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Abstract

We study the fourth order nonlinear critical problem A2y = 42 ~! in the unit ball of R (n>5),
subject to the Steklov boundary conditions u = Au — du, = 0 on dB. We provide the exact range
of the parameter d for which this problem admits a positive (radial) solution. We also show that the
solution is unique in this range and in the class of radially symmetric functions. Finally, we study
the behavior of the solution when d tends to the extremals of this range. These results complement
previous results in [3].
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1 Introduction

Let B C R" (n > 5) be the unit ball, let 2* = 2” denote the critical Sobolev exponent for the

embedding H?(B) C L* (B), let d € R. We con51der the following fourth order elliptic problem with

purely critical growth and Steklov boundary conditions:
Au=u>"1  u>0 in B W
u=0, Au-—du,=0 on 0B.

Here u, denotes the outer normal derivative of v on 0B.

The widely studied second order semilinear elliptic equation shows that nonlinearities at critical growth
present highly interesting phenomena concerning the existence/nonexistence of positive solutions, see
the seminal paper by Brezis-Nirenberg [4] and [5, Chapter III] for a survey. For fourth order equations
the existence/nonexistence problem is even more challenging, since the available techniques strongly
depend on the imposed boundary conditions. The present paper is motivated by the growing interest
in recent years for the corresponding Dirichlet boundary value problem (corresponding to d = —oc in
(1)) and Navier boundary value problem (corresponding to d = 0). We refer to the introduction in [3]
for a survey of the known results.

By solution of (1) we mean here a function u € H? N H}(B) such that u > 0 a.e. in B and

/ AulAyp — d/ Uy py = / u? "l for all ¢ € H>N HY(B) . (2)
OB

A solution in this sense is in fact a strong (classical) solution in C*%(B), see [1, Proposition 23] and
also [6].

Preliminary results concerning (1) were obtained in [3] where it is shown that (1) admits no solution
whenever d < 4 or d > n. It was conjectured in [3] that the existence range for (1) is d € (4,n)
although the existence of solutions was shown only for d € (¢, n) for a suitable o,, > 4. The purpose
of the present paper is to fill the gap and to prove existence in the whole range d € (4,n). Moreover,



in such range we show that the solution is unique in the class of radially symmetric functions and we
determine the asymptotic behavior of the solution in the limit cases where d — n and d — 4:

Theorem 1. Ifd <4 ord > n, then (1) admits no solutions.

If 4 < d < n, then (1) admits a unique radially symmetric solution ug.

Moreover:

(i) as d — n~ we have ug — 0 uniformly in B;

(17) as d — 41 we have ug(0) — +oo, ug(x) — 0 for all xz € B\ {0} and (uq), — 0 on IB.

The nonexistence part and the asymptotic behavior as d — n~ were already proved in [3]. We also
refer to [2] for results concerning sign-changing solutions to (1).

In order to prove the existence of solutions (Section 2), we use a refined compactness method. More
precisely, we use a sequence of suitably modified Sobolev minimizers which tend to concentrate and
show that their energy lies below the compactness threshold. The “optimal” modification is determined
by solving a variational problem which leads to a quite simple Euler-Lagrange equation, see (15) below.
Concerning uniqueness of radially symmetric solutions (Section 3), we consider the related ode, see
(16). Then, with a suitable change of variables we transform it into an autonomous ode, see (19). By
using the boundary conditions and the corresponding integral equation we can exclude the existence
of two different solutions. Finally, in Section 4 we prove the asymptotic behavior of the solution u4 in
the limit cases by refining some results in [3].

