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LOCALIZATION OF CRITICAL POINTS IN ANNULAR CONICAL SETS VIA
THE METHOD OF NEHARI MANIFOLD

ANDREI STAN

1. INTRODUCTION AND PRELIMINARIES

The theory of critical points has proved to be a cornerstone in the study of various problems
arising from real-world mathematical models. In many cases, the solutions to such problems
correspond to a critical point of some C! energy functional E. Specifically, one seeks u such
that

E'(u) =0,

where E’ denotes the Fréchet derivative of E. In the upcoming discussion, H denotes a Hilbert
space, identified with its dual, equipped with the inner product (u,v)y and the associated norm
|l = V(u,u)y. Also, Bg denotes the closed ball of radius R centered at the origin in H.

1.1. Nehari manifold. A significant advancement in the study of critical points is attributed to
the pioneering papers of Nehari (see [13l[14]]). The core idea involves minimizing the functional
E over the so-called Nehari manifold,

M={ue H\{0} : (E'(u),u)y =0},

since in many cases the functional E is bounded on M, even though it may be unbounded on
the entire domain. Moreover, by its definition, all critical points of E are contained within M.
Typically, the Nehari method proceeds as follows,

1) Prove that the infimum of E over M is achieved, i.e., there exists ug € M such that
E(u()) =Cc= ian E()

2) Establish that M is homeomorphic to the unit sphere S ' in H via a mapping w. Then,
show that u is a critical point of the mapping Eow: S' — R. In the standard approach
from the literature, the mapping w is obtained as the unique maximizer of the fibering
mapping (0,00) > t — E(tu) (see, e.g., [6]).

3) Show that any critical point of E o w corresponds to a critical point of E.

The point ug is usually called a ground state since it minimizes the functional over the set of
all possible solutions. However, as shown in [21, Theorem 4.2], E(ug) is just a mountain pass
value given by a min-max procedure over a specific set of paths.

In cases where M is a C' manifold (e.g., when E is a C? functional), the mapping w is of C!
class, allowing us to work directly on the manifold M. For further details, we refer the reader
to the remarkable monograph by Szulkin and Weth [[15]. Additionally, some excellent sources

include [2,9]] and the references therein.
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1.2. Localization. In addition to establishing the existence of a critical point, one may also ask
for its localization or, more generally, aim to identify a critical point within a specific subset. A
localization result, particularly with respect to an energetic norm, may be of interest because, for
example, when modeling a real process, the parameters of the nonlinear term can be adjusted to
obtain a solution whose energy lies within predefined limits. Another motivation for localization
arises in nonlinear problems, where the uniqueness of solutions may fail. In such cases, it is
often important to focus the analysis on a specific solution, which requires localization.

In general, to achieve localization results for nonlinear problems, one typically employs a
combination of inequalities, such as Poincaré’s and Harnack’s inequalities, alongside abstract
localization techniques, e.g., Krasnoselskii-type methods or approaches that use the properties
of topological degree.

One of the earliest results on the localization of critical points can be found in Schechter
Chapter 5.3], which provides sufficient conditions to ensure the existence of a minimizing se-
quence of a functional within a given ball. Under the assumption of the Palais-Smale condition,
this minimizing sequence has a convergent subsequence whose limit is a critical point.

Theorem 1.1 (Schechter’s Theorem). Assume E is bounded from below on Bg (R > 0) and the
following Leray-Schauder boundary condition holds

E' (u)+uu#0 forall u € dBg and > 0.
Then, there exists a sequence {u,} C Br such that
E(u,) — il?RfE and E'(u,) — 0.
I_n Theorem 3.1], a result analogous to Schecter’s theorem was established for the set
Br\ B, (0 < r < R), while in [[16, Theorem 2.3], a similar result was obtained for the conical set
Kig={ueK :r<|ujand |up <R} (0<r<R<o),

where |-|; (i = 1,2) are two norms on H, and K is a wedge, i.e., K is a closed convex subset of
H satisfying AK C K for all 4> 0. Further results on the localization of critical points can be

found in [[1L[10,[11}19].

1.3. Ekeland variational principle. The proof of our main result is essentially based on the
weak form of Ekeland’s variational principle (see, e.g., [7,[8]).

