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BIFURCATION DIAGRAMS FOR SEMILINEAR ELLIPTIC

EQUATIONS WITH SINGULAR WEIGHTS IN TWO

DIMENSIONS

KENTA KUMAGAI

Abstract. We consider the bifurcation diagram of radial solutions for the
Gelfand problem with a positive radially symmetric weight in the unit ball. We
deal with the exponential nonlinearity and a power-type nonlinearity. When
the weight is constant, it is well-known that the bifurcation curve exhibits
three different types depending on the dimension and the exponent of power
for higher dimensions, while the curve exhibits only one type in two dimensions.

In this paper, we succeed in realizing in two dimensions a phenomenon such
that the bifurcation curve exhibits all of the three types, by choosing the weight
appropriately. In particular, to the best of the author’s knowledge, it is the first
result to establish in two dimensions the bifurcation curve having no turning
points.

1. Introduction

Let N = 2 and B1 ⊂ R
N be the unit ball. We consider the bifurcation diagram

of radial solutions for the semilinear elliptic problem

−∆u = λVk(|x|)f(u) in B1, u > 0 in B1, u = 0 on ∂B1, (1.1)

where λ > 0 is a parameter and

Vk(r) :=
1

r2(− log(r/e))2+k
with k > 0. (1.2)

In this paper, we deal with the following two types of the nonlinearities f(u) = eu

and f(u) = (1 + u)p with p > k + 1.

1.1. Classical case: Vk = 1. In this case, by the symmetric result of Gidas, Ni,
and Nirenberg [18], every solution of (1.1) is radially symmetric. Moreover, it is
known [23,24,34] that the set of solutions of (1.1) is an unbounded analytic curve
emanating from (0, 0) and described as {(λ(α), u(r, α));α > 0}, where u(r, α) is
the solution satisfying ‖u‖L∞(B1) = u(0) = α. We call this set {(λ(α), α);α > 0}
the bifurcation curve. A celebrated result of Joseph and Lundgren [21] states
that the bifurcation curve exhibits the following three different types depending
on the dimension N and the exponent of power.

(0) The curve emanating from (0, 0) goes to λ = λ∗ with some λ∗ > 0, bends
back at λ∗, and then converges to λ = 0 monotonically as α → ∞.
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(I) The curve emanating from (0, 0) turns infinitely many times around λ =
λ∗ with some λ∗ > 0. In addition, the curve converges to λ = λ∗ as
α → ∞.

(II) The curve emanating from (0, 0) monotonically converges to λ = λ∗ with
some λ∗ > 0 as α → ∞.

More precisely, they proved by using the Emden-Fowler transformation and a
phase plane analysis that when f(u) = eu, the bifurcation diagram is of Type 0
if N = 2, of Type I if 3 ≤ N ≤ 9, and of Type II if 10 ≤ N . On the other hand,
they proved that when f(u) = (1 + u)q, the bifurcation diagram is of Type 0 if
1 < q ≤ qc, of Type I if qc < q < q+JL, and of Type II if q+JL ≤ q < ∞, where

qc =

{

N+2
N−2

if N ≥ 3,

∞ if N = 2,
and q+JL =

{

1 + 4
N−4−2

√
N−1

if N ≥ 11,

∞ if N ≤ 10.

Here, we say that (λ, U) is a radial singular solution of (1.1) if U ∈ C2(0, 1]
satisfies (1.1) and U(r) → ∞ as r → 0. Then, for the case N ≥ 3, they proved
that there exists a singular solution

(λ∗, U∗) =

{

(2(N − 2),−2 log |x|) if f(u) = eu,

(θ(N − 2− θ), |x|−θ − 1) if f(u) = (1 + u)q with q > qs

with qs :=
N

N−2
and θ := 2

q−1
such that the bifurcation curve converges to (λ∗, U∗)

when f(u) = eu with N ≥ 3 or f(u) = (1 + u)q with q > qc. Moreover, Brezis
and Vázquez [10] studied the stability of U∗ by using the Hardy inequality. Here,
we mean that U∗ is stable if for any ξ ∈ C0,1

0 (B1), it follows that

QU∗
(ξ) :=

∫

B1

|∇ξ|2 dx−
∫

B1

λVk(|x|)f ′(U∗)ξ
2 dx ≥ 0. (1.3)

As a result, they proved that when f(u) = eu, U∗ ∈ H1(B1) is always satis-
fied. Moreover, U∗ is stable if and only if N ≥ 10. On the other hand, when
f(u) = (1 + u)q with q > qs, U∗ ∈ H1(B1) is satisfied if and only if qc < q. More-
over, U∗ is stable if and only if q ≤ q−JL or q ≥ q+JL, where q−JL = 1 + 4

N−4+2
√
N−1

.

Here, we remark that 1 < qs < q−JL < qc < q+JL. In addition, they showed in [10] the
following important relation between the stability of singular solutions and the bi-
furcation structure for all non-negative non-decreasing and convex nonlinearities
f : if a stable singular solution U ∈ H1(B1) of (1.1) exists with some λ, then the
bifurcation diagram is of Type II. From this result and the stability analysis stated
above, we can also confirm that the bifurcation diagram is of Type II if f(u) = eu

with N ≥ 10 or f(u) = (1 + u)q with q ≥ q+JL. Then, there have been many
studies trying to study the bifurcation structure and some properties of singular
solutions for various nonlinearities f . See [11, 13, 14, 16, 17, 19, 22, 29, 30, 32–37].

In contrast to the case N ≥ 3, the bifurcation curve exhibits only Type 0 in
two dimensions when f(u) = eu or f(u) = (1 + u)q. Moreover, until recently,
the nonlinearitiy f for which the bifurcation curve exhibits Type I had not been
confirmed when N = 2. Recently, Naimen [38] proved the oscillation of the
bifurcation curve for a class of nonlinearities including f(u) = eu

p
with p > 2

when N = 2. Moreover, the author [27] proved that the curve has infinitely
many turning points for general supercritical nonlinearities in the sense of the
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Trudinger-Morser imbedding when N = 2. We also remark that the oscillation
phenomenon is confirmed in [9] for a cleverly set problem in two dimensions.
However, it is not guaranteed in [9, 27, 38] that λ(α) → λ∗ for some λ∗ > 0.
Moreover, it is known by [12] that the bifurcation curve does not exhibit Type
II for any non-negative non-decreasing nonlinearities in two dimensions in the
unweighted case.

Our motivation is to realize in two dimensions a phenomenon such that the
bifurcation curve exhibits all of the three types obtained in [21], by choosing the
weight Vk appropriately.

1.2. Weighted case. Motivated by the classical case, we try to consider the
bifurcation diagram of radial solutions for (1.1) with the weight Vk satisfying (1.2).
Here, we say that a pair (λ, u) is a radial solution of (1.1) if u ∈ C0

rad[0, 1]∩C2(0, 1]
and u satisfies (1.1). We note that the condition k > 0 is natural: there exists no
radial solution if k ≤ 0 (see Lemma 4.1). For the weighted case in two dimensions,
we find the following exponents corresponding to qs, qc, and q±JL stated above:

ps = k + 1, p−JL =
2k

1− k +
√

k(k + 2)
, pc = 2k + 1, p+JL =

{

2k

1−k−
√

k(k+2)
k < 1

4
,

∞ k ≥ 1
4
.

Here, we remark that 1 < ps < p−JL < pc < p+JL.
We first obtain the following theorems by using the specific changes of variables

used in [24, 28] for f(u) = eu and used in [25] for f(u) = (1 + u)p.

Theorem 1.1. Let N = 2, k > 0, f(u) = eu and Vk be that in (1.2). Then, the

set of radial solutions of (1.1) is described as

{(λ(β), u(r, α(β))) ; β ∈ R} with α(β) = β − log λ(β),

where α(β) := ‖u‖L∞(B1) = u(0). Every radial solution u ∈ H1
0 (B1) and u

satisfies (1.1) in the weak sense. Moreover, C := {(λ(β), α(β)); β ∈ R} is an

unbounded analytic curve emanating from (0, 0) and there exists 0 < λ∗ < ∞
such that λ(β) ≤ λ∗ for all β.

