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A MORSE INDEX FORMULA
FOR RADIAL SOLUTIONS OF
LANE-EMDEN PROBLEMS

FRANCESCA DE MARCHIS, ISABELLA IANNI, FILOMENA PACELLA

ABSTRACT. We consider the semilinear Lane-Emden problem:
—Au = |ulP~lu in B
{ u=0 on OB (&)

where B is the unit ball of RN, N > 3, centered at the origin and 1 < p < pg,
_ N+42
Ps = N—2-

We prove that for any radial solution wu, of (£,) with m nodal domains its
Morse index m(up) is given by the formula

m(up) =m+ N(m — 1)
if p is sufficiently close to pg.

1. INTRODUCTION

We consider the classical Lane-Emden problem

—Au = [ulP~ly in B
{ u=0 on OB c RN (1.1)

where B is the unit ball of RV, N > 3, centered at the origin and 1 < p < pg, with

ps = % = 2* — 1, where 2* is the critical exponent for the Sobolev embedding

HY(B) — L* (B).
In this paper we study the Morse index of the radial solutions of (1.1).

We recall that the Morse index m(u,) of a solution w, of (1.1) is the maximal
dimension of a subspace X C H}(B) where the quadratic form associated to the
linearized operator at u,:

Ly = (=A = pluy["™)
is negative definite. Equivalently, since B is a bounded domain, m(u,) can be de-
fined as the number of the negative Dirichlet eigenvalues of L, counted with their
multiplicity.

It is well known that (1.1) possess infinitely many radial solutions among which only
one is positive (or negative) while all the others change sign and can be characterized
by the number of their nodal regions. For a given radial solution w, of (1.1) with
m nodal domains, it has been proved in [19] that the radial Morse index, i.e. the
number of the negative eigenvalues of L, in the Sobolev space of radial functions
H017md(B)7 is exactly m. Obviously the Morse index m(uy), in H{ (B), can be larger
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than m, because of the presence of negative non radial eigenvalues of L,,.

The knowledge of the Morse index is, in general, a very important qualitative
property of a solution. In particular it helps to classify the solutions and study
their stability or possible bifurcations.

A first estimate that we get for a radial solution w,, of (1.1) with m nodal domains
is the following one (see Theorem 2.1):

m(u,) > m+ N(m — 1), (1.2)

which improves a result in [1].

The main theorem of the present paper states that for p close to the critical exponent
the extimate (1.2) is sharp. More precisely we prove:

Theorem 1.1. Let N > 3 and u, be a radial solution to (1.1) with m € NT nodal
regions. Then

m(u,) =m+ N(m — 1), for p sufficiently close to pg. (1.3)

Let us make a few comments about this result pointing out some interesting features
of the formula (1.3).

First, writing (1.3) as
m(up) =m(N +1) — N,

we see that the Morse index m(uy,) grows linearly with respect to the number m of
nodal domains, which corresponds also to the number of negative radial eigenvalues
of the operator L, (cf. [19]). This is somehow surprising since, in general, one would
expect many more negative nonradial eigenvalues then the negative radial ones.
Indeed if we look at the distribution of the radial and nonradial eigenvalues of the
linear operator (—A) in HJ(B) we observe that:

(i) on one side by a result of Briining-Heintze and Donnelly [8, 9, 15] we get
that
Arom, ™~ Cm? asm — +oo
where A, is the m-th radial eigenvalues of (—A), which implies that the
number n,.(m?) of the radial eigenvalues of (—A) bounded by m? is m,
more precisely
ny(m?) ~m asm — 400

(ii) on the other side by the classical Weil law (see e.g. [23]):
n(m?) ~Cm"™ asm — +oo (N is the dimension)

where n(m?) is the number of all the eigenvalues of (—A) in H}(B) less
than or equal to m?
In an equivalent way we can observe that if we consider a radial eigenfunction of
(—A) in Hj(B) with m nodal regions, i.e. corresponding to the eigenvalue A, ,,,
then its Morse index is just the number of the eigenvalues less than A, ,, which,
by (i) and (ii), grows at a rate of order m?¥ and so faster then m (if N > 2) as
m — +0o0.
So L, represents an example of a linear, Schrédinger type, operator determined by
the potential V,(z) = p|u,(z)[P~!, for p approaching pg, for which (i) and (ii) do
not hold, at least for the negative eigenvalues.

Another interesting consequence of all this could be derived studying (1.1) as p — 1.
In this case it is reasonable to conjecture the convergence of the Morse index m(u,)
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to the Morse index of the Dirichlet radial eigenfunction of (—A) with m nodal
regions (i.e. the eigenfunction corresponding to the radial eigenvalue A, ,,) possibly
augmented by the multiplicity of A, ,,,, which is 1. Indeed suitable normalizations of
solutions of (1.1) converge to eigenfunctions of the Laplacian as p — 1 (see [7, 17]).
Therefore the previous considerations indicate that for large m the Morse index
m(u,) for p close to 1 is of order m”, hence it is much bigger than m + N (m — 1),
which is by (1.3) the Morse index of u, for p close to ps. So bifurcations from u,
should appear, as p ranges from 1 to pg, showing that the structure of the solution
set of (1.1) is richer than one could imagine.

Next we would like to point out another interesting fact: the formula (1.3) does not
hold in dimension N = 2, as p — ps = +oc. Indeed in the recent paper [13] we
have proved the following:

Theorem 1.2 ([13]). Let u, be a radial sign-changing solution to (1.1) with 2 nodal
regions, but with B C R? and ps = +o0o. Then

m(up) =12 for p sufficiently large.

Obviously 12 2 m+ N(m—1) = 4 for N = 2 and m = 2. Note that in this case the
value of m(u,) seems to be related to the Morse index of one of the radial solutions
to the singular Liouville problem in R? ([10]), see [13] for further details.

Let us describe the method for proving Theorem 1.1, which also clarifies the differ-
ences with the case N = 2.

Since the solutions u,, are radial, to study the spectrum of the linearized operator
L, we decompose it as a sum of the spectrum of a radial weighted operator and
the spectrum of the Laplace-Beltrami operator on the unit sphere. To bypass the
difficulty of dealing with a weighted eigenvalue problem with a singularity at the
origin we approximate the ball B by annuli A,, with a small hole, showing that the
number of negative eigenvalues of the linearized operator L, is preserved (we refer
to [13] for this). Then (see Section 4) it turns out that the Morse index m(u,) is
determined by the size of the first (m—1) (radial) eigenvalues 3;(p), i = 1,...,m—1,
of the weighted operator ~
Ly = [2]*(—A = Vp(2)) (1.4)

in H(Ay), where the potential V() is plu,(z)|P~! and n = n,, is properly chosen.
In order to study these eigenvalues a good knowledge of the potential V,(x) is
needed which, in turns, means to have accurate estimates on the solutions w,. This
is where the hypothesis on the exponent p enters.
If N > 3, in Section 3 we make a precise analysis of the asymptotic behavior of
up as p — pg, which allows to get the needed estimates on the potential V,,(x) for
p close to the critical exponent. In particular we get that suitable rescalings of w,
in each nodal region converge to the same positive radial solution U of the critical
equation in RY:

—~ AU =UPs in RN, N >3. (1.5)
This allows to detect precisely the asymptotic behavior, as p — pg, of the first
eigenvalue (p) (and then, as a consequence, of all the other eigenvalues Bi(p),
i1 =2,...,m— 1) by several nontrivial estimates (see Section 5).

In dimension 2 the procedure followed in [13] is similar but the striking difference
with respect to the case N > 3 is that the limit problems, as p — oo, for the
positive and negative part of the nodal radial solutions u, with 2 nodal domains are
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different. Indeed it was proved in [18] that (assuming w.l.g. u,(0) > 0) a suitable
rescaling of u;' converges to a regular solution of the Liouville problem in R?, while
a suitable rescaling of u, converges to a radial solution of a singular Liouville
problem in R? (see also [12]). So the estimates needed to compute the Morse index
of u, are completely different and the contribution from the annular nodal region
is bigger and makes the Morse index of u, higher with respect to the corresponding
case in dimension N > 3. This difference reflects in the study of the asymptotic
behavior of the first radial eigenvalue 5;(p) (see Remark 5.11) which makes the
proof in dimension N > 3 more delicate than that for N = 2.

We also point out that the assertion of Theorem 1.1 holds for radial solutions to
(1.1) with any number of nodal regions, while in the case N = 2 the result of [13] has
been obtained only for solutions with 2 nodal regions. This is because an asymptotic
analysis of radial solutions with m > 3 is lacking in dimension N = 2. We believe
that the strategy of the present paper could be pursued also in dimension N = 2
to get a result for general radial solutions. We plan to do this in a future paper.

A final comment is that the whole strategy for the Morse index computation (here
as in [13]) relies on the peculiar behavior of the radial solutions which have all
the nodal regions shrinking at the same point as p — ps (as p — —+oo when
N = 2). This property also induces an interesting blow-up (in time) phenomenon
in the associated parabolic problem with initial data close to the radial stationary
solutions (see [11, 14, 21]).

The paper is organized as follows. We start in Section 2 by proving a lower bound
for the Morse index of radial solutions of semilinear elliptic Dirichlet problems
with general autonomous nonlinearities. This part holds in any dimension N > 2
and extends previous results in [1] giving, as a special case, the estimate (1.2). In
Section 3 we perform the asymptotic analysis of the radial solutions of (1.1) as
p — ps. The results in this section are interesting in themselves and do not appear
in previous papers. In Section 4 we approximate the eigenvalue problem in the
ball by corresponding ones in approximating annuli and set the auxiliary weighted
eigenvalue problems. In section 5 we study the radial eigenvalues of the weighted
operator i;‘ introduced in (1.4); in particular the analysis of the first one B (p)
is the central part of the section. The delicate estimates that we develop here are
crucial for our proof; in order to obtain them we need to analyze accurately the
contribution to the Morse index of each nodal region of w,. Finally the proof of
Theorem 1.1 is presented in Section 6.
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2. A LOWER BOUND FOR THE MORSE INDEX

We consider a semilinear elliptic problem with a general autonomous nonlinearity:

—Au= f(u) in Q
{ u=20 on 0N) ° (2.1)

where Q@ € RV, N > 2 is either a ball or an annulus centered at the origin and

f e CYR).

For a solution u of (2.1) we denote by m(u) the Morse index of u, namely the number
of the negative Dirichlet eigenvalues of L, in Q (counted with their multiplicity),
where L, : H2(Q) N HL(Q) — L?(Q) is the linearized operator at u, namely

L,(v) = =Av — f'(u(x))v.
When the solution w is radial we also denote by m.q(u) the radial Morse index of

u, i.e. the number of negative radial eigenvalues of the linearized operator L,,.

We prove here a result which improves the one in [1] and holds in any dimension
N > 2.

Theorem 2.1. Let u be a radial solution of (2.1) with m > 2 nodal domains. Then

m(u) > mpq(u) + N(m — 1). (2.2)
Moreover, if f satisfies the condition
f(s) < f'(s)s,
then
Mead(u) > m (2.3)
and hence

m(u) >m+ N(m —1).

Proof. Let us fix m € NT and let us denote by u,, a radial solution of (2.1) having m
nodal regions. We use the partial derivatives of u,, to produce negative eigenvalues
whose corresponding eigenfunctions are odd with respect to an hyperplane passing
through the origin. Let us consider, for any ¢ = 1,..., N, the hyperplane T; = {z =
(1,...,zN) : &; = 0} and the domain Q; = {z € Q : x; < 0}, i.e. Q is the half
ball or the half annulus determinated by T;.

