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Nonnegative solutions of an indefinite sublinear
Robin problem II: local and global exactness

results *!
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Abstract
We go further in the investigation of the Robin problem
—Au =a(z)u? in Q,
(Pa) u >0 in €,
duu = au on 0f),
on a bounded domain Q C R”, with a sign-changing and 0 < ¢ < 1.
Assuming the existence of a positive solution for &« = 0 (which holds if ¢
is close enough to 1), we sharpen the description of the nontrivial solution
set of (P.) for a > 0. Moreover, strengthening the assumptions on a and
g we provide a global (i.e. for every o > 0) exactness result on the number
of solutions of (P,) . Our approach also applies to the problem
—Au=au+a(z)u? in Q,
(Sa) u>0 in Q,
Oyu =20 on 0.

1 Introduction

In this article we proceed with the study of the indefinite problem
—Au=a(z)u? in Q,
(Pa) u>0 in Q,

dyu = au on 0f).
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Here Q € RY (N > 1) is a smooth bounded domain, 9, := -2, v is the unit

outward normal to 99, a € C?(Q) (0 < § < 1) changes sign:%() < g <1and
a > 0.

In [I2] we have studied the structure of the nontrivial nonnegative solutions
set of this problem, considered with respect to a € [—00, 00). Let us recall that
the case & = —oo is understood as the Dirichlet boundary condition u = 0 on
09). We shall go deeper in this analysis, giving a more precise description of the
solutions set of (P, ) in the region o > 0 and weakening some of the assumptions
in [12).

By a solution of (P,) we mean a classical nonnegative solution u € C277(Q),
for some r € (0,1). We say that u is nontrivial if u # 0. In particular, we are
interested in solutions lying in

P°i={uecC(Q) :u>0onQ}.

Note that since ¢ € (0,1) and a changes sign in 2, this problem may have
solutions that do not belong to P°, see e.g. [12, Remark 3.7].

The following condition on a, which is known to be necessary for the existence
of solutions in P° when a > 0, shall be assumed throughout this paper:

(A.0) /Qa < 0.

In addition, we shall assume a technical condition on the set
Qf :={r € Q:a(zx) >0},
namely:
(A1) Qf has finitely many connected components, which are all smooth.

Our results in [I2] for o > 0 have been established when ¢ € Ay := Ay,
where

Ay = An(a) :={q € (0,1) : any nontrivial solution of (P,) lies in P°}.

We recall that, under (A.0) and (A.1), we have Ax = (qnr, 1) for some gy =
gn(a) € [0,1). Moreover, if ¢ € Axr then (Fp) has a unique nontrivial solution
up, which satisfies upns € P° [10, Theorem 1.9], and every nontrivial solution of
(P,) belongs to P° if 0 < @ < ay, for some oy > 0 [12], Proposition 2.3].

In the present paper, most of our results shall be proved under the weaker
assumption g € Zpr, where

In =ZIn(a) :={q€ (0,1): (F) has a solution in P°}.

Under (A.0), it is known that (Py) has at least one nontrivial solution for any
g € (0,1), see e.g. [0, Theorem 2.1], so Ayr € Zpr. In general, we may have
Ap # Inr; however when Q7 is connected and smooth, it holds that Ay = Zy,
see [II), Theorem 1.4]. Also, by [0 Theorem 3.1] we know that (Pp) has at most



one solution which is positive in 29. Thus, whenever ¢ € Zy we denote by
ups(a) (or simply up if no confusion arises) the unique solution in P° of (FPp)
(or (Po,q) if we need to stress the dependence on a) .

To the best of our knowledge, prior to [12] the only work dealing with (Py)
for aw > 0 is [7], where Chabrowski and Tintarev established a local multiplicity
result for the related problem

—Aw = aa(z)w? in €,
(Ra) w>0 in Q,

O, w = aw on 0f,

with o > 0 small (note that (R,) is equivalent to (P,), after the change of
variables w = al%qu). More precisely, by variational methods it was proved in
[7, Propositions 7.4 and 7.7] that under (A.0), (R,) has at least two nontriv-
ial solutions wi,q, w2, such that wi o < w2, on Q for a > 0 small enough.

Moreover, if
— [ a\T®
Cq 1= < |88| , (1.1)

the following asymptotic profiles of wy q, w2, hold as o — 0%:

W o — €, and wjq —0in Hl(Q) as a— 0T, (1.2)

and every sequence «,, — 0 has a subsequence (still denoted by the same nota-
tion) satisfying

1

— 1=

an ' TIW1 o, — up in HY(Q), (1.3)

where ug is a nontrivial solution of (Fp).

In particular, we see that under (A.0) the problem (P, ) has, for any ¢ € (0, 1)
and « > 0 small enough, a solution in P°, namely, oflquwg,a. Our first result
asserts that (A.0) is also necessary for the existence of solutions of (P,) that
are positive in Q4 (for any o > 0 and 0 < ¢ < 1) and gives a sufficient condition
for such solutions to be in P°:

Theorem 1.1. If (P,) has a solution u such that u > 0 in QF for some a >0
and g € (0,1), then (A.0) holds. If we assume in addition (A.1) and q € Ty,
then every such solution belongs to P°.

Assuming additionally (A.1) and ¢ € A, we proved in [12, Corollary 3.13]
that wi o, ws2,o are the only nontrivial solutions of (R,) for a > 0 small, and in
[12, Theorem 4.4] that (R, ) has a maximal closed, connected subset of nontrivial
solutions containing {(a, w1 ), (@, w2 o)} under some further assumptions on a.
We remark that the solutions set {(«, u)} of (P, ) corresponds to {(a, w)} of (Ry)
by the change of variables u = o Taw for a > 0.

Let us set

as = as(a,q) :=sup{a > 0: (P,) has a solution in P°}. (1.4)



Proceeding as in [I2, Proposition 3.4] we can prove that as < oo if ¢ € Zy.
We shall analyze the solution set of (P,) in neighboorhoods of 0 and «;. This
investigation provides us with a global description of the solutions set structure
of (P,) for a > 0. A more precise version of Theorem will be provided in
Section [l see Theorem [3.41

Theorem 1.2. Assume (A.0), (A.1), and q € Inr. Then:

(1) (Pa) has a solution curve C1 = {(a,u1,0);0 < < as} such that o —
u1,o € P° is continuous and increasing on [0, as] and C in [0, o), with
U0 = up, and uy o, is the unique solution of (P,,) in P°. Moreover,
Cy1 is extended to a C™ curve, say C; (D C1), bending to the left in a
neighborhood of (s, u1,q,)-

(i1) (Py) has a solution curve Co = {(a, u2,4);0 < oo < @} for some @ € (0, ),
such that o — ug,q € P° is continuous and decreasing on (0,@] and C'™
in (0,@), with mingug o — 00 as a — 01. Moreover:

(a) for any interior point (a,u) € C; UCa, the solutions set of (Py) in a
neighborhood of (o, u) is given exactly by C; UCs ;

(b) for every a € (0,@) the solutions uj q,us,q are strictly ordered by
U2.o —U1,a € P°, and these ones are the only solutions of (Py) in P°
for a> 0 small.

(iii) Assume additionally that 0 # a > 0 in some smooth domain D C ) such
that |0D NOQ| > 0. Then Cf is connected to Co by a component (i.e., a
mazimal closed, connected subset) C, of solutions of (P,) in [0, as] x P°,
see Figure[dl(1).

u u
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Figure 1: (i) The component C,. (ii) The exact solution curve C;. The full
curve represents asymptotically stable solutions in P°, whereas the dotted curve
represents unstable solutions in P°.



Under different conditions to those in Theorem [[2(iii) we shall establish
a global exactness result. Let us denote by as = ao(f2) the second (and first
nontrivial) eigenvalue of the Steklov problem

{A¢=o in Q,

(1.5)
d,¢ =a¢p on 0.

When € is a ball of radius R, we know that as(Q) = £. Also, if Q is star

shaped, several lower bounds for as are known, see e.g. [I8, Section 1] and
references therein.

Theorem 1.3. Assume (A.0), (A.1), ¢ € Iy and

iﬂﬁ < . (1.6)
Joo un*

Then the following two assertions hold:

(i) The solutions set in P° of (Py) with a > 0 consists of C}, which contains
Co in its upper part. In particular, (P,) has exactly two solutions in P°
for all a € (0, a5), see Figure [l(ii).

(ii) Assume in addition that 0Q C 004 and q € Ax. Then the nontrivial
solutions set of (P,) with « > 0 is given exactly by C},

Let us note that several examples of weights a satisfying (6] are discussed
in Section

Remark 1.4.

(i) As one can see from its proof, Theorem holds more generally under
the condition o < ap, instead of (LG).