Theorem 1.2. Let N = 2, k > 0 and Vk be that in (1.2). We assume that

f(u) = (1 + u)p with p > ps. Then, there exists β∗ ∈ (0,∞] depending only on p
such that the set of radial solutions of (1.1) is described as

{(λ(β), u(r, α(β))) ; β ∈ (0, β∗)} with α(β) = λ(β)−
1

p−1β − 1,

where α(β) := ‖u‖L∞(B1) = u(0). Every radial solution u ∈ H1
0 (B1) and u

satisfies (1.1) in the weak sense. Moreover, C := {(λ(β), α(β)); β ∈ (0, β∗)} is

an unbounded analytic curve emanating from (0, 0) and there exists 0 < λ∗ < ∞
such that λ(β) ≤ λ∗ for all β. In addition, β∗ = ∞ if p ≥ pc and β∗ < ∞ if

ps < p < pc.

We call the curve the bifurcation curve and we say that (λ(β), α(β)) is a turning
point if λ(β) is an extreme point. Thanks to the above theorems, we verify that
(λ(β0), α(β0)) is a turning point if and only if λ is represented as a graph of α in
some neighborhood of (λ(β), α(β)) and dλ

dα
(α(β0)) = 0. On the contrary, it is not

guaranteed whether λ is globally parameterized by α.
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For the special weight Vk, we can get a singular solution explicitly. Moreover,
we find new Emden-Fowler type transformations for the specific weights Vk. It
enables us to use a phase plane analysis, and thus we get the following

Theorem 1.3. Let N = 2, k > 0 and Vk be that in (1.2). Then,

(i) when f(u) = eu, (1.1) has a unique radial singular solution

(λ∗, U∗) := (k, log (log(r/e))) .

Moreover, U∗ ∈ H1
0 (B1) and we have

λ(β) → λ∗ and u(r, β) → U∗(r) in C2
loc(0, 1] as β → ∞.

(ii) when f(u) = (1 + u)p with p > ps, (1.1) has a radial singular solution

(λ∗, U∗) :=

(

k

p− 1
(1− k

p− 1
), (log(r/e))

k
p−1 − 1

)

.

Moreover, U∗ ∈ H1
0(B1) if and only if p > pc. In addition, when p > pc,

the radial singular solution of (1.1) is unique and we have

λ(β) → λ∗ and u(r, β) → U∗(r) in C2
loc(0, 1] as β → ∞.

Next, we define the Morse index m(U∗) as the maximal dimension of a subspace
X ⊂ H1(B1) such that QU∗

(ξ) < 0 for all ξ ∈ X \ {0}, where QU∗
is that in (1.3).

We remark that U∗ is stable if and only if m(U∗) = 0. In addition, we remark
that the Morse index of the singular solution plays a key role in the bifurcation
structure in the classical case (see [10,15,19,33]). In the next theorem, we study
the Morse index of the singular solutions.

Theorem 1.4. Let N = 2, k > 0 and Vk be that in (1.2). We assume that

(λ∗, U∗) be that in Theorem 1.3. Then,

(i) when f(u) = eu, we have m(U∗) = 0 for k ≤ 1
4
and m(U∗) = ∞ for k > 1

4
.

(ii) when f(u) = (1 + u)p with p > ps, we have m(U∗) = 0 for p ≤ p−JL or

p ≥ p+JL, and m(U∗) = ∞ for p−JL < p < p+JL.

As mentioned in subsection 1.1, the stability/instability of singular solutions
is obtained by the Hardy inequality in the classical case with N ≥ 3. On the
contrary, we mention that in the weighted case, the exponents 1

4
and p±JL arise

from the best constant of the critical Hardy inequality and this inequality plays
a key role in the stability/instability of the singular solution. Thanks to the
stability analysis and the phase plane analysis, we get the main theorems.

Theorem 1.5. Let N = 2 and f(u) = eu and Vk is that in (1.2). Then, the

bifurcation diagram of (1.1) is of

(i) Type I if k > 1
4
.

(ii) Type II if k ≤ 1
4
.

Moreover, λ is globally parameterized by α if k ≤ 1
4
.

Theorem 1.6. Let N = 2, k > 0, f(u) = (1+u)p and Vk be that in (1.2). Then,
the bifurcation diagram of (1.1) is of

(i) Type 0 if ps < p ≤ pc.
(ii) Type I if pc < p < p+JL.
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(iii) Type II if p ≥ p+JL.

Moreover, λ is globally parameterized by α if ps < p ≤ pc or p ≥ pJL.

Here, we explain related works for the weighted case. When N ≥ 3, the
bifurcation structure changes depending on the singularity of the weight at r = 0.
Indeed, when f(u) = eu, Korman [24] proved for the weight V̂k(r) = rk with k > 0
that the bifurcation diagram for radial solutions is of Type I if 3 ≤ N < 10+ 4k.
Moreover, Bae [5] proved for the same weight with k > −2 that the bifurcation
diagram is of Type II if 10 + 4k ≤ N . On the other hand, when f(u) = (1 + u)q,
for the same weight with k > −2, it is known by [25, 26] that the bifurcation
diagram for radial solutions is of Type 0 if 1 < q ≤ q̂c, of Type I if q̂c < q < q̂JL,
and of Type II if q̂JL ≤ q, where q̂c =

N+2+2k
N−2

if N ≥ 3 and q̂c = ∞ if N = 2. In
addition, q̂JL is defined as

q̂JL =

{

(N−2)2−2(k+2)(N+k)+2(k+2)
√

(N+k)2−(N−2)2

(N−2)(N−10−4k)
if 10 + 4k < N,

∞ if 3 ≤ N ≤ 10 + 4k.

For related works with general weights, see [5, 28]. In addition, we also mention
the results concerning the separation and intersection property for radial solutions
of −∆v(r, β) = rkf(v(r, β)) in R

N with N ≥ 3 and k > −2 satisfying v(0, β) =
β. Bae [5] showed that when f(v) = ev, any radial solution v(r, β) and v(r, γ)
intersect infinitely many times for 0 < β < γ if 3 ≤ N < 10 + 4k, while it
follows that v(r, β) < v(r, γ) for 0 < β < γ if 10 + 4k ≤ N . In addition, Ni and
Yotsutani [39] showed that when f(v) = vq, v(r, β) has a finite zero for every
β > 0 if 1 < q < q̂c and v(r, β) is a positive entire solution for every β > 0 if
q ≥ q̂c. Then, Wang [41] showed that when f(v) = vq with q̂c < q < q̂JL, any
radial solution v(r, β) and v(r, γ) intersect infinitely many times for 0 < β < γ,
while when q̂JL ≤ q, it follows that v(r, β) < v(r, γ) for 0 < β < γ. For more
general results on this direction, see [1–8, 31, 39, 42, 43].

On the contrary, when N = 2, to the best of the author’s knowledge, any
changes of bifurcation structure depending on the weights have not been con-
firmed. Moreover, even bifurcations which satisfy the oscillation phenomenon
have not been confirmed except in [9, 27, 38], and bifurcations of Type II have
not been confirmed in the literature. The novelty of this paper is not only to
establish bifurcations of Type II in two dimensions for the first time, but also
to realize analogues of the phenomena obtained by [10, 21] in two dimensions by
considering the suitable weight Vk. Moreover, we obtain the following separation
and intersection property analogous to the results in [5, 39, 41].

Theorem 1.7. Let N = 2, β < γ, k > 0 and Vk be that in (1.2). We consider

the radial solution v = v(r, β) of −∆v(r, β) = Vk(|x|)f(v(r, β)) in Be satisfying

v(0, β) = β. Then, the solution v ∈ C0(0, e) ∩ C2(0, e) is unique. Moreover,

(i) when f(v) = ev, we obtain that v(r, β) < v(r, γ) in Be if k ≤ 1
4
. Moreover,

v(r, β) and v(r, γ) intersect infinitely many times if k > 1
4
.