Then we denote by A;,..., A, the nodal regions of u,,, counting them starting
from the outer boundary in such a way that 0A; contains 052 if Q is a ball or the
outer boundary of  if Q is an annulus. Since u,, is radial we have that A; are
annuli for j € {1,...,m — 1} while A,, is a ball if  is a ball or another annulus if
so is Q. Let us first consider the case of the ball so that:

AjZ{J)EQZRj+1<‘$|<Rj} 7=1...,m—-1
Ap={z€Q: |z|<Rn}
where R;, j = 2,...,m, are the nodal radii and R; is the radius of the ball €.

We consider the derivatives %, 1=1,..., N, which satisfy the equation
ou .
Ly, < ax:n) =0 in Q. (2.4)

Using the symmetry of u,, we have:

O, —
5‘?;1' =0 on QNT;. (2.5)
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Then we consider the half nodal regions
Ay =400,  j=1....m and i=1,...,N.

To simplify the notations let us fix # = 1 and focus on the function %‘TT in the
sets Ay ;, that we simply denote by A;". Whatever we prove for %LIT will hold with
obvious changes for the other derivatives %, i=2,...,N.

Let us observe that for each nodal region A, writing w,,(r) = w,,(|z|) there exists

at least one value r; € (Rj,Rj1+1), j =1,...,m — 1, such that

du,,
W(Tj) =0. (2.6)

Notice that if the nonlinearity f = f(s) satisfies the condition s f(s) > 0 then r; is
the unique radius in (R;, R;41) such that (2.6) holds in A;, j=1,...,m — 1.
Then, since u,,, is radial we have that %Lz’; = 0 on the spheres

S;={zeRY;|z|=r;} j=1,...,m—1 (2.7)

Let us fix one r; € (R;, R;j41) for each j =1,...,m — 1 (i.e. just one value of the
radius in the interval (R;, R;41) such that (2.6) holds) and consider the sets

Nj_:{xGRN:rj>|x|>rj+1}ﬂQf j=1,...,m—2
and observe that for j =1,...,m — 2, by (2.4), (2.5) and (2.7)

Aup \ . _
{ j;;‘m (%) =0 mw, B (2.8)
T;ET:O on 3N] .

Thus %MTT is an eigenfunction of the linearized operator L, , in N ;. corresponding
to the zero eigenvalue which is the first one or an higher one according to the fact
that %"TT changes sign or not in N,

Moreover also in the set

N ={zeRN :r, 1>z >01nQ]

m

the function %7;’; satisfies (2.8) (for j = m — 1). Hence also in N, _; zero is an

eigenvalue for L, , with corresponding eigenfunction %“7’;1.

In conclusion we have obtained (m — 1) adjacent regions where an eigenvalue of
L, is zero. This implies that in the domain N~ = U;.”;llN ; the h-th eigenvalue
Ap of L, is zero for some h > m — 1.

Since N~ is strictly contained in Q; , by construction we have that the h-th eigen-
value Ay, of L,  in Q7 is negative for some h > m — 1, in particular A,,_; =
Am—1(Ly,,) < 0 in Q7 and so are all A\, = A\, (L) in Q7 for n < m — 1. By
reflecting by oddness with respect to 77 the corresponding eigenfunctions we get
eigenfunctions of L, in the whole Q corresponding to the same (m — 1) negative
eigenvalues A\,, n=1,...,m — 1.

Repeating the same arguments for all ¢ = 1,..., N we get at least (m — 1) negative
eigenvalues A, () in the domains ", for each i = 1,..., N, which give eigenvalues
of L,,, in the whole © whose corresponding eigenfunctions are odd with respect to
T;,i=1,...,N.

Note that, by symmetry,

An(Lu,,, ;) = An(Lu,,, 25) fori#s, i,s=1,....N n=1,....m—1

but the corresponding eigenfunctions are linearly independent, because they are
odd with respect to orthogonal axes.
So the multiplicity of each eigenvalue A, of L, in 2 is at least IV so that we have
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got at least N(m — 1) negative eigenvalues. Since the eigenfunctions we have found
are not radial, adding my.q(u,), we get the estimate (2.2).

If f satisfies the condition f(u) < f’(u)u then it is easy to see that each (radial)
nodal region gives the existence of one negative radial eigenvalue, so we get (2.3).

The case when (2 is an annulus follows in a similar, slightly easier, way, since the
only difference is that the last nodal region A,, is an annulus, so that it does
not need to be treated in a different way with respect to the other regions Aj;,
j=1,...,m—1. O

We end this section recalling the following known result concerning the case when
f is a power type nonlinearity and the domain €2 is a ball (see [4] for the case m = 2
and [19, Proposition 2.9] for any m € NT)

— |yl _ N+2
Theorem 2.2 ([4, 19]). Let Q be a ball and f(u) = [ulP~'u, p € (1,ps), ps = 33
if N >3, ps = 400 if N =2. Let u be a radial solution to (2.1) with m € Nt nodal
regions. Then

Myad(u) = m.

3. ASYMPTOTIC ANALYSIS OF THE NODAL RADIAL SOLUTIONS

In this section we analyze the asymptotic behavior as p — pg of any radial sign-
changing solution of (1.1). It is well known that for any fixed p € (1,pg) the radial
solutions of problem (1.1) are infinitely many, precisely for each m € N7 there is a
unique (up to the sign, being the nonlinearity odd) radial solution to (1.1) with m
nodal domains.

So for m € N let us denote by uj the unique nodal radial solution of (1.1) having
m nodal regions and satisfying

up(0) > 0. (3.1)
The 1-dimensional profile of this solution is described in Figure 3. With abuse of
notation we will write often ug (r) = ui(|z|).

In the next proposition we state a few qualitative properties of the solutions uj.

Proposition 3.1. Let p € (1,ps), then:

(i) up(0) = [luploc,
(ii) in each nodal region the map r — uy(r) has exactly one critical point (which
is either a local mazimum or a local minimum point, and they alternate),

N
(iii) [p [Vup(y)*dy = [ lup()I"*idy — mSy,
where Sy is the best constant for the Sobolev embedding H(B) < L* (B):
\/ SNHUHLQ*(B) < ||VU||L2(B); Yo € H&(B) (32)

The statement (i)—(iii) are known, in particular (i) and (ii) follow by o.d.e. argu-
ments. Instead (iii) derives by the uniqueness of uj. In fact on the one hand it is
easy to see by the Sobolev embedding that for each nodal region B,, of up we have

lim [ [Vup(y)2dy > S (3.3)
Bp

pP—ps
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On the other hand, for any fixed m € NT, radial nodal solutions of (1.1) with m

N
nodal regions and whose energy converges to mS; have been obtained in [22].

Now let us denote by 73%,, 7 =1,...m — 1, the nodal radii of upp' and for uniformity

of notation, by r , the radius of B. Then writing with abuse of notation u$ (r) =
uz(|z|), we have

0 <y, <13, < <Th_ 1,
up (r,) =0 i=1,...,m.

<rmpi=1 (34)

Moreover we denote by s, ¢ =0,...m — 1, the unique maximum point of |um| in
)
each nodal region, so

sg, =0
s%’: € (i) i=1,...,m—1(fm>2) (3.5)
and
(up)'(sp,) =0, i=0,...,m—1.
Let us denote the m nodal regions of up by By, C RN, i=0,...,m — 1, namely:
By, ={z eRY : |z| <rp,}
By i={xeRY : rp <zl <y}, i=1,...,m—1(ifm>2). (3.6)
Then we consider the restriction of |up| to the i-th nodal region
up, = luplxpp , i=0,...,m—1 (3.7
and let us define
= ||u;*jp||00 = ug:p(s;‘:p) = |u$(s;‘:p)|, 1=0,...,m—1. (3.8)

Observe that when m = 2 then uj , and uf , are respectively the positive and
negative part of uj.

m
M,
m
= up(r)
m
M2,p
m
My 5,
m m m i
\ 51,p / 52,p \sm—lpA,p
gm = pm pm m m 1 =Thop
0.p Lp 2,p L W L ’
—M;
—2,p
o
—Mp

FIGURE 1. The radial solution of (1.1) having m nodal regions
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Our next result establishes the relation among nodal radii in (3.4), maximum points
in (3.5) and scaling parameters in (3.8) related to radial solutions of (1.1) with a
different number of nodal regions, m and h respectively:

Lemma 3.2. Let m e NT, m>2andh=1,...,m—1. Then for j =1,...,h we

have:
rm
rh = 2P 3.9
J,P ,rz’p ( )
Moreover for j =0,...,h—1 we have:
s
s, = Tj;” (3.10)
h.p
p=1 p=1
$ip(Mjp) = = 87, (M) (3.11)
p=1 p=1
(M;p) 2 = r‘;;p(M;fp) 7 . (3.12)
Proof. Let h =1,...,m — 1 and consider the restriction of the solution uy to the
first A nodal regions:
Wiy = URXh—t g - (3.13)

Then it is easy to check that the scaling wj (|z[) of wj , defined as

~ _2
wyp(l2]) i= (rip ) ) 7=, (1 |]) (3.14)

is a radial solution to (1.1) having h nodal regions and such that wj (0) > 0. By
uniqueness

@y, = up. (3.15)

As a consequence we immediately get (3.10) and (3.9). Moreover we also have:

\ () G2 V3R m () (pm ) 52T Afm
Mg, =up(0) =" (ry,) = Tup (0)=(ry ) 7= Mg,
which gives (3.12) in the case j = 0. Instead, when j = 1,...,h — 1, we have:
h (3‘15) m =2 m (pam (gio) m Ll m( om — m % m
My, = un(sj,) =" () 7T up (ry,55) (T p) 7 up (s7,) = (75,) 77 My,
which ends the proof of (3.12). Last by (3.12) and (3.10) we get (3.11). O

In the sequel, in order to make the reading more fluid, when there is no possibility
of misunderstanding we may drop the dependence on m in our notations, writing,

. . . . . o m m m
for instance, simply w; p, 7 p, M p, ... instead of uj v M" ...

Similarly as in [5, Lemma 2.1] (where the case m = 2 is considered) we get

Proposition 3.3. Let m € NT. As p — pg we have, for anyi=20,...,m — 1:

N

/B|Vu;‘:p(y)|2dy = /B \u;’:p(y)|p+1dy — S3 (3.16)

m 2" 5

i, .
/ . ()2 dy — S (3.17)

B

/B ur (1) ¥ s 5F (3.18)
up — 0 in H}(B) (3.19)

My, — +00 (3.20)
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Proof. (3.16) is a direct consequence of Proposition 3.1-(iii) and (3.3). The conver-
gence results in (3.17) and (3.18) follow then from (3.16), indeed:

p-‘rld (p+l> Holder «
sg 2 gim U luz, )" dy) < lim / . (y)|* dy
p—Ds |B|p+1 p—ps Jg P
(3.2) Vur N
2 im [ ||L2 ) (3.16) S;\%V7

pP—ps S N 2

which proves (3.17) and similarly we get (3.18):

(3.16) N
x @an o ([plue,(W)[PTdy) ? Holder N
n B ;Dlims (fB| ( )2 ) vz S pligls B . W)l v Udy
B Ui dy) %
Holder N
<" lim / fup ()l dy P2 7
pP—Dps

The proof of (3.19) follows immediately by the fact that (u},), is (by (3.16) and
(3.17)) a minimizing sequence for the Sobolev embedding H{(B) < L (B), so
that u;®, — 0 in Hg(B) as p — ps.

