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SIGN-PRESERVING PROPERTY FOR SOME FOURTH-ORDER ELLIPTIC OPERATORS IN
ONE DIMENSION AND RADIAL SYMMETRY

PHILIPPE LAURENCOT AND CHRISTOPH WALKER

ABSTRACT. For a class of one-dimensional linear elliptic fourth-@rdquations with homogeneous Dirichlet
boundary conditions it is shown that a non-positive and wamishing right-hand side gives rise to a negative
solution. A similar result is obtained for the same classmqfations for radially symmetric solutions in a ball
or in an annulus. Several applications are given, includimgjications to nonlinear equations and eigenvalue
problems.

1. INTRODUCTION

A central tool for the analysis of linear and nonlinear setorder elliptic and parabolic equations is
the celebrated maximum principle which, roughly speakgqugrantees non-negativity (or even positivity)
of solutions provided the boundary and/or initial data ava-negative and the equation satisfies suitable
properties. It has far reaching applications, not only td+pesedness issues (for instance, being at the basis
of the theory of viscosity solutions, see e.gl [3]), but atsohe qualitative behavior of solutions, séé [8,
[16,[17] 18] for instance and the references therein. Owiitg fowerfulness, a natural question is whether
a similar tool is available for higher order linear elliptiperators and, in particular, for the biharmonic
operatorA? in a bounded domaif2. This question has a long and rich history, and we refer itd 0],
for a detailed account and references. Roughly speakirgyahdity of the maximum principle for the
biharmonic operatai? in a bounded domaif? turns out to depend heavily on the boundary conditions on
052 and on the domaift itself. For instance, given a non-positive smooth functfon2 — (—oc, 0] with
f # 0, a straightforward application of the maximum principle tioe Laplace operator with homogeneous
Dirichlet boundary conditions if reveals that the unique classical solutioto the biharmonic equation
with Navier or pinned boundary conditions

A’u=fin Q, u=Au=0 on J9, (1.2)

is negative i) in the sense thai(z) < 0 for x € €, a property which will be referred to as tls¢rong
sign-preserving propertihroughout the paper. A similar result, however, fails taroe in general when
the Navier boundary conditions are replaced by Dirichletlamped boundary conditions, that is, when
solves

A2u=1finQ, wu=0du=0 ondQ, (1.2)
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whered,,u denotes the normal trace of the gradient.@n the boundary. Nevertheless, it was observed by
Boggio [2] that, wher! is the unit ballB, of R?, d > 1, the Green function associated wilh {1.2) can be
computed explicitly and is positive iR;. An obvious consequence of this positivity property is s@t-
tions to [1.2) with a non-positive right-hand sideZ 0 are negative. Actually, Boggio’s celebrated result
provides the impetus for several further studies, in paldicthe extension of the strong sign-preserving
property to other domair@ and the analysis of semilinear equations of the form

A?y = F(u) in By, uw=0,u=0 on OB, ,

under suitable assumptions on the nonlineafitye.g. seel]5,17] and the references therein. The strong
sign-preserving property of the biharmonic operator widhmlegeneous Dirichlet boundary condition$in
being at the heart of further investigations, it is therefi@mpting to figure out whether it holds true not only
for other domains as discussed, for instance,_in[[11, 13]also for more general fourth-order operators.
Besides its theoretical interest, this question also hasyragplications, e.g. to small deformations of a
membrane clamped at its boundary governed by the equation

BA’u—TAu=f in Q, u=0,u=0 on JQ, (1.3)

where BA%u with B > 0 accounts for bending andT' Au with T > 0 for stretching. We refer td [5]
for a concrete application to microelectromechanical syst (MEMS) and to Theorefn 1.5 below. In
the particular casd_(1.3), the strong sign-preserving gntgphas been established [n [15] in one space
dimension, i.e. whef = (—1, 1), the proof relying on the explicit computation of the Greandtion and

its positivity as in[2]. This result is extended [A [9], wieghe equation

u//// + au/// + )\u// _ f in (_17 1) : u(:l:l) — u'(:l:l) =0 , (14)

is shown to enjoy the strong sign-preserving property(for\) € R x (—oo,0] and (a, ) € {0} x

(0, 7%). Interestingly, in contrast t6 [2, 15], the proof A [9] daest rely on the explicit computation of the
Green function associated with (IL.4) but on maximum prilecgsgguments applied to second-order elliptic
equations after writind (114) as an equivalent system ofgeaond-order elliptic equations

W=y, v4+ay+I=fin(-1,1), w(£l) =u'(£1)=0.

