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Abstract

In this paper, we study radial solutions of ∆u+K(|x|)f(u) = 0 in the exterior of the ball of radius

R > 0 in R
N with N > 2 where f grows superlinearly at infinity and is singular at 0 with f ∼ 1

|u|q−1u

where 0 < q < 1. We also assume K(r) ∼ |r|−α for large r and establish the existence of two infinite

families of solutions when N + q(N − 2) < α < 2(N − 1).

1 Introduction

In this paper, we are interested in radial solutions of

∆u+K(|x|)f(u) = 0 on R
N\BR, (1)

u|∂BR
= 0, lim

|x|→∞
u(x) = 0 (2)

when N > 2 and where BR is the ball of radius R > 0 centered at the origin. Assuming u(x) = u(|x|) =

u(r) this becomes

u′′ +
N − 1

r
u′ +K(r)f(u) = 0 for r > R, (3)

u(R) = 0, lim
r→∞

u(r) = 0. (4)

We make the following assumptions on f . We assume f : R\{0} → R is odd, locally Lipschitz, and

f(u) = |u|p−1u+ g(u) for p > 1 where lim
|u|→∞

g(u)

|u|p = 0, (H1)
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f(u) =
1

|u|q−1u
+ g1(u) for 0 < q < 1 and g1 is locally Lipschitz with g1(0) = 0. (H2)

We also define F (u) =
∫ u

0
f(t) dt. Since f is integrable at 0 it follows that F is continuous and F (0) = 0.

In addition, since f is odd then F is even and since f(u) > 0 for u > 0 it follows that F (u) > 0 for u 6= 0.

We also assume K > 0 and K ′ are continuous on [R,∞) and there are positive constants K0,K1, and α

such that

K0r
−α ≤ K ≤ K1r

−α, 2(N−1) > −rK ′

K
, and lim

r→∞
rK ′

K
= −α with N+q(N−2) < α < 2(N−1). (H3)

Main Theorem: Under the assumptions (H1)-(H3) there exist two infinite families of sign-changing

solutions to (3)-(4) on [R,∞).

Numerous papers have proved the existence of positive solutions of these equations with various nonlin-

earities f(u) and for various functions K(|x|) ∼ |x|−α with α > 0. See for example [4]-[5]. We will prove

the existence of two infinite families of sign-changing solutions.

2 Preliminaries

Let R > 0 and define R1 = R2−N . We begin our analysis by first making the change of variables

u(r) = v(r2−N ) = v(t) to (3)-(4) and obtaining

v′′(t) + h(t)f(v(t)) = 0 for 0 < t < R1, (5)

v(0) = 0, v(R1) = 0 (6)

where

h(t) =
t
2(N−1)
2−N K(t

1
2−N )

(N − 2)2
. (7)

It follows from (H3) that h′ < 0 and lim
t→0+

th′

h
= −α̃ where α̃ = 2(N−1)−α

N−2 . In addition, (H3) implies there

exist positive constants h0 and h1 such that

h0t
−α̃ ≤ h ≤ h1t

−α̃ on (0, R1]. (8)

Also from (H3) it follows that

0 < α̃ < 1− q < 1. (9)
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We now attempt to solve the initial value problem

v′′ + h(t)f(v) = 0 for 0 < t < R1, (10)

v(0) = 0, v′(0) = a > 0 (11)

and then try to find values of a so that v(R1) = 0.

3 Existence of Solutions

3.1. Integral Equation Formulation

First, we prove the existence of a solution of equations (10)-(11) on [0, ǫ] for some ǫ > 0. In order to do

this, we reformulate (10)-(11) as an appropriate integral equation. Assuming v is a solution of (10)-(11),

then integrating (10) on (0, t) and using (11) gives

v′ +

∫ t

0

h(s)f(v) ds = a. (12)

Integrating again on (0, t) gives

v +

∫ t

0

∫ s

0

h(x)f(v) dx ds = at. (13)

To ensure the integral in (12)-(13) is defined, we observe it follows from (11) that for sufficiently small

t > 0

at

2
< v < at.

Furthermore, from conditions (H1)-(H2), it follows that there exists a constant f1 > 0 such that 0 <

f(v) ≤ f1(v
−q + vp) for v > 0. Also, it follows from this and (8) that for v > 0

0 < h(t)f(v(t)) ≤ f1h1(t
−α̃v−q + t−α̃vp) ≤ f1h1

(

(a

2

)−q

t−α̃−q + apt−α̃+p

)

. (14)

It follows from (9) and (H1) that 1− α̃− q > 0 and 1− α̃+p > 0. Thus it follows from (14) that h(t)f(v)

is integrable near t = 0, and thus the integrals in (12) and (13) are defined and are continuous functions.

