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ON THE UNIQUENESS OF SIGN CHANGING BOUND STATE
SOLUTIONS OF A SEMILINEAR EQUATION

CARMEN CORTAZAR, MARTA GARCIA-HUIDOBRO, AND CECILIA S. YARUR

ABSTRACT. We establish the uniqueness of the higher radial bound state solutions of
(P) Au+ f(u) =0, xeR™

We assume that the nonlinearity f € C(—o0,0) is an odd function satisfying some con-
vexity and growth conditions, and either has one zero at b > 0, is non positive and not
identically 0 in (0,b), and is differentiable and positive [b,00), or is positive and differen-
tiable in [0, c0).

February 4, 2022

1. INTRODUCTION AND MAIN RESULTS
In this paper we establish the uniqueness of higher bound state solutions to
(P) Au+ f(u) =0, zeR",
in the radial situation. That is, we give conditions on f under which
n—1
u'(r) + ——u'(r) + f(u) =0, r>0, n>2

/ _ : _
u'(0) =0, TIHEO u(r) =0,

(1)

has exactly two solutions, one with «(0) > 0 and one with with «(0) < 0, having a prescribed
number of zeros.

Any nonconstant solution to () is called a bound state solution. Bound state solutions
such that u(r) > 0 for all r > 0, are referred to as a first bound state solution, or a
ground state solution. The uniqueness of the first bound state solution of () or for the
quasilinear situation involving the m-Laplacian operator V- (|Vu|™ 2Vu), m > 1, has been
exhaustively studied during the last thirty years, see for example the works [Ch-1], [C1],

We will assume that the function f : R — R is continuous, and that f satisfies (f1)-(f2),
where

(f1) fisodd, f(0) =0, and there exist § > b > 0 such that f(s) > 0for s > b, f(s) <0,

f(s) £ 0 for s € [0,0][1 F(8) =0, where F(s) := [ f(t)dL.

(f2) f is continuous in [0, 00), continuously differentiable in (0,00) and f’ € L'(0,1).

Our first result deals with the uniqueness of the k-th bound state in space dimension
1<n<4:

This research was supported by FONDECYT-1070944 for the first author, and FONDECYT-1070951
and FONDECYT-1070125 for the second and third author.
1The oddness of f is not essential, this assumption can be relaxed to a sign condition: f(0) = 0, and
there exist b™ > 0 > b~ such that f(u) > 0 for u > b*, f(u) < 0 for u < b~, and f(u) <0, f(u) # 0, for
uw € (0,b7) and f(u) >0, f(u) Z0, for u € (b~,0)
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Theorem 1.1. Let 1 <n <4, k € N, and assume that f satisfies (f1)-(f2). If in addition
f satisfies
JaiN

(1) (5) 02 "5 for s> 5,

then problem ([l) has at most one solution satisfying u(0) > 0 which has exactly k — 1 sign
changes in (0,00).

Our second result is a strong improvement of the one in [CGHY]:

Theorem 1.2. Assume that f satisfies (f1)-(f2). If f satisfies
(£3) () = f'(s)(s = B), for all s > B, and

F -2
(F) (F) )2 "5.7 for alt s > 8,

then problem (Il) has at most one solution satisfying w(0) > 0 which has exactly one sign
change in (0,00). The same conclusion holds if instead of (f3)-(fs), f satisfies
sf'(s)
f5
) 7 f)
(fs)

BIB) _ _n
fB) “mn=2

This work can be seen as a natural continuation of [CGHY], where we established unique-
ness of the second bound state solution in the superlinear case.

To the best of our knowledge, there is only one work (besides [CGHY]) concerning the
uniqueness of higher bound states: Troy, see Theorems 1.1, Theorem 1.3] studied the
existence and uniqueness of the solution to (Il) having exactly one sign change in dimension
n = 3 for

decreases for all s > 3, and

with n > 2.

s+1, s<-—1/2
fs)=4-s, s€(-1/2,1/2),
s—1, s>1/2.
Note that in this case b =1, 8 = 1 4+ v/2/2, and for s > f3,

2
(s—ﬁ)f/(s):s—l—g <s—1
Hence all assumptions (f1)-(f3) are satisfied. Moreover, also (f}) is satisfied, since for s > f3,
FN/ 1 1 1 n—2
<f>(s) FRPTEEE T R Sl ML R
Hence, according to our Theorem [[T] in this case problem ({I]) has at most one solution with
exactly k zeros in (0,00) for any k& € N. Other typical example of a function f satisfying
the assumptions of Theorem [I.1] is
fls)=s"=s% p>q>0,
with no other restriction if n = 2, and p? + ¢ < 1 when n = 3.

We also deal with the Dirichlet problem in a given ball. In this case we establish non
uniqueness of solutions for some f satisfying (f1)-(f3) (see section [l and we are led to
study the situation in the case that b = 0, that is, f is positive in (0,00). More precisely,
we assume

(f]) f(0) =0, and sf(s) > 0 for s > 0,
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(f5) f is continuous in [0, 00), continuously differentiable in (0,00) and f’ € L'(0,1),

(f3) f(s) > sf'(s), for all s > 0, and for any ¢ > 0 there exists s € (0,¢) such that
f(s) > sf'(s).

We have imposed the second part in (f4) to avoid f linear, for in this case we obviously do
not have uniqueness.

On the other hand, it can be shown, see section [Bl that under these assumptions there do

not exist nontrivial bound states, hence for a given p > 0, we study the Dirichlet problem

u//(r) + n

u'(r)+ flu) =0, re(0,p), n=>2,
u'(0) =0, wu(p) =0,

(2)

and prove the following result:

Theorem 1.3. Assume that f satisfies (f1)-(f3), and let k € N. Then problem [2)) has at
most one solution satisfying w(0) > 0 which has exactly k zeros in (0, p).

The existence of sign changing bound state solutions of ([Il) has been established by
Coffman in and Mc Leod, Troy and Weissler in [McLTW], where f : R — R is
locally Lipschitz continuous and satisfies appropriate sign conditions and is of subcritical
growth. Their proof uses shooting techniques and a scaling argument. Here we also establish
existence by adapting some results in [FLS]. In the function f is assumed to satisfy

(besides (f1) and (f2))
f(u) = CluP~ u+ g(u), u>0,

. i, n+2 . ..
where C' is a positive constant, g(u) = o(u”) as u — oo, and 1 < p < ——, i.e., it is
/”L fe—

superlinear and subcritical. They also establish existence for the Dirichlet problem in a
ball.

