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UNIQUENESS AND MULTIPLE EXISTENCE OF POSITIVE RADIAL

SOLUTIONS OF THE BREZIS-NIRENBERG PROBLEM ON

ANNULAR DOMAINS IN S
3

NAOKI SHIOJI†, SATOSHI TANAKA∗, AND KOHTARO WATANABE‡

Abstract. The uniqueness and multiple existence of positive radial solutions to the

Brezis-Nirenberg problem on a domain in the 3-dimensional unit sphere S
3







∆S3U − λU + U
p = 0, U > 0 in Ωθ1,θ2 ,

U = 0 on ∂Ωθ1,θ2 ,

for −λ1 < λ ≤ 1 are shown, where ∆S3 is the Laplace-Beltrami operator, λ1 is the first

eigenvalue of −∆S3 and Ωθ1 ,θ2 is an annular domain in S
3: whose great circle distance

(geodesic distance) from (0, 0, 0, 1) is greater than θ1 and less than θ2. A solution is said

to be radial if it depends only on this geodesic distance. It is proved that the number

of positive radial solutions of the problem changes with respect to the exponent p and

parameter λ when θ1 = ε, θ2 = π − ε and 0 < ε is sufficiently small.

1. Introduction

We show the uniqueness and multiple existence of positive radial solutions to Brezis-

Nirenberg type problem on 3-dimensional unit sphere S
3:

(1)




∆S3U − λU + Up = 0, in Ωθ1,θ2 ,

U = 0 on ∂Ωθ1,θ2 ,

in the case −λ1 < λ ≤ 1, where ∆S3 is the Laplace-Beltrami operator, λ1 is the first

eigenvalue of −∆S3 and Ωθ1,θ2 is an annular domain on S
3: whose great circle distance

(geodesic distance) from the North Pole (0, 0, 0, 1) is greater than θ1 and less than θ2. A

solution is said to be “radial” if it depends only on this geodesic distance.

The studies of nonlinear elliptic equations on Riemannian manifolds are recently at-

tracting wide interest because of the characteristic nature of solutions affected by their

curvatures. The Brezis-Nirenberg problem on constant curvature spaces continues to be

studied as a standard problem. For the case of hyperbolic space, the existence and non-

existence of positive solutions of the Brezis-Nirenberg problems on an entire space or a

domain are considered first by Mancini and Sandeep [19]; see also [8, 9, 21, 25]. We note
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that their asymptotic behavior is considered in Bandle and Kabeya [2]. Further, Morabito

[20] studies a problem of expanding annuli in some geometric spaces, which include an

n-dimensional hyperbolic space as a typical case, and shows the existence of non-radial

solutions with a bifurcation argument. We note, Hasegawa [13, 14] studies the critical

exponent of Hénon type equation for the stability of solutions. He also studies the critical

exponent with respect to the existence of sign-changing radial solutions of Hénon type

equation [15].

On the other hand, for the problems on the sphere, Bandle and Peletier [5] and Bandle

and Benguria [1] study the scalar-field equation on geodesic balls (spherical caps) in S
3

and Bandle and Wei [6], Bandle, Kabeya and Ninomiya [3, 4] study the same problem

on spherical caps in S
N ; see also Kosaka and Miyamoto [18] and Hirose [16]. For the

Brezis-Nirenberg problem on spherical cap, Brezis and Peletier [7] studies the problem in

the case of S3 with critical Sobolev exponent.

In contrast, very little is known about the problems on annular domains in S
N , except

the results of Shioji and Watanabe [22, 23]. From this situation, in the present paper,

we investigate the multiple existence of positive radial solutions of the Brezis-Nirenberg

problem in annular domains, which are symmetric with respect to the equator of S3 (hence

θ1 = ε and θ2 = π − ε). Since the domains are symmetric with respect to the equator,

we can naturally expect the existence of solutions symmetric with respect to the equator,

which we call these solutions “radial even function solutions” for short. As stated, we are

concerned with the multiple existence of solutions, though, as well as, we have interests

in the qualitative nature of solutions, concretely the existence and non-existence of radial

non-even function solutions.

Main result is as follows:

Theorem 1. For each p > 1, there exists εp ∈ (0, π/2) such that if 0 < ε ≤ εp, then the

following (i)–(vii) hold:

(i) If −λ1 < λ ≤ 0 and p > 1, then problem (1) has a unique positive radial solution

and it is an even function, where

λ1 =
π2

4
(
π
2 − ǫ

)2 − 1 > 0(2)

is the first eigenvalue of the Laplacian −∆S3;

(ii) if 0 < λ ≤ 3/4 and 1 < p ≤ 5, then problem (1) has a unique positive radial

solution and it is an even function;

(iii) if 0 < λ ≤ 3/4 and p > 5, then problem (1) has at least five positive radial

solutions (at least three even function solutions and at least two non-even function

solutions);
2



(iv) if 3/4 < λ ≤ 1 and 1 < p ≤ I(λ), then problem (1) has a unique positive radial

solution and it is an even function, where

I(λ) =
(
7− 6λ− cos

(
π
√
1− λ

))
/
(
2λ− 1− cos

(
π
√
1− λ

))
;(3)

(v) if 3/4 < λ ≤ 1 and 3/λ + 1 < p ≤ 5, then problem (1) has at least three positive

radial solutions (unique even function solution and at least two non-even function

solutions);

(vi) if 3/4 < λ ≤ 1 and p > 5 then problem (1) has at least five positive radial

solutions (at least three even function solutions and at least two non-even function

solutions);

(vii) if 3/4 < λ ≤ 1 and 1 < p ≤ 5, then problem (1) has a unique positive radial even

function solution.

Here, we state some remarks about Theorem 1.

Remark 1.

(i) The exponent p+ 1 = 6, which separates unique existence and multiple existence

of positive even function solutions, coincides with the critical exponent of Sobolev

embedding H1
0 (Ω) →֒ Lp+1(Ω) where Ω is a three-dimensional bounded domain.

(ii) In the cases of Theorem 1 (iv) and (v), the uniqueness of positive radial solutions

breaks at some point in the interval [I(λ), 3/λ + 1]. The exact value of p, that

separates the “unique existence” from “multiple existence” of positive radial so-

lutions, remains open. However, if λ is sufficiently close to 3/4, the difference

(3/λ+ 1)− I(λ) is arbitrarily small; see Figure 1.

(iii) For the case 0 < p < 1 (sublinear case), from general results of sublinear ODE

(for example, p. 266 of Walter [29]), we know that (1) has a unique positive

radial solution. Moreover, from the non-increasing property of h(t) in (8) and the

application of celebrated Gidas-Ni-Nirenberg theorem [11], it is an even function.

Here, we note that from Lemma 4 below, it is demonstrated that the solution which

satisfy Theorem 1.6 of Brezis-Pletier [7] is never achieved within the range −λ1 < λ ≤ 1:

Theorem A ([7, Theorem 1.6]). Let m ≥ 1, p = 5 and λ > m(m + 1). For every

k ∈ {1, 2, . . . ,m}, there exists a solution ũk of (5) with boundary condition ũk(−π/2) =
ũk(π/2) ≥ 0 and following properties

(a) ũk(r) has exactly k local maxima (or “spikes”) on (−π/2, π/2)
(b) ũk(−r) = ũk(r), (0 < r < π/2)

(c) ũk(π/2) < |λ|
1

p−1 .

Concretely, as a corollary of Lemma 4 we obtain:
3
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Figure 1. Each graphs appearing in Theorem 1.

Corollary 1. Assume −λ1 < λ ≤ 1, 1 < p ≤ 5. Then, the non-negative even function

solution of (5) is only a constant solution u ≡ |λ|
1

p−1 (thus, no “spike” solution exists).

Before we get into the details, let us sketch the outline of this paper.

First, employing the Pohožaev type identity, we prove (i), (ii), (iv) and (vii) of Theorem

1 (We note assertion (ii) follows from Theorem 13 (i)-(b) of [22]). We note that there exists

a solution that attains the infimum of a Rayleigh quotient. We call it an even least energy

solution. When 0 < λ ≤ 1 and p > 5, the even least energy solution converges to 0 as

ε→ 0. Combining this property with a shooting method, we give a proof of (iii) and (vi)

of Theorem 1. One of three solutions obtained in (iii) and (vi) of Theorem 1 is close to 0

and other two are close to λ1/(p−1). We note here that U ≡ λ1/(p−1) is a constant solution

of ∆S3U − λU +Up = 0. For the case (v), we show that the Morse index of the even least

energy solution is greater than 1 in the radial function space. On the other hand, it is

known that the Morse index of the (not limited to even) least energy solution is 1, and

hence the least energy solution must be non-even. While the case p > 5, (vi) of Theorem

1 is obtained through evaluating the second variation of the Rayleigh quotient and using

a brow-up-like argument.

