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NODAL SOLUTIONS FOR SUBLINEAR-TYPE PROBLEMS WITH DIRICHLET
BOUNDARY CONDITIONS

DENIS BONHEURE, EDERSON MOREIRA DOS SANTOS, ENEA PARINI, HUGO TAVARES, AND TOBIAS WETH

ABSTRACT. We consider nonlinear second order elliptic problems of the type
—Au = f(u) in £, u =0 on 09,

where Q is an open C1l-domain in RN, N > 2, under some general assumptions on the nonlinearity
that include the case of a sublinear pure power f(s) = |s|P71s with 0 < p < 1 and of Allen-Cahn type
F(s) = M(s — [s[P71s) with p > 1 and A > A2(Q) (the second Dirichlet eigenvalue of the Laplacian). We
prove the existence of a least energy nodal (i.e. sign changing) solution, and of a nodal solution of mountain-
pass type. We then give explicit examples of domains where the associated levels do not coincide. For the
case where Q is a ball or annulus and f is of class C!, we prove instead that the levels coincide, and that
least energy nodal solutions are nonradial but axially symmetric functions. Finally, we provide stronger
results for the Allen-Cahn type nonlinearities in case € is either a ball or a square. In particular we give a
complete description of the solution set for A ~ A2(€2), computing the Morse index of the solutions.

1. INTRODUCTION

We consider nonlinear second order elliptic equations of the type

—Au = f(u) in £,

1.1
u=20 on 012, (1)

where € is an open C'!'~bounded domain in RN, N > 2. We assume general hypotheses on f such as
continuity, oddness, strict monotonicity of f(s)/s in (0,00) together with sublinear-type conditions. Pro-
totypes of those functions are f(s) = |s|P~'s with 0 < p < 1 (sublinear power), or f(s) = A(s — |s|P"1s)
with p > 1 and A > A\(2) (Allen-Cahn type, also referred to as bistable nonlinearities). Here (A (),
for short (A\x), denotes the sequence of eigenvalues of (A, H}(Q)). The main goal of this paper is to study
nodal solutions of , with a special emphasis on those having least energy with respect to the associated
Euler-Lagrange functional. We provide a unified proof of known existence results and include new results in
several directions.

Under our hypotheses, we show that has a unique bounded positive solution w, and w and —w are
the global minimizers of the corresponding energy functional I : H} () — R,

3 Jo [Vul? = Jo F(u) if F(u) € LY(Q),

I(u) = | 1
+00 if F(u) & L'(Q),

with F(t) := fot f(s) ds; see Theorem [2.3|and Proposition ahead. We do not assume any growth condition
on |f| at infinity, and for that reason the energy functional is not always finite. We observe that the existence
and uniqueness of these signed solutions are known, e.g. [7, [§], via sub-super solutions method. Here we
give a variational characterization of these solution, which is essential for the construction of a special nodal
solution.
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Using paths connecting these global minimizers, we prove the existence of a bounded nodal mountain
pass solution of (L.I)) (Theorem [£.2)), at the min-max critical level
emp = inf sup I(y(t)), with T ={yeC([0,1],Hs(Q)): 7(0) = —w, v(1) = w}.
Y€l tefo0,1]
Moreover, among the set of bounded nodal solutions, we prove the existence of one that achieves the least
energy nodal level (Theorem , defined as:

Crod = Inf{I(u) : u € HI(Q)NL>®(Q),u™ #0, —Au= f(u)}.

A natural question is whether ¢,0q4 = ¢mp. In Theorem we provide an example of a domain, a dumbbell
with a thin channel, where this equality does not hold. This shows that, in general, the set of low energy nodal
solutions to sublinear problem has a more complicated structure than in the case of linear or superlinear
problems. In particular, we point out that in the linear case of the Dirichlet eigenvalue problem for the
Laplacian, the second Dirichlet eigenvalue corresponds to the least energy of sign changing eigenfunctions,
and this eigenvalue has the mountain pass characterization

A2(Q) = inf sup / |Ve(t))? = inf {/ |Vu|? :u € Hy(Q), ||lul|zz =1, u is a nodal eigenfunction} ,
c€hiefo,1]Ja Q

where
A= {c e C0,1], H(Q), c(0) = —p1, e(1) = g1, le(®)llzz = 1 2},
with ¢; being the first L?-normalized positive eigenfunction (see e.g. [17]).

In the case where f is of class C'!, we also use the Morse index to characterize nodal solutions. In Theorem
ahead, we show that every bounded solution u of with I(u) = ¢poq has Morse index m(u) less than
or equal to 1. Here we recall that m(u) is defined as the number of negative Dirichlet eigenvalues of the
operator —A — f/(u) in Q (counted with multiplicity). Moreover, if a bounded solution u with I(u) = ¢pod
satisfies m(u) = 1, then u is of mountain pass type, and we have ¢poq = Cmp in this case, see T heorem In
particular, we shall see that this is the case in bounded radial domains 2. In this case, we also deduce that
every least energy nodal solution u is nonradial and foliated Schwarz symmetric. More precisely, u is axially
symmetric and strictly decreasing with respect to the polar angle from the symmetry axis, see Theorem [6.5

The results mentioned in the last two paragraphs show that least energy nodal solutions of sublinear-type
problems with Dirichlet boundary conditions might have different variational characterizations and different
Morse indices, zero or one, on different domains. Observe that this is in sharp contrast with the superlinear
case, where the Morse index of these solutions is always two; see [2 [, [T4]. In this paper we provide examples
of sets where ¢,,04 = Cmp, and sets where this does not happen. To understand the general picture is an open
problem. We conjecture that if Q is a convex C'*! domain, then both levels coincide.

In the last part of this work, we focus on the specific Allen-Cahn type problem

{—Au = Mu — |u[P~1u)

we HI(S) (p>1, A> (). (1.2)

proving complementary results for regular domains and in the case of a simple Lipschitz domain which is
nonregular: a square in dimension 2. Given any C'''-domain 2, there exists € > 0 such that cpoq = Cmp
whenever A € (A2(€2), A2(Q2) + €), see Theorem [7.2l We describe and characterize completely the set of
bounded nodal solutions in the case of the ball (Theorem and in the case of a square in dimension 2
(Theorem [7.12), still for A ~ A2(Q); the set is the union of branches that start at the eigenspace associated
with A3(£2). In the case of the ball all solutions are least energy nodal solutions; in the square there are
exactly four branches of solutions, and we compute their Morse indices and energies, showing which branches
correspond to solutions with minimal energy (Theorem . The results in this paragraph complement
previous results by Miyamoto [25] (in the ball) and del Pino, Garcia-Melidn, Musso [20] (in the square).
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We conclude this introduction with some additional literature on related problems. Via min-max methods,
it is shown in [6] that sublinear-type problems like have actually infinitely many nodal solutions. The
pure power case f(u) = |u|P~lu (1 < p < 2) with Neumann boundary conditions is treated in [26] (see also
27, Corollary 1.4]). In this case all nontrivial solutions change sign and there exists a least energy nodal
solution, with variational characterization

1 1
cnod:inf{/ vu2_7/ ulPTt ueHlQ,/up_luzo}.
5 V= [ @. [ 1

Whenever the domain is a ball or an annulus, minimizers are not radial but merely foliated Schwarz symmet-
ric. These results were extended to Lane-Emden system in [27]. The existence of infinitely many solutions
for the single equation with Neumann boundary condition is shown in [21].

2. POSITIVE SOLUTIONS AND PROPERTIES OF BOUNDED SOLUTIONS

Let Q be either an open C*!'~domain in RV, N > 2, and let f : R — R be a function satisfying the
following assumptions:

(A1) f is odd and continuous;

(A2) s— £ is (strictly) decreasing in (0, 00);
(A3) 1 S’ > A (Q);
(A4) )\ ().
Consider F(t fo s)ds. Associated to (I.I), set the energy functional I : H{(2) — R defined by
1[G IVul? = [, F if LY(Q
I(u) =<2 JoIVul* = [o F(u) if F(u) € L}(Q), 2.1)
+oo if F(u) ¢ LY(Q),

and the least energy level
m =m(Q) :=inf{I(v): ve Hy(N)}.

Lemma 2.1 (m is achieved). We have —oo < m < 0, and there exists u € Hi(Q)\{0} such that I(u) = m.

Proof. 1) Let us prove that m < 0. Let ¢ be the positive, L>-normalized eigenfunction associated to A;(£2).
From assumption (A3) we deduce the existence of 5, > 0 such that

(1+ 6))\1(9)82

F(s) > 5 for every 0 < s < 5.
By choosing £ > 0 small so that £]|¢1]|e < 8,
9 51 + ) g2
I(€Q01 |Vg01| F 5g01 < f)\l(ﬂ) —€ )\1(9) = —55)\1(52) < 0. (22)

2) We now prove that I is coercive. Assumptlon (A4) implies the existence of ,C > 0 such that F(s) <
C+ %32 for all s € R. Thus, given u € H}(Q) such that F(u) € L'(Q2), we have

1 1-—
>1 / wu? - clo - L9 () / > S / Vul? — clal
2 Q 2 Q 2 Q

This implies that m > —oo, as well as the coercivity of I.