Finally we describe our approach. In order to prove our results, and due to the oddness
of f, we will study the behavior of the solutions to the initial value problem

1u'(7’)+f(u):0 r>0, n>2
uw0)=a u'(0)=0

u”(r) + 3)

for a € (0,00). As usual, we will denote by u(r,a) a C? solution of ().

Our theorems will follow after a series of comparison results between two solutions to (3])
with initial value in some small neighborhood of a*, where u(-,a*) is a k-th bound state,
that is, u(r,a*) is a solution to (B)) which has exactly & — 1 sign changes in (0,00) and
lim u(r,a*) = 0. We will show, (see Proposition and Lemma [4T]), that there exists

r—00

a neighborhood V' of a* such that any solution to (B with o € V has k extremal points
in some closed interval [0, 4], A > 0, having extremal values |E| > (. In Section [ we
follow the ideas of Coffman, see [C1], and use the function p(r, o) = %u(r, «) to study the
behavior of the solutions between two consecutive extremal points. In Section [ we prove
Theorem [[T] through a careful analysis of the behavior of two solutions wui(r) = wu(r, ay),
ug(r) = u(r,asz) for a1, as in a small neighborhood of a*. The main tool we use is the
functional

(s) - 5 — 2r2(s,a)F(s) + H(s), s#b,
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where H (s) is chosen appropriately so that

Q(s.0) = 225,00 = (20— 2) —1(5) (9)) L2,
and the functional W defined by
W(s,a) = r(s,a)\/ (v (r(s,a),a))? + 2F(s), s¢ [Un(a),al,

introduced in [FLS]. Here 7(s, ) denotes the inverse of u between two consecutive extremal
points. In view of hypothesis (f}), the functional @ allows us to prove some key comparison
results concerning the solutions u; and ug between their ¢ — 1-th and i-th extremal points,
foranyi=1,....k — 1.

Section is devoted to the proof of Theorem [[.2] where we use ideas of Pucci, Serrin
and Tang in [PuS, [ST] to study the behavior of the solutions in the interval [U;, — 3] before
the minimum. We do so by considering the celebrated functional introduced first by Erbe
and Tang in [ET]:

B F, (s, a) (s, o) n
P(s,a) = —2717(8) T5.0) — 7 (5.0) ) —2r'"(s,a)F(s), s#b,
and the modified functional W defined by
W(s,a) = r" (s, a)\/ (W (r(s,a),a))2 +2F(s), s¢€[U(a),a]

where 7 (s, «) denotes the inverse of u before the first minimum point.
Finally in section 5 we treat the Dirichlet problem and sketch the proof of Theorem

2. PRELIMINARIES

The aim of this section is to establish several properties of the solutions to the initial
value problem (3]
The functional

I(r,a) = (u/(r,@))? + 2F (u(r, @) (4)
will play a fundamental role. A simple calculation yields
2(n—1
r(ra) =~ 2Dy, 6

r

and therefore, as n > 2, we have that I is decreasing in r. It can be seen that for o € (b, 00),
one has u(r,a) > 0 and v/(r, &) < 0 for 7 small enough, and thus we can define the extended
real number

Z1(a) :==sup{r > 0 | u(s,a) > 0 and v/(s,a) <0 for all s € (0,7)}.
Following [PeS1], [PeS2|] we set
M = {a>0: uwZi(a),a)=0 and ' (Zi(a),a) <0}
G = {a>0: uZi(a),a) =0 and u'(Z1(a),a) =0}
P = {a>0: u(Zi(a),a) > 0}.

As in [CEFT], the sets N7 and P; are open intervals, and moreover, if N7 # (), then
N1 = (a,0) for some a > 0. If our problems have a solution, then N7 # (. Let

Fo={aeN, : ¥(r,a) <0 forallr> Z(a)}.
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For a ¢ F we define
Ti () == inf{r > Zi(a) : ¥ (r,a) =0}, Ui(a)=u(Ti(a),a),

and if o € ]-N'g, we set T1(a) = co. Also, for a € N \]-N'g we can define the extended real
number

Zs(a) = sup{r > Ti(a) | u(s,a) < 0 and v'(s,a) > 0 for all s € (T1(a),7)},
and set Us(«) := u(Za(a), ) = TTlZiIQI(la)u(T, Q).
Let now B
Fo={ae M\ F : u(Zy(a),a) <0},
Ny = {aeM\F : u(Zs(a),a) =0 and o/ (Zs(a),a)
Gy = {aeN\F : u(Zs(a),a) =0 and u'(Zy(),a)=
P = FUF.
For k > 3, and if Nj_1 # ), we set
Fe={a €N : (=) (r,a) <0 forallr> Z,_1(a)}.
For o ¢ Fr, we set
T 1(a) :=inf{r > Zy_1(a) : v (r,a) =0}, Up_1(a) =u(Tp_1(a),a),

and if a € ]-N'k, we set Tp_1(a) = 0o. Next, for a € Nj_1 \]-N'k, we define the extended real
number

V

Zi(@) = sup{r > Ti_1() | (=1)*u(s, ) < 0 and (=1)ku/(s,0) > 0
for all s € (Tj—1(), )},

we set Uy () := u(Zk(a), ) = Tlzlnf(l )u(r, a). Finally we set
™7 (a

Fre={a € Moot \ Fi = (—=1)*u(Zi(e), ) < 0},

Ny {a e Nt \ Fie ¢ u(Zp(e),0) =0 and (=1)%/(Zi(),a) > 0},
G = {aeNu 1\ Fr : u(Zp(a),a)=0 and o/ (Zy(a),a) =0},
P = ]'N—k U Fp.

Concerning the sets N, and Pj, we have:

Proposition 2.1. The sets N}, and Pj, are open.

Proof. The proof that N} is open is by continuity and follows as in [CEF2] with obvious
modifications, so we omit it.

The proof that Py is open is based in the fact that the functional I defined in () is
decreasing in r, and a € Py if and only if « € Nj_; and I(r,a) < 0 for some r; €
(0, Tj—1 ().

Let a € Py, and assume first that Zx(a) = co. We claim that

. _ . / _
Tllglo u(r, o) = —b, Tlgglou (rya) = 0.

