b] be a solution of (Z3) in (a,b). If there exist some m, M > 0 such that

—M < fy(x) <-m, Va<z<b 0<v<l,
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then there exists a universal constant C' > 0, such that

Uy + V2Pl 1 0y < o i { (M 4 [elfm) v, (M + V) fula) + VP,
(M +V/Iel) £, (b) + v/2Pe(0) | -

Moreover, for any 0 < € < (b—a)/2, there exists a universal constant C > 0, such that

Cv
1fo + V2P|l (atep—e) < - max {M +|cl/m, M/e} .
Lemma 2.7. Let 0 < v <1,c€R3 -1<a<b<1l,a>0,f, € Ca,b)NCa,b
be a solution of (24) in (a,b), satisfying f,(a) > 0 or f,(b) < 0. Suppose there exists

some T € R such that Pe(z) = ming,y P > —C1(b — a)®, dist(7, [a,b]) < C1(b - a),
and P.(z) < P.(z) + Ci|lx — Z|* fora < x <b, and

542(0) = Po(a)| + 13 720) — P0)] < Ca(b— 0)",

for some positive constants C. Then there exists some constant C, depending only on
Cy and an upper bound of |c|, such that for v < \/2Cy /4(b — a)*/?,

1 —a
1542 = Pel oy < Cb = a)* + Co(b — a)~/2.

Proof. We only prove for the case f,(a) > 0, the case f,(b) < 0 can be proved similarly.
For convenience denote h := % f2—P.and § = b—a. Let C be a positive constant,
depending only on C; and an upper bound of |¢|, which may vary from line to line.

Suppose max|, ) |h| = |h(Z)| for some Z € [a,b]. If Z = a or b, then we are done.
Suppose Z € (a,b). Then 0 = h/(2) = f,(2)f}(2) — P.(%). So

1123 = [P/ £ (2)]- (33)
If P.(z) > 2C10%, then since |h(a)| < C10%, we have
f2(a) > 2P.(a) — 2C16% > 2P.(z) — 2C16% > 2015°.

Since f,(a) > 0, we have f,(a) > +/2C16%/?. Then by Lemma 24, we have that for
v < \2C] /4612,

fo(z) > min{\/2C16%2,C16%/(2v)} > \/2C16%/%, a <z <b.
With this, we deduce from (33]) that
£L(B) < Co, (34)
By (23] and Lemma we have the desired estimate

[h(2)] < CvIf(Z)| + OVl f,(2)] < Cvé—*/2. (35)
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If P.(z) < 2C16%, then using the hypothesis P.(z) > —C1(b — a)?®, dist(Z, [a,b]) <
Ci(b—a), and P.(z) < P.(z) + C1|z — Z|*, we have

—C10* < P.(z) < P.(2) < P.(z)+ C|z — z|* < Cé*.

So
SF2(2) > ()|~ [P2)| > [n(2)] - €6

If |h(2)| < 2C6%, then we are done. Otherwise we have |f,(2)| > v2C§%/2. With this,
we deduce (34]) using ([B3]), and obtain (35]) as above. The lemma is proved. O

Lemma 2.8. Let 0 < v <1, -1 <a<b<1,ceR3 k>0 be an integer, assume
P.>6 >0 on (a,b), f, € C*la,b] is a solution to (Z7). Suppose there erists some
M > 0 such that f, <M on (a,b), and

di
dz?

dz’
dz?

(fu - 2Pc)(a)

+ ' (fo = V2P)(b)| < Mv, Y0<i<k. (36)
Then there exists some C > 0, depending only on 0, k, M and an upper bound of |c|,
such that

I[fv = V2P|l ch(ap) < CV. (37)

Proof. Throughout the proof, C' and vy denote various positive constants, depending
only on §, k, M and an upper bound of |¢|. C' will be chosen first and will be large,
and vy will be small, and its choice may depend on the largeness of C'. We will only
need to prove ([B7) for v < 1y, since it is obvious for v > .

For convenience, write Q = v/2P.. Denote

ho(x) = %(fl,(x) —Q(x)), hi(z):= dd;i ho(x), Vi>1. (38)
Rewrite (23] as .
vhy(x) = T x2F($’ ho(x)), (39)

where
F(x,hy) :== —{2zvho + %Vh% + (1 —2HQ () + 22Q(z) + hoQ(x)}.

Claim: For all n > 2, and for x € [a, ],

_ 1
1 — a2

1
vhy(x) [2(n — 1)va + Fpy(z, ho)]hn—1 + 1_—332Fn(m, hoy ooy hn—2), (40)

where Fy,(z, ho, b1, ..., hy_2) satisfies that for any compact subset K C [a,b] x R*!
and for any integer m > 0
[Enllem i) < €7,

for some C’ depending only on n,m and K.
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Proof of the Claim: We prove it by induction. Differentiating (B9]) leads to (40]) for
n = 2, with Fy(x, hg) = Fy(x, hg). Now suppose that ({@0) is true for some n > 2, and
we will prove (@0) for n + 1. Differentiating (#0), we have

1 1
th+1 = 1_—$2(2an + Fho)hn + 1_—3:2Fn+1(.’1', h(), vouy hn_l),
where
Fn+1(az, hg, ..., hn—l) = 2(n — 1)1/ + Fhoho(az, ho) + tho(x, h()) + Oan(x, hg, ..., hn_g)
n—2
+ Z 8hiFn(l‘0, ho, . hn_g)hi_H.
=0

The claim is proved.

We prove the lemma by induction on k. By (B6]) with ¢ = 0, f,(a) > /2P.(a) —
My > /26 — Mv >/ for v < 1vy. By Lemma 24 f, > v/ in (a,b) for v < 1y
on [a,b]. Then by Corollary 23] we have |hg| < C in [a,b]. Let z, € [a,b] such that
|h1(2,)| = maxy, ) |h1|. By @BG), [h1(a)l, |h1(b)] < M. If 2, = a or b, the lemma holds
for k = 1. If z, # a or b, then by (40,

0 =vhi(z,) = vhe(z) = {[2vzy + Fhy (20, ho(20))h1(20) + Fa(2y, ho(24)) } = 0,

1
1—22

and, by the boundedness of hy and the property of Fs, |Fa(x,ho(z))| < C on a,b].
Since |ho| < C and Q = 2P, > /2§, we have, for v < 1y, that

2vz + Fi, (2, ho(z))] = |[vho(z) + Q(z) + 4vz| > Q —Cv > V3 >0, a<xz<b.

So we have
|F (20, ho(2,))]

%%ﬂhﬂ [P (z0)] 12v2y, 4+ Fry (20, ho(20))] =G
and the lemma holds for k& = 1.
Next, assume the lemma holds for all 1 < k£ < n for some n, and we prove it for
k = n + 1. By the induction hypothesis, |hx| < C in [a,b], for all 1 < k < n. Let
2y, € [a,b] such that |h,11(2,)] = max(q ) |hnr1]- By B8), |hnri1(a)l, [hny1(b)] < M. If
z, = a or b, the lemma holds for k = n + 1. Otherwise by (0],

0=vhy1(2) = vhnto(2un)

= 122 {[2(77‘ + 1)VZV7TL + Fho (ZVv hO(ZV))]hTH-l(ZV) + Fn+2(21/7 hO(ZV)a X3} hn(zl/))}v

1- v,n

and, by the induction hypothesis and the property of Fj,1o, |Fp12(z, ho, ..., hp)| < C
on [a,b]. As above, for v < 1y,

2(n + vz, 4 Fig (20, ho(2,))] > V6, a <z <b,

and therefore

| Frta(2)|
1?;%5(| 1l = [ ()] 12(n + 1)vz, + Fpy(20)]
So the lemma holds for k = n 4 1. The lemma is proved. O
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Lemma 2.8°. Let 0 < v <1, -1 <a<b<1,ceR> k>0 be an integer, assume
P.>6 >0 on (a,b), f, € C¥la,b] is a solution to (23). Suppose there erists some
M > 0 such that f, > —M on (a,b), and

di

d )
e VIR ¢ | VIR < M o<

Then there exist some C > 0 and vg > 0, depending only on 6, k, M and an upper
bound of |c|, such that

I fo + 2Pchk(a7b) <Cv, Y0<v<uy,.

Lemma 2.9. Let 0 < v <1, -1 <a<b<1,ceR> k>0 be an integer, assume
P.> 6 >0 on [a,b], f, € C*¥[a,b] is a solution to [27), f,(a) > 0, and there exists
some M > 0 such that f, < M in [a,b]. Then f, > 0 in [a,b]. Moreover, for any
0<e<(b—a)/2, there exists some C > 0, depending only on €, §, M, k and an upper
bound of |c|, such that

||f1/ -V 2Pc||C'k(a+5,b—5) <Cv. (41)

Proof. Let C be a constant, depending only on €, §, k, M and an upper bound of ||,
which may vary from line to line.

Since P. > 6§ > 0 on [a,b] and f,(a) > 0, we have f,(x) > min{f,(a),Vs,5/(4v)} >
0 in [a,b] by Lemma 2.4l The positivity of f, on [a,b] can also be deduced from
Lemma Applying Lemma 23] on [a,a + €/2] and [b — €/2,b] respectively, there
exist some x, € [a,a + €/2] and y, € [b — €/2,b], such that ‘%ff(m,,) — Po(z)| +
|2 f2(yy) — Pe(yy)| < Cv. Using f, >0 and P, > 6, we have

fl/(xl/) - 2Pc(x1/) fl/(yu) - 2Pc(yl/)

Since P. > 0, there exists vy > 0, depending only on €,d, M and ¢, such that f,(z,) >
\/2P.(x,)—Cv > V26 —Cv > /6 for v < 1. Note that for v > vy, () is obvious. So
we only need to consider v < vy. Applying Lemma 24 on [z,,y,], we have f, > 1/C
on [x,,y,]. Since we also have f, < M on [z,,y,], by Corollary 2.3] we have that

1fo = V2P| Lo (are2—e/2) < v — V2P| oo (2 ) < OV

For convenience, denote h;, ¢ > 0, as in ([B8). We have proved that |hg| < C in
[a+€/2,b—¢€/2]. So for any 0 < € < (b—a)/2,

+ < Cuv.

a+e b—e/2
‘/ h1($)dzn| <C, | hl(x)dx‘ <C.
a+e/2 b—e

Thus there exist some x,, € [a+€/2, a+e€|, and y,, € [b—e, b—e/2], such that |hy(z,)| < C,
|h1(yy)| < C. Apply Lemma 28 on [z,,y,], we have |hi(z)] < C, =z, <z <y,. So
the lemma holds for k£ = 1.