Finally the proof of (3.20) follows by (3.17) and (3.19), indeed fixing o € (0,2%),

then as p — ps’.
P
B

N (3.17)
2 m
SN /B |ui,p

so, since by (3.19) and Rellich Theorem [, |uz, — 0 as p — pg, then neces-
sarily (3.20) holds. O

um 2 —ady’

,p

We recall now the classical inequality due to Strauss ([24]), which holds for any
veH! (RN), N>3:

V|l L2 )

lv(x)] < C for any x # 0, (3.21)

where C'y > 0 is a constant independent of v. From it we easily deduce:
Proposition 3.4. Let m € N*, m >2. Fori=1,...,m — 1 we have
sy, = 0 (and so also r, — 0) as p — ps

Proof. Since sy ; , <1, < s}, it is enough to show the result in the case i = m—1.
So setting s, := sm 1,p0 we want to prove that s, — 0 as p — pg. If by contradiction
Sp, > a > 0 for a sequence p, — ps as n — +o0, then by (3.21) and Proposition
3.1-(iii)

CN CN N
My, = up(sp,)| < —x = IVup, [l 2@yy — ﬁmsﬁz as n — +00.

o] ™2

So the sequence (M™ ) would be bounded in contradiction with (3.20). O

m—1,pn

The next propositions contain crucial estimates for
1=0,...,m—1.
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Proposition 3.5. Let m € NT, then
Mén
lup(x)] < e e Ve By, (3.22)
1+ Feorlal?] 7

where By, C RN is as in (3.6) and Mg, > 0 as in (3.8).

Proof. The ordinary differential equation satisfied by uj can be turned by a suitable
change of variable into an Emden-Fowler equation. Then the proof can be derived
adapting the arguments contained in the papers [2, 3] of Atkinson and Peletier, who
dealt with the Brezis-Nirenberg problem. Since the proof of the next Proposition
3.6 is similar but slightly more involved, we refer to it for the details. O

Next, if u changes sign (i.e. m > 2) we can estimate |u®| in a similar way in
suitable proper subsets C}", C Bz‘“p, =1,...,m — 1. As one can see from the
statement below, when i = 1, .. — 2 (m > 3), we make the assumption (R7"),

which will be shown in Corollary 3.12 to be always satisfied.

Proposition 3.6. Let a € (0,%52), m e N*, m >2 and i € {1,...,m —1}. If
m > 3 assume that
e 4 asp — ps, Vi#m—1. (R™)

pm Q

z+17p
Then there exists v = v(a,m) € (0,1), v(a,m) = 1 as a — 0 and 6; = 0;(a,m) €
(0, 25) such that for p > ps — &; we have

M,
up ()] < : ~— VYzelr

i,p?
{1 + N(N ~veae (M )p_1|33|2} ’

(3.23)

where

,p

and M, > 0 is defined in (3.8).

_ 1
cr = {x eRY: yVsr, <lz| < r’;;LP} (c By,)

Proof. We argue as in [20]. Since u,, is a radial solution to (1.1) and s; , is a critical
point for it then u;, = |u,|xp, , satisfies in particular

E )tiu ip(1) + (uip(r))?P = T € (SipsTit1,p)
uz,p(r:’pl ) =0 (3.24)
Ui p(Sip) = M;p
Let N
N—2\"7?
(5
and

lt)i= i (52

tN—2

then y, satisfies an Emden-Fowler type ordinary differential equation:

”( )+t ()P =0, e (tip tay)
(t2,p> =0
yp(tl,p) = 0
Yp(ta,p) = My

(3.25)
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N-2° Ti4+1,p Si,p
t2 », depend also on ¢ but we have omitted it in the notations for simplicity).

. oN-—1 o (n2\N7? _ N2\ i
where k :=2 tip = , top 1= (notice that yp, t1,, and

STEP 1. We show that
(y;;tkilyéfk)/ + tk72y;kt§;k(yp(t2,p))p+l <0, forall te€ (tip tap) (3:26)

Proof of STEP 1. We differentiate yl’,tk_ly}]_k and using y,, + t_ky]’j =0 we get

_ _EN\/ _ _ _ _ _ _
(Wot" ™) =yt Ty ey (k= 1Ry = (k- 1) (yy)? Ry,
— —t_1y£+1_k + y;(k _ 1)fk_2yzl)_k _ (k _ 1)(y]/9)2tk—1yp—k

9 _ 1 _ 1 1
= —2(k- 1)tk Qyp k (2(/€—1)t1 kyﬁ?“ - iy;/)yp + Q(y;la)Qt>

Adding and subtracting tkfzygkt%;k(yp(tgyp))pﬂ we deduce

(y;tkilyéik)/ =+ tkizy;kt%;k(yp(tzp))ﬁl =—2(k - 1)tkizy;kl/p(t)

where

1 1 1
Ly(t) == g—=t" 7 b = Supyp + 5 (1)t —

1=k (o ))PTL
2(k-1) 2 2 2. Wp(tap))

2(k—1)
Hence (3.26) is proved if we show that
Lp(t) >0 forall te (t17p,t27p), (327)

which follows just observing that by definition L,(t2,) = 0 and that L} (t) < 0 for
t € (t1,p,t2,). Indeed by easy computations
p(N—-2)—(N+2) ,_
L) = L2 by (1) ()

where W < 0 (since p < ps), yp(t) > 0 and y,(t) > 0 for t € (t1,,t2,p)
(because (u;,)'(s) <0 for s € (8, Tit1,p))-

STEP 2. We show that for any a € (0,%52) there exist v = y(a) € (0,1), §; =
di(a) > 0 such that

N-—-2
2

N2
, Jorte (tip, Y N tap), ps—p < 6.
(3.28)

2
yp(t) < M p |1+ N(Mi,p)p_lt_hﬁza]

Proof of STEP 2. We integrate (3.26) between ¢ and t5, for all ¢ € (¢1,p,t2,). Since
yl’)(tzp) =0 and y,(t2,) = M, , we get

tzyp
y;(t)tk_lyp(t)l_k > t%;k(Mi,p)p+l/ Sk_QyP(S)_kds for all t € (t1,p,t2,p)-
t

Since wu;p, < M; ), by definition, it follows y;k > (Mm,)’k, SO

tap
yzl)(t)tkflyp(t)lfk > t%;k(Mm))erlfk/ Skist
t
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(Mjp)P 1" £\
-G )

Multiplying both side by t'=* we get
1 B B (M; ,)PH1=F B 1 \*1
O2RY = o (D ()1 F > ip J=k .
oy = ot > Ml .

Integrating between ¢ and ¢2, and recalling that y,(t2,) = M, ,, we have

_ _ _ 2—k _
yp(t)2 i (ML;D)Q i (Mi,p)p—H b t27p >k 1 t
- = T2 Th—2 g2t
t2,p t2,p

k—2 k—2 - k-1
(Mip)P 1 F o £
. t 3.29
k-1 g tap ’ (3:29)

where
o) = 5 + Z_ S5t se 0]
Observe that
g(0)=L= N=2 4
k—2 2
9(1)=0

g(s)=1—s"771 <0 in (0,1).

so g(s) > 0 for all s € (0,1). Moreover, if for any a € (0, 252) there exists only

one v = v(a) € (0,1) such that g(vy) = a, g(s) > a for all s € [0,7) and v — 1 as
a — 0.

k—1
Now remembering that in (3.29) s := (é) , it follows that s < v if and only if

t< 'yﬁtg,p. Let us observe that ¢, < ’yﬁtg,p if and only if

N-—-2

1
Sip < YFTITit1,p;

which holds true, for any fixed i € {1,...,m — 1}, if pg — p < ¢;, for some number
di(y) > 0. In fact in the case ¢ = m — 1 we have, by definition, that r;11, =1 so
that the inequality follows directly from Proposition 3.4, while when ¢ = m — 1 it
follows by the assumption (R").

Hence from (3.29) we have

(Mip)P Mk —2) 5

1
yp(t)Z_k_(Mi,p)Q_k Z E_1 - «, for ¢ € (tl,p77k_lt2,p)7 ps—p < 57,

which gives (3.28).

STEP 3. Estimate for u; p.
Proof of STEP 3. By definition we have y,(t) = u; (1\[12), so by (3.28)
tN—2

N-—2
2

N —2 2
Ui p ( T ) < M;, {1 + N(Mi,p)pltlvzza}

tv—=2

fort € (tl,p,’y¥t2,p), ps —p < &;. The conclusion follows for |z| = r := Y52, O
tN-2
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We consider now, for m € NT, the m tail sets
Ty = UB;jp, i=0,...,m—1 (3.30)

where By, are the nodal regions of uy defined in (3.6) (observe that Tg", = B,

", =B \ By ooy Ty, = By ). We define the m rescaled functions
1 ~
7€) 1= 3 up =1 = ) zeTr = (Mp) T Tn,  (3.31)

,p (Mzr?p)T
1=0,....m—1

which are radial, solve

Az, = ) 'z iop in Emp
zn, =0 on 8(Tm ) (3.32)
zp(sp,) =1 and (z1)(sp,) =0

and moreover, by the assumption (3.1), satisfy
()2, >0 in By = (Mp)"7 By, (3.33)

The main result of this sectlon consists in proving that they all converge, up to the
sign, to the same function

NN —2) ) i , (3.34)

Uie):= (N(N "Nt P

which is the unique positive bounded radial solution to the critical equation in R :

—AU =UPs in RN
{ 00 = 1 (3.35)
and satisfies
/RN VU |?dz = /RN U¥de=S2. (3.36)

Precisely we show the following:

Theorem 3.7. Let m € N*. We have, as p — ps:
zp, — U in G2 (RN), (3.37)
(—D'zp, — U in CE(RN\{0}), Vi=1,...,m—1 (if m >2)(3.38)

As we will see, in order to prove Theorem 3.7 it is enough to scale each nodal region
B as
P

By = (Mp)= B, i=0,...,m—1 (3.39)
and show that the same result holds for the restriction of z", to the set B;“p,
i=0,...,m —1 (see Proposition 3.14 ahead) We point out that the study of the
rescaled functions z” x Bo s 1=1,. — 1, is more delicate as compared to the
study of the first rescaled function zg' px B . The main reason is that the radius
sy, where the maximum of [up| = [up(r )| is achieved in the nodal region By,

depends on p when i # 0, while sg', = 0, for any p.

Moreover let us observe that also the nodal radii 7, depend on p. When i =
1,...,m—1 we know by Proposition 3.4 that both ’I“"’p and smp converge to zero as
p — ps and, before proving Theorem 3.7, we need to get precise information about
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their rate of convergence. In particular in order to determine the limit problem we
need to understand how s and r}, behave with respect to the rescaling parameters

p=1
(M) =

To this aim for m € Nt, m > 2 and i = 1,...,m — 1, let us define the following
properties:
p—1
r;-fp(Mi";Lp)p? — 40 as p — ps (A™)
—1
s;’:p(Mi'j‘p)pT — 0 as p — ps. (B™)

Clearly (B") implies

p—1
r;fp(Mi‘j‘p)pT —0 as p — ps. (crm

We can easily prove that the first property holds, indeed we have:
Proposition 3.8. Let m € NT, m > 2. Then

(Ay) holds true forany i=1,...,m— 1.
Proof. Let i € {1,...,m — 1}, we want to show that
—1
T%ﬂ'p(Mi"in)pT — 400 as p — ps.

This follows directly from Lemma 3.2 and Proposition 3.3. Indeed, choosing h := i
and j :=1¢ — 1 into (3.12) and using (3.20), we get:

Lol (312) p—1 (3.20)
res (Mg )T =0 (M) 7 — 400 asp = ps.

O

Property (B]") is more difficult to be obtained. First we prove it for i = m — 1
(Proposition 3.9 below) and then we extend it to the remaining cases (Proposition
3.11) by means of Lemma 3.2.

Proposition 3.9. Let m € NT, m > 2. Then
(B 1) (and hence also (C_1)) holds true .

m—1

We first get the following easy estimate.