Since u(-, @) is monotone ( for all 7 > Zj_1 if a € Fj, or in (Tp_y1(av),00) if a € F), there
exists L such that lim,_,~ u(r,«) = L. Furthermore, since I(-, «) is decreasing and bounded
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and F(s) — oo as s — 400, we have that L is finite and lim,_,, u/(r,«) = 0. Moreover,
from the equation and applying L’Hopital’s rule twice, we conclude that
u(r,a) — L " (r, @) f(L)

0= lim = lim = — ,
r—00 r2 r—00 2rn 2n

Thus, L = —b as we claimed, implying that
lim I(r,a) =2F(-b) <0.

r—=Tj—1(a)
Assume next Z(a) < oo and hence o € F,. Then Tj_;(c) is a either a maximum point or
a minimum point of u(-,«) implying that either
0 < —u"(Ti-1(e), @) = f(u(Th-1(e), @)
and thus —b < u(Tj—1(a), ) < 0 or
0> —u"(Ti-1(a), ) = f(u(T-1(e), @)

and thus 0 < u(Ty—1(a), ) < b, (u(Tg-1(), ) # £b from the uniqueness of the solutions
and since u(0, ) = «)). Hence

I(Tk—l(a)v Oé) = ZF(U(Tk—l(a)v Oé)) <0.

Conversely, if a € Py and a € Nj_1, then a € Gy UN}, and thus the claim follows from
the fact that I(r,a) > I(Zp(a),a) > 0 for all r € (0, Zx(«)). Hence the openness of Py
follows from the continuous dependence of solutions to (B]) in the initial value a and from
the openness of NVj_;. O

Finally in this section we establish the existence of a neighborhood of a* so that solutions
with initial value in this interval cannot be decreasing for all r > 0.

Proposition 2.2. Let o* € G, k > 2. Then there ezists dg > 0 such that (o —dp, a*+3dg) C
Nk—l \fk
Proof. Since o* € Gy, there exists 7 > Tj,_1 (o) such that (—1)%u/ (7, o*) > 0. By continuity,
there exists dy > 0 such that
(=D*d/(r,0) >0 for all a € (* — &, a* + o),
implying that
Ti—1(a) <7 for all a € (a* — dp, " + dp),
and thus
(o — g, 4+ dg) C N1 \ F.

3. BEHAVIOR OF THE FUNCTION ¢(r,a) = Zu(r, )

We will study the behavior of the solutions to the initial value problem (B]). To this end,
a* € Gy is fixed and « € (o* — &g, a* + dp), where dy > 0 is given in Proposition

Under assumptions (f1) and (f2), the functions u(r, &) and v/(r, o) = %(r, «) are of class
C' in (0,00) x (b, 00). We set
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Then, for any r > 0 such that u(r) # 0, ¢ satisfies the linear differential equation

)+ )+ f e =0, n22,
0(0,0) =1 ¢'(0,a) =0.
Set
u(r) =u(r,e),  @(r) =¢(raq).

Proposition 3.1. Let f satisfy (f1)-(f2). Then (i) between two consecutive zeros rq1 < ro
of v’ there is at least one zero r* € (r1,12) of w. (ii) Furthermore, if a € Gy, then ¢ has at
least one zero in (Ty_1(a), Zp()).

Proof. Let r1 < 79 be two consecutive finite zeros of u' (hence u has at most one zero
in (r1,7r2)) and assume by contradiction that ¢(r) does not change sign in (r1,72). Since
u € C?(0,00) and ¢ € C1(0,0), by differentiating the equation in (I} we obtain that v = u’
and @ satisfy
n—1 n—1
V' —— + <f'(u) -3 )U =0, (7)

r

and
" n—1 / / o ]
Pl ¢ + fl(u)p =0, (8)

for all  such that u(r) # 0. Hence multiplying (@) by " '¢ and &) by " !v and
substracting, we obtain

(" W' = ve)) (r) = (n = 1)r" P, 9)
Assume first that v, > 0 in (71, 7r2). Integrating (@) over (r1,72) we find that

ry T (r2)(ra) > 17T () (),
a contradiction with the fact that from our choice of the sign for v, it must be that v/(ry) < 0
and v'(r1) > 0. (If u(7) = 0 for some 7 € (r1,73), we integrate (@) over (r1,7 — ¢) and over
(F+e,r9), use the continuity of v, v, ¢ and ¢’, and then let ¢ — 0 to obtain a contradiction).
Hence ¢ must have a first zero in (r1,r9). If either v or ¢ are negative in (r1,72) the proof
follows with obvious modifications.

Let now o € Gi. If Zx(a) < oo, the claim follows from (7). If Zi(a) = oo, assume by
contradiction that ¢ does not change sign in (Tj_1(a),00). We may assume without loss
of generality that u/(r) > 0 and ¢(r) > 0 for all r € (T_1(«),00). From u'(r) > 0 for all
r € (Tp—1(a),00), and u(r) — 0 as r — oo, we find that there exists rg > Tj_1(«) such that
—b < u(r) <0 for all r € (rg,00) implying

(T”_lu’)/ = —T"_lf(u) <0.

Thus "1’ decreases in (rg, 00) implying that

li_>m W/ (r) = L € [0, 00). (10)
From the equation we find that
—1
W'(r) = ==/ (r) — f(u(r)) <0 for all 7 € (ro, 00),

T
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and thus v = «” < 0 for all » € (rg,00). On the other hand, integrating (@) over
(Ty—1(a), ), for r € (rp,00), we find that

" = ) (1) = (Tho1 ()" (Th-1()) p(Ti—1 (@)
+(n—1) / t"Su(t)p(t)dt

Tp—1(c)

>(n-1) /TO t"Bo(t)p(t)dt = co > 0

Tp—1(a)

r

for some positive constant c¢g. Hence,
0> r" 1/ (r)p(r) > r"Lo(r)¢' (r) + co,
which from (I0) implies that ¢'(r) < —co/(r" 'v) < —c for some positive constant ¢ and
therefore
o(r) < p(rg) —c(r —rg) = —o0  as r — oo,
a contradiction. O

Proposition 3.2. Let f satisfy (f1)-(fs). Then ¢ is strictly positive in (0,7(5, a)).

Proof. Multiplying the equation in (@) by 7"~ !(u — ) and integrating by parts over (0,7),
r < r(fB,a), we have that

_/0"“1/ dr+/f (u(r) — By dr =0,

and a second integration by parts yields
[ (@) = ) - fute))etr e =@ r)ptr) - F)utr) - 8. (11

Using now that from (f3), f'(u(r))(u(r)—8) — f(u(r)) <0 for r € (0,7(8, «)), we have that
if o(r) = 0 for some r € (0,7(5,«)), then —¢'(r)(u(r) — B) < 0, which is a contradiction
since ¢'(r) < 0 at such point. O

Our next result is an improvement of [CGHY], Lemma 3.1], where we proved it under an
additional superlinear growth assumption on f.