3) Let us check that m is achieved. Take a minimizing sequence w,,, which by the coercivity of I is uniformly
bounded in H} (). Then, up to a subsequence, u,, — u weakly in Hg (), u, — u strongly in L?(Q), and
there exists h € L?(Q2) such that |u,| < h a.e. in Q, for every n . We have

A1 (Q)u2 A1 (Q)h?
2

"<
¢+ 2

F(up) <C+
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Q)h

and by the reverse Fatou lemma and the fact that F(u) < C + 2 we have
limsup/ F(u,) < / limsup F(u,) = | F(u) < +oo.
n—+o0 JO Q n—too Q
Thus )
m = nll)rfoo I(up) > h%ﬂ;f / |V, |> — ligiligAF(un) > 3 /Q |Vu|> — /QF(u)
So F(u) € LY(Q), and u achieves m. O

Remark 2.2. For future reference, we remark that in paragraph 1) of the previous proof we showed that
I(ep1) <0 for small e > 0.

Our aim now is to show the following.

Theorem 2.3. Assume that f satisfies (A1)-(A4). Let u € H}(Q) achieve m. Then u € L>®(Q), |u| > 0 in
Q, and u is a weak solution of .

Proof. Let u € H}(2) be a minimizer of I, and along this proof let us denote v := |u| € H}(Q2). Since f
is odd, then F is even and I(u) = I(v). In this proof we denote by f1(¢) := max{f(¢),0} and f~(t) :=
max{—f(t),0} respectively the positive and negative parts of f.

1) Let us check that f*(v) € L'(Q) and that
—Av < fT(v) weakly in . (2.3)
First of all, observe that by the continuity of f and property (A4), we have
0 < f(s) <C+[s|A(Q). (2.4)

Since v € H}(Q), this yields f*(v) € L'(Q). As for the second claim, take a test function ¢ € C°(€),
@ > 0. Then, by the minimality property of v,

0 <liminf ———— I tgp / Vv -V —limsup — /(F(U —ty) — F(v)) (2.5)
t—0+ t—0+

Vv Vo + hménf/ / flv—trp)pdrdx (2.6)

t—
—/ Vv -V + liminf/ / (v —tro)pdrds (2.7)

Q t=0t JaJo

= —/ Vv~V<p+/ fT(v)pde, (2.8)

Q Q

where to get the second to last inequality we used the sign of ¢, whereas to get the convergence on the last
equality we used Lebesgue’s dominated convergence theorem and ([2.4)).

2) We check that v € L>°(Q2). This is a consequence of rewriting the inequality (2.3) deduced in paragraph
1 as
—Av—-V(z)v<g
with
f+( ) L>(Q =ft L>(Q
V(z) = X{v>1} € (Q), g=1rf (”)X{ogg} € ()
(V € L*>*(Q) by (A2)). Then [22, Theorem 8.15] yields v € L>°(2).

3) Since v € L>®(2), then also u € LOO(Q) and we can compute, for any p € C2°(£),

0= —I(u-i—tso li= o—/Vu Vo — /f

hence u is a weak solution of .
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4) Finally, let us check that v = |u| > 0. Since F' is even, then v also achieves m and by the previous
paragraph it solves —Awv = f(v). By elliptic regularity and Sobolev embeddings we have v € W2 N CH(Q)
for every p > 1, a € (0,1). By (A3), there exists § > 0 such that f(s) > 0 for 0 < s < 4. Thus we can apply
the strong maximum principle ([22, Theorem 9.6]) to

—Av — c(x)v = [T (V)X {uss1 + F(V)X{o<v<s} =0
with ()
c(z) = —, Xtw>5p =0

to obtain that either v = 0 or v > 0. Since m < 0, the former case cannot occur. O

Proposition 2.4. Assume that f satisfies (A1)-(A4). Then there exists a unique positive bounded solution

of .

Proof. Since we are assuming (A2), this is a direct consequence of [I3], see also of [I2, Appendix II]. O

Notation. From now on, we will denote by w the unique positive bounded solution of .

Lemma 2.5. Let [ be a function satisfying (A1)-(A2). Let u be any bounded solution of . Then
—w(z) <wulx) <w(zx) for every x € Q.

Proof. Let ¥ = {x € Q: wu(z) > w(z)} and assume by contradiction that Q| > 0. Take a sequence
en — 0T of regular values of u —w. Then Q, := {z € Q: u(z) —w(x) >¢e,} € Q is a C1*~domain and we
can integrate by parts on it:

JE L= [ tupu (s = [ (G- Gha) (29)

ou Ow ow
,/m (575) gn/mnay (2.10)

Since w > 0 in 2 and 6%(u —w) <0 on 09, then

fo oG- 50) =0

ow /
— =g, Aw = —¢, f(w) — 0.
ox, OV 2, T

/( f(U)

u
a contradiction by (A2) and || > 0. Therefore u(xz) < w(z) for a.e. x € Q. Analogously, one shows that
u(@) = —w(z). U

As for the last term in the inequality,

€n
n

Thus we conclude that

3. PROPERTIES AND TRUNCATION OF THE FUNCTIONAL [

Throughout this section we assume that f satisfies (A1)-(A4). By (A1) and (A2), there exists at most
one zero of f on the half-line ]0, +0o[. Therefore we might have two situations: either

(f1) we have f(s) > 0 for every s > 0;
or

(f2) there exists (a unique) sy > 0 such that f(s;) =0; then f > 0in (0,s7) and f < 0 in ]sy, +ool.

The typical example of nonlinearity satisfying (f1) is f(s) = [s|P7's for 0 < p < 1, while f(s) =
Au — |u|P~1u) satisfies (f2) for p > 1.
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We will be able to prove unified theorems under (f1) and (f2), however the strategy for both cases will
be, in some situations, slightly different.

Under condition (f1), (Al),(A4), we have
1f(s)] < C+ (1 —2)A(Q)]s| for every s € R.
for some 0 < ¢ < 1/2 and C > 0. In this case

1P ()] < Clsf 4 122

1—
M(Q)s? < C+ (726))\1((2)32 for every s € R. (3.1)
In particular, the functional I defined in (2.1)) is always finite and I(u) = § [, [Vul? — [, F(u) for every
u € HE(Q). Thus I is of class C!.

Assume now (and for the rest of this section) that f satisfies (f2). Then I(u) might not be finite for some
u € H}(Q), and in the proofs of some results we will rely on the following truncation of the nonlinearity f:

3 f(t) —sp<t<sy,
t) = 3.2
I {0 t & [=sy5 85 )
We remark that f(t) < f(t) for t > 0, so that
F(t) < F(t) for every t € R.

Observe also that f satisfies (A1), (A3), (A4), but not (A2). We define the truncated functional I : H}(Q) —

R as
F(u) ::%/Q|Vu|2—/gﬁ(u)

I(u) < I(uw) Yu € Hy ().
Moreover, since f is bounded, then |F(s)| < C|s| for some C' > 0, and in particular estimate (3.1 holds
true. Observe that I is a C! functional (even though I might not be).

which satisfies:

Lemma 3.1. Let f be a function satisfying (A1)-(A2) and (f2). Let u € H() be any bounded solution of
either —Au = f(u) or —Au = f(u), where f is defined as in (3.2). Then

—sf <ulx) <sy for every x € Q.

Proof. Let u be a solution of —Awu = g(u), where g is either equal to f or to f. Testing the equation with
(u—s5)* we obtain

[ V=5 P = [ gu-spt <o

Q Q

and so (u—sy)t =0, that is, u < sy. Testing with (u+sy)~, we obtain in a similar fashion that —sy <wu. O
As an immediate consequence we have the following.

Corollary 3.2. Let f satisfy (A1)-(A4) and (f2).

(i) Denoting by w the unique positive bounded solution of (L.1), we have ||w||oo < s¢;
(ii) Critical points of I are solutions of (1.1).

Another important consequence is that the absolute minimizers of I and I coincide.

Corollary 3.3. Let f satisfy (A1)-(A4) and (f2), and define
m = inf{I(v) : v e HHQ)}.
Then m = m. In particular, £w are the unique global minimizers of I.

Proof. Since I < I then m < 7; on the other hand, since |[w|| < sf, then m = I(w) = I(w) > 7. O
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4. SIGN-CHANGING SOLUTIONS

In order to prove the existence of sign-changing solutions, in this section we replace (A3) with the stronger
assumption
(A3’) lim ) > A (Q).
Hence, in what follows, we assume that f satisfies (A1)-(A2)-(A3’)-(A4). Recall that either (f1) or (f2) can
happen, and that this will not affect the statements but simply the proofs.
We denote by 7 the first positive eigenfunction of the Dirichlet Laplacian, with fQ ©? = 1. Recall the
following two characterizations of the second eigenvalue:

A2(02) :iggmaX{Al(w)’Al(Q\ w)} = inf sup /|Vc (4.1)

c€A ¢e(0,1]

where
A= {ceC(0,1],Hy(Q)), ¢(0) = —p1, ¢(1) = @1, [le(t)]|2 = 1 Vt}.

(for a proof of these two characterizations, see [15] and [I7] respectively).

