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PREDATOR-PREY MODELS WITH COMPETITION, PART II:
UNIFORM REGULARITY ESTIMATES

HENRI BERESTYCKI AND ALESSANDRO ZILIO

ABsTRACT. We study a system of elliptic equations with strong competition and an arbitrary large
number of components. The system is related to a model of predators and prey, with a single and
where several predators compete with each other. In this paper we derive regularity estimates of
the solutions that are independent of the number of components (i.e., groups of predators) and

the strength of competition between the components.

1. INTRODUCTION

We study the regularity of positive solutions v = (wy, ..., wy, u) of the system

—diAwi = (—wi + kiu — :BZ];&z al]w]) w; in Q)
(1.1) —DAu = (A —uu—YN, kiwi) u in Q
dyw; = dyu =0 on 9Q).

We are chiefly interested in estimates that are independent both on the competition term
and on the number of densities N. For this reason, we will work under the following uniform
assumption. We assume that there exists § € (0,1) (fixed throughout the paper) such that
1

0= A, p, diy wi, kij aij < 5

(1.2)
Ak; — Hw; > 6

for any choice of the parameters in (1.1). The assumption Ak; — pw; > 6, although not neces-
sary, is justified by the fact that if there exists i € IN such that Ak; — pw; < 0, it can be shown
([2, Lemma 2.1]) that the component w; is necessarily equal to 0. Some of the inequalities we

are about to prove can be derived more easily in the case when N is fixed. Here we derive
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these inequalities in the more general case of an arbitrary number of densities. This feature
renders the derivation of the estimates considerably more delicate. This aspect has not been
considered hitherto for this type of systems.

The main results of this paper are contained in the following statements. We begin by

studying the regularity of the solutions, uniformly in § and N.

Theorem 1.1. Let (O C R” be a smooth domain. Let B > 0 and N € IN. We consider any set of
positive parameters D, d;, w;, ki, a;; = aj; for 1 < i,j < k that satisfy the uniform assumption (1.2).
We consider a non negative solution v = (wy, ..., wy,u) = (w,u) € C>*(Q) of system (1.1). Then
all components of v are uniformly bounded in L®(Q) with respect to p > 0 and N € IN, and there

exists a constant C = C(6, Q) > 0 (in particular C is independent of p and N) such that

0<u<

= | >

N
, and  0<) w; <C

i=1
Moreover, for any o € (0,1), there exists Cy, = C(w,d, Q) (independent of p and N) such that
HuHCZ/a(ﬁ) < Cy

and

N N

Y wi

1=1

< Ca
o ()

max } HwiHco/a(ﬁ) + max

TLWi
ie{1,..,.N §<m;<1/6 1

1= L~(@)

for any positive reals 1ty ..., iy with 6 < 7; < 1/6 Vi

Next, we consider the singular limit when § — 4-co. We state in particular that, for § — +oo,

at most a finite number of components of the limit solutions are non-zero.

Theorem 1.2. Under the same assumptions as in Theorem 1.1, let {vg}g be a family of non negative
solutions as above, defined for a sequence of B — oco. Up to subsequences, there exists v = (W, i) €

HY(Q) such that

e the vector W has at most N non zero components, where N is given by

o /\ki — HWj %
N=C(Q)) (mlax an )

and C(Q)) is a positive constant that only depends on the set ();
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o forall a € (0,1), we have the estimate

Hﬂch,a(ﬁ) + ie?llf.),(N} HwiHLip(ﬁ) < Cy

where C, is the same constant as in Theorem 1.1;

e forany o € (0,1), we also have

ﬁli@w wip=w; inCO"NH(Q),Yi and ﬁlirﬂw ug =i in C*(Q).

The next result characterizes the limit solutions and the free-boundary problem that they

satisfy.

Theorem 1.3. We assume the hypotheses of Theorem 1.2. Any limit ¥ is such that ®;w; = 0 in Q
forall i # j. The non zero components of v are in a finite number and satisfy the following system of

complementary inequalities in the sense of measures:

—diAw; < (—w; +kju — p;)w;

—A (diwi — Zd]w]> > (—w; + kju)w; — Z(—w]‘ +kju)wj in Q)
(1.3) j#i j#i

—DAu = </\ — pu — Zkiwi> u
i

w;dyw; = dyu =0 on oQ).

Lastly, if the limit W has two or more non zero components, then the subset %t := {x € Q : w; = 0, Vi}
is a rectifiable set of Hausdorff dimension n — 1. The set 9 can be written as the disjoint union of two
sets, R and &, such that R is relatively open and made of the union of a finite number of C* smooth
sub-manifolds, while & is a set of Hausdorff dimension n — 2. Moreover, R meets orthogonally the
boundary o) and Nt N Q) is a set of Hausdorff dimension n — 2, that can be decomposed as the disjoint

union of a reqular part (finite union of C* smooth sub-manifolds of codimension 2) and a singular part.

Remark 1.4. Observe that the Lipschitz bound of the densities is stated for the limit functions.
In the case N is a priori bounded, such a bound of the Lipschitz norm also holds for the whole
convergent sequence, uniformly in . This follows from [9, Theorem 1.2]. It is not clear at the

moment whether the same result holds true in the more general case when N is unbounded.
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We also leave it as an open problem to know if the same a priori estimates holds when the

assumption a;; = aj; is removed.

The next result approximately describes the solution when N is large. Here N stands for

the constant in Theorem 1.2.

Theorem 1.5. We assume the same hypothesis of Theorem 1.3. There exists B > 0, independent of N,
such that if B > p and vg = (Wg, ug) is a solution of (1.1) then
e cither at most N components of wp are strictly positive and the others are zero;

e or the solution is such that

(max f[wiglleo(q) + [lug = A/ ulle2a () = 0p(1)

for every a € (0,1).

In our forthcoming work [1], we actually derive a stronger result, under the additional
assumptions that the coefficients in (1.1) do not depend on the density w;. In [1, Theorem 1.1]
we show that if N (the number of non zero components of w) is large enough, then (1.1) has
only constant solutions, independently of the value of § > 0. The proof hinges on the various
a priori estimates that we establish in the present paper.
Structure of paper. The proofs of Theorems 1.1, 1.2 and 1.3 will be structured in a succession
of intermediate results. We will establish successively uniform L* bounds, uniform Holder
bounds, convergence to segregated limits and the upper bound on the number of non-zero
components of the limit problem. The structure of the free boundary will follow from already
established results, we sketch the arguments in Section 4. We will conclude with a sketch of
the proof of Theorem 1.5, as it follows very closely that of [2, Theorem 4.3].

Before proceeding with the proofs, we point out that the solutions of (1.1) are smooth for

and N bounded, and their regularity is only limited by the regularity of the boundary of Q.