(ii) when f(v) = |v|p with ps < p < pc, then we have v(r, β) = 0 with some

r < e for any β > 0.
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(iii) when f(v) = |v|p with p ≥ pc and β > 0, we obtain that v(r, β) > 0 in Be.

Moreover, we get v(r, β) < v(r, γ) in Be if p ≥ p+JL, while v(r, β) intersects
v(r, γ) infinitely many times if pc < p < p+JL.

This paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we deal with the exponential
case. In Section 3, we deal with the case f(u) = (1 + u)p.

2. The exponential case

In this section, we deal with the exponential case f(u) = eu. We begin by
introducing a specific change of variables which is used in [24, 28]. Assume that
(λ, u) is a radial solution of (1.1) with ‖u‖L∞(B1) = α. We define v := u + log λ
and β := α+ log λ. Then, v can be extended to (0, e) such that v satisfies







v′′ +
1

r
v′ + Vk(r)e

v = 0, 0 < r < e,

v(0) = β, v ∈ C2(0, e) ∩ C0[0, e).
(2.1)

In the following, we consider a solution of the equation

v′′ +
1

r
v′ + Vk(r)e

v = 0, 0 < r < e, v ∈ C2(0, e) (2.2)

satisfying

lim inf
r→0

v(r) > −∞, (2.3)

where Vk(r) is that in (1.2). Here, we say that v is a radial singular solution of
(2.2) if v satisfies (2.2) and limr→0 v(r) = ∞.

2.1. A priori estimates. We start from introducing the following a priori esti-
mates.

Lemma 2.1. Assume that v is a solution of (2.2) satisfying (2.3). Then, there

exist C1 > 0 and C2 > 0 depending only on k such that

v(r) ≤ k log (− log(r/e)) + C1, 0 ≤ −v′(r) ≤ − C2

r log(r/e)
for 0 < r < e,

and

−rv′(r) =

∫ r

0

sVk(s)e
v(s) ds for 0 < r < e. (2.4)

We remark that this lemma can be proved by a similar argument to that in
the proof of [36, Lemma 2.3]. For readers convenience, we show the proof.

Proof. We first prove that v′ ≤ 0 in (0, e) by contradiction. Thus, we assume that
v′(t) > 0 for some t > 0. Since

(rv′)′ = −rVk(r)e
v ≤ 0 in (0, e), (2.5)

we have v′(s) ≥ t
s
v′(t) for all 0 < s < t. Integrating this inequality over (r, t), we

get v(r) ≤ v(t)− tv′(t) log(t/r) → −∞ as r → 0, which contradicts (2.3).
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Next, we take 0 < r0 ≤ s ≤ r < e. Thanks to the fact that v′ ≤ 0 in (0, e), by
integrating (2.5) over (r0, s), we get

−sv′(s) = −r0v
′(r0) +

∫ s

r0

tVk(t)e
v dt

≥ 1

1 + k
ev(s)

(

(− log(s/e))−(1+k) − (− log(r0/e))
−(1+k)

)

.

Letting r0 → 0, we have

−e−v(s)v′(s) ≥ 1

1 + k
s−1(− log(s/e))−(1+k).

Integrating this inequality over (ρ, r) and letting ρ → 0, we get

ev(r) ≤ k(1 + k)(− log(r/e))k.

Hence, we obtain

v(r) ≤ k log(− log(r/e)) + C1 with C1 = log(k(k + 1)). (2.6)

Then, we prove that rv′(r) → 0 as r → 0 by contradiction. Therefore, we assume
that lim supr→0−rv′(r) > c for some c > 0. Since −rv′ is non-decreasing, we get
−v′(r) ≥ c/r for all r < e. Therefore, we deduce that v(r) ≥ v(1)− c log r, which
contradicts (2.6).

Therefore, by integrating (2.5) over (r0, r) and then letting r0 → 0, we get
(2.4). Moreover, by using (2.6) again, we have

−v′(r) ≤ r−1

∫ r

0

sVk(s)e
v ds ≤

∫ r

0

eC1

rs(− log(s/e))2
ds ≤ −eC1

r log(r/e)
.

Thus, we get the result. �

As a result of Lemma 2.1, we obtain an existence/uniqueness result for the
solution of (2.1).

Corollary 2.2. Let k > 0 and β ∈ R. Then, the equation (2.1) has a unique

solution v = v(r, β) ∈ C2(0, e)∩C0[0, e). Moreover, v ∈ H1(Br0) for all 0 < r0 <
e. In addition, v satisfies

v(r, β) = β −
∫ r

0

∫ s

0

t

s
Vk(t)e

v(t) dt ds. (2.7)

Proof. Assume that v ∈ C2(0, e)∩C0[0, e) is a solution of (2.2). Let 0 < s < r < e.
Then, thanks to Lemma 2.1, we have

−v′(s) =

∫ t

0

t

s
Vk(t)e

v(t) dt.

Integrating the above over (ρ, r) and letting ρ → 0, we get (2.7). Moreover,
by a standard ODE argument, we deduce that (2.7) has a unique solution v ∈
C2(0, e) ∩ C0[0, e), which satisfies (2.1). Finally, we can easily confirm that v ∈
H1(Br0) for all 0 < r0 < e. �

As a result of Corollary 2.2, by using the specific change of variables introduced
at the beginning of this section, we show Theorem 1.1.
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Proof of Theorem 1.1. Let β ∈ R. Then, (λ(β), u(r, α(β))) := (ev(1,β), v(r, β) −
log λ(β)) is a radial solution of (1.1) with f(u) = eu and α(β) := β − log λ(β).
On the other hand, as mentioned at the beginning of this section, we deduce
that every radial solution of (1.1) is parameterized by β. In addition, thanks to
Corollary 2.2, we deduce that every solution u(r, α(β)) ∈ H1

0 (B1) and u satisfies
(1.1) in the weak sense. Moreover, by the fact that λ(β) = ev(1,β) and Lemma
2.1, we obtain λ(β) ≤ λ∗ with some λ∗ > 0 depending only on k and thus we
verify that the bifurcation curve is emanating from (0, 0). Finally, the analyticity
of the bifurcation curve follows from the analyticity of f(u) = eu. Thus, we get
the result. �

At the end of this subsection, we prove the following estimate for singular
solutions.

Lemma 2.3. Assume that v is a singular solution of (2.2). Then, we have

lim sup
r→0

(v − k log (− log(r/e))) > −∞.

Proof. Assuming v − k log (− log(r/e)) → −∞ as r → 0, let us derive a contra-
diction. Let 0 < ε < k/2. Then, there exists 0 < r0 < 1 such that

rVk(r)e
v =

1

r(log(r/e))2
e(v−k log(− log(r/e))) <

ε

r(log(r/e))2
, 0 < r < r0.

Hence, by Lemma 2.1, we have

−v′(s) =
1

s

∫ s

0

tVk(t)e
v(t) dt ≤

∫ s

0

ε

st(log(t/e))2
dt ≤ −ε

s log(s/e)
, 0 < s < r0.

Thanks to the above estimate, we get

(

(− log(s/e))−εev
)′
= (− log(s/e))−εev(v′ − ε(s log(s/e))−1) ≥ 0, 0 < s < r0

and thus we deduce that

ev(s) ≤ (− log(r0/e))
−εev(r0)(− log(s/e))ε ≤ C(− log(s/e))ε, 0 < s < r0,

where C > 0 is a constant. Therefore, by the fact that ε < k
2
and Lemma 2.1, we

have

−v′(s) =
1

s

∫ s

0

tVk(t)e
v(t) dt ≤

∫ s

0

C

st(− log(t/e))
k
2
+2

dt ≤ C

s(− log(t/e))
k
2
+1

for all 0 < s < r0. Integrating the above inequality over (ρ, r0), we get

v(ρ)− v(r0) ≤
C

r0(− log(r0/e))
k
2

,

which contradicts the assumption that v(r) → ∞ as r → 0. �
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2.2. An Emden-Fowler type transformation. In this subsection, we obtain
a new Emden-Fowler type transformation and prove the uniqueness of a singular
solution and the oscillation of the bifurcation curve. At first, we mention that

W (r) = k log (− log(r/e)) + log k

is a singular solution of (2.2).
Let v be a solution of (2.2) satisfying (2.3). For any r ∈ (0, e), we apply the

following Emden-Fowler type transformation

w(t) = v(r)−W (r) with t = log(− log(r/e)).

