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concave-convex term, together with mixed Dirichlet-Neumann boundary
conditions.
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1. Introduction

We study a nonlinear elliptic problem involving the fractional Laplace
operator and a concave-convex power term together with mixed Dirichlet-
Neumann boundary conditions. Namely,

(=A)*u = Au?+u"  in Q,

u >0 in €,

u =20 on Xp, (Py)
0
a—z = on X/,

where Q C RY is a bounded domain with smooth boundary, N > 2s,
(—A)*, with % < s < 1, denotes the spectral fractional Laplace operator,
A > 0is areal parameterand 0 < g <1 <r < %fg‘; . In order to simplify

the notation we denote the mixed boundary conditions as

ou
B(u) = uXs, + axzjw (1.1)
where y 4 stands for the characteristic function of a set A and we assume
that the boundary manifolds Yp and ¥ are such that
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Yp and Y are smooth (N — 1)-dimensional submanifolds of 0€2.

Y p is a closed manifold of positive (N — 1)-dimensional Lebesgue

(°B) measure, |Yp| = a € (0, [09]).

YrpNEy =0, SpUSy =00 and Ep NIy =T, where I' is a
smooth (N —2)-dimensional submanifold of 9€2.

Problems like have been studied in the last decades: with the
classical Laplace operator and Dirichlet boundary condition, c.f. [8] or [3]
for a deep study; with the Laplace operator and mixed Dirichlet-Neumann
boundary conditions, cf. [I}, 2, [16]; with the p-Laplace operator, cf. [8] 20]
21]; with fully nonlinear operators, cf. [I3]; and more recently with the
fractional Laplace operator and Dirichlet boundary conditions, cf. [6, [7)
9]. Up to our knowledge, this is the first work where the concave-convex
problem is analyzed with the spectral fractional Laplace operator associated
with mixed Dirichlet-Neumann boundary conditions.

The main result proven in this work is the following:

THEOREM 1.1. Assume that % <s<],N>2sand0<qg<1l<r<

N+2s .
No5e- Then:

(1) If ¢ = 1 there exists at least one solution to (Py) for every 0 < A <
A], where \] denotes the first eigenvalue of the spectral fractional
Laplacian with the boundary conditions , while there is no
solution for A > \{. Even more, there is a branch of solutions to
(Py) bifurcating from (A, u) = (Aj,0), which cuts the axis {\ = 0}.

(2) If 0 < ¢ < 1 there exists 0 < A < oo such that:

(a) For 0 < A < A there is a minimal solution to (P,|). Moreover,
the family of minimal solutions is increasing with respect to .

(b) For A = A there is at least one solution to ([Py).

(¢) For A > A there is no solution to (P)).

(d) Problem admits at least two solutions for every 0 < A < A.

The following result deals with the sub-linear case 0 < ¢ < 1 and it
provides a uniform L°°(2)-bound for all the solutions to problems for
any 0 < A < A.

THEOREM 1.2. Assume that % <s<I1,N>250<qg<l<r<

%fgi Then, there exists a constant C' = C(N,s,Q,r,q) > 0 such that

sup uy(z) < C,
e
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for any solution uy to problems (Py) with A € [0,A], and A defined in
Theorem [L 1l

We also obtain uniform L°°-estimates, in the case in which we move the
boundary conditions. To be precise, we consider a family of sets {¥p(«a)},
with a € (0,]09|] and |-| denoting the Lebesgue measure in the appropriate
dimension, such that:

(B1) ¥p(«) is connected or has a finite number of connected components.

(BQ) Zp(al) C ED(OQ) if a1 < as.

(Bs) [Ep(@)] = o
We call pr(a) = 0Q\Xp(a) and we assume that Sp(a) N Xp(a) = T'(a)
is a (/N — 2)-dimensional smooth submanifold. For a family of this type we
consider the corresponding family of mixed boundary value problems,

(=A)Yu= A ui~+u" inQ,
u >0 in Q, (Pa,)\)
Ba(u) =0 on 02,

where B, (u) is defined as B(u) with ¥p, s replaced by Yp(a), Ya(a)
satisfying the corresponding hypotheses (B,) and (Bp)-(Bs). In this sce-
nario we prove the following result.

THEOREM 1.3.  Consider the family {¥p(a)}ae(o, 00| satisfying the
hypotheses (B,) and (B1)-(Bs). For every 0 < ¢ < |02, let us denote
I. = [e,|09|] and let

S. = {u: Q — R| such that u is solution of (Py), with a € I.}.
Then, there exists a constant M. > 0 such that

ul| ooy < Me,  Vu€S..

In addition, we will also prove the following behavior for the minimal
solutions as we move the boundary conditions.

THEOREM 1.4.  Consider the family {¥p(a)}ae(o, 00| satisfying the
hypotheses (B,) and (B1)-(Bs). Then

(1) the minimal solutions {u(«)} are uniformly bounded for any a €
[0, |092]]. Moreover,

lu(a) | ms (@), llul@)|lpe@) —0 as a — 0;

(2) the non minimal solutions (of mountain pass type) are bounded and
they converge to zero in H*(Q) as a — 0.
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The paper is organized as follows: In Section [2 we introduce the ap-
propriate functional framework for the spectral fractional Laplace operator.
In that section we also recall the extension technique due to Caffarelli and
Silvestre, see [I1], that provides an equivalent definition of the fractional
Laplace operator via an auxiliary problem. In Section 3| we study a half-
space problem that will be useful in the proof of the main theorem; we make
use of the moving planes method and we extend some results of [17] to the
fractional setting. Section [4]is devoted to the concave-convex problem by
means of certain limit problems, and we also prove Theorem and Theo-
rem (1.3 which are based on the blow-up method of [23]. To accomplish this
step we need some compactness properties that requires to know precise
Holder estimates for the solutions to mixed boundary problems. We use
the results of [12] where the Holder regularity of such solutions is proven.
Section [5]is devoted to the proof of Theorem [I.1|and the behavior when we
move the boundary conditions of some class of solutions.

2. Functional setting and preliminaries

As far as the fractional Laplace operator is concerned, we recall its
definition given through the spectral decomposition. We closely follow the
notation and framework of [12]. Let (¢4, Ai), i € N, be the eigenfunctions
(normalized with respect to the L?(2)-norm) and the eigenvalues of (—A)
equipped with homogeneous mixed Dirichlet-Neumann boundary data, re-
spectively. Then the pairs (¢;, A{), i € N, turn out to be the eigenfunctions
and eigenvalues of the fractional operator (—A)*. Consequently, given two
smooth functions u;(z), i = 1,2, we have that u;(z) = Z(ui,goj)apj, and

j>1
<(_A)Su17 U2> = Z >\§<’LL1, ¢j><u27 SD]>7
Jj=z1
i.e., the action of the fractional operator on a function u; is given by

() uy =Y A5 (u1, 05)p;.

i>1

thus

Hence the operator (—A)® is well defined for functions that belong to the
fractional Sobolev Space that vanish on ¥p. Indeed for any smooth function
we consider its spectral decomposition as
u= Zajgoj with  aj = (u, ;) € £2
Jj=21
that allows us to define the following norm
2 2
lullFreiy = Y a3xs.

j>1

Thus we define the Sobolev space as
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Observe that for any u € Hy, (Q),

L2(Q)

lullizg_() = || (—2)%y
As already stressed in [25, Theorem 11.1],if 0 < s < 1 then H§(Q) = H*(Q)
and, therefore, also Hy, () = H*(Q2), while for 3 < s <1, HjyQ) ¢
H*(€2). Hence, the range 3 < s < 1, for which we have Hy, (Q) € H*(Q),
provides the correct functional space to study the mixed boundary problem
).

