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AN OVERDETERMINED NEUMANN PROBLEM WITH A
NONLINEARITY

IGNACE ARISTIDE MINLEND AND JING WU

Abstract. In this paper, we prove the existence of a family of non trivial compact
subdomains Ω in the manifold M = R

N × R/2πZ for which the overdetermined
Neumann boundary value problem





−∆w = µ|w|p−2w in Ω,

∂w

∂η
= 0 on ∂Ω,

w = c 6= 0 on ∂Ω,

(0.1)

admits solutions for some µ > 0 and 2 < p < 2∗ = 2N
N−2

if N ≥ 3 or p > 2 if N = 2.
The domains we construct have nonconstant principal curvature, and therefore are
not isoparametric nor homogeneous. By this, we establish a non-linear analogue of
a recent result obtained by Fall, Weth and the first named author in [14], where the
overdetermined Neumann eigenvalue problem for the Laplacian was considered.

MSC 2020: 35J57, 35J66, 35N25, 35J25, 35R35, 58J55

1. Introduction and main result

In this paper, we consider the manifold M := R
N × R/2πZ endowed with the flat

metric and we are concerned with the existence of subdomains Ω ⊂ M admitting
solutions to the overdetermined Neumann boundary value problem






−∆w = g(w) in Ω,

∂w

∂η
= 0 on ∂Ω,

w = c 6= 0 on ∂Ω,

(1.1)

where η is the unit outer normal to the boundary ∂Ω and g is a nonlinearity.
When the manifold R

N × R/2πZ is replaced by the Euclidean space R
N , problem

(1.1) can be viewed as a nonlinear counterpart of a long standing open conjecture by
Schiffer [28, Problem 80, p. 688], which states that balls are the only smooth bounded
subdomains Ω ⊂ R

N such that there exist a constant µ > 0 and a solution u 6= 0 to

Key words and phrases. Neumann eigenvalue problem, Overdetermined problems, Schiffer conjec-
ture, Bifurcation .

1

http://arxiv.org/abs/2405.07063v2


2 IGNACE ARISTIDE MINLEND AND JING WU

the overdetermined Neumann problem

(Nµ) :





−∆u = µu in Ω,

∂u

∂η
= 0 on ∂Ω,

u = 1 on ∂Ω.

Schiffer’s conjecture finds a strong connection with the so called Pompeiu problem
[2,4,27,29]. A bounded domain Ω ⊂ R

N is said to have the Pompeiu property if f ≡ 0
is the only continuous function on R

N for which
∫

σ(Ω)

f dx = 0 for every rigid motion σ of RN .

The Pompeiu problem consists in finding all sets Ω ⊂ R
N having the Pompeiu property.

In 1976, Williams [27, Theorem 2, p. 186], (see also [4]) proved that a domain Ω ⊂ R
N

homeomorphic to the unit ball in R
N fails the Pompeiu property if and only if problem

(Nµ) admits a nontrivial solution for some µ > 0. In [18], Liu also obtained a new
necessary and sufficient condition for a domain without the Pompeiu property. Namely
a bounded and C4,α domain with R

N \ Ω connected fails the Pompeiu property if and
only if there is a nontrivial buckling eigenfunction with second order interior normal
derivative constant on the boundary.

So far, a lot of works have been devoted to address the validity of Schiffer’s
conjecture but positive results only exist in some particular cases. In [2,3], Berenstein
and Yang proved that the existence of a solution to (Nµ) with µ = λ2 (the second
Dirichlet eigenvalue of the Laplacian) implies that Ω is a ball. Moreover, the existence
of infinitely many eigenvalues to (Nµ) implies the validity of the conjecture. In the
same direction, Aviles [1] proved in 1986 that disks are the only planar and convex
domains admitting solutions to problem to (Nµ) for any eigenvalue µ less that the
seventh Neumann eigenvalue of the domain. In [17], Liu proved that the Shiffer
conjecture is valid for domains where additionally, the third order interior normal
derivative of the corresponding Neumann eigenfunction is constant on the boundary.
This result was extended to overdetermined problems with fully nonlinear operator
in [18]. Although Schiffer’s conjecture is valid in some specific cases, negative results
exist as well. For instance, when one considers the problem (1.1) on periodic domains,
Fall, Tobias and Minlend [14] obtained bifurcations of straight cylinders in R

N × R

admitting solutions to (Nµ). Also in the very recent work [13], Enciso, Fernandez,
Ruiz and Sicbaldi considered a weaker analog of Schiffer’s conjecture which claims that
among domains with disconnected boundary, balls and annulus are the only smooth
bounded domains Ω ⊂ R

2 admitting solutions to (Nµ) which are locally constant on
∂Ω. They obtained a negative answer to this conjecture by constructing a family
of doubly connected domains Ω with the above property. We also refer the reader
to [12, 15, 26] for further negative results related to problem (Nµ).
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An interesting question in the literature of overdetermined Neumann problems is to
know what happens when one replaces the linear function w 7→ µw in (Nµ) with a gen-
eral nonlinearity g. This question remains less studied and to our level of information,
we could only find a result by Kawohl and Lucia in [16], where they proved provided
g(c) 6= 0, the boundary of a solution domain Ω to problem (1.1) in R

2 is a circle if
and only if the problem admits a solution having a constant third or fourth normal
derivative along the boundary ∂Ω.

