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Abstract
We investigate the Kazdan-Warner equation on a network. In this case, the differential
equation is defined on each edge, while appropriate transition conditions of Kirchhoff type are
prescribed at the vertices. We show that the Kazdan-Warner theory extends to the present
setting and we study also the critical case.
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1 Introduction

The Kazdan-Warner equation

Au = c— he", (1.1)
where ¢ is a constant and h a given function, was introduced in [5] in connection with the problem
of prescribing the Gaussian curvature of a compact manifold M. The solvability of (LII) depends
on the sign of ¢. Let h denote the average of h on M. In [5], it is shown that

(i) if ¢ = 0 and h # 0, then (L)) is solvable if and and only if h changes sign and h < 0;
(ii) if ¢ > 0, then () is solvable if and only if the set {h > 0} is not empty;

(iii) if ¢ < 0, if () is solvable, then h < 0. For h < 0, there exists a constant —oo < ¢(h) < 0
such that (L)) is solvable for any ¢ € (c¢(h),0) and not solvable for any ¢ < ¢(h). Moreover
c¢(h) = —oo if and only if h < 0in M.

If ¢ <0, ¢ = ¢(h) is not included in the previous cases and deserves a particular attention. It has
been shown in [I] that, if ¢(h) > —oo, then (1)) can be also solved for ¢ = ¢(h).

The previous theory has been recently extended in [3, 4] to the case of a connected, finite
graph. Here the Laplacian is replaced by a finite difference operator, the so-called graph Laplacian,
and most of the effort is to reproduce in a finite dimensional setting some crucial properties as the
Maximum Principle and the Moser-Trudinger inequality.

An intermediate situation between a compact manifold and a finite graph is given by a net-
work I'; which is given by a finite collection of vertices connected by continuous non-self-intersecting
edges. The differential equation (I.T]) is defined on each edge, while appropriate transition condi-
tions of Kirchhoff type are prescribed at the vertices. In this paper, we obtain the same conclusions
of the manifold and finite graph cases, showing that the Kazdan-Warner theory remains unchanged
for different classes of manifolds, also non regular such as in the case of networks. To prove these
results, we shall adapt the method by Kazdan Warner [5, Thmb5.3] (see also [4, Thm2]) and, for
the critical case, some techniques of [II, 3] with some specific arguments for networks.

The paper is organized as follows. In Section[2] we introduce some notations and preliminary
results. In Sections [B M and B we study respectively the cases ¢ =0, ¢ > 0 and ¢ < 0. In Section
B we also discuss the critical case ¢ = ¢(h).
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2 Notations, definitions and preliminary results

A network T' = (V| E) is a finite collection of points V' := {v; };c; in R™ connected by continuous
non-self-intersecting edges E := {e;};cs, where any two edges can only have intersection at a
vertex. For ¢ € I we set

Inc; :=={j € J: e;is incident tow;}.

A coordinate 7; : [0,1;] = R", with [; > 0, is chosen to parameterize e;, i.e. e; := m;((0,1;)). We
assume that I' is finite and connected and we denote with |I'| the sum of lengths of the edges e;,
jed.

For a function v : I' — R we denote by u; : [0,];] — R the restriction of u to e;, ie.
u(z) = u;(y) for x € e;, y = w]fl(x) € (0,1;). Given v; € V, we denote by d;u(v;) the oriented
derivative at v; along the arc e; defined by

Oju(v;) =  lim @) - U(F; (v))

z€ej, Tv; |7T; (x) — w]fl(vm ’

A
el
L
=~~~

if the limit exists, where 7; is the parametrization of arc e;. For a function ¢ : I' = R and A C T,

we set
dr = dr.
| otayia > /@,ljml(A) o(r)dr

A function wu is said continuous on I' if it is continuous with respect to the subspace topology of

T, ie. u; € C([0,1;]) for any j € J and uj(wj_l(vi)) = uy (7 H(v;)) for any i € I, 4,k € Inc;.