This definition of the fractional powers of the Laplace operator allows us
to integrate by parts in the appropriate spaces, so that a natural definition
of weak solution to problem (Py)) is the following.

DEFINITION 2.1. We say that a positive function u € Hy, () is a

solution to ((Py)) if

/ (=A)*2u (A *pds = / (A +u") pdx, for all ¢ € HE_(Q).
Q Q

Following the previous definition, we can associate to problem (P the
following energy functional,

1 . A 1 .
I,\(u):z/ﬂl(—A) /QuIde—(Hl/QWqux—m/QM g (2.1)

u € Hy, (€2), whose positive critical points correspond to solutions of (P)).

Working with the fractional operator (—A)® it is well known that some
difficulties arise when one tries to obtain explicit expressions of the action
of the fractional Laplacian on, for example, products of functions. In order
to overcome this difficulties, we use the ideas by Caffarelli and Silvestre,
see [I1], together with those of [9, [10] to give an equivalent definition of the
operator (—A)® by means of an auxiliary problem that we introduce next.
Given a domain 2, we set the cylinder Co = Q2 x (0,00) C Rf“. We denote
by (z,y) points that belong to Cq and with 91Cq = 9 x [0, 00) the lateral
boundary of the cylinder.

Let us also denote by ¥}, = ¥p x [0, 00) and X}, = ¥ x [0,00) as well
as ' =T x [0, 00).

It is clear that, by construction,

ShNTi =0, THUSK =0Cqo and THNTH =T
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Given a function u € Hy, (§2) we define its s-extension, denoted by U =
E[ul, as the solution to the problem

—div(y'7*VU) = 0 in Cq,
B(U)=0 on 0r.Cq,
U(z,0) =u(z) on  x {y = 0},
where

oU
B(U) = UXE% + 5)(27\[,

being v, with an abuse of notation, the exterior normal to 97.Cq (in fact, if
v denotes the outwards normal vector to 92 and v, ,) the outwards normal
vector to Cq then, by construction, v(, ) = (v,y), y > 0). Following the
well known result by Caffarelli and Silvestre (see [I1]), U is related to the

fractional Laplacian of the original function through the formula

aU . 1—2s aU S
ovs —hs ygrél+y aiy - (_A) ’U,(CL’),
where ks is a suitable positive constant (see [9] for its exact value). The

extension function belongs to the space

”HH%:* (Cq yl—25dady)

Hy, (Co,y' **dzdy) := C&*(QUZy) x [0,00)) P :

that is a Hilbert space equipped with the norm induced by the scalar pro-
duct

(v, V>H§* (Cay'—25dady) — ﬁs/c 9172S<VU7 VV)dzdy.
D Q
Moreover, the following inclusions are satisfied, for % <s <1,

Hol (Cg,yl_QSd:cdy) C H%;E (Cg,yl_QSd:cdy) - H! (Cg,yl_QSd:Udy), (2.2)

with H}(Cq,y'~2*dxdy) the space of functions that belong to
H'(Cq,y'?*dzdy) and vanish on the lateral boundary of Cq.

Consequently, we can reformulate problem (P)) in terms of the exten-
sion problem as follows:

—div(y'7**VU) = 0 in Cq,
B(U)=0 on 9;Cq,
U>0 on Q x {y = 0}, (P)
ou

%:AU(I"‘UT OHQX{yZO}.

Hence we give a definition of energy solution of (P5] in the following
way.

DEFINITION 2.2. An energy solution to problem (|Py) is a function U
belonging to Hl%(CQ, y'=2dzdy), with U > 0 on Q x {y = 0}, such that
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N / Y2 (YU, Vi) dudy = / (AU (z,0) + U" (x,0)) (i, 0},
Ca Q
for all ¢ € Hl%(CQ, yt =25 dxdy).

To any energy solution U € H. 1%(Cg,y1*23d:vdy) to problem (Py]) we
can associate the function u(z) = Tr[U(z,y)] = U(x,0), that belongs to
Hg, (©), and solves problem (Pyf). Moreover, also the viceversa is true:
given a solution u € Hy, (©2) we can define its s-extension U(z,y) as a
solution of (Py)) with U € H, 1%(C9,y1_23dxdy). Thus, both formulations
are equivalent and the Extension operator

B : Hy, () — H, (Ca,y' > dxdy),
allows us to switch from (Py)) to (P5]).

According with [11, 9], due to the choice of the constant ks, the exten-
sion operator Ey is an isometry, i.e.,

| Es[s](, y)”Hl (Cqyt—2sdedy) — = |lo(z )”HS Q) Ve HED(Q)

It has also been proved in [9] that there exists Cy = Co(IV, s, ,|€|) such
that the trace inequality,

2
[ 19t Pasdy > € ( / \z(x,o)mx>ﬂ
Ca Q

for any 2z € H}(Cq,y' *dxdy), provided 1 < r < 2% N > 2s, where
2 = N2iv23 is the critical fractional Sobolev exponent. Such inequality
turns out to be very useful and it is in fact equivalent to the fractional

Sobolev inequality,

/Q|(—A)§v|2dx26’0 (/dex)T, Yo e Hy(Q), 1 <r <25 N> 2s.

When mixed boundary conditions are considered, the situation is quite
similar since the Dirichlet condition is imposed on a set Xp C 02 such
that |[Sp| = o > 0. Hence, thanks to (2.2), there exists a positive constant
S(Xp) = S(N,s,Xp, ) such that

lulfy @ Ml

0<S(Xp) =
<) = et Tl g
w20

inf
ueHi @ |lul?

e L% (Q) Q)
REMARK 2.1. Actually, S(Xp) < 27%C’0(N, s), see [15]. Moreover,

taking in mind the spectral definition of the fractional operator and making
2s
use of the Holder inequality, it follows that S(Xp) < |Q| N Af(«), with A\ («)
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the first eigenvalue of the Laplace operator with mixed boundary conditions
on the sets ¥p = ¥p(a) and Xy = X ar(«). Under geometrical assumptions
(B1)-(Bs) one has that, by [16, Lemma 4.3], A;(a) — 0 as o N\, 0 which
shows that S(Xp) — 0 as a N\, 0.

Then, in analogy with the Dirichlet boundary data case, the following
mixed trace inequality holds (see [12]).