2. A PRIORI ESTIMATES AND UNIFORM BOUNDS - PROOF OF THEOREM 1.1

First, we prove the uniform regularity estimates for the solutions of (1.1). We will achieve

this in a sequence of partial regularity results.
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Proof of Theorem 1.1 - L* bounds. We start by showing the uniform upper bound of v. From the

equation satisfied by the component u in (1.1), we find that

—DAu = Au — pu?® — Yjtikiwiu < Au — uu? in Q
dyu=20 on 9Q)

Thus, the left hand side is negative if u > A/pu. By the maximum principle, we obtain that
u<A/u < 572, We now introduce the function S := Du + Y, d;w;. Summing together the

N + 1 equations in the system, we get

—AS ==Y wiw;j — BY_ajww; + Au— pu* < —6°Du — Y _wiw; + (6°D + A)u — pu?
i iFi i

A+ 6%D)? 1

(A+6°D)” < 5254 —

< g2 2 2 < g2
< =65+ (A+6D)u — pu” < —6°S + yvR 5

where 6 > 0 is the constant appearing in (1.2). It follows that the left hand side is again

negative if S > 1/4°. We can conclude that

O<u<&<l and O<iw-<l
B e BE=T
This completes the proof of the uniform L* bounds. g

Proof of Theorem 1.1 - C1* (and C?*) uniform bounds for u. Once the L*™ uniform estimate is set-
tled, we can proceed by decoupling the equation in u from those in w. By the previous
estimates, u is bounded uniformly in L* and so are all the terms of the equation

—Du = (A= pu— N ki) u inQ

oyu =20 on 0Q).
By the standard elliptic estimates, we find that u € W7 (Q) for any p < +oo and, thus, for
any a € (0,1) there exists C; = C(a,d,Q2) > 0, such that

H”ch(ﬁ) <C

We observe also that, once we will have established the C%* uniform bounds for w (more
precisely, for the sum of k;w;), the C2* uniform bounds for u then follow from Schauder

estimates for the above equation. So we focus on the former. O
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Proof of Theorem 1.1 - C%* uniform bounds for w. We now turn our attention to the system satis-
fied by w in (1.1). If the number N was a given constant and not arbitrary as in our case, the
theory developed in [6, 7] would be sufficient to show the uniform bounds on the components
of wg independently of B. Since we want to prove here bounds that are also uniform in N, we
need to introduce a new method. The remainder of this section is dedicated to the proof of

this result. O

We will only need to consider the sub-system satisfied by the components of w. For any

a € (0,1), we wish to show the uniform estimates

< Cu
s ()

7

Le(Q)

N N
Z TLiW; Z wi
1=1

max |l cou () + max
1=1

ie{1,..,N} 6<m<1/6

for arbitrarily fixed values of the parameters 7r;, 7r; > 0. First of all, we renormalize the
components by letting

wi

N
HZ{:] wi

N
) wi

i=1

= w; and B

= p

L=®(Q) L=(0)

By doing so, we end up with the system
_diAwi = (—a)i + kiu — ,BZ];Az aljw]) w; in Q)
(2.1) Zfil w; <1 in ()
dyw; =0 on 00}

and the estimate we wish to prove translates into the inequality

N
< Cy.
cox(Q)

max } \|wi\|co,a(ﬁ) + max

R R T Wi
ie{1,...N 5<m<1/4 1

1=

To prove it, we assume, by virtue of contradiction, that there exists an exponent &« € (0,1), a

sequence of solution (wy, 1) of (2.1) and 6 < 71;,, < 1/ such that

— +00

(2.2) max, @i nll coa @ t
Coa (D)

izl/---/ n

Ny
Z TinWin
i=1

Observe that the functions wy,, as well as their sum, are uniformly bounded. Therefore, in (2.2)

we have that the unboundedness of the norm is caused solely by the Holder quotient part.
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In order to simplify the exposition of the proof, we will assume from now on that
Tin = d; Vi, n.

The general case follows in the same spirit by considering the system

d: —w: k: aji .
—ﬁA(T[i,nwi) = (ﬂ:;z +mou - BYjxi T;]ij<nj’"wj)) (i qwi ) in Q)
Zf\iﬂ”inwi) < % in ()
9y (7 yw;) =0 on 9Q).

Observe that, by assumption, the coefficients 7t;,, and the ratios d;/7; ,, w;/ iy, ki/ 7, and
a;j/ (7 n7tj,,) are bounded from above and away from zero, and the matrix a;;/ (7t; 4 7j,,) is still
symmetric. These are the only assumptions that we will need in the proof.

In the following, we will reach a contradiction by using the sequence (wy,u,) and the
assumption (2.2). To do this, we will need to repeatedly extract sub-sequences in order to
refine some properties of the original blow-up sequence. For brevity, by u.t.s.s. we mean “up
to striking out a sub-sequence”.

We introduce the auxiliary sequence of functions ki, : Q — R, defined as
Ny
ha(x) :=Y_ diw; ().
i=1
Thus, our aim is to reach a contradiction with the assumption

2.3 max ||w;
23) i:l,...,NnH b

‘CO,a(ﬁ) + thHCO,a(ﬁ) — +o0.

We show the result by means of a blow-up argument. We need to distinguish two cases:

Case W) There exist a subsequence of w;, and a constant C > 0 such that

1hnll coa(my < Cl._rlr13>§\] @il con ey

=1,...Npn

Case H) There exist a subsequence of w;, and a sequence C,, — +oo such that

17l cow @y > Cin nax, 10inll con () -

Observe that both cases are equally possible. Since the number of components in w;, is not

a priori bounded, it may be that the functions are uniformly bounded, but their sum may not
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be so. The two cases will be addressed separately, but some preliminary results are valid for
both, and we present them jointly.

First, as we have already observed, for any fixed n, any solution in the sequence (wy, ;)
is C2*, in particular Cl. Therefore, there exist a sequence of pairs of distinct points (x,,yn) €
QOx0O,x, # Yn, that achieve the Holder part of the norm of either wy, or k,, that is such that

in Case W)

Wi n(Xn) —w; 1
Lp:= max [win]cosiq) =, max [inltn) = Winlm)| g Ln 2 &lihnll cos @)

i=1,. i=1,...,Ny |0 — ynl|®

while in Case H)

[ (xn) = hn(yn)| and L, > C,,
1

L= Wallconoy = = = 0 N winllcon @)-

=1,...,0Np

We also define the sequence r, := |x, — y»|. Notice the different definitions of L, in the two

cases. Either way, we have L, — +oo (in view of (2.3)) and

!/
Ln S i:rll}?.,)l(\]n Hwi,nHCo,tx(ﬁ) + thHCo,w(ﬁ) S C Ln

for some constant C’ > 1.

We now introduce the blow-up sequence at the core of the contradiction argument. For any

n € N, we let
1
(24) Wn(x) = mw;fl(x;q + rnx) arld Hn(x) = Whn(x;q + rnx).
The functions (W,,, Hy,) are defined on the sets Q) := %(Q — xy). Since the functions in the

sequence (wy, hy) are uniformly bounded, we see that necessarily r, — 07 as n — +oc0. As
a result, depending on the behavior of the sequences (x;,y,), we have that (0, — Qe u.ts.s.,
where () is either the entire space R" or a half space. Here, when we write (3, — Qe we

mean that:

e the sets (), are uniformly regular in #;
e for any compact set K C Qe (or K C R"\ Q) there exists 7 such that K C Q,

(K C R™\ Q, respectively) for any n > 7.
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Observe that by definition, for any x,y € O,

5) _max (Wi (x) = Wi ()] + [Ha(x) = Hu(y)| < C"Jx =y

for a constant C” > 0 that does not depend on 7.
We derive the equations satisfied by the blow-up sequence (W, H,) by scaling (2.1) accord-

ingly. We find

~diMWiy = (Agn = Mu i aWin ) Wi in 0,
(2.6) —A (Zf\i"l diWi,n(X)) = Y0 AigWin(x) = My X2 Wi XziaiiWiy in Q
oyW;, =0dyHy, =0 on Q).