We introduce some functional spaces for functions defined on the network. The space LP(I"), p > 1,
consists of the functions that are measurable and p-integrable on each edge e;, j € J. We set

1/p

”f”LT’ = Z Hfj”ip(ej)

jeJ

The space L*°(I") consists of the functions that are measurable and bounded on each edge e;,
7€ J. We set

[fllzoe :=sup | fill oo (e
jed

The Sobolev space W#P(I'), k € N and p > 1, consists of all continuous functions on I' that belong
to Wk (e;) for each j € J. We set

k 1/p
1f e = <Z ||8lf||€p> .
=0

As usual we set H*(T) := W¥2(T'), k € N. The space C¥(T') for k € N consists of all continuous
functions on I that belongs to C*(e;) for j € J. The space C*(T') is a Banach space with the norm

= ﬁ oo

IFllow = max 07 ]~
The following proposition gives a Poincaré inequality for the network
Lemma 2.1 For every function f € H'(T) with [, f(x)dx =0, there holds

(i) |F(@)] < /ITTN0f |25
(i) fF fA(z)dx < |F|2fF |0f (x)|?d.



PROOF By definition of H', the function f is continuous on I', hence there exists a point 2o € I’
such that f(zg) = 0. Since I' is connected, for any point x € T" there exists a path v : (0,r7) = T
on the network such that v(0) = zg, v(r) = z, |7/(s)| = 1 and r < |T'|. Hence, we have

@) = | f(x0) + / "(f o) (s)ds] < / 105 (v(s))lds < VFI0F 220y < /TETIOS Iz

We deduce that
[ Pae< [ rljof|de < P0f] 2.
r r

We also give an analogous of the Trudinger-Moser inequality for the networks.

Lemma 2.2 For any 3,0 € R with 6 > 0, there exists a constant C' (depending only on 3, 6 and
the network) such that, for all functions f € H(T) with [.|0f* <6 and [, f =0, there holds

/ P @ gy <C.
r

Proor We adapt the arguments of [4, Lemma?7]. The case 8 < 0 is obvious because I' has a
bounded total length. Fix 8 > 0 and consider a function f as in the statement. By Lemma (2.1))-(i)
and by the assumption [|0f||3 < §, we have

/ew(m) dr < / AT g < (AITIO |,
T

r
O
We consider the Kazdan-Warner equation on the network I'
0%u = ¢ — he, ifxee;,je
ui(vi) = ur(vi), J, k€ Inci, v; €V, (2.1)
Zjelnci aju(vi) =0, v € ‘/7

where ¢ is given constant and h is a continuous function on I'. Note that the Kazdan-Warner
equation is defined on each edge, while at the vertices we impose the continuity of v and the
Kirchhoff condition, a classical condition for differential equations defined on networks (see [6l [7]).

Definition 2.1 (a) A strong solution to problem 1)) is a function u € C*(T') which satis-
fies 1) in a pointwise manner.

(b) A weak solution to problem 1) is a function u € HY(T) such that
/8u8¢d:v: —c/¢dx+/heuqsdx Vo € HY(T). (2.2)
r r r

Remark 2.1 One can easily check that, if u € C*(T') is a weak solution of 1)), then it is also a
strong solution. Moreover, any weak solution of 2) is also a strong solution. Actually, a weak
solution u fulfills 0%*u = ¢ — he" in distributional sense inside each edge e;. The right hand side of
this equality is continuous, hence, by standard theory, u € C*(e;) for every j € J. Being a weak
solution, u also belongs to H*(T); in conclusion u € C*(T).

In the next three sections, we discuss the solvability of (2.I)) in the cases ¢ =0, ¢ > 0 and ¢ < 0.



3 The Kazdan-Warner equation with case ¢ =0

Theorem 3.1 Assume ¢ = 0 and h £ 0. Then problem (Z1)) has a solution u if and only if h
changes sign and fF h < 0.

PROOF  Assume that u is a solution to problem (2II) with ¢ = 0. We note that the hypothesis
h # 0 prevents u to be constant. We multiply the differential equation in (1)) by ¢ = 1 and
integrate on I'; taking advantage of the Kirchhoff condition, we get fr he*dx = 0 which implies
that h must change sign. Multiplying e"“0%u = —h by ¢ = 1 and integrating on I, we get

/( “da:—i-z Z ) Giu(v;) = — /hdx.
r icl jelnc; r

Taking advantage of the Kirchhoff condition and of the continuity of v at each vertex, we obtain

/((’M)Qe*“ dx = —/hdw.
r r

Since u cannot be constant, we deduce fF hdx < 0.
Conversely, we prove that, for any - which changes sign and satisfies fr h < 0, there exists
a solution to (ZI). We define the set