Lemma 3.10. There exists Cn := Cn(m) > 0 and 6 = 6(m) > 0 such that:
C
|(wp) (n] < & ¥re(0,1), V(0 <ps —p <0,

rr—1

Proof. Writing (1.1) in polar coordinates it is easy to see that
((u;‘;’),(’r) ’I”N_l)l — —’I“N_l

so integrating on (0,7) (recall that (ug)’'(0) = 0), by Holder inequality, we have

/{|x|<r}

2p
__2p N(p-1)
wjlv N(p‘ll)TN(1—%) [/ ug‘(m)\%(p_l) dr N(p—T
B

up (1) (),

[y ()]

IN

up ()P da

IN

and the conclusion follows from (3.18). O
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Proof of Proposition 3.9. In order to shorten the notations let us set s, := s, _;

and M, := M}, _, . Hence to prove (Bj,_;) means to show that
p—1
sp(Mp) 2 —0 asp— ps. (3.40)
We also set 7, := 75, _; , and we define
2p =251 (3.41)
where 2,  is the rescaled function defined in (3.31) for i = m — 1, i.e. the one
related to the last nodal region T}, , = By, . Recall (see (3.32) and (3.33) with
i =m — 1) that it satisfies
—Azp = zg in @;2_171,
zp =0 on d(Bx 4 ,) (3.42)
zp(sp) =1 and (2)(sp) =0
with E;,“%l’p = {TP(MP)¥ < |z| < (Mp)pTd}. Moreover z, does not change sign

in By, , and w.lg. let us assume that

zp >0 in Bm_Lp.

We follow similar arguments as in the proofs of [20, Lemma 4-5] (which concern the
study of the least-energy nodal radial solution for the Brezis-Nirenberg problem)
and consider also (setting s := |z|) the one-dimensional rescaling of u}:

p—1

wy(s) 1= 2p (5 + S;D(MP)T) = ML up (Sp +

p

%)p;l), s € (ap,bp),

where

Then w,, satisfies

N -1
wy(s) + —————w,(s) +wy(s)" =0 s € (ap,bp)
s+ sp(Mp) = (3.43)
w,(0) =0, wy(0) =1
wy, >0
Also let us observe that by Proposition 3.4 and (3.20) one has that
b, = +oc asp — ps.
We divide the proof into two steps.
STEP 1. First we show that there exists C' > 0 independent of p such that:
sp(M,)"> < C. (3.44)

Proof of STEP 1. Assume by contradiction that up to a subsequence s,(M,) =z —
+0o0.

Up to a subsequence a, — @, where a € [—o0,0].

If @ = —oo or @ < 0, then passing to the limit into (3.43) we get that w, — w in
C} (@, +00) where w solves the limit problem

{ w’(s) + w(s)Ps =0 s € (a,+o00)

w'(0) =0, w(0)=1 (3.45)
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and so in particular, by definition of w,, w > 0 in (@, +00). By a change of variable
we have

/{Tp<z|<1}

u;;‘(x)|%(p_1)dx = wN/ |uz (r 2(p DpN=1qp

le/‘u 2(p1

p—1

= on [ ] /Ob ()] * D .46)

v

and by Fatou’s lemma

by “+oco .
hminf/ lwy(s)|2 P Vs > / lw(s)|? ds > 0.
0 0

pP—ps

Hence passing to the limit into (3.46) we get

N N
lim um 2 Dgr = lim wn(2)| 2P Vdz = 400
Jim [ g @) Jim [ ) ,

which is in contradiction with (3.18).

If @ = 0 the previous argument fails because it could be w = 0. So we consider the
rescaled function z, in (3.41) which is uniformly bounded and solves (3.42).

By definition zp(rp(Mp)%) =0 and zp(sp(Mp)%) =1 for any p € (1, ps), so

p=1 p=1
ZP(SP(Mp)pQ ) - Zp(rp(Mp)p2 )
|| |ap‘
where, since z,, is regular, one has
p=1 p=1
Zp (Sp(Mp)p2 ) — Zp (Tp(Mp)p2 )

|ay|

— +00 as p — ps.

1

for some &, € (rp(Mp)%,sp(Mp)%). As a consequence
(2p) (§p)| = +o0  asp — ps. (3.47)

Since byProposition 3.1 we know that (z,)" > 0 in (rp(Mp)%,sp(Mp)%) and
moreover by definition z, > 0, by writing the equation (3.42) in polar coordinates
it is easy to see that

(2)" <0 in (M) 7 sy (M) T )
hence by (3.47)

p—1
(zp) (rp(Mp) 7 ) > () (&) — +00  as p — ps. (3.48)
On the other side by Lemma 3.10 we also obtain
1 Cn
|(2) (rp(Mp) = )| € —————r (3.49)

(Tp(Mp)pT_l ) Pt

where, since a = 0, then 7‘1,(M,,)10771 — 400, and so (3.49) gives a contradiction
with (3.48).

STEP 2. We show (3.40).
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Proof of STEP 2. We argue by contradiction assuming by the results of STEP 1.
that, up to a subsequence, sp(Mp)? — 50 > 0asp — pg. Then, since 0 < r, < sp,
we can have one of the following possibilities for a,:

(i) ap—0

(i) ap — a <O0.
Next we show that they both lead to a contradiction.
If we assume (i) we can repeat the same proof as in the case @ = 0 in STEP 1. The
only difference is that now one has 1“,,(Mp)pT71 — 8o, which still implies a uniform
bound of (zp)'(rp(Mp)pT_l) by (3.49). This gives again a contradiction with (3.48).
Let us assume (ii) and define ro := a+ sg. Clearly rq € [0, sp) and 7‘,,(M,,)10771 — 7.
If 7o > 0, then we consider again the rescaled function z, in (3.41) which is uniformly
bounded and solves (3.42). So we get that z, — z in C?(Il,,) as p — ps, where
I, == {y € RN : |y| > 1o} and passing to the limit into (3.42) (so > 7o), we have
that z is a positive radial solution of

—Az = zPs in 11,
2'(s0) =0, 2(s0) =1

In particular z # 0. Next we show that z can be extended by continuity to zero
on 9l,,, from which we get that = € H}(Il,,). In fact observe that (z,)" is uni-

formly bounded in (rp(Mp)%,sp(Mp)%) by a constant M. This is because we
know that (z,)’ is monotone decreasing in (rp(Mp)p%l,sp(Mp)%) and also, by
(3.49) and rp(Mp)% — 19 > 0, that (zp)’(rp(Mp)prl) is uniformly bounded. As a

consequence

(3.50)

Zp(s) < M |s — Tp(Mp)%} ;8 E(rp(My) =
and so, passing to the limit as p — pgs we get
z2(s) < M [s—r19], s€(ro,50),

from which the extension property follows.

Observe now that when ¢ = m — 1 the uniform upper bound (3.23) for u} in
Proposition 3.6 holds (indeed let us recall that in the case i = m —1 the assumption
(R7™) is not required). By scaling it gives the following upper bound for z,:

1 ~
lzp(y)| < v~ Wweln

a 2
(1 + WWP)

—-1,p’

where
m m—1,p*

ém—lm = {y eRY: ’7_%317(]\417)%1 <yl < (Mp)p%l} C B»

Moreover |z,| < 1 by definition, and so we get a uniform upper bound in the whole
annulus By, ), precisely:

1, yeBy ,,\Cn

~m—1Lp —Lp
12p(y)] < =, YECH_
(1-‘1—41\,(1\2,(12)2 ‘y|2) 2
Hence we can use Lebesgue’s theorem to prove
122" de PEC 0 lim 2,2 @D (3.51)
pP—Dps ém
0 m—1,p
N
= dim [ umo, [P0V P2V s (352)

pP—ps JB
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(%(p—1) — 2*) and moreover, by Fatou’s lemma

Fatou
/ VePde € hminf/ V2, 2 da (3.53)
HT(J pP—ps ~m i
ﬂ p—1)
~ liming M IV, 2d
EE%E )p+1 m-tpl
. N 9, (3.16) X
< plig)ls/ |Vu’m—1,p‘ dy - S]\27a (354)

where the last inequality follows from the fact that & 5 (p— 1) (p+1) for p < ps and
M, > 1 definitely (indeed M, — 40 by (3.20) w1th i=m —1). As a consequence
of (3.51) and (3.53) the function z attains the best Sobolev constant Sy in II,,
and this is clearly impossible since it is known that Sy is not attained in domains
strictly contained in R™V. This concludes the proof in the case 79 > 0.

Assume now ro = 0, then z, — z in C2_(RY \ {0}) as p — ps, where z is a radial,
positive bounded solution to

—Az = zPs in RV \ {O}
{ Z(s0) = 0 (3.55)
Moreover by Fatou’s lemma, as in (3.53), we have
/ V2| dz < oo. (3.56)
RN

1 (3.55)

Integrating — (2/(r)rV 1) 2Ps (r)yrN=1 we get

0< / 25 (r)rN L dr = 2/ (6)6N Vé € (0, s0),
5

where the left hand side is monotone decreasing in § and so passing to the limit as
5§ — 07 we get
Z(0)N T = a >0,

namely 2'(r) ~ —¢— around the origin and so

+oo
/ |V2(x)]? de = / |2/ (r)]2rN "t dr = 400,
RN 0
which contradicts (3.56). O

When m > 3 we need to prove property (B7") for the other indices i # m — 1:
Proposition 3.11. Let m € Nt, m > 3. Then
(B™) (and hence also (CI™)) holds true Vi=1,...,m — 2.

Proof. Let us fix i € {1...,m — 2}, we want to show that s;’jp(M{f‘p)%;l — 0 as
b —ps.

The proof follows by Lemma 3.2 and Proposition 3.9. Indeed choosing j := ¢ and
h:=1i4 1 into (3.11) we get

s (M) 2D

,+1 i+1 (Proposition 3.9)
i,p (M) )= — 0

as p — ps.
t

As a consequence of the properties (A7) and (B]") we may remove the assumption
(RI™) in the statement of Proposition 3.6, indeed:
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Corollary 3.12. Let m € Nt, m > 3. Then
(R™) holds Vi=1,...,m—2 (3.57)

As a consequence the results in Proposition 3.6 can be stated without the assumption
(R{")-

Proof. By Proposition 3.8, Proposition 3.9 and Proposition 3.11 we have that the
properties (A") and (B}") are satisfied for any ¢ = 1,...,m — 1. Moreover observe
that we haven’t used (R}*) in order to obtain them. Indeed (R}") appears only in
the case i # m — 1 of Proposition 3.6 and, up to now, we have used the estimate
(3.23) of Proposition 3.6 only in the proof of Proposition 3.9, namely exactly in the
case ¢ = m — lwhen the assumption (R}") is not needed to prove (3.23).

Last it is immediate to verify that

(A7) and (Bf) = (RY").

Remark 3.13. Let us observe that the rate of divergence of the My, for different
indexes i cannot be the same, i.e. it immediately follows from (Ay ;) and (C?_;)
that:

ir:];v
M{ﬁ‘H’p
For nodal low-energy solutions (m = 2) of (1.1) with the points of mazimum and
minimum converging to the same point, this was already known by the results in [5,

Theorem 1.2].

— 400 asp—ps, Vi=0,...,m—2. (3.58)

Now, using the properties (A7) and (C™) (which follows by (B!")), we can prove
the following result, from which Theorem 3.7 follows.

Proposition 3.14. Let m € Nt and let
Br, = (Mp) = By, i=0,...,m—1

i,p
where B, are the nodal regions of ug defined in (3.6) and the parameters M, >0
are the ones introduced in (3.8). Then as p — ps we have:

(RY), (3.59)
RN\ {0}), Vi=1,...,m—1 (if m >Bl60)

m o (12
BpXBp, U inC

loc

(—1)izf:p><§?,p — U in C?

loc
where the rescaled function 2}, are defined in (3.31).

Proof. The proof of (3.59) is standard. Indeed, since the functions 2, are uniformly
bounded, satisfy (3.32) in Eb“’p and property (A7F) holds, we have that the limit of

the domain Eg:p is the whole RY and z4, converge in C?% _(RY) to a solution z of

(3.35). The limit function z has finite energy by Fatou’s lemma, it is positive by
(3.33) so it must necessarily be the function U in (3.34).