Here we have defined
2.7) Ajp = (—wi+kjun(xn + rn~))r,21 and M, = /BnLnr%,‘H".
The uniform L* bound of u;, implies that the sequence A;, converges uniformly towards 0,

[Ainlli(a,) <07 — 0.

Moreover, by definition we have

Ny 3 Ny 2 1 1,2711
ZAi,nWi,n <d Zrnmwi,n < C((S)'i— —0
i=1 L(Q) i=1 nin L=(Q) n

However, we have no information a priori on the possible behavior of the sequence of positive
numbers M,,.

We now analyze Case W) and Case H) separately.
Case W) First we assume that, up to a relabelling, the function in w; are ordered decreasingly

with respect to their Holder seminorms. Thus we have

_max |[willcos@) = w10l cos )

i=1,...,.Ny

In this case, there exists a sequence z, € 9By N ), such that

@8 1= [Win(0)— Win(zn)| = max il = Win(y)|

_max, F—T forall x £y € Q.
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In particular, the functions in (W, H;) have uniformly bounded Holder seminorm. We wish
to show that they are also bounded in x = 0. This will imply local uniform convergence to a
vector (of possibly infinitely many components) (W, H), as we show in Lemma 2.3.

The next result is a simple adaptation of [11, Lemma 6.9].

Lemma 2.1. For any fixed R > 0 there exists C = C(R) > 0 such that for any n € N and

i=1,...,N, we have

M, W2, Y aijW;, < C(R)(1+ W;,(0)).
BBROO,, ]#l

Proof. In system (2.6), we multiply the equation in W; , by W; , itself. Integrating by parts on
the ball B, we find
S di| VWi |? A Wi, | W2, ) = = Wi 0y W,
D(R) := RN 2 /B iIVWi "+ | —Ain + My Zaij in | Wiy | = rN—,z/aB i nOu Wi
R j#i R

We now let

1
E(R) = }'N—flw/aB Wz%n
R

Since the functions involved are regular, we have

E(2R) — E(R) = /QR E'(r) = /QR%D(r).

JR R

The statement will follow once we have suitably estimated the two sides of the previous iden-
tity. We start from the left hand side. By the uniform bounds on the Holder seminorm of W,

we have

E(2R) — E(R) :/

N (wﬁn(sz) - wi%,,(Rx)) -

| (Wi (2Rx) = Wi (Rx)) (Wi (2R3) + Wi (R¥)) < C(R) (W3 (0)]+ 1),

For what concerns the right hand side, we have directly

2R ) , 1 [ M, 5
J 7002 min D) > g (W o W LM = [, 1 e

R s€[R,2R]

>C Mn/ W2, Y aiiWin — [ AinllL= (IW;,0 (0)| +1) | - O
Br i
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The uniform estimate in Lemma 2.1 is key in order to prove the local boundedness of the

blow-up sequence (W, Hy).
Lemma 2.2. The sequence of functions (W, Hy) is bounded locally uniformly.

Proof. We start by observing that it is sufficient to prove that H;, is bounded in x = 0. Indeed,

we have
Ny Ny
Hu(0) = Y diW;,,(0) > 6 ) W;,(0)
i=1 i=1

and the functions in (W,, H,) satisfy by construction the uniform estimate (2.5). Let us then
assume, by contradiction, that H,(0) — +o0. We distinguish two cases.

Case 1) H,(0) — +co but there exists C > 0 such that W;,(0) < C for all n € N and
i =1,...,Ny. This evidently implies that N, — +oco. Let R > 0 be a constant that will be

chosen later in the proof. Observe that, by assumption, we have

an(O) <Y aiiW;,(0) < %Hn(O) for n sufficiently large.
j#1

By Lemma 2.1 and the uniform bounds in (2.5), we find

5 , 0
9 5 <> — CR" £, < :
@9 $MuH(0) | o, W < 3 Ma(Hu(0) — CRY) / o, Wi < CR)(1+ Wi (0))

Since, in the present case, Wy ,, is bounded and has bounded CO% seminorm, by (2.8) we find
that it converges u.t.s.s. to a non zero globally Holder continuous function. As a result, there

exist R > 0 and C > 0 such that

< / W2, <2C
JaBznQ,

M —

for n sufficiently large. Plugging this information back into (2.9), we find that
M,H,(0) <C  foralln € N.

It follows that M;, — 0. By the Holder uniform bounds (2.5), there exists a constant A > 0
such that for any compact set K C R”, u.tsss., MyH, — A uniformly in K. From (2.6),

we consider the equation satisfied by W ,. By the current assumptions, the sequence Wi,
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converges locally in CO¥ for any a/ < a to a function W that is defined on Q, which is non

negative, non constant, globally a-Holder continuous, and a solution to

ayW - on aQoo.

If 90 is not empty, we can moreover evenly extend W to the whole R” to a thus positive, non
constant global solution of —Au = —Au. Either way, we find a contradiction.
Case 2) H;(0) — +o0 and there exists i such that, up to a subsequence, W; ,,(0) — +oo. For

any n, leti, € {1,..., N} be the index such that

Wi, n(0) = izrinm;\] Wi 1 (0).

We can argue similarly as in the first case, and find from Lemma 2.1 the estimate

MyuHu(0)W; (002 < C'(R)M,, | H,W? ,

nM — 1
’ 9B ns

< C"(R)(l + Wi, 1(0)).
From this we conclude that there exists C > 0 such that

M, H,(0) max W;,(0) <C.

i=1,..,Ny
Once again, this implies that M;, — 0. By exploiting the uniform Holder bounds (2.5), we find
that there exists a constant A > 0 such that for any compact set K C R”, u.t.s.s. M,H,W;, —
A uniformly in K. We consider the sequence of function w, := Wy, — Wy ,(0). By virtue of
the same reasoning as before, we can use its local Holder limit to build a non constant global

solution of —Au = —A. We find again a contradiction. O

As a result of Lemma 2.2, the sequence (W,, Hy) is uniformly bounded in x = 0 and by
(2.5) it has uniformly bounded a-Ho6lder seminorm. We now show that there exists a vector

(W, H) of possibly infinitely many components, that is the limit of a subsequence of (W, Hy).

Lemma 2.3. There exist a subsequence of (Wy, Hy), a vector (W, H) of possibly infinitely many
components and a constant C > 0 such that

e W, >O0foralli=1,... and H > 0;

e max—;, Wi(0) + H(0) < &
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o maxi1,_ [Wi(x) — Wi(y)| + [FI(x) — F(y)| < Clx — y|* for all x, € O

o for all compact set K C Qoo, Hy, — H and, for all i, W; , — W; in CO""/(K)for all o’ € (0,a);
e lastly, there exists z € 9By N Qo such that [Wy(0) — Wy (x)| = 1.