Remark 4.1. It can be seen directly from the first characterization of A2(Q) in (4.1) that the problem
—Au = MNu — |u|P~tu) does not have a sign-changing solution for 0 < X\ < X\o(Q), and so condition (A3’) is,
in a sense, sharp.

Recall we are denoting by w be unique positive solution of (|1.1), and that +w are the unique global
minimizers of I. Define the mountain-pass level

cmp = Inf sup I(y(t)) (4.2)
Y€l te(0,1]

where
I'={yeC([0,1], Hy(2)) : 7(0) = ~w, (1) = w}.
The first main result of this section is the following.

Theorem 4.2. Assume that f satisfies (A1)-(A2)-(A3°)-(A4). There exists u € HE(2), a bounded solution
of (L.1)), such that I(u) = cmp. Moreover, m < cmyp < 0, and any u € Hg(2) N L®(Q) achieving ¢y is a
sign-changing solution of (1.1)).

In the rest of the section, we assume (Al)-(A2)-(A3’)-(A4) and therefore omit the reference to these
assumptions. The proof of Theorem [4.2| will be slightly different in case f satisfies (f2); in such case we will

rely on the truncation I introduced in Sectlon l from which we borrow all notations. In such case, we need
the following alternative characterization of ¢,,.

Lemma 4.3. Assume that [ satisfies (f2). Define

Gmp = inf sup I .
pi= 1oL S (v(t))

Then cmp = Cmp-
Proof. Since I<rI , it is clear that ¢,y < cmp-
As for the other inequality, let us introduce the transformation T : H}(Q) — Hg () by
sf if u(x) > sy
T(u) :=max{—sy,min{u,ss}} = Su(z) if —sp <wu(x) < ss
—sp ifu(z) < —sy
From the definitions, we have directly that I(T(u)) = I(T(u)).
Moreover, F(u) < F(T(u)) for every u € H} (), since:
for u(z) € [=syf,s¢], T(u)(x) = u(z) and F(u) = F(T(u));
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for u(z) > sy, F(u) < F(sy) = F(T(u)), since F' = f < 0 in (sf,00), thus decreasing;
for u(z) < —sy we have F(u) < F(T'(u)) by the previous paragraph and since F is even symmetric.

From this we have

10@) =5 [ VTP - [ Fre) <5 [ vl = [ P =10,

Moreover, observe that T(+w) = w by Lemma [3.2}(i).
In conclusion, given a path v € ', we have T oy € T, and
sup I(y(t)) > sup I(Tox(t)) = sup I(T o(t)) > Emp;
te[0,1] te(0,1] te(0,1]

whence ¢,y 2> Cmp d

Lemma 4.4. Let 0 <& < 2|jw||gz. Then
- If (f1) holds, then inf{I(u) : [lu —w| g =} > m.
- If (f2) holds, then inf{I(u): |lu — gy = e}l >m.

Proof. We follow [17].
Let us first consider the case where f satisfies (f1). Suppose the conclusion does not hold. Then there
exists {u,} C Hg () such that
I(uy) — m, [un — wllgz = e
Thus, up to a subsequence, u,, — u in Hg(2), and in particular [, [Vu|? < liminf [, |[Vu,[®. On the other
hand, since holds, then by dominated convergence and the compact embedding H}(Q) — L?(2), we
deduce that [, F(u,) — [, F(u). Therefore,

m < I(u) < lim I(up)=m,

n—+o0o
and u = w because ¢ < dist(w, —w) and +w are the unique global minimizers of I. Combining now
I(uy) — I(w) with F(u,) — | F(w),
o Q
we deduce that [, [Vu,|®> = [, |[Vw|?. Since u, — w weakly in Hj(f2), then actually the convergence is

strong in H}(2), which contradicts the assumption |ju,, — w|g =¢e>0.

The case where f satisfies (f2) follows exactly in the same way, replacing I and F' respectively by I and
F, and recalling that m = m and that +w are the unique global minimizers of both I and I (see Lemma

33). O

Lemma 4.5. We have ¢,y < 0.

Proof. 1) Recalling Remark we can choose € > 0 small such that I(ep;) < 0. Recall also that I(u) =
m < 0 by Lemma [2.1] Consider the path

v [0, = Hy(Q), (1) = V(1 = w? + t(epr)?
which links v(0) = w > 0 to (1) = e > 0. Condition (A2) implies that ¢ — F(v/t) is strictly concave. On
the other hand, it is proved in [10, Lemma 3.9] that ¢ — [, [V(£)|? is strictly convex. Then ¢ — I(v(t)) is
stricly convex, and in particular

I(y(t) < (1 — I(w) +tI(epy) <0 Vte[0,1].

2) Assumption (A3’) implies the existence of 5,8 > 0 such that F(s) > 2X5(Q)s? for every |s| < 5. From
the second characterization of Ao(£2) presented in (4.1]), we can take a continuous path ¢, joining —p; to @1,

such that 5
/ Vel < Aaf@)(1+ 3, / O =1 veeo1]
Q Q
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By eventually choosing a smaller € > 0 from the start, we can assume that |[ec(t)||c < § for every ¢ € [0,1].
Thus

Ieet) < 5 /Q V()2 - /Q Flee(t)) < —gxz(g)ﬁ <.

3) By considering the paths —v, ¢, and ~ (in this order), we can join —w — —ep; — ep; — w with a
continuous curve along which I < 0. This implies the statement made in the lemma. O

Proof of Theorem [[.3. Assume that f satisfies (f1). Then [ is of class C* and from|3.1]it is standard to check
that I satisfies the Palais-Smale condition. This combined with Lemma [4.4] allows to apply the Mountain
Pass Theorem, and the ¢, is critical for I. Since 0 > ¢,y > inf{I(w) : |lu — w| =€} > m and tw are the
unique signed solutions of , then any critical point achieving ¢, is necessarily sign-changing.

Assume now that f satisfies (f2). Then the proof follows in the same way by replacing I and F' by I and
F respectively, and using Corollary Lemma and Lemma O

We proved the existence of at least one sign-changing solution. Let us define the least energy nodal level
as
Croa = Inf{I(u) : u € H}(Q)NL®(Q),u #0, —Au= f(u)}. (4.3)
Clearly
—00 <M < Cpod < Cmp < 0.

In the following we prove the existence of a least energy nodal solutions.

Theorem 4.6. Assume that f satisfies (A1)-(A2)-(A3°)-(A4). Then the level cpoq is achieved. In particular,

m < Cpod-

Proof. By Lemma [2.5] we know that every bounded solution u satisfies —w < u < w a.e. in . Take a
minimizing sequence {uy, }:

u;ll: §é 07 _Aun = f(un)a I(un) — Cnod-

Thus ||Jun|leo < ||w]|eo, and also Aw, is uniformly bounded in L°°(2)-norm. Hence, by standard elliptic

regularity theory, there exists u such that, up to a subsequence,

Uy, — u in CH(Q), with — Au = f(u).
If u™ # 0, then we are done. Suppose, by contradiction, that u~ = 0. Since cpoq < 0, then necessarily
ut # 0. We have f(u) > 0: if (f1) is satisfied it is obvious, while in the case of (f2) it follows from the
fact that 0 < u < sf. So, by the maximum principle, v > 0 in Q. In conclusion, © = w, the unique positive

solution of ([I.1)), is the C1*(Q2)-limit of sign-changing functions which are zero on the boundary.
Assume Q is a C%'~ domain. By Hopf’s lemma, g—f < 0 on 09. Thus there exist €,&,0 > 0 such that

|Vw| > 2¢ Vo @ dist(x,0Q) <26 (4.4)

w > 2 Va : dist(x,0Q) > 26 (4.5)
and so, if u, — u in C1*(Q2), then for large n

[Vu,| > e Vo @ dist(z,0Q) <26 (4.6)

Up > € Vo @ dist(x, 0Q) > 26. (4.7
If u, is sign-changing, then since uw, = 0 on 00, necessarily u, achieves a minimum on x, such that
0 < d(xp,00) < 20, and Vuy(z,) = 0, which is a contradiction. O

Remark 4.7. The proof of Theorem[]-4 strongly relies on regularity assumptions on the boundary of Q. This
allow the use of Hopf’s lemma, used to prove that in a C-neighborhood of the (unique) positive solution there
are no other solutions of the problem. One might wonder whether the result still holds true for a general
bounded domain with Lipschitz boundary. In the particular case of the nonlinearity f(s) = |s|P~1s with
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0 < p < 1, it is proved in [L1] that the positive solution is isolated in L'-sense, but only for a certain range
of exponents which depends on the geometry of the boundary. If Q is a C'-domain, they could prove that
the same result holds true for every p € (0,1). In these situations, this implies the existence of least-energy
nodal solutions.

5. A DOMAIN WHERE Cpod 7 Cmp

Theorem 5.1. Suppose that [ satisfies (A1), (A2) and that

E%Q?>0 (5.1)
and
gnﬁ?ga (5.2)

Then there exist domains such that cpoq < Cmp, which implies the existence of a least energy nodal solution
which is not of mountain pass type.

Remark 5.2. Observe that condition (5.2)) implies that (A4) is satisfied for every domain .