Lemma 1.2 (Ekeland Principle - weak form). Let (X,d) be a complete metric space and let
O : X - RU{+00} be a lower semicontinuous and bounded from below functional. Then, given
any & > 0, there exists u, € X such that

D(ug) < ir)}fd) +¢&,
and
O(ug) < O(u) + ed(u,uy),
forallueX.
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1.4. Implicit function theorem. In our analysis, we employ the following variant of the im-
plicit function theorem. For another use of the implicit function theorem in the context of Nehari
manifolds, see [3, Proposition 4.2].

Theorem 1.3. Let A, B be open sets in R, and let xq € Int A, yg € Int B. Suppose that F (y,x): BX
A — R is a function that satisfies the following conditions:

(1) F(yo,x0) = 0;
(2) The function F (y,x) is continuously differentiable with respect to both variables in a
neighborhood of (yo, xo);

(3) Fy(yo,xo) # 0;
Then:

(a) There exist neighborhoods Uy C A of xo and Vo C B of yo, as well as a unique mapping
y=&x): Uy — Vo such that:

E(xg)=y0 and F(&(x),x)=0 forall xe Uy,

(b) The mapping & is continuously differentiable on Uy and moreover satisfies

 FlE(), )

C = o

for all x € Uy.

2. MAIN Resurr

Let E : H — R be a twice Fréchet differentiable functional, and let K be a nondegenerate cone
in H,i.e.,

K\{0}#0,R,KcKand K+ K C K.

The second derivative of E at x in the direction y on the point z is (see, e.g., [12]]):
1
E"(x)(z,y) =lim — (E'(x + 1y) — E"(x),2) -
N0 1

Throughout this paper, we assume that the operator N: H — H given by
Nw)=u—-E'(u) forallu e H,

is invariant over K, i.e., N(K) C K (recall that H is identified with its duals, so E’ : H — H).
Our aim is to determine a critical point of E within the conical set

Krg={uec K\{0} : r <|ulp <R},

where 0 < r < R < co are some given real numbers. The main assumption we consider on the
functional E is the following:

(h1):: For each u € K\ {0}, there exists a unique s(u) € ( r R

lulg” ulg

) such that the mapping
T (E'(tu),u)y (> 0),

is strictly positive on [ﬁ, s(u)) and strictly negative on (s(u), %]
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From this, it follows that the mapping a,(7) = E(tu), for some u € K \ {0}, has a unique critical
point within the interval (ﬁ, %) at 7 = s(u), and is concave at this point. Thus, given the
smoothness of the functional E, these properties are characterized by

@, (sw)=0 and ] (s(u))<0.

Moreover, we see that s(ku) = % for all k > 0.

Following the method of Nehari manifold, we look for critical points of E on K, g within the
conical shell

N={ueK,g: (E'(u),u)y=0}.
Further, let NV be the set
N ={s(wu : ue K\{0}},

and observe that N = N. To see this, from (h1) one clearly has N C N. Conversely, if (E’'(u),u)y =
0 for some u € K \ {0}, then s(u) = 1, which implies u € N.

The main result of this paper is presented in Theorem below, where we establish an
analogue of the results presented in [16], obtained using the method of Nehari manifold.

Remark 2.1. We mention that in [9], the existence of a ground state for a C ! functional was es-
tablished over an open cone in Banach spaces. However, our result do not require this condition,
and in applications, the cones often have empty interior (as the one from Section 3).

Theorem 2.2. Assume condition (hl) holds. In addition, we suppose that

(h2):: The functional E is bounded from below on N.
(h3):: The second Fréchet derivative E" (u) is bounded uniformly with respect to u € N,
i.e., there exists Cy > 0 such that

sup |E”(u)(w1,wz)| <Ci forallueN.
wi,woeH
wilg=Iwalg=1

(h4):: There is a positive constant Cy > 0 satisfying
|E” (u)(u,u)| > Cr >0 forallue N.
Then, there exists a sequence {u,} C N such that
E(u,) — i}r\lffE and E’(u,)— 0.

The following auxiliary result will be of great importance in proving Theorem 2.2

Lemma 2.3. Letue N, ve H and let € > 0 be such that
u+tvek foralltel0,¢g].
If assumption (h4) holds true, then the limit
. s(u+tv)—s(u)
lim—=
™NO t

exists and has the value , ,
B )(u,) + (E' ),V

E" (u)(u,u)




LOCALIZATION OF CRITICAL POINTS IN ANNULAR CONICAL SETS VIA THE METHOD OF NEHARI MANIFOLDB
Proof. Let us consider the mapping g: (0,00) X (—&,&) — R given by
g, t) = (E' (t(u+1v),u+1v)y.