Proof. The proof follows by the classical Ascoli-Arzela compactness criterion and a diagonal

extraction argument. g

We can now use the existence of a limit function (W, H) in order to pass to the limit in (2.6).
We differentiate among three possible behaviors of the sequence M,,, which are addressed by

the three following lemmas.
Lemma 2.4. The sequence M, is bounded away from 0. That is, there C > 0 such that M, > C > 0.

Proof. Assume that, u.t.s.s. if holds M, — 0. In this case, we can pass directly to the limit in

the equation in (2.6) satisfied by W;, and find

AW, =0 in O
avwl - 0 on aQoo.

As before, upon an eventual even extension, we can build a positive harmonic function, which

is globally a-Holder continuous and non constant. A contradiction. g

In order to prove the next two results, which will enable us to reach the final contradiction

in Case W), we need to introduce an auxiliary sequence of functions. We let

Ny
Hy, = Zdin‘,n = Hy —diWy .

=2

It is easy to show that this sequence converges to its limit H; = H — d;W; > 0. We observe
that the pairs (W ,, Hy ,) are solutions of the system of inequalities

_A<dlwl,n) < (Al,n - MnézHl,n) Wl,n

—AHp, < (574 %z - Mn52wl,n) Hin in O,

(2.10)
—A(dyWy, — H1) > A1yWi, — 126 *Hy

BVWM = BVHM =0 on BQn
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Lemma 2.5. The sequence My, is unbounded. That is, M — +-oo.

Proof. We argue again by contradiction. Without loss of generality, we can assume that, u.t.s.s.

M,, — 1. Passing to the limit in (2.10) we find

—A(dWy) < —82Hi Wy
—AHl < —(52W1H1 in Qe
—A(diWy, — Hp) >0

aywl - ayHl - O on aQoo.

As a result of [8, Lemma A.3], we find that necessarily W; = 0 or H; = 0. Since W; is non
constant, it must be that H; = 0. Thus, again by the previous system, we conclude that Wj is

a non constant positive harmonic function. A contradiction. g

We exclude the last possibility, M;, — +co, and thus conclude the proof of Case W).
Lemma 2.6. It cannot be that M, — +oo.

Proof. We can reasoning similarly as before by contradiction. First, let # € C§°(R") be any non

negative test function. By testing the equation in d; W ,, in (2.10), we find that

Mn52/H1,nW1,nﬂ < /Al,nwl,n-l- (diW1,,)Ay.

Since the right hand side is uniformly bounded and M, — +oo, by passing to the limit we

obtain

/H1W117:O forally € CF(R"), 7 > 0.
We then conclude that H;W; = 0 in IR"". Moreover
—A(diW1) <0
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where the last condition is meant in a weak sense. Thus, by [5, Lemma A.4], we find again
that one between W; and Hj has to be identically 0. Since W; is non constant, it must be
that H; = 0. Once again, we have that W; is a non constant positive harmonic function. A

contradiction. O

With this final result we have reached a contradiction and concluded the proof in Case W).

Case H) In this case there exists a sequence z, € dB; N Q« such that

[Win(x) = Wi,(y)|
(2.11) 1= |Hn(0) — HH(Z)| >Cy i:I}}?ﬁ\,n in |x — y|azn

forall x #y.

Recall that, by assumption, C;;, — +c0. In particular, the sequence H; has uniformly bounded
Holder seminorm and all W, have vanishing Holder seminorm. More precisely, we already

have that

2.12) max_ W (x) — Win ()| < —|x —y|*  forall x,y € Op.
i=1,., Ny~ ’ Cu

Up to a relabeling, we now assume that, the functions in W, are order in such a way that
d]W]/n (O) > diWi/n (O) foralli = 1,...,Np.

As in the previous case, we wish to show that the sequence (W, Hy) is bounded in x = 0.

We first derive two differential inequalities that are satisfied by the function H,,.

Lemma 2.7. There exists a numerical sequence e, — 0 such that
—AH, < egHy — M, (HE - LN BW2,) in 0,
AHy > —egHy — Mo (H XNy 2W2,) i

o,H, =0 on 0Q)y,.
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Proof. We prove the first inequality. The second one follows by similar reasoning. We start

from the equation (2.6) satisfied by W; , and find

— AdiWin) = AiuWi — MW Y aiWi
j#i
< endiWip — Mu6* Wiy (dewfﬂ +diWin — diwf'”>
j#i
< eud;Wi,, — My8° (Hndiwi,n — dfwi%n)

where the numerical sequence ¢, := dl SUpP, e, Max=1,.,N, Ain converges, by (2.7), to 0. Sum-
1

ming the inequalities fori = 1,..., N, we find
Nn
—AH, < & H, — My&° [ Hy — Y diW7, | . O
i=1

We point out that H2 > Zf\i‘l d?W? . Moreover, by (2.7) and the preliminary discussion

there, we have that

2—u
n

Ly

! — 0.

lenHnl| L (q,) < C(6)

By virtue of the same reasoning of Lemma 2.1, we find
Lemma 2.8. For any fixed R > 0 there exists C > 0
Nn
Mn(53/ Hy, <H2 - 2d$w3n> < C(R)(1+ Hy(0)).
aBRﬁQn i=1 !
As before, we can use the previous result to prove the boundedness of the blow-up sequence.
Lemma 2.9. The sequence (W, Hy) is bounded locally uniformly.

Proof. We assume, by contradiction, that H,(0) — +oco. We show first that M, H,(0) is
bounded uniformly. We consider two distinct cases:

Case A) Assume first that there exists e > 0 such that, for n large enough

d1W1,n<0) < (1 — S)Hn(O)
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Then, recalling (2.12), we have

N, N, N,
n n d 1 n
YW (1) < 3 (@0 0) + £l ) () < (1,0 (0) 5 et ) 2o i)

n =

1 1
< | (M =e)Hn(0) + s=I[x|" ) Ha(x) < ( (1 —&)Hn(x) + (1 — &) [x[* + —=|x[* | Hu(x).
5Cn 5C7’l
By Lemma 2.8, we have
Mn53/ (an —(1—¢)|x|* - Lx"‘> H% < C(R)(1+4 Hx(0)).
BR 5C7’l
Recalling that H,(0) — +o0 and that H, has uniformly bounded Hoélder seminorm, we find

that

M8 Ha(0)° < Ma8C'(R) / £

[ SHI<CR) (14 Hy(0)).
R n

Thus M, H,(0)? is bounded uniformly.

Case B) Assume now that

dlwl,n (O) — Hy (O)

We are in a similar situation as the one in Case 2) of Lemma 2.2. By considering the equation
satisfied by W ,(0), we find from Lemma 2.1 the estimate
1 3
M (0 < C(RIMy [ HaWR, < C(R)(14 Wi,0(0)) < 2C"(R)(1+ i (0))
R
and again, this implies that M, H,,(0)? is bounded uniformly.
In either cases, there exists C > 0 such that Man(O)2 < C. In particular we have M, — 0.