LEMMA 2.1. There exists a constant C' = C(N,s,r,Xp,) > 0 such
that,

T

/ yl—%mﬁdaﬁdyzc( / ISO(%O)ITde) , (2.3)
Ca Q

for any ¢ € Hl%(CQ,kadedy) and 1 < r < 2% N > 2s, where 2% =

2N
N-—-2s"

As a consequence,

2
/Q\(—A)%Pdm > ksC (/Q ]v]rda:) , Ywe Hg (), 1 <r <25, N > 2s.
Note that in case r = 2%, then k;C = S(Xp).

3. Moving planes and monotonicity

In this section we establish a monotonicity result for bounded solutions
to (—A)*u=u" in RY = RV~! x R, satisfying the boundary conditions:

e u=0onXp(r)={(x1, - ,2n) €RN : xy = 0,21 < 7}, for some
TeR.
. 8%\, =0on Sn(1) = {(z1,--- ,on) € RN oy = 0,21 > 7}, for

some 7 € R.
The principal result proven in this section is the following.

THEOREM 3.1. Assume that 1 < r < ¥£25 N > 95 and 7 € R. Let

N—-2s’
u e Hp (RY)NCORY) be a weak solution to
(=AYu=u", u>0, in ]Rf,
u=0 on ¥p(7), (3.1)
8‘%\] =0 on Y (7).

Then, u is nondecreasing with respect to the x1-direction.

REMARK 3.1. We make the proof assuming 7 = 0. For 7 # 0 the proof
is analogous through a translation with respect to the variable x;.
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The proof of Theorem is based on the moving planes method, in-
troduced by Alexandrov and first exploited in the context of Partial Differ-
ential Equations by J. Serrin [27], see also [22] for more details.

Let us introduce some notations in order to apply the moving planes
method. We denote by Rfil = Riv x R4, i.e., the set of points X = (x,y)
with z = (z1,...,zn) and zx,y > 0. For a fixed p € R, we define the sets

Y,={zeRY: 21 <p}, Yi=7T,xRy,
T,={X eRYT': z; = p}.
For any X € Rfﬁl the reflection with respect to the hyperplane T}, is
denoted by
XP = (xpvy) = X+2(P_$1)€1 = (29_$1,$27--~7$va)-

Let us define the point O, = (2p,0,...,0,0) € RN*L whose reflection is
the origin, and o, = (2p,0,...,0) € RY. We also recall that the Kelvin

transform of a nontrivial point z € R is given by K(z) = ﬁ It is easy

to see that K(RY) = RY and K (T3) = (Rfil) ﬁB_%p (Oﬁ) for any p < 0.

Fig. 1: The Kelvin Transform acting on the set T7, with p <0.

Next, we follow an approach similar to the one in [9] based on the
fractional Kelvin transform, Ks(u), which acts on functions defined in a
subset of RY in the following way:

1 1 x
Ks(u) = WU(’C(@) = WU <|$’2> :

As proven in [9], if (—A)*u = f(u), then the action of the fractional lapla-
cian on the fractional Kelvin transform of u is given by

(—A) K, (u) = Wl%f (u(K(x)))
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Let u(x) be a solution to problem (3.1) and define f(t) = t" and g(t) =

{V(QS . Then, the Kelvin transform v = ICs(u) satisfies the following mixed
tN72s
BVP, N
+2s
(=A)v = g(|z|V 2 v)oN-25, v >0, in RY,
v=20 on Xp(0),
ov
=0 (0
. on X (0),
since on {zy = 0}, we have
ﬁ( — (25— N)—N__y(K(2)) _ 1 0w =0
AN ) = (2s - )‘x’N+2(1—s)“ r))+ 2| N2 8:cN( (z)) = 0.

Moreover, v is a continuous and positive function in R\ {0}, with a possible
singularity at the origin and it decays at infinity as |xlN#,QSu(O), thus v €
L% (RY)NL®(RY\B,(0)) for any r > 0. Finally, we consider V = E[v] the
extension function of the Kelvin transform v = Ks(u) and the corresponding
extension problem,

—div(y'"*VV) =0 in R ¢ RYH
B(V)=0 on (3p(0) U (0)) x Ry,
aU N+2s

s g(|z|N25v)p V=2 on  x {y =0}.

(3.2)
Observe that, since v € L% (RY\B,(0)) for any 7 > 0 and the extension op-
erator Fj is an isometry, by [19], the extension function V' € Lr (T3, y'2%dX)

for any p < 0, where 2° = % denotes to the Sobolev conjugate expo-

nent in dimension N + 1.

The following lemma, which extends to the fractional framework [17,
Lemma 2.1], provides us with a key-point inequality in order to obtain
monotonicity in the xi-direction for the function V defined in .

Here we use the notation V,(X) = V(X?) and v,(z) = v(z”) for the
reflected functions that are singular at the point O, and o, respectively.
Moreover we denote by A, = {z € T,\O, : v > v,}.

LEMMA 3.1. Assume that u € Hi (RY)NCO(RY) is a weak solution of
and let v = Ks(u). Then, for any p <0, (v—v,)T€ Hy, (Y,)NL®(T,).
Moreover, there exists C, > 0, increasing with respect to p, such that

y' IV = V) Pdady

"r*

% 28

1 N
<C / ——=dx / yE|IV(V = V)T Pdedy. (3.3
p<Ap,$|2N ) [V V) Pdady. (33

p
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P roof. Since for a given p < 0 there exists r > 0 such that T, C
R\ B,.(0), the functions v and (v —v,)" < v belong to L% (T,) N L>®(T,)
and the function ﬁ is integrable in Y. The assertion (v—v,)T€ Hy_(T))
follows from taking in mind that the extension operator F, is an
isometry.

In order to prove inequality we test conveniently the equations

s N—2s N42s s pIN—2s H
(=A)%0 = g(|e[""Fv)ov=2s, (=A) %, = g(|2”|7 P up)v,

in the set T,\O,. At this point, we make full use of the extension technique,
so that we consider the extension functions V' = E,[v] and V, = Es[v,] =
V(X*) and we set the nonnegative function ¢ = ¢, = n2(V —V,)" as a test
function in the corresponding extended problem for a convenient function
Ne. More precisely, for € > 0 small enough we take n. € CS (RVN*1) with
0 < 7. <1 and such that:

1
ne=1 for 26 < |X - O,| < -
€
2

ne =0 for | X — 0O,/ <e or ES\X—OPL
|vng|g§ for £ < | X — O, < 2¢
1 2
V| <ce for - < |1X —0,] < -

Observe that in the set Y7 the function (V — V,)* vanishes where
the Dirichlet condition holds for V' but also where the Dirichlet condition
holds for the reflected function and, therefore, it is allowed to take ¢ =
n2(V —V,)T as a test function in the corresponding extended problem.

vs

Fig. 2: The Kelvin transform centered at 0 acting on Xp(0) (doted line)
and X zr(0) for the functions v and v,,.

