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Abstract

In this paper, we present a rigorous mathematical analysis of a free boundary problem
modeling the growth of a vascular solid tumor with a necrotic core. If the vascular system
supplies the nutrient concentration o to the tumor at a rate 3, then % +Bc—-3)=0
holds on the tumor boundary, where n is the unit outward normal to the boundary and &
is the nutrient concentration outside the tumor. The living cells in the nonnecrotic region
proliferate at a rate p. We show that for any given p > 0, there exists a unique R € (p, 00)
such that the corresponding radially symmetric solution solves the steady-state necrotic
tumor system with necrotic core boundary » = p and outer boundary » = R; moreover, there
exist a positive integer n** and a sequence of p,, symmetry-breaking stationary solutions
bifurcate from the radially symmetric stationary solution for each p, (even n > n**).
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1 Introduction
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The process of tumor growth in vivo is a complicated phenomenon involving many inter-
related processes, which can be divided into two phases: avascular and vascular growth. In both
phases, when a tumor has grown to a detectable size, the inner far-from-surface region of the
tumor may comprise only dead cells due to the nonuniform distribution of nutrient materials,
which is called necrotic core; see [3, 11, 20] and the references cited therein. In this paper, we
are interested in a model for the growth of a vascular solid tumor, which consists of a necrotic
core of dead cells, and a surrounding shell which contains life-proliferating cells. Assume that
there is no consumption of the nutrient as well as no vasculature in the necrotic core; on the
other hand, as a result of angiogenesis, the proliferating rim possesses its own vasculature, and
then the nutrient may be supplied to the nonnecrotic shell via the capillary network. Thus, as
in 6, 9], the nutrient concentration o satisfies the following reaction-diffusion equation

a .
ca—(; = Ao+ [[(op —0) — Mollog\pr) in Q(t), (1.1)
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where Q(¢t) C R3 is the tumor domain at time ¢ with a moving boundary 9(t), D(t) C ()
is the necrotic core region, I' is the transfer rate of nutrient-in-blood-tissue, op is the concen-
tration of nutrient in the vasculature, and so the term I'(cp — o) accounts for the transfer of
nutrient by means of the vasculature stemming from angiogenesis in the nonnecrotic region.
The term Ago describes the nutrient consumption by proliferating cells at the rate of Ay, and
¢ = Tgiffusion/ Tarowth represents the ratio of the nutrient diffusion time scale to the tumor growth
(i.e., tumor doubling) time scale. Typically, Tqiffusion = 1 minute while Tyrowtn = 1 day [3, 9].
Thus, ¢ < 1. Throughout this paper, the notation /g will always be used to denote the indicator
function of a subset E of R3.

Using appropriate change of variables |9, 32], we can rewrite the equation (LIl in the form

do .
CE = AO’ — UIQ(t)\D(t) 1m Q(t) (12)

As mentioned above, it is natural to assume that
o=0 in D(t), (1.3)

where ¢ > 0 plays the role of a threshold value in the sense that in the region where ¢ > o
nutrient is enough to sustain (at least a portion of) tumor cells alive and proliferating, whereas in
the region where o < g, nutrient is insufficient to sustain any tumor cell alive [51]. In addition,
since the nutrient enters tumor by the vascular system, o satisfies the boundary condition:

g_‘; +B(t) o —5) =0 on dQ(t), (14)

where n is the outward normal, & is the nutrient concentration outside the tumor, §(t) is the
rate of nutrient supply to the tumor, which may vary in time. Angiogenesis results in an increase
in (t); conversely, if the tumor is treated with anti-angiogenic drugs, 5(t) will decrease and the
starved tumor will shrink.

The pressure p stems from the transport of cells which proliferate or die. Let V be the
velocity of tumor cells. If we assume that the density of tumor cells is constant, there is no
proliferation in the necrotic core, and the proliferation rate within the nonnecrotic region is
linearly dependent on the nutrient, then the conservation of mass gives that

divV = p(o — o) Iow\nw) — VIpg),

where 1 is a positive parameter expressing the “intensity” of the expansion by mitosis, the term
(o — &) means that the cell birthrate is po, while the cell death rate (apoptosis) is given by
uo, and v is the dissolution rate of necrotic cells. Combining with Darcy’s law V. = —Vp, we
obtain

— Ap = p(o = )lou\pw) — VIpr in Q). (1.5)

Due to cell-to-cell adhesiveness, there holds

p=+kK on 0Q(t), (1.6)



where x is the mean curvature, and the continuity of the velocity field up to the boundary of
the tumor leads to

Voa=V-n= _g_p on 09(t), (1.7)

n

where V4, is the velocity of the free boundary in the direction n.

The first reaction-diffusion mathematical model of tumor growth in the form of a free bound-
ary problem of a system of partial differential equations was proposed in 1972 by Greenspan
[33, 134], which was remarkably improved by Byrne and Chaplain [3, 6] during 1990’s, where
apoptosis is incorporated. It was Friedman and Reitich [22] who made the rigorous mathemati-
cal analysis of such free boundary problems in 1999. To date, mathematical modeling, numerical
simulation and theoretical analysis on tumor models have been carried out in a large number
of papers; see [3, 4, I8-20, 23, 126, 27, [29-32, 35437, 41-56], the review articles [2, 125, 28,139, 40]
and the references therein.

If D(t) = 0 and Q(t) = Bpg)(0), then the model (L2)-(L7) describes the growth of a
nonnecrotic spherical tumor with angiogenesis, proposed by Friedman and Lam [32] as a revision
to the Byrne-Chaplain inhibitor-free tumor model [5] in which instead of (.4,

oc=a (1.8)

is imposed on the tumor boundary. Biologically, the boundary condition (I.4]) is more reasonable
compared with (L8]). In fact, as explained in [55], tumor surface acts as a barrier to nutrient
diffusion, and 1/6(t) reflects the reduction rate of nutrient by the tumor surface; particularly,
1/5(t) = 0 means that tumor surface is obstacle-free to nutrient diffusion which is the case (L.g]),
whereas 1/3(t) = oo means that tumor surface is a complete barrier to nutrient diffusion.