We emphasize that both problem (Nµ) and the nonlinear version (1.1) can be con-
sidered in general Riemannian manifold. In [25], Shklover proposed a generalization
of Schiffer’s conjecture to an arbitrary Riemannian manifold with the possibility of
replacing the condition on the domain to be a ball by the more general assumption
that the domain has homogeneous boundary (i.e boundary admitting transitive group
of isometries). He then disproved this conjecture in manifolds M of constant sectional
curvature by providing examples of solution domains to (Nµ) whose boundaries are
isoparametric (see e.g. [25, Definition 3] ) but not homogenous. It is clear by Cartan’s
theorem [5] that the isoparametricity property of these hypersurfaces implies that their
principal curvatures are constant. It was then tempting to guess that the boundary of
a solution domain to (Nµ) in any Riemennian manifold is an isoparametric hypersur-
face. In the recent paper [14], Fall, Weth and the first named author showed that this
is not the case by providing counterexamples in the manifold M := R

N × R/2πZ. In
this paper, we use bifurcation theory and extend this result to the nonlinear problem
(1.1), by considering the nonlinearity g(w) := µ|w|p−2w for some parameter µ > 0
and 2 < p < 2∗ = 2N

N−2
if N ≥ 3 or p > 2 if N = 2. We underline that solving

overdetermined Neumann boundary problem via bifurcation approach comes with a
loss of derivatives. A strategy to overcome this drawback was developed in [14] at least
in the context of overdetermined problems and was successfully applied in [13]. The
argument we use in this work has the potential to apply for general nonlinearities g
satisfying g(0) = 0 and for which the Dirichlet problem

{−∆w = g(w) in Ω,

w = c 6= 0 on ∂Ω,

admits a radial solution with at least one critical point. We postpone this investigation
to a future project.

To state our main result, we fix α ∈ (0, 1) and define by C2,α
p (R) the space of 2π

periodic and even C2,α-functions on R, and we let P2,α
p (R) denote the open subset of

strictly positive functions in C2,α
p (R). For a function h ∈ P2,α

p (R), we define the domain

Ωh :=

{
(t, x) ∈ R

N × R : |t| < 1

h(x)

}
. (1.2)

Our main result reads

Theorem 1.1. Let N ∈ N be a positive integer and p ∈ R such that 2 < p < 2∗ = 2N
N−2

for N ≥ 3 and p > 2 if N = 2. Then for each k ∈ N with k ≥ 3, there exists a strictly
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increasing sequence of real numbers (µm)1≤m≤k−2 in (0, 1) and for each 1 ≤ m ≤ k−2,
there exist some constants εm, λm, cm > 0, βm, δm ∈ R \ {0}, depending only on N and
m, and a smooth curve

(−εm, εm) → (0,+∞)×P2,α
p (R), s 7→ (λm(s), h

m
s )

with λm(s)
∣∣
s=0

= λm,

hms (x) =
1√
λm(s)

+ sβm cos(x) + o(s) as s→ 0 uniformly on R,

and the property that the overdetermined boundary value problem



−∆ws = µ2
m|ws|p−2ws in Ωhm

s
,

∂ws

∂η
= 0 on ∂Ωhm

s

ws = cm on ∂Ωhm
s
,

(1.3)

admits a classical solution ws for every s ∈ (−εm, εm), which is radial in t, even and
2π-periodic in x. Moreover, we have
(
λm(s)

) 1

p−2

ws

(
t

hms (x)
, x

)
= Um(|t|)+s

{
Um(|t|)+δm |t|U ′

m(|t|)
}
cos(x)+o(s) as s→ 0

uniformly on B1 × R, where t 7→ Um(|t|) is a suitable radial function defined on the
unit ball B1 of RN .

Remark 1.2. We emphasize (see Section 2 below) that the sequence (µm)1≤m≤k−2 in
Theorem 1.1 is made of critical points of the unique solution u to the ODE

{
(rN−1u′)′ + rN−1|u|p−2u = 0 in (0, 1),

u(0) = 1, u′(0) = 0
(1.4)

and we have
Um(r) = u(µmr), cm = Um(1).

Moreover, the parameter λm is the first Dirichlet eigenvalue of the operator

Km : C2,α
rad(B1) → C0,α

rad(B1), Km(u) := ∆tu+ µ2
m(p− 1)|Um|p−2u

with corresponding eigenfunction Vm,

δm =
V ′
m(1)

U ′′
m(1)

and βm =
δm√
λm

.

Here C2,α
rad(B1) denotes the space of radial functions in C2,α(B1) with vanishing values

at the boundary of B1.

It is obvious that solutions to (1.3) change sign. It is important to note that the
study of overdetermined is often related to the existence of sign-changing solutions, but
only few results are known for overdetermined boundary value problems in unbounded
domains. A part from the current work, we can only cite the references [11, 14, 19],
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where different families of sign-changing solutions were obtained in the context of
overdetermined problems and in unbounded domains. Interested reader may find
existence results for sign-changing solutions in bounded domains in [7, 8, 12, 21, 23].