2  Proof of existence
We denote by || - ||, the LP-norm (both on B and on R") and we put
lull3, :/ W2 foruc HYNHL(B).
OB

Set )
| Aull

= min
ueD22(RP\{0} [|u

I

2

2*

and recall that the minimum is achieved by the radial entire functions
1

ug(z) == ——————

€+ |z*) =

for any € > 0. Moreover, from (7.3) and (7.4) in [3] we have

n'c 2¢m T'(n)  en

and

2/2*

K K
/R |Au.)?> = S 62_4 =: 5n—14'
Here and in the sequel, w,, denotes the surface measure of the unit ball:

on/2
wp, = |0B| = T{E)"
2




Let H = {u € H> N H}(B); u = u(|z|)} denote the closed subspace of radially symmetric functions
and for all nontrivial uw € H consider the ratio

| Aul[3 — dlfull3

13

Qq(u) == v, (3)

Finally, we consider the minimization problem

Yg = inf 4
d ety Qa(u) (4)

and we recall [3, Proposition 13]:

Proposition 2. Assume that 0 < d < n. Then if X3 < S the infimum in (4) is achieved. Moreover,
up to a change of sign and up to a Lagrange multiplier, any minimizer is a positive radial solution of

(1).

In view of Proposition 2, the existence part of Theorem 1 is proved if we exhibit a nontrivial radial
function U, s € H such that
Qa(Us5) < S. (5)

Assume that d > 4, fix a real number

d—4
n+d—4

n

0<d<

and consider the following two-parameters family of functions

= ey 98la])
Ueste) = gsel)ucle) = 40 o

where g5 € C1[0,1] N W2°°(0,1), gs(r) =1 for 0 <r < § and gs(1) = 0. Then, U. s € H and

1
Uss(z) =ue(r) = ———— in Bs = {z € R"; |z| < d}.
(€ +[a?) 2

We now estimate the ratio Qq(Uc ). A lower bound for the denominator in (3) is readily obtained:

. - - 1 —gs(jz)* _ K>
[ s = [ e = [ e[ >22ron). ()

(e + |z[*)"
We now look for an upper bound of the numerator; in radial coordinates r = |z|, after some compu-
tations we find

n—1_,

AU 5(r) = Ul5(r) + 5(7)

_ gi(r) gs(r)
(e2 4+ 72)(n=9/2 T p(e2 4 72)( (€2 + r2)n/2

Let us recall that g5(r) = g§(r) = 0 for r < §. Furthermore, as ¢ — 0, we have

(2r? + ne?) .

57 |(T =+ (0= 12| = (n - 4)

Blelr) = “Zi(_l) (7 =n) ii(-ry? —2(n—4) ‘Zi(;) +o(1)



uniformly with respect to r € [d, 1]. By squaring, we get

3 G (r) 35(1)?
AU = B (72 B g a2 B

+2(7—n)ggff2219_37(7") _4(n_4)W+4(n_4)(n—7)W+o(1).

We may now compute

J R O e I R
B Rn B\Bs B\Bs R™\

K
= _14 —4(n—4)wn+0(1)+/
en B\B;

(AU s ~ |Auc ) (8)

where we used formula (7.7) in [3]. We now rewrite in simplified radial form the terms contained in
the last integral in (8). With some integrations by parts, and taking into account the behavior of gs(r)
for r € {1,6}, we obtain

1 / 1 7 2 / 2
95(7’)95(7’) - n—6/ 95(7") 95(1)
/5 DO 4 = 228 [ 4 UL )
/1 95(r)gs(r) . _ _/1 g5(r)? dr+ (n—5) /1 95(r)gs(r) (10)
5 Tn—5 5 Tn—5 5 Tn—4 )
1/ 1 2
g5(r)gs(r) _n—4/ gs(r)* 1
/5 e dr = 5 s dr S5nd - (11)

Using (9), (10) and (11) we find

rn—5

1 " 2 / 2
/B . (AU o2~ Au2) = w, /5 (gqfﬁl 1 3(n - 3) %) ) dr+(T—n)wngh(1)>+4(n—4)wy. (12)
3
Moreover, simple computations show that
| sl = g1 + o)
OB

which, combined with (8) and (12), yields

K 1 ars 2 ! (r 2
[ 18t =d [ o= v [ (0 +300-3) B ) drbo (T-n-dgh(1 o).
B B

(13)
Putting f = gj, we are so led to minimize the functional
1 /10,2 2
J(f) = / <f157:)7 +3(n —3) fq(f_)s ) dr+ (7—n—d)f(1)?
E} r r
among functions f € C°[5,1] N W1H*°(4, 1) such that
1
f(0)=0 and / flr)ydr=—-1. (14)
é