Up to striking out a subsequence, we obtain that

MnH% —-C>0 and M,;H, —0 locally uniformly in ;.
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Let u € C%*(Qc) be the local uniform limit of H, — H,(0). Observe that, again by assump-

tions, 1 is non constant. Let x,y € (e. We have

N T R
Nn

:Mn(H%() H2( ) (Zd )—;deiz,n(y)>
= My (Hn(x) + Hu(y)) (Ha(x) — Ha(y))

<2d2 x) + Win(y)) (Win(x) _Wi,n(]/))>'

Since M;;, — 0, u.t.s.s., we find that there exists A > 0 such that, locally uniformly in O,

Ny
M, <H5(x) ~ Zdiw}:n(x)> — A>0.
i=1

By passing to the limit the inequalities in Lemma 2.7, up to an even extension of the function

u to the whole R”, we find that

—Au < —A  inR"
—Au>—63A inR"
for a non negative constant A. We have two possibilities.

(1) A = 0. In this case, the limit function u is harmonic, globally Holder continuous and
non constant, a contradiction.

(2) A > 0. Let I'(x) = I'(|x|) be the fundamental solution of the Laplacian centered at
0. Multiplying the first inequality satisfied by u with I'(x) — I'(R) and integrating by
parts in the ball Bg(0), we find

L =L [ ) —u) < =PA [ (T(x) =T(R) < —C'R?
|0BRr| JaBg |0BR| JaBg JBg

where C' > 0. On the other hand, exploiting once more the Holder continuity of u, we

’ |aBR| /3312

and the two assertions are in contradiction.

conclude

< CR*

Thus we conclude that H; is bounded. This also implies the boundedness of Wj,. O
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Since H, is bounded, similarly to Case W), we can pass to the limit, up to a possible
subsequence. Let H be the uniform local limit of H,. If needed, we assume implicitly that
H has been extended evenly to a function defined over the whole space R". We recall that,

necessarily, H is globally Holder continuous, non-negative and non constant.
Lemma 2.10. There exists C > 0 such that M, > C.

Proof. If M;, — 0 along a subsquence, from Lemma 2.7 we deduce that up to extracting a

converging subsequence H is also harmonic, a contradiction. g
Lemma 2.11. There exists C > 0 such that M,, < C.

Proof. We assume that M,, — +o0 along a subsequence. For R > 0 and xg € R", let us consider

the function
1 in By (xo)
N(x) 3= Y R+1— |x| in Bry1(xo) \ Br(xo)

0 in R™ \ Br+1(xo)-

We multiply the first inequality in Lemma 2.7 by H,#;? and integrate by parts. This yields

Ny
/|V(Hnn)\2+Mn53 <H2 — dewi,n> Hup? < / |V |>H2.
i=1

By the definition of #, we have

1 Nu
M 53/ H -V @W2 | H g/ H? < C (14 RN-1+2¢) |
4" BR(xo>< " ; T Bra (x0)\Br(x) " ( )

We recall that the function in the integral in the left hand side is non negative. We adopt a
similar reasoning as that of Lemma 2.9. We consider two distinct cases:

Case A) Assume first that ¢ > 0 such that, for n large enough

d]Wl,n(O) < (1 — S)Hn(O)
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Then, by (2.12), we find

& o dj dq alt
L APV () < 1 (0 (0) + P ) i (2) < (Wi (0) + EH1xl* ) Bodin)
i=1 i=1 n n i=1
d e A1) A
< (W (x0) + 2 = ol + T ) Y ()
Cn Cn i=1

d d:
< [ (1= &) Hu(x0) + == |x — xo|* + == |x[* ) Hp(x)
Cn Cn

dy

< ((1 — () + (1= ) — ol + x — gt + & ) Ha(x).

But then we have, for any xg € R”

1 d d
-M (53/ <sH —(1—¢)|x—x|* — =|x—x ”‘——1x”‘)H2<C 14 RN71F2%)
M0 [ (et = (1=l —xoft = Gl =l = Sl ) i < € ( )

Since by construction there exists z, € dB such that |H,(0) — Hy(zx)| = 1, we find that there
also exists a bounded sequence y, € B; such that Hy,(y,) > % By taking R > 0 sufficiently
small, x) = y, and n large, we conclude from the last inequality that M, must be bounded
from above.

Case B) Assume now that

dl Wl,n<0) — Hn<0)

Up to striking out a subsequence, we observe that both W ,, and H;, converge locally uniformly
on R" to their respective limits W; and H. Moreover diW;, < H, in (),. Since the local

uniform limit of d1Wj is a constant, while H is necessarily not, we find that in any By

H > d1W1 >0 and H 7_é d1W1.

Similarly to before, we find

2d;

n

N, N,
n n d

Y W2 (x) < Y <diwi,n(0) + C_;x“> diWi . (x) < <d1Wl,n<x)

-1

i=1

201 |“) Ha(x).

Substituting in the integral estimate we find

1 2d
-M 53/ (H — W - "‘)H2<C 1+ RN-142e)
4 n BR(XO) n 1 1,11( ) Cn | | n = ( )

Passing to the limit in # we find again a contradiction. O
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Let now M be any finite positive limit of M,. Again, without loss of generality, we may

assume that M = 1.

Finale. We consider now the sequence of functions

Qn(x) = Hn<x) - dlwl,n(o)

We observe that, form the previous discussion, we already know that there exists a function
Q such that, u.tsss., Q; — Q locally uniformly in Q). The function Q is non constant and
globally a-Holder continuous.

By definition H, > d1W; , and d1 W, , converges locally uniformly to a constant. As a result

Q > 0in Q. Moreover we have

N,

n 1
dewfn —H2< (dlwl,n(O) + 56 x“> H, — H?
i=1 n

1 1
< Hy (Gl = n) = (Qu+ i (0)) (511" — 1)

1
<~ + (Gl ~ W) ) Qu Sl WL(0),

Similarly one can prove
N 1
L AW, — H 2 0~ (g e s 0)) Qut W (0)
i—1 n
Thus, passing to the limit in (2.7), we find that Q solves
030 < —AQ < —6%Q*> inRM

By [4, Lemma 2], we infer that necessarily Q < 0, that is, under our assumptions, Q = 0. We

have reached again a contradiction. g

We have thus reached a contradiction with the blow-up assumption. This conclude the

proof of the C%* uniform bounds for w and the proof of Theorem 1.1.
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3. THE LIMIT SYSTEM IS A FINITE DIMENSIONAL SYSTEM - PROOF OF THEOREM 1.2

Once the uniform estimates in § and N are established, we can pass to the limit as  — +co.
For any sequence (wy, ;) of solutions of (1.1), defined for f, — +oo (here we make no

assumption on N,), we introduce the limit vector (W, 7) € C**(Q) x C>*(Q) such that, u.ts.s.,

lim w;,=® C%(Q),¥ and  lim u,=ua C**(Q).
n—4o n—r+00

The existence of (W, i) is a consequence of Lemma 2.3. Let N stand now for the number of
non-zero components of the vector w. We show that N is bounded. In particular, as a result of
[2, Lemma 6.1 and Theorem 6.3], we can give an explicit upper bound for N.