In the nonnecrotic case, assuming 3(t) = 5 and 0 < & < 7, Friedman and Lam [32] showed
that the system ([.2))-(L7)) allows a unique radially symmetric stationary solution (os(7), ps(r), Rs);
later, Huang, Zhang and Hu [36] proved that a branch of symmetry-breaking stationary solu-
tions bifurcates from the radially symmetric stationary solution for each p,(Rs) (even n > 2)
with free boundary

r = Ry + Y, 0(0,9) + o(e),

where Y}, ¢ is the spherical harmonic of order (n,0); very recently, they [37] made further efforts
and found a threshold value p* = p*(Rs) such that the radially symmetric stationary solution
is linearly stable for u < p* and linearly unstable for p > p* with respect to nonradial pertur-
bations. For the case where the nutrient consumption rate and the proliferation rate of tumor
cells are both general functions, Zhuang and Cui established the existence and uniqueness of
radially symmetric stationary solutions [55], and proved that there exists a branch of bifurca-
tion solutions bifurcating from the radially symmetric stationary solution for 4 (any k > k.
in the 2 dimension case and even k > k, in the 3 dimension case) by taking v (surface tension
coefficient v is defined when (I.6)) is replaced by p = yk) as the bifurcation parameter |[17]. The
asymptotic stability of radially symmetric stationary solutions was also analyzed in |55, 56]. For
cases in the presence of inhibitor, Wang et al. [44] obtained the existence of symmetric-breaking
stationary solutions for p, (even n > n**); also see a very recent paper [41] for the discussion on
the existence of radially symmetric stationary solutions and the asymptotic behavior of radially
symmetric transient solutions. Assuming ((t) = oo, i.e., (L8) holds, tumor models have been



intensively studied; we refer the reader to [12-14, 116, 19, 123, 126, 27, 2931, 143, 49, 150, 152, 53]
and the reference therein.

For the necrotic case, most of studies were on tumor models where the Dirichlet boundary
condition (L.§]) is imposed; see [3, 4, 16, 9-11, 115, 20,35, 45, 47, 48]. Cui [L1] proved the existence
and uniqueness of radially symmetric stationary solutions under a crucial assumption g < & <
o+ v/u, ie, v > u(ed— o) > 0, improving earlier results in [9]. Under the assumption v=0,
Hao et al. [35] derived the first bifurcation result for the tumor model with a necrotic core, in
which they studied the two-dimensional case by taking i as a bifurcation parameter with the aid
of numerical calculations. Very recently, Wu [47] rigorously analyzed the necrotic multilayered
tumor model, and obtained the existence of bifurcation branches of non-flat stationary solutions
for v, (k> K). Asymptotic stability of stationary solutions to the above two types of necrotic
tumor models was also studied, cf. |15, 48]. For necrotic tumor models with (L4]), Shen et al.
[42] established the existence and uniqueness of radially symmetric stationary solutions to the
tumor spheroid model with v > 0 under certain conditions on the parameters.

It is well known that the main feature of the free boundary problems modeling the growth
of necrotic tumors is that they include two free boundaries, one for the outer tumor boundary,
whose evolution is governed by an evolution equation (such as (7)), the other for the inner
necrotic boundary, an obstacle-type free surface, whose evolution is implicit. Due to the presence
of two free boundaries, the mathematical analysis turns out to be far more challenging.

Motivated by [35, 147], we shall perform rigorous mathematical analysis of the stationary
state of the problem ([2)-(L7) in the three-dimensional case, under the assumption that

O<o<ao<ao=1 pt)y=p, v=0,

where [ is a positive constant. That is,

Ao =olg\p inQ, (1.9)
—Ap=p(oc—o)lg\p in (1.10)
oc=0 inD, (1.11)
[Ono] =0 on 0D, (1.12)
[p] =0, [Oap]=0 on 0D, (1.13)
Ono +B(c —1)=0 on 09, (1.14)
p=4kK on 08, (1.15)
Onp =0 on 0. (1.16)

Here and below, the notation [p denotes the jump of p as it crosses 0D, i.e.,

lop
Pl =p"|op =1 |pp for p"=plg, and p~=p|,

Similarly, [0n0]| ap and [Onp]| op denote the jump of the normal derivatives of o and p across
0D respectively. It is not difficult to find out, the inner boundary conditions (LI2)), (II3]) are
implied by the equations (L)), (II0), and by the maximum principle, ¢ > ¢ in Q\ D. For the
problem (L9)-(LI6]), we shall first adopt a similar idea as that in [35] to study radially symmetric



solutions, then by choosing i as a bifurcation parameter, show that there exist a positive integer
n** and a sequence of p, such that for each p, (even n > n**), a branch of symmetry-breaking
stationary solutions bifurcates from the radially symmetric solution (see Theorem [5.1] stated
below).

We stress that in carrying out the bifurcation analysis based on the Crandall-Rabinowitz
theorem (see Theorem [271]), there are three major difficulties to be overcome. Firstly, since the
problem (L9)-(II6]) involves two free boundaries, there is a need for an appropriate Hanzawa-
type transformation. Secondly, noting that the expansions (L8], ([A3]) are needed for the com-
putation of Fréchet derivatives, in order to rigorously prove the expansions (48), (£9) of o,
p with respect to €, we have to analyze the dependence of the inner boundary on the outer
boundary and the nutrient concentration (see (£.26]), (4.30))), and establish Schauder estimates
in each region (necrotic and nonnecrotic) for diffraction problems by using the Schauder esti-
mates for an elliptic equation and that near the boundary for elliptic systems |[1]. Thirdly, it
is necessary to verify By < 0 (see Lemma [5.1). However, as we shall see later, the expression
of By is complex. Inspired by [36], we will write By in order of ascending powers of 3. Then,
thanks to the existence of explicit forms for the modified Bessel functions of order of half an
odd integer, we can deduce that the coefficient (the function of p, R) of each term is negative
by a lengthy calculation.

The rest of this paper is arranged as follows. In Section 2, we present some preliminary
material which will be needed in the next sections. In Section 3, we study the radial symmetric
solutions to the problem (LI)-(LI6). In Section 4, we analyze the linearization of (L.9])-(L.I16)
about the radial solution by introducing an appropriate Hanzawa-type transformation. In the
last section, we prove the existence of bifurcation solutions.

2 Preliminaries

In this section, we first collect some properties of the spherical harmonics and the modi-
fied spherical Bessel functions, then present an auxiliary lemma and end with the Crandall-
Rabinowitz theorem.

In R3, the family of the spherical harmonic functions {Y},,m} forms a complete orthonormal
basis for L2(X), where ¥ is the unit sphere, and

AyYpm =—nn+1)Y, . (2.1)
Here and below,
1 0 0 1 02
A, = — | sinf— ——
sin 6 06 <s1n 06 > * sin? § 2
is the Laplace operator on ¥. The Laplace operator in R? can be written as
2 20 1
A=—+-—-——+ SA,.
Oor? + ror r?