Next, assume the lemma holds for all 1 < k£ < n for some n, and we prove it for
k = n+ 1. By the induction hypothesis, for any € > 0, |hx| < C in (a + €/2,b — €/2)
for all 1 < k£ < n. It follows that

a+e b—e/2
‘/ hn+1(:17)d:17| <C, | hn+1(x)dx‘ < C.
a+te/2 b—e
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So there exist some z,, € [a+¢€/2,a+¢€|, and y, € [b—¢€,b—€/2], such that |h,11(z,)] <
C,  |hnt1(yy)| < C. Apply Lemma 28 on [z,,y,], we have |hp,11(2)| < C, z, <z <
Y. The lemma holds for £ = n + 1. The lemma is proved. O

Lemma 2.9°. Let 0 < v <1, -1 <a<b<1,ceR> k>0 be an integer, assume
P.>6 >0 on[a,b], f, € C¥a,b] is a solution to (23), f,(b) < 0, and there exists
some M > 0 such that f, > —M in [a,b]. Then f, < 0 in [a,b]. Moreover, for any
0<e< b_Ta, there exists some C' > 0, depending only on €, §, k and an upper bound
of |e|, such that

Hfl/ + v 2PCHC'k(a+E,b—E) < Cv.

Proof of Theorem 1.2
Writing U, ¢ = u,, gsinf, Vp = vgsinf and = = cos 0 as usual. Then U,, ¢ satisfies
the equation

1
vi(1 = 2)Up, g + 2kl 0+ 5U;, g = Po (), in (r,5), (42)

and U, g — Vp in L?(r,s), where r = cos 3 and s = cos ;. We know that —1 < r <
s < 1. For any € > 0 and any positive integer m, let C' denote some positive constant
depending only on 61,62, €, m and sup,, ||uy, ol|72(s2n{6,<6<6,}) Whose value may vary
from line to line.

As in the proof of Lemmal[2I] with ¢ := (s—r)/9, for each k there exist a, € [r, r+4],
and by; € [r + 2id,r + (2i + 1)d], i = 1,2, 3, such that

3
Usy0(ar)l + > |Usy0(bri)| < C.

i=1
. . . bri
Arguing as in the proof of Lemma 21| we have, for : = 1,2, 3, that ‘fak P, | <C, and
in turn
lex| < C. (43)

Passing to a subsequence, ¢ — ¢, we have %%2 = P.on (r,s). Since ¢ € jo, we have
P. > 0on (r,s). So there exists some § > 0, such that for large k,

P, >1/Conr+6/8,s—79/8]. (44)

Next, since [7|U,, 9> < C, there exists some aj, € [r + €/16,r + ¢/4] and b, € [s —
¢/4,s—¢/8], such that |U,, g(ax)|+|Uy, 0(br)| < C. If |Uy, g(or)| = maxqg, p,1 Uy, 0] >
max{|Uy, o(ak)l, Uy, 0(bk)|} for some oy € (ag,bx), then U], 4(ax) = 0 and, by (@2)
and (43), we have

1

_y?

5 ooolar) <P (ar)| + [2vk0Uy, o(0n)| < C + C|U,, g(o)].

It follows that |U,, g(ax)| < C. Hence

|Uy,0l < Con[r+d/4,s—0/4]. (45)
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We know that either Vy = /2P, on (r,s) or Vp = —/2P. on (r,s).

Claim: If Vyp = /2P, then U,, 9 > 1/C on [r + €/4,s — ¢/4]. If Vj = —/2P,, then
Upo<—1/Con [r+e/d s—e/d].

Proof of the Claim: We only treat the case when Vj = v/2P.. The other case can be
treated similarly. By ([@3), [@4]), and the weak convergence of U,, g to Vp, we have

r+e/4 r+e/4 r+e/4
/ Uv,.0Vo — / / 2P. > 1/C.

r+e/8 +€/8 r+e/8

So there exists some ay € [r + €/8,r + €/4], such that U,, g(ax) > 1/C. Applying
Lemma 24l on [ay, s — €/8], we have U,, 9 > 1/C on [ay,s —€/8]. Thus U,, 9 > 1/C on
[r + €/4,5 — €/4]. Note that if Vy = —/2P,, we will argue similarly and use Lemma
2.47 instead of Lemma 24l The claim is proved.

By the claim and (43]), we either have 1/C < U,, 9 < C on [r +€/4,5 — €/4], or
—C <Uy,9<-1/Con[r+e/4,s—e/4]. We can, in view of (@), apply Lemma 29
and Lemma [2.97], to obtain

||UVk,9 - Vb”C””([r—}—e,s—E}) < Cu.
Notice z = cos b, u,, g = U, 9/sinf and vy = Vp/sin 6, we have proved that

[t 0 — UGHC’"(SZO{61+5<9<02—6}) < Cuy.

The conclusion of the theorem then follows from the above, in view of formulas (B]) and
). The theorem is proved. O

3 ceJ
Proof of Theorem [1.4}

We only need to prove the theorem in the special case that ¢, — ¢ # 0 and v, — 0,
where c1,ca > 0,c3 > c3(c1, c2), which is equivalent to mini_; jj P. > 0. Indeed, let
U = nuk/\/|c—k By the assumption 7, — 0, é — ¢ # 0. It is easy to see that
U, o (Ck) = U;; o(ck)/\/Iek]. The desired estimate (IZ) for U g(ck) can be easily
deduced from the estimate of U(f 5, (C).-

We prove the estimates in (I2) for {U) l9} the proof for {U, ,} is similar. In
the following, C' denotes various constant dependmg only on c. By Lemma 2.2]
I l::’@\ |po(~1,1) < C for all k. By Theorem A, the convergence of {cx} to ¢ and the fact

that min;_; ;) P. > 0 and ¢1, ca > 0, we have, for large k, min|_y j) I, > %min[_L” P, >
0, U 5(=1) = mo(vk, (cx)1) > v/2(cx)r > /&1 > 0, and U:;,g(il) - 2Pck(:l:1)‘ <

Cvg. An application of Lemma [2.4] gives, for large k, that Uzj;; g > 1/C on [-1,1]. The
first estimate (I2) then follows from Corollary 2.3l
To prove the second estimate in (I2)), we first prove the following lemma.
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Lemma 3.1. Let 0 < v < 1, ¢ € R3, U:e be the upper solution of (23). If P.(—1) =
2c1 > 6 > 0, then for each mon-negative integer m, there exists some constant C
depending only on 6, m and an upper bound of |c|, such that

dm
(m—m(nye - 2Pc)(—1)‘ <Cuv.

Proof. Denote C to be a constant, depending only on 4, m and an upper bound of ||,
which may vary from line to line. We first prove that for every m > 0,

dm
dx™

U;(,(—l)‘ <C. (46)
It can be checked that U: o is a solution of (25) if and only if IJU;r o is a solution of (7).

Then by Lemma 2.3 in [15], we have that U, € C*°[—1,0]. For m > 0, differentiating
@3) (m+ 1) times and sending x to —1 lead to

m—+1 ; . .
m+1 dt 5 dm+2 7 n m+1 dt dm—l—l 7 n
I/Z < ; >w(1—$ )7d U, (@) +2VZ ; dxi(:E)idme_in’@(x)

i=1 =0
1 m+1 m+1 d N qmti-i N dmtl
3 0< i )@ o (®) gz V@) = G Fel@), at o =—1.
1=

Notice that the ¢ = 1 term in the first sum and the 7 = 0 term in the second sum cancel
out, we rewrite the above equation as

dm+1 dm-‘rl 1 m m4+1 dm-i—l—z’
Ui @) g Uio(®) = i Pele ‘§Z< i >de 0@ gz Uro(®)
=1

m—+1
dm+2-i o
_ N _ N o
VZ < i >ala:Z (I-= )dxm+2_in’9(l‘) 2’/(m+1)d —Ujy(x), atz 1.

Since 2¢; = P.(—1) > 6 > 0and U,/ (—1) = 2v4+2v/12 + ¢1, we have 1/C < Ufp(—1) <

C. Using this and the fact that the right hand side of the above equation involves only

{ dﬁz Uj o(— )}0<'< , we can easily prove (6] by induction. By (@6]) and the fact that
sm

1/C < UIO(—1)7§7C', take m—th derivatives of (25]), we have that

C;i—mm(l (Uyp)? = Po) (=) = vl (1 = ) (U5p) + 20U )l ,_, < Cv. (47)

Since Ufy — VAP = g2 [H(U)" - Pc], 1/C < Ufy(~1) < C, and P(~1) >
1/C, the lemma follows from (46) and (7). O

Now we continue to prove Theorem [[L4l Apply Lemma 2.9 with a« = —3/4 and
b =1, we have, for all m > 0,

an

||df1;m (Uyk’g . V4 2PCk)||L°°(—%,1—e) S Cl/k
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By Lemma Bl and Lemma 2.8 with a = —1, b = —1/2, we have
dm
= U 5 = V2Pl (1, -3y < O,

for some C depending only on §, m and an upper bound of |¢|. Theorem [[4] is
proved. O

Proof of Theorem [L8 Started: In this part, we prove the first paragraph of Theorem
[LY and part (iii). Let C' denote a positive constant, having the same dependence as
specified in the theorem, which may vary from line to line. By Lemma 2.2]

U0l < C. (48)

Since U,, ¢ is not Uj;’@, we know from Theorem A that U, ¢(—1) = 71 (v, cx1) and
Uy, 0(1) = 75(vk, cka). Since ¢ € Jp \ {0}, we have P, > 0 on [—1,1]. By Lemma [Z5]

Vg,
there exists at most one xj, in (—1, 1) such that U,, g(x) = 0.
Now we prove part (iii). Since ¢ € Jy, we have c1,c2 > 0 and min_; ; P. > 0. By

the convergence of {cx} to ¢, we deduce, using ([{), that

Uukﬂ(_l) < _1/07 Uuk,e(l) > 1/07 [mlull] Pck > 1/07 (49)
and

Uni6(=1) + /2P, (=D + [Uy, 6(1) = /2P, ()| < Cu. (50)
Clearly there exists xj € (—1,1) such that U,, g(z;) = 0. By Lemma 25 and (49),

U,

Vi,

By Corollary 2.1 and Corollary 217, using ([@8]) and (51I), we have that

9(z) <0,—-1 <z <uxg, and Uy, o(z) > 0,2, <2 < 1. (51)

—C<Uyp(x)<-1/C,x € (1,2 —€/2), and 1/C < U, 9 < C,z € (x, +€/2,1).