In the following we will be many concerned with the w components of the system. We shall
deduce stronger compactness properties, and derive the system of differential inequalities
verified at the limit of segregation. Regarding the component 1, we immediately find
Lemma 3.1. We have that

—Ail = (A —pi — Y kjw;) i in Q)
dyiit =0 on Q).

Proof. This is a direct consequence of the a priori estimates of Theorem 1.1. O

We start with the following results
Lemma 3.2. We have that

lim w;, =w; HY(Q),Yi and lim u, =a HY(Q).

n—r—+00 n—-+oo

Furthermore, the limit functions verify
w;w; =0 inQ, Vi #j.
For any i there exists a (non negative) measure y; such that

lim /Qﬁnwi/n Zﬂijwj,nﬂ = /ndyi forally € Cw(ﬁ).
j#i

n—r+00

Morevoer y; € (H'(Q)))" and each limit function w; is a weak solution of

di/QVwi~V11—|—/17dyi :/Q(—wi+kiﬁ)wi11 forally € H\(Q).
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Proof. The convergence of the sequence u, is immediate consequence of the convergence in
C2#, thus we only need to consider the convergence of w;,. First of all, we show that the
sequence is uniformly bounded in H'(Q) and thus convergence weakly in H!(Q) to @;. To
do this, we multiply the equation in w;, by w;, itself and integrate by parts. Exploiting the

uniform L* bound, we find

di/Q |Vwi/n\2 +ﬁnw%n ij/n = /Q (—w; + kjuy) w%n <C.

j#i

Here the constant C is independent of n. Observe that this inequality already implies that
w;w; = 0in Q) for all i # j, since B, — +o00. Now, since boundedness in norm and pointwise
convergence imply weak convergence, we find that w;, — @; in H'(Q). Let 5 € C*(Q) be
any smooth test function. Testing the equation against 7, we find

3.1) /Q <,ani,n]§iwj,n> = /Q —diVw;, - Vip + (—w; + kittn) Wi 1.

The right hand side is bounded uniformly and converges as n — +oo. Thus the linear func-
tional in the left hand side converges weakly to a non negative measure of (3, which we denote

by p;. Moreover, by passing to the limit in 7 in the previous identity we find

(3.2) d; /Q V- Vi + / ndu; = /Q (—w; + k;it) wi7.

Observe that by this identity we infer that not only y; is a non negative measure of (), but that
#i € (HY(Q))'. By taking 77 = 1, we also find that there exists C > 0 such that
/ Buwin ) Wiy | = / (—wj+kiup) wi, <C and p;(Q) = / (—w; + ki) w; < C.
0 i 0 0
Thus, subtracting (3.1) and (3.2) and taking # = w; ,, — ;, we find

/Q d; |V (w;, —@))* = /Q (—w; + kitty) |w; ,, — i)

- /Q (ﬁnwi,n ij,n> (Wi — ;) + /(wi,n — @;)dp; < Cllwiy — @il o)
j#i
and thus we obtain the strong convergence of the sequence in H'(Q). g

To go further in the analysis of the limit equation, we need a classical estimate [7, Lemma

4.4]. Here we show a stronger result that still follows by a similar argument.
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Lemma 3.3. Let QO C R" be a smooth domain. Let xg € Q, 0 < p < 1 and B, = B,(xq). For

U, M > 0 we consider u € H'(B, N Q) a non-negative subsolution of

—Au < —Mu in B,NQ
u<u ianﬁQ

oyu <0 on B, N oQ).

There exist a constant C = C(QY) such that, for p small and M large enough,
u(x) < Ue~CPVM for every x € B,/ N Q).

Proof. We distinguish between two cases. If B, C () then the result follows by [7, Lemma 4.4].

It suffices to consider a supersolution of the form

U= Uea(X27p2)

for a suitable & > 0. Thus we need only to consider the case B, \ Q) # @. We will present here
a proof of this second case.

We recall that a domain Q) is smooth (C??) if, locally at its boundary, there exist diffeomor-
phisms (of class C>*) between () and a half-space H = {X € R" : X; > 0}. Fixing a point xo
close to the boundary and p small, we let F be such a diffeomorphism at B, N (). Among the
possible choices of F, we assume here that F(xg) = 0, Jr(x)v = e; for all x € B, N (), and,

moreover, that there exists € > 0 small such that for any 0 < r < p it holds

(3.3) B(1—eyr(x0) —x0 C F(Br(x0)) C By4¢)r(%0) — o

This is always true if p is sufficiently small and thus x( sufficiently close to the boundary.

Under these assumptions, we let 77(X) = u o F~1(X). We find that # verifies

—div(AVii) +Ma <0 in F(B,) NH

(3.4)

=i

<u in F(B,) N H

9,11 <0 on F(B,) NaH
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where A(X) = |detJp-1(X) \];_E(X)]g}l(X) and Jr-1(X) is the Jacobian matrix of the diffeo-
morphism F~! at X = F(x). The matrix field A is regular (more precisely, C**) and positive-

definite at each point. We let

L= sup |VA(X)| and A= sup A(X)¢-¢.
XeF(Bp)NH X€EF(Bp)NH,|g|=1

Observe that the constants L and A ultimately depend on () and, for xg close to the boundary
and p small, L — 0 and A — 1, since the diffeomorphisms locally convergence to an isometry.

We look for a super-solution in By _),(x0) N H C F(By) N H of equation (3.4) of the form

v = Uet(X*—(1-¢)%?)

with & > 0. Clearly we have
v=U indB;_.,NH
d,v>0 on B(l_g)p NoH.

Concerning the differential equation, in order to have a super-solution in B(; ), N H we im-

pose

div(AVv) — Mo = {2a [divA - X + ntr A] + 4a2AX - X — M} v

< {2u [nL(1 - e)p + w?A] +402A(1— %>~ M} o < 0.
If M is large enough, the inequality is verified by

1 M
“:m\rx

By the comparison principle we find # < v in B(;_,), N H. For all X € F(B,/z(x0)) N H C

B(14¢)p/2 M H this inequality reads

—10e-+3¢2
1(X) < Ueg(lle)p\/¥(%(1+s)2p27(14)2p2) _ ue_sul(oljg VM _ Ue—CoVH.

We conclude the proof transforming back to the original domain. g
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Lemma 3.4. For any i € N, either w; = 0 or

—diAw; = (kii — w;)W; in {wl‘ > 0} nao
w; =0 on o{w; >0} NQ
0,W; =0 on {wi > 0} N oQ.

In particular, the measure y; is supported on 0{w; > 0}.

Proof. Since w; is Holder continuous, the set {w; > 0} is relatively open in Q. If it is not empty,

let xg € {@; > 0}. There exists rg > 0 such that

_ 1_ —

w;(x) > Ewi(XO) for all x € By, (xp) N Q2.
We need to show that

Wi (Brg/Z N ﬁ) =0.
As w; , converges uniformly to @;, for n large enough we have that
1_ —
Wi (x) > Zwi(xo) for all x € By,(x9) N Q).