3.2. Contraction Mapping Principle

Using (H2), we see that (13) is equivalent to

v +

∫ t

0

∫ s

0

h(x)

(

1

vq
+ g1(v)

)

dx ds = at. (15)
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Substituting v = tw into (15) gives

w = a− 1

t

∫ t

0

∫ s

0

h(x)

(

1

xqwq
+ g1(xw)

)

dx ds. (16)

We also define w(0) = a.

Next let ǫ > 0, a > 0, and

X = {w ∈ C[0, ǫ] |w(0) = a and ‖w − a‖ ≤ a

2
}

where C[0, ǫ] is the set of continuous functions on [0, ǫ] and ‖ · ‖ is the supremum norm, i.e.

‖w‖ = sup
[0,ǫ]

|w(x)|.

It is well-known that (X, ‖ · ‖) is a Banach space [1]. We now define T : X → C[0, ǫ]

Tw = a− 1

t

∫ t

0

∫ s

0

h(x)

(

1

xqwq
+ g1(xw)

)

dx ds.

It can be shown that T : X → X and T is a contraction for ǫ sufficiently small, say for ǫ = ǫ0. These

details are carried out in [2].

The contraction mapping principle then ensures the existence of a unique w in X such that Tw = w, by

choosing any function w1 in X and then defining

wn+1 = T (wn).

Using the fact that T is a contraction it follows that {wn} forms a Cauchy sequence in X and hence

converges to some w ∈ X with

w = lim
n→∞

wn+1 = lim
n→∞

T (wn) = Tw.

Thus w is a fixed point of T on [0, ǫ0].

Finally letting v = tw then we see that v is a solution of (10)-(11) on [0, ǫ0].

We henceforth denote this solution as va.

3.3. Existence and Uniqueness of Solutions on [0, R1]

We now show that the solution va is defined on all of [0, R1]. Let

E =
1

2
v′2a + hF (va) (17)
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and notice it follows from (10) that

E′ = h′F (va) ≤ 0. (18)

Hence it follows that E is nonincreasing and so integrating this on [0, t] gives

1

2
v′2a + hF (va) ≤

1

2
a2. (19)

Since F (va) ≥ 0 it follows from (19) that va and v′a are defined and bounded on the largest interval of

existence [0, T ] ⊂ [0, R1] where they are defined. Since this upper bound is independent of T it follows

then that va and v′a are defined and continuous on all of [0, R1]. In addition, it follows that va and v′a

vary continuously with a > 0.

4 Behavior of Solutions for Small Values of a

Lemma 4.1: Assume (H1)-(H3) and suppose va satisfies (10)-(11). If a > 0 is sufficiently small, then va

has a first zero, za,1, with 0 < za,1 < R1 and lim
a→0+

za,1 = 0. In addition, lim
a→0+

|v′a(za,1)| = 0.

Proof: Let us suppose by way of contradiction that |va| > 0 on (0, R1]. Since va(0) = 0 and v′a(0) = a > 0

it follows that va is positive and since f(va) > 0 when va > 0 it follows from (10) that v′′a < 0. Inegrating

this twice on (0, t) gives

0 < va < at (20)

and therefore

1

v
q
a

>
1

aqtq
. (21)

It follows from (H1) and (H2) that f → ∞ as v → ∞ and since g1 is continuous it follows that g1(va) ≥ −C

for some constant C > 0. Using this and (21) in (12) gives:

v′a +

∫ t

0

(

h0x
−α̃−q

aq
− Cx−α̃

)

dx ≤ v′a +

∫ t

0

h(s)

(

1

v
q
a

+ g1(va)

)

ds = a.

Carrying out the integration on the left-hand side and using (9) it follows then that

v′a +
h0t

1−α̃−q

aq(1− α̃− q)
− Ct1−α̃

1− α̃
≤ a.

Integrating again on (0, t) and rewriting gives

va ≤ at− h0t
2−α̃−q

aq(1− α̃− q)(2 − α̃− q)
+

Ct2−α̃

(1− α̃)(2− α̃)
. (22)
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Notice for fixed positive t that if we choose a sufficiently small then the right hand-side of (22) becomes

negative contradicting the assumption that va > 0. Thus va has a first zero, za,1, for a > 0 sufficiently

small. Then evaluating (22) at t = za,1 and rewriting gives:

z
1−α̃−q
a,1 ≤

aq+1 + Caqz1−α̃
a,1

h0
≤ aq+1 + CaqR1−α̃

1

h0
→ 0 as a → 0+. (23)

In addition, it follows from (19) that v′2a (za,1) ≤ a2 and hence lim
a→0+

|v′a(za,1)| = 0.

This completes the proof of the lemma.

In a similar way we can show va has any finite number of zeros if a > 0 is sufficiently small and

lim
a→0+

|v′a(za)| = 0 at each zero, za, of va.