The modified spherical Bessel functions given by

™

. T
in(s) =4/ %In+1/2(3)7 kn(s) = %Kn+l/2(8)7 §>0, n=012"--,



form a fundamental solution set of the differential equation (cf. [21, (10.47.7)—(10.47.9)])

')+ 20— 1+ s =0, (2:2)

where I, 11/5(s) and K, 11/2(s) are the modified Bessel functions, I,(s) > 0, I},(s) > 0 for s > 0
[21, (10.25.2)], and K, (s) > 0, K/ (s) < 0 for s > 0 |21, (10.32.9)]. Let g,(s) denote i,(s) or
(=1)"ky(s). Then from [21, (10.51.4) and (10.51.5)],

Gu1(5) = gur(s) = T gals) nz 1, (23

G(5) = gui(s) ~ " gals), m 21, (2.4

Gh(8) = gus1(8) + Zou(s), n 20, (2.5)
It follows from (Z4)), (23] that

in(s)>0 and kK (s) <0, n>0, s>0. (2.6)

In addition, by [21, (10.28.2), (10.41.1) and (10.41.2)],

w1

in(8)knt1(8) +ing1(8)kn(s) = 2352 n =0, (2.7)
n+i
in(s) ~ ! < - > Y asno 00, (2.8)
2(2n +1)s \2n+1
7T es "2
kn(s) ~ as n — oo. 2.9
(s) 2(2n+1)s <2n—|—1> (2:9)

Explicit expressions for iy, k,, n =0, 1 are as follows [21, (10.49.9) and (10.49.13)]:

inf) = T2 o) = TE7 (2.10)
nfs) =~ N () = T (% T 8—12> . (2.11)
A direct calculation shows that
io(£)ko(s) — io(s)ko(t) = %% sinh(t — s), (2.12)
i () (5) — i (s)ka (1) = %%[(t _ s)cosh(t — 5) + (ts — 1) sinh(t — )], (2.13)
o (D)1 (s) + i1 (s)ko(t) = gts%[sinh(t — 8) + scosh(t — 5)]. (2.14)

In order to establish the dependence of the inner boundary on the tumor outer boundary,
we need the following lemma.



Lemma 2.1. (24, Lemma 8.2]) Let s be a nonnegative integer, and let

f(6790) = Z fn,mYn,m(eacp)'

n>0,m

Then there exist positive constants c1, co independent of f such that

Cl”f”?qsﬂﬂ(z) < Z(l + 0 Z ’fn,m’2 < C2”f”?qs+1/2(z;)-

n>0 m

The bifurcation analysis in the present paper is based on an application of the following
theorem of Crandall and Rabinowitz.

Theorem 2.1. (7, Theorem 1.7]) Let X, Y be real Banach spaces and F(x,u) a CP map,
p > 3, of a neighborhood (0, 1) in X x R into Y. Suppose

(i) F(0,u) =0 for all p in a neighborhood of po;

(ii) Ker[F, (0, uo)] is a one dimensional space, spanned by xo;

(#11) Im[F; (0, pio)] = Y1 has codimension 1;

() [Fua](0, po)xo & Y1.
Then (0, uo) is a bifurcation point of the equation F(x,u) = 0 in the following sense: In a
neighborhood of (0, po) the set of solutions of F(x, ) = 0 consists of two CP~2 smooth curves I'y
and T's which intersect only at the point (0, po); T'y is the curve (0, ) and I's can be parameterized
as follows:

Ty : (x(e), (), [e] small, (2(0), 4(0)) = (0, o), 2'(0) = zo.

3 Radially symmetric stationary solutions

In this section, we study radially symmetric solutions to the system (L9)-(LI6]), denoted by
(05(r), ps(r), p, R), where r = [x].
First, it follows from (L3)), (LII), (I.I2) and (LI4) that

Jg’(r)+%ag(r)—as(r):0, p<r<R, (3.1)
os(p) =a. oi(p) =0, ol(R)+B(os(R)—1)=0. ’
Using (2.2)), (2.5) and 2.1), we find
ou(r) = {%Qﬂ2(k1 (p)io(r) +i1(p)ko(r))  for p<r <R, (3.2)
a for0<r<p
with p, R satisfying
, : : , s
(k1(p)ir(R) — ir(p)k1(R)) + B(k1(p)io(R) + i1(p)ko(R)) = 2002 (3.3)
Next we solve for ps. In view of (LI0), (LI3)), (LI5) and (L.I6]), we find that ps satisfies
2
—pl(r) — ;p;(r) = u(os(r)—a) for p<r <R, (3.4)

7



1
/ :0 < R N /
Ps(p) =0, ps(R) 7 P

Let ¢ = ps + pos. Then [B34) reduces to

(R) = 0. (3.5)

Aqg = puo.
Thus,
1 . 1
q(r) = —uor? + Cy + Co—,
6 r
1 1
ps(r) = —pos(r) + E,uar2 +Ch + Cg;, p<r<R,

where C1, Cy are constants. Combining with the boundary condition ([B.5]), we solve for Cy, Co
and derive

) = —p(os(r) — os(R)) + 26 (r? — R?) + 1pop® (1 — §) + % forp<r <R, (3.6)
P T e = o) + A (07 — B + dpop? (L 4) + & for0<r<p, |
where p, R satisfy
. 3R? 3R> 20p? . .
o= maé(}z) = m—(kl(ﬂ)h(}z) —i1(p)k1(R)). (3.7)

In the sequel, we should solve the system of equations ([B.3]) and (B.7) with respect to the
variables p and R, for given 5, ¢ and &. However, for technical reasons, we will instead compute
R, & for given p, 3, g, as was done in [35]. More precisely, we will establish the following result.

Theorem 3.1. Assume p > 0, > 0 and 0 < o < 1. If we fix p > 0, then there exist a
unique R in (p,00) and a unique & in (g, 1) such that (o5(r),ps(r), p, R) is a radially symmetric

solution to the problem (L9)-({I6l), where os(r), ps(r) are given by [B.2), (B.0).