For n large, we sum all the components of system (1.1) for j # i. Letting h; , = Yt djwj,, we

find that the estimate
— Ahi,n = Z (—(,dj + kun) w]‘,n — ‘Bn Z Z a]-kwjrnwk,n
j#i jEIk#]

1
< C(1 = Buwip)hi, < C (1 - Z,ani(xo)) iy

holds true in ), and in particular in By,(xg) N Q. Here C > 0 is a constant that can be chosen
independently of n. We now recall that, by Proposition 1.1, the sequence h;, is bounded
uniformly in (). By Lemma 3.3 we find that there exist positive constants C, C’ such that, for n
large enough

hin(x) < CeC'ro/ Puni(x0) for all x € B, /»(x0) N Q.

As a result, we have that

Sup P Y ijwj,tiy < CPue” CTOVPiTi30) 5 0

xeBro/z(xO)ﬁO j#i
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for n that diverges to — +o00. We conclude the proof by plugging this estimate in the equation

satisfied by w; , and taking the limit in 7 on the set B, /> (xo) N Q. O

We have established the limit equation satisfied by the densities @;. Using it, we can prove
that, in the limit of segregation, only a finite number of densities can persists. First we point
out that the sets {@; > 0} are relatively open subsets of Q and they are also disjoint, thus

Y@ > 0} < [0,
1
Lemma 3.5. Assume that the limit W has at least two non-zero components. Let i € N stand for the
index of a component w; such that the area of the set {w; > 0} is at most equal to half of the area of Q).
Then, it holds

_ 2/n dip

where C > 0 is a constant that depends only on Q). Consequently, there exists N € IN such that at

most N components of w are non zero.

The previous statement gives already an a priori estimate on the number N. Indeed, it must
be

- Ak — pw; 2
< — 3 .
N <C(Q)) (m?x i )

Proof. Leti € IN be fixed, we consider the function @; and the relatively open subset {w; > 0}

of (). Combining the previous results, we find that @; € H} ({@w; > 0}) satisfies

—Aw; < Ak%:’w‘wl in {wl‘ > 0} nao
w; =0 ona{u‘)i>0}ﬂ0
0yW; =0 on {w; > 0} NoQ.

Here we have used the fact that 7 < A/u pointwisely in (). For the function @; to be non zero,

it must be that
Aki — pw;
dip
where A is the first eigenvalue of the Laplace operator in {@; > 0} with the same boundary

M({@; > 0}) <

conditions of @;

M({w; > 0}) = i \Y 2/ 2,
(o >0p = min [1vup/ [u
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Since by assumption |[{@; > 0}| < 1|Q)|, by the relative Faber-Krahn inequality (see [5, Propo-
sition 2.3]), we find that

At (@i > 0}) < C(Q) [{w; > 0"
which yields the desired inequality. g

Once we have shown that in the segregation limit only a finite number of components of
the vector W can be non zero, we can reason in the same way as in [2, Theorem 6.3] in order
to give a more explicit, yet asymptotic, estimate on N, by means of Weyl’s asymptotic law for

the eigenvalues of the Neumann Laplacian . Indeed, we find

Lemma 3.6. Let (w, i) be any limit of solutions of (1.1) when B — +oo. Let N be the number of

components of W that are not identically zero. It holds

N < |Q‘ <max /\ki - ywi>
T @Iy VT

NI

for max; Akld;;w‘ — H-o0.
1

To conclude the proof of Theorem 1.2 we have to establish the uniform Lipschitz bounds
of the components wg. For this result we need some properties on the structure of the limit
free-boundary. We thus consider now Theorem 1.3 and then come back later to conclude the

proof of Theorem 1.2.

4. STRUCTURE OF THE LIMIT FREE-BOUNDARY PROBLEM - PROOF OF THEOREM 1.3

We have shown that the limit segregation problem has at most a finite number of non-zero
components. We have also derived the limit equation satisfied by each non-zero component of
the limit system. In order to study the limit free-boundary, we need an additional result about

the complementary conditions.

Lemma 4.1. For every i € N and every n € H'(Q) non negative test function, the following inequality

[+ (diwi _ 2@-@) vi = [

J#i

holds

(—(,di + kiﬂ)wi — Z(—w]‘ + k]L_l)ZD] 7.
j#i
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Proof. It suffices to consider the equation satisfied by the function d;w; , — Zj;éi d iWjn and then
pass to the limit in n. We find
—A <diwi,n — Zd]w],n> = (—wi + kiﬂn)wi,n — Z(—w]‘ + k]-u,,)wj,n +B Z Z A} Wjn Wi, -
J# J# jFik#ji
Let now 1 € C®(Q) be a non-negative test function. Multiplying the previous equation by #
and integration by parts we find
/ —A11 (diwi,n — Zd]w],n> + / am <diwi/n — Zd]w]/n>
@ j#i o0 j#i
> / l(_wi + kitln ) Wi — Z<_wj + kjun)wj,n .
Q el
i
We then pass to the uniform limit in n. To conclude, we recall that at the limit, only a finite

number of components of W are non-zero, and these functions belong to H!(Q). 0

We are now in a position to invoke classical results on the regularity and the structure of

free-boundaries of segregation models. We have

Theorem 4.2. The common nodal set N := {x € Q : Y;@; = 0} is a rectifiable set of Hausdorff
dimension n — 1. More precisely 1 can be written as the disjoint union of two sets, R and &, such that
R is relatively open and made of the union of a finite number of C1** smooth sub-manifolds, while & is
a set of Hausdorff dimension n — 2. Moreover R meets orthogonally the boundary 0Q) and 91N QY is a
set of Hausdorff dimension n — 2, that can be decomposed as the disjoint union of a regular part (finite

union of C** smooth sub-manifolds of codimension 2) and a singular part.

Observe that the estimates of the codimension of the singular part, both inside of () and at

he boundary d() are in general sharp for this kind of free-boundary problems.

Proof. We can directly apply the results in [6, Theorem 16] and [10, Theorems 8.4 and 1.1] to
conclude about the structure of 91 N Q).

Concerning the regularity of the common nodal set 91 at the boundary d(2, we can proceed
similarly as in Lemma 3.3. Let xg € Q) and let p > 0 be small enough, so that there exists a
C2* diffeomorphisms F of B,(xp) N Q into B, N H, where H = {X € R" : X; > 0} is a half-

space. Again, among the possible choices of F, we assume here that F(xg) = 0, Jr(x)v = —ep
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for all x € By(xp) N0Q). Here Jp(x) is the Jacobian matrix of F computed at x. We also assume
that dx, Jr ,(X) =0forall X € B,N{X € R": X; = 0}. We consider the system of inequalities
satisfied by W = W o F and # = u o F. By extending evenly across B, NdH the functions W and

i1, we find that they solve the system

—d;div(AV®;) < |det Jp1|(—w; + kil — p;);

AV <diwi - Zdjwj>

7

—div

> | detJp-1] l(—wi + ki) W; — 2(—60]‘ + kjfl)Zf)j in By
7

—Ddiv(AVi#) = |det Jp1| (/\ — il — Zh@) i
i
where

% (| det]F,luFﬂ];}l) (X1, Xa,...,Xa)  for X € Byn{X € R": X; > 0}
A(X) =

(| det]F,luF-_E];_ll) (—X1,Xa,...,Xn) for X € B,Nn{X €R": X; <0}

and similarly for the other functions. Observe that A is a C1* function (this is true thanks to
our assumptions on F and the regularity of the boundary of 2). The validity of this system of
inequalities in B, can be shown following the same ideas as Lemmas 3.2, 3.4 and 4.1.