The rest of the section is devoted to the proof of this result. The domain for which ¢y0q < ¢mp Will be a
dumbbell with two sufficiently large balls connected by a tube of sufficiently small width.
Let B; and Bs be disjoint open balls with common radius r» > 1, which is chosen large enough so that

i 2581 = 1 (8) (53)
For § € (0,1], let Q5 be the dumbbell domain obtained by connecting the centers of By and By with a tube
of width § € (0,1). Let Q. be the convex hull of By and Bs, which contains all the sets 5, 0 < 6 < 1 as well
as Qo := B U By. By trivial extension, we will consider H{ (€25) as a subspace of Hg(€2,) for every § € [0, 1),

and we consider the functional
3 Jo- VUl = o F(u) if F(u) € L'(2.),
400 if F(u) ¢ LY().

Observe that f satisfies (A1)-(A4) for every domain 5, § € [0,1). If f satisfies condition (f1), recall that
I'is of class O and I(u) = § [, [Vul® = [, F(u) for every u € Hj(Q), while for (f2) we will rely on the
truncation I introduced in Section

Let ws be the unique positive solution of in Qg, which satisfies I(ws) = m(Qs) for 6 € [0,1).

Moreover, let w; and wy the positive solutions in By and By respectively, so that wsy is a mere translation

I:Hj(Q) — R, Mmz{

of wy and wg = w1 + wo. We also have that
m(Qo) = I(wo) = I(wy) + I(we) = 2I(wy1) = 2m(By).
Lemma 5.3. We have, as 6 — 07,
m(Qs) — m(Q), and ws — wo strongly in Hy(Qy).
Proof. First of all, since wg € HE(Qo) C HY(Qs) for § € (0,1), we have that
m(Qs) < I(wo) = m(Qo) for 6 € [0, 1]. (5.4)
Assume first that f satisfies condition (f1). Then implies the existence of C,e > 0 such that

1—
|F(s)| < C+ (276))\1(9*)82 for every s € R, (5.5)
which implies that

1 1— €
m(Qo) > I(ws) > 5/ |ng|2 -
Q.

zgkmg/q@—cm4:§/|vwﬁ—cm4
Q Q.

5
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Therefore, the functions ws, § € [0, 1), are uniformly bounded in H{(£2.) and there exists a function @ such
that, up to a subsequence, ws — 1w in HE(£.) and pointwise a.e. in . The latter pointwise convergence
implies that @ = 0 a.e. in €, \ Q. Since Qp is a Lipschitz domain, then 1 € Hg (). Moreover, again by
and by Lebesgue’s Dominated Convergence Theorem, we have
/ Flws) — | Fi) < %
Q Q
Combining this with we have

m(Qo) < I(w) < liminf I(ws) < limsup I(ws) < m(Qo).
6—0 50

Hence all inequalities are equalities. From this we deduce m(Qs5) — m(Qp), w = wp, and also the convergence

/|Vw5|2dx—>/ |Vwo|? d;
Q. Q.

which combined with the weak convergence ws — wg in H}(€2,) yields
ws — Wo strongly in Hj(Q4). (5.6)
Assume now that f satisfies condition (f2). Then we can repeat the previous argument simply replacing

F and I respectively by F and I, recalling also that —s5 <ws(x) < sy for every x € Q, 6 € (0,1). O

Let us now define

Ex 1= lenHl(Bl) = ”w?”Hl(Bz)
and W := w; — we € Hg (), which satisfies I(W) = I(wp). Then we have that
lws — Wl g — |Jwo — W ||z = 2e. as 0 — 0. (5.7)

By Lemmal5.3 and (5.7)), we may choose do > 0 such that

lws||gr > e« and  |Jws — W||gr > e for every ¢ < dp. (5.8)

Lemma 5.4. Under the previous notations, there exists §1 € (0,00) and ¢ > m(Qq) such that

e If (f1) holds, then

I(v) > ¢ for every 6 < &y and every v € Hy(Qs) with ||[v — ws| g1 = €. (5.9)
e If (f2) holds, then
I(v) > ¢ for every § < 01 and every v € HE(Qs) with ||v — ws|| g1 = .. (5.10)

Proof. Assume f satisfies (f1); the other situation is analogous working with truncations. If (5.9) was not
true, there would exist a sequence 6, — 0 and functions v, € H}(Qs,) with ||vg — ws, || g1 = € for all k and

I(vg) = m(Q0) as k — oo.

Since the sequence is bounded in H}(2.), one can extract a subsequence (still denoted by vy) such that
v — v weakly in H{(£,) and pointwise a.e. in Q.. As in the proof of Lemma we then infer that
v € HE(Qp), and, by the weak lower semicontinuity of I, that

I(v) < liminf I(vg) = m(Qo).
k—o0
By definition of m(£g), equality follows, and as before we then deduce that
/ |Vvk|2dx—>/ |Vo|? da as k — oo,
Q. Q.

and vy — v strongly in H'(€2,). This together with Lemma implies that

lv —woll g1 = &x.
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On the other hand, since I(v) = m(£y), we have that either v = wg, v = —wg or v = W, which implies that
either ||[v — wollg1 =0, |[v — wol|gr = 2||wo||gr = 4es or ||v — wp|| g1 = 2e.. Hence all cases are impossible,
which gives a contradiction. O

By the evenness of I, Lemma [5.3| also implies that
e If (f1) holds, then

I(v) > ¢ for every § < 6; and every v € HJ () with [|v + ws|| g1 = €.. (5.11)
e If (f2) holds, then
I(v) > ¢ for every 6 < 0, and every v € H}(Qs) with ||v 4+ ws|| g1 = e.. (5.12)

Conclusion of the proof of Theorem[5.1 Again, we do it only in case (f1), since for (f2) is analogous using
truncations. We now fix § € (0,01), and we prove the claim of the theorem for the domain Q5. For this we
define

.A(; = {1} S Hé(Qg) | HU :I:w(SHHl(Qé) > E*},
and we note that

inf I >c (5.13)
OAs

by (5.9) and (5.11). Moreover, since ||ws|| g1 > €« by (5.8), every path joining ws and —w; intersects d.As.
Consequently,

Cmp > C. (5.14)
On the other hand, since W € A; by (5.8)), we have
é:= i,ﬂlf‘r <I(W)=m(Q) < c. (5.15)
)

By , and a standard application of Ekeland’s variational principle, we then find a sequence {vy}
in As such that

I(vg) — ¢ and HI’(vk)HHé(QJ)* — 0.
Since the functional I| HE(Q4) satisfies the Palais-Smale condition, it is possible to extract a subsequence —
still denoted by {vy} — such that vy — v in H}(Qs). Therefore, I(v) = c¢1, which means that v is a local
minimizer of I HE(Q4)- BY construction, v is thus a nodal solution on €25, so that

Cnod < €< c< Cmp,
as claimed. O

Remark 5.5. A further sign changing solution can be found by applying the Mountain-Pass theorem to the
class of paths joining ws with the solution v found in the previous theorem. Moreover, if, in addition, we
assume that f € C*(R), then we can find two further sign changing critical points uy,us, where

—ws S up < v < ux < ws.

This follows by applying a suitable variant of the Mountain-Pass theorem in order intervals. Under somewhat
different assumptions, this Mountain-Pass theorem can be found e.g. in [24, Theorem 1.3]. The main
underlying tool needed in our setting is Lemma[6.3 ahead. For the sake of brevity, we omit the details.

6. NODAL SOLUTIONS, MORSE INDEX AND SYMMETRY

Recall assumptions (A1)-(A4) from Section [2[ and (A3’) from Section Throughout this section we
assume in addition that f € C1(R). In this case we can define the Morse index m(u) of a solution u of
as the number of negative Dirichlet eigenvalues of the operator —A — f'(u) in © (counted with multiplicity).
We start with the following Morse index estimate for least energy nodal solutions.

Theorem 6.1. Assume that f satisfies (A1)-(A2)-(A3)-(A4), and let w € HE(Q) be a bounded nodal
solution of (L.1) with I(u) = cnea- Then m(u) < 1.
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The proof of this theorem and other results in this section uses global compactness and invariance proper-
ties of an H!-gradient flow associated with the functional I in a suitable subspace of H}(2). Under slightly
different assumptions, these invariance properties are derived in [3, Sections 3 and 7]. For matters of com-
pleteness, we include the derivation here under the present assumptions, essentially following the arguments
in [3] in our proof of Lemma ahead.

We recall that w denotes the unique bounded positive solution of 7 and we fix Kk > 0 with the property
that

t g(t) := f(t) + Kt is strictly increasing in the interval [—|w||ze, [[w] =] (6.1)

Within this section, we consider the equivalent scalar product

(u,v) = (u,v) g ;:/

(Vu -Vou + mw) dr
Q

in H}(Q). Moreover, we consider the Banach space
Co(Q) :={ue CY(Q) : ul,, =0} C Hy(Q),
equipped with the usual norm u + ||ulc1 := ||ul|p=~ + [|[Vullr~. We note that, since f € C(R), the

restriction of the functional I to the space C}(f2) is of class C2. Moreover, for a function u € C§(€), the
gradient of I at u with respect to (-, ) g1 is given by u — K (u), where

K : Cy(Q) — C(9), K(u) = (-A+r)"g(w).
In other words, v = K (u) € C}(£2) is the unique solution of the Dirichlet problem
—Av+kv=g(u) in €, v=0 on 99,
and we have
I'(u)z = /QVUVZ dx — /Q fw)zdx = (u — K (u), z) g1 for u, z € C3(Q). (6.2)

The following is a well known and straightforward consequence of classical elliptic estimates and the assump-

tion f € C1(R).