Since no boundary condition is given foythe maximum principle cannot be applied directly to theaequ

tion for v and a preliminary analysis is required. The possibility otiwg (1.4) as a system of two second-
order elliptic equations, one with overdetermined boupdaanditions and the other with none as in the
proof of [9], is actually also the starting point of the stusfythe strong sign-preserving property for one-
dimensional linear fourth-order operators with generalrmary conditions performed in [20,]21]. More

precisely, the first step in [20] is to transform the fourtld@r linear equation

ay(z)u" + az(z)u" + az(2)u” + a1 (2)u’ + ap(x)u = f(x) (1.5)
to the system
Liu=ry,  Loy=w(z)(f(z)+q(z)u) (1.6)
for some functionsv > 0 andq, which can be computed explicitly in terms @f;), the elliptic operators

L, andL, being of second order. The resulting criteria for the streigg-preserving property df (1.5) with
homogeneous Dirichlet boundary conditions are, howewrstmaightforward to apply.
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In this paper, we revisit Schroder’s approach and show thahe equation[(1J5) has an alternative
formulation [1.6) withg = 0 and two second-order elliptic operatats and £, satisfying the maximum
principle, then[(1.6) with homogeneous Dirichlet boundaoyditions enjoys the strong sign-preserving
property. More precisely, we shall prove the following fésu

Theorem 1.1. Consider two second-order elliptic operators

Law = a;(x) w" + b;j(x) w' + ¢;(x) w, rel:=(-1,1), i=1,2,
whereq;, b;, andc;, i = 1,2, are bounded functions ip-1, 1] satisfying
min{a; (z),az(z)} >n >0 and max{c(x),c2(x)} <0, re[-1,1], (1.7)

for somen > 0. Assume that there is a pair of functiofis ) satisfying
we CHNNC*([-1,1]), yeC*(I)nC([-1,1]),

and
Liu = v In [ (1.8)
Loy < 0 in T, (1.9)
w(+l) = u/(£1)=0. (1.10)

Then
either u=0 or u<0 in I. (1.12)

An alternative way to formulate Theordm 1.1 is the followir@gjven twice continuously differentiable
functionsa;, b;, ¢;, i = 1,2 on[—1, 1] satisfying [1.Y), the fourth-order differential operator

Lu = Ay(z)u"™ 4+ Az(x)u"” + As(z)u” + Ay (2)u' + Ap(z)u (1.12)
with
Ay = ajay , Az := (2a) + by)ag + a1by
Ay = (af + 2b} + ¢1)ag + (@) + b1)by + arcs (1.13)
Ay = (U] + 2¢))ag + (b + ¢1)ba + bica Ay = dlag + by + cr1c9

subject to homogeneous Dirichlet boundary conditioi¢1) = «/(£1) = 0 enjoys the strong sign-
preserving property.

Remark 1.2. On the one hand, it is unlikely that an arbitrary fourth-ord#liptic operator £ of the form
(I.12)has a decompositioff.13)as above. On the other hand, if there is such a decompositierchoice

of the functionsu;, b;, ¢;, ¢ = 1,2 in (I.13)is clearly not unique and may play an important role. This
feature is illustrated in Propositidn 4.3 below.

Remark 1.3. Theoreni 111 is stated in such generality that it applies tolinear operators as well, that is,
the coefficients,, b;, ¢; may depend on itself. In particular, we shall see in Subsectlon|4.2 belbat the
Euler-Lagrange equation of the one-dimensional Willmarectional[23] fits into the framework developed
herein.
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The proof of Theoreni 111 is given in Sectibh 2. It is based qeated applications of the strong
maximum principle toZ; and £, and requires a careful analysis of the possible behaviorg(icall that
the behavior ofy on the boundary is unknown). Though the proof is restrictedrie space dimension, a
similar result can be obtained for radially symmetric fuoies in higher dimensions:

Theorem 1.4. Consider two second-order elliptic operators

7,k=1

d d
Z 88;&1}—1—2 ) jw ~+ ¢i(z) w, x €By, 1=1,2,
j=1

whereB; denotes the unit ball dk¢, d > 1, anda’* = o/, b/, ande¢;, i = 1,2,1 < j, k < d, are bounded
functions inB; satisfying

d
al*(x) & & > ¢ and ¢i(z) <0, (2,6 € By x R?, (1.14)
j.k=1

for somen > 0 and: = 1, 2. Let(u,~) be a pair of functions satisfying
u € 04(]]51) N CQ(Bl) , YeE CQ(Bl) N C(Bl) ,

and
Liu = ~ in By, (1.15)
Loy < 0 in By, (1.16)
u = Jyu=0 on 0B;. (1.17)
If v and~ are both radially symmetric, then
either u=0 or u<0 in B;. (1.18)

The proof of Theorerh 114 is closely related to that of Thediefi) though it differs at some points. Itis
performed in Section3. The assumption that (IL.[5)-(1.4%)radially symmetric solutions clearly imposes
certain constraints on the coefficients of the operaforand £,.

Theoreni L1l and Theordm 1.4 have several applicationsngiarice, Theorein 1.1 generalizes the strong
sign-preserving property establishedinl[15] &nd [9, Psitmm 1] for (1.3) whem\ < 0, see Subsectidn 4.3.
Further applications of these theorems, e.g. to quasafiequations, are discussed in Secfibn 4. Let
us single out one particular application to a semi-linearagign, which includes as a particular case a
mathematical model for MEMS$ [5]:

Theorem 1.5. Let J be an open interval iR containing0 and letg € C?(J) be a non-negative and
non-increasing function witlp(0) > 0. Let B > 0 and7 > 0 be two real numbers. Then there exists
A« € (0, 00] such that, for any\ € (0, \.), the boundary value problem

BA*u — TAu = —\g(u) inB;, u=030,u=0 ondB,,
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has a unique radially symmetric and non-positive classitakimal solution:, € C*(B,) N C?(B,) such
thatuy(B;) C J. If A\, < oo, then there is no radially symmetric classical solution for .. In addition,
for eachz € By, the function\ — w,(z) is decreasing if0, A,). Furthermore, ifa := inf J > —oco and
m := inf(, 0y g > 0, then, < oo.