Similarly we prove (3.60). Indeed the rescaled functions Zry, t=1,...,m—1, are

uniformly bounded and solve (3.32) in E;ﬁp. The limit of the domains Ef"p is now
RN \ {0}, this follows by the property (C_;) in the case i = m — 1 and by the

properties (A7, ;) and (C;*) in the other cases. By standard elliptic estimates, we
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have that (—1)’zy, — z in C? (RN \ {0}) where z is positive (by (3.33)) radial,
solves

—Az = 2Ps in RV \ {0}
and (as for the previous case) has finite energy.
Exactly as in Lemma 6 and Lemma 7 of [20] we get that z can be extended to a

CH(RY) function such that 2(0) = 1, Vz(0) = 0 and is a weak solution of (3.35)
(in the whole RY). Hence 2 must be the function U of (3.34). O

Proof of Theorem 3.7. The proof is similar to the one of Proposition 3.14. Just
observe that 2}, is uniformly bounded in the whole rescaling of the tail set irj‘p in
(3.31), since it is uniformly bounded in E;’"p (as already observed in the proof of
Proposition 3. 14) and moreover (3.58) holds true. Observe also that the limit of the
domain Tg* = (Mg p) T B is clearly RY (by (3.20)), while the limit of the domains
Tm , wheni =1,. —1, is the set RV \ {0} (by (3.20) and property (C™)). The
result then follows s1m11ar1y as in the proof of Proposition 3.14. O

We conclude the section with an estimate that will be important throughout the
proof of Theorem 1.1:

Proposition 3.15. Let m € N*. There exist § = §(m) > 0 and C > 0 (independent
of m) such that

eyl = lyPlup )P~ <C foranyy e B and p>ps—05.  (3.61)
Proof. Case I: 1 :=[y| € [0,77,].
By Proposition 3.5 one has that f3*(r) < g, (T(Mom,p)%l), where for s € [0, 4+00)

s2

gp(s) = (N=2)(p—1) *
1 2
(1 + ¥ 52)

Since W > % for p sufficiently close to pg, it can be easily seen that there
exist 6 > 0 and C' > 0 such that
2

gp(s) < 5 7 < C for any s € [0,400) and p > pg — 4.

1
(1 + N = 52)

This concludes the proof of Case I.

Case II: 7 :=|y| € (1,17 ], for somei=1,...,m— 1.
Let us fix o € (0,252) and consider v = ~(a, m) defined in Proposition 3.6.
Then for any r € (r;’:p,'y*ﬁs;’:p] we use the property (B") (which is satisfied by

Propositions 3.9-3.11) to prove that:

(3.8) LB
m )2 1 %N (em )2 m \P—
() <~ (Si,p) lup (N)[P~" < 47 F (S'L,p) (M'L,p) p_>_p>s 0.
Then clearly there exists C' > 0 and there exists §; = d;(m) > 0 such that f5(r) <
C, for any r € (r;ﬁ‘p,'y_%sﬁ‘p] and for any p > pg — ;.

For r € (’y_%s;‘jp, 71 ] by Proposition 3.6 and Corollary 3.12

2 (r) < Gp(r(Mp) "7,
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where for s € [0, 400)
2
N s
Gp(s) := d=2(p=1) *
2

(1 + N(]\%Oiz)’z 52)

Exactly as in Case I, fixing § > 0 such that Mﬁ > % it turns out that

gp(s) <C for any s € [0,4+00) and p > ps — 4,
and this ends the proof of Case I O

4. APPROXIMATIONS OF EIGENVALUES AND AUXILIARY WEIGHTED PROBLEMS

In the following we summarize the construction and the results obtained in Sections
3 and 4 of [13]. Along all the section m € N and p € (1, pg) are fixed and up is
the radial solution of (1.1) having m nodal regions, satisfying the sign condition
(3.1) and already studied in the previous section.

Let Ly : H?>(B) N HE(B) — L?(B) be the linearized operator at ujy, namely
Ly (v) := —Av — plug(z)|P . (4.1)
The Dirichlet eigenvalues of Ly in B, counted with their multiplicity, are
pa(m, p) < pa(m,p) < ... < pi(m,p) < ...,
wi(m,p) = +o00  as i — +oo.

Among these there are the radial Dirichlet eigenvalues, which also form a sequence,
denoted by:

Bi(m,p), i€NT.
As in Section 2 the Morse index of up is denoted by m(uy), while the radial Morse
index of up (namely the number of negative radial eigenvalues of L3') is denoted
by Myad (u;‘)

By Theorem 2.1 we know that
m(up) > m+ N(m — 1) (4.2)
and by Theorem 2.2 that
Mead (up) = m. (4.3)
As in [13], in order to compute the Morse index of u}', we approximate the ball B
with the annuli:

1
A, ={xc RN - <|z| <1}, neNt, (4.4)

and we denote by
pi'(m,p), i€NT
the Dirichlet eigenvalues of L% in A, counted according to their multiplicity and
by
Bi'(m,p), i€ N*
the radial Dirichlet eigenvalues of Ly in A,, counted with their multiplicity. Finally

we denote by
ky(m) := ##{negative eigenvalues ui (m,p) of Ly in A}, (4.5)
ky raa(m) = #{negative radial eigenvalues Bj'(m,p) of Ly in A,}.  (4.6)
]

As proved in [13] (Lemma 3.2 and Lemma 3.3 therein) the following holds:
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Lemma 4.1. For any fized m € N and any fized p € (1, ps) we have:
pi (m,p) N pi(m,p)  and B} (m,p) \( Bi(m,p) as n— +oo, Vi€ N

Hence there exists n;, = n; (m) € NT such that

n

m(up) = ky(m) and mpg(up) =k aq(m), forn>mn,.

In order to make a decomposition of the spectrum of Ly we consider the auxiliary
weighted linear operator iZ}m : H2(A,) N Hi(A,) — L*(A,,) defined by:
fﬁm(v) = [z]® (—Av — plug ()P~ 1), x € A, (4.7)
and denote by
/;v?(mvp)’ ieNT
its eigenvalues counted with their multiplicity. Observe that the corresponding
eigenfunctions h satisfy

—Ah(x) = plug ()P h(z) = pl(m,p) TR x € A,

h=0 ondA,.

Since gy is radial we also consider the following linear operator L2, : H*((£,1))N
Hy((5:1) = L*((5,1))

e

and denote by

(V-1

CoplpP ), re(y @)

Bi(m,p), ieN*
its eigenvalues counted with their multiplicity. Obviously ,E»’?”(m, p) are nothing else
than the radial eigenvalues of L2™. Let us also set
kn(m) := #{negative eigenvalues 1} (m,p) of L2™}, (4.9)
kp raa(m) := #{negative eigenvalues Bj*(m, p) of the operator Lz ;}.(4.10)
Denoting by o(-) the spectrum of a linear operator we recall that the following
decomposition holds:
o(Lp™) = o(Lpt,g) + o(~Agv-1), for any n € N, (4.11)

where Agn—1 is the Laplace-Beltrami operator on the unit sphere SV=1, N > 3.
The proof of (4.11) is not difficult, it can be found for example in [16]. So (4.11)
means that, for any n € NT:

;L;ﬁ(m,p) = ﬂ?(m,p) + A\g, fori,jeNT, k€N, (4.12)
where \j are the eigenvalues of —Agn-1, N > 3. Note that in (4.12) only ﬁ?(m,p)

depend on the exponent p, while the eigenvalues A\; depend only on the dimension
N and it is known ([6, Proposition 4.1]) that

A =k(k+N-2), keN, (4.13)
with multiplicity
Ny — Ng_o, (4.14)
where
N—-1+h (N—-1+hn)! | )
Ny, = =————> ifh>0, Np=0, if h<DO. 4.15
g (Nl) N Dm0 CrED Aem s (4.15)

Next result shows the equivalence between the number of the negative eigenvalues
of the linearized operator L} in A,, and that of the weighted operators:
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Lemma 4.2. We have:

kyy (m) = ki (m) and porad(m) = Kf raa(m).
Proof. See [13, Lemma 4.2] O
Combining Lemma 4.1, Lemma 4.2, (4.2) and (4.3) we get:

Proposition 4.3. Let € N* and p € (1,ps). There exists n;, = n)(m) € N* such
that

m(up) = k2 (m) and Myad (up) = @nud(m), forn>n,.
Hence
@(m) >m+ N(m—1) and KB raa(m) =m,  forn> n,.  (4.16)

Because of the decomposition (4.12) and of Proposition 4.3 it is clear that in order
to evaluate the Morse index m(uy) (i.e. to prove Theorem 1.1) we have to estimate
the negative eigenvalues 87*(m, p) of the weighted operator Z;}::ad which, by (4.16),
are only the first m ones.

We conclude this section by an estimate of the last negative eigenvalue B\;};(Tm D).
This result generalizes to any m € Nt the analogous one already proved in [13,

Proposition 4.5] in the case m = 2.

We emphasize that an estimate of the other negative eigenvalues ,E»’Vf(m,p), 1=

1,...,m — 1, is much more difficult and it will be the object of the next section.
Proposition 4.4. Let m € N* and p € (1,pg). Let ny = ny(m) = [T,}, ]+ 1,
1,p

where Ty, is the first nodal radius of up as defined in (3.4). Then
Blvh(mm) >—(N—-1) foranyn> ng.

Proof. Let n(r) := 8u§“(r)
.

one has 1 < 7}, and so the function 7 satisfies
L;l:':ad n= _(N - 1)77) re (%a 1)
n(z) <0

n(1) S 0 for m 4,

, then by the choice of n; it follows that for any n > n;

(the inequalities on the boundary deriving from the assumption w3 (0) > 0 in (3.1),
moreover they are strict by the Hopf’s Lemma). Moreover we know that, for n > ny,
n has exactly m — 1 zeros in the interval (£, 1), given (if m > 2) by the points ST
i=1,...,m—1, defined in (3.5).
Let w be an eigenfunction of L2, ; associated with the eigenvalue 373, (m, p), namely
Lytaa w = Bi(m,p)w, e (5,1)
w(i)=0
w(1l) = 0.
It is well known that w has exactly m nodal regions.
Assume by contradiction that 87 (m,p) < —(N —1).
If 57 (m,p) = —(N—1), then n and w are two solutions of the same Sturm-Liouville
equation

Bin(m.p) v =0, re (l,l)

(TN71U/)1+ p|up(,r)|p71,,,N71_|_ N -
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and they are linearly independent because 7n(1) # 0 = w(1). As a consequence
(Sturm Separation Theorem) the zeros of  and w must alternate. Since n has
m — 1 zeros, w must then have m — 1 nodal regions and this gives a contradiction.
If —(N —1) > gn(m,p), then by the Sturm Comparison Theorem, 1 must have a
zero between any two consecutive zeros of w. As a consequence, since we know that
w has m — 1 zeros in (%, 1) and that also the boundary points % and 1 are zeros,
then n must have m zeros in (%, 1), which gives again a contradiction. U

5. ASYMPTOTIC ANALYSIS OF THE EIGENVALUES fS7(m,p), i =1,...,m—1

This section is devoted to study the asymptotic behavior, as p — ps, of the first
(m — 1) eigenvalues 5*(m,p), ¢ = 1,...,m — 1, of the auxiliary weighted radial

m

operator L2, ; defined in (4.8), when uj is the radial solution to (1.1) having m

nodal regions, for m € N, which satisfies u33(0) > 0.

n

Recall that, for each n € N*, the operator L7, in (4.8) is defined in the annulus

1
A, ={z RN : ﬁ<‘x|<l}'

For our purposes it is convenient to chose the number n in dependence of p (and
m) as follows:

ny = max{n,, n [(Mg,)* V] +1}, (5.1)
where n;, = n;,(m) is defined in Proposition 4.3, while nj, = ny(m) is as in Propo-
sition 4.4.