(52)
With (52]) we deduce ([I9) by applying Lemma and Lemma 2.91 With (0), (52)
and (I9), we deduce ([I8) by applying Corollary 2.3 and Corollary 2.3 O

4 ce0Jy\{0} and c3 = cj(c1, )

In this section, we study a sequence of solutions U,, ¢ of (@) with ¢, — ¢ and v, — 0,
where ¢ € 0Jp \ {0} and c3 = ¢§(c1, c2). We first study the behaviors of Uvikﬂ‘
Proof of Theorem

Let C denote a constant depending only on ¢ which may vary from line to line. We
only prove the result for the case c¢3 = ci(c1,¢2) and ¢ > 0. The result for the case
c3 = c3(c1,c2) and ¢; > 0 can be proved similarly.

Since c3 = c3(c1,¢2) and cg > 0, we have c3 < 0 and P. = —c3(z — z)? with

z = \/\/g;\/z—z € [-1,1). Then for any € < (1 — z)/8, we have

P.(z) > 2P,(1)/3 =4¢3/3>0, 1-2c<z<1. (53)
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Choose sequences cg1 — €1, ck2 — C2, let, as in ([H),

_ _ 1
Ck3 := C3(Cr1, Ch2; VE) = —5(\/’/;3 + ek + \/V;% + Ck2)(\/’/]% + ek + \/V;% + cka + 2up).
Let ¢ = (ck1, k2, Ck3), where cg3 > ¢z will be chosen later. It is easy to see that
ek € Jy,- Let U, + 5 be the solution of (2F]) with the right hand side P,,. For convenience,
write fi = Ij' 0 Pk = P, , and hy, := 2fk . Let P := P(Ck170k270k3) By Theorem
A, there exists a unique solution f of (25]) Wlth the right hand side P, and

fe(@) = (v + V2 + i) (1 — z) — (v + /12 + era) (1 + ). (54)

By Theorem A again, for any integer ¢ > 0, there exists d;x > 0, d;x — 0, such that
for |cps — 5k3|7§ i, we have [|fr, — fillpeo(—1,1-1/5) < 1/i. Choose cx3 = Ck3 + Okk-
Then [|fx — frllzoo(=1,1—1/%) < 1/k. By computation, for any ¢ > 0, fi(1 —¢) =
€/c1 — (2 — €)y/ca + o(1), where o(1) — 0 as k — oo. Since ¢p > 0, we have that for
E>1/e fr(l—¢)<0.

On the other hand, by Theorem A, using cp3 > Cr3, we have fr(1) = —2u; +
24/v2 + cpa > /c2 > 0 for sufficiently large k. So there is some z € (1 —¢€,1) such

that fr(zr) = 0. By B3), Pr(zr) > Pe(xk) + o(1) > co > 0 for large k. So we have
|2 f2(z1,) — Py(x)| > co for large k. Theorem [[His proved. O

Remark 4.1. If ¢, € Jy, i.e. P, >0 on [—1,1], then we have, by Theorem L@, that
13U, e 0( 1))? — Peyllooj—1,1) — 0 as k — 0. So the {P.,} constructed in Theorem [1.7]
has the property that mini_y 1) P, <0 for large k.

Proof of Theorem

Let C denote a positive constant depending only on ¢ which may vary from line
to line. For convenience, write fr = U;;ﬂ(ck), P, =P, , and hy := %f]f — Py. In the
following we always assume that k is large.

(i) We only prove the results for U} + ¢ the proof for U, , is similar. Since P, >0

n [—1,1] and fr(—1) = 72(vk, ck1) > 0, ‘we have, by Lemmaand Lemma [2.5]

0< falz) <C, —1<uz<l. (55)
By ([0), P.(x) = —c3(x — Z)? with & = ng? [—1,1]. Since ¢ — ¢ and ¢3 < 0,

we know ci3 < C3 < 0 for large k. Let Zp be the unique minimum point of P, then
T — T,
Py(x) = Pe(r) — cps(z — T3)%,

and for large k, that

—(x — :ik)2 < Pr(z) — Pp(Zg) < 2|es|(x — :ik)z, -1<z< 1. (56)

H—( + )= Pollie(o11y < O/, (57)
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Case 1: ¢1,c0 > 0.
In this case € (—1,1). Let a = 1/;/ s /a for some positive k-independent constant
a to be determined. By Lemma [2.3] there exists some xy € (Tx + ak, T + 2ax), such
that |hy (k)| < Crvg/ar, = Calai. It follows from (B6]), using the fact that Py(Zy) > 0,
that
P.(x) > |esla2/2, Vip+ap <z <1. (58)

Thus f2(zx)/2 > Pylax) — [h(on)] = (lesl/2 — Co®)a?. Fix a® = |es|/(4C). By
(BE) we have fi(zg) > ar/C. Applying Lemma 2.4 on [z, 1], using (58), we have
fe 2 a/C on [z, 1]. Since |hy(a)| < Cv? and b (1) = [Lf2(1) - R(1)| =

|5 (m5(v, cr2))? 262| < Cvy, we have, by applylng Lemma [2.6] on [z}, 1], that

max |hy| < max[hk\ < CV2/3.
[ik+2ak7 } [

Similarly, by Lemma 23] there exists some z}. € [Ty —2a, T, —ax), such that |y (z},)| <
Cyi/g. We also have |hy(—1)| = |3 f2(=1) — Py(=1)| = |2 (r2(v, c1))? — 2c1| < Cuy.
Similar to (B8], we have Py(z) > aj,/C? for x € [-1,z}]. Recall that fy(—1) > \/c7.
Using Lemma [24] we have f; > a;/C on [—1,z}]. Then by similar arguments as on
[T + 2ay, 1], we have
max || < C’l/z/g.
[-1,Z—2ak]
Now we have that |hg(Zp — 2ax)| < Cai and |hg(Zg + 2ax)| < Caj. Notice that
fr>0o0n (—1,1), P, > 0in (-1, 1), using (B6) we have Py, (z) < Pp(Z)+2|cs|(x — Ty )?
n [—1,1]. Applying Lemma 27 on [Z) — 2ay, T + 2ax] with o = 2 and T = Ty, there
we have that
. max |he| < C’a% + Cu/a < Cl/i/3.
[ —2ag,Tr+2ax)
Estimate (57)) is proved in this case.
Case 2: ¢c; =0 and ¢ > 0.

In this case P.(z) = 3ea(z 4+ 1)%, 7 — —1. Let ap = 1/;/3/04 for some o > 0 to
be determined. Let by = max{—1,Zx — 2ax} and d = max{—1+ 2ay, Ty + 2a;}. It is
clear that —1 < by < d, < 1. We prove estimate (57)) separately on [dy, 1], [-1, bg] and
bk, ).

We first prove the estimate on [d,1]. Since dy — 2ap > Ty, we have x — Ty > ay
for z in [dy — ay,dx]. By (B0), we have P, > %|03|a% in [dy — ag,d]. We also have
[di — ag,di] C [-1,1]. Applying Lemma 23] on [d; — ag,dj], using (G5, there exists
some xy € [d — ay,dg], such that |hg(2x)| < Cvpfar = Calaj. Thus & f2(xy) >
Pr(x) — [hi(x1)| > (3les| — Ca?) af. Fix o = [e3]/(4C). By (B3) we have fy(zy) >
ar/C. Applying Lemma 24 on [zy,1], and using P, > %|cs|af on the interval, we
have fi.(z) > ax/C on [zy,1]. Since [y (z)| < Cag and |hp(1)| = [5f2(1) = Pr(1)] =
|12 (75 (v, ex2))? — 22| < Cuy, notice zy, < di, we have, by applying LemmaZ8lon [z, 1],
that
2/3

max |hg| < max |hi| < C;,

Next, we prove the estimate on [—1,bk]. If Zp — 2a, > —1, by (IBEI) we have
P, > %]c;),]ai on [—1,Zx —ay]. In particular, 2¢x; = Pi(—1) > 2]63]% So ¢ > 4]63]%,
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and consequently fr(—1) = 7o(vk, ck1) > /Ck1 > %\/@ak. Applying Lemma 2.4 on
[~1,Z; — ay), and using Py > %|csla? on the interval, we have fiy(z) > a;/C on
[—1,Zx — ag]. Applying Lemma 23] on [z — 2ax, Ty — ai], using (BH), there exists
some y € [Ty — 2ak, Ty — ax|, such that |hx(yx)| < Cuvg/ax = C’agag. We also have
|hi(—1)| < Cug. Notice by, = T, —2ax, < yr < Tx — ag, applying Lemma 2.6 on [—1, yx],
we have that

max |hy| < max |y < Cv2?, (60)
bel S

[_17 k

2
If 2y, — 2a < —1, by = —1, max_y p,) |hx| = [ (=1)| < Cry < O

Now we prove the estimate on [by, di]. We have proved in the above that |hy (bg)| <
Ca? and |hg(dy)| < Ca2. If T, < —1 — ay, then [b,di] = [—1,—1 + 2ax], and for
any © € [-1,—-1+ 2a;], x — T > —1 — T > a;. By ([BO), we have P, > a2/C
on [—1,—1+ 2a;]. In particular, 2ck; = Py(—1) > $|esla. So ¢k > Ilesla?, and
consequently fr(—1) = To(vg,ck1) = /Cr1 = % les|ag. Applying Lemma 2.4 on
[—1, —14 2ag], we have fx > a/C on [—1,—1+ 2a]. Notice we also know |hg(—1)| <
Ca? and |h(—1 + 2a;)| < Cai. Applying Lemma 26 on [by,dy] = [—1, —1 + 2ay], we
have that in this case

max |hi| < Ca?. 61

[bkvdk]l k| < Cag (61)

Next, we consider the case T > —1 — ag. If T — 2ax, > —1, then [bg,di] =
[T — 2ak, T + 2a]. If T — 2a < —1, then [bg,di] = [—1,—1 + 2a;] when T < —1,
and [bg,dx] = [-1,Z + 2ax] when T > —1. So we have dist(Zg, [b, di]) < Cay, and

2a), < dp — by, < 4ay. Notice that |hy(bg)| < C’a%, |hi(di)] < C’a%, fe >0on (—1,1)
and P, > 0 in (—1,1), and using (B8), Pi(z) < Pi(Zx) + 2|es|(z — Tx)? on [-1,1].
Applying Lemma 27 on [by, di| with a = 2, we have that

max |hy| < Cai + Cuy/ay < Cuz/g. (62)

b, d

By (9), (60), (6I)) and (62), we have max|_; j) [hg| < Cl/i/g. So estimate (57)) is proved
in Case 2.