The Euler-Lagrange equation relative to the integral part of the functional J reads
P2 )+ (T=n)rf'(r) =3(n—3)f(r)=0  §<r<1, (15)

whose solutions have the following general form f(r) = ar™ 3 + br=3 for any a,b € R. The first
condition in (14) yields b = —ad™. To determine the value of a, we use the second condition in (14)

and obtain
2(n —2)

2 —ndn—2 42"

So, let us consider the function f(r) = a(r"~3 — §"r~3) and let us compute

a = —

) _ /: [n(n— 3yl 4 ?ﬁz:] dr+(7T—n—d)(1 -6 = (1-6")[(4—d) (18" +n"] =7 <0

where the sign of « follows from our initial choice of ¢ in (6). Summarizing, with the above choice of
f and recalling that gs(r) = frl f(s)ds, from (13) we obtain

K
/ |AU6,5‘2 - d/ (U675)12/ = n,14 +Wna2'7 +o(1) .
B oB €
Finally, by combining this estimate with (7) and recalling the definition in (3), we find

Kbty o) oty
[Kz +O(1)]2/2* K2/2*

en 2

+ o™ ase — 0

Qa(Uss5) <

so that (5) holds for sufficiently small e. This completes the proof of the existence part in Theorem 1.

3 Proof of uniqueness
If we consider radially symmetric solutions and put r = |z|, then the equation in (1) reads

u' (1) + Mu”’(r} + wu”(r) _p=D{n=3) '(r) = u%i(r) rel0,1), (16)

r r2 r3 “
while the boundary conditions become
u(l) =0, u"(1)+(n—1—-d)u'(1)=0. (17)
In turn, with the change of variables
u(r) = 1= "7 w(logr) (0<r<1),  o(t) =z ule) (t<0), (18)
equation (16) may be rewritten as
V(1) — Kav" () + Kyo(t) = visi(t)  t € (—00,0), (19)
where ) )
—4 —4 8
K, — <n<n>> B R e s Y (20)
4 2
Moreover, by [3, Lemma 18], we know that
2—4n+2d® —8d+1
0(0) =0, (0)<0, v"(0)=(d—20/(0), w"(0)="""20"% . A0 0. )



Assume that there exist two solutions w; and ug of (16) and let v; and vy be the corresponding
functions obtained through the change of variables (18). Then, both v, and vy satisfy (19) and (21).
Put

Ui(t) .
w;(t) == 1=1,2
O=rmy =4
so that ‘
Wi (t) — Kaw!'(t) + Kyw;(£) = Aw™ ™D @) t e (—00,0), (22)
with

n? —4n + 2d? — 84 + 16

w;(0) =0, w,(0)=-1, w/(0)=2-d, w(0)= 1 ,

K3 1

Ai = [05(0)[¥/ =1 > 0.
With no loss of generality we may assume that Ay > Ag. Let w := w; — we so that w satisfies
W™ (t) = Kow" (8) + Kyw(t) = ™70 (1) = dgu 0 )
with homogeneous initial conditions at ¢ = 0. This equation may be rewritten as
W () = Kaw” () + Kaw(t) = (= AgJud™ ™0 (0) 4 f (1w, (23)
where, by Lagrange Theorem,

F =2 2o /Ol[swl () + (1 — s)wa ()] "V ds > 0.

n—4
We now prove a technical result:

Lemma 3. Let h € C°(—oc0,0], then the unique solution w € C*(—o0,0] of the Cauchy problem

{ w'(t) — Kow" (t) + Kiw(t) = h(t), t € (—00,0)
w(0) = w'(0) = w”(0) = w"”(0) =0

s given by

w(t):44>/tosinh 2 1) /Tosinh {";4(5—7)] h(s) ds dr :/tOG(s—t) h(s)ds, (24)

n(n —

1

¢l = G-Dm-9

sinh[no /2] — sinh[(n — 4)0 /2]

bt
n(n — 2)

is positive for o > 0.