5 Behavior of Solutions for Large Values of a

Lemma 5.1: Assume (H1)-(H3) and suppose va satisfies (10)-(11). Then lim
a→∞

max
[0,R1]

va = ∞.

Proof: Recall F (u) =
∫ u

0
f(t) dt and suppose now by way of contradiction that va ≤ C0 where C0 is

independent of a. Using (20) and (H1)-(H2) then it follows that there are constants C1, C2 and C3 so

that

F (va) ≤ C1v
1−q
a + C2v

p+1
a = v1−q

a

(

C1 + C2v
p−q
a

)

≤ a1−qt1−q
(

C1 + C2C
p−q
1

)

≤ C3a
1−qt1−q. (24)

Next we see that it follows from (17)-(18) that

1

2
v′2a + hF (va) +

∫ t

0

(−h′(s))F (va) ds =
1

2
a2. (25)

Using (8) and (24) we see

hF (va) +

∫ t

0

(−h′(s))F (va) ds ≤ C3h1a
1−qt−α̃t1−q +

∫ t

0

2α̃C3h1a
1−qs−α̃−1s1−q ds = C4a

1−qt1−α̃−q

where C4 = h1(C3 + 2α̃). Using this in (25) we obtain

|v′a| ≥ a
1−q

2

√

a1+q − C4R
1−α̃−q
1 .

Thus we see for sufficiently large a that the right-hand side of the above is positive and so va is increasing

for a sufficiently large. Then integrating on (0, t) gives

C0 ≥ va ≥ a
1−q

2

(

√

a1+q − C4R
1−α̃−q
1

)

t.
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Thus for fixed t > 0 and a sufficiently large we see that the right-hand side of the above gets larger than

C0 and so we obtain a contradiction. Thus the lemma holds.

Lemma 5.2: Assume (H1)-(H3) and suppose va satisfies (10)-(11). Then va has a local maximum, Ma,

if a > 0 is sufficiently large. In addition, Ma → 0 and |va(Ma)| → ∞ as a → ∞.

Proof: Assume by way of contradiction that va is increasing on [0, R1] for all a > 0. Then it follows

from Lemma 5.1 and for any t0 > 0 that min
[t0,R1]

va(t) = va(t0) → ∞ as a → ∞. Then we see

min
[t0,R1]

h(t)f(va(t))

va(t)
≥ h(R1) min

[t0,R1]

f(va(t))

va(t)
= Ca → ∞ as a → ∞.

Rewriting (10) we obtain

v′′a +

(

h(t)f(va)

va

)

va = 0. (26)

Next, let t0 > 0 and consider

y′′ + Cay = 0 (27)

with y(t0) = va(t0) > 0, y′(t0) = v′a(t0) > 0. Now multiply (26) by y, (27) by va, and subtract to obtain

(yv′a − y′va)
′ +

(

h(t)f(va)

va
− Ca

)

yva = 0. (28)

We know that y is a linear combination of sin(
√
Cat) and cos(

√
Cat) and as is well-known, any interval

of length π√
Ca

has a zero of y. Next we choose a sufficiently large so that
(

h(t)f(va)
va

− Ca

)

> 0 on [0, R1].

Then by assumption we have v′a > 0 and va > 0 on (t0, t0 +
π√
Ca

) and so integrating (28) on (t0, t) gives

yv′a − y′va < 0 on (t0, t). It follows then that ( y
va
)′ < 0 and so we integrate on (t0, t) to get va < y

on (t0, t0 +
π√
Ca

). Also, as mentioned above y has a smallest zero, Z, on (t0, t0 +
π√
Ca

) and so we see

va(Z) < y(Z) = 0. Now since va(t0) > 0, v′a(t0) > 0, and va(Z) < 0 it follows that va must have a local

maximum on (t0, Z) which contradicts our assumption. Thus there is an Ma ∈ (0, R1) at which va has a

local maximum if a is sufficiently large.

It follows from Lemma 5.1 that va(Ma) → ∞ as a → ∞.

Next integrating (10) on (t,Ma)

v′a =

∫ Ma

t

hf(va) ds ≥ c0

∫ Ma

t

hvpa ds ≥ c0v
p
a

∫ Ma

t

h ds.

Dividing by vpa and integrating again gives
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v1−p
a (Ma)

p− 1
≥ v1−p

a (Ma)− v1−p(t)

p− 1
≥ c0

∫ Ma

t

∫ Ma

s

h dx ds.

Now as mentioned above, the left-hand side goes to zero as a → ∞ and so this is only possible in the

above inequality if Ma → 0 as a → ∞.

Lemma 5.3: Assume (H1)-(H3) and suppose va satisfies (10)-(11). Then va has a zero za if a > 0 is

sufficiently large. Also za → 0 and |v′a(za)| → ∞ as a → ∞.