Related to this paper are Dirichlet counterparts of problem (1.3). In [10], the authors
studied problem 




−∆w = f(w) in Ω,

w = 0 on ∂Ω,

∂w

∂η
= c 6= 0 on ∂Ω,

(1.5)

for the Allen-Cahn nonlinearity f(u) = u− u3, but in domains that are perturbations
of a dilated straight cylinder, i.e. perturbations of (ε−1B1) × R for ε small, or more
in general domains that are perturbations of a dilation of the region contained in
an onduloid. Recently, Ruiz, Sicbaldi and Wu proved that there exist nontrivial
unbounded domains, bifurcating from the straight cylinder, where the overdetermined
elliptic problem (1.5) admits a positive bounded solution for a very general class of
functions f , see [24]. Another type of construction has been given in [22], where
Ros, Ruiz and Sicbaldi show that (1.5) admits a solution for some nonradial exterior
domains for f(u) = up − u, 1 < p < N+2

N−2
.

We now explain the proof of Theorem 1.1 while presenting the organization of the
paper. Theorem 1.1 is proved applying the Crandall-Rabinowitz bifurcation theorem,
[9]. Following Section 2, we have to solve the problem (2.1) on domains of the form
Ωh defined by (1.2). This is equivalent to solving the λ-dependent problem (2.2) which
we rephrase to problem problem (2.14) on the fixed domain Ω∗ = B1 × R with a
second order nonlinear operator Lh

λ given by (2.13). Under the functional setting in
Section 3, we are led to considering the functional equation Fλ(um + u, 1 + h) = 0
with unknown functions u ∈ C2,α

p,rad(Ω∗) and h ∈ C2,α
p (R) for some α ∈ (0, 1), where

C2,α
p,rad(Ω∗) denotes the space of C2,α-functions u = u(t, x) which are radial in t and 2π

periodic and even in x and um is defined by (2.7). As already explained in [14], the
overdetermined Neumann boundary problem comes with a loss of derivatives which
prevents the linearization of Fλ at (0, 0) to be of Fredholm type when defined between
classical Hölder spaces. To bypass this challenge, we had to produce a more accurate
solution form to the equation Fλ(um + u, 1 + h) = 0, which allowed us to express the
unknown h as a function of u, see Remark 3.2. By substituting h = hu in Fλ(um +
u, 1+h), we reduce our problem to an equation of the type Gλ(u) = 0 for some function
(λ, u) 7→ Gλ(u), see (3.8). Note that the unknown h = hu in this involving first order
derivative of u, see (3.6). Since we need h ∈ C2,α

p (R), we therefore have to consider

both F and Gλ as maps between (open subsets) of new tailor made Banach spaces XD
2

and Y , see Section 3 below. In Proposition 3.3, we compute the linearised operator
DuGλ(0) : XD

2 → Y and show in Proposition 3.5 that it is a Fredholm operator of
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index zero. In Section 4, we show that the first Dirichlet eigenvalue of the operator
Km : C2,α

rad(B1) → C0,α
rad(B1), Km(u) := ∆tu+µ

2
m(p−1)|Um|p−2u yields the bifurcation

parameter λm for which DuGλm
(0) : XD

2 → Y has a one dimensional kernel and the
transversality condition in the Crandall-Rabinowitz bifurcation theorem [9] holds.

Acknowledgements: I.A.M. is supported by the return fellowship of the Alexander
von Humboldt Foundation and J.W. is supported by Proyecto de Consolidación Inves-
tigadora 2022, CNS2022-135640, MICINN. Part of this work was carried out when the
authors were visiting the Goethe University Frankfurt am Main. They are grateful to
the Mathematics department for the hospitality and wish to thank Prof. Tobias Weth
for valuable comments throughout the writing of this paper.

2. The pull back problem

2.1. Preliminaries. Recall that we are looking for a nonconstant function h ∈ P2,α
p (R)

with the property that the overdetermined problem





−∆w = µ|w|p−2w in Ωh,

w = c 6= 0 on ∂Ωh,

∂w

∂η
= 0 on ∂Ωh

(2.1)

admits a solution for 2 < p < 2∗ = 2N
N−2

(p > 2 if N = 2), with µ > 0. For a parameter
λ > 0, we defined the operator

Lλ,µw := ∆tw + λ∂xxw + µ|w|p−2w.

Then it is straightforward to check that a function u ∈ C2(Ωh) is a solution of




Lλ,µu = 0 in Ωh,

u = c 6= 0 on ∂Ωh,

∂w

∂η
= 0 on ∂Ωh.

(2.2)

if and only if the function

wλ ∈ C2(Ωh), wλ(t, x) := λ
−1

p−2u

(
t√
λ
, x

)
(2.3)

solves (2.2) with h replaced by h√
λ
.