Then, w satisfies

d2

dt2
w − d

dt
w + k(ew − 1) = 0, t ∈ R. (2.8)

Then, we observe the linearized equation

d2

dt2
w − d

dt
w + kw = 0. (2.9)

The associated eigenvalues are given by

λ± =
1

2

(

1±
√
1− 4k

)

.

Hence, all nontrivial solutions of (2.9) change sign infinitely many times provided
k > 1/4. Applying the Sturm’s comparison theorem (see Lemma 4.2), we have
the following

Proposition 2.4. All nontrivial solutions of (2.8) satisfying w → 0 as t → −∞
change sign infinitely many times when k > 1/4.

Proof of Theorem 1.3 (i) and Theorem 1.5 (i). We first prove the uniqueness of a
singular solution. Let (λ∗, U∗) be a radial singular solution of (1.1) for f(u) = eu.
Then, v := U∗ + log λ∗ is a singular solution of (2.2) satisfying v(1) = log λ∗.
Moreover, we define w(t) := v(r) − W (r) with t = log(− log(r/e)). Thanks to
Lemma 2.1 and Lemma 2.3, we have

−∞ < lim sup
t→∞

w(t) ≤ C,

where C > 0 is depending only on k. Therefore, by [36, Lemma 3.2], we get
w(t) → 0 as t → ∞. Moreover, since the real parts of the associated eigenvalues
of (2.9) are positive, we get w(t) = 0. In particular, since v(1) = W (1), it follows
that (λ∗, U∗) = (log k,W − log k). Moreover, we can confirm that U∗ ∈ H1

0 (B1).
Next, we show that the bifurcation curve converges to the singular solution.

Let (λ, u) = (λ(β), u(r, α(β))) be a radial solution of (1.1) for f(u) = eu. We
define v = u + log λ and w(t) = v(r) − W (r). In addition, we define ŵ(s) :=
w(t) = w(t, β) with s = t − β

k
+ log k

k
. Then, ŵ satisfies (2.8) and the initial

condition lims→∞(ŵ+ ks) = 0. Moreover, by Corollary 2.2, we deduce that ŵ(s)
is independent of β. Here, we observe the following Lyapunov function

L(ŵ(t)) := 1

2
(ŵ′)2 + k(eŵ − ŵ).
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Then, we verify that this function is non-decreasing and thus ŵ and ŵ′ remain
bounded as t → −∞. Since v(r, β) = ŵ(t − β

k
+ log k

k
) + W (r), for each ε > 0,

we obtain |v(r, β)|, |v′(r, β)| < C(ε) for all r ∈ [ε, 2] and β > 1, where C(ε) > 0
is depending only on ε and k. In addition, for each ε > 0, there exists some
β(ε) ∈ R depending only on ε and k such that |v(r, β) − W (r)| < C for all
r ∈ [ε, 2] and β > β(ε), where C > 0 is depending only on k. Therefore, by
the elliptic regularity theory (see [?]), Arzelà-Ascoli theorem, and a diagonal
argument, there exist a sequence {βn}n∈N and a singular solution V ∈ C2(0, 1]
of (2.1) such that βn → ∞ and v(r, βn) → V in C2

loc(0, 1] as n → ∞. By the
uniqueness of a singular solution, it follows that V = W and thus we get the
result.

Finally, we prove the oscillation of the bifurcation curve. Thanks to the above
argument, we have ŵ(s) → 0 as s → −∞. Since

λ(β) = eW (1)+w(0,β) = keŵ(−β
k
+ log k

k
),

by Proposition 2.4, we deduce that λ(β) turns around k infinitely many times
when k > 1/4. �

2.3. Stability of singular solutions. In this subsection, we study the stability
of the singular solution W . From the stability of W , we obtain the separation
property. As a result, we prove Theorem 1.5 (ii) and Theorem 1.7 (i). In order
to study the stability of W , we introduce the following

Proposition 2.5. Let R ≥ 1. Then, for any ϕ ∈ C0,1
0 (B1), we have

1

4

∫

B1

ϕ2

|x|2(log(R/|x|))2 dx ≤
∫

B1

|∇ϕ|2 dx. (2.10)

Moreover, for any ε > 0, there exists a sequence {ϕn}n∈N ⊂ C0,1
0 (B1) such that

supp(ϕi) ∩ supp(ϕj) = ∅ for i 6= j and

1 + ε

4

∫

B1

ϕ2
i

|x|2(log(R/|x|))2 dx >

∫

B1

|∇ϕi|2 dx for any i ∈ N.

We mention that (2.10) is well-known and called the critical Hardy inequality
(see [20, 40] and the references therein).

Proof. For ϕ ∈ C0,1
0 (B1), we define ξ = (log(R/|x|))− 1

2ϕ. Since ξ(0) = 0 and

|∇ϕ|2 = |(log(R/|x|)) 1
2∇ξ − 1

2
(log(R/|x|))− 1

2
x

|x|2 ξ|
2

=
ξ2

4|x|2(log(R/|x|)) + (log(R/|x|))|∇ξ|2 − x

2|x|2 · ∇(ξ2)

=
ϕ2

4|x|2(log(R/|x|))2 + (log(R/|x|))|∇ξ|2 − x

2|x|2 · ∇(ξ2),
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we get
∫

B1

|∇ϕ|2 dx− 1 + ε

4

∫

B1

ϕ2

|x|2(log(R/|x|))2 dx

=

∫

B1

(log(R/|x|))|∇ξ|2 dx−
∫

B1

εξ2

4|x|2(log(R/|x|)) dx−
∫

B1

x

2|x|2 · ∇(ξ2) dx

=

∫

B1

(log(R/|x|))|∇ξ|2 dx−
∫

B1

εξ2

4|x|2(log(R/|x|)) dx.

Thus, we get (2.10) by setting ε = 0. In addition, for any 0 < ε < 1, we take

ξn(r) = χ[rn+1,rn](r) sin t with r = |x|, t = ε
2
log(log(R/r)), and rn = Re−e2πn/ε

.

Then, it follows that ϕn := (log(R/|x|)) 1
2 ξn ∈ C0,1(B1) and

∫

B1

|∇ϕn|2 dx− 1 + ε

4

∫

B1

ϕ2
n

|x|2(log(R/|x|))2 dx

=

∫

B1

(log(R/|x|))|∇ξn|2 dx−
∫

B1

εξ2n
4|x|2(log(R/|x|)) dx

= επ

∫ (n+1)π

nπ

cos2 t dt− π

∫ (n+1)π

nπ

sin2 t dt < 0.

Thus, we get the result. �

Proof of Theorem 1.4 (i). Take ϕ ∈ C0,1
0 (B1). Then, we deduce that

QU∗
(ϕ) =

∫

B1

|∇ϕ|2 dx−
∫

B1

λ∗Vke
U∗ϕ2 dx =

∫

B1

|∇ϕ|2 dx−
∫

B1

Vke
Wϕ2 dx

=

∫

B1

|∇ϕ|2 dx−
∫

B1

k

|x|2(log(e/|x|))2ϕ
2 dx.

Therefore, thanks to Proposition 2.5, we get the result. �

Remark 2.6. By a similar method to that in the proof of Theorem 1.4 (i), we
deduce that the singular solution W is stable in Be if and only if k ≤ 1/4.