Proof. In view of ([3.3), we consider the function

w3

f(s) = (k1(p)in(s) = ir(p)ki(5)) + B(k1(p)io(s) + i1 (p)ko(s)) — 2007’

s> p.
Then from (23]), (7)) it follows that
_ (L
flp) = 2 <1 g>,
f'(s) = (k1(p)ir (s) — ir(p)k1(s)) + B(ir(s)kr(p) — in(p)kr(s))-

Since 8 >0 and 0 < g < 1, f(p) < 0. By (Z6) we know that f'(s) > 0 for s > p. Thus,
combining with lims_, . f(s) = 400, we deduce that there exists a unique R > p such that
(B3) holds. In what follows, we prove that & given by (B.7)) satisfies

<oy(R) < 1. (3.8)

Qe

o<



First, we show that ¢ < &, which reduces to
3(R — p)cosh(R — p) + 3(Rp — 1)sinh(R — p) — R*+p> > 0 (3.9)
by (213). As a matter of fact, define
g(s) = 3(s — p) cosh(s — p) + 3(sp — 1) sinh(s — p) — s>+ p>, s> p.
Then, clearly, g(p) = 0 and
g'(s) = 3s{plcosh(s — p) — 1] + [sinh(s — p) — (s — p)]}.
Since, as may easily be verified,

sinh 2

cosh z > >1, z>0, (3.10)

z

g'(s) > 0 for s > p. Thus, g(s) > 0 for every s > p, i.e., (B3] is valid.
We next proceed to verify that & < os(R), which is equivalent to

(R® — p*)(k1(p)io(R) + i1 (p)ko(R)) > 3R*(k1(p)i1(R) — i1(p)k1(R)) (3.11)
by (32)) and (B7). Based on (2.13)) and (2.14)), (3I1]) can be further simplified to the form
(p+1)(R® — 3R% + 3R — p*)e2 =P 4 (p — 1)(R®* + 3R* + 3R — p°) > 0. (3.12)

Consider the function
h(s) = (p+1)(s® — 3s*> + 3s — ,03)62(8_p) +(p—1)(s> + 352+ 35— p®) for s> p.

A direct calculation shows that

W(s)=(p+1)(2s° - —2p3+3) 26570 £ 3(p — 1)(s + 1)?,

h”(s):2(p+1)(233 — 203 4+ 3)e257P) £ 6(p— 1)(s + 1),

h/”(s):2(p—|-1)(48 + 652 — 65 — 4p° +3)e27P) 1+ 6(p— 1),
W (s) =16(p+1)(s® + 35> — p*)e?7P) >0 for s > p,

and in particular,
h(p) = h'(p) = h"(p) =0, K" (p) =12p".

Applying Taylor’s formula with Lagrange’s remainder-term

(s) = hip) + W (p)(s — o) + 0 ")

where £ € (p, s), provided that s > p, we see that h(s) > 0 for s > p. Hence, (3:12]) follows.
Finally, we prove that o4(R) < 1. Indeed, from (31 and the fact o (R) > 0, it is easy to
see that

R ()

(s—p)*+ (s=p)*+ = (s =)',

o4 (R)
B
The proof is complete. O

os(R)=1— <L




4 Linearized problem

In this section, we study the linearization of the problem (L9)-(LI6) at the radially sym-
metric solution (os, ps, p, R), where (p, R) satisfies (B.3), (8.7). In order to compute Fréchet
derivatives in the next section, we shall derive rigorous mathematical estimates for this lin-
earization.

Consider a family of domains with perturbed boundaries

OD. :r=p+eT(0,p),
0N :r=R+e50,p),

where both S and T are unknown functions. Let (o, p) be the solution to

Ao =olg\p, in €, (4.1)
—Ap = p(oc —7)lg\p. in Q, (4.2)
o=0, [Ono]=0 ondD,, (4.3)
Ono + f(c—1)=0 on 98y, (4.4)
[p] =0, [Onp]=0 on 0D, (4.5)
p=kK on 0Q. (4.6)

Then the well-posedness of the problem (4.1])-(4.0]) follows from the local flattening and diffrac-
tion problem for systems; see [38]. If we define

~ 8])
F(R,/L) = 8_11 90 )

(4.7)
where R =S, then (0,p,p + €T, R+ €S) is a solution to the system (L9)-(LI8) if and only if
F(R,p) =0.

Let us formally write

~ 2 . Q D
0_(7,7 97 QO) — ?(T) + 60-1(7“7 97 (70) + 0(62) ?H € \ € (48)
G(p)+eoi(r,6,9)+0(*)  in D,
) 0 O(e? in Q. \ D
p(r,@, C,D) — I?(T) + €p1(7", 7(70) + (62) ?n & \ & (49)
p(p) + €p1(’r7 07 (10) + 0(6 ) in Dy,
where 5
o(r) = ;Qﬁz(/ﬁl(P)io(T) +i1(p)ko(r)), 0 <r < oo,
5(r) = —u(6(r) — 6 Lo myy tep (L)L
p(r) = —p(6(r) —6(R)) + 6,ua(r R*) + SHOP <r R) + 7 0<r<oo.
From (3.2)) and (8:6) we can easily see that
A6 =6 inR3\ {0}, &(r)=o0s(r) forp<r<R, (4.10)

10



—Ap=pu(6—-6) inR3\ {0}, p(r)=ps(r) forp<r<R. (4.11)

In the following we shall first present a formal derivation of the linearized problem for (o1, p1).
Recall that the gradient operator in R? can be written as
1

R 1 R R 1
V =¢€.0, +¢€—0p + €,———0, = €0, + -V,
r rsinf r

and if a surface is given by r = R + £5(6, ), then

n= é;“ - %Vw5+52f17

where || fi|lci-1+a(x) < Cp provided that [|S|[citaryy < 1. Thus, from @4), (A8), ({I0) and
B10), we derive

1

Oo o o € 2
0= (E agser " vaa am) ' <er B EVMS) +ho e ~AFOEY
Oo €
=—| ——=V,o| -V,S+80| —B+0(?
or 0. R? 0. 0.
85' (90'1 N 2
=— E—— + Bo + Beo — B+ 0(e%)
or 0. or 0. 0. 0.
2
_99s 2 %l s+ 2o el 1827 s peoy
or dBR or OBg or dBg OBg or OBg OBg
— B+ 0(%)
=¢ || == + Bo1 + AS| + O(e7),
or 0Bn

where

Using B.1)), (32) and (23], we get

Wl = 2ep((p)ir (B) — n()ha (R)),
O0BRr
and o2 9 2
= [(i()(R)kl(p) +ir(p)ko(R) = (i (R)k (p) — ia (o) <R>>} !
OBRr
so that
> T, , 2 . :
A= o [ ot + (3 3 ) 1R G) )] 1

Substituting (£.8)) into the boundary condition (£3) and using (£I10), (B.I]) again, we have

A 2
0=0"|,, —a=0d|y, +eof|,, —a+O0()

11



=05(p) + o%(p)eT +eoy ‘8]3 —a+0(e?)
=c0] ‘83 + 0(e?),
0=0"|,p, —a=0(p) +e07 |5y —a+O0(?)

=co] ‘83,, + O(e).