2. Uniqueness results

In this section, we show the uniqueness results in Theorem 1 (assertions (i), (ii), (iv)

and (vii)).
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2.1. Uniqueness of even function solutions. Let τ denote a geodesic distance from

the North Pole; see Figure 2. Since (x1, x2, x3, x4) ∈ Ωε,π−ε ⊂ R
4 can be expressed as

(x1, x2, x3, x4) = (cos τ, sin τ cos u, sin τ sinu cos v, sin τ sinu sin v)

with (τ, u, v) satisfying τ ∈ (ε, π − ε), u ∈ [0, π], v ∈ [0, 2π), Riemannian metric tensors of

S
3 induced from the canonical inner product of R4 become gττ = 1, guu = (sin τ)2, gvv =

(sin τ)2(sinu)2, gτu = gτv = guv = 0. Hence every positive radial solution, which depends

only on τ of (1) satisfies

t

ε

Figure 2. The domain Ωε,π−ε.




uττ (τ) + 2(cot τ)uτ (τ)− λu(τ) + u(τ)p = 0, u(τ) > 0, τ ∈ (ε, π − ε) ,

u (ε) = u (π − ε) = 0.
(4)

Set r = τ − (π/2) and a = (π/2) − ε, we have from (4),



urr(r)− 2(tan r)ur(r)− λu(r) + u(r)p = 0, u(r) > 0, r ∈ (−a, a),
u(−a) = u(a) = 0.

(5)

Now we define the functions ψ and φ by

ψ(r) =





cosh(r
√
λ− 1), λ > 1,

1, λ = 1,

cos(r
√
1− λ), λ < 1,

5



and

φ(r) =
ψ(r)

cos r
.

Then φ is a solution of

(6) φrr − 2(tan r)φr − λφ = 0,

φ(r) > 0 for r ∈ (−a, a) when λ > −λ1 and ψ is a solution of

ψrr(r) + (1− λ)ψ(r) = 0,

ψ(r) > 0 for r ∈ (−a, a) when λ > −λ1. From (6), we know that the first eigenvalue λ1 of

∆S3 satisfies the relation (hence we obtain (2))

a
√

1− λ1 =
π

2
.

Moreover we set

t(r) =





1√
λ− 1

tanh(r
√
λ− 1), λ > 1,

r, λ = 1,

1√
1− λ

tan(r
√
1− λ), λ < 1,

and let r(t) is the inverse function of t(r). We note that

(t(r))r =
1

ψ(r)2
=

1

(cos r)2φ(r)2
.

Now we set w(t) = u(r(t))/φ(r(t)), that is, u(r) = w(t(r))φ(r). Then (5) is rewritten as




wtt(t) + (cos r(t))1−pψ(r(t))p+3w(t)p = 0, w(t) > 0, r ∈ (−b, b),
w(−b) = w(b) = 0,

(7)

where b := t(a). In the followings we sometimes use the abbreviation

h(t) = (cos r(t))1−pψ(r(t))p+3 = (cos r(t))1−p
(
cos
(
r(t)

√
1− λ

))p+3
(8)

for the sake of simplicity when λ ≤ 1. We also use the expression

h̄(r) = (cos r)1−p
(
cos
(
r
√
1− λ

))p+3
.(9)

We note that the differential equation of (7) has an exact solution.

Lemma 1. The function λ1/(p−1)/φ(r(t)) = λ1/(p−1) cos r(t)/ψ(r(t)) is a solution of

wtt(t) + (cos r(t))1−pψ(r(t))p+3w(t)p = 0.
6



We consider the following initial value problem associated with (7):




wtt(t) + (cos r(t))1−p ψ(r(t))p+3 |w(t)|p−1w(t) = 0, t ∈ (0, b),

w(0) = α, wt(0) = 0,
(10)

where α > 0. We denote by w(r;α) a solution of (10) and denote by Z(α) ∈ (0, b] the first

zero in (0, b] of (10), if it exists. Since h ∈ C∞[0, b), from [12], the solution w(t;α) of (10)

is unique and w(t;α) is C1 functions on the set [0, b) × (0,∞). Hence Z is a continuous

function of α, if α satisfies Z(α) < b.

Since Theorem 1 assumes

−λ1 < λ ≤ 1,(11)

from now on we assume (11).

Now we obtain the following limit property of Z(α) for large α:

Lemma 2. For all sufficiently large α > 0, there exists Z(α) and it satisfies

lim
α→∞

Z(α) = 0.

Proof. Although this lemma can be proved almost the same as Lemmas 2.4 and 2.5 of

[27], we give its proof in Appendix A for the sake of convenience. �

Here, we prove that problem (7) always has at least one positive solution w ∈ C2[−a, a].

Lemma 3. Let p > 1and H1
0 (−b, b) be a Sobolev space whose elements vanish at t = ±b,

(0 < b < t(π/2)). Then, a positive solution w ∈ C2[−b, b] of (7) always exists and it is a

minimizer of the Rayleigh quotient

inf
{w∈H1

0
(−b,b) |w 6≡0}

R(w) := inf
{w∈H1

0
(−b,b) |w 6≡0}

∫ b
−bwt(t)

2dt
(∫ b

−b (cos r(t))
1−p ψ(r(t))p+3|w(t)|p+1dt

) 2

p+1

.

(12)

Also, there exists a positive even function solution w ∈ C2[−b, b] of (7) which is a mini-

mizer of

E(b) := inf
{w∈H1

0
(−b,b) |w 6≡0,w:even}

R(w).(13)

We call w ∈ C2[−b, b] a least energy solution of (7) if w is a solution of (7) and a

minimizer of the Rayleigh quotient (12). We also call w ∈ C2[−b, b] an even least energy

solution of (7) if w is a solution of (7) and a minimizer of (13).
7



Proof of Lemma 3. We show the minimizer of R exists for the case of (12). Since we

consider a minimization problem, we can consider the infimum of R on the set

BK =

{
w ∈ H1

0 (−b, b) | ‖w‖H1
0
(−b,b) ≤ K and

∫ b

−b
(cos r(t))1−p ψ(r(t))p+3|w(t)|p+1dt = 1

}

for K > 0 is large enough. Since the Sobolev embedding H1
0 (−b, b) ⊂ L∞(−b, b) is

compact, BK is a weak compact set. Hence, from the weak lower-semi-continuity of

‖w‖2
H1

0
(−b,b)

, a minimizer w̃ of R exists. Noting ‖w̃‖H1
0
(−b,b) = ‖|w̃|‖H1

0
(−b,b), we can assume

the minimizer is non-negative. Hence, there exists a Lagrange multiplier µ > 0 such that

w̃ satisfies



−w̃tt(r) = µ (cos r(t))1−p ψ(r(t))p+3w̃(t)p, r ∈ (−b, b),
w̃(−b) = w̃(b) = 0.

By taking w = µ1/(p−1)w̃, we see that w is also a minimizer of R and satisfies (7). Assume

w(r0) = 0 for some r0 ∈ (−b, b). Then, from the non-negativity of w, wr(r0) = 0. However,

from the uniqueness of initial value problem, we obtain w ≡ 0 on [−b, b]. This contradicts
to

∫ b

−b
(cos r(t))1−p ψ(r(t))p+3|w(t)|p+1dt

= µ
p+1

p−1

∫ b

−b
(cos r(t))1−p ψ(r(t))p+3|w̃(t)|p+1dt = µ

p+1

p−1 > 0.

Hence w is positive in (−b, b). The assertion for (13) is shown in a similar way. �

First, we show the assertion (vii) of Theorem 1.

Lemma 4. Assume 3/4 < λ ≤ 1 and 1 < p ≤ 5. Then, for 0 < b < t(π/2), an even

function solution of (7) is unique. While in the case b = t(π/2), an even function solution

of (7) satisfying w(0) ≥ λ
1

p−1 is unique and it is w(t) = λ
1

p−1 (cos r(t))/ cos(
√
1− λr(t)).

Proof. We note that if 0 < b < (π/2), an even function solution of (7) always exists from

Lemma 3. To prove the uniqueness of even function solutions, we use a Pohožaev type

function of [23,24]. Assume 0 < b < t(π/2) and there exist two distinct solutions w(t;α1)

and w(t;α2) of (10) satisfying Z(α1) = Z(α2) = b, where 0 < α1 < α2. Since by Lemma 2,

Z(α) → 0 as α→ ∞, we can assume (i) w(t;α1) and w(t;α2) intersect exactly once on (0, b)

or (ii) w(t;α1) and w(t;α2) does not intersect on (0, b) (see Proposition 1.1 and Lemma

1.2 of Kabeya and Tanaka [17], see also Lemma 1 of Shioji and Watanabe [23]). We show

that (ii) cannot happen. To the contrary, we assume (ii). Thus, w(t;α2) > w(t;α1) > 0

for t ∈ [0, b). By integrating the following identity

[wt(t;α2)w(t;α1)− wt(t;α1)w(t;α2)]t
8



= h(t)w(t;α2)w(t;α1)
(
−w(t;α2)

p−1 + w(t;α1)
p−1
)

on (0, b), we see that the left-hand-side is zero, while the right-hand-side is negative, which

is a contradiction.

Next, we consider the case b = t(π/2). Assume that there exists α∗ > λ
1

p−1 such that

Z(α∗) = t(π/2). Then, again the solution w(t;λ
1

p−1 ) = λ
1

p−1 (cos r(t))/ cos(
√
1− λr(t))

and w(t;α∗) satisfies the following: (i) intersect once on (0, t(π/2)) or (ii) they do not

intersect each other on (0, t(π/2)). We claim that (ii) does not occur. To the contrary, we

assume (ii). Integrating the following identity

[
wt(t;α

∗)w(t;λ
1

p−1 )− wt(t;λ
1

p−1 )w(t;α∗)
]

t

= h(t)w(t;α∗)w(t;λ
1

p−1 )
(
−w(t;α∗)p−1 + w(t;λ

1

p−1 )p−1
)

on (0, t), we obtain

(14) wt(t;α
∗)w(t;λ

1

p−1 )− wt(t;λ
1

p−1 )w(t;α∗)

=

∫ t

0
h(s)w(s;α∗)w(s;λ

1

p−1 )
(
−w(s;α∗)p−1 + w(s;λ

1

p−1 )p−1
)
ds.