The specific application to MEMS is obtained by takif{g) = 1/(1+&)? for ¢ € (-1, 1). We construct
the maximal solution in Subsectién #.6 by a monotonicityrapph as in[[b, Chapter 11], where a similar
result is proven fofl’ = 0. An interesting intermediate step in the proof of Theofehid that there is a
unique normalized radially symmetric positive eigenfimeticorresponding to a positive eigenvalue of the
operatorBA? — T'A subject to homogeneous Dirichlet boundary conditions Ssdesection 415.

2. SGN-PRESERVING PROPERTY INONE SPACE DIMENSION

We prove Theorern 11.1 and first state a simple consequence sfring maximum principle for second-
order operators.

Lemma2.1. Consider—1 < z; < x, < 1 and a functionv € C?((zy, z2)) NC([x1, 22]) such thatl,v < 0
in (.I'l,{lj'g).

(@) If v(z1) = v'(z1) = 0, then either = 0 or v(z2) < 0.

(b) If v(ze) = v'(z2) = 0, then eithew = 0 or v(x;) < 0.

Proof. The proof of the two assertions being similar, we only givat thf (a) and consider the case where
v(xy) = v'(x1) = 0. Assume for contradiction that thereas € (z,, x2] such that(xy) > 0. Recalling
thatv(z,) = 0, the functionv is obviously not constant iy, z). SinceL,v < 0 in (z1,zo), the strong
maximum principle([8, Theorem 3.5] guarantees thaannot achieve a non-positive minimum(ir , )
and thusv(z) > 0 = v(xy) for x € (z1,20). We then infer from[[8, Lemma 3.4] that(z,) > 0 and a
contradiction. Consequently,

v(z) <0 forall x € (xq,xq] . (2.1)
In particular,v(z) < 0. Then eithew(z2) < 0 and the second alternative in Lemmal2.1 (a) is true. Or
v(zy) = 0 = v(x) and the minimum principle entails that> 0 in (1, z2). Combining this fact with[(2]1)
givesv = 0 and completes the proof. O

Proof of Theorerh 1111f u = 0, then there is nothing to prove and we thus may assume 0. It first
follows from (1.9) and the minimum principll[8, Corollary23 that
[mlnll] v > min {y(—1) A 0,7(1) AO}. (2.2)

Assume first for contradiction thatin;_; ;v > 0. Theny > 0 in I, which gives, together with (1.8),
(1.10), the property: # 0, and the strong maximum principlel [8, Theorem 3.5] thatannot achieve a
non-negative maximum if—1,1) and thusu(z) < 0 = w(1) for all z € I. It then follows from [8,
Lemma 3.4] that/(1) > 0 which contradicts[(1.10). Thereforain_, ;v < 0 and it follows from [2.2)
thaty(—1) A (1) < 0. We may assume without loss of generality that

(=1 =y(=1)A~(1) = min y < 0. (2.3)
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In addition, sincai(—1) = u/(—1) = 0, u(1) = 0, andu # 0, Lemmd 2.1l implies that

[mlaﬁv > 0. (2.4)
Owing to [Z.3) and[(214),
yo:=inf{z el : v(z) >0} el (2.5)
and
7<0 in (=1,90) and y(y)=0. (2.6)

On the one hand, fay € (—1, y,|, we obtain from[(1.8) and (2.6) th&tu < 0in (—1,y), and [1.ID) and
LemmaZ.1l imply that eithet(y) < 0 oru = 0in (—1,y). But the latter cannot occur as it would imply
v=0in (—1,y) by (1.8) contradicting(2]3). We have thus shown that

u<0 in (—1,y0. (2.7)
On the other hand, considgre (y,, 1) such thaty(y) > 0 (the existence of such points is guaranteed by
the definition ofy,). According to [(1.B) and the strong maximum principle [8g®rem 3.5], the function

~ cannot achieve a non-positive minimum imy, y) unless it is constant. Sinegy) > v(yo) = 0, we
conclude thaty > 0in (yo, y). We have thus shown that

y1 :=sup{y € (yo, 1) : v>0in (yo,y)} > o -
Assume now for contradiction thgt = 1. Theny > 0in (yo, 1) and, sinceu is not constant by (1.10)
and [2.7), it follows from[(1I8),[{1.10)[ (2.7), and the stygomaximum principle that. cannot achieve a
non-negative maximum ify,, 1), whenceu < 0 = u(1) in (yo, 1). We then infer from([8, Lemma 3.4] that
u'(1) > 0 and a contradiction. Consequently,

Y1 € (Yo, 1) , v >0 in (yo,v1) , (Y1) =0. (2.8)
In particular, this together with (1.9) and [8, Lemma 3.4pimn
Y (1) <0. (2.9)