Proof: Assume by way of contradiction that va(t) > 0 on (Ma, R1). Now let E1 = 1
2
v′2
a

h
+F (va). It then

follows that E′
1 = − v′2

a h′

h2 ≥ 0 and so

1

2

v′2a
h

+ F (va) ≥ F (va(Ma)) on (Ma, R1).

Rewriting, integrating on (Ma, t), and changing variables gives

∫ Ma

va(t)

1√
2
√

F (va(Ma))− F (s)
ds =

∫ t

Ma

−v′a(s)√
2
√

F (va(Ma))− F (va)
ds ≥

∫ t

Ma

√
h ds.

Assuming va(t) > 0 on (0, R1) it follows then that

∫ Ma

0

1√
2
√

F (va(Ma))− F (s)
ds ≥

∫ R1

Ma

√
h ds.

After another change of variables we obtain

va(Ma)√
2
√

F (va(Ma))

∫ 1

0

1
√

1− F (va(Ma)s)
F (va(Ma))

ds ≥
∫ R1

Ma

√
h ds. (29)

However, it follows that since f is superlinear then va(Ma)√
F (va(Ma))

→ 0 as a → ∞ and by the dominated

convergence theorem
∫ 1

0

1
√

1− F (va(Ma)s)
F (va(Ma))

ds →
∫ 1

0

1√
1− sp+1

ds

hence the left-hand side of (29) goes to 0 as a → ∞ and thus this forces
∫ R1

0

√
h ds = 0 which is false.

Thus it must be the case that va has a zero, za, on (Ma, R1). Further, evaluating the above integral at

t = za gives

∫ Ma

0

1√
2
√

F (va(Ma))− F (s)
ds ≥

∫ za

Ma

√
hds.

Since the left-hand side goes to 0 as a → ∞ it follows then that za−Ma → 0 as a → ∞ and since Ma → 0

by Lemma 5.2 it follows that za → 0 as a → ∞.
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It follows from this then that if Ma < za then F (va(Ma) = E1(Ma) ≤ E1(za) =
1
2
v′2
a (za)
h(za)

≤ 1
2
v′2
a (za)
h(R1)

and

since the left-hand side goes to infinity by Lemma 5.2 it follows then that |v′a(za)| → ∞ as a → ∞.

In a similar way we can show va has any finite number of zeros if a > 0 is sufficiently large and

lim
a→∞

|v′a(za)| = ∞ at each zero za and za → 0 as a → ∞.

6 Proof of the Main Theorem

Lemma 6.1: Assume (H1)-(H3) and suppose va satisfies (10)-(11). If za > 0 and va(za) = 0 then

v′a(za) 6= 0. In addition, va has a finite number of zeros on [0, R1] for each a > 0.

Proof: Recall from above that E1 = 1
2
v′2
a

h
+F (va) and that E′

1 = − v′2
a h′

h2 ≥ 0. Hence integrating on (0, t)

we see that 1
2
v′2
a

h
+ F (va) > 0 for t > 0. It follows from this then that if va(za) = 0 and za > 0 then

E1(za) =
1
2
v′2
a (za)
h(za)

> 0 and thus v′a(za) 6= 0.

It follows from this that va cannot have an infinite number of zeros for if so then there would exist zk

such that 0 < zk < zk+1 ≤ R1 such that va(zk) = 0 and there would also exist local extrema, Mk, with

zk < Mk < zk+1 ≤ R1 and v′a(Mk) = 0. But then the zk are increasing and bounded above so there is a

z∗ ≤ R1 such that zk → z∗ ≤ R1. Also Mk → z∗ and it follows from continuity that va(z
∗) = v′a(z

∗) = 0

contradicting the first part of the lemma.

Proof of the Main Theorem Let n be a nonnegative integer. Let

Sn = {a|va > 0 has exactly n zeros on (0, R1)}.

It follows from Lemma 6.1 that there is smallest n0 ≥ 0 such that Sn0 is nonempty.

Then let

an0 = supSn0 .

It can then be show that van0
has exactly n0 zeros on (0, R1) and van0

(R1) = 0. See [2] for details.

Then by continuity with respect to a it follows that if a > an0 and a is close to an0 that va will have

exactly n0 + 1 zeros on (0, R1) and thus Sn0+1 is nonempty. Then letting an0+1 = supSn0+1 we can

similarly show van0
has exactly n0 + 1 zeros on (0, R1) and van0+1(R1) = 0. Continuing in this way we

can show that there are an infinite number of solutions.

In a similar way we can let

an∗

0
= inf Sn0
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and proceed to get a second infinite family of solutions.

Finally we set uan
(r) = van

(r2−N ) and uan∗
(r) = van∗

(r2−N ) thus we obtain two infinite families of

solutions uan
and ua∗

n
. This completes the proof of the Main Theorem..
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