We find that the right-hand-side of (14) is negative. We verify that the left-hand-side of

(14) tends to zero as t → t(π/2) (this is unclear, since it might be that wt(t;α
∗) → ∞ as

t→ t(π/2)). We see the second term of the left-hand-side satisfies

wt(t;λ
1

p−1 )w(t;α∗) → 0 as t→ t(π/2).

While, for the first term of the left-hand-side of (14), noting the concavity of w, we obtain
∣∣∣wt

(
t
(π
2
− ε
)
;α∗
)
w
(
t
(π
2
− ε
)
;λ

1

p−1

)∣∣∣

≤
∣∣∣∣∣
w
(
t(π2 − ε);α∗)− w

(
t(π2 );α

∗)

t(π/2 − ε)− t(π/2)

∣∣∣∣∣w
(
t
(π
2
− ε
)
;λ

1

p−1

)

=
∣∣∣w
(
t
(π
2
− ε
)
;α∗
)∣∣∣ ·

∣∣∣∣
−ε

t(π/2− ε)− t(π/2)

∣∣∣∣ ·
∣∣∣∣∣

λ
1

p−1 cos
(
π
2 − ε

)

ε
(
cos

√
1− λ

(
π
2 − ε

))
∣∣∣∣∣→ 0 as ε→ 0.

Hence, the left-hand-side of (14) tends to zero as t → t(π/2). Therefore, we can assume

(i) in both cases 0 < b < t(π/2) and b = t(π/2). From this, we additionally obtain

wt

(
t
(π
2

)
;λ

1

p−1

)

=
d

dr

(
λ

1

p−1 cos r

cos
(√

1− λr
)
)∣∣∣∣∣

r=π
2

· dr
dt

∣∣∣∣
t=t(π

2
)

= −λ
1

p−1 cos
(√

1− λ
π

2

)
≤ wt

(
t
(π
2

)
;α∗
)
≤ 0.

Thus, especially we have

−∞ < wt

(
t
(π
2

)
;α∗
)
≤ 0.(15)

9



Put w1(t) = w(t;α1), w2(t) = w(t;α2) in the case 0 < b < t(π/2) and w1(r) = w(t;λ
1

p−1 ), w2(t) =

w(t;α∗) in the case b = t(π/2). We claim that w1(t)/w2(t) is monotone increasing. By

direct computation, it holds
(
w1(t)

w2(t)

)

t

=
w1;t(r)w2(t)− w1(t)w2;t(t)

w2(t)2
,(16)

and

(w1;t(r)w2(t)− w1(t)w2;t(t))t = h(t)w1(t)w2(t)
(
−w1(t)

p−1 + w2(t)
p−1
)
.

Since w1 and w2 intersect only once on (0, b), (w1;t(t)w2(t)− w1(t)w2;r(t))t changes its

sign form + to − once on (0, b). Noting (15) in the case b = t(π/2), we have

w1;t(b)w2(b)−w1(b)w2;t(b) = 0, w1;t(0)w2(0)− w1(0)w2;t(0) = 0.

Hence from (16), we obtain
(
w1(t)

w2(t)

)

t

> 0, t ∈ (0, b).(17)

Here, we introduce a Pohožaev type function J(r;w) which is used in [23,24]:

J(t;w) =
1

2
a(t)wt(t)

2 + b(t)wt(t)w(t) +
1

2
c(t)w(t)2 +

1

p+ 1
a(t)h(t)w(t)p+1,(18)

where w is a solution of (7). If a(t), b(t), c(t) are fixed to

a(t) = b− t, b(t) =
1

2
, c(t) = 0,

it holds that

dJ(t;w)

dt
=

(
1

2
at(t) + b(t)

)
wt(t)

2 + (bt(t) + c(t))wt(t)w(t)(19)

+
1

2
ct(t)w(t)

2 +

{
−b(t)h(t) + 1

p+ 1
(a(t)h(t))t

}
w(t)p+1

= H(t)w(t)p+1,

where

H(t) = −1

2
h(t) +

1

p+ 1
((b− t)h(t))t =

1

p+ 1

(
−p+ 3

2
h(t) + (b− t)ht(t)

)
.(20)

The last term of (20) can be rewritten as:

1

p+ 1

(
−p+ 3

2
h(t) + (b− t)ht(t)

)
(21)

=
1

p+ 1

(
−p+ 3

2
h̄(r) + (t(a)− t(r))h̄r(r) ·

dr

dt

)

=
1

p+ 1

(
−p+ 3

2
h̄(r) + (t(a)− t(r))h̄r(r) ·

(
cos r

√
1− λ

)2)

10



We put

ϕ(r, a) = −p+ 3

2
+ (t(a)− t(r))

h̄r(r)

h̄(r)

(
cos r

√
1− λ

)2
.(22)

We treat the case λ < 1. Since by (9), we obtain

h̄r(r)

h̄(r)

(
cos r

√
1− λ

)

=− (p+ 3)
√
1− λ sin

(
r
√
1− λ

)
+ (p− 1) cos

(
r
√
1− λ

)
tan(r).

Also, we have

(t(a)− t(r))
(
cos r

√
1− λ

)
=

(
tan

(
a
√
1− λ

)
− tan

(
r
√
1− λ

)
√
1− λ

)(
cos(r

√
1− λ)

)

=
sec(a

√
1− λ) sin

(
(a− r)

√
1− λ

)
√
1− λ

.

Substituting these to (22), we have the following expression:

ϕ(r, a) =− p+ 3

2
− 1√

1− λ
· sec(a

√
1− λ) sin

(
(a− r)

√
1− λ

)
·(23)

·
[
(p + 3)

√
1− λ sin

(
r
√
1− λ

)
− (p − 1) cos

(
r
√
1− λ

)
tan(r)

]
.

We show that

ϕ(r, a) < 0, r ∈ (0, a),(24)

and hence H(t) < 0 on (0, b). We temporally assume that (24) holds. Define d =

w1(0)/w2(0) < 1, then from (17), (19), (24) and (15) (this inequality is used to show

J(b;w2) = 0, in the case b = t(π/2)), we obtain

0 <

∫ b

0
H(r)

(
dp+1 −

(
w1(t)

w2(t)

)p+1
)
w2(t)

p+1dt

=

∫ b

0

(
dp+1dJ(t;w2)

dr
− dJ(t;w1)

dt

)
dt

= dp+1 (J(b;w2)− J(0;w2))− J(b;w1) + J(0;w1)

= −dp+1J(0;w2) + J(0;w1)

= −
(
w1(0)

w2(0)

)p+1 bh(0)

p+ 1
w2(0)

p+1 +
bh(0)

p+ 1
w1(0)

p+1 = 0.

Hence, we obtain a contradiction.

Now, we show (24). It is easy to see that for r ∈ S+ ∩ (0, a), it holds that ϕ(r, a) < 0,

where

S+ = {r ∈ (0, π/2) | (p + 3)
√
1− λ sin

(
r
√
1− λ

)
− (p− 1) cos

(
r
√
1− λ

)
tan(r) ≥ 0}.

11



For fixed r ∈ (0, a) \ S+, ϕ(r, a) is monotone increasing with respect to a, since

∂ϕ

∂a
(r, a) =−

(
sec
(
a
√
1− λ

))2 (
cos
(
r
√
1− λ

))
·

·
[
(p+ 3)

√
1− λ sin

(
r
√
1− λ

)
− (p − 1) cos

(
r
√
1− λ

)
tan(r)

]
> 0.

Thus it is enough to show that ϕ(r, π/2) < 0 for r ∈ (0, π/2) \ S+ (indeed, we show in

the followings that ϕ(r, π/2) < 0 for r ∈ (0, π/2)). Since it holds sin
(
(π/2− r)

√
1− λ

)
<√

1− λ cot(r) for r ∈ (0, π/2),

sin
((π

2
− r
)√

1− λ
)
tan(r) <

√
1− λ, r ∈

(
0,
π

2

)
.(25)

Applying (25), we obtain

ϕ
(
r,
π

2

)
< −p+ 3

2
− sec

(
π
2

√
1− λ

)
√
1− λ

·

·
[
(p+ 3)

√
1− λ sin

(
r
√
1− λ

)
sin
((π

2
− r
)√

1− λ
)
− (p− 1)

√
1− λ cos

(
r
√
1− λ

)]

=
1

2
sec
(π
2

√
1− λ

) [
−(p+ 3) cos

((π
2
− 2r

)√
1− λ

)
+ 2(p − 1) cos

(
r
√
1− λ

)]

=: φ(r).

By direct computation, it holds

φr(r) =−
√
1− λ sec

(π
2

√
1− λ

) [
(p+ 3) sin

((π
2
− 2r

)√
1− λ

)
+ (p − 1) sin

(
r
√
1− λ

)]

φrr(r) =(1− λ) sec
(π
2

√
1− λ

) [
2(p + 3) cos

((π
2
− 2r

)√
1− λ

)
− (p− 1) cos

(
r
√
1− λ

)]
.