(ii) In Theorems and [[3 if we assume g € Ay instead of g € Zyr, then
(A.1) is no longer needed, cf. Remark B3l

To conclude the study of (P,), we carry out a bifurcation analysis, with ¢
as parameter, and obtain solutions in P° for @ > 0 fixed and ¢ — 17. As
a consequence, we provide the limiting behavior as ¢ — 1~ of as(a,q) and
Ui0(q), @ = 1,2, whenever these are the only solutions in P°, see Theorem
and Corollary

Finally, let us mention that (P,) has many similarities with the Neumann
problem

—Au = au+ a(z)u? in Q,
(Sa) u>0 in Q,
Oyu=0 on 0f2.

As a matter of fact, one may see that the linear term au in the equation above
acts very similarly as in the boundary condition of (P,), as far as the methods



used in this article (and in [I2]) are concerned. In this way, we complement the
results established for (S,) by Alama in [2].

The rest of this article is organized as follows. In the next section we give
some examples of a and ¢ satisfying our assumptions. Theorems [Tl and are
proved in Section [3] whereas Theorem is proved in Section dl In Section
we follow a bifurcation approach for (P,) with ¢ — 17. Finally, in Section
we state some results on (S,). We also include an Appendix containing some
necessary facts related to some of the stability results in [3, Chapter II] .

2 Examples

Before proving our results we discuss some examples of a and ¢ satisfying our
assumptions.

2.1 On the condition (L)

Let 0P (a) and 0§ (a) be the unique positive principal eigenvalues with respect to
the weight a, under homogeneous Dirichlet and Neumann boundary conditions,
respectively. First note that, for ¢ close to 1, by [I1, Theorem 1.2], we have

(2.1)

where ¢, € P° is the eigenfunction associated to o7V (a), normalized by ||¢; Iy =
1, and
[ fga(w)aﬁ%logaﬁl}
toi=exp |—=—F—5—| -
fsz a(z) ¢y

In particular, ¢, and ¢; do not depend on ¢, and both are away from 0. So,
for ¢ close enough to 1 we have that ujl\fq ~ Wl(T) Thus, for such ¢, (L6 is
satisfied if

—oN(a a Qas. .
(@) [ a<lon) (2.9)

Recall also that ¢ € Ax € Zar whenever q is sufficiently close to 1. Let us show
now examples of a satisfying (Z.2):

(i) Choose any a € C? (Q) satisfying (A.0) and (A.1). Taking into account
(A.0), we may fix k such that

0 _
max{C’aA)a7|a2_‘_,1}<k<Ca, with C, := anJr’ (2.3)

ot (a) Joa Jaa
where, as usual, a* := max {4a,0}. We set a, := ka™ — a~. Then

(A.1) holds for ag, and the second inequality in (23] shows that (A.0)
is also true for ap. Moreover, the first inequality in ([23]) gives that
—ot¥ (a) [y ar < |09]as, and so, since k > 1, by the monotonicity of
the principal eigenvalue with respect to the weight (e.g. [9, Proposition

4.7]) we deduce that ay satisfies (2.2).



(ii) One can argue similarly if a € C(Q) is such that [,a = 0 and {a;} C
C?(Q) is a sequence satisfying (4.0), (A.1), and a; — a in L'(£2). Then,
since o7 (a) = 0 and a — oY (a) is continuous from L' () into R (cf. [14}
Lemma 2.4], which also holds if [, a = 0), we see that (Z2) is fulfilled by

aj with j large enough.

(iii) Another class of weights a satisfying (Z2]) is the following one: denote by
Bp the ball of radius R centered at 0 in RY. Let a € C?(B;) satisfy (A.0)
and (A.1), and ar € C?(Bgr) be an extension of a to By such that (A.1)
holds and [ a < [, ar < 0. We claim that for N > 3 and R large
enough ap fulfills (ZZ). To this end, note that o (ar) < 0P (a) for every
R > 1. Recall also that [0Br| = NRN~twy, where wy is the volume of
By. Thus

—a{v(aR)/B ap < —alp(a)/B a < NRN2wy = |0Bg|az(Bg)
R 1

if N >3 and R is large enough, which yields (22)).

We next modify the construction of the preceeding examples and we prove
(T6) directly, not by way of ([2.2).

(iv) Let a, a; be as in (ii), and satisfying in addition that a; — a in L>(Q).
Choose 0 < ¢ < 1 and set b. := (1 —€)at —a~. Then b. changes sign in
2 and b, fulfills (A.0). Let us show that, for any g € Za(b.), a; satisfies
@2) for all j large enough. Indeed, let ¢ € Zn(b:), and let us stress
the dependence of (Fy) on the weight a by writing (P ). We note first
that b, < a; if j is large enough, and thus ua(b.) is a subsolution of
(Po,a;) for such j. Now, by [6, Lemma 2.4], this problem has arbitrarily
large supersolutions (because a; satisfies (A.0)), so we deduce that ua(a;)
exists and upr(a;) > upr(be). In particular, ¢ € Znr (a;). Hence, since
fQ a; — 0, enlarging j if necessary,

71‘9 aj < *anj <a
upn(a;)i—a — up (b )1 = %
a0 J a0

as claimed.

(v) As a particular case of (iv) we see that ay, in (i) satisfies (LE) also for any
q € Iy (a) and k ~ C,. Indeed, for a as in (i), define @ := Cpa™ —a™,
£:=1-1/C, and b, := (1 — £) Cua™ —a~. Note that Joa=0 and b, = a.
Also, for any {k;} with 0 < k; /* C,, let a; := kjat —a~. Then, item (iv)
with a, a; and EE in place of a, a; and b, respectively, yields the desired
assertion.

2.2 On the condition ¢ € Ay

As already mentioned, under (A.0) and (A.1), we have Ax = (g, 1) for some
gv = qn(a) > 0. However, a useful upper estimate (i.e. < 1) on gu is hard



to obtain in general, since gar can be arbitrarily close to 1 (see [I1, Theorem
1.4(ii)]). Let us show a situation where this can be done. Take 0 < Ry < R,
Q := Bpg, and a € C? (Q) a radial function satisfying (A.0), @ < 0 in Bp, and
a>0in Ag, := O\ DBg, (note that a fulfills (A.1) and 0 C 09% ). Then, as a
consequence of [I1Il Corollary 4.4] we have that

+
1- K Jag, @
N = 1 =¢q, where K =K (a): Arq

 Brollla™ Nl (pry)

Let us observe that, by (A.0), K < 1. A similar result holds in the one-
dimensional case without requiring any eveness assumptions, see [I1, Remark
3.4].

Also, an inspection of the proof of [I1, Theorem 1.8 and Corollary 4.4] shows
that, for a as above and ¢ € (g, 1), we have

ujl\/_qz 1-¢ R(/ a+)dt on OBp.
|OBR| Jr, \Ja,

Thus, (L06) holds whenever

fBRO a — fARO a® < 1—gq
= < .
fRO(IAt at)dt R
In particular, it follows that given any ¢ € (0,1), we can find a weight a such

that ¢ € An(a) and (L6) holds, choosing suitably a so that an a =~ 0 and
K=1.

3 Proof of Theorems [I.1] and

3.1 Proof of Theorem [I.1]

The proof of Theorem [[Tlis a direct consequence of Propositions Bl and B2(i)
below.

Proposition 3.1. Let « > 0 and 0 < ¢ < 1. If u is a supersolution of (P.,)
such that u> 0 in Q% then [ a < 0. In particular (A.0) holds.

supp u

Proof. We argue as in [2, Proposition 2.3], which is inspired by [6, Lemma 2.1].
Take (u+ )77 as test function in (P,) to get

_/ IV >/a( u )q+a/ u >/a( u )q
1 ow+e)tt = Jo \u+te oo (u+e)? = Jo \ut+e)

Following the argument in [2, Proposition 2.3] we deduce that fsupp L@ < 0.

Since @ < 0 on the region where u possibly vanishes, we find that an <

I a < 0. O
upp u

Proposition 3.2. Assume (A.0), (A.1) and g € Ty .



(i) If u is a supersolution of (Py) for a >0 and u >0 in Q%, then u > upr.

(i) For a > 0 small enough (Py) has, in P°, exactly two solutions uj o, U2 .

Moreover:

(a) u1,o = un at a =0, and there exists some o > 0 such that the map
Q> up o is C from [0,a.) to C1(Q), increasing, v1(a,ui.q) > 0,
and Y1 (0, U1,0,) = 0. Moreover, for every € (0,as) the solutions
set of (Py) in a neighborhood of (8, u1 ) is given exactly by (o, u1,q).

(b) there exists some @ > 0 such that the map o — ug o is C from
(0,@) to C1(Q), and mingus, — 00 as o — 0F. Moreover, for
every B € (0,@) the solutions set in a neighborhood of (8,u1,) is
given ezxactly by (o, ug2,q)-

Proof.