Analogously,
0-97" 90 — V.ot VLT +0()
on or |op. P oD.
5 +
gol L9 Lo
or |ap. or |ap.
+
(p) + 6" (p)eT + EOL + 0(e?)
or 9B,
+
_ (851 —I—JT> +0(e?)
" loB
Hence, o1 satisfies:
— Aoy =0 in B, (4.13)
—Aoi+01=0 inBg\B,, (4.14)
doy
o1 =0, 87"1 = —oT on 0B,, (4.15)
% + Bo1=—AS on dBp. (4.16)

We now expand the boundary conditions for p. By the expression from [24]

1
80, "R R?

where || f2l[ci-2+a(s) < Cpif [|S]lcitars) < 1, we deduce from (@), (2.9), @II) and (B.5) that

K

<S+ —A S) + &2 fo,

1
0=p +ep1 - = <S+ —A S) +0(e%)
09 o0, I R2
Ops 1 2
=Ds + eS +epr - =+ = <S+ AS>+O(€)
oBr O o op, R R

The boundary condition (435]) together with (£9]), (411 and (B.35]) leads to

0= p+‘8D5 _p_|aD5 = ﬁ‘aDs + €pf—‘aDE _ﬁ(p) - €p1_|8D5 + 0(62) = e[pIH{)BP + 0(62)7

12



and

op™ op~
0=— - —
on |y on |yp
+ —
oy o = Vept| V. —Vup VT | +0(2)
I |ap o lop. P aD. aD.
A + —
orlap or |sp or |sp.
2, + -
:8—]; o IR TN T
or B, or B, or B,
== ([0ap1]l 5, + (5 — )T + O(2).
Therefore, p; satisfies
—Ap; =0 1in B,
— Apy = po1 in Bg\ B,
[p1] =0, [Oap1] = —p(6 —a)T" on 0B,,

p1=— R2<S+ AS> on OBg.

We next compute explicitly the functions o1, p1 and T'. If we write

:Z Z an,mYn,m(eacp)v

n=0m=—n

then solving (£.14])-([4.16]) by the separation of variables and using (2.1]), we get

7’9,(,0 __)‘Z Z aann nm( 790) inBR\Epy

n=0m=-—n

where @, (r) satisfies

@i+ 20,0 - (14 M) Q=0 per<r,
Qn(p) =0, Qu(R)+ BQn(R) =1,

i.e.,

in(r)kn(p) — in(p)kn(r)
(% + /8) (Zn(R)kn(p) - Zn(p)kn(R)) + Z‘n(p)kn—i-l(R) + in+1(R)kn(p)

for p < r < R. Substituting (4.22]) into the second equation in (AI5]) yields

— n=0m=-n

Qn(r) =

13

(4.17)
(4.18)
(4.19)

(4.20)

(4.21)

(4.22)

(4.23)

(4.24)

(4.25)

(4.26)



Similarly, setting

pi(r,0,0) = Z Z i P (1) Y (6, ) (4.27)

n=0m=-—n
in (A17)-@20]), we are led to

2 n(n+1)

P (r)+ =P, (r) — P,(r)=0 for0<r<p,

2
1
P (r) — %Pn(ﬂ = \uQp(r) for p<r <R,

(
Pi(0)=0, P,(0)=0 forn>1,

Po(p+) = Pu(p—), Pp(p+) — Py(p—) = =\

Po(R) = —% (1 _ @) .

Solving the ODE, we obtain

_Augp" Q) (1 1 n " " n(n+1)
PO =g\ )" B (T ) 4
for 0 < r < p, and

A" 2Q(p) (1 1\, o
(2n +1)o <T2n+1 o R2n+1> T Ap <Qn( ) — R"Q (R)>

r’ ] n(n+1)
- Rnt2? 9

N 3

o—0a

=@y (p),

P,(r)=
(4.29)

> for p<r <R.

To proceed further, we need more information on @Q,,.

Lemma 4.1. {Q},(p)} is a positive, monotonically decreasing sequence in n, while {Q/,(R)} is
a positive, monotonically increasing sequence in n.

Proof. From (425 it follows that
" (B +8) (in(R)kn(p) = in(p)kn(R)) + in(p)kns1(R) + ins1(R)kn(p)’

which together with (2Z.6]) implies that @),(r) > 0, p < r < R; particularly, Q/,(p) > 0, Q,,(R) >
0. Moreover, from (4.24)),

1
0= Qn(p) < Qn(r) < Q”(R) < % _|_/8

Let F,(r) = Qni1(r) — Qn(r). Then by virtue of [£23) and [£24), F,, satisfies
_AF, + (1 + ”(”“)) Fy=-20  in Bg\ B,

F, =0 on0B,,
BFn
+ pF,=0 on 0Bg.

for p<r <R. (4.30)

14



By (£30)), we apply the maximum principle to conclude that F,(r) < 0 for p <r < R, F}(p) <0
and F/(R) > 0. The proof is complete. O

Remark 4.1. In fact, from the proof of Lemmal[{.1], one can also see that for every p <r < R,
{Qn(r)} is a positive, monotonically decreasing sequence inn, and lim,_,o Qn(r) = 0 by (430).
In particular,

nh_)ngo Qn(R) =0.
As a result,
lim Q4 (R) = lim (1 - BQ,(R)) = 1. (4.31)

Lemma 4.2. Given p < r < R, {Q,(r)/Qn(r) — n/r} is a positive, monotonically decreasing
sequence in n. Moreover,
Qu(R) n

li L ——=1]=0. 4.32
i (G~ 7) =0 (42)
Proof. For given s € (p, R], from (£23]), (424]) we see that G,,(r) defined by

Qn(s)
Qn-i—l(s)

Gi(r) = ~Qu(r) - Quia (1),

satisfies

—AGy + [14+ D) G, = —2(Q10) - 2Qu(r) i B,\ B,
Gp,=0 ondB, G,=0 ondB,.

A direct calculation based on (£25]), (2.5) gives that

Qn(r)
i n(r)kn(/)) ~ Zn(/))kn(r)] + [ins1(r)kn(p) + in(p)knta (r)]
(}% ) (R)k — in(p)kn(R)] + in(p)kns1(R) + int1(R)kn(p) (4.33)
:EQ () + in+1(r)kn(p) + in(p)knt1(r)
P (R B) [in(R)En(p) — in(p)En(R)] + in(p)kn 1 (R) + int1 (R)kn(p)’

which implies that
QMﬂ—;Qdﬂ>& p<r<R.