We show φ(r) < 0 for r ∈ [π/4, π/2). Since

0 ≤
(
2r − π

2

)√
1− λ < r

√
1− λ <

π

2
, r ∈ [π/4, π/2),

φrr(r) > 0 on [π/4, π/2). Moreover, we have

φr

(π
4

)
=−

√
1− λ(p − 1) sec

(π
2

√
1− λ

)
sin
(π
2

√
1− λ

)
< 0,

φr

(π
2

)
=4

√
1− λ tan

(π
2

√
1− λ

)
> 0.

So, φ has a unique minimum point on (π/4, π/2). On the other hand, it holds

φ
(π
4

)
=
1

2
sec
(π
2

√
1− λ

) [
−3− p+ 2(p− 1) cos

(π
4

√
1− λ

)]

<
1

2
sec
(π
2

√
1− λ

)
[−3− p+ 2(p − 1)]

=
1

2
sec
(π
2

√
1− λ

)
(p− 5) ≤ 0,

φ
(π
2

)
=
1

2
(p− 5) ≤ 0.

12



Thus ϕ(r, π/2) < φ(r) ≤ 0 on [π/4, π/2). In the case of r ∈ (0, π/4), it holds

sin
(
r
√
1− λ

)
>

4

π
sin
(π
4

√
1− λ

)
r and tan(r) <

4

π
r,

so for r ∈ (0, π/4), we obtain

ϕ(r, π/2) <− 1

2
(p + 3)− 1√

1− λ
sec
(π
2

√
1− λ

)
sin
((π

2
− r
)√

1− λ
)
·

·
[√

1− λ(p+ 3)

(
4

π
sin
(π
4

√
1− λ

)
r

)
− (p− 1)

(
4

π
r

)]

=− 1

2
(p + 3)− 1√

1− λ
sec
(π
2

√
1− λ

) [
r sin

((π
2
− r
)√

1− λ
)]

·

· 4
π

[√
1− λ(p+ 3) sin

(π
4

√
1− λ

)
− (p− 1)

]
=: φ̃(r)

Since
[
r sin

((
π
2 − r

)√
1− λ

)]
is monotone increasing for r ∈ (0, π/4), it is enough to show

φ̃(0) ≤ 0 and φ̃(π/4) < 0. We have

φ̃
(π
4

)
= −p+ 3

2

− 1√
1− λ

sec
(π
2

√
1− λ

)
sin
(π
4

√
1− λ

) [√
1− λ(p+ 3) sin

(π
4

√
1− λ

)
− (p− 1)

]
,

φ̃(0) = −p+ 3

2
< 0.

We can observe that φ̃(π/4) is a first order polynomial with respect to p and its coefficient

is

sec
(
π
2

√
1− λ

)

2
√
1− λ

(
−
√
1− λ+ 2 sin

(π
4

√
1− λ

))
> 0.

Hence we show that φ̃(π/4) < 0 for p = 5. Substituting p = 5 to φ̃(π/4) we obtain

4 sec
(
π
2

√
1− λ

)
√
1− λ

[
sin
(π
4

√
1− λ

)
−

√
1− λ

]
< 0.

For the case λ = 1, it holds

ϕ(r, a) = −p+ 3

2
+ (p− 1)(a− r)(tan r) ≤ −p+ 3

2
+ (p− 1)(

π

2
− r)(tan r).(26)

We can easily show the right-hand-side of (26) is negative for r ∈ (0, π/2) and 1 < p ≤ 5.

This completes the proof. �

We prove Corollary 1.

Proof of Corollary 1. First we note the proof of Lemma 4 is also applicable to the case

−λ1 < λ ≤ 3/4. Recall that in the case b = t(π/2) and w(0) ≥ |λ|
1

p−1 , even function

solution of (7) is unique and hence even function solution of (5) with a = π/2 is unique

(u ≡ |λ|
1

p−1 ). The assumption w(0) ≥ |λ|
1

p−1 was used to derive the relation (15). Thus,
13



in the case w(0) < |λ|
1

p−1 , if (15) holds, uniqueness of even function solution of (7) also

follows. Now suppose wt(t(π/2;w(0))) = −∞. Since

wt(t) = ur(r(t))(cos r(t))ψ(r(t)) − u(r(t)) [ψr(r(t))(cos r(t)) + ψ(r(t))(sin r(t))] ,(27)

and

lim
t→t(π/2)

|u(r(t)) [ψr(r(t))(cos r(t)) + ψ(r(t))(sin r(t))] | <∞,

it holds

−ur(r) = o
(
(cos r)−1

)
as r → π/2.

Though, this implies limr→π/2 u(r) = −∞. Hence it can not be a non-negative solution of

(5). �

Lemma 5. Assume p > 3 and 0 < λ ≤ 1. Then, the first zero Z(α) of the solution to

(10) exists in (0, t(π/2)].

Proof. Assume to the contrary w(t) > 0 for t ∈ [0, t(π/2)]. For simplicity, we denote

limt→t(π/2) w(t) = w0 > 0. We note it holds

cos(r(t)) ≥ 2

π

(π
2
− r(t)

)
, t ∈ [0, t(π/2)].

and

ψ(r(t)) = cos(r(t)
√
1− λ) ≥ cos

(π
2

√
1− λ

)
= m, t ∈ [0, t(π/2)].

Then, from (10) for t ∈ (0, t(π/2)), it holds

−w(t) + w(0) =

∫ t

0

∫ τ

0
(cos r(s))1−p ψ(r(s))p+3w(s)pdsdτ

(28)

>

(
2

π

)1−p

mp+3wp
0

∫ t

0

∫ τ

0

(π
2
− r(s)

)1−p
dsdτ

=

(
2

π

)1−p

mp+3wp
0

∫ t

0

∫ r(τ)

0

(π
2
− r
)1−p

· 1
(
cos r

√
1− λ

)2drdτ

>

(
2

π

)1−p

mp+3wp
0

∫ t

0

∫ r(τ)

0

(π
2
− r
)1−p

drdτ

=

(
2

π

)1−p

mp+3wp
0 ·

1

p− 2

∫ t

0

(π
2
− r(τ)

)2−p
−
(π
2

)2−p
dτ

=

(
2

π

)1−p

mp+3wp
0 ·

1

p− 2

∫ r(t)

0

[(π
2
− r
)2−p

−
(π
2

)2−p
]
· 1
(
cos r

√
1− λ

)2 dr

>

(
2

π

)1−p

mp+3wp
0 ·

1

p− 2

∫ r(t)

0

(π
2
− r
)2−p

−
(π
2

)2−p
dr.

14



Letting t → t(π/2), hence r(t) → π/2, the left-hand-side of (28) is finite, though the

right-hand-side goes to infinity since 3 < p. Hence a contradiction. �

2.2. General uniqueness. In this section, we consider the uniqueness of positive radial

solution of (7), without restricting to even functions. First, we show Theorem 1-(ii).

Proof of Theorem 1-(ii). The claim is proved by Theorem 13-(i)-(b) of [22], which states

that if p ≤ min{6/λ − 3, 5}, then (7) has a unique positive radial solution. We note if

0 < λ ≤ 3/4, min{6/λ − 3, 5} = 5. Thus, we have proved the assertion. �

Next, we show Theorem 1-(i).

Proof of Theorem 1-(i). To the contrary, assume that (7) has two distinct solutions w1

and w2 satisfying w1;t(−b) < w2;t(−b). Then it holds from [23, Lemma 2],

d

dt

(
w1(t)

w2(t)

)
> 0, t ∈ (−b, b).(29)

Putting

a(t) = b2 − t2, b(t) = t, c(t) = −1

in (18), we obtain (19) as in Lemma 4, where

H(t) = −b(t)h(t) + 1

p+ 1
(a(t)h(t))t = −p+ 3

p+ 1
th(t) +

1

p+ 1

(
b2 − t2

)
ht(t).(30)

The last term of (30) can be rewritten as:

= −p+ 3

p+ 1
th(t) +

1

p+ 1

(
b2 − t2

)
ht(t)(31)

=
1

p+ 1

(
−(p+ 3)t(r)h̄(r) +

(
t(a)2 − t(r)2

)
h̄r(r) ·

dr

dt

)

=
1

p+ 1

(
−(p+ 3)t(r)h̄(r) +

(
t(a)2 − t(r)2

)
h̄r(r) ·

(
cos r

√
1− λ

)2)
.

We note it holds

h̄r(r)
(
cos r

√
1− λ

)
=

(
(cos r)1−p

(
cos r

√
1− λ

)p+3
)

r

(
cos r

√
1− λ

)

= (cos r)−p
(
cos r

√
1− λ

)p+3
·

·
[
(p− 1)

(
cos r

√
1− λ

)
(sin r)− (p+ 3)

√
1− λ(cos r)

(
sin r

√
1− λ

)]
,

(
t(a)2 − t(r)2

) (
cos r

√
1− λ

)
=

[(
tan a

√
1− λ√

1− λ

)2

−
(
tan r

√
1− λ√

1− λ

)2
](

cos r
√
1− λ

)

=
1

1− λ

[(
cos r

√
1− λ

)(
sec a

√
1− λ

)2
− (sec r

√
1− λ)

]
.
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Thus, we have

H(t) =
(cos r(t))−p

(
cos r(t)

√
1− λ

)p+3

(p+ 1)(1 − λ)
·

(32)

·
[
−(p− 1)(sin r(t)) +

(
sec a

√
1− λ

)2 (
cos r(t)

√
1− λ

)
·

·
(
(p − 1)

(
cos r(t)

√
1− λ

)
(sin r(t))− (p + 3)

√
1− λ

(
sin r(t)

√
1− λ

)
(cos r(t))

)]
.