(i)

(i)

First of all, it is clear that u is a supersolution of (Py). Now, by (A.1)
we have that Qf = UJ_;Q, where {}; are smooth, open and connected.
For each k, we take a ball By, € ; and consider the Dirichlet eigenvalue
problem

—A¢ = Xa(z)p in By,

¢ =0 on 6Bk

By ¢ we denote a positive eigenfunction associated with the first eigen-
value of this problem, and extended by 0 outside By. If ¢ = ¢ > 0 is
small enough then ¢y, is a subsolution of (Pp) smaller than u, since v > 0
in every Q. Hence ¢ := maxy{ex¢i} is a (weak) subsolution of (Py) and
(;3 > 0 in By for all k. By the sub and supersolutions method, we have a
solution v of (Fy) such that ¢ < v < u. In particular, v > 0 in By, for all
k. By the strong maximum principle, we deduce that v > 0 in j for all
k,ie. v > 0in Q}. Now, under (A.1), there is at most one solution of
(Po) which is positive in Q4 [6, Theorem 3.1]. Therefore, v = us, and so
un < u, as claimed.

Since 71 (0, upr) > 0 (see [I2Z, Lemma 2.5]), the IFT provides the existence
of a C* (and increasing, by [I3, Theorem 7.10]) solution curve o — w1 o €
Pe for a > 0 small. Let o, > 0 be the maximal « of this curve. Recalling
that a; < oo we have that a, < co. Furthermore, taking into account
the fact that u; , is increasing and the a priori upper bound of nontrivial
solutions of (P,) for a compact interval in (0,00) (see [12, Proposition
3.2]), letting o av we see that there exists u,, € P° solution of (P,,).
Moreover 71 (@, u1,q,) = 0 by the maximality of a,. (otherwise we use the
IFT to extend the curve beyond a) .

On the other hand, let w(a) := t(a)+9 (e, t(a)), where t(a) and (e, t(a))
are as in [I2, Proposition 3.11]. By this proposition, for all a > 0 small



enough w(a) € P° is a solution of the problem

—Aw = aa(z)w? in €,
(Ra) w 2 0 in Q,

o,w = aw on 0,

satisfying ¢(0) = ¢, and ©(0,¢,) = 0, where ¢, is the positive constant
introduced by (LI)). In particular, w(0) = ¢, > 0, and still by [12, Propo-
sition 3.11] we know that a — w(«) is a C° mapping from (—ag, ap) to
W?25(Q), s > N, for some ag > 0 small. Moreover, it is easy to see that
Ug g 1= ofﬁw(a) is a solution of (P,) with mingus o — 00 as a — 0%,
Let us show the exactness assertion. From [12] Propositions 3.2, 3.10,
3.11(ii)] and the change of variables u = a” 7w, we deduce that U2 o 18
the only solution which blows up as o — 07. More precisely, there exists
C > 0 such that, except for us q, we have |ullog) < C for all nontrivial
solutions of (P,) for a close to 0. Assume u; € P° is a solution of (P,;)
with ; — 07 and u; is not on the curve (o, uz,4). By (i) we know that
uy <u; < Con Q. Up to a subsequence, we have Uj — Uy, Uy > UN,
and ug is a solution of (Pp). Since ups is unique we get ug = uys, and by
the IFT, we conclude that u; is on the curve (o, uq1,4) for j large enough.
The remaining assertions follow directly from the IFT. |

Remark 3.3. As an alternative to Proposition B.2)i), one can show that if
q € Ax and u is a supersolution of (P,) with @ > 0 and v # 0 in Qf then
u > uy. Indeed, arguing as in the proof of Proposition B:2(i) we may construct
a nontrivial solution v of (Py) with v < u. Since ¢ € Ax we must have v € P°.
Using the uniqueness result in [0l Lemma 3.1] we deduce that v = uar, and the
conclusion follows.

3.2 Proof of Theorem

Theorem [[2is an immediate consequence of Theorem B4 below. Before stating
this result, we recall in the next paragraph some facts concerning the stability
of the solutions u € P° of (P,).

Given a solution u € P° of (P,), let us consider the linearized eigenvalue
problem

(3.1)

La,u)p == —A¢ — qa(z)u’ ¢ =y(a,u)¢ in Q,
Bla,u)p =0, —ap =0 on 99.

We denote by 71 = 71 (e, u) the smallest eigenvalue of [B]) and by ¢1 = ¢1(a, w)
a positive eigenfunction associated with ;. We remark that v, is simple, and
#1 € P°. Also, if a — u(a) is continuous in C?*7(Q) for some r € (0,1), then
so is @ — 71 (o, u()). In fact, with computations as those in [I7, p. 1155] one
can see that this map inherits the regularity of the map o — u = u(«), by the
implicit function theorem (in short, IFT). Recall that u € P° is said to be

10



o asymptotically stable if v1(a,u) > 0,
o weakly stable if v (a,u) > 0,
e unstable if v (a,u) < 0.
Theorem 3.4. Assume (A.0), (A.1), and q € Inr. Then:

(i) (Py) has a solution curve C; = {(a,u1,4);0 < a < as} such that o +—
U1,o € P° is continuous and increasing on [0, as] and C* in [0, as), and
u1,0 = upn. Moreover,

(a) u1,q, is the unique solution of (P,,) in P°;

(b) u1,q is minimal in P° for a € [0, as);

(c) for every B € (0,as) the solutions set of (Pa) in a neighborhood of
(B,u1,8) is given exactly by Cy.

(d) u1,o is asymptotically stable for a € [0,as), and weakly stable but
not asymptotically stable for o = az. Furthermore, uy,o s the only
stable solution of (P,) for a € (0, a].

(11) (Pu) has a solution curve Co = {(a,u2,4);0 < a <@} for somea € (0, al,
such that o — ug,q € P° is continuous and decreasing on (0,a] and C'™
in (0,@). In addition, us  is unstable for a € (0,@) and ming uz o — 00
as a — 07. Moreover:

(a) for every B € (0,@) the solutions set of (Py) in a neighborhood of
(B,u2,8) is given exactly by Co;

(b) for every a € (0,@) the solutions ui q,us,q are strictly ordered as
follows: ug.o —u1,o € P°;

(¢c) u1,o and ug, are the only solutions of (Py) in P° for a > 0 small.

(iii) (Py) has a C*° solution curve Cs = {(a(t),u(t)); —to < t < to} for some
to > 0 small, such that u(t) € P°, (a(0),u(0)) = (as,u1,q,), ¢/(0) =
0 > a”(0) and v (0) € P°, i.e., the solution curve bends to the left in a
neighborhood of (as,u1,qa,). In addition:

(a) {(a(t),u(t)); —to <t < 0} represents the lower branch of C3 satisfying
u(t) = uq o), whereas {(a(t),u(t));0 <t < to} represents the upper
one; these branches are increasing and decreasing, respectively.

(b) in a neighborhood of (as,u1,a,) the solutions set of (P,) is given
ezxactly by Cs.

Furthermore, (P,) has exactly two solutions in P° for a in a left neigh-
borhood of a.

11



(iv) Assume additionally that 0 #Z a > 0 in some smooth domain D C Q such
that |0D N O > 0. Then (Py) has a component (i.e., a mazimal closed,
connected subset) C,. of solutions in [0, as] X P° which includes C1, Co and
Cs, and satisfies

G N {(aa 0)7 (av OO), (Oa u)} - {(Oa OO), (O,UN>} (32)

In particular, (Py) has at least two solutions in P° for every a € (0, ais),
see Figure ().

The rest of this subsection is devoted to the proof of the above theorem. In
order to prove it, we start with two further results on ug 4.

Proposition 3.5. Assume (A.0). Then:
(i) uza > u2p on Q if 0 < a < B are small enough.
(ii) ugq s unstable if o > 0 is small enough.

Proof.