Lemma 6.2. (i) K : C3(2) — CH(Q) is locally Lipschitz continuous.
(i) If A C C5(Q) is bounded with respect to || - || (q), then K(A) is relatively compact in C§().

Next, for u € C}(Q2), we let t — n'(u) be the unique solution of the initial value problem

{;@ ' (w) = K (i (w)) = ' () 63
770 (u) =u,
defined on [0, 7,,(u)), where 7,,(u) is the maximal time of existence. Moreover, for functions vy, vy € C}(€Q),
we let

[, 02] ;= { € C5(Q) : 1 <P <y In O}

denote the order interval in C§ () spanned by v; and ve. We need the following lemma.

Lemma 6.3. Let v1,v3 € [—w,w] be solutions of with v1 < v, and let u € [v1,vs]. Then we have:

(i) Tim(u) = 0.
(ii) n'(u) € [v1,ve] for all t € [0, 00).
(iti) The map t — I(n*(u)) is nonincreasing in [0,00). Moreover, if u is no solution of (I.1]), then
I(n*(u)) < I(u) fort>0.
(iv) For any sequence of numbers t, > 0 with t,, — oo we have n'* (u) — U in CF(Y) after passing to
a subsequence, where us, € [v1,v2] s a solution of .
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Proof. As mentioned above, we essentially follow arguments in [3]. Let C := [v1,vs]. Then C C C3(Q) is a
closed convex set. Moreover, K(C) C C. To see this, we let ¢ € C and v = K(q). Then z := v — v; satisfies
—Az+kz=9(q) — g(v1) =c(z)(g—v1) in Q, z=0 on 09, (6.4)

where ¢(x) = 01 g (1 = s)vi(z) + sq(z))ds for z € Q. Since g € C1(R) and vy, vy are bounded, we have

¢ € L*™(Q). Moreover, ¢ > 0 in § as a consequence of (6.1), and ¢ —v; > 0 in €. Multiplying (6.4) with
—z~ = min{z,0} < 0 and integrating, we find that

/ (V=P + K|z [*)dz < 0
0

and therefore z— =0, i.e., v > v;. Similarly, we see that v < v, and therefore v € C.

Now let u € C, and let O(u) := {n(u) : t € [0, 7n(u))} C CL(Q) denote the trajectory starting at u. Since
K(C) C C, a standard polygonal approximation of O(u) (see e.g. [19]) yields that O(u) C C. From this
and Lemma [6.2(ii), it follows that the set K(O(u)) is relatively compact in C}(€). Next we note that, since
4 etpt(u) = e K (n'(u)), we have

n'(u) =e" (u + /Ot e*K(n’(u)) ds) =etu+ /Ot e S K(n'%(u))ds.

From this and the relative compactness of K(O(u)), we deduce that O(u) C C}(Q) is relatively compact as
well, and this implies, in particular, that 7,,(u) = co. Next we note that, by (6.2)),

d
%I(ﬂt(u)) =I'(n* (W) (K(n*(u)) —n'(u)) = =K (n'(u)) = n‘(w)|[Fn <0 for t € [0,00).

Consequently, the map ¢ — I(n'(u)) is nonincreasing. Moreover, if u is no solution of (1.1)), then we have
K (u) # w and therefore

%I(nt(u)) = —||K(n*(w)) —n'(u)||3: <0 for sufficiently small ¢ > 0.

Consequently, I(n!(u)) < I(u) for t > 0 in this case. Finally, since O(u) is relatively compact in C}(2), we
have

¢y = inf I > —o0.
O(u)

Therefore, if (¢,),, is a sequence of numbers ¢,, > 0 with ¢,, — oo, we have lim I(n'"(u)) = ¢, > —oo. Hence
n—oo

there exists a further sequence (s, ), of numbers 0 < s,, <t,, with ¢,, — s,, — 0 as n — oo and
d
=l 0t w) = K@ ) =0 @l >0 asn— o (6.5)

Moreover, by the relative compactness of O(u), we may pass to a subsequence, still denoted by (s;,),, with
the property that

n°" (U) = Uoo in C}(Q) as n — co.
From this and , we deduce that K(us) = U, and thus us, € C is a solution of . Moreover, by
the continuity of the flow 7, we infer that

n'(u) = 75 (0 (1) = Uoo as n — 0.

The proof is thus finished. O

Proof of Theorem (completed). We first note that

ow  Ou ow
% < 5 < _E on aQ

This follows by applying the strong maximum principle and the Hopf boundary lemma to the functions
u + w. Consequently, we have

—w<u<w in¢ and

u € int ([—w, w)), (6.6)
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where int ([—w, w]) denotes the interior of the set [—w,w] in C&(Q).
Arguing by contradiction, we now suppose that m(u) > 2. Then there exists linearly independent eigen-
functions ¢1, p2 € C}(Q) of the eigenvalue problem

—Ag¢; — f'(u)p;i = pig; in Q
»i=0 on 0N
corresponding to eigenvalues A\; < Ay < 0. Moreover, we may assume that ¢; > 0 in 2. From this we may

deduce that
I"(u)(v,v) <0  foreveryv €Y,

where Y denotes the span of ¢; and ¢5. Consequently, for p > 0 sufficiently small we have
I(z) < I(u) for every z € Y,
where Y, ;= {u+v:v €Y : ||[v]|cx = p}. Moreover, by we can make p smaller if necessary to guarantee
that Y, C [—w, w]. We now consider the sets
Vii={z€Y, : n'(z) € [0,w] for some ¢ > 0},
Y, :={z€Y, : n'(z) € [~w,0] for some ¢ > 0}.
Take € > 0 small so that —w < u—cp1 < u < u+epy < w in . We claim that z4 := utep; € Ypi.
Indeed, since z4 € [u, w], Lemma implies that
n'(z4) € [u,w]  forall t > 0. (6.7)
Moreover, by Lemma iv), there exists a solution wy € [u, w] of (L.1)) and a sequence of numbers ¢, > 0
with t,, — oo and n'* (24 ) — wy in C}(Q), which implies that
I(u) > I(zy4) > I(wy).
Since wu is a least energy sign changing solution of (|L.1]), w4 may not change sign, and therefore w, coincides
with w, the unique positive solution of (1.1). Since w > 0 in Q and 2% < 0 on 9, there exists an open
neighborhood of N of w in C§(2) which only contains positive functions. By continuity of the flow 7, we
thus infer that there exists t > 0 with 7*(z4) € [u,w]N N C [0,w], and therefore z, € Y,. In the same way,
we see that z_ € Y7. Moreover, the sets Ypi are relatively open subsets of Y,. Indeed, if z € Yp+, a similar
argument as above shows that n(z) € N for some ¢ > 0. Since N is open and the map n'(-) is continuous,
it follows that also 7*(z') € N N [—w,w] C [0,w] for 2’ sufficiently close to z in the C'-norm. Hence Y,! is
open, and similarly we see that Y~ is open. Next we claim that
+ -
Y, )Ny, =a. (6.8)
Suppose by contradiction that z € Y,F N'Y,". Since the sets [0, w] and [~w, 0] are flow invariant, there must
exist ¢t > 0 with
nt(z) € [O,w] n [_w70] = {0}7
which contradicts the fact that
I(n'(2)) < 1(2) < I(u) = cnoa < emp < 0=1(0)

by Theorem [£.2]and Lemma[6.3] Hence (6.8) is true. Since V), is a (two-dimensional) circle in Y and therefore
connected, it now follows that

V) =Y,\(Y,fuY, ) #2.
Let z € Y)). By Lemma we see that

n'(2) € [~w,w] for all ¢ > 0, (6.9)
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and there exists a solution z, € C§(Q) of (1.1)) with —w < 2., < w and a sequence of numbers t,, > 0 with
tn — 00 and 0" (u) — 240 in CF(£2), which again implies that

I(u) > I(2) > I(z00)-
Since u is a least energy sign changing solution of (|1.1)), 2o, may not change sign, and therefore we deduce
200 € {*w}. However, similarly as above, we then would have n'(z) € N N [~w,w] C [0,w] or n!(z) €
—N N [~w,w] C [~w,0] for some ¢ > 0, and therefore z € Y,;* UY,". Contradiction. We thus have shown
that m(u) < 1, as claimed. O

Theorem 6.4. Suppose that f satisfies (A1)-(A2)-(A8°)-(A4) and suppose there exists a nodal solution
u € CY(Q) of (1.1) with I(u) = cnoa and m(u) =1 (we already know that m(u) < 1).
Then w is of mountain pass type. More precisely, there exists a path

v [=1,1] = [~w,w] C C§(Q) with ~v(£1) = tw, ~(0)=u
and such that I o~y is mazimized precisely at 0. In particular, we have
Cnod = Cmp

in this case.