Case 3: c2 =0,c¢; > 0. The proof of (57) is similar to that of Case 2.

We have by now proved (57). By (57), we have limy oo |[|f&] — V2P|l poc(<1,1) = 0.
Using this and (B3]), we have limj_, HU:;’@ — V2P.||peo(<1,1) = 0. Next, we prove

U g = V2P llom(—11—e\fz—eate) < Ovk, (63)

If # = —1, then by (56) and the fact that Z;, — Z, we have P, > €2/C on [~1+¢/2,1 —
€/2] for large k. Applying Lemma 29 on [—1 4 €/2,1 — ¢/2], using (55]), we have (G3)
in this case.

If z > —1, without loss of generality we assume € is small such that Z —2¢ > —1. In
this case, by (56) and the fact that Z — #, we have P, > ¢2/C on [—1,1 —¢/2] \ [Z —
€/2,T+¢€/2] for large k. Applying Lemma2.9on [-1+¢/2,7—¢/2] and [T+¢€/2,1—¢/2]
separately, we have

[fk = V2P|lom (= 14ez—quigte1—e) < CVk, (64)
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for some constant C' depending only on €, m and an upper bound of |¢|. By Lemma 3.1l

and ([64]), we have dwl (fe — V2 )(—1)‘ < Cy, and ‘dmz (fr —+/2 )(:i—e)‘ < Cu,
0 < i < m, where C depending only on m and an upper bound of |¢|. Applying Lemma
28 on [-1,Z — €, using (55, we have

1 fx — V2Pellom((=1,5—a) < Ok (65)

Estimate (G3]) in this case follows from (64) and (G3)).

Next, for any € > 0, there exists some constant C' > 0, depending only on € and an
upper bound of |c|, such that |f| < Cv, 3 on [—1+¢1—¢,s0 |h|=|fufi — P <
Cv, 173, By interpolation for any z,y € (—1+¢,1—¢)and 0 < 8 < 1,

|hi(z) — hie(y)|

2(1-8)/3, ~B/3 3-8
Iz — y[P < 2Hh|‘L°°( 14e,l—€) Hh HL°°( e l—e) = Cyy, v, T < Crp

So we have )
2-8
15 (U:;, )? = Pyllos(—14e1-0 < OV (66)

Part (i) follows from (&7), ([G3]) and (GG).

(ii) If P, > 0 on [—1,1], then the conclusion of the lemma follows from part(i).
So below we assume that mini_; jj Pr(7) < 0. Let min_; j) Pp(z) = Pi(%x). Since
Pi(z) = ck1(1 — 2) + cpa(1 + ) + cpz(1 — 2%), we have 7j, = A5k and

Pk(a:) = Pk(i'k) — Ckg(x — fk)2. (67)

Then

— 2
1— 7, = k2 +2cck3 TR < O leal + 2083 + cp1)- (68)
k3

By Lemma and the assumption that min;_; 1) P(z) < 0, we have
—Cy, < Pk(i‘k) < 0. (69)

Let Py := P, and fj be the same as in (54). Denote

Ck2,Ck3)

2 2
~ \/Vk+ck1_\/7/k+ck2

T =
2wy, + \/ug +cp + \/y,g + ¢ro

€ (—1,1).

By (54]) we have that
fr@r) =0, fr>0,-1<z<i and fr <0, <z < 1. (70)

By computation

1— & =

2y, + 24/ + cio
i < C(vy + [em))- (71)

2uy, + \/ug +cp1 + \/1/,3 + cio
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Since 2¢3 = —cy, by (68)) and (1)) we see that Z;, — 1 and ) — 1. Notice that P > P,
and fr(—1) = fr(=1) > 2v,. By Lemma 2.4 in [15], we have

fe>fon —l<z<l (72)

Let yr = min{Zy, 7} — 1. By ([{0) and (72) we have fr > 0 for —1 < x < yi. Asin
Case 3 in the proof of part (i), we have

klgl;o ka Y, 2PCHL°°(—1,yk—2ak) = 07 (73)
and that there is some aj = 1/,1/ s Ja with a > 0 fixed, such that

max |hg| < C’I/i/?’. (74)
[_17yk_2ak]

By () and (68]) and the fact aj = 1/]1/3/@ we have

k. — 20k — 1] < C(VJerz] + 12ck3 + x| + 117%). (75)

On the interval [y — 2ay, 1], by (73, €7)), (69) and the fact T € [yx — 2ag, 1], we have
that for large k,

2/3
|Pu(x)] < Cllekal + 126x3 + cml? + v27%),  yp — 205 <2 <1,

and
Pi(z) > —Cup + |e3la2 /2 >0, —1 <z <y — 2a.

Let Py(z) = P, (z) := Py(z) + Crp(1 4 z). It can be seen that the corresponding é
belongs to J,,. We have P,>P,>0for —1<z< Yk — 2a. By (69), B, > 0 for
yr — 2a, < x < 1. So P, > 0 on [—1,1]. Let fk be the upper solution of (25) with
the right hand side to be P;. Then by part (i), we have ||%f,§ - pk;HLoo(_l’l) < C’l/,i/g.
Notice that

A 2/3
’Pk’ < C(’CkQ’ + ‘QCkg +Ck1‘2 + Vk/ ), Yk — 20 < x < 1.

So
f;? < C(‘Ckg‘ + ’2Ck3 + Ck1’2 + 1/2/3), Yy — 20 < x < 1. (76)

Since éx1 = cg1, we have fi(—1) = fb(—l) > 2u;,. Using this and the fact P, > P,
by Lemma 2.4 in [I5], we have fi < fx on (—1,1). So on the interval [y — 2ay, 1], we
have fr < fi < fx. Using the expression of fi, (54) and (75]), we have

| fil < C(Vleka| + 12¢ks + cr1| + ax),  yrp — 2a, <z < 1.

By this estimate and (76]), we have

1/3
|kl < C(Vleka| + |2¢k3 + cia +Vk/ )y Yk —2ap <z <1 (77)

So we have

1
|§f1? — Pyl < Cllea| + |2ck3 + c|* + v§/3>, yr — 2a < x < 1.
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By this and (74]) we have ([I3]). Moreover, by (73] and (77), we have

| fx(x)—/2P.(z)| < |fx|+|esllyp—2ar—1] < C(V/|ckal +|20k3+ck1|+7/k ), Yp—2a <z < 1.

By this and (73), we have limy_,o ||U," 5 — V2P.||1oo(—1,1) = 0. Part (ii) is proved.

ka

(iii) The proof is similar as that of part (ii). Theorem [[.6]is proved. O

Now we study sequence of solutions U,, ¢ of (@) with v} and c;, other than ink o
Proof of Theorem continued:

We will prove Theorem [[.§ (i) and (ii) in the case ¢z = ¢§(c1,c2). Let C' denote a
positive constant, having the same dependence as specified in the theorem, which may

vary from line to line. For convenience write f = U,, 9, P, = P, and h;, = sz
Throughout the proof k is large. Let = \/\/g;/‘/% By the assumption, c¢1,co > 0,

c3 =c;(cr,02) = —%(01 +2/c1ea +¢) <0, -1 <z <1, and P.(z) = —c3(z — 7)°.
Since ¢ € Jy, we have P, > 0 on [—1,1]. By Lemma [2.5] there exists at most one
xg € (—1,1) such that fx(xx) =0, and if such zj exists we have

fr(x) <0,—1 <z <z, and fr(z) > 0,2 < x < 1. (78)

Since ¢ — ¢ and ¢z < 0, we know cx3 < 03 < 0 for large k. Let Ty be the unique
minimum point of P, then Zj, — Z, Pi(z) = Pu(Z1) — cx3(r — T1)?, and for large k,

1

§|C3|(33 —71)? < Py(x) — Pyo(Zg) < 2|esl(z —3)%, —1<z<1. (79)

By Lemma [2.2]
frl < C. (80)
Since P.(z) = —c3(z — Z)?, we have, for every € > 0, Min[_y 1]\ (3—e/2,2+¢/2) Pe > 0. By

the convergence of {c;} to ¢, we deduce that

min P.>1/C. 81
[ 1,1\ (Z—€/2,74€/2) b= / ( )

Using (78) and (8I)), by applying Lemma 2.9 and Lemma 2.97 on each interval of
[—1,zr —€/2) \ (Z — €/2,Z + €/2) and [z + €/2,1] \ (T — €/2,T + €/2) separately, we
have

Usy0++/2Pe, |lom ((—14e,0n—e\[3—e,o+e) T U0 =/ 2Pe, |l om ((zte, 1=\ [i—e,54¢) < CV;
Next, we prove
2/3
= Ufk, — P llnoo (“1,25—)U(agte1)) < OV 8, (82)

Suppose zx — 2 € [—1,1] as k — oo. Since fj is not ink > we know from Theorem A
that fr(—1) = 71 (vk, k1), fr(1) = 75(vk, ck2). and therefore, in view of (), we have

‘fk —|- Vi 2Pk ’ + ‘fk \/2Pk ’ < Cuy. (83)
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We have min|_; ) P. = P.(%). Assume min_; ;) P, = P(7x). Then 7 € [~1,1] and
Ty — . We also have Py, satisfy (B6) for large k.