1

(i) Let w («) be as in the proof of PropositionB.2(ii). Since ug,o = o~ T-7w(a),
differentiating us , with respect to o provides

dZZa = —%ﬁqaiﬁ*lw(a) + ailquw’(a).
Set ra dus )
n(a) :=at=a = —qu(a) + aw' (). (3.3)
Recalling that w (0) = ¢, we see that
1 Cq
n(0) = ,qu(o) B < 0. (3.4)

Moreover, we know that w(a) — w(0) in C(Q) as @ — 0T, and also
that [[w’(a)||c ) is bounded as o — 0F, since w'(a) — w'(0) in C(Q) as
a — 0%, Hence, we deduce from (3.3) and ([3.4) that

77(04>H77(0):*16Taq<0 in C(Q) asa— 07,
and then,
=diza G 0@ as a0t
@ da 1—gq m @ )

In particular, there exists a > 0 such that

dug o ” _2-q =
Zz <_2(1C,q)0‘ -« on Q) for 0<a<a,

which yields the conclusion.
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(ii) As mentioned in the proof of Proposition B.2)ii),

aﬁu27a:w(a)%ca>0 in C'(Q), as a—0". (3.5)

Taking % as test function in (I we see that

1 _
0>/v¢1v (—) :a|89|+71|9|+q/aug;,
Q o1 Q 7

so that Q .
a—
7M >q/a(a1i_quza) +|89|7
Q

a
and (&3] provides

1-— Q
limsupﬂ < —7( 9) |99

< < 0.
a—0t & |Q|

The desired conclusion follows. O

We shall employ the following result to study the solutions set of (P,) in a
neighborhood of (au, u1,4,), where a, is as in Proposition B2l(ii-a).

Proposition 3.6. Let ug € P° be a solution of (Pa,) for ag > 0 such that
v (o, uo) = 0. Then, in a neighborhood of (a,ug) the solutions set of (Py) is
given ezactly by a C™ curve (a,u) = (a(t),u(t)), parametrized by t € (—to,to)
for some ty > 0, and such that («(0),u(0)) = (oo, ug). Moreover:

(i) (a(t),u(t)) = (a0 + B(t),uo + té1 + 2(t)) with ¢1 = ¢1(w0,uo) and some
C*™ functions B(-), z(-), satisfying 8(0) = B'(0) =0 and z(0) = 2/(0) =0
(implying u'(0) = ¢1 € P°);

(i) B"(0) < 0, i.e., the curve (a(t),u(t)) bends to the left in a neighborhood
of (ag,uqg), see Figure[l(i);

(iii) u(t) is asymptotically stable for t < 0 and unstable for t > 0.
Proof. We apply [8, Theorems 3.2 and 3.6] to prove this proposition.
(i) For some suitable r = r(g,0) € (0,1) we consider the mapping
F:Uj— C"(Q) x CY7(09Q); (a,u) — (—=Au — aul, d,u — au),

where Up is an open neighborhood of (ap,up) in R x C277(Q) such that
a >0 and u € P° for (a,u) € Uy. We see that for a given (o, u) € Uy,
u € P° solves (P, ) if and only if F(«,u) = (0,0). The Fréchet derivatives
F,, and F, are given by

Foz(CYO; UO) = (Oa _UO)a Fu(a’ U)¢ = (‘C(O‘a u)¢a B(O‘a u)¢)a

where we recall that £ and B are given by BI). Since v1(ag,ug) = 0,
we deduce that Ker(Fy,(ag,up)) = span{@;}, where ¢1 = ¢1(ao,ug) €

13



Pe. To verify that Fy (oo, uo) € Im(Fy(ao,uo)), we shall check that the
problem

L(ag,ug)v =0 in Q,
B, up)v = —ug  on 99

has no solution. Indeed, if v solves this problem then

0= /Q(Qﬁlﬁ’l} —U£¢1) = /199(—¢1BU+UB¢1) = /aQ uopy > 0, (36)

a contradiction. By [8] Theorem 3.2] we infer that, in a neighborhood of
(v, 1), the solutions of F(a,u) = (0,0) are given exactly by the curve

{(a(t),u(t)) = (a0 + B(t),uo + te1 + z(t)) : —to <t < to} (3.7)

for some f(+), z(-) which are C* and satisfy 5(0) = 5'(0) =0, and z(0) =
z'(0) = 0. Assertion (i) has been verified.

Based on the regularity assertion for the curve, we shall differentiate
F(a(t),u(t)) = (0,0) with respect to ¢ twice at ¢ = 0. From B1) we
see that o/ (0) = 0 and «' (0) = ¢1. Thus, after some computations we
find that

L, uo)u” (0) = aq(q — Nud¢? in Q,

B(ag, uo)u”(0) = o (0)ug on 0N.

We now use Green’s formula to deduce that

/Q (61£ a0, o) (0) — u" (0)L (a0, o))

= / (UH(O)B(O«),UO)(ﬁl - ¢1B(Q0,U0)u//(0)).
o0

Since L(,uo)$1 = 0 and B(ap, ug)d1 = 0, we find that
/ (é1.£ (0, up)u” (0) — " (0)L{cvo, uo)br) = qlg — 1) / aud 243,
Q Q
/ (" (0)B (a0, uo)d1 — 61 B(a0, uo)u” (0)) = —a” (0) / wodr.
oN

o2

Hence, we deduce that

q(1 — q) Jo aud 4
faQ U0¢1
ot

2
Let us show that fQ aug_Qqﬁi’ < 0. Employing u and 3—; as test func-

5"(0) = a”(0) =

<0 = /augdqﬁ? <0.
)

tions in the weak forms of (P,,) and ([B1l), respectively, and recalling that
1 (ap, up) = 0, we infer that

2,3 ¢ 7
(1 — q) /Q aug ¢1 = o VUOV (u—g) — V¢1V (’u,_o)

= _2/ ¢—§ luoVe1 — 1 Vuo|® < 0,
Q U

as desired. Assertion (ii) has been verified.
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(iii) This assertion is a direct consequence of the previous one, using [8, The-
orem 3.6]. Indeed, if we define Kw := (w,0), we can check in the same
way as [B.0) that K¢1 & Im(F,(ap,up)), i.e., 0 is a K-simple eigenvalue
of Fy(ap,up) in the sense of [8, Definition 1.2]. Put y(t) := 1 (a(t), u(t))
and ¢(t) := ¢1(a(t), u(t)) to get

L(a(t), u(t))d(t) = ~()o(t) in Q,
0

Fu(o(t),u(®)d(t) = v(t)Ko(t) < { on 99,

see [8,(3.5)]. Lastly, using ¢, we set [ as the continuous functional on
C"(Q) x CH*7(99) given by

L. (/) ::/Qf¢>1+/mg¢1,

which satisfies Ker(l) = Im(F, (ao, u0)) (note that (I, K¢1) = [, &7 # 0).
We are now ready to apply [8, Theorem 3.6] to obtain

7(t) (I, Falao,u0)) — Joq w01

lim =— = > 0.

t=0 o () (1, K¢1) fQ 2
This implies that v(¢) and o’ (t) have the same sign when ¢ is close to 0,
which combined with assertion (ii) provides the desired conclusion. |

Now, with the aid of Proposition B5[ii), we have the following instability
result.

Proposition 3.7. Assume (A.0), (A.1) and q € In. Then uy,q is the only
weakly stable solution of (P,) in P° for a € (0, cvy].

Proof. Assume by contradiction that for some ag > 0, ug € P° is a weakly
stable solution of (P,,) and ug ¢ Ci;. We remark that (ao,uo) has a positive
distance to the set {(a, u1,q) : @ € (0, ai]}. Then, thanks to Proposition[3.6] we
can assume that ug is asymptotically stable, i.e., 1 (g, ug) > 0, and (ag, ug) &
{(o,u1,0) : @ € (0, ]}

Now, by the IFT, we obtain a solution curve (a,v(«)) with v(ag) = uy,
v(a) € P° and 71 (o, v(er)) > 0, parametrized by a € (ag — do, ] for some
dp > 0. Note that such curve can be extended to a € (0, ap]. Indeed, otherwise
there exists some a € (0, ) such that either v(a) ¢ P° (which contradicts
PropositionB.2(i)) or 1 (o, v («)) = 0 (which contradicts the exactness assertion
in Proposition [3.4]).

However, this curve never meets {(a,u1,) : @ € (0,a.]} (if so we reach
a contradiction using the IFT). Consequently, Proposition B.2(ii) implies that
v(a) = ug,q for all @ > 0 small. But, by Proposition B.E(ii), uz o is unstable if
« is small enough, so we reach a contradiction. O

Proposition 3.8. Assume (A.0), (A.1) and g € Iyr. Then o, = a5 and uj o,
is the unique solution of (P,,) in P°.

15



Proof. First we verify that uy o, is the unique solution in P° of (P,,), using the
sub and supersolutions method [3} Proposition 7.8] for a fixed point equation
which (P,) is reduced to (see Appendix [A]). Assume to the contrary that vg is
a solution in P° of (P,,) such that vy # us = 1,4,

The argument is divided into two cases.

(I) Assume that vg > wu,. In this case, using the strong maximum principle
and Hopf’s lemma, we deduce vy — u, > 0 in Q. So, from Proposition
we can take a solution u(t) € P° of (Py), satisfying a(t) < o,
ue < u(t) <woin Qif ¢ > 0 small. We see u(t) is a subsolution of (P,, ).
Using [3, Proposition 7.8] and taking into account ([A]) in Appendix [Al we
have a weakly stable solution u € P° of (P,,) such that u(t) < u < vg in
Q. However, this is contradictory to Proposition 3.7}, since u # u..