We also observe that in the special case h ≡ 1 in (2.2), i.e., the case of the straight
cylinder Ωh = Ω1 = B1 × R, a solution of (2.2) is given by u(t, x) = U(|t|) if U ∈
C2([0, 1]) solves the (overdetermined) ODE eigenvalue problem

(rN−1U ′)′ + µrN−1|U |p−2U = 0 in (0, 1), U ′(0) = U ′(1) = 0, U(1) 6= 0. (2.4)
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Now from [20, Section 2, problem (IVP)] (see also [20, Proof of Theorem 1, pp. 222-223
]), we have that when

N ≥ 3 and p ∈
(
2,

2N

N − 2

)
or (N = 2 and p > 2), (2.5)

for each k ∈ N with k ≥ 3, there exists a unique solution u = uk to the ODE (1.4) and u
has exactly (k−1) zeroes 0 < r1 < · · · < rk−1 in the interval (0, 1). Hence, there exists
a strictly increasing sequence of real numbers (µm)1≤m≤k−2, with 0 < rm < µm < rm+1

for m = 1, · · · , k − 2, such that u′(µm) = 0 and u(µm) 6= 0. From this, it follows that
the function

Um(r) := u(µmr),

solves (2.4) with
µ = µ2

m and c = cm := Um(1). (2.6)

Consequently, we have a solution

um(t, x) := Um(|t|) (2.7)

of (2.2) (with the constants in (2.6)) in the fixed domain

Ω∗ := Ω1 = B1 × R.

In the following, we fix m ≥ 1, put

Lλ := Lλ,µ2
m
= ∆tu+ λ∂xxu+ µ2

m|u|p−2u.

Observe that, for a function h ∈ P2,α
p (R), the domain Ωh is parameterized by the

mapping

Ψh : Ω∗ → Ωh, (t, x) 7→ (τ, x) =

(
t

h(x)
, x

)
,

with inverse
Ψ−1

h : Ωh → Ω∗, (τ, x) 7→ (h(x)τ, x).

Hence (2.2) is equivalent to




Lh
λu = 0 in Ω∗,

u = cm on ∂Ω∗,

|∇u| = 0 on ∂Ω∗,

(2.8)

where the operator

Lh
λ : C2(Ω∗) → C0(Ω∗) is defined by Lh

λu =
(
Lλ(u ◦Ψ−1

h )
)
◦Ψh. (2.9)

Indeed, u ∈ C2(Ω∗) solves (2.8) if and only if u ◦ Ψ−1
h solves (2.2). To calculate an

explicit expression for Lh
λ, we fix u ∈ C2(Ω∗) and note that

[Lh
λu](h(x)t, x) = [Lλvh](t, x) for (t, x) ∈ Ωh

with

vh ∈ C2(Ωh), vh(t, x) = u(h(x)t, x). (2.10)
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A direct computation yields

Lλvh(t, x) =λ∂xxu(h(x)t, x) + h2(x)∆tu(h(x)t, x)

+ λh′(x)2∇2
tu(h(x)t, x)[t, t] + 2λh′(x)∇t∂xu(h(x)t, x) · t

+ λh′′(x)∇tu(h(x)t, x) · t + µ2
m|u|p−2u for (t, x) ∈ Ωh.

Replacing t by t
h(x)

therefore gives

Lh
λu(t, x) = L̃h

λu(t, x) + µ2
m|u|p−2u for (t, x) ∈ Ω∗, (2.11)

where

L̃h
λu(t, x) =λ∂xxu(t, x) + h2(x)∆tu(t, x)

+ λ
h′(x)2

h2
∇2

tu(t, x)[t, t] + 2λ
h′(x)

h(x)
∇t∂xu(t, x) · t

+ λ
h′′(x)

h(x)
∇tu(t, x) · t for (t, x) ∈ Ω∗.

Here ∇t and ∆t denote the gradient and Laplacian with respect to the variable t ∈ R
N ,

and we have set

[Dtv](t, x) = ∇tv(t, x) · t for functions v ∈ C1(Ω∗). (2.12)

We also note that

[DtDtv](t, x) = Dtv(t, x) +∇2
tv(t, x)[t, t] for v ∈ C2(Ω∗).

Hence (2.11) reads shortly

Lh
λu = µ2

m|u|p−2u+ λ∂xxu+ h2∆tu+ λ
(h′)2

h2
DtDtu

+ 2λ
h′

h
Dt∂xu+ λ

(h′′
h

− h′2

h2

)
Dtu in Ω∗, (2.13)

where we identify the function h ∈ P2,α
p (R) with the function (t, x) 7→ h(x) defined on

Ω∗, and we do the same with h′ and h′′.