Next, we prove the following separation result, which plays a key role in study-
ing the bifurcation structure.

Proposition 2.7. Assume that k ≤ 1
4
. Let β < γ and v(r, β) be the solution of

(2.1). Then, we have

(i) v(r, β) < W (r) in (0, e).
(ii) v(r, β) < v(r, γ) in (0, e).

Proof. We first prove (i) by contradiction. Thus, we assume that there exists
r0 ∈ (0, e) such that W (r) − v(r, β) > 0 in (0, r0) and W (r0) = v(r0, β). We
define

v̂(r) =

{

W (r)− v(r, β) if 0 ≤ r < r0,

0 otherwise.

Since W and v satisfy (2.1) and v,W ∈ H1(Br0), we have
∫

Br0

|∇v̂|2 dx =

∫

Br0

Vk(|x|)(eW − ev)v̂ dx ≤
∫

Br0

Vk(|x|)eW v̂2 dx.
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On the other hand, by Remark 2.6, we get
∫

Br0

Vk(|x|)eW v̂2 dx ≤
∫

Br0

|∇v̂|2 dx.

Therefore, we get v̂ = 0, which is a contradiction.
Moreover, thanks to the above assertion, we deduce that v(r, γ) is stable for

all γ ∈ R. Hence, by using a method similar to the proof of (i), we get (ii). �

Proof of Theorem 1.5 (ii). Let us denote by · the differentiation with respect to

β. By Proposition 2.7, we have λ̇ ≥ 0 for all β ∈ R. Thus, it suffices to prove
α̇ > 0 for all β ∈ R. We prove the assertion by contradiction. Thus, we assume
that α̇(β0) ≤ 0 for some β0 ∈ R. Since α = β − log λ, we get λ̇(β0) > 0. By
differentiating (1.1) with respect to β, we have

{

−∆u̇ = λVk(|x|)euu̇+ λ̇Vk(|x|)eu in B1,

u̇(0) = α̇, u̇(1) = 0, u̇ ∈ C0[0, 1] ∩ C2
loc(0, 1] ∩H1(B1).

Hence, by using a similar argument to that in the proof of Lemma 2.1 if α̇(β0) = 0,
we deduce that there exists 0 < r0 ≤ 1 such that u̇(r, β0) < 0 in (0, r0) and
u̇(r0, β0) = 0. We define

û(r) =

{

u̇(r, β0) if 0 ≤ r < r0,

0 otherwise.

Since λ̇(β0) > 0, we have
∫

B1

|∇û|2 dx =

∫

B1

λ(β0)Vk(|x|)euû2 dx+ λ̇(β0)

∫

B1

Vk(|x|)euû dx

<

∫

B1

λ(β0)Vk(|x|)euû2 dx.

On the other hand, by Proposition 2.7, we get
∫

B1

λ(β0)Vk(|x|)euû2 dx =

∫

B1

Vk(|x|)evû2 dx ≤
∫

B1

Vk(|x|)eW û2 dx

≤
∫

B1

|∇û|2 dx,

which is a contradiction. �

Finally, we prove Theorem 1.7 (i).

Proof of Theorem 1.7 (i). We remark that the result follows from Proposition 2.7
(ii) in the case k ≤ 1

4
. Thus, it remains the case k > 1

4
. For 0 < β < γ, we

define w(t, β) = v(r, β)−W (r) with t = log(− log(r/e)). Here, we remark that
w(t, β) → 0 as t → −∞ for all β > 0 by the proof of Theorem 1.3 (i). In addition,
we define w0(t) = w(t, γ)− w(t, β). Then w0 satisfies

d2

dt2
w0 −

d

dt
w0 + kg(t)w0, t ∈ R



BIFURCATION DIAGRAMS WITH SINGULAR WEIGHTS IN TWO DIMENSIONS 13

with

g(t) =
ew(t,γ) − ew(t,β)

w(t, γ)− w(t, β)
∈ C0(R).

Then, by the fact that w(t, β) → 0 as t → −∞ for all β > 0, we get kg(t) → k
as t → −∞. Moreover, we remind that all nontrivial solutions of (2.9) change
sign infinitely many times provided k > 1/4. Applying the Sturm’s comparison
theorem (see Lemma 4.2), we get the result. �

3. Power case

In this section, we deal with the case f(u) = (1+u)p. We begin by introducing
a specific change of variables which is used in [25]. Let (λ, u) be a radial solution

of (1.1) with ‖u‖L∞(B1) = α. We define v := λ
1

p−1 (u + 1) and β := λ
1

p−1 (α + 1).
Then, v can be extended on (0, e) such that v satisfies







v′′ +
1

r
v′ + Vk(r)|v|p = 0, 0 < r < e,

v(0) = β, v ∈ C2(0, e) ∩ C0[0, e).
(3.1)

In the following, we consider a solution of the equation

v′′ +
1

r
v′ + Vk(r)|v|p = 0, 0 < r < e, v ∈ C2(0, e) (3.2)

satisfying

lim inf
r→0

v(r) > 0, (3.3)

where Vk(r) is that in (1.2). Here, we say that v is a singular solution of (3.2) if
v satisfies (3.2) and limr→0 v(r) = ∞.

3.1. A priori estimates. We begin by introducing the following a priori esti-
mates.

Lemma 3.1. Assume that v is a solution of (3.2) satisfying (3.3). Then, there

exist C1 > 0 and C2 > 0 depending only on k and p such that

v(r) ≤ C1 (− log(r/e))
k

p−1 and 0 ≤ −v′(r) ≤ C2

r
(− log(r/e))

k−p+1

p−1

for all r ∈ (0, e) satisfying v(r) > 0. Moreover, it follows that

−rv′(r) =

∫ r

0

sVk(s)|v(s)|p ds for all 0 < r < e. (3.4)

We remark that this lemma can be proved by a similar argument to that in
the proof of [36, Lemma 2.1]. For readers convenience, we show the proof.

Proof. Since

(rv′)′ = −rVk(r)|v|p ≤ 0 in (0, e), (3.5)

we obtain that v′ ≤ 0 in (0, e) by the same argument as in the proof of Lemma
2.1. Next, we take 0 < r0 ≤ s ≤ r < e such that v(r) > 0. Thanks to the fact
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that v′ ≤ 0 in (0, e), by integrating (3.5) over (r0, r), we get

−sv′(s) = −r0v
′(r0) +

∫ s

r0

tVk(t)|v|p dt

≥ 1

1 + k
|v(s)|p

(

(− log(s/e))−(1+k) − (− log(r0/e))
−(1+k)

)

.

Letting r0 → 0, we have

−v−p(s)v′(s) ≥ 1

1 + k
s−1(− log(s/e))−(1+k).

Integrating the above inequality over (ρ, r) and then letting ρ → 0, we get

vp−1(r) ≤ k(1 + k)

p− 1
(− log(r/e))k.

Hence, we obtain

v(r) ≤ C1 (− log(r/e))
k

p−1 (3.6)

with some C1 > 0 depending only on k and p. Thus, we obtain that rv′(r) → 0
as r → 0 by the same method as in the proof of Lemma 2.1. Therefore, by
integrating (3.5) over (r0, r) and then letting r0 → 0, we get (3.4). Moreover, by
using (3.6) again, we have

−v′(r) ≤ r−1

∫ r

0

sVk(s)|v|p ds ≤
∫ r

0

Cp
1

rs(− log(s/e))−
k−p+1

p−1
+1

ds

≤ C2

r
(− log(r/e))

k−p+1

p−1

for all 0 < r < e satisfying v(r) > 0, where C2 > 0 depends only on k and p.
Thus, we get the result. �

As a result of Lemma 3.1, we obtain an existence/uniqueness result for the
solution of (3.1).

Corollary 3.2. Let k > 0 and β > 0. Then, the equation (3.1) has a unique

solution v = v(r, β) ∈ C2(0, e)∩C0[0, e). Moreover, v ∈ H1(Br0) for all 0 < r0 <
e. In addition, v satisfies

v(r, β) = β −
∫ r

0

∫ s

0

t

s
Vk(t)|v(t)|p dt ds.