(II) Assume that vy 7 us. Let vg A ux := min(vg, ux). Observe that vy 2 .
implies that vy A u, < u, somewhere, i.e., vg A Uy < Uy and vg A Us Z Us.
So, vg A ux € P° is a supersolution of (P,,) in the sense mentioned in
Appendix [Al Moreover, by Proposition B.2(i) we have that ux < vg A us.

Since uys is a subsolution of (P,, ), we infer that (P,,) has a weakly stable
solution u € P° such that uy < u < vg A us and u # wu,. But, this is
impossible by Proposition B.7]

The uniqueness of u; o, has been verified.

Now, we can prove in the same way that (P,) has no solutions in P° for any
a > a,. Indeed, if vy € P° is a solution of (P,) for some o > a, then vy Z ux.
Moreover, the above arguments in (I), (II) remain valid for this vg. We have
now proved that o, = as. O

Remark 3.9. Arguing as in the proof of Proposition 3.8 we see that, under
the assumptions of the aforementioned proposition, u; , is minimal among the
solutions in P° of (P,) for o € (0, ;). Indeed, if for some o € (0, ;] there
exists a solution vy € P° of (P,) with uj o € vo, then reasoning as in (II) above,
with wu, replaced by u1 ., we reach a contradiction.

Let us call C1,Cy and Cs the solutions curves of (P,) given by Propositions
B2(iia), BZ(iib) and B6] respectively.

Proposition 3.10. Assume (A.0),(A.1), ¢ € Znr, and 0 £ a > 0 in some
smooth domain D C 2 such that |0D N O > 0. Then (Py) has a component
C. of solutions in [0, as] x P° which includes C1,Co and Cs, satisfying (8.2).

Proof. Arguing as in the proof of [12, Theorem 4.4], we have a subcontinuum
70 in [0,00) x C*(Q) of solutions of (R,) for a > 0, satisfying 7o N {(a, w) =
(0,¢) : ¢ > 0 is a constant} = {(0,0), (0,¢q)}.
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Now we see that g := 70 \ {(0,0),(0,¢4)} is connected. By the change of
variables u = ofﬁw, we convert g to a connected set C of solutions of (P,),
which contains (o, uz,,) with a € (0,@) by construction (see [12), Proposition
3.11], Proposition B.2(iib)). We assert here that C, consists of solutions in P°.
Indeed, set

E:={(,u) €eCy:ue P}

Note that E # 0 since ug o € P°. Then, we shall show that E is open and
closed in C, with respect to the norm in R x C1(2). Once this holds, we deduce
that F = C4, as desired.

First, from the definition of E, we see that F is open in C;. Next we
verify that E is closed in C4. Assume that («;,u;) € E converges to some
(Coo, Uoso) € C4. Then, from Proposition[3.2(i) we deduce that u; > u for all 4.
It follows, by passing to the limit, that us, > upr, 80 (@0, Uso) € F, as desired.

Finally, let C, be the component of solutions in P° of (P,) in the space
[0,00) x C1(2) such that C, D C;. Then, we can check that C, satisfies (3.2))
and includes Cy,Cy and C3, combining the following results: Proposition [3.2)(ii),
Proposition B.06] Proposition B.8 and [12, Proposition 3.2]. O

From the above results we now prove Theorem B.4] which leads us to Theo-
rem

Proof of Theorem Item (i) follows from Propositions B.2(ii), B.7 B8 and
Remark Item (ii) is a consequence of Propositions B.2l(ii) and B.E while
item (iii) follows from Propositions and [B.8 where the exactness follows
from Proposition Finally, the last item follows from Proposition O

4 Proof of Theorem 1.3

Let us recall some results on the following two eigenvalue problems, considered
for a generic sign-changing m € C(9):

—Ap =Im(z)e in (41)
Ovp = ap on 052,
where A = A(a, m) is an eigenvalue; and, for A € R fixed,
—A¢=Im(z)p+pgp in Q, (4.2)
0o = agp on 01,

where = p(\, «a,m) is an eigenvalue. It is well known that ([€2]) has a sequence
of eigenvalues

p1 < po < pug < ...

It is easy to see that, for every a,

k(A a,m) =0 for some k >1 <= X is an eigenvalue of ({ZI]).
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Moreover, the mapping A — pi(), -, ) is concave, and the mapping A +—
t2(A,+,+) is continuous and satisfies (A, a,u) — —o0 as A — +oo (see e.g.
[15, Lemmas 3.3 and 7.2, Theorem 5.1]).

Recall that an eigenvalue of [@1l) or ({.2)) is principal if it possesses a positive
eigenfunction (which is in P° by the strong maximum principle and Hopf’s
lemma). It is well known that p is principal and simple, and any other py
(k # 1) is not principal. So, the principal eigenvalues of (&Il appear if and
only if 1 (A, o, m) = 0.

In [I, Theorem 5] the authors proved that under (A.0) there exists Sy =
Bo(m) > 0 such that (LI has a principal eigenvalue if and only if o < fy.
Additionally if o < By then the principal eigenvalues of this problem are given
exactly by

Ax1 = As1(m, @)

= +in JolVOP —a o ¢* 1 m(x)ep?
=+ f{ me(x)d)Q tpeH (Q)a o ( )¢ 20} (43)

These infima are achieved by ¢+1 = ¢+1(m, a), normalized as [,(d+1)* = 1,
which in particular satisfy

i m(z)(¢+1)* = 0. (4.4)

In addition, 0 < A_y(m, a) < Ap1(m,a) for 0 < a < fo.

Let pg(a) := puk(0,a,m) (note that py does not depend on m when A = 0).
It is well known that pq (), pue(a) are characterized by the following variational
formulas, respectively:

p(e) = min ( Vo —a [ ¢2),
$eH1(Q) Q [o19)

llll2=1

_ : 2 2
pe (o) = Jnin - max (/Q Vo a/[mqﬁ ) (4.5)

€
dim(E)=2 l|¢]l2=1

Let us denote by {a;} the sequence of eigenvalues of the Steklov problem
(T3H). We note that «; is an eigenvalue of (LH) if and only if px(a;) = 0 for
some k > 1. Note also that «; = 0 is the only principal eigenvalue of (L.H).

We prove some useful results on ug(a) and A (a, m):

Proposition 4.1. The following three assertions hold:
(i) a— pa(a) is non-increasing for o > 0, i.e., ua(a) > ua(B) for 0 < a < S.

(ii) We have

pa(a) >0, for o€ (0,a),
puz(a) =0, for a = ao,
pa(a) <0, for a€ (ag,o00).

(1) Ay (a,m) < 0 for 0 < a < az and any sign-changing m € C(9Q).
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Proof.

(i)
(i)

(iil)

By (@A) it is clear that us(a) > pa () for 0 < a < B.

First of all, it is clear that ps(ae) = 0. Assume now that ps(a) < 0 for
some 0 < o < ag. Since p2(0) > 0 and « — pa(a) is continuous, we infer
that there exists 0 < 8 < « such that us(8) = 0. Thus $ is a non-principal
eigenvalue of (ILH]), which contradicts 8 < ae. Finally, let @ > 2. By the
previous item we have ps(a) < 0 for @ > . However, if p2(a) = 0 then
2 vanishes in (ag, @), which contradicts the discreteness of the spectrum

of (LH).

By the previous item, it suffices to prove that A; (a,m) < 0 (which is
equivalent to Ay (o, —m) > 0) if pa(a) > 0. To do so, we shall use a
formulation of second eigenvalues that goes back at least to [19] (see also
[16]):

po(a) = min max(u" (A), " (B)),

where, for any open set A C €,
ut(A) = inf{/ |Vu|* — a/ u? u € Hy(Q), ||ull2 = 1} ,
Q o0

HL(Q) :=={uec HY(Q),u=0ae. in Q\ A},

and
J :={(A, B) : A, B are disjoint nonempty open subsets of 2}.
In a similar way,

A (o, —m) = (Al,%i)léj max(AT(4), AT (B)) (4.6)

where

AT(A) = inf {/Q |Vul* - a/m u?ru € Hy(Q), [ m(z)u® = 1}.