Case 1: ¢; >0, c2 >0, c3 = c5(c1,¢2) < 0.

In this case € (—1,1). We discuss the cases when |z — Zr| > €/4 and |z — Ty| <
€/4 separately.

If |z — Zk| > €/4, we prove the case when xp > Zj + €/4, the other case can be
proved similarly. In view of (@), we have fi(—1) < —1/C and f(1) > 1/C. We first
estimate |hy| on [z +¢€,1]. We have P, > 1/C on [z} +¢€/2,1] for large k. By Corollary
2T and Corollary 2.1 using (80) and (78]), we have that

1/C < fi <Coa € (xp+¢/2,1). (84)
Using (83]) and (84), applying Lemma [Z6l on (xj + €/2,1), we have

max_|hg| < Cuy. (85)
[zr+e,1]

Next, we prove estimate (82)) on [—1, z — €]. The proof is similar to Case 1 in the proof

of Theorem (i). Let a = 1/;/ s /a for some positive constant « to be determined.
Since Py (Zg) > 0, it follows from ([79) that

Py(z) > |eslai/2, Vo € 1,3 — ap) U [T + ax, 1], (86)
By Lemma 23] there exists some yi € (T — 2ax, T, — ax), Sg € (Tx + ak, Tk + 2ax)

and t, € (v — €/8,zp — €/16), such that |hg(yg)| + |hx(sk)] < Cvg/ar, = Caa? and
|hi(tr)| < Crg. Tt follows from (8G]) that

FEe) /2 = P (yi) — [hic(yi)| = (Jes]/2 — Ca®) aj.

Fix o3 = %. We have fi.(yx) < —ax/+/C. Similarly we have fy(t;) < —ay/+/C. Using
([78), applying Lemma 2.47on [—1,yx] and [sg, tx] separately, we have fi(z) < —ay/C

on [—1,yx] and [sg, tx]. Since |hx(yx)| < C’l/i/3, |hi(=1)| < Cug, |hi(sk)] < Cl/i/3 and
|hi(tx)| < Crg, applying Lemma 2.6 on [—1, yx] and [sg, tx] separately, we have
2/3
max |hg| < max |hy| < Cv'”, (87)
[_lvfk_zak} [_lvyk}
and
max || < max || < Cv? (88)
[Zr+2ak,2,—€] Sktk)

Now we have that hy (T — 2a;) < C’a% and hy(Zx + 2a) < C’ag. Notice that f; < 0 on
[Tk — 2ak, Tr, + 2ax], Pu(Zr) > 0 and Py(x) = Py(Z1) — cr3(z — 7x)?. Applying Lemma
2T on [Ty — 2ag, Tk + 2ax] with o = 2, we have that

max \hi| < Cai + Cuy/ay, < C’l/i/3. (89)

[T —2ak,%,+2ay]

By (85), (87), (88)) and (89), we have proved (82)) when xj > Ty + €/4.
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Next, if |z — Tx| < €/4, similar as (84]) we have
—C< f,<—-1/Cix e (—1,z—€¢/2), and 1/C < fr, < C,x € (x +€/2,1).

Using this and (83]), applying Lemma 2.6l on (—1,z; — €/2) and (xp + €/2,1), (82) is
proved.

Case 2: ¢; =0, c2 >0, cg = c§(c1,02) = —c2/2 < 0.

In this case Pe(2) = $ea(z + 1)%, T, — —1. we have the estimate (86). We discuss
the cases when z, — T > €/4 and xy — Ty < €/4 separately.

If 2, — Z, > €/4, in view of (@), we have fi(1) > 1/C. We first estimate |hj| on
[z +e€,1]. We have P, > 1/C on [z+¢€/2,1] for large k. By Corollary 2.T]and Corollary
217 using (8Q) and (78], we have (84]). Using (83)) and (84)), applying Lemma on
(xr +€/2,1), we have

max |hg| < Crg.
[zr+te ]

Next, we prove the estimate ([82) on [—1,z; — €]. The proof is similar to Case 2
in the proof of Theorem [[.6(ii). Let ar = V,i/ K Ja for some o > 0 to be determined,
b = max{—1, %y — 2ax} and dj = max{—1+ 2ag, Zx + 2a }. It is clear that —1 < by, <
dr < 1. We prove estimate (82)) separately on [dk, xx — €], [—1, bg] and [bg, di].

We first prove the estimate on [dy, zx — €]. Since dy —2ay > Ty, we have x — Ty > ag
for x in [dy — ag, dg]. Applying Lemma 2.3 on [dy — ay, di], using ([80), there exists some
sk € (dg — ag,dy) and ty, € (zp —€/8, 21, — €/16), such that |hy(sk)| < Cvg/ar = Calai
and |hy(tr)| < Cvg. Thus

1 1
§f1§(tk) > Py(te) — [hi(tr)] = §|03|a% — Cug.

By (78)) and (80)), we have fx(tx) < —ax/C. Applying Lemma2. 4l on [s, tx], and using
Py > Llesla? on the interval, we have

fie(@) < —ar/C, s < <ty (90)

Notice s < di, and |h(sk)| + |hi(t)| < CaPa2, applying Lemma 2.6] on [sg, tx], we
have
max |hg| < max |h| < C’l/,z/g. (91)
[dy sz k€] Skytk]
Next, we prove the estimate on [—1,bg]. If T — 2a;, > —1, applying Lemma 23]
on [bg, by, + ax], using (B0, there exists some y € (by, bg + ag), such that |hg(yx)| <
Cv/ax = C’agag. Thus

S IRwe) > Pylue) — ()] > (%m - ca3> 2.

Fix a® = |e3|/(4C). By () and (86), we have fi.(yx) < —ax/C. Applying Lemma
247 on [—1,yx], we have fr(z) < —ay/C on (—1,yx). Using |hg(yx)| < Cuz/g and
|hi(—1)|] < Cuyg, applying Lemma 2.6l on [—1, yx], we have

max |hg| < max |hg| < C’I/i/?’. (92)
—1,bg] (—1,y%]
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If 2, — 2a, < —1, by = —1, mMax[—1 p,] |hk| = |hk(—1)| < Cy < Cl/li/g.

Now we prove the estimate on [by, di]. We have proved in the above that |hy (bg)| <
Ca? and |hg(dy)| < Ca?. If T, < —1 — ay, then [bg,dg] = [—1,—1 + 2ag], and for
any x € [—1,—1+ 2ag),  — T > —1 — T, > a;. By (80), we have Py > a2/C on
[—1,—1+ 2a;]. By @0), fx(dr) < —ax/C. Applying Lemma 2.47 on [—1, -1 + 2ay],
we have fi < —a;/C on [—1,—1 + 2a;]. Notice we also know |hx(—1)| < Cai and
|hi(—1+2ag)| < Cai. Applying Lemma [Z6lon [by,dy] = [—1, —1 + 2ay], we have that
in this case

max |hy| < Caj. (93)
bre,dic

Next, we consider the case T > —1 — a. If Tp — 2ap > —1, then [bg,di] =
[i’k — 2ak, Tk + 2ak]. If z, — 2a;, < —1, then [bk,dk] = [—1, -1+ 2ak] when Z;, < —1,
and [by,dx] = [-1, Tk + 2a] when Zx > —1. So we have dist(Z, [bg, di]) < Cag, and
2ay, < dg—bg < 4ay. Notice that |hg(bg)| < Ca2, |hi(di)| < Ca2, fir. < 0on [bg, dk] and
P, > 0in (—1,1), and using ([79), P(z) < Py(Zx) +2|c3|(x — 71)? on [~1,1]. Applying
Lemma 2.7 on [bg, di] with o = 2, we have that

max] \hi| < Ca2 + Cup/ay, < Cuz/g. (94)

b, d

By @10), (92), (@3) and (94), we have max|_; j) [hg| < Cuz/g. So estimate (82]) is proved
when xp — Ty > €/4.

Next, if z, — T < €/4. Since z > —1 and T — —1, we have zy +€/2 > T + €/4,
and therefore we have P, > 1/C on [z + €/2,1]. similar as (84) we have

1/C < fr <Con (xp+¢€/2,1).

Using this and (83]), applying Lemma 2.6l on (zx + €/2, 1), (82)) is proved.

Case 3: ¢ =0,¢1 > 0,c3 = ci(c1,c2). The proof of (82) is similar to that of Case
2. We have by now proved (82]).

By (82) and (27]), for any € > 0, there exists some constant C' > 0, depending only

on € and an upper bound of ||, such that |f}| < Cl/k_1/3 on [—1+e, xp—e|Ulrp+e, 1—¢]),
so bl = |frfl — Pl < C’Vk_l/g. So we have

1 ~1/3
||§U3k,9 - P0k||Cl(([—1+e,mk—e]U[m;ﬁ-e,l—e])ﬂ[f—e,f—l—e} < Cljk / )

By interpolation for any z,y € (—1+¢,1 —¢) and 0 < 5 < 1,

|hy () — hi(y)|

2(1-8)/3  —B/3 2/3-p
\x—y\ﬁ <Cy, vy, <Cvy; .