Note that g is continuously differentiable, with partial derivatives

(2.1) g-(t,1) = (gi{% % (E'(t(u+tv)+6(u+1tv))—E' (t(u+1v)),u+tv)y
=E"(t(u+tv)u+tv,u+tv),

and

2.2) gl(t,0) = lim % (E'(t(u+1v) + 6v), u+ 1v +6v) g — (E' (x(u + 1)), u + 1v)

=(E'(t(u+1tv),v)y + %i{l(l) % (E'(t(u+tv)+6tv)—E' (t(u+1v)),u+1v)y

=(E'(tu+1tv),v) g+ E" (t(u+tv))(u +tv,7v).

Additionally, we have
g(1,00=0 and g.(1,0)<0.
Indeed, the first relation follows immediately since s(u#) = 1, while the second one follows from

@.1) and (h4).
Employing the implicit function theorem, there exists £y > 0 and a unique continuously dif-
ferentiable mapping &: (—&p,&0) — R such that £(0) =1,

FAGON)
gr(&(0),1)
On the other hand, for each ¢ € [0, g], since u +tv € K, assumption (k1) guarantees the exis-

tence of a unique value s(u + ¢v) within the interval (m, m) satisfying

gé,n=0 and &)=

for all 7 € (—&g, &p).

(E'(s(u+tv)u+t),u+tv)g =0, ie., glsu+mt),r)=0.

Since £ is smooth and £(0) =1 € (ﬁ, %), there exists £; > 0 such that

OIS ( ) forall r € (—&1,&1).

lu+tvlg lu+tvly
Consequently, we have
&(t) = s(u+1tv) forall t € [0,&)),
where £, = min{g, gy, 1}. Whence
fim s(u+1v) — s(u) _£(0) = _M.
™NO t g+(1,0)
Now, taking 7 = 1 and ¢ = 0 in (2.1)) and (2.2)), we derive the conclusion
lim s(u+1v)—s(u) __ E” (u)(u,v)+(E'(u),v)y
~NO t E" (u)(u,u)
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Proof of Theorem From assumption (h2), E is bounded from below on N. Moreover, since
N is closed, we may apply Ekeland’s variational principle to the functional E on the set N.
This guarantees the existence of a sequence {u,} C N such that

1
2.3) E(u,) <infE+ —,
N n
1
2.4) E(u,) < E(u)+ —|u, —u|g forall u e N.
n

For each n € N, consider the mapping ¢: R — H given by
@(t) = up— tE,(”n)-

Clearly, ¢ is continuously differentiable with ¢’(0) = —E’(u,). Moreover, we have ¢(f) € K for
all r € [0, 1]. Indeed, since both u,, € K and N(u,) € K, one has

u, —tE" (uy) = (1 = Huy +t (uy, — E'(uy)) = (1 = Huy, +tN(uy) € K.

Next, we define
(1) = s(p(t)p(t) € N for all £ € [0, 1],
Choosing u = y(¢) in (2.4) yields

1
(2.5) EW(0)) < E@ )+~ 1(6) - ¢l for all 7€ [0, 1].
By Lemma[2.3] the mapping 7 — s(¢(7)) has a right derivative at zero given by

_ B (), E” (up)) = | (un) gy
o E" ()t )

Thus, since ¢(0) = u,, when differentiating, we obtain

YO -9(0) _
t

(2.6) ¥ (0) = }{% ZnUn = E"(up).

Regarding z,,, from assumption (h3) and (h4), one has
C , L

2.7) l2al < = lutal 1B el + = 1 ().
() ()

Now, dividing relation (2.3) by 7 > 0 gives

E@W(0)) - EW(1)) < 1
t n

Taking the limit as ¢ \, 0, from 2.6) and (E’(u,),u,)y = 0, the left-hand side of (2.8)) becomes

2.9) o E@O) — E@) _
™NO t

(2.8)

lﬁ(t)—lﬁ(())’
t H.

= (E'@(0)),¢,(0)

= —(E'(n) 2nttn — E' (un)) g
= |E"(un) 3.
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For the right-hand side of 2.8)), using (2.6)) and (2.7), we obtain

1 - (0 C
(2.10) fjm + [ L2 t‘”( )’ < = (tnl | E )l +1E' (un)lF;).
H n

~NOn
Consequently, from @.8]), (2.9) and (2.10), we obtain

C C
IE" (un)lu < Py (ltnl bz + 1E (un)lr) < Py (R+1E"(up)lu)

which ensures that E”(u,)) — 0 as n — oo.
O

If we further assume a compactness condition, Theorem leads to the following critical
point principle.