Thus, G, (r) < 0 for p < r < s and G},(s) > 0 by the maximum principle. Combining with the
definition of G, (r), we further have

0<

)

ni1(s) n4l _Qus) n
Qnt1(s) s " Quls) s

which proves the monotonicity result.
Now we turn to the proof of ([£32]). Using (£25)), (£33)), we compute

. . ing1(R) | in(p) kny1(R)
Q/n(R) . Zn-i-l(R)kn(p) + Zn(p)kn-i-l(R) . Z:(lR) + in(R) kal(p)

n
+(R) R D(R)kn(p) —in(p)kn(R) ~ inlp) kn(R)
(R) in(R)kn(p) — in(p)kn(R) 1— g

)

15



By (28), (29) and the fact 0 < p < R, letting n — oo in the above equality yields (4.32]). The
proof is complete. O

We conclude this section by rigorously establishing the expansions (4.8]), (4.9) by estimating
the O(e?) terms in the C**®norm. To do that, observing that (o,p) is defined in €. while
(01,p1) is defined only in Br, we will first transform the domain Bpg into €. by introducing the
following Hanzawa-type transformation

(r,0,0) = Ho(r',0',¢") = (r' + x(p — )eT (0", ") + x (R — 1")eS(8',¢'), 0, ¢'), (4.34)
where .
- 0, if|e>30/4 |dx|_C
x e, W)—{ 1, if o] <do/4  |dzF| T oF

with dp being a small positive constant satisfying dy < min{%p, %(R —p)}. Tt is easy to see
that H. maps Bp (B,) into Q. (D,) while keeping the ball {r < p — 36y} fixed, and the inverse
transformation H; ' maps Q. (D,) into Bg (B,). Let

61(T76790) = Ul(Hg_l(T767(‘D)) in Q,

p1(r,0,0) = pr(H1(r,0,¢)) in Q.. (4.35)

Then (61, p1) is well defined in Q..
Next, if S, given by ([@2I)), belongs to C**(X), and is m-periodic in § and 27-periodic in ¢,
then T admits the representation ([£26]) and satisfies

ITller) < ClT gs/2 sy < ClSI s/
by Lemmas 2.1 and A1l Furthermore,
[Tl g2+ sy < ClTllc3x) < ClSHgor2 sy < CliSllcata(s), (4.36)

provided that 1/2 < a < 1.
We now proceed to establish the following.

Lemma 4.3. Assume that S € C*T*(2) with 1/2 < o < 1 and [|S||cata(sy < 1, and is given by
#21)), 7-periodic in 6 and 27-periodic in . Then the estimates
lo = 6(6) = 1llcarapy + 10— & = b1llgara oy < ClePISlora, (431
Ip = 5(0) = Bl gasap.y + 1P — 5 = Billgose@rnny < ClePISlessam) (4.38)
are valid uniformly for small |e| with C' being independent of € and S.

Proof. By ([@13)-({.18), we see that o1 = 0 in B,. Applying the Schauder estimates, we
obtain

||01||02+a(m) < C||S||Cl+a(2).

Moreover, we derive for &1 the problem



—A&1+&1:f1 inQE\Da,
61=0 ondD,,
0o

o + B61=—-AS+ g1 on 08,

where fl /e involves at most second order derivatives of T, S and o1, g1 /¢ involves at most first
order derivatives of S and o1, and

\|f1||ca @oon) < ClelllTlcza(s) + [1Sllozta(s)), (4.39)
lg1llcrte(s)y < C\&TH’SHCHG(E)- (4.40)
Set

o= o—0—¢€eo in Q. \ De,
" o —6(p) —ea in D..

Then, we find

Y =0 in Dy,
~AY+y=—cfi inQ\D,
vt =6(p) —6(p+¢eT) on oD,

0
o0 B = e+ on o0,

where
16(p) — 6(p+€T)||c2+a(s) < Clel*[Tllc2+a(s), (4.41)

and similarly to k1 in [36, Lemma 3.1],
1g2llcr+a(s) < ClePISllczra(s)- (4.42)
Combining (4.39))-(4.42), we get
[l csse iy < CEPITlozram) + [Slczsam); (1.43)

which together with (£36]) proves (L3T]).
We now proceed with the proof of (438]). It should be pointed out that, being different from

that for o (which equals to a constant in the dead-core region), here we need establish Schauder
estimates for diffraction problems by using the estimates near the boundary for elliptic systems

[1]. Precisely, for the problem (4I7))-(4.20]) there holds

Ip1llc2vaB,) + 1Pl c2re @) < CUITlo2tais) + [Slloatas))- (4.44)
Denote
(25: p_ﬁ_eﬁl inQe\Dsa
p_ﬁ(p) — &Py in De.
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By a similar procedure as before, we obtain
- Aqb = —Efg in l)67
—A¢p = p(oc— 6 —ed) _5f3 in Q. \ De,
(0] = p(p) — p(p+€T), [0n¢] =§s on dD.,
¢ =gs on 0,

where

1 Fll oo, + 1fsllge@ins < Clel(IT 2oy + 1S lcstarsy):
(De) (Q:\Dx)
15(p) — Blp + eT)||2+a(s) < ClePT | 2+ars),

133l crte sy < ClelPIT | g2ta(s),

|9allcote(s)y < 0’5‘2“5“0“'1(2)-
Using (4.43]), the Schauder estimates for diffraction problems yield
10llcasa .y + 18l gasaimny < CleP(ITIorags) + ISlorem),

and then ([£3]) follows immediately from ([@36]). The proof is complete. O

5 Symmetry-breaking solutions

In this section, regarding (L.9)-(L16) as a bifurcation problem with a bifurcation parameter
u (see (A1), we prove the existence of symmetry-breaking solutions by using the Crandall-
Rabinowitz theorem.

By [€36) and (@),

o(p + ep1)
on

5490

+ O(le?[|S | catas))s
B or (=)

[
o0, | Or?
which together with ([£I1]) and (£38)) leads to

5, 62]95
F(R,p)=¢ larg

dBr

54 %0

o g +O([elP |18l s))- (5.1)
R

OBRr
As in [19, 136], we introduce the Banach spaces
Xt = (R e C"(%), R is m—periodic in 6, 2r—periodic in ¢},

XéJ”l = closure of the linear space spanned by {Y, o(6),n =0,2,4,...} in Xt

Take X = Xy and Y = X, with 1/2 < a < 1. Noticing that Y, o(7m — ) = Y, 0(0) if
and only if n is even, XéJrO‘ coincides with the subspace of the C!*%(X)-closure of the smooth
functions consisting of those functions u that are independent of ¢ and satisfy u(6) = u(w — 0).

18



Thus, F maps X into Y. The relation (5I) shows that the mapping (R, ) — F(R, u) from
Xé+3+°‘ to Xé+°‘ is bounded if [ = 1, and the same argument shows that the same is true for
any [ > 1. A similar argument shows that this mapping is Fréchet differentiable in (]? w);
furthermore OF (R, 11)/OR (or OF (R, 11)/dp) is obtained by solving a linearized problem about
(R, 1) with respect to R (or u). By using the Schauder estimates we can then further obtain

differentiability of F’ (R 1) to any order.