B := {veHl(FH/he”dx_(),/vdx_()}.
r r

We claim that B is not empty. Since h changes sign, there exists a point z¢p € I' such that
h(zo) > 0. By the continuity of h, without any loss of generality, we can assume zg € e; for some
J € J; namely, there exist J € J and yo € (0,/;) such that hy(yo) > 0. Moreover, still by the
continuity of h, there exists ¢ > 0 such that (yo —&,y0 +¢) C (0,1;) and h;(y) > hy(yo)/2 for all
y € (Yo —€,yo +¢). Consider a function w € C?(T') such that: wy;(y y=1ify € (yo —5/2 Yyo+¢/2),
wy(y) =0ify ¢ (yo —¢e,y0 +¢) and w; = 0 if j € J\ {J}. For £ > 0, the function we(-) := fw(-)

fulfills
Yyo+e/2
/hew’-’d:v = /herx+ > /hewwxz/ h(y)ewf<y>dy—/|h|d:c
r r

JENG} vo=e/2
h~
> %—/|h|dw>0 (3.1)
r

provided that ¢ is sufficiently large. On the other hand, for £ = 0 we have wg(xz) = 0 and, by

assumptions,
/ he®o®) dy = / hdx < 0.
T T

Therefore there exists £o > 0 such that [, he®*o = 0. Hence the function () := wy, (-) — [ we, /|T|
belongs to B and the claim is proved.
Consider the functional

J () := 1/ |0v|? da, Yv e B.
2 Jr

Let {vy, }nen be a minimizing sequence for 7, i.e. limy, 100 J(vn) = infp J. By Lemma 2.1}(ii),
possibly passing to a subsequence, we have that the functions v,, are uniformly bounded in H!(T").
We deduce that there exists & € H'(I') such that, as n — +o0, v, — @ weakly in H*(T') and
v, — @ uniformly on I'. In particular, we get that @ belongs to B and it is a minimizer of 7 on B.



We claim that @ is a strong solution to problem (21I). Actually, by standard Lagrangian
multiplier theory, there exist A, u € R such that

he™tt® dx — ,u/
r

0 = 4 <j(ﬂ+t¢)—A/

dt .

/8@8¢dw—)\/h6ﬁ¢da@—u/¢da@,
r r r

for every ¢ € H(T"). Choosing ¢ = 1, since @ € B, we get u = 0. Arguing as in Remark 2] inside
each edge e;, there holds 921 + A\he™ = 0 in distributional sense. By the continuity of i, we infer
that @ € C?%(e;) and, since 4 € H'(T'), also that 4 € C?(T"). Moreover, 4 is a strong solution to

(@ + to) dx)

t=0

0% = —\he® ifree;,jed
Zjelnci aja(vi) =0 v; € |4 (32)
aj(vi) = g (vi) 4k € Incy, v; € V.

We claim A > 0. The function @ also solves e~%9%i = — \h; integrating this relation, by Kirchhoff

and continuity conditions, we get
/(81_1,)26771 dr = —/\/ hdz.
r r

Let us first prove that the left hand side of this equality is positive. We proceed by contradiction
assuming fr(aﬂ)%_ﬁ = 0. Hence, 0u = 0 and, in particular, @ is constant. Since u € B, we
get e [ h = 0 contradicting the assumption [.h < 0. Therefore, the left hand side in the last
equality is positive; again by virtue of fr h < 0, the constant A must be positive. Finally, the
function u(-) := a(:) + ¢ with ¢ :=log()\) is a strong solution to (1. O

4 The Kazdan-Warner equation with case ¢ > 0

Theorem 4.1 Assume ¢ > 0. Then problem (21 has a solution u if and only if h is positive
somewhere.

PROOF  Assume that u is a solution of (21I); choosing ¢ = 1 as test function in (Z2]), we get
Jp he* = ¢|T| > 0. Hence, {z € T | h(z) > 0} # 0.

Conversely, for any h € C°(T') with {h > 0} # (), we prove that the problem (2.I)) admits at
least one solution. To this end, it is expedient to introduce the set

B = {u € HYT) | /Fhe“dxz c|1"|}.