Let 1 be the common nodal set of the functions W, 5t = {x € B, : W = 0}. Locally at the
point xg, the structure of the nodal set 91 is related to the of the nodal set of w. We can then
apply the regularity theory developed in [10, Theorems 7.1 and 8.4] to conclude that 9 is a
rectifiable set.

We now show that, since the functions are symmetric with respect to the plane H, the
Hausdorff dimension of the set R NdQ) is n — 2. Indeed, let us assume that xo € dQ NN,
so that 0 € 1. We only need to consider the case in which 0 is in the regular part of Jt.
This implies in particular that there exists R > 0 such that 5t N Bg is a smooth surface of
codimension 1, symmetric with respect to the plane H. Since this is true for any point of the

regular part of St in H, we find the conclusion. O
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5. MAXIMAL NUMBER OF COMPONENTS - PROOF OF THEOREM 1.5

We conclude by giving an extension of Lemma 3.5, in the same spirit of [2, Theorem 4.3].
We use the structure of the limit free-boundary to extend the upper-bound on the number of
non-zero components of w also in the case of the system (1.1) with g finite but large.

The main difference with respect to [2, Theorem 4.3] is that here we do not assume any
a priori bound on the number N of non zero components. We can do this by exploiting the
uniform a priori estimate of Theorem 1.1. This is a delicate but technical detail that does not
change drastically the proof. Nevertheless, we have decided to include the proof here in an
abridged form, for the sake of completeness.

We start with a result stating that the zero solution v = (w, 1) = 0 is isolated. In particular, it
implies that any sequence of solutions v, = (wy, i, ) such that u, — 0 uniformly, is eventually

constant and equal to the zero solution.

Lemma 5.1. There exists 1 > 0, independent of p and N, such that if v = (w,u) is a non negative

solution of (1.1) with0 < u < 5 in Q), then v =0.

Proof. Let 5 = 62, where § > 0 is the constant in (1.2). Then 6? < w;/k; for all possible choice

of coefficients. If u < 7 in (), then from (1.1) we find

—diAwl- = <_CU1‘ + kiu — ,B Zaljw]> w; in Q
7

<0

dyw; =0 on 9Q)

which yields w; = 0 for all i. As a result, u solves the (logistic) equation

—DAu=A—pu)u inQ

dyu=20 on 9Q).

The maximum principle prescribes that the only non negative solutions of this equation are

u =0 and u = A/yu. Thus, again by (1.2), we conclude that it must be u = 0. (]



32 HENRI BERESTYCKI AND ALESSANDRO ZILIO

We now show a similar result concerning the non zero solution. We prove that if a sequence
of solutions v, converge to a non zero limit v for §, — +oo, then, for 3, large, the number of

non zero components of each v, must be at most the same of its limit.

Lemma 5.2. For any N > 1 fixed, there exists B = B(N) > 0 such that the following statement holds.
Let v = (w, u) be any solution of (1.3) such that w has N non zero components. Let v, = (Wy, uy) be
a family of solutions of (1.1) with B, — +oo and such that w, — w component-wise in CO* N H'(QY),

uy — u in C>*(QY). Whenever B, > B, wy, has at most N non zero components.

Proof. We argue by contradiction, assuming that there exists a sequence of solutions v, such
that w;, has at least N 4+ 1 non zero components for all n € IN but converges to a limit v
such that w has only N > 1 non zero components. We first observe that 1, and thus u,, is
necessarily strictly positive.

Up to striking out a subsequence, we relabel the components so that the first N components
of wy, converge in C%* N H!(Q) to the non zero components of w, while the other components

converge to 0 and w1, > 0 for all n. We consider the sequence of functions

WN+1,n

wWN 1n = .
A [wN+1,0 \Lw(Q)

These functions solve, for any #,

51) — AN+ 1ATN 11,0 = <_WN+1 +hNy1tn — BLjxN+1 wj,n) WNt1,n N Q)

vaNH,n =0 on 0Q).
We recall that, by Theorem 1.1, u; is uniformly bounded from above by A/u. We find that

Ak — 1
2 < w‘m < ~lal.
HAN+1 0

/O |va+1,n

This estimate, together with ||@n41,|r> = 1, implies that @Wx41, is uniformly bounded in
H'(Q). Letwy 1 € H'(Q) be any weak limit of this sequence. The previous uniform estimates
and Sobolev’s embedding theorem assure us that @Wy41, — @Wx+1 strongly in LP (Q) for any

p < co. Moreover, from (5.1) we can show that @y is not identically zero. Indeed, first we
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see that
—dAN11ADN 1,0 < (—wN1 F kN 1Un) DN10
avaH,n =0 on dQ).

Let g» € H'(Q) be a solution to

—dN+1A8n + WN+18n = KNf1UnDN+ 1,1

ovgn =0 on 9Q).

The comparison principle states that 0 < Wy, < gxn. Standard regularity estimates give us

18nllcoa(ary < Clignllwzr(q) < C'll@N+11llLr (@)

for any N/2 < p < o0 and suitable C,C’ and « > 0. As a result, we have

1= [lony1nllie@) < lgnllie) < Ignllcosia) < ClloNT11llr()-

Thus @y 41 is not identically zero. Let us use this information in order to reach a contradiction.
For any & > 0, we consider the sets
N
Pe := {x €eO: Zwi(x) > s}.
i=1
Clearly one has that 91 C O\ B and N = Ny>(Q \ Pe) for e small enough. We point out that,
if N =1, then B¢ = Q. By the uniform convergence of (wy,, ..., wn ), we see that for any

¢ > 0 there exists n, € IN such that

Vx € QNPe, n > ne.

N ™

N
Z wi,n(x) >
i=1

Similarly, the compactness properties of the sequence @y 1, insure us that for any &€ > 0 small

enough there exists, for n € IN sufficiently large,

" 1 -
-2 )
W > —/ 1y .
./pg N+1n = 5 | ON+1

From (5.1), multiplying by @wx1, and integrating by parts, we get

N
/Q [dN+1|va+l,n2 + Bn (2 wi,n) D10

i=1

2
< /Q(_WN—H + kNG 1Un ) ON 1 e
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Thus, estimating from below and above the two sides, we obtain

ep ") e[ 2 AkN41 — PN+
Tn/QwN-i-l < ,BWE /PEZUN-H'n < < T'Q‘

for any € > 0 and n > n.. Thus we conclude that Wy = 0, a contradiction. O
We are in a position to conclude the proof of Theorem 1.5

Proof. From Lemma 3.5 we know that, for § — +o0, any accumulation point v = (w,u) of
solutions of (1.1) has at most N > 1 non zero components w. By the previous two results we
know that there exists B = min{B(N) : N = 1,...,N} > 0 such that any solution vg of (1.1)
with B > j

e is the zero solution vg = (0,0);

e has at most N non zero components of Wg;

e converges component-wise to the solution (0, A/yu), that is

lim | max |w;g]| + ||ug — A =0
Bstoo \imLn | APICONH] Pl ee)
This concludes the proof of Theorem 1.5. g
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