In view of (5.1)), the Fréchet derivative of F(R, 1) in R at (0, ) is given as follows:

82ps op1
[F(0,w))S = | -
or? 9B or 0B
Using (3.4)), (33]), we have
82ps -
5, = e =)
and by @.27), (4.29),
Opy

B anm[ o (% 1) +AM<Q;(R>—%Qn<R>)

O0Br n=0m=-—n

or

O' pnt?

Q)| 0.0,

Substituting (£.3) and (5.4]) into (5.2]), we arrive at

=3 5 o (M) (- Bu)

n=0m=-—n
& pn+2 , ~
)\ME Rn+2 Qn(p) — u(os(R) — &) Y"vm(e’ @)-

In particular,
[FR(()?M)]YMM = (An - NBn)Yn,ma

where (n+1)
n nn
A= g (),
By = ou(B) — 7 = A (0 - B@u) - ZEai0)].
Obviously,

Ay=A;1 =0, A,>0 forn>2.
As will be shown in the next lemma, By < 0 and B; = 0.

Lemma 5.1. By < 0 and By = 0.

19

(5.5)

(5.6)



Proof. Combining (32)), B3.1), (£12]) and (5.6]), we derive

2
Bn = _szHn
™

with
3R?

Hy, =ig(R)k1(p) +i1(p)ko(R) — RS — 5

(i1(R)k1(p) — i1(p)k1(R))

= [ + o) + (5 ) (ko) — (o) ()

n n—+2

(@0~ Foum) - 225 (o) - 2 ).

where we have employed the fact that Q,(p) = 0. Besides, [3.7) also implies

-4 2
L= %%pz(il(l%)kl(p) —i1(p)k1(R)),

and (£33) together with (2.7)) gives

n

Q) — ZQu(R)

int1(R)kn(p) + in(p)knt1(R)
(}% + B) [Zn(R)kn(p) - Zn(p)kn(R)] + Z‘n(p)kn—i-l(R) + in+1(R)kn(p) ’

Qn(p) — %Qn(p)

in+1(p)kn(p) + in(p)kn+1(p)
(}% + B) [Zn(R)kn(p) - Zn(p)kn(R)] + Z‘n(p)kn—i-l(R) + in+1(R)kn(p)

m 1
_2—02 (% + 5) [Zn(R)kn(p) - Zn(p)kn(R)] + in(p)kn+1(R) + Z‘n-i-l(R)kn(p) ‘
Thus, substituting (5.9), (5.10) and (G.I1) into (5.8)), we get

1
(% + 5) [Zn(R)kn(p) - Zn(p)kn(R)] + Z‘n(p)kn—i-l(R) + in+1(R)kn(p)

Hn = Wna

where

Wo = | (5 +8) i (R)kn(0) = i (p)ka(B)) + (in(p) ki1 (R) + 1 (R (0))]

. . 3R* .
o) () + 2(P)ha(0) ~ oz (R () = ()

- [to@i o)+ aoka() + (8- 2 ) (2 () — i a0
‘ 3R2 pn+2 ‘
i (B) 4 s (R 0) = s (R ) — () ()
:Ml,n + M2,nﬁ
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with

My = (in(R)kn(p) = in(p)ha(R))

. . 3R? .
(o (R (0) + i3 (o) — 3 i (RO ) = i (R

i1 (R)k1(p) — i1(p)k1(R) [, 3 p"F2

+ RUE — ) 3R g (o (R)Ka (p) + i (p)ko(R)) (5.14)

B 5 pn+2 ‘ .
6R = (i1 (R)k1(p) — i1(p)k1(R))

(B 4 25 (i) enir (R) + z'nH(R)kn(p))} ,

Ma y, =(in(R)kn(p) — in(p)kn(R))
r 2
(0B () + in (o) — 7 (1 (R (p) = s ()|
— (i1(R)k1(p) —i1(p)k1(R))
[ . 3R? pnt? .
(in(p)kn+1(R) +int1(R)kn(p)) — mw(il(mkl(m - Zl(P)k‘l(R))} -

In the sequel, we shall first prove that By = 0. By (E7), (5.12) and (5.13)), it suffices to
verify that M;; =0 and My ; = 0. As a matter of fact, by virtue of (5:14)), (5I5]), we compute

(5.15)

3 3
My =g i (B (p) = i ()b ()

From (2.3]),

from which, My ; = Ms 1 = 0 follows.
Next, we show By < 0 by showing that M; o < 0 and My < 0. In view of (5.14),

i1 (R)k1(p) —i1(p)k1(R)
R(R3 — p?)

— 6p%(i1 (R)k1(p) — i1 (p)k1(R)) — (R + 29°) (i0(p)k1 (R) + i1 (R)ko(p)) |-

Mo = 3Rp*(io(R)k1(p) + i1(p)ko(R))

Denote
&(s) =3Rs”(io(R)k1(s) + i1(s)ko(R)) — 65 (i1 (R)k1(s) — i1(s)k1(R))

— (R? 4+ 25%)(ig(s)k1(R) + i1 (R)ko(s)) for 0 < s < R.
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Then, by €4, ),
¢'(s) = (R® +25°) (i1 (R)k1 (s) — i1 (s)k1 (R)) — 3Rs” (io (R)ko(s) — io(s)ko(R))
for 0 < s < R. Furthermore, observing that
R34+ 253 = (R — 5)*(R + 2s) + 3Rs>,
and applying (Z12) and [I3), we get
€'(s) >3Rs*[(i1 (R)k1(s) — i1(s)k1(R)) — (io(R)ko(s) —io(s)ko(R))]

:3—7T[(R — s) cosh(R — s) — sinh(R — s)]
2R
for 0 < s < R. Thus, by B.I0), we deduce that &’(s) > 0 for 0 < s < R, which together with
¢(R) = 0 implies that {(s) < 0, 0 < s < R; in particular, £(p) < 0. Hence, M; o < 0.
It remains to show that Mso < 0. By (5.13)),

M3 o =(io(R)ko(p) — i0(p)ko(R))

2 _
(ol R)ka () + i1 ()Ko(R) = - (i (R () = ia )l ()

— (i1(R)k1(p) —i1(p)k1(R))
- 2

(o Mha () + 1R (9) — 77— i ()b () — a1

Using (2.12))-(2.14]), we further obtain
2
T
Moo =
2,0 SRIp3(R3 — p3) [
— (R* = 2R%p — 6R?p? + 8Rp> + 6Rp — p* — 6p?) sinh(2(R — p))
— (R'p —2R® — 3R*p® — 3R?p + 2Rp" + 12Rp® — 4p” — 3p) cosh(2(R — p))].