Then for any i € NT we consider the family of eigenvalues defined as

Bi(m, p) := Bf‘(m,p) when n = np. (5.2)

Notice that the definition of n% in (5.1) and (4.16) imply that 3;(m,p) < 0, for
i=1,...,m—1, for every p € (1,pg).
In order to shorten the notation for the operator, we set:

L wa =Ly raq  when n=ng. (5.3)

The main result of this section is about the asymptotic behavior of the first eigen-
value f31(m,p) as p — ps:

Proposition 5.1. Let m € N*.
liminf Bi(m,p) > —(N — 1). (5.4)

pP—ps

An immediate consequence of the previous proposition is the following:
Corollary 5.2. Let m € NT,
lim inf Ei(m,p)zf(Nfl), forall i=1,...,m—1.
pP—ps

Remark 5.3. In the next section, while proving Theorem 1.1, we will show the
reverse inequality:

ﬁ?(m,p)<—(N—1)7 Vi=1,...,m—1, forp close to ps
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(see (6.11)). Combining this with Corollary 5.2 we will obtain the precise value of
the limit:

Ei(m,p)—>—(N—1) as p — ps, Vi=1,...,m—1 (5.5)
(see (6.13)).

The result in Proposition 5.1 is the core of the proof of Theorem 1.1. Since its proof
is very long and needs various nontrivial estimates, let us first explain the strategy.

In order to get (5.4) we consider, for any fixed p € (1, ps), the (radial and positive)
eigenfunction ¢y of L™ . (defined as in (5.3)) associated with the first eigenvalue

) p,rad
B1(m, p), namely

N_ B ~ (brn 1
_¢;)HH_ ( r1)¢;)/_p|u;j|p 1¢§1 :/61(m7p) %7 (S (n771>
P
&5 () = ¢p(1) = 0.

To obtain the result one would like to pass to the limit as p — pg into (5.6) and

(5.6)

deduce the value of lim,_,,, 51(m,p) by studying the limit eigenvalue problem.

Since the term p|up|[P~! in the equation (5.6) is not bounded, it is more convenient
to scale properly the eigenfunctions ¢p and pass to the limit into the equation

satisfied by the scalings. The right possible scalings are the @17 1=0,...,m—1,
defined in (5.18) below, which satisfy the equations in (5.19) where the eigenvalue

~ —1
B1(m,p) again appears. Note that the scaling parameter in the definition of ¢}
is given by the value M;", of the L*-norm of up in the corresponding i-th nodal
region.

Of course this procedure is efficient if at least one among the gg‘,;l does not vanish in
the limit. Since we cannot guarantee that this is always the case (see CASE 2. in the
proof of Proposition 5.1) we combine it with a different strategy which consists in
considering a suitable limit eigenvalue problem (with the operator L* in Section 5.1)
and exploiting the variational characterization of its first eigenvalue. This reduces
the proof to analyzing the difference between a limit potential V and the actual
potential V7, defined in (5.7) and (5.20) below, exploiting the asymptotic behavior
of up studied in Section 3. In particular we need to evaluate the contribution to
the limit of Bl(m, p) given by the first nodal region By, of up, which is contained
in Lemma 5.8 below, and the contribution given by the other nodal regions of up
and this is done in Lemma 5.9 and Lemma 5.10 where the behavior of the function

3 (r) :== |r*|up (r)[P~* in the nodal regions By, i=1,...,m—1, of up is studied.

To make easier the understanding of the proof of Proposition 5.1 we have divided
this section as follows:

e in Section 5.1 we introduce the limit weighted eigenvalue problem;
e in Section 5.2 we collect all the preliminary results about ¢p as well as the

—~1
properties of its scalings ¢p , i =0,...,m —1;
e in Section 5.3 we estimate up in B,

e in Section 5.4 we estimate up in B\ B,
e in Section 5.5 we complete the proof of Proposition 5.1.
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5.1. A limit weighted eigenvalue problem.

Let N > 3 and consider the weighted linear operator
L*v:=|z)? [-Av—V(z)v], zeRV

where

V(z) :==psU(z)Ps~! =

N +2 ( N(N—2)|x|2>2 5.7

N-2\N(N-2)+
with U as in (3.34), i.e. U is the unique positive bounded solution to the critical
equation (3.35) in RV,

We want to define the first eigenvalue of L*. Let DY2(R™) be the Hilbert space
defined as the closure of C¢°(R"Y) with respect to the Dirichlet norm [|v|| pr.2gwy ==

(fan |Vv(x)|2dx)% and let us denote by Dian(RN) its subspace made of radial
functions.

Let us set
B* . f f]RN (|Vv(:n)|2 - V(m)v(x)z) d:c.

veDmd(RN) HI;TH%Z(RN)
v

(5.8)

Observe that this definition is well posed since the Hardy inequality holds:
v 2
Hm”LZ(RN) < m|‘v||D1,2(RN), for any v € DL?(RN)’ N >3 (59)

and so

v(z)?
|z

where we have used that supgn (V (7)|z|?) < +00.

It is useful for the sequel to introduce also the weighted Hilbert space

5.9) )
dz < Clvllpre@yy,

V(s < sup(Va)laf) [

RN

L4 (RY) = {U:RN—HR :

1 — € L2(RN)} (5.10)

endowed with the scalar product (u,v) := [pn = I)v 2) dx. Note that D2 (RN <
L2 (RN ) continuously by Hardy inequality.

In [13] the precise value of B* has been computed in any dimension and this will
be a crucial step towards the proof of Theorem 1.1. We summarize the results for
[* obtained in [13] in the next theorem.
Theorem 5.4. For any N > 3

pr=-(N-1)
and it is achieved at the function
. ||
n*(z) = T @ NN
(1+ N(N= 2)) 2

)

which solves the eigenvalue problem
_ An(@) = V@) = A1 RV o) (5.11)

with eigenvalue
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Moreover if there exists 7 € C2(RN\ {0}) N DL2(RN), >0, i # 0 radial solution
o (5.11) with A <0, then

A=—(N-1), (5.12)
namely E* is the unique nonpositive radial eigenvalue for problem (5.11).

Proof. See Section 5 of [13]. O

5.2. Properties of the eigenfuntion and its scalings.

For any m € N* and p € (1,pg) let us set

1
Ap=Ap ={yeRY . — (5.13)
n

with n defined in (5.1) and let ¢3 be the (radial and positive) solution to (5.6)
normalized in such a way that

=1. (5.14)
L2(Ap)

2
|yl

Lemma 5.5. For any m € NT | there exist 6 = 6(m) > 0 and C > 0 (independent
of m) such that

sup{||Vop |1 22(az : p € (ps — 6,ps)} < C.

Proof. From (5.6) and recalling that, by (3.61), there exists 6 = §(m) > 0 such that
plup(y)|P~ty|* < C, for any y € B and p > ps — §, we have:

S5 o3 )
Vep(y)Pdy = w (y) [Py 22N g d
[, Ve [ PP e g B |
o3 ) o)
d d
SR M vERR ARG M
L0 ¢4 Bum.p) (5.15)
< C,
since Bl(m,p) < 0. O

Next result gives a first, still inaccurate, bound from below of gl(m, p) that will be
useful in the sequel.

Lemma 5.6. For any m € NT, there exist § = §(m) > 0 and C > 0 (independent
of m) such that

~C < Bi(m,p) (<0),  for any p€ (ps —6.ps)- (5.16)
Proof. The proof follows directly from (5.15). O

Let

(3)"

o
np

Ap'i= (Mp) T Ay = {y e RY <lyl<@z)=}  (5a7)
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for i =0,...,m — 1, where Ay is as in (5.13) and consider the m scalings of ¢},
defined by
w () = (pil)(Nﬁ)gb;‘,‘( E), forze Ay, i=0,...,m—1,
(M) (M) =
(5.18)
which, by (5.6), satisfy the equations
AT V@ =R, e T
RER A ™ P i (5.19)
¢A§‘Z =0 on 8;1%1
where
1 || p—1
Ve (z) i=p um( _ )‘ . (5.20)
v (M=t PPN ()2
Note that by (3.20), (5.1) and (3.58) we have that
Ap' SRV\{0}  asp—ps, Vi=0,....m—1L (5.21)
Moreover observe that when x € if‘p N ;1?5‘2
Vi (x) = plzp, (x)P~, i=0,...,m—1 (5.22)

where i‘“p and z", are the rescaled sets and functions defined in (3.31), hence by

Theorem 3.7, we have that, as p — pg:
/\0 . .
Ay ifi=0

Fonan = 4 —RY\ {0}, Vi=0,. . ..m—1
wpl {T;p ifi:l,...,m—l} o}

(5.23)

and also that
Vg, — Voin G (RY) (5.24)
VipXgm — V. in Y (RNA\{0}), VYi=1,...,m—1, (5.25)

where V is defined in (5.7).

—~ —

Still denoting by qb;;‘l the extension to 0 of ¢p outside of ;11\5‘1, we also have that
5'\1;‘1 is bounded in D2 (RN), indeed:

rad

Lemma 5.7. For any m € N, there exist § = §(m) > 0 and C > 0 (independent
of m) such that

sup{ Vo ||l L2@~) : p € (ps — 8,ps)} < C. (5.26)

Moreover

=1 (5.27)
L2(RN)

Proof. The proof of (5.26) and (5.27) follows directly from the definitions of q[)/\},“l.
Indeed we have

p@)? [ W, ¢

1
ry |22 ap  yl?
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(p 1)

and, observing that Vq/ﬁg‘z(m) = (M)~ Vop <7)|p), we also get
P A ) Bt

[ Ve k= [ Vepw)ar <o (5:29
RN Am

by Lemma 5.5. O

5.3. An estimate in the first nodal region.

In this section, investigating accurately the contribution given by the restriction
of up to the first nodal region By, intersected with the annulus Ay introduced in
(5.13) we derive an estimate that will be used later in the proof of Proposition 5.1.
More precisely we consider the set

N 1 (5.1)
Fp:=ApnBy,={ycR" : — <yl < et # 0, (5.29)
P

where nj' is defined in (5.1) and ry,, is the first nodal radius of up (see (3.4)) and
prove the following:

Lemma 5.8. Let m € NT. For any € > 0 there exists R. > 0 (independent of m)
such that

—~0
lim Vor, (@) ()% dr < e, for all R > R,
P=Ps JEEn{jz|>R}
where 0 B
= (Mg,) T Ry, (5.:30)

—0
5 s as in (5.18) and Vg, satisfies (5.22).
Proof. We divide the proof into two steps.

STEP 1. We show that for any R > 0

lim
PoPs JEF°n{jal> R)
where U is the function in (3.34).

(@) 20Dz — / U(z) ¥ de, (5.31)
{I=]> R}

Proof of STEP 1. On one side by the choice of nj in (5.1) we have that

M»)>@-1) 51) 1
/ Iu;“(y)lg(p‘”dyﬁwzv( 0”’1 — < - — 0, (532
{Iyl< s (np) (nm)% povs
so, by the definition of 2, (see (3.31)), by (3.18) and (5.32) we have
Ny N(p
//};\0 |2817p(l’)| 2 (p 1)daj = / |u;‘<y)| 2 (;0 1)dy
N(p N(p
= / lug (y)] 2 (=D gy — / luzm (y)| (P=1) gy
5 {lvl<)
N (3.
P sy 02 | v (5.3

On the other side as p — ps, since 25, — U in C? (RN), 7“{“71)(M5‘:p)]%1 — 400 by
(A7) (which holds by Proposition 3.8) and (5.32) holds, we deduce

/ﬁ?mmsR}

28 (m)\%(p_l)dx — U(x)f\?ﬁ,?dx, (5.34)

sP
P=Ps J{|z|<R}
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for any R > 0. Combining (5.33) and (5.34) we get

Lo lapp@ 0 — V(@)™ d
Fron{|z|>R} p=Ps J{|z|>R}

STEP 2. End of the proof.