Thus, using the definition of weak solution for the extended problem
satisfied by V' and V, respectively and subtracting those expressions, we
obtain
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Hs/ Yy EV(V — V,) Ve dody
5
N+2s

N s
:1A<me*%nwﬁw—muW“%%wf%)¢mnwm
p

On the other hand,

Ks / y' IV (V =V Pdady < Hs/TylQSIV(na(V—VpV)\Qd:cdy
T3N[26<|X-0, /<] ’
— HS/T Yy "EV(V — V,) Ve drdy + K]S[r y BV = V)2 Ve Pdady

* *
p P

= ;-;s/ Yy EV(V — V,) Ve drdy + I
‘r*
; N+2s

N / <g(|x|N_25”)”%+gz - g(xplN‘%vp)vf%) p(,0)dz + L.
TP

Since ¢ is a nonincreasing function, |z| > |2”| in T, and v > v, in the
set where ¢(-,0) # 0, it follows that —g(|z*|N~2v,) < —g(|z|¥~2%v) and
therefore,
o[ I V) ey
TN[2e<|X —0,|<1]

N+2s

/ g(jz[N %) (v%%z - v/ﬁ”S> o(z,0)dz + 1.
To

N+42s

< / g(|z|N250) (vxﬁz - v,ﬁvzs) o(x,0)dx + I.. (3.4)

P
Now, if 0 < v, < v from the Mean Value Theorem, we find

N+2s N+2s N +2s _as
;< V=25 (v — v)).
N — 2s

VN-2s — vp
Using that f(t) = ¢" with 1 <r < ££25 it follows that
4s t 4s t
g)r—2 = ﬁi”—% = fi) =1

tN72s

and g(t)t % is bounded in any interval (0, ). Moreover, since ||V ~2%v(x)

N
=u <i> is bounded from above for x € T, and p < 0, we conclude
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N42s N+2s N 2 s
ollal >0 (35 - o) < TE R ol 2005 (0 - )

o N2 gl (e B e 1
v—1,),
= N — 925 |:C’45 P’ ‘45 14
for a positive constant ép, increasing with respect to p. Then, inequality
(3.4) takes the form
s / y' IV = V) Pdady

TiN2e<|X ~0,]< L]

<c/ o7 (=)o 0o+ I <c/ ’48776(3; 0)[(v—v,) P+ L.

<C / B (v —vp) ]Qd;r—l—I
Using Holder’s inequality w1th D=5 and q = & we conclude

s / BTV - vp>ﬂ2da:dy

T5N[2e<|X—0,|< ] ,

2s 2
<C / L) /[( i) 41

——dx v — v sdx -
=P\, 22N T, P

Next, we focus on the term I, = / 1=25((V — V,) 72| V.| *dedy. Define

*

the set
. 1 2
Wez{XeTp: 6<\X—Op]<260r8<|X—Op|<€},

so that supp(|Vne|?) € We. Since NAL g N+ L)

|V775|N+1XW < N1+ € NFT

= and (V-V, ) E 2 (15, y'~2%dzdy), applying Hélder’s inequality with
NH and g = %, we find

2 2
bl Nr1
zgg( [ v -vyr dwdy)2 ( / y”‘”ane!N“dxdy> '

2
§C’</ =25y — V)] dz:dy>2 —0ase—0.

Letting € go to 0 and applying the trace inequality (2.3]), we conclude
/ y' BV = V)t Pdady
P




14 J. Carmona, E. Colorado, T. Leonori, A. Ortega

2s

15 1 v 2 %
<k; C / ——dx / v—v,) 1% dx
P ( Ap |$’2N > ( ‘I‘p[( P) ] >

2s
1 v 9
<C, (/ de> / y V(Y = V)T Pdady,
A, T

for a positive constant C), increasing with respect to p. O

Proof of Theorem The proof follows the lines of [17, Propo-
sition 2.1] adapted to our framework. First, we establish a starting plane
that delimits a hyperspace in which the monotonicity in the xi-direction
holds. Next we extend to such a region progressively until we reach the
half-space, and in a second step, to the whole space having a special care
to the singularity of the Kelvin transform at the origin. Since

1 1
d:):g/ —wdx — 0, as p — —o0,
/Ap |2 T, 2N

then there exists —oo < pg < 0 such that

2s

1 N
C / ——dz <1, forall pe (—o0,po).
p ( A, |x]2N ( )

From (B.3) we deduce that (V —V,)* = 0in T}, and therefore V <V, in
T} forall p € (=00, po). Consequently v < v, in T, for any p € (—o0, po).
Assume now that pg < 0 is maximal. By the Maximum Principle, v <
Vpo in Ty Then x4, - ‘w'% — 0 point-wisely as p — po in RY\{T,, UO,, }.
Thus, if p < pgp +d < 0 then x4, - e < XTpois € Ll(Rf) SO

||

that applying the Dominated Convergence Theorem

1
/ Tavdr — 0, as p— po,
A, |7l

||

and we conclude 0e

1 N
C ——d 1, V 6
P (/_Ap |$|2N fl?) < ) 1% S (POaPO + )a

for some § > 0 sufficiently small. Therefore (V — V,)* = 0 in T} for
p € (po, po+9) in contradiction with the maximality of py. As a consequence
V <V, in T} provided p < 0 and by continuity V' < Vp in T, so that v < v
in Ty. Noticing that |z| = |z”| for p = 0 we conclude u < up in Y.
The above argument works for the Kelvin transform centered at a point
P =P, = (,0,...,0) € RY, namely, v¥(z) = \IIN%QSU(P“ + ﬁ) with
p < 0 (see Figure 3).

This fractional Kelvin transform v* satisfies a Dirichlet condition in the
part of the boundary with zxy = 0 and z; < 0 so we can prove as before
that for any p < 0 the inequality v* < v§ holds in T,. Since p < 0 is
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arbitrary, it follows that v* < vff in To. Thus u < wuy, in T, for p <0, so
u is nondecreasing in the zi-direction provided z; < 0.

Fig. 3: The Kelvin transform centered at P,, 1 < 0 acting on Xp(0)
(doted line) and ¥ xr(0) for the functions v and vh. The set Xpr(0) is
transformed into those z € RY such that 0 < 21 < —i, so v, satisfies a
Neumann condition on 7 < z1 < 2p with 7 =2p + i

Now we extend progressively the region in which the monotonicity holds
reaching T, for p© > 0. First, observe that we cannot continue as before
due to the singularity of the Kelvin transform at the origin: we cannot
take a moving plane starting at p = —oo since for p large there are points
where the Neumann boundary condition holds (and the solution is positive)
which are reflected to the Dirichlet part of the boundary. In terms of the
test functions, for p large enough the function (V — Vp)Jr is not allowed
to be chosen as test function for the problem satisfied by the reflected
function V, , since it does not vanish at those points of the boundary where
the Dirichlet condition for V), holds.

Nevertheless, an inequality similar to holds for (v¥ — vh) T if p is
close to 0 so that we extend the inequality v*(z) < vj(z) = v¥(z,) for
every p < 0 fixed, moving p from g = 0 where the strict inequality is true

upto,u,:_—l.