Hence (2.8) is equivalent to




Lh
λu = 0 in Ω∗

u = cm on ∂Ω∗

Dtu = 0 on ∂Ω∗,

(2.14)

where Lh
λ is given by (2.13).
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3. Functional setting

In this section, we introduce the spaces where problem (2.14) will be solved. We also
derive important results related to the linearised operator of Lh

λ in (2.13). For fixed
α ∈ (0, 1) and k ∈ N ∪ {0}, we sets

Ck,α
rad(Ω∗) := {u ∈ Ck,α(Ω∗) : u is radial in t},

Ck,α
p,rad(Ω∗) := {u ∈ Ck,α(Ω∗) : u is radial in t, 2π periodic and even in x },

endowed with the norm u 7→ ‖u‖Ck,α := ‖u‖Ck,α(Ω∗)
. Next, we define

Xk := {u ∈ Ck,α
p,rad(Ω∗) : Dtu ∈ Ck,α(Ω∗)},

endowed with the norm

u 7→ ‖u‖k := ‖u‖Ck,α + ‖Dtu‖Ck,α,

where Dtu := ∇tu · t. We also consider the closed subspaces

XD
k := {u ∈ Xk : u = 0 on ∂Ω∗},

and

XDN
k := {u ∈ Xk : u = Dtu = 0 on ∂Ω∗},

both also endowed with the norm ‖ · ‖k and define the space

Y := C1,α
p,rad(Ω∗) +XD

0 ⊂ C0,α
p,rad(Ω∗),

which is endowed with the norm

‖f‖Y := inf
{
‖f1‖C1,α + ‖f2‖0 : f1 ∈ C1,α

p,rad(Ω∗), f2 ∈ XD
0 , f = f1 + f2

}
.

Under this setting, we consider the open set

U0 := {h ∈ C2,α
p (R) : h > −1}

and define the operator

Fλ : XDN
2 × U0 → Y, Fλ(u, h) = L1+h

λ (u+ um), (3.1)

where um(t, x) = Um(|t|) is given by (2.7). From (2.13), we can write Fλ = F 1
λ + F 2

λ ,
where

F 1
λ (u, h) = µ2

m|u+ um|p−2(u+ um) + (1 + h)2|t|2∆t(u+ um)

+ λ
(h′)2

(1 + h)2
DtDt(u+ um) + 2λ

h′

1 + h
Dt∂xu,

F 2
λ (u, h) = λ∂xxu+ (1 + h)2(1− |t|2)∆t(u+ um) + λ

( h′′

1 + h
− h′2

(1 + h)2

)
Dt(u+ um).

With this splitting, we obtain as in [14, Lemma 3.3] the following lemma.
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Lemma 3.1. The map

(u, h) 7→ Fλ(u, h) = L1+h
λ (u+ um)

maps XDN
2 × U0 into Y .

We observe with (2.14) and (3.1) that, if Fλ(u, h) = 0, then the function ũ = um+u
solves the problem 




L1+h
λ ũ = 0 in Ω∗,

ũ = cm on ∂Ω∗,

Dtũ = 0 on ∂Ω∗.

(3.2)

We wish to further reduce problem (3.2) to the search of a single unknown variable u.
This is achieved from the following remark which provides the solution form to (3.2)
by eliminating the parameter h.

Remark 3.2. Extending the function um(t, x) = Um(|t|) to all of RN × R, we have
Lλum = 0 in R

N × R and therefore, for fixed h ∈ C2,α
p (R), it follows from (2.9) that

L1+h
λ (uhm) = 0 with uhm ∈ C2,α(Ω∗), uhm(t, x) = um

(
t

1 + h(x)
, x

)
. (3.3)

Moreover,
uhm = um − wh +O(‖h‖2C2,α), (3.4)

where
wh(t, x) := Dtum(t, x)h(x) = |t|U ′

m(|t|)h(x) = g(|t|)h(x),
where the function g can be defined by

g ∈ C∞([0,∞)), g(r) = rU ′
m(r). (3.5)

We have
g′(0) = 0, g(1) = 0 and g′(1) = U ′′

m(1),

From (3.4), we can then look for a solution to (3.2) of the form ũ := um − wh + u,
with u and h small. Then ũ = cm = Um(1) on ∂Ω∗ if and only if u = 0 on ∂Ω∗, by the
definition of um and since g(1) = 0. Moreover, since Dtum ≡ 0 on ∂Ω∗, the condition
Dtũ ≡ 0 on ∂Ω∗ enforces

Dtu(e1, x) = Dtwh(e1, x) = g′(1)h(x)

and therefore

hu(x) := h(x) =
Dtu(e1, x)

g′(1)
, x ∈ R (3.6)

From the Remark 3.2, we introduce the linear map

M : XD
2 → XDN

2 × C2,α
p (R), Mu = (M1u, hu) (3.7)

with hu in (3.6) and

[M1u](t, x) = u(t, x)− g(|t|)hu(x), (t, x) ∈ Ω∗.
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Clearly M1u ∈ XDN
2 for u ∈ XD

2 and moreover, hu ∈ C2,α
p (R) for u ∈ XD

2 by

definition of XD
2 . Hence the linear map M is well defined by (3.7) and furthermore

M : XD
2 → XDN

2 × C2,α
p (R) is a topological isomorphism, see [14, Lemma 3.4].

We now define the map

Gλ : U → Y, Gλ = Fλ ◦M (3.8)

where
U :=

{
u ∈ XD

2 : hu(x) > −1 for x ∈ R
}
.