Theorem 2.4. Assume (hl)-(h4) hold true. If in addition the operator N given in @) is com-
pletely continuous, then there exists u* € N such that

E(w") = i}r\lffE and E'(w")=0.

Proof. From assumptions (h1)-(h4), Theorem [2.2] guarantees the existence of a sequence {u,} C
N such that

2.11) E(uy) <infE+ L and E'(u,) — 0.
n

Since N is completely continuous and {u,} is bounded (recall that N C K. g), it follows that, after
possibly passing to a subsequence, the sequence {N(u,)} is convergent to some u* € H. Now,
taking the limit in (2.11)), one has that u,, — u*, hence u* € N, E(u*) =infy; E and E’(u*) =0. O

Finally, we note that Theorem 2.4l immediately yields multiplicity results if the hypotheses
are satisfied for several finite or infinitely many pairs of numbers.

Remark 2.5 (Multiplicity). Let {ri}1<i<m and {R;}1<i<, be two sequences of positive real num-
bers satisfying

O<ri<Ri<m<Ry<--<ry<R,<c.
For each pair (r;,R;), we assume that condition (21) holds with s; := 5. Additionally, suppose
that conditions (h2)—(h4) hold for each Nehari manifold

Ni={ue K\{0} : s;(wu}, i=1,...,m,
and that the operator N is completely continuous. Then, for each i =1,...,m, there exists u:‘ eN;
such that

E@;)= inf E(u) and E’(u})=0.
ueN;



8 ANDREI STAN

3. APPLICATION

In this section, we present an application of Theorem 2.4l We aim to obtain a symmetric and
positive solution for the Dirichlet problem

{—u"@)=g«0f(u@» on [0, 1],

G-1) u0)=u(l)=0,

where f: R — R is continuously differentiable. In addition, we suppose that f is nondecreasing
and positive on R;. The function g: [0,1] — R, is assumed to be bounded, nondecreasing on
[0,1/2] and symmetric with respect to the middle of the interval, i.e.,

g(t)=g(1—-1) forallre[0,1/2].

Note that, since g is nondecreasing and bounded on [0, 1/2], it is measurable on this interval,
and by symmetry, the same holds on the entire interval [0, 1].
Consider the Sobolev space H = Hé (0,1) endowed with the inner product

1
ww%:ﬁw@ﬂwa

u = u,u .
| |Hé ﬂ/( 5 )H(l)

We identify the space Hé (0, 1) with its dual H~1(0, 1) via the mapping

and the energetic norm

J: Hy(0,1) —» H10,1), Ju=-u".

Clearly, J is invertible and its inverse J -1y is the weak solution of the Dirichlet problem —u"’(t) =
v, u(0) = u(1) = 0. If ve L*(0, 1), then

1
J W) = f G(t, s)v(s)ds,
0

where G is the Green’s function of the differential operator J with respect to the boundary
conditions u(0) = u(1) = 0 (see, e.g., A. Cabada [5, Example 1.8.18]),

G(t,s):{s(l—t),sﬁt

t(l—-s),s>t.
Moreover, given the continuous embedding of Hé (0,1)1in C[0, 1], one has

(3.2) sup [u(t)| < |uly: for all u € Hy(0,1).
te[0,1] 0

Additionally, the Wirtinger inequality holds [4]],

1
1
(3.3) fo W ()dt < ;'”'25'
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The energy functional of the problem 3.1) is E: Hé 0,1) > R,

1 1
E@) =5 luly, - fo F (u(n) g(n)dt,

where F (£) = fof f(s)ds. Clearly, the smoothness of f implies that E is a C? functional. Its first
derivative is given by

E'w)=u-N(@) (ueH0,1),

where
1
Nu)(t) = fo G(t,5)f(u(s)g(s)ds (ue HLO0,1)),

while the second derivative is expressed by

1
E")(wi,w2) = (wi,w2) 1 = fo f w@®)g®ywi(Owo(t)d,

for u,wi,ws € H)(0,1).
In H;(0,1), we consider the cone

K= {u € Hé(O, 1) :u is nondecreasing on [0, 1/2],
u(t) =u(l —1¢) and u(t) > ¢(t)|u|H(1) forall 7 € [0, 1/2]},

where
¢:[0,1/2] > R, () =t(1-2t).