2p
K, |
/_\ B i B i |
x1 w 2p1 u T
| sessesessssasasssansas » ‘_. ............. - ERAREIXERE
»p(0) 0 S (0) | 0 !
—— ' . —)

Fig. 4: The Kelvin transform centered at P,, p1 > 0 acting on ¥p(0)
(doted line) and ¥ 5/(0) for the functions v and vh. The set Yp(0) is
transformed into the x € Rf such that zn = 0 and —i < z1 <0, so the
reflected function vj, satisfies a Dirichlet condition on 2p < z1 < 7 with
T=2p+ i It follows that for x € T, the function v* vanish where the
Dirichlet condition holds for v},
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If p > 0, the fractional Kelvin transform centered at the point P,
(denoted by v*(z)) satisfies a Dirichlet boundary condition at points x €
R_]X with xxy = 0 and _71 < x1 <0 (x; <0if u =0 as in the previous
step) and a Neumann condition on the remaining part of the boundary.
Then, if —ﬁ < p < 0 it follows that V#, and hence (V# — V}')*, vanishes
where the Dirichlet condition holds for V# and also where the Dirichlet
condition holds for the reflected function V}* (therefore ¢. is an allowed
test function).

Thus, proceeding exactly as in the case u = 0, we obtain

/Q yEV(VE - VY Rdady

sq(/
A

where C, is increasing with respect to p and A, = {z € T,\0, : v > vh}.

If we now fix p < 0 the previous estimate holds for any p € (0, —%)

and, since Il‘l% € L*(Y,), applying the Dominated Convergence Theorem

2s

1 B 1-2s +12
x]QNdx> /T Yy |V(V“—Vp”) |“dzdy,

*
P

M
P

we conclude x 4 - M% — 0 as p — 0 in RM\{T, U P,}, we recall that

P, = (2p,0,...,0) is the reflected point of the origin, which is the singular
point of every transform V#. As a consequence

2s

1 N
G [ pwde) <1,
’ ( an PN )

for some pgy € (Q—j,O) and the monotonicity follows. Finally, suppose that

po < —ﬁ is maximal such that v* < v in T, for all 0 < u < po. Then,
by the maximum principle, v* < v}y and hence A, — 0 as p — po. Thus,
there exists € > 0 such that

2s

1 N
C, </A |2Nd:c> <1 for p€ (po,po+e€).

sl

We conclude that v* < vf) for u > po and close to ug in contradiction with
the maximality of pyo.

To summarize, for every p < 0 and p < —o=

2p
or, equivalently, fixed p > 0 the inequality holds for every —i < p<O.

we have v* < vy in T,

Letting p — 0 we get v* < vf in Yy, i.e., vi(z1,2") < v¥(—xz1,2') for all z
with x1 <0, so that v < u, in Y, with g > 0. Since p > 0 is arbitrary we
get that w is nondecreasing in the x;-direction in whole Rf . O
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REMARK 3.2. Let us observe that the method described in the above
theorem in the zi-direction may be applied to any other direction o, ...,
xN_1, centered at any point P of the form P = (0, Ps,..., Pny_1,0), with
a hyperplane orthogonal to both to the e; and e, directions. Thus, due to
the arbitrary of the point P, we can deduce that u does not depend to the
Z9,...,TNn_1 variables.

4. A priori bounds in L>(Q).

In this section we prove Theorem exploiting the blow-up method
by Guidas-Spruck (see [23]). To this aim we will make use of the estimates
proved in [12] Theorem 1.2] that guarantee the compactness needed in order
to accomplish this limit step. Then, with the same ideas, we prove Theorem
1.3 using the uniform estimates proved in [I2, Theorem 1.3] for the moving
boundary conditions (as in hypotheses (B;)-(B3)).

Proof of Theorem [I.2l We argue by contradiction: set A > 0 given
by Theorem [I.1] and assume that there exists sequences {\z} C [0, A], {u}
of solutions to problems (Py,) and {py} C € of points verifying

My, = sup ug(z) = up(pr) = +oo, ask — oo.
e

Let us set pup = M, ** and define the functions vy (y) = Miku(p/rc + ury).
Note that vy(y) is defined in Qf = i (2 — pi) as well as v(0) = 1 and
vk || Loo () < 1 for all k > 0. Moreover, the scaled function vy, satisfies the
problem

(—A)Svk = )\lezfer + U]:, v >0, in Q= L (Q — pk),

HEk
VE = 0 on Ekp,
8’Uk k
E =0 on E./\/"

where E% and Ej“\/ are the transformed boundary manifolds.

Now we study the limit problem obtained as k — oo. To carry out this
step we need some compactness properties for the sequence {vi} in order
to guarantee the convergence in some sense. By [12, Theorem 1.2] the
sequence {vg} is uniformly bounded in C7(€2) for some v € ((), %) Then,
by the Ascoli-Arzeld Theorem, there exists a subsequence {v} uniformly
convergent over compact sets in RY to a function v € C"(RY) for some
0 <n <7< i Moreover ]| oo ey < 1 and v(0) = 1.

On the other hand, the problem satisfied by the limit function v depends
on the position of the point p = lim pg. Let us set

k—o0
dP = dist(py, £5) and  d) = dist(py, £K).
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and define d% = min{dD,de }. We distinguish several cases according to

the behavior, up to subsequences, of the sequences % with i = Q, D, N.

Fig. 5: The relevant geometry after dilation of variables lies in a
neighbourhood of pg such as the one of the picture.

Q
1. Interior case: {Z—’Z} — +o00.
Since Bya ), (0) C Q4 (see Figure 5) we have that Q; — R™ and the limit
function v is a positive bounded solution to
(=A)*v=2v" inRY,
Then, by [14, Theorem 1] (see also [9, Theorem 3.1])we conclude v = 0, in
contradiction with v(0) = 1.
Q —
2. Boundary Cases: {Z—’Z} —d? e R,.
In this situation we have several possibilities:
D _ N
2.1 Dirichlet Case: {i—’“k} —dP € Ry and {%} — +00.
Now, as Yp is a (N — 1)-dimensional smooth manifold, we have
that, up to a rotation
Qp — Qd'D = {.CE S ]RN TIN > —dD},
and the limit function v is a positive solution to
(—A)*v=v" in Qo ,
v=0 in{zy=—dP},
with [[v]|peq p) < 1 and v(0) = 1. Thus, if dP = 0 we have a
contradiction with the continuity since v(0) = 1 while if dP > 0 we
have a contradiction with [9, Theorem 3.4]



SEMILINEAR FRACTIONAL ELLIPTIC PROBLEMS ... 19
D N —

%l 5 400 and {%} S dVeR,.