Hence, there is a sequengg,),>; such thaty, € (y1,y1 + 1/n) NI andy(g,) < 0 foralln > 1. Fix
n > 1 and assume for contradiction that there,jsc (¢,, 1) such thaty(p, ) > 0. Owing to the continuity
of ~, there isz, € (¢n, pn) such thaty(z,) = 0. It then follows from [1.D) thal,y < 0 in (1, z,) with
Y(y1) = v(z.) = 0 > ~(g,) Which contradicts the strong maximum principle. Consetlyen < 0 in
(gn, 1) for all n > 1 and we have established that

¥ <0 in (y,1). (2.10)
Now, fix y € [y1,1). Owing to [1.8), (Z.10), and (Z.1L0), we are in a position tplppemmaZl in(y, 1)
and conclude that eithet(y) < 0 oru = 0in (y, 1). If the latter occurs, it follows fronf (118) that= 0 in

(y,1) as well. ThereforeLsy < 0in (y1,y) with v(y;) = v(y) = 0 which entailsy > 0in (y;,y) by the
minimum principle and contradicts (2.9). Consequently,

u<0 in [y,1). (2.11)

Finally, recalling thaty > 0in (yo, y1) by (2.8), we infer from[{118) and the strong maximum prineifiat
eitheru is constant in(y, y1) and thenu = u(yo) = u(y;) < 0 by (Z21) and[(2.1]1) or. cannot achieve a
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non-negative maximum iy, y1). In both cases, we conclude< 0 in (yo, y1), which, together with[(2]7)
and [2.11) gives (1.11) and completes the proof. O

Corallary 2.2. Under the assumptions of Theoreml 1.1 and # 0, there are—1 < 3, < y; < 1 such that
~ satisfies

v>0in (yo,y1), 7 <0in (=140 N[y, 1),
andy(+£1) < 0. Furthermoreyu”(£1) < 0.

Proof. It follows from (2.8), [2.8), and(2.10) thatsatisfies all the above properties except for the property
v(1) < 0. However, we know from[{Z2.10) that(1) < 0 and assuming for contradiction thatl) = 0,

the strong maximum principle and(1L.9) entaik= 0 in (y;, 1) which is not possible according to (2.9).
Finally, it follows from (1.8) and[{1.10) that; (+1)u"(4+1) = ~(+1), which givesu”(+1) < 0 thanks to

v(£1) < 0 and [1.7). O

3. SGN-PRESERVING PROPERTY INRADIAL SYMMETRY

This section is dedicated to the proof of Theofem 1.4. Fah@rruse, we sé, := {z € R? : |z]| < r},
B, :={z €R? : |z| <r},andS, := {zr € R? : |z| =7} forr € [0,1). Let us stress that, throughout
this section, we only deal with radially symmetric functsoeind often use the property that such functions
are constant o8, for anyr without further notice.

We first establish a variant of LemrhaP.1.

Lemma 3.1. Considerp € [0,1) and a radially symmetric function € C*(B, \ B,) N C(B; \ B,) such
that
Liv <0 in B;\B, and v = 9,v =0 on IB; . (3.1)

Then eithen = 0in B, \ B, or v(z) < 0 for z € IB,,.

Proof. Assume for contradiction that thereise [o,1) such thatv(z) > 0 for z € S,. Recalling that
v = 0 onS,, the functionv is obviously not constant i, \ B,. SinceL;v < 0 in (zy, ), the strong
maximum principle([8, Theorem 3.5] guarantees thaannot achieve a non-positive minimumBn \ B,
and thusv(z) > 0 for z € B, \ B,. Consequently, if:, € S;, the previous property anf(8.1) imply that
v(wo) < v(x) forx € B, \B,. We are then in a position to apply [8, Lemma 3.4] and concijdéz,) < 0,
which contradicts[(3]1). Therefore,

v(r) <0 forall z € B, \ B, . (3.2)

Now, eitherv < 0 onS, and the second alternative in Lemial3.1 (a) is true.vG¢ 0 on S, and the
minimum principle entails that > 0 in B, \ B,. Combining this fact with[(3]2) gives = 0 and completes
the proof. 0J

Proof of Theoreri I14We may again assume that# 0. It follows from (1.16) and the minimum principle
[8, Corollary 3.2] that
min~y > néin {yAO0}. (3.3)
B1 1
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Assume first for contradiction thahing, v > 0. Theny > 0 in B; and, sincex # 0 in B;, we deduce
from (1.15), [1.1V), and the strong maximum principlée [8,edtem 3.5] that: cannot achieve a non-
negative maximum if®, and thusu < 0 in B;. Therefore, given;, € S;, the previous property and (1117)
guarantee thai(z) < u(xy) = 0 for € B;. Using [8, Lemma 3.4], we conclude thatu(z,) > 0 and a
contradiction with[(1.1I7). We have thus proved that

miny < 0. (3.4)
B

Then~(z) < 0 for 2 € S; by (3.3) and the radial symmetry of from which we deduce that
ro :=1inf{r € [0,1) : v(x) <0 for z €S,} < 1.