We put

ϕ(r, a) :=− (p− 1)(sin r) +
(
sec a

√
1− λ

)2 (
cos r

√
1− λ

)
·(33)

·
(
(p− 1)

(
cos r

√
1− λ

)
(sin r)− (p + 3)

√
1− λ

(
sin r

√
1− λ

)
(cos r)

)

From (32), we observe H is an odd function, so if H(t) < 0 for t ∈ (0, b), we see that H

changes its sign from + to − only once at t = 0 on (−b, b). We temporally assume that

H(t) < 0 for t ∈ (0, b). Define d = w1(0)/w2(0), then from (29) and negativity of H on

(0, b) (and positivity of H on (−b, 0)), we obtain

0 <

∫ b

−b
H(t)

(
dp+1 −

(
w1(t)

w2(t)

)p+1
)
w2(t)

p+1dt

= dp+1 (J(b;w2)− J(−b;w2))− J(b;w1) + J(−b;w1) = 0.

Hence a contradiction. Now, we show H(t) < 0 for t ∈ (0, b) (actually, we show ϕ(r, a) < 0

for r ∈ (0, a)). We can see that (dropping the term −2(p − 1)(sin r)),

ϕ(r, a) <2
(
sec a

√
1− λ

)2 (
cos r

√
1− λ

)
·

·
(
(p− 1)

(
cos r

√
1− λ

)
(sin r)− (p + 3)

√
1− λ

(
sin r

√
1− λ

)
(cos r)

)
.

Hence it is enough to show that

p− 1− (p+ 3)
√
1− λ(cot r)(tan r

√
1− λ) < 0, r ∈ (0, a).

Since

−
√
1− λ(sin 2r) + sin 2r

√
1− λ < 0, r ∈ (0, a),

it holds
(
−(cot r) tan r

√
1− λ

)
r
< 0, , r ∈ (0, a).

Since

p− 1− (p + 3) lim
r→0

(√
1− λ(cot r)(tan r

√
1− λ)

)
= −4 + (p + 3)λ < 0,

we have shown the assertion. �
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Assertion (iv) of Theorem 1 is rather comlicated, thus we show this part in the Appendix

B.

3. Multiple existence Results

3.1. Multiple existence of non-even function solutions. In this subsection, a part

of assertions (iii), (v) and (vi) of Theorem 1 is proved. First, we introduce the Morse

index of a solution to problem (7). The Morse index of a solution w to (7) is defined as

the number of negative eigenvalues to



Φtt(t) + p (cos r(t))1−p ψ(r(t))p+3w(t)p−1Φ(t) + µΦ(t) = 0, t ∈ (−b, b),
Φ(−b) = Φ(b) = 0.

(34)

The following is known.

Lemma 6. The Morse index of the least energy solution to the Rayleigh quotient (12) is

one.

For the proof of this lemma, see; Lemma 3 in Takahashi [26]. Using Lemma 6, we obtain

the following proposition which shows assertion (v) of Theorem 1.

By the following proposition, we obtain (iv) of Theorem 1.

Proposition 1. Let 3/4 < λ ≤ 1. For each p satisfying

3

λ
+ 1 < p ≤ 5,(35)

there exists εp ∈ (0, π/2) such that if 0 < ε < εp and a = π/2−ε are satisfied, then problem

(7) has at least three positive radial solutions (one solution is a unique even function

solution and other two solutions are non-even function solutions which are minimizers of

(12)).

Proof. The uniqueness of positive even function solution for 1 < p ≤ 5 follows from Lemma

4. By Lemmas 4 and 5, for each α > λ1/(p−1), the first zero Z(α) of the solution of (7)

exists in (0, t(π/2)). Hence, Z(α) is continuous in α > λ1/(p−1). Since w(r;λ1/(p−1)) =

λ1/(p−1) cos r(t)/ψ(r(t)) > 0 for 0 ≤ t < t(π/2) by Lemma 1, we deduce that Z(α) →
t(π/2) as α → λ1/(p−1)+. We claim that Z(α) is strictly decreasing in α > λ1/(p−1).

Assume that there exist α1 and α2 such that λ1/(p−1) < α1 < α2 and Z(α1) ≤ Z(α2).

Lemma 2 implies that there exists α3 ≥ α2 such that Z(α1) = Z(α3), which means that

w(r;α1) and w(r;α3) are two distinct even function solutions of (5) with b = Z(α1). This

contradicts Lemma 4. Hence, Z(α) is strictly decreasing in α > λ1/(p−1) as claimed. Since

Z(α) → π/2 as α → λ1/(p−1)+ and Z(α) → 0 as α → ∞, for each ε > 0, there exists a

unique αε > λ1/(p−1) such that Z(αε) = t(π/2)− ε and αε → λ1/(p−1) as ε→ 0+.
17



Since p > (3/λ) + 1, there exists δ ∈ (0, 1) such that
√

[pλ(1− δ)− λ+ 1]
(π
2
− δ
)
> π.

Set

v(r) = sin
(√

[pλ(1− δ) − λ+ 1]r
)
.

Then v is a solution of

vrr(r) + [pλ(1− δ)− λ+ 1]v(r) = 0

and has three zeros −z1, 0, z1 in (−(π/2) + δ, (π/2) − δ) for some z1 > 0. We set

ṽ(r) = v(r)/ cos r. Then ṽ satisfies

ṽrr(r)− 2(tan r)ṽr(r)− λṽ(r) + pλ(1− δ)ṽ(r) = 0, r ∈ (−(π/2) + δ, (π/2) − δ).

Moreover, we set V (t) = ṽ(r(t))/φ(r(t)). Then V is a solution of

Vtt(t) + pλ(1− δ)ψ(r(t))4V (t) = 0, t ∈ (−t((π/2) − δ), t((π/2) − δ))

and has three zeros −t(z1), 0, t(z1) in (−t((π/2) − δ), t((π/2) − δ)).

By the continuous dependence of solutions on initial conditions, w(r;αε) converges to

w(r;λ1/(p−1)) = λ1/(p−1) cos r(t)/ψ(r(t)) uniformly on [−t(z1), t(z1)] as ε → 0+. Hence,

there exists εp ∈ (0, π/2) such that if ε ∈ (0, εp), then a = (π/2) − ε > z1 and

(36) (cos r(t))1−pψ(r(t))p−1w(t;αε)
p−1 ≥ λ

(
1− δ

2

)
, t ∈ [−t(z1), t(z1)].

Hereafter we suppose that ε ∈ (0, εp). Let µ2 be the second eigenvalue of (34) with

w(t) = w(t;αε). We claim that µ2 < 0. Assume that µ2 ≥ 0. Then from (36)

p(cos r(t))1−pψ(r(t))p+3w(t;αε)
p−1 + µ2 > pλ(1− δ)ψ(r(t))4, r ∈ [−t(z1), t(z1)].

The Sturm comparison theorem implies that every eigenfunction of (34) with w(t) =

w(t;αε) corresponding to µ2 has at least two zero in (−t(z1), t(z1)) ⊂ (−t(a), t(a)), which is

a contradiction (from Sturm-Liouville theory, the second eigenfunction of (34) has exactly

one zero in (−t(a), t(a))). Therefore, µ2 < 0 as claimed. Recalling Lemma 6, we see

that w(t;αε) is not a least energy solution of the Rayleigh quotient (12). Since w(t;αε)

is a unique even function solution of (7), we conclude that every least energy solution is

non-even function solution of (7). Since we know that if w(r) is a solution of (7), then so

is w(−r). Thus (7) has at least two non-even function solutions. �

We show the numerical experimental results for the case λ = 1. So, in this case 3/λ+1 =

4. In each figure, the left-hand-side figure shows the graph of the solution w of (7), while

the right-hand-side figure shows the graph of the solution u of (5). Figures 3, 4 and 5

are the results of p = 4.5 > 3/λ + 1 = 4 and a = π/2 − 0.01. Figures 3 and 5 represent

non-even function solutions, while Figure 4 represents an even function solution. We can
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r

w r

r

u r

Figure 3. The graphs of r 7→ w(r) and r 7→ u(r) for r ∈ (0, a) when

λ = 1, p = 4.5 and a = π/2 − 0.01. The value of the Rayleigh quotient is

R(w) = 1.305.

r

w r

r

u r

Figure 4. The graphs of r 7→ w(r) and r 7→ u(r) for r ∈ (0, a) when

λ = 1, p = 4.5 and a = π/2 − 0.01. The value of the Rayleigh quotient is

R(w) = 1.350.

r

w r

r

u r

Figure 5. The graphs of r 7→ w(r) and r 7→ u(r) for r ∈ (0, a) when

λ = 1, p = 4.5 and a = π/2 − 0.01. The value of the Rayleigh quotient is

R(w) = 1.305.

see that the Rayleigh quotient R of non-even function solutions are lower than that of the

even function solution. Indeed the former has the value R(w) = 1.305 while the latter is

R(w) = 1.350.

3.2. Multiple existence of even function solutions for p > 5. In this sub-section,

we give a proof for a part of (iii) and (vi) of Theorem 1.
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Lemma 7. Let λ > 0 and p > 5. Then, E(b) → 0 as b → t(π/2), that is, ε → 0, where

E(b) is the function defined by (13).