Q
We set AT(A) = oo if there is no u satisfying the above constraints. Note
that AT (A) is achieved whenever it is finite. From the formula above we
see that \J (a, —m) > 0 if, and only if, given (4, B) € J, we have ei-
ther AT(A) > 0 or AT(B) > 0. Now, if us(a) > 0 then, for such a pair
(A, B), we have either uT(A) > 0 or ut(B) > 0. If u*t(A) > 0 then
Jo IVul? — a [y u? > 0 for every nontrivial v € H} (). In particular,
this inequality holds if, in addition, [, m(z)u® = —1, which shows that
AT(A) > 0. Similarly, we see that u*(B) > 0 implies AT(B) > 0. There-
fore the minimum in (48] is positive, which yields the conclusion. O
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Proof of Theorem [L3:

Let us prove (i). We proceed in several steps. The first one is to show that
the IFT can be applied at (o, u), where a € (0, a5) and u € P° is a solution of
(Py). Since the IFT can be applied at w1, and this is the only stable solution
for @« € (0,as), cf. Propositions 37 and B8, we may assume without loss
of generality that 71 (o,u) < 0. We consider ([&I]) with m = au?™!. Note
that A = 1 is a principal eigenvalue of this problem (associated with u € P°).
Moreover, since fQ au?™! < 0 we have 0 < A <1<L )\f.

By [12 Proposition 3.4] (which clearly holds if ¢ € Zxr) and (LG) we have

a<a8§Lﬂlc_lq§
fan“/\/

So, from Proposition AIliii), we deduce that A\; = A; (a,m) < 0. Summing
up, the eigenvalue sequence of (&) satisfies

<A <A <O0<AT <1< AT <A <A<

We now observe that the IFT can be applied at (o, u). Indeed, assume by
contradiction that 0 =, (o, u), for some k > 2. Then ¢ € (0, 1) is an eigenvalue
of @I)). Moreover, since k # 1, ¢ changes sign in Q, and so ¢ ¢ {\],A\]}. So,
since A; < 0, we have ¢ = )\j for some j > 2, and then 1 < )xf < /\3r <gq,
which is not possible. Therefore, for a € (0, as) and a solution u € P° of (P,),
we see that the IFT can be applied at (o, u), as claimed.

The next step is to prove that the curve Cs can be extended to all « € (0, ).
Indeed, take the maximal a of this curve, say qmaz, and suppose g < Os.
As o 7 aypmaq, the family of solutions {us} is bounded [12] Proposition 3.2]
and away from 0 in C(2) by Proposition B.2(i). So, going to the limit we find
a nontrivial solution u,,,,, of (P, .. ). Moreover, u,,, . € P°, and recalling
Propositions .7 and B8 we get that 1 (Cmaz, Uam,.) < 0. We thus apply the
IFT at (maz, Ua,,,, ) and we get a contradiction with the maximality of gz
Thus, Cy can be extended to « € (0, a5 ), as asserted.

The final step is to show that any solution v of (P,), a € (0, as), must be
either uy,q Or uzo. In order to see this, we argue as above (also similarly as in
the proof of Proposition B7). Assume that (o, v) € C;. Then, we deduce that
~v1(a,v) < 0. Applying the IFT at («,v) we obtain a curve of C3 : v = v, € P°
of solutions of (P,). Take the minimal « of this curve, say min, and suppose
amin > 0. Reasoning as before we obtain some solution v,,,, € P° of (P,,,,,)-
We must have v1 (@min, Va,,;,,) < 0, but, in this case, applying again the IFT
we get a contradiction. So, i, = 0. Now, by the exactness results for o > 0
small and the condition v; (o, vs) < 0, we have v, = usg o for such a, implying
(a,v) = (@, u2,4) € Co.

To conclude the proof we note that, if 92 C 04 and ¢ € A, then from
12, Lemma 2.1(i) and Proposition 2.3] we have that ¢ € A, for all « > 0. In
other words, any nontrivial solution of (P,) is in P° for every a > 0, and (ii)
follows. |
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5 Bifurcaton analysis as ¢ — 1~

This section is devoted to further analysis of the solutions set in P° of (P,) as
g — 17 for a € (0, Bp) fixed, by recalling the critical value Sy > 0 from Section
@ Moreover, we show how to deduce the asymptotic behavior of ay(a, ¢) (given
by (L4))) as ¢ — 1.

Throughout this section it will be convenient to rename (P,) as (P, q,o) Or
simply (P,) if no confusion arises. We shall handle the eigenvalue problem (1))
with m = a. Assume (A.0), ¢ € (0,1) and a € (0, 5p). We look at ¢ as a
bifurcation parameter in (FP,), assuming that

Ari(a, ) =1 (5.1)

to obtain solutions of (P;) bifurcating from the line (¢,u) = (1,t¢41) where
At1 and ¢4 are from ([@3) and [@4), respectively. A similar procedure can be
applied when A\_(a,a) = 1.

Recall that Ay, is simple, so that setting

A= —-A-Xija(z), C27(Q):= {u € C*"(Q) : Bou = % —au=0on GQ} :
v

we have that KerA = (¢41) := {tp41 : t € R}. Condition (BI)) implies that
(P,) possesses the trivial line I'y := {(1,¢¢41),¢ > 0}. As in the Neumann case
a = 0 (see [T} Section 2]), we employ the Lyapunov-Schmidt type reduction
to analyze the bifurcating solutions in P° from I';. The usual decomposition of
C?+7(Q) is given by the formula C2+7(Q) = (¢41) + Xo;u = t ¢41 + w, where
t = [qupir, and w = u — ([ udy1)dy1. So, X is characterized as Xy =
{we C>(Q): [wpi1 =0} . On the other hand, put C"(Q) = Y; + Im(4),
where Y1 = (¢11), and Im(A) = {f € C"(Q) : [, fé+1 =0}. Let Q be the
projection of Y to Im(A), given by Q[f] := f — ([o f¢+1) ¢+1. Using Q, we
reduce (P;) to the following coupled equations:

QAu] = Qla (z) (u” — u)],
(1= Q)Au] = (1 = Q)[a () (u? —u)].

For u =t ¢41 + w the first equation yields
— Aw—a(@)w = Qa (@) {(tosr +w) — (Lo + W)}l (5.2)
The second equation yields that
[ @@ (ton1 +0)7 = (001 + w)h o =0 (5.3)

Now, we see that (g,t,w) = (1,tp,0) solves (5.2)) and (53] for any ¢ty > 0.
The IFT is applicable to (&.2)) at (1,%0,0)) (as in [II] Section 2]), and then, ([B.2])
is solved exactly by w = w(q,t) around this point such that w(1,¢y) = 0. We
plug w(q,t) into (B3) to get the following bifurcation equation in R?:

(I)(Qa t) = /Q a(z){(t ¢+1 +w(Qa t))q - (t ¢+1 +w(Qa t)}¢+1 = 07 (qv t) = (17 tO)'
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Set now

lo
ti = ti (a, CY) 1= exp fQ ¢i1 g¢i1
fsz ) (p+1)?

; (5.4)

and we are in position to state the next result.

Proposition 5.1. Assume (A.0), a € (0,50) and BI)). Then the following
assertions hold:

(1) Assume that (qn,un) € (0,1)xP° are solutions of (P,,) such that (¢n,un) —
(1,tp11) € Ty in R x C**7(Q) for some t > 0. Then we have t = tg,

where t4 is given by (BA4).

(ii) The set of solutions in P° of (Pq)_consists of T'1 Ul in a neighborhood of
(g, u) = (1,t4 ¢41) in R x C*F7(Q), where

Ly :={(q, t(@)¢+1 + w(q,t(q)) : ¢ — 1| < 6.} for some 6. > 0.

Here t(q) and w(q,t(q)) are smooth with respect to q and satisfy t(1) = t4
and w(l,ty) =0.

Proposition 5] can be proved in the same way as [I1, Theorem 2.2]. We
only have to note that condition (&4 for ¢4 is used essentially in the proof of
(ii) for applying the IFT to ®(g,t) = % at (1,t4).

As a consequence of the previous result, we obtain the following:
Theorem 5.2. Assume (A.0). Then:

(i) For any o € (0, Bo) the problem (P,) has at least two solutions Uy, =
Ui,g(a,a),Usq = Usq4(a, ) in P° for g close to 1. These solutions satisfy
Usg — Ui g € P°, and

Uy~ A;ﬁ tidrr, Usg~ A:?q t_¢_1  forq~1,
i.€.
At1(a, a)ﬁUlyq —tidr1 and A_q(a, a)ﬁUqu —t_¢_1
in C*+7(Q) as ¢ — 1= for some r € (0,1). More precisely:

(a) If \y1 =1, then Uy 4 =ty in C?T7(Q) as ¢ — 17;
(b) If \y1 > 1, then Uy 4 — 0 in C?2T"(Q) as ¢ — 17;

(c) If \f1 <1, then minUy g — 00 as ¢ — 17 ;
Q

and a similar result holds for Us 4.

(ii) Assume in addition (A.1). Then as(a,q) — o as ¢ — 1~
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Proof.