Then we have the equivalence

Gλ(u) = 0 ⇐⇒ Fλ(M1u, hu) = 0

⇐⇒ um +M1u solves (3.2) with h = hu. (3.9)

Proposition 3.3. The map Gλ : U ⊂ XD
2 → Y defined by (3.8) is of class C∞ and

for all v ∈ XD
2 ,

DGλ(0)v = Lλv := ∆tv + λ∂xxv + µ2
m(p− 1)|um|p−2v. (3.10)

Proof. That fact that Gλ is of class C∞ follows similarly as in [14, Proposition 3.6].
To see (3.10), we first note that by the chain rule,

DGλ(0)v = ∂uFλ(0, 0)M1v + ∂hFλ(0, 0)hv for v ∈ XD
2 .

Furthermore,

∂uFλ(0, 0) = ∂uL
1
λ(u+ um)

∣∣∣
u=0

= ∆t + λ∂xx + µ2
m(p− 1)|um|p−2id.

Since by definition M1v = v − whv
with whv

(t, x) = g(|t|)hv(x), we get

∂uFλ(0, 0)M1v = LλM1v = Lλv −Lλwhv
(3.11)

Next using (2.11)
L1+sh
λ (um) = L̃1+sh

λ (um) + µ2
m|um|p−2um.

Differentiating (3.3) and using (3.4), we get for fixed h ∈ C2,α
p (R)

0 =
d

ds

∣∣∣
s=0

(
L1+sh
λ (ushm )

)
=

(
d

ds

∣∣∣
s=0

L̃1+sh
λ

)
(um) + L̃1

λ

(
d

ds

∣∣∣
s=0

ushm

)
− µ2

m(p− 1)|um|p−2wh,

=

(
d

ds

∣∣∣
s=0

L̃1+sh
λ

)
(um)− L̃1

λwh − µ2
m(p− 1)|um|p−2wh,

=

(
d

ds

∣∣∣
s=0

L1+sh
λ

)
(um)− Lλwh,

with wh(t, x) = g(|t|)h(x). This implies that

∂hFλ(0, 0)hv =
( d

ds

∣∣∣
s=0

L1+shv

λ

)
um = Lλwhv

. (3.12)

Combining (3.11) and (3.12) gives DGλ(0)v = Lλv for v ∈ XD
2 , and we obtain (3.10).
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In the next section, we will analyse the operator Lλ = DGλ : XD
2 → Y given

by (3.10) and provide the required assumptions for applying the Crandall-Rabinowitz
Bifurcation theorem [9]. Before, we need some intermediate results.

Lemma 3.4. Let f ∈ C0,α
p,rad(Ω∗) and let u ∈ C2,α

p,rad(Ω∗) satisfy

Lλu = f in Ω∗, u = 0 on ∂Ω∗. (3.13)

If f ∈ Y , then u ∈ XD
2 .

Proof. We first observe from the properties of the solution of the ODE (1.4) that
the function um defined in (2.7) is bounded and by standard regularity theory um ∈
C∞(Ω∗). Hence Mm : Y → Y , v 7→ µ2

m(p−1)|um|p−2v is well defined and is a bounded
linear operator. Let now f ∈ C0,α

p,rad(Ω∗) and let u ∈ C2,α
p,rad(Ω∗) such that (3.13) holds.

Then

∆tu+ λ∂xxu = f −Mm(u) ∈ Y in Ω∗, u = 0 on ∂Ω∗.

Consequently, applying [14, Lemma 3.7] we deduce that u ∈ XD
2 .

Proposition 3.5. For every λ > 0, the operator Lλ = DGλ : XD
2 → Y is a Fredholm

operator of index zero.

Proof. We observe that Mm : Y → Y , v 7→ µ2
m(p − 1)|um|p−2v defines a bounded

linear operator. Since furthermore the embedding i : XD
2 →֒ Y is compact, defining

L̃ : XD
2 → Y , with L̃v = λvxx +∆tv, we have that

Lλ − L̃ = Mm ◦ i : XD
2 → Y

is compact. On the other hand, the operator L̃ : XD
2 → Y , L̃v = λvxx + ∆tv is a

topological isomorphism, (see [14, (3.9)]) and since the Fredholm property and the
Fredholm index are stable under compact perturbations, the proof is complete.

4. Study of the linearised operator DGλ(0)

In this section, we further analyse the operator Lλ = DGλ : XD
2 → Y in Proposition

3.3 and study its spectral properties.

In the following we define for k ≥ 0, the spaces

Hk
p,rad(Ω∗) := {u ∈ Hk(Ω∗) : u is radial in t, 2π periodic and even in x }.

and let C2,α
0,rad(B1) be the space of functions in C2,α

rad(B1) with vanishing values at the
boundary of B1. We define

Lm,D : C2,α
0,rad(B1) → C0,α

rad(B1), Lm,D(u) := −∆tu− µ2
m(p− 1)|Um|p−2u
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and denote Vj,m ∈ C2,α
0,rad(B1) the (radial) eigenfunctions of Lm,D with the corresponding

eigenvalues γj,m so that
{
V

′′

j,m + N−1
r
V

′

j,m + (p− 1)µ2
m(p− 1)|Um|p−2Vj,m + γj,mVj,m = 0 in (0, 1) ,

V ′
j,m(0) = 0, Vj,m(1) = 0.