—2R% 4+ 3R*p — 2R® — R?p® + 3R%*p+ 2p> — 3p

Set
n(s) =[s* — 8Rs> + 6(R% 4 1)s 4+ 2(R® — 3R)s — R*|sinh(2(R — s))
+ [-2Rs* + (3R* + 4)s® — 12Rs*> + (—R* 4+ 3R? + 3)s 4+ 2R%] cosh(2(R — 5))
— (R? - 2)s> + (3R* + 3R? — 3)s — 2R® —2R® for 0 < s < R.
Then

2

Mso =
8RAp3(R3 — p3)

n(p). (5.16)

Notice that
n"(s) = 2s((s) (5.17)

with
C(s) =[2s* + (—6R* — 6)s + 4R* + 12R] sinh(2(R — s))
+ [-4Rs® + 6R%*s> + 12Rs — 2R* — 9R? — 6] cosh(2(R — 5)) — 3(R? — 2),
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and
C'(s) = e B3y (s), (5.18)

where

w(s) =[(4R — 2)s® + (—=6R* — 6R + 3)s* + (12R* — 12R + 6)s + 2R* — 4R> + 6R?
— 6R + 3]e* ) — (4R 4 2)s® 4+ (6R?> — 6R — 3)s® + (12R> + 12R + 6)s
—2R" —4AR® — 6R* —6R — 3.
It is easy to see that
n(R) =1'(R) = ((R) =0. (5.19)
Thus, we only need to verify that w(s) > 0 for 0 < s < R, which together with (5.17))-(5.19)

implies
n(s) <0 for0<s<R.

In particular, n(p) < 0 and by (&.I6), there holds Mo < 0.
We consider, instead of w(s),

u(R) =[2R* — AR3 + (—65% + 125 + 6)R? + (45® — 652 — 125 — 6)R — 25> + 35>
+ 65 4 3] i79) — 2R* — 4R® 4 (65 + 125 — 6)R?
— (45% + 65 — 125 + 6)R — 253 — 35% 4+ 65 — 3
for R > s > 0. A direct calculation gives that
u(s) =u'(s) =u"(s) =0, u®(s)=240s%> >0, u¥(s)=16(120s>+ 48s) > 0,

and
u® (R) = 64e' ) y(R)

with
v(R) =32R* + 96 R® 4 (965> + 1925 + 96) R? + (645 — 3365% + 2885 + 24)R
+ 4853 — 1925% + 965 + 3.
Furthermore, there hold
v(s) = 192s% + 1205 +3 >0, ©/(s) = 8(425* + 60s + 3) > 0

and
v"(R) = 192(2R? + 3R — s* +2s+1) >0 for R > s > 0.

On the basis of the above analysis, we conclude that u(R) > 0 for R > s > 0, i.e., w(s) > 0 for
0 < s < R. The proof is complete. O

Lemma 5.2. (i) lim,,_,o, B, = 05(R) — 7;
(ii) There exists n* € N such that p, = A, /B, is positive and monotonically increasing for
n > n*; moreover, limy,_, o iy, = +00.
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Proof. (i) Applying Remark [4.1] and Lemma [4.2] we get

i (Q4(R) — @) = lim @) (22 - 1)

Besides, from Lemma ATl and 0 < p < R, we see that

n—+2

. / Y
Jim Qr,(p) oy =0

The assertion (i) then follows from the definition of B,,.

(5.20)

(ii) Since o5(R) — & > 0 by ([B.8), the assertion (i) implies that there exists a positive integer

N1 > 2 such that B, > 0 for every n > N;. Consequently,

Ay,
Hn = B.
is well defined and positive for n > N7, and
. . Mn 1
Lm g, = 400, lim 2% = _
nI—>H;OM 00 nl—>n;<> n3 2R3(0'5(R) — 0')
We claim that ; .
lim Py I e g ) _ 1
n—oo 1 "~ 2R3(04(R) —5)°
In fact, using (5.0)), (56) and (5.21]), we compute for n > Ny,
n 1 1 12 1
W wme w1 B 145 =)~ sms
1 2R3 1
[ Eame 21
“2R3 | B, 1 n B,
i (R n G n+2
[ @) (S8 - 4) - 2ne2Qulp) 9 4
T2 | B, B, (0:(R) - &) "B,

Notice that
nQu(R) = R [Q4(R) — (Qu(R) — %Qa(R))].

Thus, from ([£31) and (5.20), we derive
lim nQ,(R) = R.

n—o0

(5.21)

(5.22)

(5.23)

(5.24)

Hence, by Lemmas 1] 1.2] the assertion (i) and (5.24]), sending n — oo in (5.23)) yields (5.22]).

Therefore, there exists a positive integer n* > Np such that for each n > n*,

Hn
1 n3 =

1
< IR (02 (R)—5)
AR3(05(R) — &) —

= IR (0y(R) —5)’

3=



i.e.,
2n3 + n? 2n3 + 3n?2
— < pp < —-
4R3(04(R) — o) 4R3(0s(R) — &)

Subsequently, there holds

S 4n? 4 8n +3 -0
for n > n*, which completes the proof of the lemma. O

Denote

A
n**:min{n:nZn*,,un>max{B—" :B, #0,n=0,1,--- ’n*—l}}.

n

Recall that we have computed
[Frp(0, 1) Yno = (An — puBn)Yno, n=0,1,2,---.
Thus, from the definition of n**, we derive that for even n > n**,
Ker[F(0, tin)] = span{Yy,0},

ie.,

dim(Ker[Fj (0, p1,,)]) = 1.

Next, since
[FR(O, Nn)]Yk,O = (Ak — /’Lan)Yk,(]? k= 07 27 47 cee

and Ay — up By #0for k=0,2,--- n—2n+2,---,
Y1 = Im[FR(Ov MTL)] = SpaH{YVO’(], Yé,O) o 7YTL—2,07 Yn+2,07 to }7

namely,
codimY; = 1.

Finally, it is easy to see that

[F,2(0, in)[Yno = =BnYno & Y1.
nR
To sum up, we have the following result by the Crandall-Rabinowitz theorem.

Theorem 5.1. There exists a positive integer n** such that for every even integer n > n**,
tn defined by ([B21)) is a bifurcation point of the symmetry-breaking solutions to the system

(T9)-([TI6) with free boundary

0 :r =R+ EYn,O(e) + 0(52)7 oD :r = p+ EgQ/n(p)Yn,O(e) + 0(52)7

where A, Qy, are respectively given by (E12)), [{25).
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