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On a “zero mass” nonlinear
Schrodinger equation

A. Azzollini * & A. Pomponio!

Abstract

We look for positive solutions to the nonlinear Schrodinger equa-
tion —e2Au—V(x)f'(u) = 0, in RY, where V is a continuous bounded
positive potential and f satisfies particular growth conditions which
make our problem fall in the so called “zero mass case”. We prove an
existence result for any € > 0, and a multiplicity result for ¢ sufficiently
small.

1 Introduction and statement of the results

In this paper we study the elliptic equation

—Au—V(z)f'(u) =0, in RV,
u > 0, (P)
u € DV2(RY),

where N > 3,V : RY — R and f : R — R. We are interested in the so
called “zero mass case” that is, roughly speaking, when f”(0) = 0.

When V' is a positive constant, such a problem has been intensely stud-
ied by many authors. Some results have been obtained by [4, 14, 26], if f
corresponds to the critical power tN+2/(N=2) “and by [10, 11, 12, 24], if f
is supercritical near the origin and subcritical at infinity (see also [9] for the
case of exterior domain and [6] for complex valued solutions).

Up to our knowledge, there is no result in the literature on problem (P)
when V' is not a constant. Our aim is to investigate this case. More precisely,
we will assume the following hypotheses on V : RN — R
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(V1) V € C(RY,R);
(V2) C; < V(z) < Oy, for all z € RY;

(V3) limsupy, . V(y) < V(z), for all z € RY, and the inequality is strict
for some x € RY;

and f: R — R satisfying
(f1) f e C%(R,R) and even;

(f2) Vt € R: f(t) = Csmin([t[?, [t]7);

(£3) Vvt € R: | f'(t)] < Cymin(|tfP~, [t]271);

(f4) Jo > 2 such that Vt € R\ {0} : af(t) < f'(t)t < f"(H)t%

with 2 < p < 2* = (2N)/(N —2) < q and (4, Cy, C5, C, positive constants.
These particular growth conditions on f were introduced by [8] to study the
semilinear Maxwell equations.

We get the following result:

Theorem 1.1. If f satisfies (f1-4) and V' satisfies (V1-3), then problem
(P) possesses at least a nontrivial solution.

We also consider the singularly perturbed version of problem (P), namely
we look for solutions of the problem

—e2Au —V(z)f'(u) =0, in RY,
u >0, (P-)
u € DV2(RY),

for € > 0 sufficiently small.
Replacing (V3) by

(V4) limsupy, e V(2) < sup,epny V(2),
we get the following result:

Theorem 1.2. If f satisfies (f1-4) and V' satisfies (V1-2) and (V4), then
problem (P.) possesses at least a nontrivial solution, for e sufficiently small.

Observe that, since (V3) implies (V4), the introduction of a small param-
eter € > 0 allows us to obtain an existence result assuming weaker hypotheses
on the potential V.
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Actually the introduction of the parameter € allows us to get a stronger
result then Theorem 1.2.
We set
M::{ eRY | V(1) = maxV }
7 | Vn) max V(¢)
and for any v > 0,

M, = {n €RY [ inf I — llev < v}-

Observe that M # (0, by (V4).
We get the following multiplicity result

Theorem 1.3. IfV satisfies (V1-2), (V4) and f satisfies (f1-4), then, for
every v > 0, there exists & > 0 such that the problem (P-) has at least
catyr, (M) nontrivial solutions for any ¢ € (0,£).

Here catyy, (M) means the Lusternik-Schnirelmann category of M in M,

Remark 1.4. The evenness of the nonlinearity f is required just to obtain
positive solutions for problems (P) and (P.). If we are not interested in the
sign of solutions, the evenness hypothesis can be remouved.

This paper has been motivated by some well known works, such as [2, 3,
15, 16, 17, 18, 22, 23, 25, 27, 28], where the nonlinear Schrodinger equation

—e*Au+ K(z)u = R(z)|u|"?u, in RY

has been studied for 2 < r < 2* in the “positive mass case”, namely when K
is bounded below by a positive constant (see also [1] for the p-Laplacian).

In Section 2, we take a variational approach to (P) and (P.). The key
point of this section is Theorem 2.8, which, in the same spirit of [13, 25|,
guarantees the compactness at mountain pass level under a suitable value.
By means of this theorem, we prove Theorems 1.1 and 1.2. Even if Theorem
1.2 follows immediately from Theorem 1.3, we prefer to prove it directly in
this section since it is strictly correlated with Theorem 2.8.

In Section 3, following [1, 15, 16], we look at the topological and com-
pactness properties of the sublevels of the functional associated to (P.), in
order to prove Theorem 1.3.

2 Existence results

Throughout all this section, we will suppose that the hypotheses (f1-4) and
(V1-2) hold.
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In order to find weak solutions of the problem (P), we define the func-
tional I: DM?(RY) — R as:

f) =5 [ VP~ [ Vi@

where DV2(RY) is the completion of C§°(RY) with respect to the norm

ol = ( [, \W)% .