1-8 B
LRI AN 3
We have )
2/3—
||§U3k,0 - Pck||C’B([—1+E,xk—e]u[xk+5,1—e]) < Cyk/ B‘ (95)

Using (78), (8I)) and (82), we have ([I5]) in this case. Part (i) in this case follows from
(I5), (B2) and ().
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Next, we prove part (ii) in this case. Notice that in this case c¢3 = c3(c1,¢2), ¢1,¢2
cannot both be zero. We first prove that if such zj, exists and z, — —1 with ¢; =0 or
such x; does not exist with ¢y > 0 = ¢, then

lim [|fx — V2P|[peo(—1,1) = 0. (96)
k—o0
In this case Py(z) = —3co(x + 1) where ¢ > 0. By Theorem [L6](i), we have

lim sup ||ink79 F V2P| pe(~1,1) = 0.

k—o00

So for any ey > 0, there exists some ¢ > 0, such that ||Pg||fepoc(—1,—142¢) < €0,
and HU;‘]:weHLoo(_l’_l_i_Qe) < € for large k. Notice U, , < fi < Ulj;ﬂ, we then have
1 fe=+v2Pg|| oo (—1,-1+2¢) < 2€0. Since Pe(x) = —2ea(z41)% we also have that P, > 1/C
on [—1 + ¢€,1]. Moreover, if such zj, does not exist, then since f(1) = 74(vk, ck2) > 0,
we have fr > 0 on (—1,1]. If such z; exists and z, — —1, then for k large we have
—1 <z, < —1+ e By (78), we also have fr > 0 on [—1 + ¢,1]. Then by Corollary
2.1 we have fi > 1/C on [—1+ 2¢,1]. Notice |fx(1) — /2P.(—1)| < Cy, and | fr,(—1+
2€) — \/2P.(—1+ 2€)| < 2¢q, by Corollary 2.3 we have || fr — /2P| oo (~142¢,1) < Ceo.
So ([@6)) is proved.

Similarly, if such xj, exists and xp — 1 with ¢o = 0 or such z; does not exist with
c1 > 0= cy, , we have

lim [|Uy, 0 + /2P, [[ oo (-1,1) = 0.
k—o00

5 cedJyand c3 > ci(c, )

Lemma 5.1. Let -1 <a<b<1, vy, — 0", ¢ € Jy,, crca = 0,¢3 > c(c1,¢2), and
cp, —cas k — o0o. Then

I[Ilig}l P, = min{PCk (a)v F, (b)}7

for sufficiently large k.

Proof. When c3 > 0, we have P; (v) = —2c;3 < 0 for large k. Thus P, is concave
down, min(,y P, = min{P, (a), P, (b)}. When c3 < 0, we distinguish to two cases.
Case 1is ¢; = 0 and Case 2 is ¢cg = 0. If ¢ = 0, then Pl(z) = co — 2c3x > co +2¢3 > 0
n [~1,1]. So P, > 0 in [~1,1] for large k. Thus miny,y P, = P, (a). If c; = 0, then
Pl(z) = —c1 —2c3x < —c1 —2c3 < 01in [~1,1]. So P, < 0in [~1,1] for large k. Thus
min[&b] Pck = Pck (b) ]

Lemma 5.2. Let vy — 07, ¢ € J,,, =1 <b <1, cieo =0,¢3 > ci(c1,¢2), and ¢, — ¢
as k — oo. If P.(b) > 0, then UJ; g > 0 on [—1,b] for sufficiently large k.

14
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Proof. For convenience denote fj, = Urj; g>and P, = P, . If ¢y > 0, we have P(—1) =
2cp1 > 0 for large k. Since P.(b) > 0, we also have Py(b) > 0. By Lemma 5.1 we have
Py(z) > min{Py(—1), P, (b)} > 0. Using this and the fact that fi(—1) = 7o(ck1, %) >
0, by Lemma 2.5 we have fr > 0 on [—1,b].

If k1 < 0, since cxg — ¢1 > 0, we must have ¢; = 0, and then cg > —cy/2 and
P.(z) = ca(1+2) +c3(1 —22). So P.(—1) =0 and P.)(—1) = ca+2c3 > 0. Since ¢ — ¢
as k — oo, there exists some Cy > 0 and § > 0, such that

Co(l-l—.%’) §Pk(1’)—Pk(—l) §200(1+.Z’), —-1l<oz<-14+96 (97)

for k sufficiently large. Notice Py(—1) = 2c¢51 > —21/,%. Since ¢;1 < 0, then since
Pi(—1) = 2c51 > —20v2, by (@1), we have Py(—1+ 2v2/Cp) > 0. So by Lemma [B.1], we
have Py > min{P;(—1+ 2v?/Cy), Px(b)} > 0 on [—1 + 202 /Co, b].

Next, let

go(@) = fu(~1) — %(1 )

Since fi(—1) > 2uy, it can be checked that g > 0 on [—1,—1 + 2v2/Cy]. By compu-
tation, using the facts that §fZ(—1) — 2vj fy(—1) = 2¢51 and fi(—1) > 2v, we have
that for —1 <ax < -1+ 21/,3/00 and k sufficiently large,

1
Qr = v(1 — 2%)g}, + 2vagk + =07

2
_ Og CO C’0 1 )
Cg Cy 21/]% 9 Co
< — —|=E _ =
- <[128u;§ s, T ) ()t 2

< 2¢p1 < Pk(x)

By Lemma 2.3 in [I5], we have limsup,_, 1+ [z+1|7!|fr(z) — fr(—1)| < co. So we have
gk(—=1) = fr(=1) > 2 or fr(—1) = gr(—1) = 2v with limsup,_,_;+ ff1+2u,§/(}o(1 —
52) 71 (=2 + fr(s))ds < co. It can be checked that fj is a solution of (25)) if and only
if vk fx is a solution of (7). Similarly, vxgy is a solution of (7l) with the right hand side
to be Qi /v2. Notice that Q) < Py, applying Lemma 2.4 in [15], we have f > g > 0
on (—1,—1+2v2/Co). Since P, > 0 on [—1+ 212 /Cp,b) and fi,(—1+2v2/Cp) > 0, we
have, by Lemma 5] that fz >0 on [—1 + 2v2/Cp,b]. So f, > 0 in [—1,b], the lemma
is proved. O

Proof of Theorem [1.7}

We only prove the results for U;; o the proof of the results for U’/_k 0 is similar. Let
C be a positive constant depending only on ¢ which may vary from line to line. For
convenience, write f = Ulj;ﬂ, P, = P, and let hy := %f,f — P;. In the following we
always assume that k is large.

Since ¢, — ¢ as k — oo, by Lemma [Z2] we have fr < C in [—1,1]. We first prove

1/2

1
15U 0)" = Pegllzoe (-1 < C~. (98)

Vi,0
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Case 1: ¢ =0, ¢ >0, cg > —co/2.

In this case, P.(z) = ca(1 + ) + c3(1 — 2?) in (—=1,1). So P.(—1) = 2¢; = 0, and
P!(=1) = ¢a 4 2¢3 > 0. Since ¢ — ¢ as k — oo, there exists some ¢ > 0, such that for
large k,

1

5PC/(—1)(1 +x) < Pp(z) — Po(—1) <2P/(-1)(1 +2), —-l<z<-1446.  (99)
Let ap, = 1/,1/ 2 /o for some positive constant « to be determined. Then by Lemma [2.3]
there exists some 2 € (—1 + ag, —1 4 2ay), such that |hg(zy)] < €& = Calay. It

ag

follows from ([@7) and the fact that Py(—1) = 2cx; > —v2 and P/(—1) > 0, that
1 1
56 @k) = Pi(wk) = [hi(we)] = Po(=1) + S PU=1)(wk + 1) = [ ()]
1 1
> w2 + <§Pc'(—1) - Ca2> ag > <ZPC/(_1) - Ca2> ay

Fix a? = P/(-1)/(8C). By (@) P(xk) — 2w} + TPl(— )ak > 0, by Lemma [£.2] we
have fy > 0 on [—1,zx]. So fr(zx) > /ar/C. Since Py(1) > 1P.(1) > 0 for large k,
by ([@9) we have

Pu(—=1+ay) > 2cp1 + a/C > —21/]3 +a,/C > ay/C.

Then by Lemmal[5.1] we have Py (x) > ax/C in [—1+4ag, 1] for k large. Applying Lemma
24 on [z,1], we have fip(x) > +/ar/C on [z, 1]. We also have |hg(zg)| < CV1/2,
|he(1)| = |5 f2(1) — Pe(1)| = |3 (75 (v, ck2))? — 2cx2| < Cuy. So by applying Lemma 2.6]
on [z, 1],

max _|hg| < max[hk\ < CV1/2.

[—1+2ak, [

Now we have hi(—1+2a;) < Cay and |hg(—1)| = |§fk(— )—Pr(—1)| = |%(7’2(V, cr1))?—
2¢k1| < Cyg. By ([@9) we have Py(x) > Pp(—1) = 2¢x1 > —21/,3 > —Cay in [-1,-1+
2ay| for k large. By (@9) we also have that Py(x) < Pi(—1) + C(1 + z). Notice
fe(=1) = 2u + 24/v2 4+ 41 > 0, applying Lemma 27 on [—1, —1 + 2a;] with o = 1
and T = —1 there, we have that

max _|hi| < Ca + Cv//ai, < Cul/Q.
(—1,—142ay)

Estimate (@8] is proved in this case.

Case 2: ¢1 >0,c0=0, c3 > —%cl.

In this case, P.(x) = ¢1(1—z)+c3(1—22). So P.(1) = 0 and P.(1) = —c; —2c3 < 0.
Since ¢ — ¢ as k — oo, there exists some ¢ > 0, such that

1
- 5Pc’(l)(1 — 1) < P(z) — Pe(1) < 2P/ (1)(1 —z), 1-d6<z<1, (100)
1
for large k. Let ap = v . By Lemma [2.3] there exists some xj, € (1 —2ag,1—ay), such

that |hy(zx)| < Cvg/ay = Cay. Since Po(—1) = 2¢; > 0, we have Py(—1) > $Px(—1) >
0 for large k. By (I00) we have

Pk(l — ak) > 2¢p9 —|—ak/C > —2V£ —i—ak/C > ak/C
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Then by Lemma [5.1] we have Py(z) > ax/C in [-1,1—ay] for k large. Notice fi(—1) =
To(Vk,cp1) > y/c1 > 0 for large k. Applying Lemma 2.4 on [—1,1 — a;], we have

fr(x) > /ar/C on [—1,1—ag]. We also have |hy(z)| < CV1/2 |he(=1)| = |3 f2(-1)—
Py(—=1)| = [3(12(v, e11))? — 2¢x1| < Cuy. So by applying Lemma on [—1,xg],

max |hg| < max |hy| < CV1/2.
[—1,1—2a [—1,2k]
Now we have fy,(1 — 2ay) < Cay, and |hi(1)] = |%f;?( ) = Pu()] = |5(m5(v, ex2))? —
2ck2| < Cvg. By (I00) we have Py(z) > Py(1) = 2c1 > —2v2 > Cak in [1 — 2ag, 1]
for k large. By (I00) we also have that Py(x) < Py(1)+C(1— x) Notice fx(1—2ay) >
Vai/C > 0, applying Lemma 2.7 on [1 — 2ag, 1] with & = 1 and Z = 1 there, we have
that

max _|hy| < Cap + Cy/v/ar < Cl/k/z.
[1—2ay,1]
Estimate (@8] is proved in this case.