As before, since ¥ is a (/N — 1)-dimensional smooth manifold, we

have that, up to rotation,

Q= Qv ={z e RY s oy > -V},
and the limit function v is a positive solution to

{ (—A)v =0v" in Quv,

2.2 Neumann case:

v — (0 in{zy=—dV},

oxr N

with [|v]|pec(q,y) < 1 and v(0) = 1. Then, if we define the trans-
lated function w(z) = v(z1, x, ..., xn + dV) it follows that

{ (—A)*w =w" in RY,

a%‘fv:o in {zny =0},

with HwHLw(R% < 1 and w(0,0,...,d") = 1. Extending to the
whole space by reflection through the hyperplane {zx = 0}, thanks
to [9, Theorem 3.1], it follows that w = 0 and we get a contradiction
with w(0,0,...,dV) = 1.
dP D — aN N —
2.3 Interphase Case: {;Tkk} —d” € Ry and {;Tkk} —dV e Ry.
Let us set d? = min{d?,d"} > 0 and note that ¥, ¥k and
I'y = % N Sk are smooth manifolds by hypotheses (%8). Hence,
we can assume that, up to a rotation,

Q= Qo = {z e RN -2y > —d},

and the interphase I'y — {x1 = 7} for some finite 7 € R. Then the
limit function v is a positive solution to

(—=A)*v =" in Qye,
v=0 in{zy=—-d?}n{z <7},

8%]\; =0 in{zy= —dﬂ}ﬂ{:rl > T},

with [[v][z=(0,q) <1 and v(0) = 1.

1) If d® = 0 and 7 > 0 we get a contradiction with the continuity
of v, since the maximum is achieved at a point on the Dirichlet
boundary where v = 0.

2) If d? > 0 and 7 > 0 we get a contradiction with the mono-
tonicity (Theorem and the Hopf Lemma at the maximum
point. Indeed it is sufficient to have the monotonicity of the
solution v with respect to the x;-direction up to x; = 7.

3) If 7 < 0, we reach, once again, a contradiction with the mono-
tonicity and the Hopf Lemma at the point of maximum. In this
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step it is necessary to use the monotonicity of v with respect
to the xq-direction in the whole space.
O
With the same ideas, we can prove the next result concerning the mov-
ing boundary conditions.

Proof of Theorem As we did in Theorem we argue by
contradiction. Assume that there exists a sequence {uq}aer. of solutions
to problems (P, ), a sequence of points {p,} C 2, @ € I. and a sequence

1—r

of numbers p, = My verifying

M, = sup uq(x) = un(pa) = +00, as a = a.
€N
We have to distinguish several cases. The interior, Dirichlet and Neu-
mann cases can be proved following the corresponding cases in Theorem
As far as the interface case is concerned, we need some compactness for
the sequence {u,} as @ — @. Since we are considering sets Yp(«) with a €
I. = [¢,]09]] for some € > 0 and satisfying hypotheses (*8,,) and (B1)-(Bs3),
by [12, Theorem 1.3] the sequence {us} is uniformly bounded in C7(€) for
some 7y € (0, %) and so the conclusion follows as in the corresponding case
in Theorem O

5. Minimal and mountain-pass solutions

We devote this section to the proof of Theorem [I.I] exploiting the
extension technique. We recall that in terms of the s-extension, problem
(P))) can be reformulated as

—div(y'7*VU) =0 in Cq,
B(U)=0 on JrCq,
U>0 on Q x {y =0}, (P5)
ou

55 = i) on Q x {y =0},

where fy(s) = A|s|77ts + |s|""!s. Associated to the problem (P}]) we con-
sider the Euler-Lagrange functional J) : Hé% (Cq,y'~*dzdy) — R given
by

Fs

W) =5 [ 9URdsdy - [ R0
Q

where F)(s) = [ fa(7)dr. Since Jy does not satisfies the Palais-Smale (PS
for short) condition, due to the unboundedness of the cylinder Cq, we show
the PS condition for the functional I.
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LEMMA 5.1, Let {u,} C Hy, (Q2) be a PS sequence, i.e., I\(u,) — ¢
and I} (u,) — 0. Then, there exist a subsequence (again denoted by) uy
strongly convergent in Hg, (€2).

Proof Since I\(un) — ¢ we have that [lup|zg (@) < C uniformly
D

for some positive constant. By the Sobolev embeddings, there exists a
subsequence still denoted by {u,} such that

Up, — u in L7(Q), for any 1 <r < 2}, (5.1)

and
up, —u in Hy (€2). (5.2)
Using that I} (u,) — 0 together with —, we have the strong con-
vergence proving the PS condition. a

Proof of Theorem (1). Consider the eigenvalue problem as-
sociated to the first eigenvalue A{, and let ¢ be the positive normalized
in L?(Q) associated eigenfunction. Using (1 as a test function in problem

, we have
04 =) [ uprds = [ wnd
Q Q

and hence necessarily A < Aj. On the other hand, using the fractional
Sobolev inequality together with Poincaré inequality we find

1 . A 1 .
I(v) = 2/Q|(—A) /2v|2dzx—2/9|v|2dx—m/ﬂv| g

A (r+1)/2
> ¢ (1 - > / (=AY 20|2dx — ¢y (/ |(—A)S/2v]2dx> :
AT Ja Q

for positive constants ci, co. Therefore, v = 0 is a local minimum for
I, and, since I\(tv) — —oo as t — oo, the functional I satisfies the
hypotheses of the Mountain Pass Theorem by Ambrosetti-Rabinowitz [4].
Hence, by Lemma we obtain the existence of at least one solution for
0 < XA < A{. Even more, the bifurcation result is a consequence of the
classical Rabinowitz Theorem [26]. O

Next, in order to continue with the proof of Theorem we establish
some preliminary results. Some of these results can be proved for more
general nonlinearities f(u), with f at least continuous, satisfying the growth
condition 0 < f(s) < ¢(1+|s|?) for some p > 0. In such cases we will denote
the associated extension problem as (FP5).

The first result deals with the sub and supersolutions method, the proof
is rather standard and so we omit it.
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LEMMA 5.2. Suppose that there exist a subsolution Uy and a superso-
Iution Us to (P}), ie., Uy, Uz € Hl%(CQ,yl_%d:cdy) such that B(U;) <0,

B(Uy) > 0 on 91,Cq and for every nonnegative ¢ € Hl*D(CQ, y'~25dxdy) the
following inequalities are satisfied:

s / Y IV Védady < / F(U (2, 0))é(z, 0)da,
Ca Q

s / A T / f(Us(2,0))(z, 0)d
Ca Q

respectively. Assume moreover that U; < Us in Cq. Then, there exists a
solution U verifying Uy < U < Us in Cq.

Next we deal with a comparison result.

LEMMA 5.3. Let Uy,Us € Hl%(CQ,yl_QSdajdy) be respectively a posi-

tive subsolution and a positive supersolution to (Pf) and assume that f(t)/t
is decreasing for t > 0. Then Uy < Us in Cq.

P r o o f. The proof is similar to the proof of [3, Lemma 3.3]. By defi-
nition we have, for any positive test functions ¢1, ¢o € H 1%(CQ) that

Ks / Yy BVU Vi dady < / f(uy) o1 (x,0)d,
Ca Q

e / Y VULV dodudy > / f(uz) o, 0)der,
Co Q

where u; = Uj(x,0) and us = Ua(x,0). Let 6(¢) be a smooth non-decreasing
function such that 0(¢) =0 for ¢t <0, §(¢t) =1 for t > 1, set 0.(t) = 6(t/e),
and define the test functions @1 and @9 as

o1 =U20. (U —Us), 2=U16: (U —Uy).