Assume for contradiction thaty = 0. Thenv < 0 in B; and [1.15),[(2.17), and the minimum principle
ensure that, > 0 in B; while Lemmd_3.1l implies that is non-positive inB;. Consequentlyy = 0 in B,
and a contradiction. We have thus shown that

10>0, y=0o0nS§S,, andy <0 in B, \B,, . (3.5)

Now, on the one hand, lete [ry, 1). By (1.15), [1.1F),[(3]5), and Lemrha B.1, we have either 0 on
S, oru = 0in B, \ B,. However, the latter and (1.115) would impily= 0 in B, \ B, contradicting[(3.b).
Consequently,

u<0in By \B,, . (3.6)
On the other hand, take € (0,r,) such thaty > 0 on S, (such anr exists according to the definition
and positivity ofr,). Sincey is obviously non-constant iB,, \ B,, it follows from the strong maximum
principle thaty cannot achieve a non-positive minimumBp, \ B, and thusy > 0in B,, \ B,. Introducing

1 SIinf{TE(O,’FQ) >0 in BTO\ET} >0,

we have just proved that < r,. Assume now for contradiction that > 0. Theny = 0 onS,,, which,

together with[(1.T6) and the minimum principle, entails 0 in B,,. However, sinc&£y < 0in B,, \ B,,,

v > 0inB,, \ B,,andy = 0 onS,,, it follows from [8, Lemma 3.4] thad,,y < 0 onS,,. Hence, we
deducey < 0 onS, for r close tor; with » < r; and a contradiction. Therefore, = 0 andy > 0 in

B,, \ {0}. It then follows from [[1.1b),[(316), and the comparison pijate that

maxu < max{uV 0} =0.
Brg Sr

Now, eitheru is constant ifB,,, and we deduce froni(3.6) that< 0 in B,,. Orw is not constant if,, and
we infer from the strong maximum principle thatannot achieve a non-negative maximunjy, that is,
u < 0inB,,. Recalling[(3.6), we have proved (1118). O

As in Corollary[Z.2 for the one-dimensional case, we dedume fthe proof of Theorern 1.4 additional
information onu on the boundary. Actually, for the biharmonic operator wittmogeneous boundary
conditions the following result is proved in [12] by meangtod integral representation and the positivity
properties of the Green function.

Corollary 3.2. Under the assumptions of Theoreml 1.4 and i 0, one hasy”(1) < 0, whereU (|z|) =
u(x) for x € B;.
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Proof. Letz € S, be fixed. On the one hand, we deduce fréml(3.3) (3.4nthat< 0. On the other
hand, sincé/ andU’ both vanish at = 1, we infer from [1.1b) that
d
0>v(x) = al¥(x) z; 2, U (1)
k=1

and the claim readily follows froni (1.14). O

4. APPLICATIONS

In this section we collect a few rather immediate consegeeid the previous results. We first give
in Subsectio 411 a straightforward extension of Thedrefintd.an annulus. We then show in Subsec-
tion[4.2 that Theorerin 1.1 can also be applied in a quasiflinamework. Moreover, we use Theorém]1.1
and Theorem 114 to derive the sign-preserving propertyaf) (for a certain range of parameter values
(Subsectiom 4]3), to characterize the polar cone of pesftimctions related to Moreau’s decomposition
(Subsection 414), and to establish the existence of pesiiyenfunctions (Subsectibn ¥4.5).

4.1. Equations in an Annulus with Radial Symmetry. We prove a result similar to Theordm11.4 in an
annulusB, \ B, with p € (0, 1).
Corollary 4.1. Letp € (0,1) and consider two second-order elliptic operators
d d
Low = Z al¥(x) 8j8kw+2bf(x) djw + ¢;(z) w, z€B\B,, i=1,2,
7,k=1 j=1
where the coefficientg” = o/, b/, andc;, i = 1,2, 1 < j, k < d are bounded functions. Further assume
that the functions4; and B;, defined forx € B, \ B, by
d

Ai(z) = agk( )T;T; )

J,k=1

1 d d e \TiTk d T
Z%(x) __]ZJ (:E: zj(x)A_ j{: az ( )|;ﬂ2 ) +_:£:Z€( )k;|’

andc; are rotationally invariant in the annuluB, \ B, and satisfy
Ai(z)>n>0and ¢i(z) <0, ze€B;\B,, i=12.
Let (u, ) be a pair of functions satisfying
ue CY(By\B,) NC*(B, \B,), veC*Bi\B,)NC(B:\B,),

and

Liu = v in B \B,, (4.1)

Lyy < 0 in B;\B,, (4.2)

u = Ou=0 on 9B, \B,). (4.3)
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If « and~ are both radially symmetric, then
either u=0 or u<0 in B;\B,. (4.4)

Proof. Owing to the radial symmetry af and~, we may writeu(x) = U(|z|) andvy(z) = I'(Jz|) and
deduce from[(4]1)(4]3) that

A (r)U" + By(r)U' + Cy(r)U =T, re(pl),
Ay(r)T" + Bo(r)I" + Co(r)T = f(r), repl),
Ulp) =U(1)=U'(p) =U'(1) =0,

wheref := Lyy andC;(|z|) := ¢;(x) for z € B, \ B,. OnB, \ B, the functionsA;, B;, andC; are bounded
fori = 1,2, and, due tgf < 0with f # 0, we are in a position to apply Theorém]1.1 to conclude thheeit
U=0orU <0in(p,1). O

Remark 4.2. We shall point out that radial symmetry is important to derthe strong sign-preserving
property stated in Corollary_4]1. Indeed, this property is longer true for arbitrary functions in an
annulusB, \ B, if p > 0 is sufficiently smalf14].