Note that the function u(t) = sin(zit) belongs to K, so the cone K is nondegenerate.
We claim that operator N is invariant with respect to K, i.e.,

N(K) C K.

An important result in proving our claim is the following Harnack-type inequality obtained
in [11, Lemma 3.1].

Lemma 3.1. For every function u € K, with Ju € C([0,1];R*) nondecreasing on [0,1/2], one
has

3.4) u(t) > qb(t)lulHé forallte[0,1/2].
Let u € K. From the definition of N, one has
J(N(u) = g()f(u) € C[O, 1].
Simple computations show that the Green’s function satisfies

G(t,s)=G(1-t,1-s) and G(t,1-5)=G(-1,5),
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for all ¢, s € [0, 1/2]. Thus, from the symmetry of u, for any 7 € [0, 1/2], we obtain
1/2

12
N(u)(t) =f0 G(t,5)f(u(1-15))g(1 —S)d5+f0 G(t,1=5)f(u(s))g(s)ds

! 1/2
= fl/z G(l — t, s)f(u(S))g(s)ds+fo G(l — t, S)f(u(s))g(S)dS

= N(u(l-1),

which proves that N(«) is symmetric. Since u takes positive values and both f and g are non-
negative, it follows that N(u) is concave, hence N(u) is nondecreasing on [0, 1/2]. Furthermore,
the monotonicity of f on Ry and of u and g on [0, 1/2] ensures that J(N(u)) = g(-)f(u) is also
nondecreasing on [0,1/2]. Therefore, by Lemma 3.1} inequality (3.4) holds for N(«). Thus,
N(u) € K, as desired.

For the sake of completeness, below we provide a proof of Lemma [3.1] shorter than the one

given in [11]].

Proof of Lemma (3.1l From the hypothesis, it follows directly that both u and u’ are positive and
concave on [0, 1/2]. Moreover, the symmetry of u ensures that u is increasing on [0, 1/2], while
u’ is decreasing, with u’(1/2) = 0. For any ¢ € (0, 1/2), the monotonicity of u’ implies

!
(3.5) u(t) = f u'(s)ds >t (1),
0

while its concavity yields
1 1
(3.6) u'(@)=u (2t§ +(1 —2t)0) > 2tu'(§) +(1=20)u(0)

=(1-20)u'(0).
Finally, we obtain the conclusion using (3.3)), (3.6) and

1 1/2
|”'i{é = f(; W (s)%ds = 2[0 ' (s)°ds < u'(0)°.

Let 0 < r < R < oo be positive real numbers, S € (0,1/4), and define
1/2

| v 12
A= ( f gz(t)dt) , B= f g(ndt and €= f g(rd.
0 0 B

In what follows, we assume
(H1): The constants A and C are strictly positive, and moreover
M<Z and J(RSPB)) > ! =.
r A R 2¢(8)C

Additionally, suppose that the function f satisfies one of the following three conditions:
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(H2): There exists a continuous mapping 6: [0,R] — R such that 6(¢) > O for 7 € (0,R], and
tf'(t)— f(t) > 6(r) forall r € [0,R];
(H3): There exists constants u = u(r,R) > 1 and 4 = A(r,R) > 0 such that
tf' () —uf(t) = 0and f'(r) > A forall 7 € [r¢p(B),R],

and
- ~ 1
(3.7) Bf(rg(B)) < aAC (1 - /_1) r¢(B);

(H4): The support of the function g is included in [5,1/2], i.e.,
(3.8) g®)=0 forallzrel0,B].

Additionally, the function f is of class C? on [r¢(B),R] with a strictly positive second
derivative, that is, there exists M = M(r,R) > 0 with

=M forall e [r¢(B),R].
Furthermore, there exists a continuous positive mapping 0: [r¢(3),R] — R such that
(3.9) tf'(t)— f(t) > 0(t) forallte[rg(B),R].

We show that under condition (H1) and either (H2), (H3) or (H4), conditions (h1)-(h4) are
satisfied. Note that (h2) and (h3) follow directly from (3.2), Wirtinger’s inequality, and the
smoothness of the function f.

To prove (hl), let u € K'\ {0}. The mapping «, introduced in (h1) is given by

1
au(7)=172|u|§16— fo F(ru(t)g(t)dt, Te[ r R ]

2 |M|Hé , |M|Hé

and its derivative is

1
@ (v) = Tlul}y - fo Fau®)g@u(dr.