Proof. Let ¢ € HE () be the (up to normalization unique) positive Dirichlet eigenfunction of the operator
—A — f'(u) corresponding to its lowest eigenvalue, which is negative by assumption. We then fix £ € (0,1)
and define

Yo : [, €] %Hé(Q)v Yo(s) = u + s¢1.
If € > 0 is chosen sufficiently small, we have

I(v0(s)) < I(u) = cnod for s € [_‘%6} \ {O}

Moreover, since holds for u by the same argument as in the proof of Theorem [6.1] we may also assume
that

—w<u—¢ep <u<utepy <w in Q.
Let n be the flow defined in . By Lemma n' is well defined as a map [—w,w] — [—w, w] for every
t > 0. We claim that

n'(u+ep) = w in C3(Q) as t — oo, (6.10)
Suppose by contradiction that this is not the case. Then there exists § > 0 and a sequence of numbers t,, > 0
with ¢,, — +oo and

ln'(u+ep1) —w|crn >§  forallm € N. (6.11)

By Lemma iv) we have, after passing to a subsequence, n'" (u-+&¢p1) — Un a8 1 — 00, Where Uy € [u, w]

is a solution of (/1.1 and
Ius) < I(u+e¢1) < I(u) = cpoa < 0.

Hence uy, # 0, and uy does not change sign. It then follows by Lemma ii) that us = w, which
contradicts (6.11)). We thus have proved (6.10]), and in the same way it follows that

n'(u—epr) = —w in C3(Q) as t — occ. (6.12)
Combining and (6.12), we may thus define a continuous path 7 : [~1,1] — H3(Q) by setting
Yo (1), te[—¢,el,
0O (u+epr), te(e1),
(t) = ¢ w, t=1, where 74(t) = 1;52 -1
O (u — e ), te(-1,e),
—w, t=-1,
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By construction, v has the asserted properties. O

In combination with a highly useful result by Aftalion and Pacella [I], Theorems and allow us to
derive more information in the case where 2 is a bounded radial domain, i.e., if £ is a ball or an annulus
centered at zero. We need to recall the following definition. A function u defined on a radial domain is said
to be foliated Schwarz symmetric with respect to some unit vector e € RN |e| = 1, if u(x) only depends on
r=|z| and 6 = arccos(li—| -e), and u is nonincreasing in .

Theorem 6.5. If Q is a bounded radial domain and f satisfies (A1)-(A2)-(A3’)-(A4), then we have the
following.

(1) Crod = Cmp-
(i) Every nodal solution of satisfies m(u) > 1.
(i) Every nodal solution u with I(u) = cnea 15 of mountain pass type in the sense of Theorem .
Moreover, u is nonradial and foliated Schwarz symmetric with respect to some unit vector e € RY
and u s strictly decreasing in the polar angle 8 = arccos(ﬁ . e).

Proof. We start by proving (ii). Suppose by contradiction that there exists a nodal solution u of (1.1)) with
m(u) = 0. We consider cylinder coordinates in €2, replacing x1, 2 by polar coordinates r, ¥ with z1 = r cos ¢,
x9 = rsind, and leaving 2’ := (z3,...,zy) unchanged. In these coordinates, we then have that

0%y 10u 1 0%u N 9%u

Ta ror ol e

Au

We now consider the angular derivative uy = % : Q0 — R, and we claim that

uy = 0. (6.13)

Differentiating the equation —Awu = f(u) with respect to ¥, we find that uy satisfies
{ —Auy = f'(u)uy in Q,

(6.14)
uy =0 on 0f).

Suppose by contradiction that uy # 0. Then uy is a Dirichlet eigenfunction of —A — f’(u) corresponding to
the eigenvalue 0. Moreover, since u is 2m-periodic in 9, ug changes sign. This implies that the first Dirichlet
eigenvalue of —A — f’(u) is negative, which contradicts our assumption that m(u) = 0.

Hence is satisfied, and it also holds true for an arbitrary rotation @ of the function u since 4 satisfies
the same assumptions as u. Consequently, u is a radial sign changing solution of . However, then [I1
Theorem 1.1] implies that m(u) > N +1 > 0, which is a contradiction. We thus conclude that m(u) > 1 for
every nodal solution u of (L.1), as claimed in (ii).

Next, let u € C3(€2) be a nodal solution with I(u) = ¢,eq (such a solution exists by Theorem [4.6)). By (ii)
and Theorem we have m(u) = 1, so (i) follows by Theorem It also follows from Theorem that
u is of mountain pass type. Moreover, by [I, Theorem 1.1], u is nonradial.

Next we prove that u is foliated Schwarz symmetric. Let xg € Q \ {0} be chosen such that u(zg) =
max{u(x) : |z| = |zo|}. We put e := Iiigl’ and we consider the family H. of all open halfspaces H in RV
with e € H and 0 € 9H. For H € H. we let oy : RV — RY denote the reflection with respect to the
hyperplane 0H. We claim the following;:

For every H € H., we have u > uo oy on H N Q. (6.15)
To prove this, we fix H € H, and recall that the polarization of u with respect to H is defined by

ug(z) = { max{u(z), ulon (@)}, re€QNH
min{u(x),u(omg(x))}, zeQ\H.
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It is well known (see e.g. [5]) that

/|VuH|2 dm—/ \Vu|? d and /QF(UH) dw:/QF(u) dzx. (6.16)

By Theorem mlll ), u is of mountain pass type, so there exists a path
v [=1,1] = [~w,w] € CH(Q)  with y(+1) = +w, ~(0)=u

and such that I o~y is maximized precisely at 0 with I(y(0)) = I(u) = cnoa- We then consider the polarized
path

Yot [21,1] = HA(Q) defined by % (t) = [1(0)) -
Since +w are radial functions, v, inherits the property that ~.(+1) = tw. Moreover, by , Ton, is
also maximized precisely at 0 with I(7.(0)) = ¢poq. From this we now deduce that

ug = 7.(0) is a solution of (L.I). (6.17)

Indeed, suppose by contradiction that this is not the case, and consider again the flow defined in (6.3]). We
recall that, by Lemma nt is well defined as a map [—w,w] — [—w, w] for every ¢ > 0. For fixed & > 0,
we then consider the path

Ve [-1,1] = Hy(Q) defined by 7.(s) =17 (7.(s)),
which then also satisfies v.(+1) = +w. By definition of ¢, and Theorem i), we have that

I 5 = Cmp = Cnod-
JJpax (7(5)) = Cmp = Cnod

Let sg € [-1,1] be chosen such that I(v:(s0)) > ¢nod, which implies that

I(7«(50)) > 1(7(50)) > €noa- (6.18)

Since I oy, is maximized precisely at 0 with I 07, (0) = ¢pod, it then follows that sy = 0, and equality holds
in (6.18). From this we deduce — by definition of ~, and 7. — that I(n°(ug)) = I(ug). Consequently, by
Lemma iii), ug is a solution of (1), as claimed in (6.17).

We thus infer that both v and uyg are solutions of . Therefore z := uy — u is a nonnegative function
in QN H satisfying

—Az=V(x)z in HNQ

with V' € L*°(2) defined by V' fo x)+tz(x))dt. The strong maximum principle then implies that
either z = 0or z > 0 in HNL. The second case is impossible since o € HNQ and z(xo) = ug (zo) —u(xo) =0
by the choice of zy. We therefore conclude that z = 0, hence u = uy and holds.

By continuity, implies that u is symmetric with respect to every hyperplane containing e, so it is
axially symmetric with respect to the axis eR. Thus u(x) depends only on r = |2| and § = arccos (ﬁ . e).
Moreover, it also follows from that u is nonincreasing in the polar angle §. We thus conclude that u
is foliated Schwarz symmetric.

Finally, to show that u is strictly decreasing in the polar angle, we pass to cylinder coordinates again. For
this we assume, without loss of generality, that u is foliated Schwarz symmetric with respect to e = ey, the
first coordinate vector. Replacing x1, x2 by polar coordinates r, ¢ with x1 = rcos?d, x5 = rsind, we then
deduce from the foliated Schwarz symmetry that the angular derivative uy = % satisfies uy < 0 in the half
domain Hg := {z € Q : 23 > 0} and uy > 0 in —Hg. Moreover, uy solves the Dirichlet problem .
By the strong maximum principle, it follows that either ug =0 in Hg or uy < 0in Hgq. If uy =0 in Hgq, it
follows from the axial symmetry of u with respect to e; that w is a radial function, which contradicts what
we have already proved. Hence uy < 0 in Hq, and again it follows from the axial symmetry that u is strictly
decreasing in the polar angle 8 = arccos(ﬁ . el).

The proof is finished. O
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7. THE ALLEN-CAHN EQUATION

In this section we provide additional information in the particular case of the Allen-Cahn equation:
{—Au = Mu — |ulP~1u)

we 2O (p>1). (7.1)

From the previous sections, together with some additional standard computations, we have the following
information about positive and sign-changing bounded solutions (see for example [7, [§]):

(a) any bounded solution u of problem satisfies ||ullco < 1;

(b) there are no nontrivial bounded solutions for 0 < A < Ay (Q);

(c) given A > A1(Q), there exists a unique bounded positive solution, which we denote by w.
(d) for A < A\y(Q2), there are no bounded sign-changing solutions.

(e) for A > Xo(f2) there exists at least one pair (u, —u) of bounded sign-changing solutions.