We claim that B is not empty. For ¢ > 0, we introduce the function wy as in the proof of
Theorem [3.1] while, for ¢ < 0, we set wy = £. Since wg = Wy, the function

. frhe“’@d:z if >0
g(é)'_{frhewfdx if ¢ <0

is well defined and continuous, it fulfills lim—, 4o g(£) = +oo (by virtue of the estimate (3.1)))
and limg,_o g(¢) = limy—_oc e’ [Lh = 0. Hence, there exists £ € R such that g(¢) = ¢|T|
namely, B # (.

We consider the functional

J(u) ::l/|8u|2d:17+c/udx, Yu € B.
2 Jr r



As a first step, let us prove that J is bounded from below. To this end, for any u € B, we set u :=
Jru/IT] and v := u — 4. Note [ v =0 and dv = du. Since u € B, it holds [, he”dx = c[T|e™ "
which implies @ = log(c|T'|) — log ( fF he" d;C); replacing this equality in the definition of 7, we get

1
J(u) = §H8u||§ + || log(c|T|) — ¢|T'| log (/F he” dw) . (4.1)

Let us now estimate [, he"; if v is constant then, by [.v = 0, it must be v = 0 and, in particular
Jrhe’ = [ h. For v nonconstant, it is expedient to introduce the function v := v/||@v||2 which
verifies: © € H'(T'), [.© = 0 and [|00]]2 = 1. Lemma 2.T}(ii) and Lemma 22 guarantee that, for
any 0 € R, there exists a constant Kz (depending only on ) such that

612 < IT), / W) iz < K.
I

For every e positive, for 5. := 1/(4¢), there holds

9vl|2 w2
/he” do < ||h||oo/e€“ 'U||2+45H8UH% dz < I\hl\ooesllav”gKﬁg-
T T

Replacing this estimate in (@1, we obtain

1
J () = 5l|0ul3 + e[T| [log(c|T]) = | dullz — log (||l K5.)]

and, in particular, for g¢ :=

4c|T]?
1
J () 2 Z[|0ul3 + e[l [log(e|T]) — log (|[Alloc K, )] - (4.2)

Hence, the proof that J is bounded from below is accomplished.

Let {up, }neny be a minimizing sequence for J; set @, := fr uy,/|T| and vy, := uy, — Uy; hence
Ou,, = Ov, and, by estimate ([E2), dv,, is bounded in L?(T'), uniformly in n. By Lemma (ZI)-(ii),
also v, is uniformly bounded in L?(T") and, therefore, the functions v, are uniformly bounded
in HY(T'). Moreover, by the definition of 7, we get that fF Uy, are uniformly bounded and conse-
quently also 4, are uniformly bounded. Being u,, = v, + 4y, also the functions u,, are uniformly
bounded in H!(T'). Possibly passing to a subsequence, there exists u € H'(T') such that, as
n — +00, u, — u in the weak topology of H(T), u,, — u uniformly, v € B and J(u) = ming J.

We claim that w is a solution to (ZIJ). By standard Lagrangian theory, there exists A € R
such that, for every ¢ € H'(I),

_ 4 [Outtg) _ < _ [ pevtto >>
0 = </r 5 da:—l—c/r(u—ktd))d:z: A T /Fhe dx .

dt
/Fauaqﬁdx—l—c/F¢d:E—)\/Fhe“¢dx. (4.3)

Choosing ¢ = 1, we get ¢|I'| = /\fF he*; since u € B, we get A = 1. In conclusion, relation (£.3)
with A = 1 is equivalent to the definition of weak solution to (ZT]). O

5 The Kazdan-Warner equation with case ¢ < 0

Theorem 5.1 Assume c < 0. Then
(i) If @J) has a solution, then [.h <O0.

(i) If [.h < O, then there exists a constant c(h) € [—00,0) such that 2.) has a solution for
any c(h) < ¢ <0 and no solution for ¢ < c(h).



(i) For [h <0, let c(h) be defined as in (ii). Then, c(h) = —oo if and only if h <0 in T.

We introduce the definition of upper and lower solution to (Z1]).

Definition 5.1 A function u € C*(T') is said to be a lower (respectively, an upper) solution of
&1 i
0%u—c+he* >0 ifrece;, e, 0%u—c+he* <0 ifr e, jeEJ,
Zjelnci aju(vi) > 0 v € V7 resp Zjelnci aju(vi) < 0 v; € Vv '

In order to prove Theorem .1l we need some preliminary results.