(i)

Set v := Ai1(a, oz)ﬁu. Note that if u solves (P;) then v solves (P,) with
a replaced by a := Ay1(a, «)a. Indeed,

—Av = Ay1(a, a)ﬁa () u? = Ap1(a, @) a(z)v? = a(z) vl

Moreover, we easily see that Ay;1(@,a) = 1. By Proposition [B.1], we get a
solution vy 4 € P° of (P,) with @ such that v ; — t4(a)¢4+1(a) asg — 1.
But it is easily seen that ¢41(a) = ¢+1(a) and t4(a) = t4(a). Thus we
obtain a solution Uy 4 = )\H(a,a)q%lvl,q € P° of (P,) for ¢ close to 1
such that

A1(a, @) =aUsg — ti(a)pia(a) as g —17.

In particular, we see that if A11(a, @) > 1 then Ayq(a, a)qul — 0, so that
Uiy — 0in C?*7(Q) as ¢ — 17. On the other hand, if A\y1(a,a) < 1,

then )\+1(a,a)ﬁ — 00, so that minU; , — oo when ¢ — 17. A
Q
similar argument with A_; instead of Ay; provides a solution Uz, =

A-1(a, a)ﬁvg,q € P° with vy g — t_(a)p—_1(a).

Take a ball B € Q4 , and choose ¢ > 0 large enough so that oP (ca) < 1,
where 0P (a) denotes the unique positive principal eigenvalue with re-
spect to the weight a in B, under homogeneous Dirichlet boundary condi-
tions. Note that Sy(ca) = Bo(a) and, by a rescaling argument, as(g, ca) =
as(g,a) for any ¢ > 0. So, we may assume that oF (a) < 1. Since

q € Ay for g close to 1, we note from [12, Proposition 3.4] and (21]) that
o N -

as(q) < %ffﬂa as ¢ — 17, so lim,_,;- as(q) < oo. First we prove

that

Bo < lim QS(Q)-
q—1—
Assume by contradiction that lim, as(q) < Bo. Then there exist ¢, /1
and € > 0 such that as(g,) < Bo —e. By item (i), we can choose gg €
(0,1) such that (Psq,8,—<) has a solution in P° for every g € (¢go,1). In
particular, this remains valid for ¢,, which contradicts the definition of
as(gn). Next we prove that

im au(0) < fo. (5.5)
q—1—

Assume by contradiction that By < mq as(q). Then, there exist ¢, 1

and ¢ > 0 such that 5y + ¢ < as(gn). Put o, := as(gn), and fix n. Let

us verify that (P, g, ,a,) has a solution u, € P°. By the definition of a,,

there exist o " o, and u;, € P° such that

OpUim = Qi nUinp on J9).

{—Auim = a(r)ufr,  inQ,
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In view of the fact that (for all n large) ¢, € Ax C Znr, Proposition B2(i)
is applicable to w;,, and then, u;, > un. So, using [12, Proposition
3.2], we may deduce the existence of u, € P° such that u;, — wu, in
Cl(ﬁ) and u, > up, and thus, u, is a desired solution. We assert that
lun|| := llun|lg1 (o) is bounded. Assume to the contrary that [lu,| — oo
and set vy, := HZ—:H Then ||v,]| = 1 and, up to a subsequence, we get some
o € HY(Q) such that v, — ¢ in H(Q), v, — ¢ in L*(Q) and in L?(99),
and v, — 0 a.e. From

/anVw: </ avg"w) |\un|\q"_1+ozn/ vaw, Yw € HY(Q), (5.6)
Q Q ro)

it follows by passing to the limit that

/V@szé/ aﬁw—i—d/ bw, (5.7)
Q Q oN

where b := lim |ju, ||~ € [0,1] and & := lim o, € [Bo + €, 00) (taking a
suitable subsequence, since o, has an upper bound). In addition, we note
that fQ avirw — fQ atw by Lebesgue’s dominated convergence theorem.
Assertion (7)) means that, in weak sense,

(5.8)

—Ab =ba(z)d inQ,
00 = av on Of.

Moreover, 0 # 0. Indeed, using (6.6) and (5.7), we deduce that [, |V (v, —
)2 = 0, so v, — 0 in H*(Q). Consequently, ||9]| = 1, as desired. Hence,
bis a principal eigenvalue of (B8], but this problem has no principal
eigenvalue since By + e < &. Therefore |lu,| is bounded and we may
assume that u, — @ in H'(Q), u, — @ in L*(Q) and in L?(99), and
Uy — U a.e. From

/Vuan:/au%"w—i—an/ upw, Yw € HY(Q),
Q Q r9)

it follows that
/VﬁVw:/a&w—l—d/ tw,
Q Q o0

meaning that 4 is a weak solution of

—Ad=an in Q,
(5.9)

0,4 =au  on 0N.

Moreover, we can deduce 4 # 0. Indeed, since u,, > 01in B and 0P (a) < 1,
[10, Lemma 2.5] provides us with a ball B € B and M > 0 such that
uy, > M in B’ for all n. The condition u, — @ a.e. gives the desired
assertion as n — oo. Consequently, 1 is a principal eigenvalue of (£9),
and we reach once again a contradiction with 8y +¢ < &. We have proved
(B3), which concludes the proof.
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Corollary 5.3. Whenever u1,o and us, are the only solutions in P° for a €
(0, Bo) and g close to 1, we have 1o = Ui 4 and uz o = Us g, i.e.

_1 _1
U1,a(q) Ay Tty drr, u2a(q) ~ ATt ¢y for g~ 1
In particular, this holds for the weights a built in Section[2.

Remark 5.4.

(i) In view of Remark[[4](i), we infer from Theorem [(.2)(ii) that Theorem L3l
holds also if, instead of (L6]), we assume that Bp(a) < as and ¢ is close
enough to 1.

(ii) The following characterization can be established:

o) =nt { [ 1voP o e @), [t =0, [ & =1},

One can easily show that this infimum is achieved. In addition, if {aj} is
a sequence of sign-changing weights satisfying (A.1) and a, — a in C? (),
where a is a negative weight such that ¢ < 0 on 9, then Sy(ax) — oc.
This result, combined with Theorem [B.2{(ii), shows that as(ag,q) can be
made arbitrarily large by letting k£ — co and ¢ — 1.

6 The solution set structure of (S,)

Next we provide a description of the nontrivial solution set of (S,) with a > 0,
which can be established proceeding in a similar way as for (P,). We note that
(So) was mainly investigated by Alama [2], under some conditions on a very
similar to (A.0) and (A.1), which are assumed in this Section.

The notion of stability for solutions of (S,) in P° can be easily adapted
from the one introduced in Section [ by considering, instead of v1(«, u), the
first eigenvalue of the problem

—Ad — (a+qa(z)u?™")p = (e, u)p in Q,
avd) =0 on 0f2.

Let us set

Gs = as(a,q) :=sup{a > 0: (S,) has a solution in P°}.

Arguing as in [2, Proposition 2.2], one may find some C' > 0 such that &;(a,q) <
C for any g € (0,1). This result contrasts with the corresponding one for (P,),
where the condition ‘0 # a > 0 in some smooth domain D C € such that
|0D N OQ| > 0’ is assumed, cf. [12] Proposition 3.6]. Thus this assumption is
not needed in item (iv) of the following result:
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Theorem 6.1. Assume (A.0), (A.1), and q € Iyr. Then:

(1) (Sa) has a solution curve C1 = {(o,u1,4);0 < a < &s} such that o —
u1,o € P° is continuous and increasing on [0, &s] and C* in [0, as), with
u10 = up, and uy s, is the unique solution of (Sa,) in P°. Moreover,
Cy1 is extended to a C™ curve, say C; (D C1), bending to the left in a
neighborhood of (&g, u1,a,)-

(11) (Sa) has a solution curve Co = {(a,u2.4);0 < a <@} for somea € (0, &sl,
such that o — ug,q € P° is continuous and decreasing on (0,@] and C'™
in (0,@), with mingus o — 00 as o — 0*. Moreover:

(a) for any interior point (a,u) € C; U Ca, the solutions set of (Sq) in a
neighborhood of (c,u) is given exactly by Cy UCy ;
(b) for every a € (0,@) the solutions ui,q,us,q are strictly ordered by

U2, — Ul,o € P°, and these ones are the only solutions of (Sy) in P°
for a >0 small.

i is connected to Co by a component (i.e., a mazimal closed, connecte
i) C, i ted to Ca b t (i imal closed ted
subset) Cy of solutions of (Sq) in [0, d&s] x P°, see Figure [l(i).

We turn now to the analogue of Theorem We denote by da = a2(Q)
the second (and first nontrivial) eigenvalue of the Neumann problem

—Ap=a¢p in Q,
Op=0 on 0f).