From the above inequalities we obtain
Je:= /{S/ y 72UV Uy — Uy VU, YV (Uy — Us)) 0 (Uy — Us) dady
Ca

> /Quluz <f(uQ) - ﬂul)) 0z (u1 — ug) dx.

Uz U1

On the other hand,
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Je < %s/ y' "2 (VUL (U = Uz) V(UL = Ua)) 0L (Ur — Us) dady
Ca
= Hs/ yl=2s (VU1 Vne(Uy — Us)) dzdy
Ca

Z/f(ul)na(ul—w)dl’a
Q

where nL(t) = t0.(t). Since 0 < 7. < ¢, we find j. < ce. Then, letting

e — 07 we conclude
wyty <f(U2) _ f(u1)

> dz <0.
u9 (3]

Qﬂ{ul >U,2}
Taking in mind the hypotheses on f, it follows u; < w9 in 2. The result
for the whole cylinder Cq follows by the maximum principle. O

Next we focus on the remaining assertions in Theorem [1.1}(2). Thus,
from now on we assume that 0 < ¢ < 1.

LEMMA 5.4. Let A be defined by

A = sup{\ > 0: (P\) has solution},
then, 0 < A < oo.

P r o o f. As for the linear case, consider the eigenvalue problem asso-
ciated to the first eigenvalue A{, and let ¢; the associated eigenfunction.
Using ¢ as a test function in problem (Pyf), we have

/()\uq +u")prde = )\f/ wprde. (5.3)
Q Q

Since there exists a constant ¢ = ¢(r,¢) > 1 such that At? 4+t > c\% with
= r%q, for any ¢t > 0, from we deduce e\’ < Af and hence A < oo.
In particular, this also proves that there is no solution to for A > A.
In order to prove that A > 0, we prove, by means of the sub and
supersolution technique, the existence of solution to for any small
positive A. Indeed, for e > 0 small enough, U = F[¢1] is a subsolution to
. A supersolution can be constructed as an appropiate multiple of the

function G, the solution to

—div(y'7*VG) =0 in Co,
B(G)=0 on 9rCq,

oG
8;/8_1 on Q x {y =0}.
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Since the trace function g(z) = G(z,0) is a solution to

(=A)°*g=1 in Q,
B(g)=0 on 09,
by [12, Theorem 3.7] we have ||g[| 1) < +00. Next, since 0 < g <1 <7
we can find A9 > 0 such that for all 0 < A < )\ there exists M = M(\)
such that
M =AM )% ) + Mgl 0 (5.4)

As a consequence, the function h = Mg satisfies M = (—A)*h > Ah? + h"
and, by the maximum principle, the extension function U = E[h] is a
supersolution and U < U. Applying Lemma we conclude the existence
of a solution U to problem (P}). Therefore, its trace u(z) = U(z,0) is a
solution to problem , A< Ao O

REMARK 5.1. In the proof of Lemma precisely in , we
can choose M = M(A) verifying M(A) — 0 as A — 0, proving that
luxl[Le@) — 0 as A — 0. Indeed, it is enough to choose M(\) = A"
with 0 <7 < 1.

REMARK 5.2. Although Lemmal5.4] provides the existence of a solution
for small A > 0, we can also prove this result studying the associated
functional I. Indeed,

1 . A 1 .
IA(v):2/9|(—A) /QU|2dx—(H_1/Q|U|q+1d:1:—M/Q|v] .

1 (g+1)/2
> / |(=A)*20|2dz — Ay (/ ](—A)S/2v|2da:>
2 Ja Q

(r+1)/2
— </ (—A)S/2v|2dx> ’
Q

for some positive constants ¢; and co. Then, for sufficiently small A, there
exist (at least) two solutions to problem (Py)), one given by minimization
and another given by the Mountain-Pass Theorem. The proof is rather
common, based on the geometry of the function g(t) = %tQ—)\cltq“ —cot™ !
(see for instance [4]).

Next we show that there exists a solution for every A € (0, A).

LEMMA 5.5. Problem (P)) has at least a positive minimal solution
for every 0 < X\ < A. Moreover, the family {uy} of minimal solutions is
increasing with respect to A.
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P r oo f. By definition of A, for any 0 < A < A there exists y €
(A, A] such that (P}) admits a solution U,. It is easy to see that U, is a
supersolution for (P5]).

On the other hand, let V), be the unique solution to problem (P}*) with
f(t) = At? (the existence can be deduced by minimization, while uniqueness
follows from Lemma [5.3). It is clear that V) is a subsolution to problem
(Py]) and, by Lemma we have V) < U,. Therefore, thanks to Lemma
we conclude that there is a solution to and, as a consequence, for
the whole open interval (0, A).

Finally, we prove the existence of a minimal solution for all 0 < A < A.
Indeed, given a solution u to we take U = F4(u) and, by Lemma
being U solution to problem , it satisfies V), < U with V) solution
to problem (P}) with f(¢) = At?. Then, the function vx(z) = Vi(z,0)
is a subsolution of problem and the monotone iteration procedure
described by

(=A)upy1 = Mup +up,  w, € Hy (Q)  with  ug = vy,
verifies u,, < U(x,0) = u and w,,  uy with uy solution to problem (Py]).
In particular uy < u and we conclude that u) is a minimal solution. The

monotonicity follows directly from the first part of the proof, taking U, =
E4(uy,) which leads to uy < u, whenever 0 < A < pu < A. O

LEMMA 5.6. Problem (Py)) has at least one solution if A = A.

To prove Lemma [5.6| we extend [3] Lemma 3.5] to the fractional frame-
work. This result guarantees that the linearized equation corresponding to
(P,)) has non-negative eigenvalues at the minimal solution.

PROPOSITION 5.1. Let u) be the minimal solution to and define
ay = ay(z) = /\qug\_1 + ruf "', Then, the operator [(—A)* — ay(z)] with
mixed boundary conditions has a first eigenvalue vy > 0. In particular it
follows that

/Q (](—A)S/QU\Q - a>\02> dr >0, forany ve Hy (). (5.5)

P r o o f. By contradiction, assume that 1 < 0 and let ¢; > 0 be the
first eigenfunction. Let v > 0 and observe that since 0 < ¢ < 1,
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(—=A)°(ux — agr) = (Mux — adr)? + (ux — ag1)")
=\u} +uy —avi¢) — a (Aqu‘i_l + rug_l) d1 — Muy — agr)? — (uy — agy)”
> ul — avigr — arul tér — (uy — agr)”
= —ar1¢1 + o(agr).
Using that v1 < 0, ¢1 > 0, for a > 0 sufficiently small we have that
(=A)*(ux — agr) — (A(ur — ag1)? + (un — agr)”) >0,
proving that u) — ozglbl is a supersolution of .
Now, let ¢ = Aa—1v, with v a solution to

—A)sy =0t in Q,
{ ( B)(v) =0 on 0f), (5.6)

that turns out to be a subsolution of .
Then ¢ < wu) — a¢; and problem ([P,)) has a solution u such that
1 < u < uy — ag¢y in contradiction with the minimality of u). O