Lemma 5.1 If there exist a lower solution u—_ and an upper solution uy of (21l such that u_ <
Uy, then there there exists a solution w of (2.1) such that u— < u < uy.

PROOF  Set ki (z) = max{1, —h(z)} and k(z) = k; (x)e"+®) and consider the sequence of function
{tn}nen defined inductively as up = u4 and w, the solution of

{ Ltpt1 = [z, un) — kuy, ifreej,jeld (5.1)

Ejefnci aju(vi) =0 Vi € V

where Lu = 0%u — ku and f(x,u) = c— h(z)e". We first observe that the sequence {u, }nen is well
defined: indeed, since k(z) > e~ I+l (EI) admits a unique strong solution u, for any n € N
(see [2, Prop.10]). Moreover, we claim that

- < tUpiy < up <uy, foranyneN. (5.2)

Since
{ L(uy —ug) = f(x,u0) — kug — 0%ug + kug >0, z € ej,j€J

j€Inc; 6.7(”1 - UQ)(’Ui) >0, v, €V

the inequality u; < ug = uy on I follows immediately by the Maximum Principle (see [2] Prop.12]).
Assuming inductively that u, < u,—1, we have for x € e;, j € J

L(tuns1 — un) = k(@) (un—1 = un) + h(z)(e* " —e"r)
> ky(2)e" @ (up_1 — up) — ki (z) (et — e'n)
> k() (e ) — @) (upy — uy),

where £(x) € [un(x),un—1(z)]. By induction, we have uy > u,_1 and, recalling the condition at
the vertices, we get

L(Upt1 —un) >0 x E€ej, g e,
> ierne; 9i(Unt1 —un)(vi) >0 v € V3

we conclude again by the Maximum Principle that un41 < uy in I We finally observe that,
arguing as before, we have

L(u— —upt1) > k(x)(up —u_) + h(z)(e" —e“-) >0 x€ejjeJ
Zjelnci dj(u— —upi1)(vi) >0 v; €V,

and therefore u_ < w41 on I for all n. Hence the claim (5.2)) is proved.

By [2} Prop.10] there exists a positive constant C' (independent of n) such that ||u,| g1 < C and,
in particular, ||upllo < C for every n € N. By the first equation in (1) and (52), we deduce
lunllgz < C. The Ascoli-Arzela’s Theorem yields that, up to passing to a subsequence, {u,}
converges uniformly to a function v € H'(T') which is a weak solution to 2] with u_ <u < .
Finally, by Remark 211 « is a classical solution to (2.1I). O

In the next lemma, we show that (2.I)) admits a lower solution u_ for any ¢ < 0.



Lemma 5.2 If ¢ <0, there exists a lower solution u_ of (2.1)).

PrROOF Set u_ = —A for some constant A > 0. Then, the function u_ fulfills the Kirchhoff
condition in (2I]) and also

Pu_(z) —c+h(x)e=® = —c+ h(z)e™ >0 zee,je ]

for A sufficiently large. Hence u_ is a lower solution to (2. O

PROOF OF THEOREM [B.1]  Assume that there exists a solution w of (ZI). Then, multiplying
@) by the test function ¢ = 1, integrating on I" and taking advantage of the Kirchhoff condition
and the continuity of v at the vertices, we get

- / h(z)dz = /(au(;v))Qe_“(w) dx — c/ e @ dx >0
r r r
and therefore (7).

We now assume that [ h(z)dz < 0. Recall that, by Lemma[B.Tland 5.2 (1)) has a solution
if and only if there exists an upper solution w4 to the problem. Moreover it is easy to see that,
if u4 is an upper solution for a given ¢ < 0, then it is also an upper solution for any ¢ such that
¢ < ¢ < 0. Hence it follows that there exists a constant c(h) with —oo < ¢(h) < 0 such that 2.1
admits a solution for ¢ > ¢(h) and no solution for ¢ < ¢(h).

We show that ¢(h) < 0. Let m € C?(T) be a solution of

= [p h(z)dx — h(z) ifewee;,jel, (53
JEInciam(UZ)_O viEV, ' )

(existence of a weak solution is proved in [2, Prop.13], while the regularity follows by Remark 2.1])
and a a positive constant such that

Jrh
max [e?™(®) — 1] < Fi.
wel 2[|h(x)loo
We define b = In(a), ¢ = 3a [ h(z)dz and uy (z) = am(x) +b. Then ¢ < 0 and
h(z)d
O*uy (z) — e+ h(x)e+ @ = ah(z)(e®™® — 1)+ a]}%)x
h(x)d
< alh(@)]ferm® -1+ LMD

Moreover, by (E3), uy is continuous and verifies the Kirchhoff condition because m enjoys the
same properties. Hence w4 is an upper solution and therefore we conclude that

e(h) < g/rh(x)dx < 0.