First, we show that

R
(3.10) | ——|>0 and o, <0.
0 0
Denote
o) = 20 ¢ g oy,
|M|Hé

SO [Vl = 1. Then, we have
0

1
a;(LJ = Tlul,1 (1 . f ! f(Tv(t))g(t)V(f)df)-
|u|H(1) 0 o T
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From (3.2), (H1) and both Wirtinger and Holder inequalities one has

1
fo ;f (rv(1)) g(Dv(t)dt < &g(t)V(t)dt

1 1/2 1
< @( f gz(t)dt) ( f vz(t)dt)
0 0

fnA f(nA

SRAREN ALY
r7r||H0 rono

which proves the first inequality in (3.10). For the second one, using the monotonicity of v and
the Harnack inequality, we see that

3.11) v(t) > ¢(B) forallte[B,1/2].
Therefore, from (H1), the symmetry of v and (3.11)), we obtain

1 1/2
f f (RV(l))g( V(i =2 f (Rv(t))
0 R 0

1/2

J(Rv(1))
R

1/2
g(OV(Ddt > 2 g(Ov(D)dt
/G

1z f(R¢( ) f(R¢(ﬁ))

>2 g(O(n)dt > 2¢(B)C————
B

> 1,

whence relation (3.10) holds. )
Define o = 7|u| H) and the functions &,h: [r,R] — R,

1
ho)=1- f L) vy,
0 (o8

1
h(o) =0~ fo Jlavn)g(vt)dtr.

Clearly, 4 and & are dependent on the chosen u, so one should write %, and h,, respectively.
However, for simplicity, we omit the subscript in the following analysis, as the dependence on
u is clear from the context.
We now show that the function £ is decreasing under either (H2) or (H3), while the function
h is concave under (H4).
(a) In case (H2) holds, the mapping
t— @ is increasing on (0, R].

The conclusion now follows directly, as ov(¢) € [0,R] for all t € [0, 1] and o € [r,R].
(b) Under condition (H3), we prove that 4’(07) < 0 for all o € [r,R]. Using the symmetry of
v, a straightforward computation yields

2 2
W (o) = 2 fo (flov(®) = f (ov(t))ov(n)) g(t)v(t)dt.

Let B denote the set
B={te[0,1/2] : ov(t) < rp(B)}.
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From (3.11)), it follows that
(3.12) Bcl0,8] and [B,1/2]C[0,1/2]\B

Since the derivative of f is nonnegative, one has

2 2
— f (flov@®) = f'(ov(D)ov(®)) g(v(BDdt < — f flov)gnw(ndr.
o° Jg o~ Js

Now, using the monotonicity of v and f, along with (3.11) and (3.12)), we obtain

2 2 2B
(3.13) — f flov)g(v(ndt = — f flov)g(Dov(t)dt < — f(ré(B)re(B).
o°Js o’ Jg o

On the other hand, from (H3), since ov(¢) € [r¢(B), R] for all r € [0,1/2] \ B, we derive

2
(3.14) — (f (av()orv(®) = fov(®))) g(v(1)dt
o Jio,1/2\8

> % (1 - l) f (O f/(ov()o?v(r)*dt
g M [0,1/21\B
2 (, 1\ [VF
> = (1 - ﬁ) f (O f (VD)o v(t) dt
B

=3

1/2-8
> iA(i —%)f g(Nov(t)’dt > §/1(1 - —) 26(B)>.
B

o3

Whence, the above two inequalities (.13) and (B.14), together with (3.7)), yield

C
W (o) < —f(r¢(ﬁ))r¢(,3) - —/1(1 - —) reB)” <0,

as expected.
(c) Assume that (H4) holds, and let o € [r, R]. Given this assumption and the symmetry of v,

we obtain
1/2

Wo)=c-2 F(ov(n)g(tv(D) dt.
B

Since ow(t) € [r¢(B),R] for all 7 € [3,1/2] by (B.11), it follows that / is of class C2[r,R]. From
(H4), one has

— 1/2 —
W' (o) =-2 fﬁ F7(av(0))g(Ov(@) dt < =2CH(B) [r%{IR]f”(-) <0,

which shows that 7 is strictly concave on [r, R].
Consequently, in all three cases, from (@3.10Q), it follows immediately that a/(7) has exactly

W ,s(u)|, while @, is

one zero within the interval (Iul Tl 1) Moreover, «;, is positive on (
0 0 0
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negative on (s(u), %), so condition (h1) is verified.
Ho
To prove the last assertion (h4), assume u € N. Thus, r < |u] H) <R and

1
ulip = fo fu(@)g(nudr.