Case 3: ¢y =c3 =0, cg > 0.

In this case, Pe(z) = c3(1 — 2?) in (=1,1). So Pu.(£1) = 0, P/(=1) = 2¢c3 > 0
and P/(1) = —2c3 < 0. Since ¢, — ¢ as k — 0o, there exists some § > 0, such that
for large k, ([@9) and (I0Q) are true. Let ay = 1/,1/2/04 for some positive constant a to
be determined. Then by Lemma [2.3] there exists some xp € (—1 + ax, —1 + 2ax) and
Y € (1—2ak,1— ak) such that |hy,(zr)]+|he(yr)| < Cvp/ap = Calay. Similar as Case
1, we have fx(xg) > v/ax/C. By [@9), (I00), and Lemma [5.I], we have Py(x) > ar/C
in [z, yx] for k large Applying Lemma 2.4 on [z, yx], we have fr(x) > \/ar/C on
[k, yk]. We also have |hg(zg)| < Cl/;/z, |he(ye)| < Cl/li/2. So by applying Lemma [2.0]
on [z, yk|,

max |hi] < max |hg| < Cv 1/2.
[—142ak,1—2a] EPETY

As in Case 1 and Case 2, we have

max \hkl—k max ]hk\<CV1/2.
[~1,—1+2a; —2a

By the above, estimate (O8] is proved in this case.
From ([@8) we have limy o ||[fx| — V2Pec||po(1,1) = 0. By Lemma we have
fx > 0 on [ 1,1 — 2ax]. Using this and the fact maxp_gq, 17 [P < Cag, we have

limy o0 U, g + V2P| Lo (~1,1) = 0.

Next, let € > 0 be any ﬁxed positive small constant. If ¢; = 0, by ([@9) we have
that Pk(—l + 3€) > epsie. If ¢y > 0, Py(—1) > /1. Similarly, if ¢, = 0, by (I00),
Py(1—¢€/2) > €/C. If c3 > 0, Py(1) > /c3 > 0. By Lemma [5.I] we have P, > ¢/C on
[—1+¢€/2,1 —¢/2]. As proved above, we also have fi > 0 on [-1 +¢€/2,1 — €/2] for
large k. Applying Lemma 27 on [—1 + €/2,1 — €¢/2], we obtain

Vke — V2P, llom(~14e1-q) < Crg.

The proof is finished. O
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Remark 5.1. The assumption of ¢ in Theorem [1.7 is equivalent to P.(1)P.(—1) = 0,
PZ(1) + (Pi(1))* # 0 and PZ(—1) + (Pi(-1))* # 0.

Next, we study solutions of (6]) which are not ink o
Proof of Theorem completed:

We will prove Theorem [L.§ (i) and (ii) in the case cica = 0 and ¢3 > ci(cq,c2).
Let C be a positive constant, having the same dependence as specified in the theorem,
which may vary from line to line. For convenience write f, = U,, g9, P, = P, and
hy = % f,? — Pj. Throughout the proof k is large.

We first prove part (i) in this case. Since Py € Jy, we have P, > 0 on [—1,1]. By
Lemma 25, there exists at most one zj € (—1,1) such that fi(zg) = 0. Moreover, if
Ty, exists, then we have

fe(x) <O0for —1 <z <z, and fy(x) >0 forxp < <1. (101)

By Lemma 2.2]
|frl < C. (102)

Since ¢1,c2 > 0, cica = 0, c3 > ¢§(c1,¢2), we have ming_y4¢/21-¢/2) Pe > 0. By the
convergence of {c;} to ¢,

i P, >1/C. 103
Iy Pz (103)

Using (I0I)) and (I03]), by applying Lemma and Lemma [2.97 on each interval of
[—1+¢€¢/2,z; —€¢/2] and [z + €/2,1 — €/2] separately, we deduce

||UVk,9 + 2P6k||C7”([—1+E,:Bk—ED + ||UVk79 Y/ 2P0k||cm([mk+€,1—6}) < Cu.

Next, we prove

1 1/2
H§U3k,e = P llpoe (—1,25—)U(apte1)) < CVk/ : (104)

Since f is not Uj;,e’ we know from Theorem A that fr(—1) = 7 (v, ck1) and fr(1) =
75(Vk, ck2). In view of (@), we have

‘fk(—l) + v/ 2Pk(—1)’ + ‘fk(l) — \/2Pk(1)’ < Cuyy. (105)

Case 1l: ¢c1 =0,¢c9 >0, cg > —%02.
In this case P.(z) = co(1+x)+c3(1—22)in (—1,1). So P.(—1) =0, P.(1) = 2¢3 > 0,
and P/(—1) = ¢a + 2¢3 > 0. Since ¢ — ¢, there exists some § > 0, such that

1
§Pc’(—1)(1 +2) < Pi(z) — Pu(=1) <2P(-1)(1+2x), —-1<x<-1+4.  (106)
So Py(—14¢€/2) > 1/C and P(1) > 1/C. By Lemma [5.1] we have
Pu(z) >1/C, —1+e¢/d<z<1. (107)

We discuss the cases when x;, +1 > €/4 and z;, + 1 < €/4 separately.
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We first discuss the case when z; +1 > €/4. We have P, > 1/C on [z} +¢/4, 1] for
large k. Applying Corollary 2.1 on [z) + €/4, 1], using (I01]), (I02)) and (I07), we have
that

1/C < fr <Con (zp+€/2,1). (108)

Using (I08]), applying Lemma 2.6l on (xy + €/2,1), we have

max |hg| < Cry (109)
[xk+571]
Next, let ar = 1/,1/ 2 /o for some positive constant « to be determined. Since

Pi(—1) > 0, it follows from (I06) and (I07)) that Py(x) > ai/C for = in [—1 + ag, 1].
By Lemma 23] there exists some s € (—1+ ag, —1 4 2ay) and ty € (v — €, 2 — €/2),
such that |hy(sg)| < Cvg/ar = Caay, and |hy(tg)| < Cry. Tt follows from (88]) that

1
§f1?(tk) > Py, (tr) — |hi(te)| = 1/Co’ay, — Cy,

By (I0I), we have fi(tx) < —/ax/C. Using (I02)), applying Lemma 2.4 on [sg, ], we
have fi(x) < —\/ar/C on [sy,t;]. Using |hy(si)| < CI/;/2 and |hg(tx)| < Cug, applying
Lemma [2.0] on [sg, t], we have

max }\hk\ < [max] |hi| < Cu,iﬂ. (110)
t

[—1+2ak,z—€ Sktk
Now we have that |hy(—1+ 2ay)| < Cay and |hy(—1)| = |378 vk, cx1) — 2¢x1] < Cag.
Notice that fr < 0 on [—1,—1 + 2ay], P(—1) > 0. Using (I06), applying Lemma [2.7]
on [—1,—1+ 2ax| with a = 1, we have that

max |hg| < Cag + Cvi/a, < CI/;/2. (111)
[—1,—142ay]

By (I09), (I10) and (IIII), we have proved (I04]) when & > —1.
Next, if x + 1 < €/4, similar as (I08]) we have 1/C < fi < C on (xp +¢€/2,1).

Using this and (I05]), applying Lemma on (zy +€/2,1), (I04) is proved.
Case 2: ¢ >0, =0, cg > —%cl. The proof is similar as Case 1.

Case 3: ¢; = ¢ =0, ¢3 > 0. Similar as Case 1 we have |hy| < CI/;/2 on [—1,0] \

[xr — €, 2k + €], and similar as Case 2 we have |hg| < C’l/,i/2 on [0,1]\ [z — €, + €.
We have by now proved (I04)).
By (I04)) and (25]), for any € > 0, there exists some constant C' > 0, depending only
1

on € and an upper bound of |c|, such that |f}| < Cv, ? on [~1+e€,x, —€]U [z +€,1—€],
_1
so |hy| = |frf, — Pl| < Cv, *. So we have

1 _1
||§U3k,6 - PCk||Cl(([—1+e,xk—5}u[:ck+5,1—e]) < Cljk %

By interpolation for any z,y € (—14+¢6,1—¢)and 0 < § < 1,

|hy(z) — hy(y)]
|z —y|?

1-8 18 3(1=B) —38 3
= 2||h||L°°(—1+E,1—e)||hk||L°°(—1+E,1—e) <Oy v, <Oy
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We have

1

1 5—8
||§U3k7e — Peylles (14 ean—dUmte1—) < CVE . (112)

Next, using (I0T]), (I03]) and (I04]), we then have (I5]). Part (i) in this case follows in
view of (I04]) and (I12)).

Now we prove part (ii) in this case. If such xj, exists and z; — —1 with ¢; =0, or
such z does not exist with ca > 0 = ¢;, we can prove (16 using similar arguments as
that for part (ii) in ”Proof of Theorem continued” in Section 4. If such xj exists
and x; — 1 with ¢5 = 0, or such x; does not exist with ¢; > 0 = ¢y, we can prove
similarly (7). If such zj; does not exist with ¢; = ca = 0, we prove either (18] or (I7]).

In this case, fi does not change sign on (—1,1) and P.(—1) = P.(1) = 0. If f; > 0O on
(—1,1) after passing to a subsequence, we have, by Theorem [[7] lim sup;,_, H%(Ui7e)2_
Py||pee(=1,1) = 0. So for any €y > 0, there exists some € > 0, such that || Py|| 00 (—1,—142¢)+
1Pl poop1—2e,1) < €0, and [[(U )2l poe(—1,-1526) + Uy )2l Loopi—2e,1) < €0- Notice
Upo < i < U;;,ea we then have |[[fi — \/m,‘Lw(—l,—H-%) +||fx — \/EHL‘X’D—%,H <
2¢g. We also have P. > 1/C on [-1+4¢€,1—¢| and fx > 0 on [-1+¢,1—¢]. By Corollary
2.1 we have fi, > 1/C on [—1+42¢,1—2¢]. Notice | fr,(—142€)—+/2Pi(—1 + 2¢)|+| fr.(1—
€) — /2P (1 — 2¢)| < 2¢q, by Corollary 2.3 we have ||fr — MHLOO[_H%J_H < Ceg.