Theorem 6.2. Assume (A.0), (A.1), ¢ € Iy and

g _
fn“/\/q

jo)

. (6.1)

Then the solutions set in P° of (Sa) with a > 0 consists of Ci, where the upper
curve of Cy is given exactly by Co with @ = as. In particular, (S,) has exactly
two solutions in P° for all a € (0, &s).

Note that the quotient in the left-hand side of (6.I]) arises exactly as the one
in (L6) in the proof of [I2] Proposition 3.4]. Furthermore, the quotient in (G.))
is easier to handle (i.e. to make it small) since the integral of u/lv_q is computed
over (), whereas in (L) it is taken over 99 in (LH). Examples of a satisfying
(1) can be found proceeding as in subsection 2.1.

A  Reduction to a fixed point equation in C(Q)

Let us formulate (P,) as a fixed point equation to which the sub and superso-
lutions method [3, Proposition 7.8] applies. Note that C(9) is equipped with
the positive cone P := {u €C(Q):u>0on ﬁ}, whose interior is given by P°.
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First we introduce the solution operators of some linear boundary value
problems associated with (P,). Let ¢ > 0 be a constant and Kq : C?(Q) —
C?*+%(Q) be the solution operator of the problem

(—A+cu=g inQ,
dyu=0 on 0f,

i.e., Ko is a homeomorphism, and given g € C?(Q0), Kqg is the unique solution
of the problem above. It is well known [3] that Kq is uniquely extendable to
a compact linear mapping from C(2) into C'*(Q), and moreover, it is strongly
positive, i.e., Kqog € P° for any g € P\ {0}. In a similar way, we denote by
Kag : C19(09) — C?*+9(Q) the solution operator of the problem

(-A+cu=0 1inQ,
oyu=nh on 01,

i.e., Koq is a homeomorphism, and given h € C'*9(99Q), Kaqh is the unique
solution of this problem. It is well known [4] that Ksq is uniquely extendable to
a bounded linear mapping from C(99) into C?(Q), which is nonnegative. Using
the usual trace 7 : C(Q) — C(99), it follows that Kaq o7 : C(Q) — C(Q) is
compact and nonnegative. In the sequel, Ksq o 7 is still denoted by Kyq.

Summing up, given a € C?(Q) with 0 € (0,1), u € C2T9(Q)NP° is a solution
of (P,) if and only if u € P° solves the fixed point equation

u=F.(u) = Kaq(cu+ a(z)u?) + Koa(au) in C(Q).

Next we explain how to apply [3} Proposition 7.8] to our setting. Let v,w €
P° be such that w — v € P°, and assume that v < F.(v) and w > F.(w). In
view of these inequalities and the above formulation, v and w are still called
a subsolution and a supersolution of (P,), respectively. In particular, let us
choose ¢ > 0 large such that

me () :=c+qa(x)¢ >0 on Q for ¢ € [minv, maxw] and z € Q.
) )

Set the order interval
[v,w]:=={ueC@):v<u<wonQ},

and then, under the condition above F, is strongly increasing in [v,w], i.e., if
uy, ug € [v,w] and ug —uy € P\ {0}, then Fe(uz) — Fe(ui) € P°. We apply [3,
Proposition 7.8] to the mapping F, : [v,w] — C(Q) to deduce that the equation
above has at least one solution u such that u € [v,w]. So u € C**?(Q)NP° is
a solution of (P,).

For such solution u, we note that m.(u) € P° in view of the inequality above,
so the eigenvalue problem

Fe(u) = Ka(me (u) ) + Koa(ay) = o1
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has a largest eigenvalue o1 > 0, which is simple and is the only principal eigen-
value (with a corresponding eigenfunction ¢; € C*+%(Q) NP°), cf. [3, Section
3, Chapter 1]. Consequently, we have

o1 (<A + s = mo () in O,
010,01 = ay on 0N).

To apply the stability results in [3, Proposition 7.8], we finally compare the
relation between o; and 7;, where we recall 7; is the smallest eigenvalue of
BI). More precisely, we shall verify that

(A)

o1 >1 <<= v <0,
01 <1 <= v >0.

Recalling (31) and using Green’s formula, we obtain

/(—A +e)pr -1 — b1 (A4 )y = / —0uP1 -1 + ¢1 - O
Q o0

—a (i - 1) 191,
01 a0

A direct computation shows

/(*A +e)pr- Y1 — o1 (A + ) = 71/ P11 + <1 - l) me (u) p1¢1.
Q Q g

Q

Combining them provides

71/Q¢11/11: <aill> </ch(u>¢11/11+a/6‘9¢11/)1),

showing (Al.

References

[1] G. A. Afrouzi, K. J. Brown, On principal eigenvalues for boundary value problems
with indefinite weight and Robin boundary conditions, Proc. Amer. Math. Soc.
127 (1999), 125-130.

[2] S. Alama, Semilinear elliptic equations with sublinear indefinite nonlinearities,
Adv. Differential Equations 4 (1999), 813-842.

[3] H. Amann, Fized point equations and nonlinear eigenvalue problems in ordered
Banach spaces, SIAM Rev. 18 (1976), 620-709.

[4] H. Amann, Nonlinear elliptic equations with nonlinear boundary conditions, New
developments in differential equations (Proc. 2nd Scheveningen Conf., Schevenin-
gen, 1975), pp. 43-63. North-Holland Math. Studies, Vol. 21, North-Holland,
Amsterdam, 1976.

28



[5]

[10]

[11]

[13]

[14]

[15]

[16]

[17]

C. Bandle, M. Pozio, A. Tesei, The asymptotic behavior of the solutions of de-
generate parabolic equations, Trans. Amer. Math. Soc. 303 (1987), 487-501.

C. Bandle, M. A. Pozio, A. Tesei, FExistence and uniqueness of solutions of non-
linear Neumann problems, Math. Z. 199 (1988), 257-278.

J. Chabrowski, C. Tintarev, An elliptic problem with an indefinite nonlinearity
and a parameter in the boundary condition, NoDEA Nonlinear Differ. Equ. Appl.
21 (2014), 519-540.

M. G. Crandall, P. H. Rabinowitz, Bifurcation, perturbation of simple eigenvalues
and linearized stability, Arch. Rational Mech. Anal. 52 (1973), 161-180.

S. El Habib, N. Tsouli, On the spectrum of the p-Laplacian operator for Neumann
etgenvalue problems with weights, Electron. J. Differential Equations, Conf. 14
(2005), 181-190.

U. Kaufmann, H. Ramos Quoirin, K. Umezu, Positivity results for indefinite
sublinear elliptic problems via a continuity argument, J. Differential Equations
263 (2017), 4481-4502.

U. Kaufmann, H. Ramos Quoirin, K. Umezu, Positive solutions of an elliptic
Neumann problem with a sublinear indefinite mnonlinearity, NoDEA Nonlinear
Differ. Equ. Appl. 25 (2018), Art. 12, 34 pp.

U. Kaufmann, H. Ramos Quoirin, K. Umezu, Nonnegative solutions of an indef-
inite sublinear Robin problem I: positivity, exact multiplicity, and existence of a

subcontinuum, Ann. Mat. Pura Appl. (2020), to appear.

J. Lépez-Gémez, Linear second order elliptic operators, World Scientific, Hack-
ensack, NJ, 2013.

Y. Lou, E. Yanagida, Minimization of the principal eigenvalue for an elliptic
boundary value problem with indefinite weight, and applications to population
dynamics, Japan J. Indust. Appl. Math. 23 (2006), 275-292.

M.A. Rivas, S.B. Robinson, Eigencurves for linear elliptic equations, ESAIM:
Control, Optimisation and Calculus of Variations 25 (2019), No. 45, 25 pp.

O. Torné, Steklov problem with an indefinite weight for the p-Laplacian, Electron.
J. Differential Equations 2005 (2005), No. 87, 8 pp.

K. Umezu, Bifurcation approach to a logistic elliptic equation with a homogeneous
incoming flux boundary condition, J. Differential Equations 252 (2012), 1146—
1168.

S. Verma, Bounds for the Steklov eigenvalues, Arch. Math. 111 (2018), 657-668.

L. Véron, Premiére valeur propre mnon nulle du p-Laplacien et équations
quasilinéaires elliptiques sur une variété riemannienne compacte, C.R. Acad. Sci.
Paris 314 (1992), 271-276.

29



[20] E. Zeidler, Nonlinear functional analysis and its applications I Fixed-point theo-

rems, Springer-Verlag, New York, 1986.

30



	1 Introduction
	2 Examples
	2.1 On the condition (1.6)
	2.2 On the condition q AN

	3 Proof of Theorems 1.1 and 1.2
	3.1 Proof of Theorem 1.1
	3.2 Proof of Theorem 1.2

	4 Proof of Theorem 1.3
	5 Bifurcaton analysis as q 1-
	6 The solution set structure of (S)
	A Reduction to a fixed point equation in C()