Proof. Define wε ∈ H1
0 (−b, b) as

wε(t) =





√
ε, |t| ≤ t(π2 − 2ε)
√
ε(b−|t|)

b−t(π
2
−2ε)

, t(π2 − 2ε) ≤ |t| ≤ t(π2 − ε) = b.

Since (t(r))r = (ψ(r))−2, the numerator part of the Rayleigh quotient R is computed as
∫ b

−b
|(wε)t|2dt = 2

∫ b

0
|(wε)t|2dt

= 2

∫ t(π
2
−ε)

t(π
2
−2ε)

| −
√
ε

t
(
π
2 − ε

)
− t
(
π
2 − 2ε

) |2dt

= 2
ε

t(π2 − ε)− t(π2 − 2ε)
→ 2ψ(π/2)2 as ε→ 0.

Since λ > 0, it holds that ψ(r) = cos
(
r
√
1− λ

)
≥ cos

(
π
2

√
1− λ

)
= ψ(π/2) for r ∈ [0, π/2].

By using the relation cos r ≤ (π/2)− r on [0, π/2], the denominator part of R is estimated

as
∫ b

−b
(cos r(t))1−p ψ(r(t))p+3|wε|p+1dt = 2

∫ b

0
(cos r(t))1−p ψ(r(t))p+3|wε|p+1dt

≥ 2

∫ t(π
2
−2ε)

0
(cos r(t))1−p ψ(r(t))p+3|

√
ε|p+1dt

= 2ε
p+1

2

∫ π
2
−2ε

0
(cos r)1−p ψ(r)p+3(t(r))rdr

= 2ε
p+1

2

∫ π
2
−2ε

0
(cos r)1−p ψ(r)p+1dr

≥ 2ψ
(π
2

)p+1
ε

p+1

2

∫ π
2
−2ε

0

(π
2
− r
)1−p

dr

=
2ψ
(
π
2

)p+1
ε

p+1

2

p− 2

(
(2ε)2−p − (π/2)2−p

)

=
2ψ
(
π
2

)p+1

p− 2

(
22−pε−

p−5

2 − (π/2)2−pε
p+1

2

)
→ ∞ as ε→ 0.

Thus, we obtain R(wε) → 0 as ε→ 0.

Let Wε be a minimizer of problem (13). From the above argument, we obtain

E(b) = R(Wε) ≤ R(wε) → 0 as ε→ 0.

�

Now we give a proof of the multiple existence of the even function solutions for (iii) and

(vi) of Theorem 1.
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Proof of the multiple existence of the even function solutions for (iii) and (vi) of Theorem 1.

Assume p > 5. First we prove that, for each b ∈ (0, t(π/2)), there exists γ1 > λ1/(p−1)

such that Z(γ1) = b. We define

α∗ = inf{β > 0 | 0 < Z(α) < t(π/2) for α > β}.

From Lemma 2, it follows that 0 < Z(α) < t(π/2) for all sufficiently large α > λ1/(p−1).

Moreover, Z(λ1/(p−1)) = t(π/2). Hence, λ1/(p−1) ≤ α∗ < ∞. Since Z(α) is continuous at

α for which 0 < Z(α) < t(π/2), we see that Z(α) is continuous on (α∗,∞). From Lemma

5, it follows that Z(α∗) exists in (0, t(π/2)]. We prove Z(α∗) = t(π/2). Suppose that

0 < Z(α∗) < t(π/2). Then Z(α) is continuous at α = α∗, and hence 0 < Z(α) < t(π/2)

on (α∗ − δ, α∗ + δ) for some δ > 0. Since 0 < Z(α) < t(π/2) for α > α∗, we have

0 < Z(α) < t(π/2) for α > α∗ − δ. This contradicts the definition of α∗. Therefore,

Z(α∗) = π/2. From the continuous dependence of solutions on initial conditions, it follows

that w(t;α) converge to w(t;α∗) as α→ α∗+ uniformly on each interval [0, t0] ⊂ [0, t(π/2)).

Since w(t;α∗) > 0 for 0 ≤ t < t(π/2), we see that Z(α) → t(π/2) as α→ α∗+. By Lemma

2, for each b ∈ (0, t(π/2)), there exists γ1 > α∗ such that Z(γ1) = b.

Let Wε be a least energy solution of the Rayleigh quotient (13). Since Wε satisfies (7),

it holds
∫ b

−b
(cos r(t))1−p ψ(r(t))p+3 |Wε|p+1 dt =

∫ b

−b
|(Wε)t|

2 dt,

which implies

E(b) = R(Wε) =

(∫ b

−b
|(Wε)t|

2 dt

) p−1

p+1

= 2
p−1

p+1

(∫ b

0
|(Wε)t|

2 dt

) p−1

p+1

.

Thus, from Lemma 7, we obtain
∫ b

0
|(Wε)t|

2 dt→ 0 as ε→ 0.

Hence, it holds

Wε(0) = −
∫ b

0
(Wε)t dt =

∫ b

0
|(Wε)t| dt ≤

√
b

(∫ b

0
|(Wε)t|

2 dt

) 1

2

→ 0 as ε→ 0.(37)

Therefore, 0 < Wε1(0) < λ1/(p−1)/2 for some ε1 > 0. We set α1 =Wε1(0) and define

α∗ = sup{β > 0 | 0 < Z(α) < t(π/2) for α1 ≤ α < β}.

Since Z(λ1/(p−1)) = t(π/2), we have α1 < α∗ ≤ λ1/(p−1). By the same argument as above,

we conclude that, for each ε ∈ (0, ε1), there exists γ2 ∈ (α1, α∗) such that Z(γ2) = b.

By recalling (37), there exists ε2 ∈ (0, ε1) such that if ε ∈ (0, ε2), then Wε(0) < α1. For

each ε ∈ (0, ε2), we set γ3 =Wε(0). Then Z(γ3) = b.
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We have proven that if ε ∈ (0, ε2), then (5) with b = t(π2 − ε) has three distinct even

function solutions w(t; γ1), w(t; γ2) and w(t; γ3). �

r

w r

r

u r

Figure 6. The graphs of r 7→ w(r) and r 7→ u(r) for r ∈ (0, a) when

λ = 1, p = 9 and a = 1.57. The value of the Rayleigh quotient is R(w) =

1.436.

r

w r

r

u r

Figure 7. The graphs of r 7→ w(r) and r 7→ u(r) for r ∈ (0, a) when

λ = 1, p = 9 and a = 1.57. The value of the Rayleigh quotient is R(w) =

1.437.

r

w r

r

u r

Figure 8. The graphs of r 7→ w(r) and r 7→ u(r) for r ∈ (0, a) when

λ = 1, p = 9 and a = 1.57. The value of the Rayleigh quotient is R(w) =

0.285.

We show the numerical experimental results for the case λ = 1. Figures 6, 7 and 8 are

the results of p = 9 and a = 1.57. Figures 6, 7 and 8 represent even function solutions. We
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can see that the Rayleigh quotient R of the solution of Figure 8 is smallest among three

solutions. The solution of Figure 8 is the least energy solution in even function space.

3.3. Multiple existence of non-even function solutions for p > 5. In this subsec-

tion, a part of assertion (iii) and (vi) of Theorem 1 is proved. It seems to be difficult to

verify this assertion in the same way as the case 3/λ + 1 < p ≤ 5, since the least energy

solution in Figure 8 is not resembling the exact solution w(t) = λ1/(p−1)/φ(r(t)). So, we

take another method, which investigates the sign of the second variation of R. Let W be

a positive even function solution of (7) and

ϕ(t, s) := (1 + sf(t))W (t), −b < t < b,

where |s| is small enough and f is an odd function satisfying

f(0) = 0, tf(t) > 0 for t 6= 0.

To compute the Rayleigh quotient, we define

N(s) =

∫ b

−b
ϕt(t, s)

2dt, D(s) =

(∫ b

−b
h(t)ϕ(t, s)p+1dt

) 2

p+1

and set R(s) = N(s)/D(s). Since ϕt(t, s) =Wt(t) + s (f(t)W (t))t, we obtain

ϕt(t, s)
2 =Wt(t)

2 + 2sWt(t) (f(t)W (t))t + s2 [(f(t)W (t))t]
2 .

Since Wt(t) (f(t)W (t))t is an odd function, we have

N(s) =

∫ b

−b
Wt(t)

2dt+ 2s

∫ b

−b
Wt(t) (f(t)W (t))t dt+ s2

∫ b

−b
[(f(t)W (t))t]

2 dt(38)

=

∫ b

−b
Wt(t)

2dt+ s2
∫ b

−b
[(f(t)W (t))t]

2 dt.

Hence, we obtain

Ns(0) = 0, Nss(0) = 2

∫ b

−b
[(f(t)W (t))t]

2 dt.(39)

For the denominator

D(s) =

(∫ b

−b
h(t) (1 + sf(t))p+1W (t)p+1dt

) 2

p+1

,

we have

Ds(s) =
2

p+ 1

(∫ b

−b
h(t) (1 + sf(t))p+1W (t)p+1dt

) 2

p+1
−1

·

(40)

(∫ b

−b
(p+ 1)h(t) (1 + sf(t))p f(t)W (t)p+1dt

)
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= 2

(∫ b

−b
h(t) (1 + sf(t))p+1W (t)p+1dt

) 2

p+1
−1

·
(∫ b

−b
h(t) (1 + sf(t))p f(t)W (t)p+1dt

)
.