Proof. 1t follows by combining three simple facts.
First, the unique solution w of the problem

is given by



Second, the unique solution z of the problem

{ (1) - O () = h(t),  te (~00,0)
z(0) =2'(0)=0

is given by

A(t) = 24/tosinh[n;4(r—t) h(r)dr

n —

Third, by (20) the left hand side of (23) may be written as
[dQ_(n—4)2] [dQ n?]

2 4 a1

Finally, by changing the order of integration in the second term of (24) we get

Gls —t) = n(n44)/t sinh [”;4(5 —7)} sinh [g(T —t)] ar, t<s<o,

and the explicit form of G follows by elementary calculations. O

By Lemma 3, the homogeneous Cauchy problem for (23) is equivalent to the following integral equation:

w(t) = (A1 — Ag) /t ’ G(s — ) w" ™D (5 ds + /t OG(s—t) F(s)w(s)ds.
In turn, by putting
W(t) :== (A — A2) /tO G(s—t) w§n+4)/(n_4)(s) ds >0,
the above integral equation reads

0
w(t) = W(t) —l—/t G(s—1t) f(s)w(s)ds.

The solution to this problem is obtained by iteration; by recalling that W > 0, f > 0 on (—o0, 0] and
that G(s —t) > 0 for s > ¢, we readily obtain
w(t) >0 for all t < 0.

Finally, if we multiply (23) by e™/?

e (wro - fure - P + M )] -

we may rewrite it as

_ ont)2 {( M = A=y f(t)w(t)] ' (25)

By integrating (25) over (—o0,0) and using the homogeneous boundary conditions we obtain
0
/ e[ = My ) 4 f(ey(t)] di =0

In view of the sign conditions
)\I_AQZov w1>07 f7w207

this implies that Ay = Ao, w = 0 and u; = ue. Uniqueness is so proved.



4 Asymptotic behavior in the limit cases

Statement (i) when d — n~ is proved in [3, Theorem 1].
When d — 4%, from [3, Theorem 7] we recall that

ug(r) — 0 for all r € (0,1] (26)

which is the second statement of (i7).
Next, [3, Theorem 7] also states that for all d € (4,n) the following identity holds:

i = [ o 27

By combining [3, Lemma 17] with the change of variables (18) we infer that for all d € (4,n) we have

3\ (n—4)/8
wir) < (B52E)T

In particular, this shows that " 12 ~*(r) < C,r("=6/2 € L1(0,1) since n > 4. This, combined with
(26), enables us to apply Lebesgue Theorem and to obtain that

for all » > 0.

1

dlirgr ; r”_luz*_l(r) dr = 0.
From (27) we then infer
dl_i>r£+ uly(1) =0 (28)

which is the third statement of (i7).
In order to prove the first statement of (ii) we recall that, due to the variational characterization in
Proposition 2, we have

1Auql3 — dluall3,

|uq

=24<S8 (29)

2

2*

for all d € (4,n). Moreover, by taking ¢ = ug in (2) we obtain
1Aua5 — dlfudl3, = luall3-

These two equalities yield
uglle- = Zgn—4)/8. (30)

By combining the Sobolev inequality in H? N Hg(B) (see [6]) with (28) and (29) we obtain

Sluallze +o(1) < [|Augl3 — dlluglly, = Salluall3- < Slluall3-

which shows that X4 — S as d — 4. Therefore, (30) entails |ug|[2- — S"~/® > 0 proving that u4(0)
cannot remain bounded since otherwise by (26) and Lebesgue Theorem we would get a contradiction.
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