We finally prove (iii). Note that [ h < 0 ensures h # 0.

We first show that, if » < 0 in I', then ([2.I)) is solvable for any ¢ < 0 and therefore c(h ) = —o0.
Fixed ¢ < 0, let m be a solution of (G.3) and choose two constants a, b such that a [ h(z)dz < ¢
and e“m(m)“’ a > 0 for x € I'. We show that the function u4 (z) = am(x)+b is an upper solutlon
of 21). Indeed, there holds

0%y (x) — ¢ + h(z)e+® = a/ h(z)dz — ah(z) — ¢ + h(x)e™ @0 < p(z) (2™ _g) <0
r

while the continuity and the Kirchhoff conditions for u4 come again from those of m. Hence u
is an upper solution to (2] and therefore, for any ¢ < 0, there exists a solution to ([2:1]).



Conversely, let us prove that ¢(h) = —oo implies 2 < 0 in I'. To this end, as in [3, Thm2.3],
we argue by contradiction assuming that {h > 0} is not empty. For any ¢ < 0, let u be a solution
to (2I) (whose existence is ensured by c¢(h) = —o00) and let ¢. € C?(T") be a solution to problem

{82¢C+c¢c—h ifzeej,jel,

Zjelnci aj¢c(vi> =0 V; € V (54)

(whose existence is ensured by [2, Prop.10]). We claim

pe(z) > e @ >0 Ve el.

u

In order to prove this relation, by the Maximum Principle (|2} Prop.12]), it suffices to prove that e~
is a lower solution to (54). Actually, there holds

(™) +ce ¥ = e U [=0%u + |0ul® + ¢] = e “[he” + |0ul?] > h;

u

moreover, e~ “ is continuous and satisfies the Kirchhoff condition because u does it. Hence, our

claim is proved.

Furthermore, we have lim.—,_ o cd.(z) = h(x) for any z € T because (I — 9?) is a maximal
monotone operator when coupled with Kirchhoff condition. Finally this property contradicts ¢, > 0
in {h > 0}. 0

5.1 The critical case ¢ = c(h)
Proposition 5.1 For [.h <0 and c¢(h) > —oo, problem 1)) with ¢ = c(h) admits a solution.

PROOF  Note that Theorem [5.T}(iii) ensures that h changes sign (and obviously, h # 0). Given
a decreasing sequence {c }ren with ¢(h) < ¢ < 0 converging to c(h) as k — +oo, we consider

{82u_ck—he“, ifzee;,jed,

Zjefnci aju(vi) = 0; V; € V. (55)

The idea is to show that a sequence of continuous solutions uj of (5.5]), appropriately chosen,
converges for k — oo to a solution of 2.1 with ¢ = ¢(h).

Lemma 5.3 For each k € N, there exist a lower solution ¢, = —A € R and an upper solution iy

to (B8] with ¥ > ¢k

Proor  To show the existence of a lower solution, it suffices to argue as in Lemma choosing
A sufficiently large so that

—cp +h(z)e ™ > ¢, — ||hljce™ =6 > 0. (5.6)

For the upper solution, we choose 9y, as a solution to (21I) with ¢ replaced by any ¢ € (¢(h), cx)
(whose existence is established in Theorem B.T]).

Finally, it remains to prove the inequality 1, > —A. Denoted by & a minimum point of ¢, on I,
we claim that ¢ (Z) > —A.

Assume first that & € e; for some j € J. The first equation in (2] yields:

h(i)e? @ = &, — 0%y (&) < &, < 0

and, in particular,
h(z) < 0.

On the other hand, the function ¢, = — A satisfies

h(E)e ™ > é&.



The last three relations give: e¥*(*) —e=4 > 0, which is equivalent to ¥y (%) > —A.