For each A > X\2(Q), denote by c;\wd and c;\np respectively the least energy nodal level and the
mountain pass level associated to problem . Both levels are achieved; if 2 = Bj, then they
coincide (recall Theorem , while there is a dumbbell-type domain domain where ¢}, , < c;}w and there
are at least two pairs (u, —u) of sign-changing solutions (Theorem [5.1))).

Here we will provide further information for A ~ A2(Q2): in particular, if |A — A2(€)] is sufficiently small
(by a quantity depending on the domain), then cﬁod = cf‘np. After that we focus on the structure of the set
of nodal solutions: in the next subsection we treat the particular case when €2 is either a ball or an annulus
in RV, while the last subsection deals with the case of Q) being a square in dimension two.

Let us start by a general standard lemma.

Lemma 7.1. Let {uy} C H}(Q) N L*°(Q) be a family of sign-changing solutions to (7.1)) for X\ ~ Aa(£2).
Then uy — 0 in CH*(Q) as A — A2(Q).

Proof. Since —1 < uy < 1, we immediately have uniform bounds in L (2)—norm for Auy, and so uy — u
in C1*(Q) (up to a subsequence), with —Au = Ag(u — |u|P~1u). Thus u is signed, and reasoning as in the
final part of the proof of Theorem we must have u = 0. O

Theorem 7.2. There exists € = £(2) > 0 such that for A € (A2(2), A2(Q) + €) and u any sign-changing
solution u satisfies
m(u) > 1.

In particular if u achieves ¢\, then m(u) =1 and
T cf‘np for X € (A2(2), A2(2) + €).

Proof. Take a family of sign-changing solutions {uy} for A ~ A2(Q2). From the previous lemma, we know
that uy — 0 in CH%(Q) as A — X\o(Q)*. Define

Qu, (v) :z/ |Vv|2—)\/v2+p)\/ |u)\|p_1v2.
Q Q Q

and let o1 be the positive L?-normalized first eigenfunction of (A, H}(£2)). Then
Quslon) =2(®) = A+ [ Glusl ™ = 0(@) = xa() <.
Q

Therefore m(uy) > 1 for A ~ A2(€2). This combined with Theorem [6.1] yields that m(uy) = 1 if uy is a least

energy nodal solution. From Theoremwe conclude that u) is of mountain-pass type, and ci‘wd = ci‘np. O

Remark 7.3. Observe that there is no contradiction between Theorem and Theorem [5.1. While the

latter applied to states that, given A > 0, there exists a domain Q) such that c;\wd < c) . the former

mp’
theorem states that, given €2, ¢} ;= c;}w for A ~ X2(Q).
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Remark 7.4. We have proved that, for A ~ A2(2), 1 is a direction of negativity for the associated func-
tional. We have another direction of negativity, which is wy (the unique positive solution):

Quiw) = [ [FusP = A [ wt+ph [ wdfunp?
Q Q Q

—>/ \VwA2|2—)\2/U/§2:_)‘2/“’§2<0
Q Q Q

7.1. The case of a bounded radial domain in any dimension, A ~ A2(€2). In this section,  is either

as A — A ().

a ball or an annulus centered at the origin in RV, N > 2.
Let F5 denote the eigenspace associated to the second eigenvalue in €2, i.e.,

Ey={uc H}(Q): —Au= Au in Q},

and let Py : H}(Q) — E; denote the projection map. We start by characterizing the elements of E.

SN—l

Given a direction e € , we write

Q=0QfuQ; Ur,,

with
Qg::{l'eﬁix€>0}, Fe:{xEQxe:O}

Lemma 7.5. Let Q be either a ball or an annulus centered at the origin in RN, N > 2. Let u # 0 be an
element of Ey. Then u is odd symmetric with respect to a half space {x - e = 0} for some e € SN™1, azially
symmetric with respect to Re, and moreover {u = 0} =T.. In particular, \2(Q) = A\ (QF) = A\ ().

Proof. This result seems to be well known (at least in the case of the ball), but since we couldn’t find an
exact reference we give here a proof.

Let u € F»\{0}. We claim there exists ¢ € S¥~! such that u is odd with respect to the hyperplane
{z - e = 0}, axially symmetric with respect to Re. If Q is a ball and N = 2, this is a direct consequence of
[I8, Theorem 1.2]. In the general case, by Theorem 5.1 in [5], we know that u is foliated Schwarz symmetric
with respect to some e € SV¥~1. In particular, u is invariant under rotations around Re. Then, by [23|
Proposition 2.1], w is odd in the direction e.

As a consequence of the last paragraph, T, C {w = 0}. So —Aw = Asw in the half-domain QF, and w = 0
on 9QF, which means that A\2(2) = A\, (Q2F) for some k£ € N. On the other hand, by taking the odd extension
of the first eigenfunction on QF to the whole Q, it follows that A2(2) < A1(Q2F). Therefore A\2(2) = A1 ()
and w|g+ is a first eigenfunction in QF, and either w > 0 or w < 0 in . In conclusion, T'e = {w =0}. O

In QF, for A > A\ (QF) = A2 (), take the unique positive solution wl (\) of —Au = A(u — u?), and,
similarly, define w_ () on €, . Observe that, by considering

{w;r in QF

we(d) = in Q-

—w,

we obtain a sign-changing solution of (7.1]) in the whole 2, which converges in C'*(Q)-norm to 0 as

A = X2(Q). Given eg, e € SV with e; # ea, we, (A) is obtained from w,, (\) after a rotation around the
origin. Thus, we have a manifold of solutions bifurcating from (A2, 0):

S={(\we(\): A> X (Q), e € B (0)}.

The aim of this section is to prove that, for A close to A2(Q2), S describes all possible sign-changing solutions
of .

By combining Lemma [7.5|and [16] we see that, close to A2(£2), when restricted to the space {u € H}(Q) :
u odd with respect to e}, all bounded sign-changing solutions belong to the C'-curve A +— w.()\). The
following result completes the picture.
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Theorem 7.6. Let Q2 be a ball or an annulus centered at the origin in RN (N > 2). There exists ¢ = ()
such that, if A € (A2(Q), A2(Q) +¢) and u a sign-changing solution of (7.1), then u and P>(u) have the same
symmetries, which means that u is odd symmetric with respect to a half space {x-e = 0} for some e € SN~
azially symmetric with respect to Re, and {u =0} = {z-e = 0}.

In particular, for X € (A2(2), A2(Q) + ), ), = Chogq and

nod

u is a bounded sign-changing solution of (7.1) < (A u) € S.

We remark that, for more general equations than , the paper by Miyamoto [25] provides bifurcation
results for the case when § is a ball or an annulus in dimension 2. In particular, Theorem 7.6]for B (0) C R?
is contained in [25] Theorem 3.5]. The proof of Theorem does not rely on bifurcation results; instead we
adapt ideas from [9] to our context. We divide the proof in several lemmas.

Lemma 7.7 ([9, Lemma 3.1]). Let N > 2. There exists 6 > 0 such that if ||a(z) — A2(Q)||pn/2 < § and
u € HY(Q) solves —Au = a(z)u in 2, then either u =0 or Pyu # 0.

Next observe that, given u a solution of —Au = A(u — |u[P~1u), then @ = u/||ul|« solves
— A= A — Nul[2SHaP . (7.2)
Denote by B, the Hj-ball centered at 0 of radius r.
Lemma 7.8. There exists M,e > 0 such that, if X € (A2(),A2(Q) +¢) and u € HF () is a sign-changing
solution of —Au = \u — |u|P~1u), then
u

ll2]] oo

€ By and Py (

[fa[p

) & Bi/um-

Proof. Suppose, in view of a contradiction, the existence of A\, \, \2(Q) and wu,, € H(Q2) a sign-changing
solution of —Au, = A\, (upn — |t [P~ u,) with

Uy,
B, Pl — | €B,. 7.3
Tl £ B0 & B2 (nunnoo) 1 (7:3)

Define @, := uy/||tn|l0o, which solves (7.2)) with a bounded right-hand side. Then by combining elliptic
estimates with Lemma we see that @, — @ in C1*(Q), with i) = 1 and —A% = A2(Q)@. This
contradicts ([7.3]). O

Un

Lemma 7.9. There exists € > 0 such that, if A € (A2(),X2(Q) + €), u,v € HL(Q) are sign-changing
solutions of (7.1) with ||ulleo = ||v]|co, then either u =v or Pou # Pov.