4.2. An Application to a Nonlinear Equation. Let B > 0, T > 0, a > 0, and consider the quasi-linear
equation

B <W)”+OB (%)—T (ﬁ):f in 1, (4.5)

subject to homogeneous Dirichlet boundary conditiafis1) = «/(£1) = 0. TakingB = 1, T = 0,
anda = 5/2 one obtains the Euler-Lagrange equation for the one-dimeakWillmore functional for a
graphu, this functional actually dating back to D. Bernoulli [2lso, for B > 0, T > 0, anda = 5/2,
equation[(4.5) describes deformations of a membrane claaipts boundary when the assumption of small
deformations is dropped (recall that this assumption allone to replace (4.5) by its linearizatién {1.3)).
Now, if u is a classical solution t@ (4.5) with right-hand siflec 0 andf # 0, thenu < 0in I. Indeed, this
follows from Theoreni 111 by defining

u//

a transformation already used by Euler [6, p.248], andreetti = (1 + (u)2)"*'*, b, = ¢; = 0 and

g = B (1 + (u/)2)—oz/2 7 b2 _ 01/27 cy = T (1 + (u/>2)(oc—3)/2 .

Equation[(4.6) withf = 0 and possibly inhomogeneous Dirichlet boundary conditlmasbeen studied in
[4], where also a more detailed account of related reseancibe found.
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4.3. Equationswith Anti-Diffusive Lower Order Terms. As mentioned in the introduction, it is straight-
forward to deduce from Theordm 1.1 that the boundary valolelpm [1.4) is strongly sign-preserving when
A < 0anda € R. This follows simply by choosinga,, b1, ¢;) = (1,0,0) and(asg, bs, c2) = (1,a, A). We
show in the next result that the range gffor which the strong sign-preserving property is true, ban
extended to some positive values)ofTo this end, an alternative choice 6f and ., is required.

Proposition 4.3. Consider) € (0, (a® + %) /4) with a € R. Then the boundary value problefhd)
" +au" + M =fin T, uw(£l) =u'(£1) =0,
enjoys the strong sign-preserving property.

Proof. If p € C?([—1,1]) is any positive function, then the function:= «”/p is well-defined in/ and it
readily follows from [(1.#) that solves

Y+ 20 4+ ap)y+ (" +ap'+ Ap)y=fin I.

Define now
e~ (atVa=dN)z/2 if 0<\<a?/4,
p(z) =< (24 x)e /2 if A=da?/4,

cos (VAN —aZ x/2)e /2 if  a?/4 < )\,
for z € I and observe that far?/4 < A < (a* + 7%)/4 we havep(z) > cos (V4\ — a2/2)e%? > 0 for
x € [—1, 1], the positivity ofp being obvious in the other two cases.

Consequentlyy > 0in [—1, 1] and, since@”+ap’+Ap = 0in I, we are in a position to apply Theoréml1.1
with (aq,b1,¢1) = (1/p,0,0) and(ag, by, c2) = (p, 2" + ap,0) and conclude that < 0in 7if f <0in I
with f #£ 0. OJ
Remark 4.4. Whena = 0, we partly recovef9, Corollary 1] where the strong sign-preserving property
was shown forT.4) for the wider range\ € (0,7%). However, it may be that this result can be fully

recovered by an alternative choice of the operatgisand £, than the one used above. The result for
a # 0 seems to be new.

4.4. An Application to Moreau’s Decomposition. Let B > 0 and7" > 0 and define the scalar product
(-, yonHA(I) :={u € H*(I); u(+l) = u/'(£1) = 0} by

(u,v) = /_ [Bu”(z)v"(z) + Tu' (x)v'(z)] dz,  u,v € Hp(I).

1

LetK := {u € H(I); u > 0} be the positive cone off3,(7). According to Moreau’s decompositidn [13],
we can write any, € H3 () in a unique way as a sum= v + w with (v, w) = 0, wherev belongs tok
andw belongs to its polar cone

K®:={we Hy(I); (z,w) <0 forall z € K},
which can be further characterized:
Proposition 4.5. We haveC°® ¢ —K.



12 PH. LAURENCOT AND CH. WALKER

As a consequence of Propositlonl4.5, any functiof fi(1) can be written as the sum of a non-negative
and a non-positive function, which are orthogonal with sgpo (-, -).

Proof. Letw € K° and letf € £ N C§°(1). By Theoreni_ 111, the classical solutiorof the equation
Bu" —Tu" = finl, wu(£l)=u'(£1)=0,
belongs to’C, whence(u, w) < 0. Integration by parts gives

[ @ <o,

and sincef € KL N Cg°(I) was arbitrary, this yields the statement. O
Similar results can be found inl[5, Lemma 11.1.4] dnd [7, Bsipon 3.6] wherl” = 0.

4.5. Positive Eigenfunctions. As for second-order elliptic operators we can combine thengt sign-
preserving property with the celebrated Krein-Rutmantém to obtain information on the principal eigen-
value of some fourth-order elliptic operators. We first édasthe one-dimensional case.