Since h(t)f(t)W (t)p+1 is an odd function, it holds Ds(0) = 0. Further, it holds

Dss(s) =2

(
2

p+ 1
− 1

)(∫ b

−b
h(t) (1 + sf(t))p+1W (t)p+1dt

) 2

p+1
−2

·

(p+ 1)

(∫ b

−b
h(t) (1 + sf(t))p f(t)W (t)p+1dt

)2

+ 2

(∫ b

−b
h(t) (1 + sf(t))p+1W (t)p+1dt

) 2

p+1
−1

·

p

(∫ b

−b
h(t) (1 + sf(t))p−1 f(t)2W (t)p+1dt

)
,

and hence

Dss(0) = 2p

(∫ b

−b
h(t)W (t)p+1dt

) 2

p+1
−1

·
(∫ b

−b
h(t)f(t)2W (t)p+1dt

)
.(41)

Thus, we obtain

Rs(0) =
Ns(0)D(0) −N(0)Ds(0)

D(0)2
= 0,(42)

Rss(0) =
Nss(0)D(0) −N(0)Dss(0)

D(0)2
− 2Ds(0)

D(0)3
(Ns(0)D(0) −N(0)Ds(0))

=
Nss(0)D(0) −N(0)Dss(0)

D(0)2
.

Putting

I =

∫ b

−b
h(t)W (t)p+1dt =

∫ b

−b
Wt(t)

2dt,

we have

Nss(0)D(0) −N(0)Dss(0)(43)

= 2

(∫ b

−b
[(f(t)W (t))t]

2 dt

)
· I

2

p+1 − I · 2pI
2

p+1
−1
∫ b

−b
h(t)f(t)2W (t)p+1dt

= 2I
2

p+1

(∫ b

−b
[(f(t)W (t))t]

2 dt− p

∫ b

−b
h(t)f(t)2W (t)p+1dt

)
.

Further, it holds that
∫ b

−b
[(f(t)W (t))t]

2 dt

= [(f(t)W (t)) (f(t)W (t))t]
b
−b −

∫ b

−b
(f(t)W (t)) (f(t)W (t))tt dt
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= −
∫ b

−b
f(t)ftt(t)W (t)2dt− 2

∫ b

−b
f(t)ft(t)W (t)Wt(t)dt−

∫ b

−b
f(t)2W (t)Wtt(t)dt.

The second term of above equality is rewritten as

2

∫ b

−b
f(t)ft(t)W (t)Wt(t)dt =

∫ b

−b

(
f(t)2

)
t
W (t)Wt(t)dt

= −
∫ b

−b
f(t)2 (W (t)Wt(t))t dt

= −
∫ b

−b
f(t)2Wt(t)

2dt−
∫ b

−b
f(t)2W (t)Wtt(t)dt.

Hence, we obtain
∫ b

−b
[(f(t)W (t))t]

2 dt = −
∫ b

−b
f(t)ftt(t)W (t)2dt+

∫ b

−b
f(t)2Wt(t)

2dt.(44)

Substituting (44) to (43), we get

Nss(0)D(0) −N(0)Dss(0) = 2I
2

p+1F (b),

where

F (b) = −
∫ b

−b
f(t)ftt(t)W (t)2dt+

∫ b

−b
f(t)2Wt(t)

2dt− p

∫ b

−b
h(t)f(t)2W (t)p+1dt.(45)

From now on, we fix f(t) = t. Then, it holds:

F (b) =

∫ b

−b
t2Wt(t)

2dt− p

∫ b

−b
t2h(t)W (t)p+1dt(46)

≤ b2
∫ b

−b
Wt(t)

2dt− p

∫ b

−b
t2h(t)W (t)p+1dt

= b2
∫ b

−b
h(t)W (t)p+1dt− p

∫ b

−b
t2h(t)W (t)p+1dt

=

∫ b

−b

(
b2 − pt2

)
h(t)W (t)p+1dt

= 2

∫ b

0

(
b2 − pt2

)
h(t)W (t)p+1dt.

Now, we give a proof for the multiple existence of non-even function solutions of assertion

(iii) and (vi) of Theorem 1 for the case p > 5.

Proof of multiple existence of non-even function solutions of (iii) and (vi) of Theorem 1.

Let p > 5. First we claim that

lim
s→t(π/2)

∫ s

0

(
t
(π
2

)2
− pt2

)
h(t)dt = −∞.

Let s ∈ (0, t(π/2)) be sufficiently close to t(π/2) for which t(π/2)/2 < s < t(π/2). Since
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∫ s

0

(
t
(π
2

)2
− pt2

)
h(t)dt

=

∫ t(π/2)/2

0

(
t
(π
2

)2
− pt2

)
h(t)dt+

∫ s

t(π/2)/2

(
t
(π
2

)2
− pt2

)
h(t)dt,

it is sufficient to prove that

(47) lim
s→π/2

∫ s

t(π)/2

(
t
(π
2

)2
− pt2

)
h(t)dt = −∞.

We observe that
∫ s

t(π/2)/2

(
t
(π
2

)2
− pt2

)
h(t)dt ≤

(
t
(π
2

)2
− p

4
t
(π
2

)2)∫ s

t(π/2)/2
(cos r(t))1−pψ(r(t))p+3dt

= −p− 4

4
t
(π
2

)2 ∫ s

t(π/2)/2
(cos r(t))1−pψ(r(t))p+3dt

≤ −p− 4

4
t
(π
2

)2
ψ(r(s))p+1

∫ s

t(π/2)/2
(cos r(t))1−pψ(r(t))2dt

= −p− 4

4
t
(π
2

)2
ψ(r(s))p+1

∫ r(s)

r(t(π/2)/2)
(cos r)1−pdr

≤ −p− 4

4
t
(π
2

)2
ψ(π/2)p+1

∫ r(s)

r(t(π/2)/2)
(cos r)1−p sin rdr

= −p− 4

4
t
(π
2

)2
ψ(π/2)p+1 1

p− 2

(
(cos r(s))2−p − C

)

for some constant C > 0, which means that (47) holds. Consequently, we can take

c ∈ (t(π/2)/2, t(π/2)) such that
∫ c

0

(
t
(π
2

)2
− pt2

)
h(t)dt ≤ −1.

Set W = Wε, where Wε is a least energy solution of the Rayleigh quotient (13) as in

the proof of the multiple existence of the even function solutions. Next we will prove that

W (t)/W (0) converges to 1 uniformly on [0, c] as ε → 0. We note that c < b < t(π/2) if

ε > 0 is sufficiently small. We have

W (t)−W (0) = −
∫ t

0

∫ τ

0
h(σ)W (σ)pdσdτ, t ∈ [0, c].

Since W (t) is positive and decreasing on [0, b), we observe that
∣∣∣∣
W (t)

W (0)
− 1

∣∣∣∣ ≤W (0)p−1 max
σ∈[0,c]

h(σ)

∫ t

0

∫ τ

0
dσdτ

≤ 1

2
c2W (0)p−1 max

σ∈[0,c]
h(σ), t ∈ [0, c].

Therefore, W (t)/W (0) converges to 1 uniformly on [0, c] as ε → 0 (recall that W (0) =

Wε(0) → 0 as ε→ 0 form (37)).
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Let c ∈ (t(π/2)/2, t(π/2)). We note that t(π/2)2−pt2 < 0 for c ≤ t ≤ t(π/2). Let ε > 0

be sufficiently small for which c < b < t(π/2). From (46) it follows that

F (b) ≤ 2

∫ b

0

(
t
(π
2

)2
− pt2

)
h(t)W (t)p+1dt

≤ 2

∫ c

0

(
t
(π
2

)2
− pt2

)
h(t)W (t)p+1dt

= 2W (0)p+1

∫ c

0

(
t
(π
2

)2
− pt2

)
h(t)

(
W (t)

W (0)

)p+1

dt,

Since

lim
ε→0+

∫ c

0

(
t
(π
2

)2
− pt2

)
h(t)

(
W (t)

W (0)

)p+1

dt =

∫ c

0

(
t
(π
2

)2
− pt2

)
h(t)dt ≤ −1,

we conclude that F (b) < 0 for all sufficiently small ε > 0. Thus W is not a minimizer of

(12) and the infimum of (12) is attained by non-even functions. �
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Figure 9. The graphs of r 7→ w(r) and r 7→ u(r) for r ∈ (0, a) when

λ = 1, p = 9 and a = 1.57. The value of the Rayleigh quotient is R(w) =

0.166.
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Figure 10. The graphs of r 7→ w(r) and r 7→ u(r) for r ∈ (0, a) when

λ = 1, p = 9 and a = 1.57. The value of the Rayleigh quotient is R(w) =

0.166.

We show the numerical experimental results for the case λ = 1. Figures 9 and 10 are

the results of p = 9 and a = 1.57. There parameters are the same as Figures 6, 7 and
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8. Figures 9 and 10 represent non-even function solutions. As in the proof of multiple

existence of non-even function solutions for (iii) and (vi) of Theorem 1 for p > 5, the value

of the Rayleigh quotient R (= 0.166) for these solutions are smaller than that of the least

energy solution of the even-function space (= 0.285, Figure 8).