Proof of STEP 2. By using Holder inequality with exponents %, %, the Sobolev
embedding theorem and Lemma 5.7 we get, for any R > 0 and for any p > pg — 0

(where 6 = d(m) as in Lemma 5.7):
—~0
Lo V@) 3 do =
Fpon{|z|>R}

(5'22) m — /;10
= plag, @) P~ G5 (2)? da
Fpron{|z|>R}

2

Holder 2

N
N (p_
< ps [//\0 |Z§ip($)‘ > (p 1)dl‘] ‘
Fpron{|z|>R}

2
Sobolev N —
< / ES (@rxw—wdx] e
—0 sP
FR°n{ja|>R}

’ 2N
LN=2 (RN)

2

|

T VSw

2
Lemma 5.7 N
< C /A |2, ()| TP Dz | . (5.35)
Fp’n{|z|>R}

Let € > 0 and R, > 0 such that

L2(RN)

/ U(x) ¥ade < S for R> R.. (5.36)
{lal>R} ¢
Passing to the limit into (5.35), by STEP 1 and (5.36) we then have
—0
lim Vo (7) ¢ (@) der < ¢ for R>R..

P=ps JER A {|2|>R}

5.4. Estimates in the remaining nodal regions.

Let us consider the radial function f3* defined in (3.61):
@) = yPlup@l~,  yeB. (5.37)

The next two lemmas provide estimates of f;* when |y| belongs to suitable subsets
of [ry,, 1], where ry , is the first nodal radius of up as defined in (3.4).

Lemma 5.9. Let m € NT. For any € > 0 there exists I/(\E(: I/(\E(m)) > 1 such
that for any K > K., there ezists dx (= 0x.(m)) > 0 such that, for any i =
1,...,m—1, the set

1 _p=1
0 # G;?:p’K = {y eRN . T, < ly| < E(M;“p) P } C By, for p>ps—Oke
(5.38)
and

max  fp(y) <e, for p>ps— IOk (5.39)
velUl;' GF,
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Proof. Let us fix i € {1...,m — 1}. Observe that by the limit properties (C") and
either (A ;) when ¢ # m — 1 or (3.20) when i = m — 1 (see Proposition 3.8, 3.9
and 3.11 in Section 3), we get

1 )
rp (Mp)7 =0 and rp (Mp)"T — o0, asp— ps.
So for any fixed K > 1 there exists dx ;(= dx,;(m)) > 0 such that

1 _p=1
e, < g(M;“p) T <Py, forp>ps =0k, (5.40)

So for K > 1 and p > pg — 0k ; it is well defined

ckpi(= crpi(m)) = max fp(y).

Next we show that for any € > 0 there exists I?:l(: I?;(m)) > 1 such that for
any K > K, ;, there exists 0 ; (= 0k,i:(m)) € (0,0x ;] such that

CKpi <€ for p>pg— Ok (5.41)

Arguing by contradiction, we can assume that there exists a > 0 such that for all
n € N, there exist K,,(= K,(m)) > n and p,(= pn(m)) > ps — Ik, ; such that

Cn,i = CKy,pnyi 2 a2' (542)
Since p, > ps — 0k, i, by (5.40) we have that rp», < K%L(Mg"“pn)_p";l < TR
For any n € N let 7, (= r,(i,m)) € R be the radius such that
1
P < n S g (M, )7

o (Tn) = (Tn)2|u§)nn (Tn)|pn_l = Cnyi-

Then

(ra) (Mg, )P~ = () |up, (57,

ivpn T > () fup, ()P = > a? > 0.

On the other side by construction
1
(Kn)?

which gives a contradiction and so proves (5.41).
The conclusion of the proof follows setting

() (Mg, 1! <

<
228 =

1
—, forall neN
n

I/(\e(m) = max{[@(m), i1=1,....,m—1}
Ok ,e(m) :=min{dg ;.(m), i=1,...,m—1}

so by (5.40) we get (5.38), while (5.41) proves (5.39). O

Lemma 5.10. Let m € NT. For any € > 0 there ezist 6.(= d.(m)) > 0 and
K.(= K.(m)) > K. (where K. > 1 is defined in Lemma 5.9) such that for any
i=1,...,m—1 the set

—1
0#Hp, ={yeRY : K.(Mp)""7 <yl <rn,,} CBp, forp>ps—0d
(5.43)
and
max __ fp(y) <e, for p > ps — .. (5.44)

veUrs, 1y,

,D,€
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Proof. We divide the proof into three steps.

STEP 1. Let m e NT, i€ {1,...,m — 1} and define
(M 172
g;i( )': N—2/ 1\’
Lol 2 (p—1)
[1+ Ny (M, o1

where a € (0, NT) 1s fixred. We show that there exists K>0 (independent of i and

m) and 6:(: di(m)) > 0 such that:

-~

= _po1 .
K(Mp,)™ = <riy,, ifp=ps—0

. . . . = —1
and the function gy s monotone decreasing in [K(Mimp)_pT,rg‘;l p], for any p >

ps — 0;.

> N(N-2)? 3
Proof of STEP 1. Let K :=2 {T} (> 0). Since, by (3.20) for i =m —1 and
property (A, ;) (which holds true by Proposition 3.8) for i # m — 1, we have that
T p(Mm ) e +00 as p — ps,

then there exists 6z ,(= 0z ,(m)) > 0 such that

~ _p—1 .

K(M;‘p) T < if p>ps— 51?’1..
Moreover by easy computations

2(Mg“:p)p_1r

m \/ — _
(gp,i) (r) = =2, 1)11 [1 N(N —2)2
[1 + N(N vz (Mi)P 17’2}

hence (gy',)'(r) < 0 if and only if

= [[<p1><N2>2]a

Since by our choice of K we have

et

K
— 5 a8 P s,
there exists & > 0 such that if p > pg—0 then (g;)(r) < 0forr > K(Mm )=*z . To
conclude the proof of STEP 1 it is enough to take 8;(= &;(m)) := min{dz ,(m), o).

STEP 2. Let m € Nt Let us fivi € {1,...,m — 1} and € > 0. We show that there
ezist 0z ;(= 0zi(m)) > 0 and K.(= K.(m)) > K. (where K. > 1 is defined in
Lemma 5.9) such that

0#H ipe © B’an7 forp>ps —dci (5.45)

and

max _fp'(y) <e, forp>ps —dc;. (5.46)
yeH™

i,p,€
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Proof of STEP 2. By Proposition 3.6 and Corollary 3.12 we know that there exist
v=7(a,m) € (0,1), v(a,m) = 1 as a — 0 and §; = §;(a,m) > 0 such that

5(r) < gpi(r), for r e (7_%52“’19,7";““49], p>ps—9; (5.47)
Observe that by property (B") (which holds true by Propositions 3.9 and 3.11)
(Mm)51—>0 as p — ps,
so there exists gﬁi(m) > 0 such that
Y Rsy, < K(Mp,) "%, forp > ps — o, (m) (5.48)

where K is the number obtained in STEP 1.
Observe also that since, by (3.20) for i = m — 1 and property (A, ;) (which holds
true by Proposition 3.8) for i £ m — 1, we have that

riy (M) 7 = oo as p = ps,
then for any K > K there exists dk,i(m) > 0 such that

> p_1 _p_1

K(Mp) 7 <KMp,) 7 <rfy,, forp>ps—dxi(m). (5.49)

By STEP 1, (5.47), (5.48) and (5.49) we have that for any K > K and for p >
ps — min{d;(a, m), 5K2( m), 0. i(m ) 5i } (where 6;(= d;(m)) is the one in STEP 1)

fy(r) < gpa(r) < g‘“‘(K(M’“ )T forre (K(M) "7 ) (5.50)
Moreover if p > ps — =5 then N—( —1)>1,s0
_p=1 K?
gy (K (M)~ 77) = sy 0 s Ko doo (551)

[1 + xea K
The conclusion follows combining (5.51) with (5.50).

STEP 3. Conclusion.

Proof of STEP 3. The proof follows by STEP 2. taking
de(= 6:(m)) := min{d. ;(m), i=1,...,m—1}.

5.5. Proof of Proposition 5.1.

Proof. Arguing by contradiction let us assume that (5.4) does not hold. Then there
exist € > 0 and a sequence p; — pg, as j — +00, such that

Bi(m,p;) = —(N —1) — 10, as j — +oo. (5.52)
Corresponding to this number € > 0 we can take K. > 1 as in Lemma 5.10. Then

we consider the m — 1 scalings ¢T§“jz, i=1,...,m—1, defined in (5.18) and observe
that, by (5.27)

T o2
nminf/ L(S)dx € [0,1], Vi=1,...,m—1.
J=roe Jlalel 4 KL} ||
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Hence there exists a subsequence, that we still denote by p;, for which one of the
following two statements holds:

CASE 1. There exists o € (0,1] and k € {1,...,m — 1} such that:

—~ K
m

2
/ L(x)dm >a., VjeN. (5.53)
(el y |22

CASE 2.

FELIRY
/ L(x)dx—m as j — 400, Vi=1,...,m—1. (5.54)
{lzlel 4 Ke]}

In CASE 1 we will prove that
Bi(m,pj) = —(N —1), as j — +oo, (5.55)
which contradicts (5.52).
In CASE 2 we will show that there exists j. € N such that
Bi(m,p;) = —(N —1) = 9¢e, for any j > j, (5.56)
which also contradicts (5.52). So the assertion (5.4) will be proved.

Proof in CASE 1.

We will pass to the limit as j — 4oo into the equation (5.19) satisfied by the

—

scaling qﬁg‘jﬁ. Since (5.23) implies that, for any fixed p € C°(RY \ {0}), supp(p) C
(f,;‘jp]. N ZEK) for j sufficiently large, by (5.19) we have

/ VéR Vo di - / Vi, ()85, dz — By (m. p;) / B P
RV\{0} RV\{0} ®V\{0} ||

dx =0,

(5.57)
where in particular Vi1, satisfies (5.22).
By Lemma 5.7 we know that (EI‘%K is bounded in the reflexive space D> (RM),

rad
hence there exists ¢ = ¢3¢ € D? (R™) such that up to a subsequence

rad
b5, =& i D)ARY) asj—+oo (5.58)
and so, by the continuous embedding Difd(RN) — L% (RM) (defined in (5.10)),
we also have
o5, —¢ in L (RY) as j — +oo. (5.59)

Moreover, for any bounded set M C RY™, by the compact embedding H'(M) <
L?(M) we have

" =6 inLA(M) asj— 4oo (5.60)
and so also .
5 ¢ ae inRY  asj— 4oo. (5.61)
Observe that by (5.61) ¢ > 0. Next we show that
b £0. (5.62)

Indeed by assumption (5.53)

T 2
/ Wi(;v)dz >a. >0, foranyjeN. (5.63)
{lolel k.y 7]
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Hence taking M = {x ¢ RN : |z] € [é,KE]}, by (5.60) we have, as j — 400, that

T T2 e N
/ pji(;’)dx < KEQ/ gZ)]‘;‘jK(m)de — KEQ/ é(x)?dx.
(lelelz.k.]y 7] {lolela K]} {lelelz K.}
Combining this with (5.63) we get
a

o(z)dx > >0,
/{|x|e[;5,1<5]} Kz

thus proving (5.62).
We pass to the limit as j — +o0 into (5.57) as follows. By Lemma 5.6 there exists

Nll“ < 0 such that up to a subsequence

El(m’pj) — By as j — +o0, (5.64)
by (5.58)
/ ti;ﬁ\‘jRVp dr — V$Vp dr as j — +oo,
RN\{0} RN\{0}
by (5.59)
/ b 2pda: —>/ qzs—'{;alar; as j — +oo, (5.65)
rV\{0} |Z] rV\ {0} |7
for any test function p as in (5.57). Finally we show that
/ s () /gnp dr — V(x) (}S\p dr as j— +oo,
RN\{0} RN\ {0}

where V(z) is the potential defined in (5.7). Indeed:

/ Viep, (x) ¢p; p do —/ Viz)dp dx| <
RN\ {0} RN\ {0}
51
< sup (|z]*|Virp, (z) — V(2)]) Ps 2| |d:c +
supp(p) RN\ {0} ]
=p(z)
K - /T/\ﬁ
[ B Ak,
RN\ {0} |z
< sup (e Vity, (@) - V(@)]) C, || 72 J e
supp(p) || L2(RY) RN\ {0} |z

—0 as j — 400,

where for the first term we have used (5.27) and the convergence result in (5.25)

(observe that supp(p) C (T,;‘jpj N X; H) and so Vi, satisfies (5.22)) while for the
second term the convergence follows from (5.65) since p := plz|?V (x) € Cg°(RYN \

{0}).
As a consequence by passing to the limit into (5.57) we get
I~ - ~II] ap J—
Vo Vp de — V(z)pp dx — 65 Ty dz =0, (5.66)
RN\ {0} RN\ {0} &N \(o0} 7]
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for any p € C3°(RN \ {0}), namely ¢ is (a weak and so classical) nontrivial non-
negative solution to the limit equation

o~

~o -2l ves=m
where Ef‘ satisfies (5.64).