Proposition 3.3. Let f satisfy (f1)-(f2) and (f1)-(f5). If the first zero z > 0 of ¢ occurs
in (0,7(83, )], then o(r) <0 forr € (z,r(b,a)) and ¢'(r(b,a)) < 0.

Proof. The proof follows step by step the ideas in [CGHY]. Let the first zero z > 0 of ¢
occur in (0,7(8, a)], set U, := u(z) and assume U, > . We will show that
U.f'(U:)
f(Uz)

> 1.

If not, then by (f5) we have that
(s = U)f(s) _ s')
f(s) f(s)

and we can argue as in the proof of Proposition (with g replaced by U,) to obtain the
contradiction

(@) o - v = ) oo tde = el - ¢ 0)u() - U2) =0,

<1 forall s>U,,
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We conclude that there exists ¢ > 0 such that
/
US| 2
f(Uz) ¢
Moreover, from (f5)-(fs), it must be that ¢ > n — 2. Then, since by (f5), the function

u(r) f'(u(r))

r—c——FfF———"—Cc—2

fu(r))
is increasing in (0, 7(b, v)), we have that
o) = s u(r)) (DL )

is non positive in (0, z) and nonnegative in (z,7(b, a)).
Let us set v(r) = ru/(r) + cu(r). Then v satisfies
n J—

) = o),

and, as long as ¢(r) does not change sign in (z,7), with r € (z,7(b, ), we have
0 > / " Lo(t)p(t)dt = / " HpAv — vAp)dt
0 0

= ") (r) = ¢ (r)u(r), (12)

1
v+

and therefore

p(r)v'(r) — ¢/ (rju(r) <0, (13)
implying in particular that v(z) < 0. On the other hand, using that ¢ > n — 2 we have that
V' (r) =rd"(r) + (c+ D' (r) < rd”(r) + (n — D) (r) = —rf(u(r)) <0
for all € (0,7(b, «)). Now we can prove that z is the only zero of ¢ in (0,7(b, ). Indeed, if
¢ has a second zero at z; € r(b,«)), then from (I3]), it must be that v(z1) > 0, contradicting
v'(r) < 0in (0,r(b,«)). Hence ¢ has exactly one zero in (0,7(b, a)].

Finally, evaluating (I3]) at » = r(b, ), we find that

(r(b, )’ (r(b, @) — ¢ (r(b, @))o(r(b, ) <0,
implying ¢ (r(b,«)) < 0. O

4. UNIQUENESS OF BOUND STATES

Assume that a* € Gi. The following result deals with the existence of a neighborhood V
of a* such that any solution to [B]) with o € V' has its minimum values satisfying U < —f
and its maximum values satisfying U > f.

We observe that u(-,«) is invertible in each interval (T;_1(«),T;(c)), To(a) = 0, i =
1,2,...,k — 1, and we denote by r(-,«) its inverse at the intervals where u decreases and
by 7(-, ) its inverse at intervals where u increases.

Lemma 4.1. Let f satisfy (f1)-(f2), and let o € Gi. Then, there exist a > 0 and 61 > 0,
such that for any o € (a* =81, a*+01), u(-, ) has exactly k extremal points in [0, Tj_1 (™) +
al. The extremal values E of u(-, &) satisfy E < —f if E is a minimum value, while E > 3
if E a mazimum value. Moreover, if aq < ag are two values in (a* — d1,a* + d1), then

(i) the corresponding solutions uy and ug intersect between any two of their consecutive
extremal points, and
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(ii) there exists an intersection point in (Tp_1(a™®), Zp(a™)).

Proof. Let &g be given as in Proposition The assumption a® € Gi implies that the
functional defined in () satisfies
I(Zg(a"),a") =0,

and thus I(r,a*) > 0 for all » € (0, Zx(a*)). In particular, for any ¢ = 1,2,...,k — 1, we
have

2F(u(Ti(a”),a”)) = I(Ti(a”),a") > 0,
implying that |u(7;(a*),a*)| > . Hence, from the continuity of v and 7;(«) for a €
(a* — 8o, a* + &), we conclude that there exists §; < dg such that the first assertion of the
lemma holds.

From Proposition B] for each i = 1,2,...,k — 1, there exists r* € (T;—1(a*), T;(a*))
such that ¢(r*,a*) = 0. Hence without loss of generality we may assume that there exist
r~ < r* <rT such that p(r™,a*) <0 < ¢(r~,a*). By continuity, there exists d; € (0, 01)
such that p(r—,a) > 0 and ¢(r*,a) < 0 for all « € (a* — d2,a* + d2). Since

a2

u(ryae) —u(r,aq) = / o(r, a)da,

«aq
which is positive at r = r~ and negative at r = ™, and thus (i) is proved. (i7) follows in
the same way.
]

4.1. Proof of Theorem [I.11

We recall that in Theorem [Tl 2 < n < 4. Let m < M be such that r(s,«) is defined
and decreasing in [m, M|. For s € [m, M| we set

F, r(s,a) r2(s, )

s,a) = —4—(s — — 2r%(s,a)F(s s

Qi) = A7 ()T = LB 2(s,0) Pl + ).

with P
H'(s) = —4(n — 2)7(3)
Then,
p oQ FN/ r(s, )
Q'(s,a) = g(s,a) = (2(71 —-2)— 4(7) (s)) 7(0) (14)

Similarly, for @ < M such that 7(s, «) is defined and increasing in [m, M|, we define

- _ . F . r(s,a) 72(s, ) 9 (s. o F(s 7 s

Qi) = 4 () 5 = D o (s,) () + ALs),
with

- F
H'(s) = —4(n — 2)7(3)
Note that if (f;) holds, then Q’(s,a) > 0 for all s € [m, M] and Q'(s,a) < 0 for all

s € [m, M].