Proof. Thanks to Lemma 3.1, we can get the result by using a similar argument
to that in the proof of Corollary 2.2. �

3.2. An Emden-Fowler type transformation. In this section, we obtain a
new Emden-Fowler type transformation and prove the uniqueness of a singular
solution and the oscillation of the bifurcation curve. At first, we mention that

W (r) = (θ(1− θ))
θ
k (− log(r/e))θ with θ =

k

p− 1

is a singular solution of (3.2) provided p > ps := k + 1.
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Let v be a solution of (3.2) satisfying (3.3). For any r ∈ (0, e), we apply the
Emden-Fowler type transformation

w(t) = W−1(r)v(r)− 1 with t = log(− log(r/e)). (3.7)

Then, w satisfies

d2

dt2
w + (2θ − 1)

d

dt
w + θ(1− θ)(|w + 1|p − (w + 1)) = 0, t ∈ R. (3.8)

By using the transformation, we prove the following estimate for singular solu-
tions.

Lemma 3.3. Assume that p > pc := 2k+1. Let v be a singular solution of (3.2).
Then, we have

lim sup
r→0

(− log(r/e))−
k

p−1v > 0.

Proof. We prove the assertion by contradiction. Therefore, we assume that
(− log(r/e))−θv → 0 as r → 0 with θ = k

p−1
. Then, we claim that there ex-

ists r1 > 0 such that v(r) > 0 for 0 < r < r1 and
(

(− log(r/e))−θv
)′ ≥ 0 for all 0 < r < r1. (3.9)

Indeed, we define w as that in (3.7). Then, it follows from the above assumption
that w(t) → −1 as t → ∞. Moreover, since w satisfies (3.8), we have w(t) > −1
for t1 < t and

(e(2θ−1)tw′)′ = −e(2θ−1)tθ(1− θ)(|w + 1|p − (w + 1)) ≥ 0 for t1 < t

with some large t1. Therefore, by using a similar argument to that in the proof
of Lemma 2.1, we get (3.9).

Let 0 < ε < k(1−θ)
2p

. Then, there exists 0 < r0 < r1 such that

rVk(r)|v|p−1 =
1

r(log(r/e))2
|(− log(r/e))−θv|p−1 <

ε

r(log(r/e))2
, 0 < r < r0.

Hence, by Lemma 3.1 and (3.9), we have

−v′(s) =
1

s

∫ s

0

tVk(t)|v(t)|p dt ≤
ε

s

∫ s

0

v

t(log(t/e))2
dt

≤ εv(s)

s(− log(s/e))θ

∫ s

0

1

t(− log(t/e))2−θ
dt ≤ −εv(s)

(1− θ)s log(s/e)
, 0 < s < r0.

Thanks to the above estimate, we get
(

(− log(s/e))−δv
)′
= (− log(s/e))−δ(v′ − δv(s log(s/e))−1) ≥ 0, 0 < s < r0,

where δ = ε
1−θ

. Therefore, we deduce that

|v(s)|p ≤ (− log(r0/e))
−pδv(r0)

p(− log(s/e))pδ ≤ C(− log(s/e))pδ, 0 < s < r0,

where C > 0 is a constant. Accordingly, by using Lemma 3.1 again, we have

−v′(s) =

∫ s

0

t

s
Vk(t)|v(t)|p dt ≤

∫ s

0

C

st(− log(t/e))
k
2
+2

dt ≤ C

s(− log(t/e))
k
2
+1

.
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Integrating the above inequality over (ρ, r0), we get

v(ρ)− v(r0) ≤
C

r0(− log(r0/e))
k
2

,

which contradicts the assumption that v(r) → ∞ as r → 0. �

Next, we observe the linearized equation

d2

dt2
w + (2θ − 1)

d

dt
w + k(1− θ)w = 0. (3.10)

The associated eigenvalues are given by

λ± =
1

2

(

(1− 2θ)±
√

4θ2 + 4(k − 1)θ + 1− 4k
)

.

Hence, all nontrivial solutions of (3.10) change sign infinitely many times provided

4θ2 + 4(k − 1)θ + 1− 4k < 0 ⇐⇒ p−JL < p < p+JL.

Applying the Sturm’s comparison theorem (see Lemma 4.2), we have the following

Proposition 3.4. All nontrivial solutions of (3.8) satisfying w → 0 as t → −∞
change sign infinitely many times when p−JL < p < p+JL.

Let v = v(r, β) be a solution of (3.1) with β > 0. We define ŵ(s) := w(t) =
w(t, β) with s = t− log β

θ
, where w is that in (3.7). Then, ŵ is a solution of (3.8)

satisfying the initial condition

lim
s→∞

esθ(ŵ + 1) = (θ(1− θ))−θ/k . (3.11)

By Corollary 3.2, we verify that ŵ is independent of β. Then, we have the
following

Proposition 3.5. Let ŵ be a solution of (3.8) satisfying (3.11). Then,

(i) when p ≥ pc, we have ŵ > −1 in R. Moreover, ŵ and ŵ′ remain bounded

as t → −∞. In addition, lim inft→−∞ ŵ(t) = c − 1 for some c > 0 if

p > pc.
(ii) when ps < p < pc, there exists −∞ < t0 < t1 < ∞ such that ŵ′(t) < 0 for

t1 < t, ŵ′(t1) = 0, ŵ′(t) > 0 for t0 ≤ t < t1, ŵ(t) > −1 for t0 < t, and
ŵ′(t0) = −1.

(iii) when p = pc, there exists −∞ < t1 < ∞ such that ŵ′(t) < 0 for t1 < t,
ŵ′(t1) = 0, ŵ′(t) > 0 for t < t1, and limt→−∞ ŵ(t) = −1.

Proof. We define the Lyapunov function

L(ŵ(t)) := 1

2
(ŵ′)2 + θ(1− θ)

(

1

p+ 1
|ŵ + 1|p(ŵ + 1)− 1

2
(ŵ + 1)2

)

.

We remark that 2θ− 1 ≤ 0 if and only if p > pc := 2k+1. Thus, we deduce that
L is increasing if p > pc, constant if p = pc, and decreasing if p < pc. Moreover,
we have L(t) → 0 as t → ∞ by the initial condition. Therefore, ŵ(t) > −1 for
all t ∈ R, and ŵ and ŵ′ remain bounded as t → −∞ when p ≥ pc. In particular,
when p > pc since L is increasing, we have lim inf t→−∞ ŵ > −1. Thus, we get the
assertion (i).
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Next, we consider the case p ≤ pc. In this case, since L is non-increasing, we
deduce that w′(t) 6= 0 if −1 < w(t) ≤ 0. We define

t1 = inf{t; ŵ′(s) < 0 for s > t} ∈ [−∞,∞).