By Theorem 5.4 (see (5.12)) it follows that 5“‘ = —(N — 1) namely, up to a subse-
quence

€ (0,400). (5.67)

El(m,pj) — —(N—-1) as j— +oo,
thus obtaining (5.55).

Proof in CASE 2.

Let 3* be as in (5.8), then by Theorem 5.4 we know that 3* = —(N — 1) and so,
—0
taking ¢, as in (5.18), we have

corem 5. ~. (5.8)+(5.27) —~0 —~0
—v-ny et 5 U (19 @F - V@ @) de

0 B+ [ Vi, @) - Vi) 6 @2de, .08

Pj

—0 —0
where the set Ap, is defined in (5.17), Vg7, = satisfies (5.22) in A, and V is as in
(5.7).

—~0
Next we estimate the term {V"‘ (x) — V(x)} w (x)%dz. As before ¢ > 0 is
fixed as in (5.52). Let R, be as in Lemma 5.8 and fix R > 0 such that
NN +2)(N —2)

R > max{1,R.,N(N —2),
Ve

. (5.69)

We have

—~0

—0
/AO Vi, 0) V@) &5 (@)%de < /AO [V, (@)~ V)| 55 ()2
Ap A5 {|z|<R}
—0
+ /AO V(z)gp (z)dx
Ag‘j n{|z|>R}

b Vi @6 @
Fr’n{lz|>R}

- -
- Virp, (@) RO

= I; + II; + III; + IVj,

where the set F = is as in (5.30) while the set T 5 s the scaling of the remaining
set Ap, \ By, Wlth respect to the same scaling parameter Mg, . Namely

(A \ Bg,.)-

J
Ty = (Mg,)
Then

" |2¢p 2) da

J— m
I] //EO ’V()’pj( |
A7 2l <R)
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=902
< sup |V (2) = V(z)| R? Mdm
Ovp] 2
Br(0) RV |7
5 (5.24)
-27) sup ‘Vof‘p,(x) - V(m)’ R* < ¢
Br(0) ’

for j sufficiently large.
Observe that the radial function |z| — V(z)|z[*> — 0 has a unique maximum for
|z| = N(N — 2), hence by our choice of R in (5.69)

(5.69) NQ(N +2)(N —2) (5.69)

sup (V@)a]?) < V(R)R? < s <.
{l=|>R}

and so, for any j € N:

0
m 2
Il = V(w)\x|2mda€
T P
Apy n{|z|>R}

—~0

2 i (z)?
< swp (Va)laP) [ o de
{|z|>R} Ay °n{|z|>R} 2|

)
m 2
S«“: (bpj (l‘) d:v
gy |7l
(5.27)
= £&.

By our choice of R in (5.69) we may also apply Lemma 5.8 getting, for j large
enough:

—~0
= Ve @ ) <
Fgi o nflz[>R}

In order to estimate the term IV; we need all the results about the function fp;
defined in (5.37). To this purpose let us observe that the number K. in (5.54) has
been chosen so that both Lemma 5.9 and Lemma 5.10 hold. Moreover since

Ap \ By, = Ug’:llB;.jpj = {y eRN: e, <yl < 1}, (5.70)

it follows that

—0 pi—t - pi—t pj—1
Ti = (Mg,) "7 (U By,) = {o e RV vy, (Mg, )7 <ol < (Mg,,) "7

where by the property (Ay) (which holds true by Proposition 3.8) one has

pi—

. (M(‘)’jpj)]T > R, for j sufficiently large. (5.71)

As a consequence, for j sufficiently large, we have:

—0

1V; = /A Vomp_(m) i (x)de
T 0{jzl>Ry
(5‘71) m /;0
= - Vo,p_,»(x) o (:c)zdx
T[l

)
Pj

(5.37) N (y)?
= pj/ pj(y) p|J |2 dy
AB\BG,, y

(5.70) iy bp; (y)?
=y 7 (y) dy. (5.72)
1=1 i,p;

;
ly/?
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Let K. be as in Lemma 5.10 and let us define the sets G}, = Gy, K with
K=K.,i=1. — 1, where G}, is as in (5.38). Let us also cons1der the set
Hy ei=1....m 1 introduced in (5.43), by Lemma 5.9 and 5.10
0#(Gpy, VHY, ) C By,
From (5.72), for j sufficiently large, it then follows
m—1 2
¢p, (y)
1V; = ij/ i (y)—F5—dy
im1 YT, kO K lyl
m—1 2
bp, (y)
+ pj / o - S5 (W) dy
’ ; {# v, )~  <lyl<K. (M) )‘L} " |y|2
(5.14)+(3.61)
< s | _max A
veUiZy (GF, ) w VHT, x.)

¢p-(y)2
C . —L=d
+pS Z ‘/{KE v)_pJQ } |y|2 Yy

7'P

(+) Am‘
< 5 + BCZ/ Md:&
(lalel ky 7]

where in (%) we have used that ps < 5 for any N > 3, we have estimated the first
term by Lemma 5.9 and 5.10 and we have rescaled the second term. By collecting
the estimates in I;, I1;, I11; and IV; we then have, for j sufficiently large:

m—1 /r:i 9
8c+5C Z/ Mdm
= ez ky 7l

< 9e.

—~0

/A [%'Tm(x)—‘/(w)] 5 (x)2dw

n
A

IN

where the last inequality follows by the assumption (5.54). Combining this result
with (5.68) we have then proved that there exists j. € N such that:

Bim.p) > ~(N=1)=9¢e,  for j>j,
namely we have obtained (5.56). O

Remark 5.11. We stress that Proposition 5.1 does not hold in dimension N = 2,
when p — +00. Indeed in the 2-dimensional case and when m = 2 it is proved in
[13, Theorem 6.1] that lim,_, | El(Q,p) = —ZZTH < —1, for a number £ > 0 which
is explicitly computed.

6. PROOF OF THEOREM 1.1

Proof. Let u® be a solution of (1.1) with m € NT nodal regions and p € (1,pg).
As explained in Section 5 we approximate the ball B by the annulus A, choosing
n = np, where ng is defined in (5.1), and we consider the radial weighted linear
operators L™ defined in (5.3). The eigenvalues of L™ as in (5.2), are

p,rad p,rad’

@<m7p)7 for any 1€ N+.
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We also set f;}‘ = E;lm for n = np, where fgm is the weighted operator defined in
(4.7), whose eigenvalues we denote by

&i(m,p) = ﬁ?(m,p), for n =np, for any i € NT.
The number of negative eigenvalues of E;; is then
k~p(m) = Eg(m), for n = njp,
where @(m) is as in (4.9).

By Proposition 4.3 to determine the Morse index m(u}) is equivalent to counting

the number kz,(m) of negative eigenvalues fi;(m, p) of the operator Lz. Hence we
should show that

l;,)(m) =m+ N(m —1) for p close to pg. (6.1)
By (4.12) we have that
fj(m,p) = Bi(m,p) + Ap, fori,j=1,2,..., k=0,1,... (6.2)

where )\ are the eigenvalues of the Laplace-Beltrami operator —Agny-1 on the unit
sphere S¥~1 N > 3. As we already mentioned in (4.13)

M =k(k+N—=2)(>0), k=0,1,...

with multiplicity (see [6])
Ny — Ni_s (6.3)
where Ny, h € Z, is defined in (4.15).

By (4.16) we already know that

kp(m) >m+ N(m —1) (6.4)

and that . N N

By (6.5), since Ay > 0, it immediately follows that
Bi(m,p) + My > 0 Yi>m+1, V>0 (6.6)
so that all the eigenvalues gi(m,p) with © > m + 1 cannot produce any negative

eigenvalue ;(m,p) by the formula (6.2).

Next we analyze the contribution given by the last negative eigenvalue gm(m7 D).
Observe that \y = N — 1 and, by Proposition 4.4, S,,(m,p) > —(N — 1), hence we
get

Bm(m,p) + X > 0, VEk>1. (6.7)
On the other side, from (6.5) and observing that A\g = 0, we have that
gm(map) +Xo = Bm(mvp) < 0. (68)

Hence, by (6.2), (6.8) gives one negative eigenvalue ole”;, which is radial and simple,
since by (6.3) it follows that A\¢ has multiplicity one. Furthermore, because of (6.7),

this eigenvalue is the only negative eigenvalue obtained by summing 53, (m, p) with
the eigenvalues of —Agn-1

Then (6.1) is obviously proved in the case m = 1.
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In the case m > 2 we need to study the remaining negative eigenvalues gi(m,p),
i=1,...,m—1 and, since there are exactly m radial simple negative eigenvalues
of L#, we have to prove that they produce exactly N(m — 1) negative nonradial
eigenvalues 1 (m, p) by the formula (6.2) (counted with their multiplicity).

Since by Proposition 5.1 and Corollary 5.2 we have
liminfﬁi(m,p) > —(N-1), forany i=1,...,m—1 (6.9)
pP—ps

and observing that Ay > 2N > N — 1 for all £ > 2, it follows that for p sufficiently
close to pg

Bi(mm) 4+ X >0, foranyi=1,...,m—1, forall k> 2. (6.10)

By (6.10) and the estimate (6.4) we immediately have that for p close to ps
Bi(m,p) + A\ <0, foranyi=1,...,m—1. (6.11)

Indeed, since there are exactly m radial simple negative eigenvalues of Z;;‘, by (6.4)
there must be at least N (m— 1) negative nonradial cigenvalues of L% (counted with
their multiplicity). By (6.10), for p close to pg, these nonradial eigenvalues must be
obtained by the formula (6.2) for i =1,...,m — 1 and k =1 (for k¥ = 0 only radial
eigenvalues may be constructed). Hence, observing that the multiplicity of Ay is N
(by (6.3)), we deduce that, if (6.11) does not hold, then (6.4) cannot be satisfied.

In conclusion by (6.10) and (6.11), for p close to ps there are exactly N(m — 1)

negative nonradial eigenvalues of Ly, counted with their multiplicity, given by
Bilm,p) + A\, < 0, i=1,...,m—1. (6.12)

This proves (6.1) and ends the proof of Theorem 1.1.
]

Remark 6.1. We point out that, combining (6.9) with (6.11) and observing that
A1 =—(N —1), we also get

lim Bi(m,p)=—(N—1), Vi=1,...,m—1, (6.13)
pP—Dps

as anticipated in Remark 5.3.
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