Let now a and ¢; be as in Lemma [I1] let a1, ag € (o — §,a* + 0), with a; < ag, and
for j = 1,2 set

Uj(T) = U(T7 aj)v Tj(s) = T(Svaj)v and Qj(s) = Q(Svaj)’
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Let

My, mq,be the i-th consecutive local maximum and minumum values of wuq,
and

Ms, ms,be the i-th consecutive local maximum and minumum values of wuo

for r € [0,T;—1(a*) + a]. The behavior of the solutions for r > Tj_1(a*) will be studied
separately. We have

Proposition 4.1. Assume that [ satisfies (f1)-(f2) and (f}), and let o € Gy.. Then, there
exists 62,; € (0,01), with 81 as in Lemma[{.1)], such that for any oy, ag € (o — 02, & +02;)
with ap < ag we have that if

Ml < M2 and Ql(Ml) > QQ(MQ),
then
mi > meo and Ql(ml) > Qg(mg).

In order to prove this result we need a separation lemma, so for j = 1,2 we consider the
functional W; defined below, introduced in [FLS]:

Wj(s) = 7"1(8)\/(u;(?”j(S)))2 +2F(s), s € [my, Mj],
The functional W; is well defined in this interval, since (u;(r))2 + 2F (uj(r)) > 0 for r €
[0, The—1 (") + a].

Lemma 4.2. Assume that f satisfies (f1)-(f2), and let o € Gi. Let aq, ag € (a*—01, "+
01) with oy < g and 81 as in Lemma[{.1l Assume that there exists U € [—f3, 5] such that

rl(U) > T‘Q(U) and Wl(U) < WQ(U) (15)

Then
ri1(s) > ra(s), Wi(s) < Wa(s),  for all s € [—p,U].

Proof. Clearly, |r{(U)| > |r5(U)|, and thus r; > rg in some small left neighborhood of U.
Hence, there exists ¢ € [—3,U) such that

W1 <Wsy, 71>re, and 77 <7y inlc,U).

Next, we will show that W1 — W is increasing in [¢, U). This will imply that the infimum
of such ¢ is —f, proving the lemma.
From the definition of W;(s) we have

OW; —2F(s) + (n — 2)( (Tj(s)))2
55 (8 .
s DIy +2F(s)
As F(s) <0 for s € [, 8], we have that the function
—2F(s) (n—2)p
p/P2+2F(s)  \/p>+2F(s)
is decreasing, and thus, for s € [c,U), and using that |u)(r1(s))] < |ub(r2(s))|, we obtain

(20 T () = hus (ra (D)) — by (ra(s))) > 0

h(p) =

p >0,

Js Os

as we claimed.
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Proof of Proposition 4.1l First we note that since @9 is strictly increasing, and M7 <
My, it holds that Ql(Ml) > Qg(Ml).

Let M* denote the i-th maximum value of u(-,a*). Since o' (r(M*, a*),a*) = 0 and
4?(M*) > 0, by continuity there exists d2; < 01 such that for any aq, ag € (a* — a4, a* +
d2.4), we have

4 (1) > —ra (M) (ra (M),
and hence 7
47(M1)7’2(M1)U'2(7‘2(M1)) + (ra(My))? (uh(ra(My)))? < 0.
Therefore,

0 < (Q1—Q2)(M)
= 4?(M1)T2(M1)U'2(7’2(M1)) + (ro(M))?(uh(ra(Mn)))? + 2F (My)(r3 — ri) (M)

< 2F(My)(ry —ri) (M),

implying
1 (Ml) < Tg(Ml).
From LemmalZT]there exists a greatest intersection point U of 71 and r in [max{my, ma}, M].
Let us set
U = min{—3,Ur}.
We will show that

1 T2

(@ —Q)(U)>0,  and U) < (). (16)

We distinguish the following cases according to the position of Ug:
Case 1. Uy € [B, M1]. We will prove first that

r T
Ir_’ll(s) < |r_?|(8), for all 5 € [Ur, M].
1 2

71l 7]

Indeed, since u)(r1(M7)) = 0, we have that this inequality holds for s = M;. Assume now
that there exists ¢t € (Ur, M;) such that

! 72 1 T2
—(s) < —=(s), forallse (t,M;) and —(t)=—=(1).
1l 73] 71 73
As g ]
T T9 T
E(V_ﬂ - |r_§|)(t) = f(&)(ralra| = mi|ri)(t) = f(t)ﬁ(t)(r% —17)(t) > 0,
we obtain a contradiction.
Assume next that there exists t € [3,Ur) such that
! 72 1 72
—(s) < —(s), forall se (t,M;)and —=(t)=—=(t).
7 < gl T
Then, from (f}),
N/ n—2
_ o) = af Ty — 12 - — t, M
(Ql QQ) (3) (’7,/1’(3) ’Té‘(S))((f) (S) 2 > <0, 36(7 1)

implying that
0> =2F()(r{(t) — r3(t)) = (Q1 = Q2)(t) > (Q1 — Q2)(M1) > 0,
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a contradiction. We conclude that

(Q1 — Q2)(B) > (Q1 — Q2)(M;) >0

implying

™ 2

W(ﬁ) < (B) and 7r1(B) > r2(B).

1

Now we can use Lemma 2] with U = f3, to obtain that ri(—f8) > ro(—3) and Wi(—p) <
Wa(—), implying (I6) at U = —B.

Case 2. Uy € [, 5]. In this case W1 (Ur) < Wo(Ur) and r1(Uy) = ro(Ur), hence by Lemma
12l we conclude Wi(—03) < Wa(—/) implying that (I6]) holds.

Case 3. Ur € [max{my, mo}, —f]. In this case it is straightforward to verify that

(Q1—Q2)(Ur) >0,

and hence in this case (I6) also holds.
To end the proof, assume that there exists 7 € (max{mj, ma}, U] such that

73

1 ro
—|r,|(s) < —|r,|(s), for all s € (1,U],
1 2
and
1 T2
— (1) = —= (7).
IR
Then,

(@ = Q) =40~ 75) ((5) ) = 57) <0. s (1]

implying that
0> =2F(7)(r{(1) = r3(1)) = (Q1 — Q2)(7) > (Q1 — Q2)(U) > 0,
a contradiction, and thus

(s) <

™ 2

77(8) < f7p(s), for all s € fmax{ma, ma},U).
1 2

Therefore,
max{my,ma} =mq, (Q1—Q2)(s) >0, forall s¢&[m,U),

which yields Q1(m1) > Q2(m1). Since Q2 increases and my > my, it follows that Q1(mq) >
Q2(m2), ending the proof of the proposition. O

Similarly we set
m1, M, the i-th consecutive local minumum and maximum of wu;,

and
ma, Mo the i-th consecutive local minumum and maximum of us,

for r € [0, Tp_1(a*) + a).
We have the following result.
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Proposition 4.2. Assume that f satisfies (f1)-(f2) and (f}), and let & € Gy. Then, there
exists d2; € (0,61), with 61 as in Lemma[{.d}, such that for any oy, ag € (o — 02, a* +0d2;)
with a1 < ag we have that if

my > me and Q1(m1) > Q2(ma),
then B ) o o
My < My and Q(My) > Q2(M>).
Proof. Tt follows from Proposition Bl considering v(r, oj) = —u(r, a;). O
Combining Propositions 1] and we obtain the following result.