Assume now & = v; for some i € I and, for later contradiction, ¥ (v;) < —A. We observe that, for
any j € Inc;, the restriction of ¥, to e; attains its minimum at v; and, consequently, ;9 (v;) > 0.
Taking into account the Kirchhoff condition in 21I), we deduce

0¥k (v;) =0 Vi € Inc;.
On the other hand, by (5.6]) and the continuity of h, there exists n > 0 such that
4 ||h]|ce™ " < =6 /2. (5.7)
Moreover, by the continuity of ¢, and ¢ (v;) < —A, (B7) ensures
F(z) = &, — h(@)e"™) < &, + ||hl|lwe™ AT < —6/2 <0

for any = € e; sufficiently near v;. In conclusion, near v;, the function 0;vy is strictly decreasing
with 09, (vi) = 0 and therefore v, is strictly decreasing. This fact contradicts that 1, attains its
minimum at v;. a

Lemma 5.4 Fiz k € N. The minimum of the problem

inf{Zy(u): we HYT), —A <wu(z) <p(r) YreT} (5.8)

Tk (u) == %/F|8u|2d3:—|—ck/rudaj—/rhe“d$,

s attained by some function u with

where

—A<u <y (5.9)
Moreover @ is a solution of (B.5l).

Proor  Let {v,}, be a minimizing sequence for Z,. Then there holds: I < Zp(—A) =
ck(—A)T| — e~ [.h < C, for some constant C (independent of k). Moreover, we have

1
C'ZIk(vn):§/F|81)n|2d:1:+ck/Fvnd$—/Fhe”" dx

1
5/|8vn|2dx+ck/¢kd:z—||h||oo/ew" dz,
T T N

where the inequality is due to the constraint —A < v,, < ;. We deduce that ||0v,||2 are uniformly
bounded; on the other hand, also ||v,|/c are uniformly bounded. Therefore, the sequence {vy,}n
is uniformly bounded in H!(I'). We infer that, possibly passing to a subsequence, there exists
u € Hl(I‘) with —A < @ < 4, such that: v, — @ uniformly and v, — u weak in ot By
the lower semicontinuity of Zj, we get Zy(u) < liminf, Zy(v,), hence @ is minimum for (G.8).
The inequality (5:9) is a consequence of the Maximum Principle. Finally, by standard Lagrange
multipliers method, we have

(5.10)

Y

d
Ezk(ﬂ +t¢)li=0 =0

for any ¢ € H'(T'), from which we get (Z.2). Arguing as in Remark 2] we get that 4 is a strong
solution to (&.3)). O

We can now conclude the proof of Proposition 5.1l Denote by uy, k € N, a solution of (5.5]) given
by Lemma [54l Assume for the moment that the sequence {uy}y is bounded in H*(T'). Hence
there exists u € H'(I') such that, as k — 400, up to a subsequence, uj — u in the weak topology
of HY(T') and uj — u uniformly. Passing to the limit in the weak formulation of (5.5]), we get that
u is a weak, and therefore also a strong, solution to (1)) with ¢ = ¢(h).
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It remains to prove that {uy } is bounded in H'. To this end, fix 0 < § < maxr h, an interval
D inside some edge e; such that D C {h(x) > ¢} and a point € D; by the same arguments of [1]
pag.743] (note that we can use [I, Lemma2.1] because any solution of the equation in D is also a
solution in a 2-dimensional domain), we get that the wuy’s are uniformly bounded in D. Therefore,
the functions wg () := uk(x) — uk (%) satisfy wy () = 0 and there exists C7 > 0 such that |ug(Z)| <
C, for any k. Arguing as in Lemma 2IH(i), we get: ||wi oo < [T|M2||0wk |2 = |T|/?||0ug|2 and,
we deduce
luklloe < [un(@)] + lwploo < C1 + [T1V2 |00 2. (5.11)

On the other hand, choosing ¢ = 1 as test function in the weak formulation of (B.H]), we get
/ he*dx = cg|T). (5.12)
r

Since ¢, are negative, relations (510) with v, = uy and (B.12]) entail

1 > w 19w |3
= [ JOu|*dx+cx | updr— [ he" dx > ——=+ ¢ | |uk|de — cx|T|
2 Jr r r 2 r

|03

C

Y

+ cxC1|T| + e |12 Oug |2 — cx|T|

where the last inequality is due to (5.11]). Hence, duy are uniformly bounded in L?; by (5.I1]), the
uy’s are uniformly bounded in L° and consequently also in H*. O
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