If fr <0 on (—1,1) after passing to a subsequence, similar as the above we have
(7). Part (ii) in this case is proved. The proof of Theorem [[.§ is completed now. Part
(iii) is proved in Section 3, part (i) and (ii) follows from (iii), ”Proof of Theorem [1.8

continued” in Section 4, and the above. ) O
Proof of Theorem[I.3: For 0 <v <1andc¢€J,, let
1 du™
+ _ + + e
uu,@(c) ~ <ind V,G(C)v ul/,?”(c do Uy g cot ¢
and
1 [ dPuy, () duy, (c)
P = (T +(e0t 0 — uy(e) A+ (1 (0)° + (uEy(0)? ).

By Theorem 1.1 of [15], {(u; (c), pf (c)) }o<v<1 belong to CO(J, % (0,1], C™(S2\ (B(S)U
B(N)))) for every integer m > 0. By Theorem[I4] there exists some constant C', which
depends only on K, e and m, such that

HUIG — V2F[[poo (11 + HUzZ@ + V2F||p<(-1,1) £ O,
and

HU:fe - \/2—PCHC"”(—1,1—E) + U, + \/2—PcHCm(—1+e,1) <Cuv.
Theorem [[3(i) follows from the above.
Now we prove part (ii). By Theorem A, there exist a unique Uy := U, 4(c,6p) of
([6) satisfying, with 2y = cos y, that

Up(—1) = mi(v,c1) <0, Up(l) = 7m2(v,c2) >0, Up(xo) = 0.
For every € > 0, we have, by Theorem [L.8] that
||UV79 Y 2PC||Cm(w0+e,1—e) + ||UI/,9 + v 2PC||Cm(—1+e,:Eo—e) <Cv.

The estimate in part (ii) follows from the above. O
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6 Proof of Theorem

In this section, we give the
Proof of Theorem Define

2P, (xg) - (x — xg)
wi(z) := \/2P,, (1) tanh ( 2]21 — 2w > (113)
k
By computation, we know that wy(zx) = 0 and
1
ve(1 — 22)w), + §w,% = Pp(x1). (114)

Step 1. We prove

[Uy0 — wi| < CvglInwg?, o — Kvg|Invg|(1 — 23) < 2 < g + Kvg|Invg|(1 — 27)).

(115)
Let C denote a constant depending only on ¢, K and £ which may vary from line to
line. For convenience denote fj := U,, 9 and P, := F,,. By Lemma and Lemma
25 we have that

0< fr<C, in (x,1), and — C < fr <0, in (=1, x). (116)
Let v .
Y= %(17_;2) fo) == fu(@),  wry) = wplz). (117)

Then for x — Kvg|Invg|(1 —23) < @ <z + Kvg|Invg|(1 — 23), we have —K|Inyy| <
y < K|Invg|. By fr(zr) =0 and (25), we know that f;(0) = 0 and

(1 — 22y — vy (1 — 27)) fi(y) + 2vk (s + yoi(1 — 23)) fu(y) + %f/?(y)

=P, = P, (z) + Pl (zr)vpy(1 — 23) + %Pc/é (zi)vpy* (1 — 7). o
By (II3) and (1), we have @(0) = 0 and
) + 0h) = Poy ). (19)
Set gr(y) := fu(y) — Wi (y), then by ([I¥) and ([II9), we have g;(0) = 0 and
95 (W) + T (y)gr(y) = Hi(y), (120)

where hy.(y) = (fi(y) + wx(y)) and
Hi(y) =P, (w)y + 3 PA o)y — 2wl + a1~ 2))fuly)
+ R @riany + 17921~ a3)).

By (II3) and (II8]), we have |ht(y)| < C for |y| < K[Inyg|. By ([II8) and (II6), we
have | f(y)| < Cfor |y| < K|Invg| and k >> 1. So |Hy| < Cvg|Inwy] for y| < K|Invy|
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and k >> 1. Hence, from the estimates of hy, Hy, (I20) and the fact that g;(0) = 0,
we have

g1 ()| = e~ Jo h(e)ds

v
[ el Ot s)as| < Cnftamf, ol < Kt
0

Therefore, the estimate (I15) is proved.
Step 2. We prove that there exists some K > 0 and small € > 0, independent of
k, such that

U, ¢+ /2P, §Cua(c) In v, 2“@, b <z <z — Kvg| Invg|(1 — 27), 121
k> k k k

Uy — /2P| < Cv2 N2, a4+ Ko Invg|(1— 23) <z < dpy,  (122)

where by = max{—1,z; — €} and dj, = min{1, x; + €}.

It is sufficient to prove (I2I]) since the other estimate can be obtained similarly. We
first prove that (I2I]) holds at the endpoints « = by and = = b}, := x, — Kvg|Invg|(1 —
azi) For convenience denote fi, :=U,, g9, P, = P, and hy = %f,f — P,. Since zj, — 1,
P.(%) > 0, we can chose € > 0 small, such that

P, >1/C, x € (z) — 2¢, z) + 2€). (123)

By Theorem [L8 (i), we have |hy| < CV:(C) for —1 < x <z — € where a(c) is given by

(). Using this, (I16) and (I23]), we have that
( Felbr) + /2P (br) ( < v, (124)

Let K be a positive constant to be determined later. It is easy to see that

V2P (=) K/ z
‘wk(bz)"i‘ /2Pk(xk)’ SCe—K|lnyk|4’2€ k :Csz 2Py (zy,) SCka

as long as K+/2Py(x) > 2 for any x € [bg,d)] and k sufficiently large. Thus by Step 1,
we have

[ Fe(0h) + /2P0
<Ife(bR) = wi ()] + [k (8) + v/2PuCan)| + |v/2Plk) — /2Pe(8})

<Cu|Iny

By ([I23)) and (I25), fx(b},) > 1/C. Then using this, (I23)) and (II6), applying Lemma
247 on (b, b).], we have

(125)

O < fr<-1/C, b, <a<by. (126)
By (I24)), (125), (I24]), applying Corollary 2.3l on [bg, b} ], we know that (I2I) holds on

[bg, b},]. Similar argument implies (I22]). Theorem [[9 follows from the above two steps
and Theorem [L.8 O
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7 Appendix

Lemma 7.1. Let ¢ € R3, then
(i) P. > 0 on [—1,1] if and only if c € Jy.
(ii) P. >0 on [—1,1] if and only if c € Jo.
(i4i) min_; 3) P = 0 if and only if ¢ € 0Jp.
(iv)P, > 0 in (=1,1) if and only if ¢ € Jy U Jq.

Proof. (i) For ¢ € Jy, we have ¢1,¢c2 > 0, ¢3 > ¢§(c1, c2) and therefore using (I0) and
@@ pP. > Pl ey = 0 on [—1,1]. On the other hand, if P. > 0 on [—1,1], we have
¢ =2P.(—1) > 0and ¢co = $P:(1) > 0. If ¢, ¢ > 0, then z := \/\/g:_\/‘/g € (—1,1) and,
using (I, 0 < P.(Z) = (c3 — c§(c1,¢2))(1 — 2%). Thus c3 > ci(c1,c2) and ¢ € Jy. If
¢ = 0, then P.(—1) = 0 and therefore ¢ + 2¢3 = P.(—1) > 0. So c € Jy. If 5 = 0,
then P.(1) = 0 and therefore —c; — 2c3 = PJ(1) < 0. So ¢ € Jy. Part (i) is proved.

(i) If ¢ € Jo, then c1,co > 0, c3 > ci(ci,¢2), and © € (—1,1). The positivity of
P, on [—1,1] then follows from the expression (III). On the other hand, if P, > 0 on
[~1,1], then ¢; = 1P.(=1) > 0, ¢, = 1 P.(1) > 0, and z € (—1,1). It follows, using
(), that 0 < P.(Z) = (e3 — ci(c1,c2))(1 — 7%) and therefore c3 — c§(c1,c2) > 0. We
have proved that ¢ € Jy. Part (ii) is proved.

Part (iii) is a consequence of (i) and (ii).

(iv) If ¢ € Jo, then we know from (ii) that P. > 0 on [=1,1]. If ¢; = ¢; = 0,
and c3 > 0, then P.(z) = c3(1 —22) > 0 in (—1,1). If ¢; > 0, co = 0, c3 > —¢1/2,
then P(z) > c1(1—2) —3c1(1 —2?) = (1 —2)2 > 0in (-1,1). If¢; =0, 3 > 0,
c3 > —cp/2, then Po(z) > co(1+2) — Jea(1 —2%) = 2(1+ ) > 0in (—1,1). On
the other hand, if P, > 0 in (—1,1), then ¢ € Jy by part (i). We only need to prove
that ¢ does not belong to d.Jy \ 9'Jp. Indeed, if ¢ € d.Jy \ & Joy, then ¢ =0 or ¢1,¢c2 >0
and c3 = c3(c1,c2). Clearly ¢ cannot be 0. For the latter, we know from (I0) that
P.=P} has a zero point at & € (—1,1). We have proved (iv). O

(e1,¢2)

We then have

Lemma 7.2. For any 0 <v <1 and c € J,, there exists some constant C, depending
only on an upper bound of |c|, such that

P.(x) >-Cv, V—-1<z<1.

Proof. For ¢ € J,, we have ¢; > —v?,co > —v? and c3 > &3 = ¢c3(cq,co;v). Let
& =c+v% é =+ P and & = —5(&1 + 2VE 8 + &). By @), P, a6 > 0 in
[—1,1]. Since c3 > &3 > ¢ — Cv, we have

Pc 2 P(51,52,03) - 01/2 2 P(5175275§) — CI/ 2 —CI/, in [—1, 1]
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