Proposition 4.3. Assume that f satisfies (f1)-(f2) and (fy), and let o € Gi. Let 6 =
min{da;, 02}, and let a1, ag € (a* — 9§, a* 4 0).

(i) If k is even, then the k-th extremal points Ty_1(cy) are minima,
mp >mo  and Qi(my) > Qa2(ma),

where m; = wi(Tr—1(;)).
(ii) If k is odd, then the k-th extremal points T_1(c;) are mazima,

My < My and Q1(My) > Q2(M,),
where M; = u;(T—1(c;)).
Proof. As Ty(cy;) = 0 is the first extremal point of u;, we have
ur(To(an)) = a1 < ag = ua(To(ae)).
Moreover, as «; > 3, H is decreasing in [, 00) and therefore
Q1(an) = H(a1) > H(ag) = Qa(a2).
Hence, for the first extremal points, the assumption of Proposition [£.I] holds and thus,
ur(Ti(ar)) > uz(Ti(az)), and Qi(ur(Ti(cn))) > Qa(ua(Ti(a2))).
Applying alternatively Proposition and Proposition [4.1] we obtain the result. ]

We proceed now to our final step. To this end, we may assume without loss of generality
that k is odd, so that Tj_1(c;) is a maximum point, and we fix § as given in Proposition
4.3

Proposition 4.4. Assume that f satisfies (f1)-(f2) and (f}), and let o € Gi,. Let aq, ag €
(o — 0,a* + ) with oy < ag.
If a1 € G, UN, then as € Ny,

Zi(an) > Zp(ag)  and  |uj(Zr(an))| < luy(Zr(a2))l- (17)
If as € Gy, then aq € Fp.

In order to prove this result we need the following separation lemma which can be found
in [CGHY], Lemma 4.4.1]. Its proof is very similar to that of Lemma 2] and thus we omit
it. Let

S; = inf{s € (Ug(c), Mj)) : |u;(rj(s))|2 + 2F(s) > 0},
where M; = u;(Tx—1(c;)). We note that S; = 0 if and only if oj € G UN,.
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Lemma 4.3. Assume that f satisfies (f1)-(f2), and let & € Gy. Let aq, as € (a*—4§,a*+0)
with aq < ag. Assume that there exists U € [0, f] such that
ri(U) > ro(U) and Wi(U) < Wa(U). (18)
Then, S1 > Ss and
r1(s) > ra(s), Wi(s) < Wa(s), and |uj(ri(s))| < |ub(ra(s))] s € [S1,U).

Proof of Proposition 4.4l Let r; denote the first intersection point of u; and us in
(Ti—1(a*), Zk(o*)) guaranteed by Lemma EIN(ii) and Ur = u;(ry). Arguing as in the proof
of Proposition ] cases 1 and 2, this time with U = min{f, U}, we obtain that (&) holds.
Hence, by Lemma [£3] we have S; > So,

r1(s) > ra(s), Wi(s) < Wa(s), and |u)(ri(s))] < |u(ra(s))| for all s € [Sy,U).

If a1 € G UNy, then S; = 0 implying So = 0 and ay € G UNg. As Zi(aq) = r1(0) >
r9(0) = Zi(ag) and |u) (Zk(aq))| < |uh(Zk(az))| we conclude that as € N.

If ag € Gi, then Sy = 0. As |u(Zk(a2))] = 0, we conclude that S; > 0 implying
a1 € Fp. ]

Proof of Theorem [I.1] . Let o* € G hence by Proposition 4], (o, a* 4+ 6) C Nj. Let
a=sup{a>a" : (o, a) C Ni}.

Assume @ < oco. Since Py, and N}, are open, we deduce that & € G,. By Proposition E.4],
(@ — 0,@) C Fy, a contradiction, and thus (a*,00) C Nj. Hence, there exists at most one

solution of ({Il) with exactly k£ — 1 sign changes in (0, c0).
O

4.2. Proof of Theorem

In what follows we use the ideas of Pucci, Serrin and Tang in [PuS| [ST]. For s €
(U1(a), —p] we set

(s, a (s, «
P(s,a) = —2n?(s) r’(s(, (;)) — (r’(((s,ja);z —2r"(s,a)F(s).
Then,
! (s,
P'(s,a) = %—i(s,a) = <n -2— 2n(?> (s))ﬁ (19)

By (f1) it holds that P'(s,a) > 0 for all s € (U(a), —f].

In this case we can prove the analogue of Proposition 1] but only for the first maximal
and minimal points of u; and ug. Let now aq, ag € (a* —§,a* + ), with oy < ag, and set

Py(s) = P(s,a1), Ps(s) = P(s,aq),
mi = ul(Tl(ozl)), mo = UQ(Tl(OéQ)).

We have

Proposition 4.5. Assume that [ satisfies (f1)-(f3) and (fa), or (f1)-(f2) and (f5)-(fs),
and let o* € Gi. Let ay, az € (a* —§,a* +0) with oy < ag and § = 6, as in Lemma[{.]]
Then,

my > mo and Pi(mq) > Py(ms). (20)
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In order to prove this result we need the following variations of lemmald.2] so for j = 1,2
we consider the functional W; defined below,

Wils) = 75~ (5)y/ (W (r () +2F (5), s € [my, .

From Lemma ] the solutions u; and uy intersect at a first r; > 0. Set Uy = uy(ry) =
UQ(T]).

Lemma 4.4. Let f satisfy (f1)-(f3). Let a1, ag € (o —d,a* + ) with an < ag and § = 01
as in Lemma {1 If Uy € [—8, 5] then

ri(s) > ra(s) and Wi(s) < Wa(s), for all s € [-B,Ur).