Proof. Take A, — \2(Q), and let u,,, v,, be solutions to (7.1]) such that |[un|lcc = ||vnlleo- Let Gn = tn/|tnloo
and ¥, := v, /||vn]|co, Which solve (7.2]). By the previous lemma we have that, up to a subsequence,

Up —a#0, ¥, = f#0 weakly in H}(Q). (7.4)

Thus, since u,,v, — 0 by Lemma we have —Aa = Ay, —AS = A28, and the convergence in ([7.4)) is
actually strong. Using the fact that u,, v, have the same L°° norm, we write

A~ 5) = Al — )+ 0125 07— A2
= )‘n(ﬂn —Up + ||unH€o_1(‘@n|p_1f}n - |an|p_1ﬂn)) = an(x)(ﬂn — Un),

for

~ |p—15 _ |~ |p—1s
“"(x)””<1—||un||zgl'”n' O — [ u)

Uy, — Up,
Since ||an(x) — A2(Q)|loc — 0, then by Lemma either 4, = v, or Py, Z Ps¥,. The conclusion now
follows by using once again the fact that ||u,]|co = [|vn||oo- O

Lemma 7.10. Let € > 0 be as in Lemma and let X € (A2(2), A2() +¢). Let u € HJ(Q) N L>®(Q) be a
solution of (7.1)) such that Pou # 0, and let T : H} () — H(Q) be a linear map such that
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(i) T(Es) = By, T(Ey) = Eq; T(Pau) = Pau;
(i) Tu solves ;
(iti) [|Tulloc = [luf|oo-
Then, Tu = u.

Proof. Consider the splitting H}(Q2) = Ey @ F5 and observe that

Py(Tu)+Ppy (Tu) = T(u) = T(Pau) + Tu.
In particular, by property (i), Po(Tu) = T(Pyu) = Pou. Applying Lemma [7.9|to u, Tu (and using (ii)), we
deduce that Tu = u. O

Proof of Theorem[7.6 Take ¢ > 0 as in Lemma and let u be a sign changing solution of for
A€ (Aa(2),A2(2) + €). Lemma implies that « := Pyu # 0. By Lemma we know that « is odd with
respect to a certain direction, being even in all the other orthogonal directions. Suppose, without loss of
generality, that

a(—x1,2T2,...,2N) = —a(T1, T2, ..., TN),
a(x1, T, oy — Xy xN) = (X1, T2, o, Tiye o, TN), Vi=2,...,N.
Take the linear map
T: Hi(Q) — H (Q), Tv(z) := —v(—x1,Z2,...,ZN),
which satisfies the conditions of Lemma [7.10] Thus Tu = u, that is, u is odd with respect to the same

direction of . The fact that u is even with respect to all other orthogonal directions is analogous, working
this time with Tjv(x) := v(z1, 22, ..., —Z4y ..., TN)- O

7.2. The case of a square, A\ ~ A\y({2). In this part we investigate in the particular case of p = 3,
namely
— Av = \v—1%), v e Hy(Q), (7.5)
in the square Q = (0,7) x (0,7). Observe that in this domain we are not in the situation of the previous
sections, where 92 is supposed to be smooth. However, for A ~ A2(Q2) we are able to completely characterize
the solution set, and in particular to determine the shape of the least energy nodal solution.
By means of the change of variables u = A\'/?v, we infer that is equivalent to

— Au = du —u?, u € Hi(Q), (7.6)

and we keep the form ([7.6) in order to take advantage of the results in [20]. In view of our purposes it is
essential to observe that the Morse indices of u and v are the same, for u = A\'/2v, when v solves (7.6)).

Lemma 7.11. Let v be a solution of (7.6). Then u = A\'/?v solves (7.5)), and u and v have the same Morse
index.

Proof. Indeed, since u = \'/2v, the pair (¢, i) solves A¢g + (1 — 3v%)¢ + pup = 0 if, and only if, it solves
A¢+ (N —3u?)p + ug = 0. O

From the results in [20], for A > Ay and A ~ Ay, arising from bifurcation branches, (7.6) has exactly eight
nodal solutions, coming in four pairs (u, —u). In order to be more precise, let us first we recall that all the

second eigenfunctions ¢ (z,y) of the Laplacian in Q, with [, 2 = %2,

are
Po(x,y) = cos(a) sin(x) sin(2y) + sin(a) sin(2x) sin(y). (7.7)
We also introduce the eigenfunction
Ya(x,y) = sin(a) sin(z) sin(2y) — cos(a) sin(2z) sin(y), (7.8)

orthogonal to ¢,. Next we recall the following qualitative result from [20], see [20, Theorem 1.1} and some
remarks at [20, p. 3501], based on standard bifurcation analysis.
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Theorem 7.12 ([20, Theorem 1.1]). There exists € > 0 and a neighborhood U of (Aa,0) in R x C(Q) such
that the set of all solutions of (7.6)) in U can be described as the union of four C*—curves in R x C(£2),
s € (_E7€)H(Ai(s)7ui(s))7 izla--~74a
such that
Ai(=s), ui(—=s)) = (Ai(s), —ui(s)),
Ai(8) = Ay + ;8% + o(s?), (7.9)
ul(s) = $¢q, + O(S)a
where a1 =0, ag = /4, ag = 7/2, aqg = 37/4 and

9 . 21 .
0 = 16 for i=1,3, 0i =55 for i=24. (7.10)

Observe that these solutions are of two types. For aw = 0, 7/2, their nodal set is respectively {z = 7/2}
and {y = 7/2}; we call these solutions of type M. For a = 7 /4, 37 /4, their nodal set is respectively {z = y}
and {y = m — x}; we call these solutions of type D. Here we distinguish the least energy nodal solutions, by
counting the Morse indices of these solutions.

Theorem 7.13. For A > Ay and A ~ )Xo, it holds:

a) Solutions of type M have Morse index one.
b) Solutions of type D have Morse index two.
¢) Least energy nodal solutions of (7.6]) are of type M.

Remark 7.14. Surprisingly, by replacing —u® by u® in (7.5)), it is proved in [20, Theorem 1.1] that solutions
of type M have lower Morse index than solutions of type D, therefore the sign of the nonlinearity alters the
structure of the least energy nodal solution.

Proof of Theorem[7.13. Here, supported by Theorem [7.12] we compute the Morse indices of these solutions,
by mimicking the arguments in [20, Section 3|, and also their energies.
We must compute the number of negative eigenvalues p of

Ap+Xp—3u’p+pup=0 in Q ¢=0 on O
Setting u = s¢q + Vs, A = Ay + 052 with ¥; = o(1) and

o= [o) [ (r11)

AP+ Nogp+ 5200 — 35%(Po + 5%5) 20+ up =0 in Q, $=0 on 99, (7.12)
where ¢ = ¢5 and p1 = ps and we normalize [ ¢2 = 72/4. As s goes to zero, (¢s, ps) — (¢, ) that solves

Ap+(Ma+p)d=0in Q ¢=0 on 99,

we obtain

whose set of eigenvalue is {\; — A\2,0, \3,...}, where \; are the eigenvalues of (A, H}(Q2). Therefore, for
s ~ 0, the first eigenvalue p of is negative, and since Ao has multiplicity two, there are two others
eigenvalues (counting their multiplicity) that are close to zero, and we must investigate their sign, and all the
others eigenvalues are positive. We denote these two eigenvalues by p; s and 2 s, and let ¢1 s and ¢2 5 be the
corresponding eigenfunctions, with [ ¢1 s¢2,, =0 and [ @2,5 =m2/4 for i = 1,2. Then ¢; s — Aida + Bitba,
tis = 0ass— 0, for i =1,2, with

A? + B2=1 and AjAy + BBy =0. (7.13)
Multiplying (7.12) by ¢, and integrating by parts we infer that

520/¢i,s</)a — 357 /(¢a + 52¢5)* i sha + Mi,s/¢i,s¢a = 0.
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Then, dividing this equation by os? Ik #2 and taking s — 0, we obtain

A (—2+1 “”):0, for i=1,2, (7.14)

o s—0 8

since [ @31ho =0 and o [ @2 = [ ¢%. Next, multiplying (7.12) by ¢, and integrating by parts we infer that

S0 [ Giutia =35 [0+ 20010+ i [ 6100 =0

Then, dividing this equation by os? [ 2 = 0s® [ ¢2 = s* [ ¢ and taking s — 0, since [ @21, = 0, we

obtain .
Bi<1— f}‘:;f ~ i O‘;)—o for i=1,2. (7.15)
ag s—
On the other hand,
/(ﬁ /¢ 256 13—cos(4a and 3/(/5 V2 256(13+3005(4a)) (7.16)
Then, from (7.14]) and ( we infer that
A; 2+—61 His) — 0 and B; —f—i——l His) _ g
9 s—0 g2 3 o0s—=0 52 (7.17)
fori =1,2, anda:Oora:g
and 32 32
A =24+ Ztim Bt ) =0 and B (Z+ 2 1im B2 ) =0
21 s50 §2 7 21 550 §2
3 (7.18)
fori=1,2, andaz%ora:%.

From (7.17) we conclude that p1,s > 0 and ps ¢ > 0 for s ~ 0, and so that the Morse index of u is one in
case that & = 0 or & = 5. On the other hand, from (7.18]) we obtain that the product pq s - p2, s is negative
for s ~ 0, and so that the Morse index of u is two in case & = T or a = 2%, This proves (a) and (b).

To conclude, we show which branches correspond to least energy nodal solutions. Observe that, whenever

v is a bounded solution of ([7.5]), its energy can be written as

1 A A
J(v):5/{}(\V0|2—/\U2)+Z/ﬂv4:—Z/Qv‘l.

Therefore, using (|7.9)), for A ~ A2(€2) we see that
/ —T A= (2))2/A ifi=1,3
(;3 =

1
JA™ 1/2u1)~—a(/\ A2(Q . ,
(A=A ()N ifi=24

which proves (c).
O
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