(a)’ In case that (H2) holds, since u(t) > ¢(B)|ul H) > r¢(B) by (3.11), we compute

1
E" (a1 =l ~ fo F )8 (tyde

1 1
fo Ju@®)g(Ou(r)dr - fo fw(@0)g(u(r)*dt

IA

12
-2 f O(u(t))g(t)u(t)dt
0

IA

1/2
—2r¢(B) fﬁ O(u(n)g()dt

-2C min 6(+) < 0.
r¢(B)[r¢(ﬁ)’R] )

IA

(b)’ Assume (H3) is satisfied. Then, taking o = |u| H) and performing the same computations as
in the estimates for the derivative of 4 in (b), we have

172
E"(u)(u,u)=2f0 (f(u(0) = f u®)u(r)) g(O)u(t)dt

B 1/2
<2 fo S()g(Du(r)de +2 f/; (f @) = f'(u(®)u(t)) g(Hu(t)dt

12

B 1
<2 fo f(u(t))g(t)u(t)dt—Z(l —/—1) A f(u(t)g(tu(r)*dt

< 2r¢(B) (Bf (r¢() - AC (1 - i) r¢(ﬁ)) <0,

where the latter inequality follows from (3.7).
(c)’ For the last case, using (3.8)) from (H4) and the symmetry of v, we see that

1/2
B =lulpy =2 | - fugoutn’dr

172 1/2

=2 A J(@®)g(Out)dr -2 A ' w®)g@u’dr.
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Since u(t) € [r¢(B),R] for all ¢t € [B,1/2], the conclusion follows immediately by an argument
similar to that in (a)’ , that is,

E"@)(wu) < =2Cré(B) min 6¢)<0.

Therefore, in all three cases, condition (h4) is verified. Summing up, we have the following
result.

Theorem 3.2. Assume (HI) and either (H2), (H3) or (H4) hold true. Then, problem (3.1) has a
solution u™ € K such that r < |“*|Hé <R.

Proof. As established above, assumptions (h1)-(h4) are verified, thus Theorem guarantees
the existence of a sequence u,, € N such that

E(u,) — i}\l/fE and E’(u,) — 0.

Since L2(0, 1) embeds compactly into H~!(0, 1), the operator N is completely continuous from
H(l) (0, 1) into itself (see, e.g., [18]]); therefore Theorem 2.4l applies and gives the conclusion. O

It is worth providing some commentaries on the conditions (H2), (H3), and (H4).

(i): The first condition, (H2), naturally extends the standard condition obtained via the
Nehari manifold method over the entire domain. For instance, leta >0, p> 1, g=1 and
choose 0 < r < R < oo such that

1
(3.15) a<Z and a> :
24 Rp—lﬁp+l(1 _ ZB)p+2
for some 8 € (0,1/4). Then, the function f(r) = at? satisfies (H1) and (H2). Indeed,
conditions (3.13) ensure (H1), while (H2) follows directly since

tf' = f)=alp- i
However, it is not difficult to see that this setup does not lead to multiplicity. To see this,

suppose (H2) holds for two pairs of points (r1,R) and (r3,R2) with r{ < R; < r; < R».
Then, as the map f(¢)/t is increasing on [0, ;] (see (a)), we have

SR  flr) =

< < =,
R 9] A

which implies a;, (L) > ( for all u € K \ {0}, contrary to (3.10).

lual 1
(ii): Conditions (H3) ar(;d (H4) may lead to multiplicity, as they impose restrictions in-
trinsically linked to the values of r and R. Both conditions require an Ambrosetti-
Rabinowitz-type assumption, which is often encountered in the study of the existence
of solutions for nonlinear equations.

Additionally, (H3) includes an extra requirement on the derivative of f and the asso-
ciated coeflicients, while (H4) assumes that the function g vanishes on a small interval
starting from O and that the function f is strictly convex on the interval [r¢(5),R]. We
also remark that the three conditions (H2), (H3), and (H4) can be applied independently
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to different pairs (r;, R;). However, it is important to note that if (H2) is used, it should
only be applied to the first pair (r1,R1), as remark (i) shows.
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