Proof. Clearly, |r}(Ur)| > |r5(Ur)|, and thus 1 > r9 in some small left neighborhood of Uj.
Hence, there exists ¢ € [, Ur) such that

Wy < Wg, 1 >7re, and 7] <7y in[c,Uj) .

Next, we will show that W, — W5 is increasing in [¢, Uy). This will imply that the infimum
of such ¢ is —f, proving the theorem.
From the definition of W (s, «) we have

@(s 0) = 2(n — 1)r"=2(s,a)F(s)
2 ' (r(s, @), a)y/(W/(r(s, ), )2 + 2F(s)

and thus, for s € [c,Uj),

1 (8W1 (s) — 8W2( )>

2(n—1)\ Os Os
= () . ) )
GOV E)P T 2EG)  uh(ra(s) V(w(ra(s)? + 2F ()
- 1
> PN S TS
. >
[ (ra(9) |G ra () P+ 2F ()

v
o

0

For the case when f satisfies (f5)-(fs) we use [CGHY], Proposition 4.1.2]. Even though
in this proposition we assumed f superlinear, this assumption is not used in the proof, so
we state it here without proof.

Lemma 4.5. Let f satisfy (f1)-(f2) and (f5)-(fs). Then there exists 6 € (0,01] such that
for all ay, ag € (a* — 6,0 +9) with oy < ay it holds that

ri1(s) > ro(s) and Wl(s) < Wg(s), for all s € [, Upy),
where Upy = min{b, U }.
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Proof of Proposition We prove this proposition in the case that f satisfies (f1)-(f3)
and (f4), the proof when f satisfies (f5)-(f¢) follows similarly by using Lemma As in

[ET! [ST], we set

n—1_/
Sia(s) = L2 (s)
2 T
Then
S1a(s) = S1a(8) f(s)((r5(s))* = (r'1(s))?). (21)
Let

U = min{—3,Ur}.
We will prove first that m; > mgy and that for all s € [m;,U) we have
Si2(s) <1, [ri(s)l > [ry(s)],  71(s) > ra(s). (22)

If Uy > —f then U = —f, and, from Lemmal[d.4] and using that F'(—f) = 0, we have that
S12(U) <1 and r1(U) > ro(U). Thus, |1 (U)| > |r4(U)|. On the other hand, if U = Uy, we
also have that S12(U) < 1 and |7} (U)| > |r5(U)].

From (ZI) we have that Sia(s) is increasing as long as |r](s)] > |rh(s)], for s < U. If
[22) does not hold for all s € (max{mi,ms},U), then at the largest point sy where it fails,
we must have that |} (so)| = [r5(so)| and r1(sg) > ra(so) implying that Si2(sg) > 1, a
contradiction. Thus (22]) holds in (max{mi, ms},U), and hence my = max{my, ms}.

Next we prove that P; > P in [my, U]. From the definition of P; and P, we have
Fon(ri W) r5‘1<U>>

- _ (s Tt e
(AR = (Ggp = ) O+ 2250 oy ~ g

> (- g0

1

(- sg%j])w) S0,
On the other hand, from (f;) and (22]),
(P = P2)(s) = (Sials) = 1) (n — 2= 2n(§)'(s>) Tj:l (s) <0,

implying that P, > P, in [mq, U]. In particular, P;(my) > P>(m1). Now, since Py > 0, we
have that Py(m1) > Py(ms2), and thus P;(m) > P(ms2), ending the proof of the proposition.
g

The analogue of Lemma 3] for the case k = 2 can be found in [CGHY], Lemma 4.4.1],
we state it below for the sake of completeness. Set

W(s,a) = 7(s,a)\/ (W (7(s,a),a))? +2F(s), s [mi(a),S(a)),

where

5 = supfs € (my, Us(ag) 5 ((75(s)))? +2F(s) > 0},

Lemma 4.6. Assume that f satisfies (f1)-(f3), and let & € Go. Let aq, g € (a*—6, a*+0)
with aq < ay. Assume that there exists U € [—[3,0] such that

rl(U) > T‘Q(U) and Wl(U) < WQ(U) (23)

Then, - -
S1 <5
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and

r1(s) > Ta(s), Wi(s) < Wa(s), and uj(F1(s)) < uh(Ta(s)) s € (U, S1).
We define

F, (s, a) ™ (s, )

P(s,a) = —2717(8) G (Fa )2 — 27" (s, ) F(s),
y Fy/
P'(s,a) = <n -2- 2n<7> > i , (24)
-n—1-/
Sia(s) = 7:}1 1? (s),
T2 T

Sia(s) = S12(s) f(5)((75(s))* — (71(5))?).

Proposition 4.6. Assume that f satisfies (f1)-(f3) and (f1), and let o € Go. Then there
exists 6 > 0 such that for aq, as € (a* — §,a™ + ) with cy < ag it holds that:
if a1 € Go UNQ, then ag € ./\/2,

Zy(a1) > Za(az)  and  |u)(Z2(a1))| < [u5y(Za(2))], (25)
and if as € Go, then oy € Fo.
Proof. Let m* denote the minimum value of u(-,a*). Since u'(r(m*, a*),a*) = 0 and

—2n?(m*) > 0, by continuity we may choose § € (0,2) small enough so that

“ont (my) > Fo(m (P (ma)),

f
for all oy, as € (a* — 8, a* + &) and hence
_ 2n§(ml)(r2(ml))n taiy (o (ma)) — (P2 (ma))" (uy(7a(ma)))? > 0. (26)

On the other hand, from (20) in Proposition 4.3l we have that P(m1) > P»(ms) and thus,
using mo < my and the fact that P, decreases, we find that
Pl(ml) = Pl(ml) > Pg(mg) = Pg(mg) > I:’g(ml).
Therefore,
0 > (PQ — Pl)(ml)
F
= —2n7(m1)(fz(m1))" Ly (Fa(ma)) — (Fa(ma))" (us(Fa(mn)))?
—2F(ma)(ry — 77)(ma)
implying, by (28),
fl(ml) < 72(’171,1).