Here, we prove that t1 > −∞ by contradiction. Thus, we assume that t1 = −∞.
Then, we verify that v(1, β) > 0 for all β. Since ŵ(− log β

θ
) = W−1(1)v(1, β) −

1, by Lemma 3.1, we get limt→−∞ ŵ = C < ∞. In particular, it follows
that lim inf t→−∞ |ŵ′| = 0. As a result, by the fact that L is non-increasing,
we have C > 0. Moreover, we claim that lim supt→−∞ |ŵ′| = 0. Indeed, if
lim supt→−∞ |ŵ′| > 0, there exists a sequence {tn}n∈N satisfying tn → −∞ as
n → ∞ such that ŵ′′(tn) = 0 and ŵ(tn) → C, ŵ′(tn) → 0 as n → ∞, which
contradicts the fact that ŵ satisfies (3.8) and C > 0. Therefore, by using (3.8)
again, we have

lim
t→−∞

ŵ′′(t) = −θ(1 − θ)((C + 1)p − (C + 1)) < 0,

which contradicts that ŵ′(t) → 0 as t → −∞. Thus, we get t1 > −∞.
Then, since L is non-increasing, it follows that 0 ≤ L(t1) ≤ L(t) for t < t1

and w(t1) > 0. Moreover, since ŵ satisfies (3.8), we have ŵ′′(t1) < 0. Therefore,
we verify that if t < t1 and w(s) > −1 for all s > t, then we have ŵ′(t) > 0
and ŵ(t) < ŵ(t1). In addition, when p = pc, since ŵ(t) > −1 and L(t) ≥ 0 for
all t ∈ R, we get limt→−∞ ŵ(t) = −1. On the other hand, when p < pc, since
L is decreasing, we have |ŵ′|(t) > c > 0 for some c > 0 for all t < t1 satisfying
−1 ≤ w(t) ≤ 0. Therefore, we get the result. �

Proof of Theorem 1.2 and Theorem 1.6 (i). We first show Theorem 1.2. Assume
that v(r, β) is a solution of (3.1) with β > 0. Then, it follows that ŵ(t− log β

θ
) =

v(r, β)W−1(r) − 1 with t = log(− log(r/e)). Thus, by Proposition 3.5, there
exists β∗ ∈ (0,∞] such that v(r, β) > 0 for r ∈ (0, 1] if and only if 0 < β < β∗.
Proposition 3.5 also tells us that β∗ = ∞ if and only if pc ≤ p. Thus, for
0 < β < β∗, we deduce that (λ(β), u(r, α(β))) := (vp−1(1, β), v−1(1, β)v(r, β)− 1)

is a radial solution of (1.1) with f(u) = (1+u)p and α(β) = λ(β)−
1

p−1β−1. On the
other hand, as mentioned at the beginning of this section, every radial solution of
(1.1) with f(u) = (1 + u)p is parameterized by β for some β ∈ (0, β∗). Moreover,
thanks to Corollary 3.2, we deduce that every solution u(r, α(β)) ∈ H1

0 (B1) and
u satisfies (1.1) in the weak sense. In addition, thanks to Lemma 3.1 and the fact
that λ(β) = vp−1(1, β), we obtain λ(β) ≤ λ∗ with some λ∗ > 0 depending only
on k and p. As a result, we verify that the bifurcation curve is emanating from
(0, 0). Finally, the analyticity of the bifurcation curve follows from the analyticity
of f(u) = (1 + u)p. Therefore, we get the result.

We now prove Theorem 1.6 (i). Let us denote by · the differentiation with
respect to β. Then, for 0 < β < β∗, we have

λ̇ = (p− 1)vp−2(1, β)v̇(1, β) = −p− 1

βθ
W (1)vp−2(1, β)ŵ′

(

− log β

θ

)

.

Therefore, by using Proposition 3.5 again, we verify that there exists some 0 <
β0 < β∗ such that λ̇(β) > 0 in (0, β0), λ̇(β0) = 0, and λ̇(β0) < 0 in (β0, β

∗).
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Moreover, we deduce that for any fixed r ∈ [0, 1], v(r, β) is non-decreasing with
respect to β in (0, β0].

Thus, it suffices to prove α̇(β) > 0 for all 0 < β < β∗. We prove the assertion
by contradiction. Thus, we assume that α̇(β1) ≤ 0 for some β1 ∈ (0, β∗). Since

α = λ− 1
p−1β − 1, we get 0 < β1 < β0. By differentiating (3.1) with respect to β,

we have






−∆v̇ = pVk(|x|)vp−1v̇ in B1,

v̇(0) = 1, v̇(1) =
1

p− 1
λ

2−p
p−1 λ̇, v̇ ∈ C0[0, 1] ∩ C2

loc(0, 1] ∩H1(B1).

We first fix β = β0. Then, since λ̇(β0) = 0 and the fact that v(r, β) is non-
decreasing with respect to β in (0, β0), we verify that v̇(r, β0) is a positive eigen-
function for the operator −∆D − pVkv

p−1 corresponding to the eigenvalue 0.
Therefore, we deduce that 0 is the first eigenvalue and thus v(r, β0) is stable.
Since v(r, β) is non-decreasing with respect to β, we verify that v(r, β1) is stable.
Then, we denote α = α(β1), λ = λ(β1), and u = u(r, α(β1)). By differentiating
(1.1) with respect to β, we have

{

−∆u̇ = λpVk(|x|)(1 + u)p−1u̇+ λ̇Vk(|x|)(1 + u)p in B1,

u̇(0) = α̇, u̇(1) = 0, u̇ ∈ C0[0, 1] ∩ C2
loc(0, 1] ∩H1(B1).

Hence, by a similar argument to that in the proof of Lemma 2.1 if α̇ = 0, we
deduce that there exists 0 < r0 ≤ 1 such that u̇(r) < 0 in (0, r0) and u̇(r0) = 0.
We define

û(r) =

{

u̇(r) if 0 ≤ r < r0,

0 otherwise.

Since λ̇ > 0, we have
∫

B1

|∇û|2 dx =

∫

B1

λpVk(|x|)(1 + u)p−1û2 dx+ λ̇

∫

B1

Vk(|x|)(1 + u)pû dx

<

∫

B1

λpVk(|x|)(1 + u)p−1û2 dx.

On the other hand, since v(r, β1) is stable, we have
∫

B1

λpVk(|x|)(1 + u)p−1û2 dx =

∫

B1

pVk(|x|)v(r, β1)
p−1û2 dx

≤
∫

B1

|∇û|2 dx,

which is a contradiction. �

Proof of Theorem 1.3 (ii) and Theorem 1.6 (ii). Assume that p > pc. We first
prove the uniqueness of a singular solution. Let (λ∗, U∗) be a radial singular

solution of (1.1) for f(u) = (1+u)p. Then, v := λ
1

p−1

∗ (U∗−1) is a singular solution

of (3.2) satisfying v(1) = λ
1

p−1

∗ . Moreover, we define w(t) := v(r)W−1(r)−1 with
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t = log(− log(r/e)). Thanks to Lemma 3.1, Lemma 3.3, and Theorem 1.2, we
have w > −1 in t ∈ R and

−1 < lim sup
t→∞

w(t) ≤ C,

where C > 0 is depending only on k and p. Therefore, by [36, Lemma 3.2], we get
w(t) → 0 as t → ∞. Moreover, since the real parts of the associated eigenvalues
of (3.10) are positive, we get w(t) = 0. In particular, since v(1) = W (1), it

follows that (λ∗, U∗) = (θ(1− θ), (θ(1 − θ))−
1

p−1W + 1) with θ = k
p−1

. Moreover,

we can confirm that U∗ := ((θ(1− θ))−
1

p−1W + 1) ∈ H1
0 (B1) if and only if p > pc.

Next, we show that the bifurcation curve converges to the singular solution.
Let (λ, u) = (λ(β), u(r, α(β)) be a radial solution of (1.1) for f(u) = (1+u)p. We

define v := λ
1

p−1 (u− 1) and w(t) := v(r)W−1(r)− 1 with t = log(− log(r/e)). In
addition, we define ŵ(s) := w(t) = w(t, β) with s = t − logβ

θ
. Then, we remind

that ŵ is the unique solution of (3.8) with the initial condition (3.11). Moreover,
we remind that W−1(r)v(r, β) = ŵ(t − log β

θ
) + 1. Hence, thanks to Proposition

3.5, for each ε > 0, we obtain |v(r, β)|, |v′(r, β)| < C(ε) for all r ∈ [ε, 2] and β > 1,
where C(ε) > 0 is depending only on ε, k and p. In addition, for each ε > 0, there
exists some β(ε) depending only on ε, k and p such that c < v(r, β)W−1(r) < C
for all r ∈ [ε, 2] and β > β(ε), where 0 < c < C is depending only on k and
p. Therefore, by the elliptic regularity theory (see [?]), Arzelà-Ascoli theorem,
and a diagonal argument, there exist a sequence {βn}n∈N and a singular solution
V ∈ C2(0, 1] of (3.1) such that βn → ∞ and v(r, βn) → V in C2

loc(0, e] as n → ∞.
By the uniqueness of a singular solution, it follows that V = W and thus we get
the result.