4. Appendix A (Proof of Lemma 2)

Proof of Lemma 2. Let δ : 0 < δ < t(π/4) be arbitrary and let α satisfy αp−1 > (p +

2)
(
cos π

√
1− λ/4

)−p−3
δ−2. It is sufficient to prove that w(t;α) has a zero in [0, δ]. As-

sume to the contrary that w(t;α) > 0 for 0 ≤ t ≤ δ. Then, since wtt(t;α) < 0 for t ∈ [0, δ],

we see that w(t;α) is concave on [0, δ], which implies that

w(t;α) ≥ α

δ
(δ − t), 0 ≤ t ≤ δ.

Integrating the differential equation in (10) on [0, s] and integrating it on [0, δ] again, we

get

α ≥ −w(δ;α) + α =

∫ δ

0

∫ s

0
h(t)w(t;α)pdtds.

Hence, since h(t) = (cos r(t))1−p (cos
√
1− λr(t)

)p+3 ≥
(
cosπ

√
1− λ/4

)p+3
=: h0 > 0 on

(0, δ), we observe that

α ≥ h0

∫ δ

0

∫ s

0

(α
δ
(δ − t)

)p
dtds = h0

αpδ2

p+ 2
,

which means that αp−1 ≤ (p + 2)h−1
0 δ−2. This is a contradiction. Therefore, w(t;α) has

a zero in [0, δ]. �

5. Appendix B Proof of Theorem 1-(iv)

As in the proof of claim (iii) of Theorem 1, by Theorem 13-(i)-(b) of [22], if p ≤
min{6/λ − 3, 5} = 6/λ, then (7) has a unique positive radial solution. Thus, we consider

the case

p >
6

λ
− 3 and

3

4
< λ ≤ 1.(48)

We will assume λ < 1 for a while. We show that ϕ(r, a) in (33) has at most one critical

point (a minimum point if it exists) on (0, a). We note ϕ(r, a) in (33) is expressed as:

2ϕ(r, a) :=− 2(p − 1)(sin r) +
(
sec a

√
1− λ

)2
·

(49)

·
(
(p− 1)

[(
cos 2r

√
1− λ

)
+ 1
]
(sin r)− (p + 3)

√
1− λ(sin 2r

√
1− λ) (cos r)

)
.

Derivating 2ϕ(r, a) in (49) with respect to r, we obtain

2ϕr(r, a) =− 2(p − 1)(cos r)
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+
(
sec a

√
1− λ

)2 [
(cos r)

(
p− 1 + (−7− p+ 2(p + 3)λ)

(
cos 2r

√
1− λ

))

+ (5− p)
√
1− λ(sin r)

(
sin 2r

√
1− λ

)]

=
(
sec a

√
1− λ

)2
(cos r) ·

{
−2(p− 1)

(
cos a

√
1− λ

)2

+
[
p− 1 + (−7− p+ 2(p + 3)λ)

(
cos 2r

√
1− λ

)

+ (5− p)
√
1− λ(tan r)

(
sin 2r

√
1− λ

)]}
.

Define

φ(r) =p− 1 + (−7− p+ 2(p + 3)λ)
(
cos 2r

√
1− λ

)
(50)

+ (5− p)
√
1− λ(tan r)

(
sin 2r

√
1− λ

)
.

Figure 11 represents the graphs of r 7→ φ(r) and r 7→ 2(p− 1)
(
cos a

√
1− λ

)2
(horizontal

0

Figure 11. The graphs of r 7→ φ(r) and r 7→ −2(p−1)
(
cos a

√
1− λ

)2
for

r ∈ (0, a).

line) for r ∈ (0, a). We will show that two graphs have at most one intersection point on

(0, a) (if a is sufficiently close to π/2 two graphs have exactly one intersection point on

(0, a)). We investigate the behavior of graph of r 7→ φ(r). Derivating φ, we obtain

φr(r) =
√
1− λ

[
2 (p+ 7− 2(p + 3)λ) + (5− p)(sec r)2

] (
sin 2r

√
1− λ

)
(51)

+ 2(5 − p)(1− λ)
(
cos 2r

√
1− λ

)
tan r.

Next we show that φr has a unique zero point on (0, π/2). To see this we observe that

r 7→
√
1− λ

[
2 (p+ 7− 2(p+ 3)λ) + (5− p)(sec r)2

]
=: φ1(r)
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and

r 7→ −2(5 − p)(1− λ)
(
cot 2r

√
1− λ

)
tan r =: φ2(r)

has a unique intersection point on (0, π/2). Since 3/4 < λ < 1,

Figure 12. The graphs of r 7→ φ1(r) (incleasing curve) and r 7→ φ2(r)

(decreasing curve) for r ∈ (0, π/2).

φ1;r(r) =2(5 − p)
√
1− λ(sec r)2 tan r > 0

φ2;r(r) =− (5− p)(1− λ)

(sin 2r
√
1− λ)2(cos r)2

(
sin 4r

√
1− λ− 2

√
1− λ sin 2r

)
< 0,

φ1 is monotone increasing and φ2 is monotone decreasing on (0, π/2); see Figure 12.

Moreover, since 3/4 < λ < 1, it holds

lim
r→π/2

φ1(r) = ∞ and lim
r→π/2

φ2(r) = −∞

and since p > 6/λ − 3,

φ1(0) < lim
r→0

φ2(r).(52)

We note from (48), (52) holds. Thus, we have shown that φr has a unique zero point on

(0, π/2), and hence φ has a unique critical point (minimum point) on (0, π/2). We show

that 2(p − 1)
(
cos a

√
1− λ

)2
> φ(0) = −8 + 2(p + 3)λ. Since 2(p − 1)

(
cos a

√
1− λ

)2 ≥
2(p − 1)

(
cos(π/2)

√
1− λ

)2
it is sufficient to show

2(p− 1)
(
cos

π

2

√
1− λ

)2
≥ −8 + 2(p + 3)λ.

This is equivalent to
(
2λ− 1− cos π

√
1− λ

)
p ≤ 7− 6λ− cosπ

√
1− λ.
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We can see that
(
2λ− 1− cos π

√
1− λ

)
> 0 for 3/4 < λ < 1. Thus, if

p ≤
(
7− 6λ− cos π

√
1− λ

)
/
(
2λ− 1− cos π

√
1− λ

)
= I(λ),

then ϕ(r, a) has at most one criptical point (minimum point, if it exists) on (0, a). In

addition, it holds

ϕ(0, a) =0

ϕ(a, a) =− (p + 3)
√
1− λ(cos a)(tan a

√
1− λ) < 0,

so ϕ(r, a) < 0 on (0, a). This completes the proof for the case 3/4 < λ < 1.

Next, we show the case λ = 1. In this case, since t = r, we obtain

H(r) = −b(r)h(r) + 1

p+ 1
(a(r)h(r))r(53)

= −p+ 3

p+ 1
rh(r) +

1

p+ 1

(
a2 − r2

)
hr(r)

= −p+ 3

p+ 1
r (cos r)1−p +

p− 1

p+ 1

(
a2 − r2

)
(cos r)−p (sin r)

=
p+ 3

p+ 1
(cos r)−p (sin r)

[
−r(cot r) + p− 1

p+ 3
(a2 − r2)

]

≤ p+ 3

p+ 1
(cos r)−p (sin r)

[
−r(cot r) + p− 1

p+ 3

((π
2

)2
− r2

)]

We put

ϕ(r) := −r(cot r) + p− 1

p+ 3

(
π

2

2
− r2

)
.

By direct computation, we obtain

ϕrrr(r) =
1

(sin r)4
(2r(2 + cos 2r)− 3 sin 2r) > 0, r ∈ (0, π/2),

since

(2r(2 + cos 2r)− 3 sin 2r)r = 4(sin 2r)(−r + tan r) > 0, r ∈ (0, π/2)

and

(2r(2 + cos 2r)− 3 sin 2r)
∣∣∣
r=0

= 0.

Hence ϕrr is monotone increasing. Further, we have

lim
r→0

ϕrr(r) = lim
r→0

−2
(
(p+ 3)(r cot(r)− 1) csc2(r) + p− 1

)

p+ 3
= −4(p− 3)

3(p+ 3)

and ϕrr

(
π
2

)
= 8/(p + 3) > 0. Thus, in the case 1 < p ≤ 3, ϕr is monotone increasing on

(0, π/2), while in the case 3 < p, ϕr has one minimum point on (0, π/2). Hence, from

lim
r→0

ϕr(r) = lim
r→0

(
r

(
8

p+ 3
+ csc2(r)− 2

)
− cot(r)

)
= 0
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and ϕr

(
π
2

)
= π

2 · 5−p
p+3 > 0, we see that in the case 1 < p ≤ 3, ϕ is monotone increasing on

(0, π/2), while in the case 3 < p, ϕ has one minimal point on (0, π/2). Since

ϕ(0) =
p− 1

p+ 3
a2 − 1 <

p− 1

p+ 3

(π
2

)2
− 1 ≤ 0

We note the last inequality can be rewritten as

p ≤ π2 + 12

π2 − 4
.

In addition, ϕ(π/2) = 0 holds, thus if 1 < p ≤ (π2+12)/(π2−4) = limλ→1 I(λ), we obtain

the assertion H(r) < 0, r ∈ (0, a). This completes the proof. �
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equation with large exponent, Commun. Pure Appl. Anal. 12 (2013), no. 3, 1237-1241.

[27] S. Tanaka, Morse index and symmetry-breaking for positive solutions of one-dimensional Hénon type
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