We recall that from lemma [IJii), there exists an intersection point in (77 (a*), Zo ( ).
If 7; denotes the first of such points and if U; = uy(7;) = ua(7;), then Uy € (Uy(a*),0].
Let us set B

U = max{—4,Ur}.
We will show that U satisfies (I5]) in Lemma [£.6] that is,
fl(U) ZFQ(U), and Wl(U) < V_VQ(U) (27)
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We distinguish two cases:
Case 1. Uy € [mq, —p]. We will first prove

-n—1 -n—1
7"177, (s) < 7”277—,(3) and  Pi(s) > Po(s) for all s € [my, U] (28)
1 2

Observe first that S12(m1) = 0 and S12(U;) < 1. If there exists a point t € (my, Ur) such
that S1,(t) = 0, then 7 (t) = 7(t) and hence, from the definition of Uy,

_ f?_l
Sualt) = D (1) < 1.
T9

implying Sia(s) < 1 for s € [my,Uj]. B
On the other hand, from the second equation in ([24), using that Si2(s) < 1 and (fy), we

obtain

—n—1
)

(P~ P)'(s) = (512~ 1) (n—2 - 2n<?>/> )(s) > 0.

7
Hence, for all s € (m1,U;), Pi(s) — Pa(s) > Pi(mq) — Pa(mq) >0
Next we will prove that

71(s) > r2(s), and F_’(S) < f—/(s) for all s € (U, —p3]. (29)
1 2
From the definition of Uy, ;—/1 < ;—? at Us. Assume by contradiction that 29) does not
1 2 _
hold. Then, there exists a first point ¢ € (Ur, —/3) such that
;—}(t) = ;—?(t) and 71(s) > 72(s), for all s € (Uy, 1],
1 2
implying
_ fl(t) n—2
512( ) (fg(t)) -

From the definition of P, and P,, we have that
(P, — DPy)(t) = 2(Diy — F)F(t) = 277 2(73 — 71)F(t) < 0.
On the other hand, from (28), we have that (P1 — P,)(Ur) > 0. Since Py(mg) < 0 and Py
decreases in (meq, —f3), we have that P,(Ur) < 0. Hence, as D > 1, we conclude that
(pl — DPQ)(U]) > 0.
From the last equation in (24) we obtain that S1z is increasing in (Up,t) implying that
S12(s) < D. Finally, using (f4) we deduce

(P~ DP2)'(s) = ((S12~ D) (n— 2~ 2n<§)> ) (5) > 0

for all s € (Uy,t) and thus
(PL — DPy)(t) > 0,
a contradiction. Hence, (28]) follows, and, since F'(—f) = 0, also (27]).
Case 2. Uy € [—f3,0). In this case U = Uy, and (27)) trivially holds.
Hence, by Lemma [4.6] we have S; < S,

r1(s) > ra(s), Wi(s) < Wa(s), and uj(ri(s)) < ub(ra(s)) for all s € (U, S4].
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If a7 € Go U./\/Q, then S7 = 0 implying So = 0 and as € Go UN,. As ZQ(O[l) = 71(0) >
72(0) = Z2(az) and u}(Za2(a1)) < up(Za(az)) we conclude that ag € N.

If ag € Go, then So = 0. As ub(Z2(a2)) = 0, we conclude that S; < 0 implying ag € Fo.

O

Proof of Theorem . Let a* € Gy hence by Lemma L6, (o*,a* 4+ 0) C Na. Let
a=sup{a >a" : (a,a) C Na}.

Assume @ < oo. Since Py and Ny are open, we deduce that @ € Go. By Lemma [£.6],
(@ — §,@) C Fo, a contradiction, and thus (a*,00) C Ny, Hence, there exists at most one

solution of ({I]) with exactly one sign change in (0, c0).
]

5. THE DIRICHLET PROBLEM

We begin this section by noting that under assumptions (f1)-(f3), there might be non
uniqueness of the solutions to the Dirichlet problem (2]) in some balls, that is, for some
values of p > 0. Indeed, assume that in addition to (f1)-(f3), it holds that

lim inf F(s)

s—o0 82

= 0. (30)

Then the results in [FLS] hold, and in particular, there exists a ground state solution of ().
Let o™ be the greatest initial value which gives rise to this solution. If the support of this
solution is not compact, then for v > a* but close, it happens that « € N7 and Z; () — o0
as « | . If the solution has compact support, then from Proposition B.] (ii), for o > o*
but close enough, Z;(a) < Zi(a*).

On the other hand, by denoting by (3, «) the first positive value of r at which u(r, o) = .
Since F(u(r)) > 0 for r € [0,7(53, )], we have that |u/(r)] < \/2F («) for all r € [0,7(5, )].
Hence, from the mean value theorem, there exists £ € [0,7(53, )] such that

a—p3 /
S = W) < V2@,
implying that
r(B.0) > P

V2F ()’

and thus, from (30]), there exists a sequence a; — oo as i — oo such that r(8,a;) — oo as

i — 00. From Proposition B2l (5, @) is increasing in «, and hence lim r(53,«) = co. This
a— 00

in turn implies that
lim Z;(«) = oo,

a—00

and our claim follows.

Let now f satisfy (f1)-(f5) and (f4) (with 8 = 0). We claim that there cannot exist
bound state solutions to ([II) with a finite number of zeros. Indeed, we first observe that
from condition (f}), it easily follows that for any sy > 0 there exists a positive constant Cj
such that

f(s) > Cps for all s € (0,sp). (31)
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Now let u be a solution to (Il with, say, k zeros. Without loss of generality we may assume
0 < u(r) < so for r large, hence u decreases for r > rg, o large, and thus

Ly () > / " ()t > Cy / L lu(dt > Crtu(r)

/2 /2

for all 7 > 2ry and some positive constant C. Hence
/
_wn) >Cr, 1= 2r,
u(r)
and thus
u(r) < Cle_r2 for all r > 2rg (32)

and some positive constant C. Setting

F

P(r)= —2n7(u(7’))r"—1u/(7’) — (4 (r))? = 2r"F(u(r)),

we have that N
/ — _ 9 _ - n—1,./ 2
P'(r) = <n 2 2n<f) (u(r)))r |u'(r)]* < 0.
Since P(0) = 0, and thanks to (32]) and (f3), also li_)rn P(r) = 0, we obtain a contradiction.

Hence, for f satisfying (f])-(f4), we are led to study the uniqueness of solutions with a
prescribed number of zeros to the Dirichlet problem (2)).
Proof of Theorem It is based on the following facts:
(1) Proposition Bl for the case b = 0, that is, between two consecutive zeros of v’ there

is at least one zero of .
(2) The identity

("' — ') = 1" o(uf (u) — f(u)
and condition (f}) say that there cannot be two zeros of ¢ in (Z;(«), Z;41()), and
(3) We have that

d p

—Zi(a) =—- >0 for all 7.

do (@) u!
The details are left to the interested reader.
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