Finally, we prove the oscillation of the bifurcation curve. Thanks to the above
argument, we have ŵ(s) → 0 as s → −∞. Since

λ(β) = vp−1(1, β) = θ(1− θ)(ŵ(−θ−1 log β) + 1)p−1,

by Proposition 3.4, we deduce that λ(β) turns around θ(1 − θ) infinitely many
times when pc < p < p+JL. �

3.3. Stability of singular solutions. We first prove Theorem 1.4 (ii).

Proof of Theorem 1.4 (ii). For ϕ ∈ C0,1
0 (B1), we get

QU∗
(ϕ) :=

∫

B1

|∇ϕ|2 dx−
∫

B1

pλ∗Vk(|x|)(1 + U∗)
p−1ϕ2 dx

=

∫

B1

|∇ϕ|2 dx−
∫

B1

pVk(|x|)W p−1ϕ2 dx

=

∫

B1

|∇ϕ|2 dx− kp

p− 1

(

1− k

p− 1

)
∫

B1

1

|x|2(log(e/|x|))2ϕ
2 dx.

Since
kp

p− 1

(

1− k

p− 1

)

>
1

4
⇐⇒ p−JL < p < p+JL,

thanks to Proposition 2.5, we get the result. �
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Remark 3.6. By a similar method to that in the proof of Theorem 1.4 (ii), we
deduce that the singular solution W is stable in Be if and only if ps < p ≤ p−JL or
p+JL ≤ p. Moreover, by Theorem 1.2 and Theorem 1.3 (ii), we deduce that when
pc < p, we have W ∈ H1(B1) and v(r, β) > 0 for any r ∈ (0, 1], β > 0.

Thanks to Remark 3.6, we obtain the following separation result by a similar
argument to that in the proof of Proposition 2.7.

Proposition 3.7. We assume that p+JL ≤ p. Let 0 < β < γ and v(r, β) be the

solution of (3.1). Then,

(i) v(r, β) < W (r) in (0, e).
(ii) v(r, β) < v(r, γ) in (0, e).

Proof of Theorem 1.6 (iii). Let us denote by · the differentiation with respect to

β. By Proposition 3.7, we have λ̇ ≥ 0 for all β ∈ R. Thus, it suffices to prove
α̇(β) > 0 for all β ∈ R. We prove the assertion by contradiction. Thus, we

assume that α̇(β0) ≤ 0 for some β0. Since it satisfies (α + 1)λ
1

p−1 = β, we get

λ̇(β0) > 0. By differentiating (1.1) with respect to β, we have
{

−∆u̇ = λpVk(|x|)(1 + u)p−1u̇+ λ̇Vk(|x|)(1 + u)p in B1,

u̇(0) = α̇, u̇(1) = 0, u̇ ∈ C0[0, 1] ∩ C2
loc(0, 1] ∩H1(B1).

Hence, by using a similar argument to that in the proof of Lemma 2.1 provided
α̇(β0) = 0, we deduce that there exists 0 < r0 ≤ 1 such that u̇(r, β0) < 0 in (0, r0)
and u̇(r0, β0) = 0. We define

û(r) =

{

u̇(r, β0) if 0 ≤ r < r0,

0 otherwise.

Since λ̇(β0) > 0, we have
∫

B1

|∇û|2 dx =

∫

B1

λ(β0)pVk(|x|)(1 + u)p−1û2 + λ̇(β0)Vk(|x|)(1 + u)pû dx

<

∫

B1

λ(β0)pVk(|x|)(1 + u)p−1û2 dx.

On the other hand, by Proposition 3.7, we get
∫

B1

λ(β0)pVk(|x|)(1 + u)p−1û2 dx =

∫

B1

pVk(|x|)vp−1û2 dx

≤
∫

B1

pVk(|x|)W p−1û2 dx ≤
∫

B1

|∇û|2 dx,

which is a contradiction. �

Finally, we prove Theorem 1.7 (ii) and (iii).

Proof of Theorem 1.7 (ii) and (iii). We first remark that thanks to Proposition
3.5, we get (ii). Moreover, the result (iii) follows from Proposition 3.7 (ii) in the
case pJL ≤ p. Then, it remains the case pc < p < pJL. For 0 < β < γ, we
define w(t, β) = v(r, β)W−1(r) − 1 with t = log(− log(r/e)). Here, we remark
that w(t, β) > −1 for all β > 0 and w(t, β) → 0 as t → −∞ for all β > 0
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by Proposition 3.5 and the proof of Theorem 1.3 (ii). In addition, we define
w0(t) = w(t, γ)− w(t, β). Then w0 satisfies

d2

dt2
w0 + (2θ − 1)

d

dt
w0 + θ(1− θ)g(t)w0, t ∈ R

with

g(t) =
(w(t, γ) + 1)p − (w(t, β) + 1)p

w(t, γ)− w(t, β)
− 1 ∈ C0(R).

Then, by the fact that w(t, β) → 0 as t → −∞ for all β > 0, we obtain θ(1 −
θ)g(t) → k(1− θ) as t → −∞. Moreover, we remind that all nontrivial solutions
of (3.10) change sign infinitely many times provided pc < p < pJL. Thus, by
Lemma 4.2, we get the result. �

4. Appendix

In this section, we first prove the following

Lemma 4.1. Let N = 2, k ≤ 0, and Vk is that in (1.2). Then, if u ∈ C2(0, 1]
is a non-negative radial function satisfying (1.1) for some λ > 0 and a positive

function f ∈ C0[0,∞). Then, limr→0 u(r) = ∞.

Proof. By a similar argument to that in the proof of Lemma 2.1, we have u′ ≤ 0
in (0, 1). Assume to the contrary that limr→0 u(r) → α for some α > 0. We fix
0 < r1 < r2 < 1 and define m := inf{f(t); 0 ≤ t ≤ α}. Since u satisfies (1.1) and
u′(r1) ≤ 0, it follows for any r1 < r < r2 that

ru′(r) = r1u
′(r1)−

∫ r

r1

λsVk(s)f(u(s)) ds ≤ −
∫ r

r1

λsVk(s)f(u(s)) ds.

Letting r1 → 0, we have

u′(r) ≤ −1

r

∫ r

0

λsVk(s)f(u(s)) ds ≤ −mλ

r

∫ r

0

1

s(− log(s/e))2+k
ds

≤ −mλ

r

∫ r

0

1

s(− log(s/e))2
ds

=
mλ

r log(r/e)
.

Integrating the above over (ρ, r2), we get

u(r2)− u(ρ) ≤ mλ log(− log(r2/e))−mλ log(− log(ρ/e)).

Thus, by letting ρ → 0, we get a contradiction. �

Then, we prove the following type of Sturm’s comparison theorem.

Lemma 4.2. Let q ∈ R. We consider the following equations

y′′ + qy′ + a(t)y = 0, t ∈ R,

z′′ + qz′ + b(t)z = 0, t ∈ R.

We assume that there exists l ∈ R such that a(t) > b(t) in (−∞, l). We assume in

addition that a solution z changes sign infinitely many times on (−∞, l). Then,

any nontrivial solutions y change sign infinitely many times on (−∞, l).
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Proof. We assume that there exist t1 < t2 < l such that z(t1) = z(t2) = 0,
z(t) > 0 in (t1, t2) and y remains positive/negative in [t1, t2]. Without loss of
generality, we suppose that y > 0 in [t1, t2]. Since

[eqt(z′y − y′z)]′ = eqty(t)z(t)(a(t)− b(t)) > 0,

by integrating the above over (t1, t2), we get

eqt2z′(t2)y(t2)− eqt1z′(t1)y(t1) > 0.

Since z′(t2) ≤ 0 and z′(t1) ≥ 0, we get a contradiction. �
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