(4.1)

The quadratic form associated to the operator Lm,D : C2,α
0,rad(B1) → C0,α

rad(B1) is given
by

Qm,D : H1
0,rad(B1) → R, Qm,D(u) =

∫

B1

(
|∇u|2 − µ2

m(p− 1)|Um|p−2u2
)
.

Moreover,

γ1,m = inf

{
Qm,D(u)

‖u‖2
L2(B1)

, u ∈ H1
0,rad(B1)

}
.

Since Qm,D is considered among radially symmetric functions, we can write

γ1,m = inf
u∈H(0,1)

∫ 1

0
rN−1[u′(r)2 − (p− 1)µ2

m(p− 1)|Um|p−2u2(r)]dr
∫ 1

0
rN−1u2(r)dr

, (4.2)

with H(0, 1) := {u ∈ H1(0, 1) : u(1) = 0 in trace sense}.
In the sequel, we will often use QD for Qm,D if there is no confusion. With this, we

have

Lemma 4.1. There holds: γ1,m < 0.

Proof. It suffices to find ψ ∈ H1
0,rad(B1) such that QD < 0. Since QD is considered

among radially symmetric functions, we can write the quadratic form as

QD(ψ) =

∫

B1

[
|∇ψ|2 − µ2

m(p− 1)|Um|p−2ψ2
]

= ωN

∫ 1

0

rN−1
[
ψ′(r)2 − µ2

m(p− 1)|Um|p−2ψ(r)2
]
dr.

Recall that the function Um solves (2.4). Hence differentiating the equation

−U ′′
m − N − 1

r
U ′
m − µ2

m|Um|p−2Um = 0

we obtain

−U ′′′
m(r)− N − 1

r
U ′′
m(r) +

N − 1

r2
U ′
m(r)− µ2

m(p− 1)|Um|p−2U ′
m(r) = 0. (4.3)

We also have∫ 1

0

rN−1U ′′′
m(r)U ′

m(r)dr =

∫ 1

0

rN−1U ′
m(r)dU

′′
m(r) = −

∫ 1

0

U ′′
m(r)d

(
rN−1U ′

m(r)
)

= −
∫ 1

0

rN−1U ′′
m(r)

2dr − (N − 1)

∫ 1

0

rN−2U ′
m(r)U

′′
m(r)dr.
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Therefore multiplying (4.3) by rN−1U ′
m(r) and integrate, we obtain

∫ 1

0

rN−1
[
U ′′
m(r)

2 − µ2
m(p− 1)|Um|p−2U ′

m(r)
2
]
dr = −(N − 1)

∫ 1

0

rN−3U ′
m(r)

2dr.

We can take the test function U ′
m(r) ∈ H1

0,rad(B1) obtaining:

QD(U
′
m(r)) = ωN

∫ 1

0

rN−1
[
U ′′
m(r)

2 − µ2
m(p− 1)|Um|p−2U ′

m(r)
2
]
dr

= −(N − 1)ωN

∫ 1

0

rN−3U ′
m(r)

2dr.

Recalling (2.5) where N ≥ 2, the proof is complete.

From Lemma 4.1, there exists a number ℓ0 ∈ N such that

γ1,m < γ2,m < · · · < γℓ0,m < 0 < γℓ0+1,m < · · · .
In the following, we denote by Vm := V1,m, the eigenfunction corresponding to the

first eigenvalue γ1,m defined by (4.2) and consider the function

vm(t, x) := Vm(t) cos(x).

We also set

λm := −γ1,m.
Proposition 4.2. We have the following properties.

(i) The kernel N(Lm) of the operator Lm := DGλm
(0) in Proposition 3.3 is

spanned by vm(t, x) = Vm(|t|) cos(x), where Vm is minimizer of (4.2).
(ii) The range of Lm is given by

R(Lm) =

{
w ∈ Y :

∫

Ω∗

vm(t, x)w(t, x) dxdt = 0

}
.

(iii) Moreover,

∂λ

∣∣∣
λ=λm

Gλ(0)(vm) 6∈ R(Lm).

Proof. (i) Let v ∈ XD
2 such that Lmv = 0 in Ω∗. We expand v as a uniformly con-

vergent Fourier series in the x-variable of the form v(t, x) =
∞∑
ℓ=0

vℓ(|t|) cos(ℓx). Then

for every ℓ ≥ 0, the coefficient function vℓ(t) :=
1√
2π

∫ 2π

0
v(t, x) cos(ℓx) dx is an eigen-

function of the eigenvalue problem




v

′′

+
N − 1

r
v

′

+ (p− 1)µ2
m(p− 1)|Um|p−2v = λmℓ

2v in (0, 1),

v′(0) = v(1) = 0.

Therefore we obtain from (4.1),

λmℓ
2 = −γj,m, for some j ∈ {1, · · · , ℓ0}. (4.4)
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Obviously (4.4) does not hold for ℓ = 0. In addition if (4.4) is valid for some j > 1,
then ℓ2 =

γj,m
γ1,m

< 1 after recalling that γ1,m and γj,m are both negative. Hence ℓ = 0

which is impossible. The equality (4.4) therefore only holds for j = 1 and we obtain
ℓ = 1.