Proof of Lemma Let {\,} be a sequence such that A\, 7~ A

and denote by w, = u), the minimal solution to problem (P),). Let
U, = Esuy], then
)5 un|? An +1 1 r+1
Iy, (un) = | A)zuy|*de — —— [ ul™de — —— [ w " dz.
q+1Jg r+1Jq

Moreover, since u,, is a solution to (P, ), it also satisfies

/|(—A)§un|2dac:)\n/u%“da:ﬂ—/uzﬂdx.
Q Q Q

On the other hand, using (5.5)) with v = u,,

/ [(—A)3uy,|2de — )\nq/ ulttdy — 7“/ udz > 0.
Q Q Q

As in [3, Lemma 3.5], we conclude I, (un) < 0. Since I} (un) = 0,
we obtain that |luy]| Hy (@) < C. Hence, there exists a weakly convergent
D

subsequence u, — u € H%D(Q) and, as a consequence, u is a weak solution

offor)\:A. O

Next we assure the existence of a second solution to for every
0 < X\ < A following the ideas of [5], developed to concave-convex problems
in [2, O] for the classical Laplacian and the fractional Laplacian respec-
tively. In order to find a second solution by means of variational methods
it is essential to have a first solution which is also a local minimum of the
associated functional J).
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LEMMA 5.7. Problem (P)) has at least two solutions for each \ €
(0,A).

P r o o f. The proof follows exactly as in [9, Lemma 5.11]. O

Now we can conclude the proof of Theorem [1.1]

Proof of Theorem (2). Part a) follows by Lemma [5.5l More-
over part b) is a consequence of Lemma part ¢) of Lemma [5.4] while
part d) holds true thanks to Lemma U

5.1. Moving the boundary conditions. Now we prove Theorem
i.e., the assertions on the behavior of the minimal and mountain pass solu-
tions when we move the boundary conditions (see hypotheses (B1)-(Bs)).
To this aim, we need the following result.

LEMMA 5.8. Let v be the solution to problem (5.6)). There exists a
constant 3 > 0 such that

||¢”?{§D(Q) - Q/qulébzdw > Bl6l|72y forall ¢ € H (). (5.7)

P r o o f. Since we always consider boundary conditions such that |Xp| =
a > 0, the function v can be obtained as

. 1 1
win {6165 o)~ 716085 )0 € 2, ()}
and thus, by (5.5)
||¢>|y§,§D(Q) - q/qu_qude >0, forall ¢€Hs (Q).
As a consequence, the linearized problem

(=AY —quilo=pnp in Q (5.5)
B(p)=0 on 09, '

has a non-negative first eigenvalue py. Let ¢1 be the first eigenfunction
and assume p1 = 0. Since v is a solution to (5.6)), then

q/vqgoldx:/vqnpldm.
Q Q

which is a contradiction. Hence p1 > 0. O

LEMMA 5.9. There exists A > 0 such that for all A\ € (0,A) the
problem has at most one solution satisfying ||ul| e ) < A.
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Proof Let A > 0 such that rA"~! < B, with 3 given by (5.7).
Assumme by contradiction that there exists a second solution u = uy + w
of (P such that [|ul|fe @) < A. Since uy is the minimal solution, w > 0.

Let ((x) = )\flqv(a:) with v the solution to (5.6)), so that (—A)*¢ = A(1.
Moreover, u) is also a supersolution of (5.6), and hence, by Lemma

1
uy > AT=9v. On the other hand, since u = u) + w is a solution to (P))) we
have

(—A)*(uy +w) = AMuy + w)? + (uy +w)".
By concavity, A(uy +w)? < Auf + )\quiflw and hence

(—A)w < )\qug\_lw + (ux +w)" — ul.

1
. L -1 1 g—
Furthermore, since uy > AT-7v, one also has ul ~ < A Lya=1 and as we are
assuming |luy||zeo (o) < A, we find

(=A)"w < qui™h 4 (up +w)" —uf)
< qui~t 4 rAT .
Multiplying the above inequality by w and using (5.7) we conclude
ﬁ/ widx < T‘AT_I/ w?dx.
Q Q
Since B < rA™ !, it follows w = 0. O

Now we can perform the proof of Theorem

Proof of Theorem First we claim that if A = A(«) is the
associated constant to (P, ) obtained in Lemma then A(a) — 0 as

a— 0.
Indeed, it is enough to observe that

HUH%% ()
0<m<X(a)= inf ———Pe
UEHip(M (®) HUHLQ(Q)

uZ0

where p; is the first eigenvalue of the linearized eigenvalue problem (5.8]).
Since by Remark A (a) as o\ 0, the result follows.

In particular we deduce:

(1) From the proof of Lemma we have cA’(a) < A () and arguing
as above A(a) — 0 as a — 0.

(2) There exist atmost one solution u to with (A, [|u]|eo) € (0, A(c))
x(0, A()), that is the minimal solution and, since A(a) N\, 0 as
a — 0, the minimal solution converges to zero as a ™\ 0.
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Now we prove that for 0 < A < A(«a) small enough, the solution to
problem (P, ) obtained by the Mountain Pass Theorem, u,, satisfies

luallms@) — 0, as a 0.

The proof follows the lines of [16, Lemma 5.12]. Let us consider the fun-
cional at A =0

1 s 1
I()(’I,La) = 2/ ’(—A)§’U4a|2dl’ — H/ Ug+1d.’17
Q r Q
1

1
- 2 o r+1
2HuaHH§D(a)(Q) r+1

[ta ||LT+1(Q)

r+1

1 ) 1 1-tl 1 :
21 ) _ Q0 5% 1 'r—&;l .
> Sl @ - eyl ( +W)) el @

r+1
Let us define g(t) = 5t2 — co(r, |Q\))\§(a)7s%t”1. It is easy to see that if
to is such that ¢'(to) = 0 then to < c(r, [2)A] (@) with p = 22%11), so that
ta — 0 as a (0. Hence, the Mountain Pass solution converges to zero as

a N\ 0. O

REMARK 5.3. As a conclusion of the above arguments:

(1) Both the minimal solution uy and the mountain pass solution ty,,
converge to zero as a N\ 0.

(2) If we set a € I = [¢,|0€2|] with € > 0, under hypotheses (98,) and
(B1)-(Bs3), there exist M., A; such that the family S. C [0, A.] x
[0, M,] (see Theorem 1.3 for the definition of S;).

(3) To conclude, it is interesting to point out Theorem 8 by Denzler in
[18], where the author proved that

sup  {Ai(a) : o= [Xp[} = Au(]09]),
0<a<|09|

which in particular proves that there are configurations of the dis-
tribution of the manifolds ¥p and ¥z on 92 such that [16, Lemma
4.1] does not apply and hence A\j(a) 4 0 as o N\, 0. But this is
not our case under hypotheses (8,) and (B1)-(Bs), in which [16]
Lemma 4.1] applies proving that Aj(a) — 0 as o\ 0.
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