Theorem 4.6. Leta;, b;, and¢;, ¢ = 1,2 be four times continuously differentiable functionsier, 1]
satisfying(L.2). Let £ be the fourth-order elliptic operator defined {@.12) with coefficients given in
(I.13) Then the eigenvalue problem

Lo=pd inl, (1) =¢(£l)=0,
has an eigenvalug, > 0 with a corresponding eigenfunctiafy > 0 in I, and; is the only eigenvalue

with a positive eigenfunction. Moreover, any eigenfunctiorresponding to the eigenvalyeg is a scalar
multiple of¢;.

Proof. It readily follows from Theoreni 1l1 that the equatiém = 0 in I subject to the boundary con-
dition u(£1) = «/(+£1) = 0 has only the trivial solution. Therefore, since the coeffits of £ are
C?-smooth functions, we may apply![7, Theorem 2.19] to obthat,tfor any fixedx € (0,1) and any
f € C'([-1,1]), the equation

Lu=finl, wu(+l)=u'(£l)=0,

has a unique solution € C*t*(I) N C***(|—1, 1]), which we denote byx f. Moreover,K belongs to
L(CHe([—1,1]),C*e([-1,1])). LetCH™([-1, 1]) be the closed subspace consisting of all functiors
C*t*([-1,1]) such thatv(+1) = w'(41) = 0. The previous property and the Arzela-Ascoli theoremiénta
that K is a compact endomorphism 6, ([—1, 1]). In addition, given a non-negativec C3"*([—1,1])
with f # 0, Theorenl 1]l and Corollaty 2.2 guarantee tRagt > 0 in I with (K f)”(+1) > 0. Thanks
to these two properties, a standard argument showdilfdtelongs to the interior of the positive cone of
C%r([-1,1]). ConsequentlyK is strongly positive, and we may apply the Krein-Rutmarothen (see
e.g. [1, Theorem 3.2]) to conclude the statement. O

An analogous result holds in the a higher-dimensional figdigmmetric case. For the sake of simplicity,
we only state and prove it for the particular operatak? — T'A with homogeneous Dirichlet boundary
conditions.
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Theorem 4.7. Let B > 0 andT’ > 0. Then the eigenvalue problem
BA*¢ —TA¢ = p¢ inBy, ¢ =0,6=0 ondB, , (4.6)
has an eigenvalug; > 0 with a corresponding radially symmetric eigenfunction > 0 in By, and

is the only eigenvalue with a positive radially symmetrgegifunction. Moreover, any radially symmetric
eigenfunction corresponding to the eigenvalyas a scalar multiple ob;.

Proof. We first check that if: solves[(4.6) withu = 0, thenu = 0 in B,. Indeed, multiplying the equation
by v and integrating by parts givBAu = 0 in B; with v = 0 on9B;, whenceu = 0 in B;. Consequently,
as in the proof of Theorem 4.6 we may apply [7, Theorem 2.18ptain that, for any fixed € (0,1) and
any f € C'**(B,), the equation

BA*u —TAu=f inB,, u=0,u=0 ondB,, 4.7)

has a unique solutiof f = u € C***(B;) N C?**(B,) andK € L(C***(B,), C***(B,)). The results so
far are valid for arbitrary functiong defined inB, with the required regularity. We now restrict to radially
symmetric functions. Le'}' (B,) be the closed subspace consisting of all radially symmtdrictions

w € O?*(B,) such thaty = d,w = 0 onIB,. The well-posedness df (4.7) and the rotational invariance
of the operatoi3A? — T'A ensure thai f is radially symmetric iff is. The previous properties and the
Arzela-Ascoli theorem thus entail thaf is a compact endomorphism 65" (B,), and arguing as in
the proof of Theoreri 416 we conclude from Theoffeni 1.4 and Kaoyd3.2 that K is strongly positive.

Consequently, we may again apply the Krein-Rutman the(iteirheorem 3.2] to complete the proofd

Remark 4.8. Note that we do not claim that, is the principal eigenvalue of the operat&A? — TA
subject to homogeneous Dirichlet boundary conditionsesime restrict our attention to radially symmetric
functions. Whel’ = 0, the simplicity of the principal eigenvalue and the podiiwf the corresponding
normalized eigenfunction d.8) are already known and may be found®j(7]. It is worth to point out that
one does not need to restrict to the radially symmetric gt that case since the strong sign-preserving
property is true for arbitrary functions for this particul@perator due to Boggio’s principlf2].

4.6. Radially Symmetric Stationary Solutions for a MEM S Model. In this subsection we prove Theo-
rem[15% and thus consider the boundary value problem

BA*u —TAu = —Mg(u) inB;, u=0,u=0 ondB, , (4.8)

whereB > 0, T > 0, andg € C?(J) is a non-negative and non-increasing function with) > 0. To
obtain the existence of a maximal solution we use a monatgrargument as in [5, Chapter 11]. Define

A = sup{\ > 0; (4.8) has a radially symmetric classical
solutionu € C*(B,) N C*(B,) with u(B,) C J}
and note thad, > 0. Indeed, setting fog € (1, o0)
Au:=BA*u—TAu, uwe W, (B,):={uecW,;(B); u=0u=00ndB;},

the operatod : W, ,(B;) — L,(B1) is boundedly invertiblel[7, Theorem 2.20], and the implfaitction
theorem thus implies that all zeros Bf\, u) := u + AA"'g(u) near(\,u) = (0,0) lie on a curve(\, U,)
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with 0 < A < § for somed > 0. Since [(4.B) is rotationally invariant and singewas arbitrary, this
uniqueness property entails tfiatis radially symmetric and belongs € (B, )NC?(B, ) with U, (B,) C J,
whence\, > 0. To continue, we need the following auxiliary result:

Lemma 4.9. Let A > 0 and suppose that there is a non-positive radially symmetessical subsolution
(S 04(]]31) N Cz(Bl) of @), le.
BA*c —TAo < —\g(o) inBy, o =20,0 =0 ondB,,

satisfyingo(B,) C J. Letw € C*(B;) N C%(B,) be a radially symmetric function such that< w < 0
in B,. Then the boundary value problem

BA?v — TAv = —\g(w) in By , (4.9)
v=0,v=0 ondB, , (4.10)

has a unique radially symmetric classical solutios C*(B,) N C?(B,) satisfyings < v < 0in B;.
Proof. Due too(BB,) C J ando < w < 0, the properties of andw imply thatg(w) € C?(B,). Therefore,

(@.9), (4.10) has a unique classical solutiog C*(B,) N C?(B,) which is radially symmetric since: is.
Next, sincey(0) < g(w) < g(o) in By, which stems from the monotonicity gf we also have

BA?*(0 —v) — TA(0 —v) < =Ag(o) + Ag(w) <0 inB; ,
and Theoren 114 guarantees that v in B;. Moreover, sincgy(0) > 0, a further application of Theo-
rem[1.4 reveals that < 0 in B;, which completes the proof. O

Now, fix A € (0, \,) and suppose there is a radially symmetric classical sutisolt € C*(B,)NC?(B,)

of (4.8) satisfyings(B,) C J. Sinceg is non-negative, Theorein 1.4 ensures thé non-positive inB; .
Define then a sequeng¢e,,),.n by u, := 0 and

BA*u, — TAu, = —\g(u,_1) inBy, (4.11)

Uy, = Optt,, = 0 ONOB; . (4.12)

Sinceo < uy = 0, we may apply Lemma_4.9 repeatedly to obtain by induction thga),.~, is a well-
defined sequence of radially symmetric classical solutions!(B,) N C?(B,) to (&.11), [4.1R) satisfying

o <u, < 0inB; foreachn > 1. Let us now show by induction that, < u,,_; in B; for eachn > 1. We

already know that; < uy = 0inB;. Assume that.,, < u,,_; inB; forsomen > 1. Theng(u, 1) < g(u,)
in B; so that

BA* (U1 — tp) — TA(Upy1 — ty) < —Ag(upn) + Ag(tp_1) <0 inBy,
whenceu,,,; < u, by Theoreni_1}4. We have thus shown that
0<Upy1 <u, <up <0inB;, n>1, (4.13)

and, in particular) < g(u,) < g(0) € Loo(By). From [411),[(4.12) we infer that the sequefieg),cn
is bounded ier(IB%l) for anyq € [1,00). Itis then straightforward to show thét,, ),y converges to a
radially symmetric classical solutian, € C*(B,) N C?(B,) of (4.8) satisfying

o<uy,<0inB; (4.14)
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by (4.13). Note that,, does not depend om. Therefore, it lies above any radially symmetric classical
subsolution and is in this sense a maximal solution. In @aldr, it is unique. To complete the existence of
uy, it remains to construct a suitable subsolution. But, sinee(0, A, ), there is\, € (A, \.) and a radially
symmetric classical solution’ of (4.8) with ) replaced by}, satisfyingu’(B,) c .J. Also, v’ < 0 by
Theoreni_ T KA. Furthermore,

BA?u® — TAu® + Ag(u®) < (A= A)g(u®) <0 inBy,

so thatu’ is a radially symmetric classical subsolution bf {4.8). Trevious analysis now ensures the
existence of the maximal solutian..
Moreover, giverd) < \; < Ay < \,, we deduce fron{(418) and (4]14) that

BA2u>\2 — TAuy, + Mg(uy,) = (A — A2)g(uy,) <0 inBy,

and the maximality ofu,, warrants that,, < w,, in B;. We next notice thaf (4.8)[(4.114), and the
monotonicity ofg ensure

BA*(uy, —uy,) = TA(ur, —uy,) = (A = Aa)g(un,) + Aa(g(ur,) — g(u,)) <0 inBy .

Theoreni 14 then gives,, < u,, in By.

Finally, assume that := inf J > —oo andm := inf(,0)g > 0. Let ¢, > 0 be a radially symmetric
positive eigenfunction associated with the eigenvalue- 0 of the operatoi3A% — T'A subject to homo-
geneous Dirichlet boundary conditions, its existence dgpgimaranteed by Theordm %.7. Nowguifis any
radially symmetric classical solution fo (#.8) for soe- 0, thena < u < 0 by Theoreni 14 and thus

ajiy o1dr < iy Orudr = ¢1(BA*u — TAu)dz = =X\ [ ¢ig(u)dz < —Am | ¢ydx.
B1

]Bl ]Bl B1 ]Bl
Therefore \, < —ayu;/m < oo. This completes the proof of Theorém]11.4.
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