To prove (ii), we let w ∈ R(Lm) ⊆ Y . Then there exists u ∈ XD
2 such that

Lmu = w.

That is {
∆tu+ λm∂xxu+ µ2

m(p− 1)|Um|p−2u = w in Ω∗

u = 0 on ∂Ω∗
(4.5)

We define B : H1
0 (Ω∗)×H1

0 (Ω∗) → R

B(u, v) =
∫

Ω∗

[∇tu · ∇tv + λm∂xu∂xv]− µ2
m(p− 1)

∫

Ω∗

|Um|p−2uv.

Multiply (4.5) by ϕ ∈ C1(Ω∗) and integrate by parts to have

B(u, ϕ) =
∫

Ω∗

wϕ

It is clear that B(u, vm) = 0 and we deduce
∫
Ω∗

wvm = 0, so that

R(Lm) ⊆
{
w ∈ Y :

∫

Ω∗

vm(t, x)w(t, x) dxdt = 0

}
(4.6)

Finally, we note that R(Lm) has codimension one by (i) and since Lm is Fredholm of
index zero by Proposition 3.5. This together with (4.6) gives (ii).

Finally, it is clear from (3.10) that

∂λ
∣∣
λ=λm

DGλ(0)vm = ∂xxvm = −vm.
The proof is complete.

5. Proof of Theorem 1.1

The proof of Theorem 1.1 is achieved by applying the Crandall-Rabinowitz Bifurca-
tion theorem to solve the equation

Gλ(u) = 0,

where Gλ : U → Y is defined by (3.8).

We consider the smooth map Gλm
: U → Y and set

Xm :=

{
v ∈ XD

2 :

∫

Ω∗

v(t, x)vm(t, x) dxdt = 0

}
.



16 IGNACE ARISTIDE MINLEND AND JING WU

By Proposition 4.2 and the Crandall-Rabinowitz Theorem (see [9, Theorem 1.7]), we
then find εm > 0 and a smooth curve

(−εm, εm) → (0,∞)× U ⊂ R+ ×XD
2 , s 7→ (λm(s), ϕ

m
s )

such that

(i) Gλm(s)(ϕ
m
s ) = 0 for s ∈ (−εm, εm),

(ii) λm(0) = λm, and
(iii) ϕm

s = svm + sωm(s) for s ∈ (−εm, εm) with a smooth curve

(−εm, εm) → X⊥, s 7→ ωm(s)

satisfying ωm(0) = 0 and
∫

Ω∗

ωm(s)(t, x)vm(t, x) dxdt = 0.

Proof of Theorem 1.1 (completed). Recalling (3.9), we see that, since
Gλm(s)(ϕ

m
s ) = 0 for every s ∈ (−εm, εm), the function

ũs(t, x) := um(t, x) + [M1ϕ
m
s ](t, x)

= um(t, x) + ϕm
s (t, x)− g(|t|)hϕm

s
(x) (5.1)

solves (3.2) with

hϕm
s
(x) =

1

U ′′
m(1)

Dtϕ
m
s (e1, x) (5.2)

and g(r) = rU ′
m(r) as defined in (3.6) and (3.5). Hence by (2.10) and (2.3), the function

(t, x) 7→ ws(t, x) =
(
λm(s)

)− 1

p−2

ũs(h
m
s (x)t, x)

solves (2.1) with µ = µ2
m and

hms (x) =
1 + hϕm

s
(x)√

λm(s)
for x ∈ R. (5.3)

Moreover, by (iii),

ϕs(t, x) = svm(t, x) + o(s) = sVm(|t|) cos(x) + o(s), (5.4)

where o(s) → 0 in C2-sense in Ω∗ as s→ 0. Hence using (2.12),

Dtϕs(e1, x) = sV ′
m(1) cos(x) + o(s),

where o(s) → 0 in C1-sense in Ω∗ as s→ 0. Using this, we find with (5.2) that

hϕm
s
(x) = s

V ′
m(1)

U ′′
m(1)

cos(x) + o(s) as s→ 0 (5.5)
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and therefore, using (5.3) it follows that

hms (x) =
1 + hmϕs√
λm(s)

=
1√
λm(s)

+ s
V ′
m(1)

U ′′
m(1)

√
λm(s)

cos(x) + o(s)

=
1√
λm(s)

+ s
V ′
m(1)

U ′′
m(1)

√
λm

cos(x) + o(s)

as s→ 0.
Finally, by (5.1), (5.4) and (5.5),

(
λm(s)

) 1

p−2

ws

(
t

hm(s)
, x

)
= ũs(t, x) = um(t, x) + ϕm

s (t, x)− g(|t|)hϕm
s
(x)

= Um(|t|) + s
(
Vm(|t|)−

V ′
m(1)

U ′′
m(1)

|t|U ′
m(|t|)

)
cos(x) + o(s),

where o(s) → 0 in C1-sense on Ω∗. Then one deduces the desired constant in Theo-
rem 1.1, which completes the proof.
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