Observe that, by the growth condition (£3), the functional I is well defined
and of class C'!, and its critical points correspond to weak solutions of (P).
Moreover we denote by N the so called Nehari manifold of I, namely

N = {u e DRV \ {0} ‘ /RN Vul? = /RN V(@) f (uw)u da:} .

Using similar arguments as those in [9], we can prove

Lemma 2.1. 1. N is a C' manifold;

2. for any u # 0 there exists a unique number 8 > 0 such that Ou € N
and

I(Ou) = max I(0u);

3. there exists a positive constant C, such that for allu € N, ||u| = C.

By 2 of Lemma 2.1, the map 6 : DM?(RV) \ {0} — R, such that for any
ueDWRY), u#£0:
I(0(u)u) = max I (fu)

0>0

is well defined.

Set
— inf 1(g(8)); 1
¢1 = inf max (9(6)); (1)
= 10
=
where

I'={geC([0,1],D"*(R")) | g(0) =0, I(g(1)) <0, g(1) #0}.

Arguing as in [25, Proposition 3.11], we also have
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Lemma 2.2. The following equalities hold
c=c(V):i=c =cy=cs.

Observe that, since we are in unbounded domain, there is a lack of com-
pactness. In particular, it is in general not true that the (PS)-sequences,
namely sequences of the type (uy,), C D»?(R") such that

(Z(un)), is bounded and I'(u,) — 0,

admit a converging subsequence. Moreover, the presence of the potential
V' does not permit us to use any symmetry to recover compactness in a
suitable natural constraint of DY2(RY). In order to overcome this difficulty,
we are going to use a concentration-compactness argument as in [5] (see also
(19, 20]).

The following lemma provides the boundedness and the concentration of the
(PS)-sequences (actually we consider a more general situation).

In the sequel (V},), is a sequence of potentials satisfying (V1-2) uniformly,
(I,)n is the sequence of the functionals defined by

L(u) ::%/RN |Vu\2—/RN Va(@) f(u)

and ¢, = c(V,,).
Lemma 2.3. Let 0 < a < b. If (u,), C DY*(RY) is such that
a<Iy(u,) <b and I (u,)— 0,
then
1. (un)y 18 bounded in the DY2(RY);

2. there exist a sequence (yp), C RY and two positive numbers R, > 0
such that

lim inf/ |w, |? dw > pu. (2)
Br(yn)

n

In particular, there exists a positive constant & > 0 such that, for any
n sufficiently large,

fun) = 6. (3)

RN
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Proof 1. For n sufficiently large, by (f4), we have

= (% - é)]wﬁ + /RN Va(2) <%f’(un>un - f<Un>)

2. Suppose, by contradiction, that inequality (2) does not hold. Then, for
any R > 0, we should have

n yERN

liminf sup / |, |* dw = 0.
Br(y)
By [5, Lemma 2], up to a subsequence,
lim f(u,) =0
n RN

which, by (f2) and (£3), implies also

Therefore

which contradicts a > 0.
By (£2) we get (3). O

Lemma 2.4. Let u,; € DY*(RY), n > 1, j > 1, such that ||u, || > C > 0
and

max L,(0uy ;) < cn + 95, (4)

with 6; — 0F. Then, there exist a sequence (y,), C RY and two positive
numbers R, p > 0 such that

n

lim inf/ [u,|? dx > pu, (5)
Br(yn)
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where we have set wy, := Uy, .
In particular, there exists a positive constant 6 > 0 such that, for any n
sufficiently large,

f(un) = 0. (6)

RN

Proof  Observe that, for any fixed u € DV?(RY), u # 0, there exists 6 > 0
such that I,,(6u) < 0 for any 6 > 6.
As a consequence, the map gy, : [0, 1] — D"?(RY) defined by

Gn.u(0) = 00u
is in I',, (which is defined in a natural way) and

erg[%?lc} L(gnu(9)) = max I,(0u).

For any w,, ;, consider the map g, ; defined as before. By (4) and [21, Theo-
rem 4.3, there exist two sequences (w, ;),; C D**(RY) and (6, ;),; C [0, 1]
such that

1/2
lwn; = gng ()l < 572, (7)
|In(wn7j) — Cn| < 5]"
17 (wa ) < 657
Now we set w,, := w,, and analogously we do for u,,, 0,, and g,,. By
definition, for n > 1, there exists t,, > 0 such that g,(6,) = t,u,.

Since (wy,), satisfies the hypotheses of Lemma 2.3, it is bounded and there
exist a sequence (y,), C RY and two positive numbers R, p > 0 such that

liminf/ lw,|* dx > p.
BR(yn)

Moreover, by (7), we have

Ctn < [[taunll < tnun — wpl + [Jwa]l < hiL/2 + [Jlwall < ¢,
that is (,), is bounded.
So (5) follows immediately observing that
Y < llwn = tatnll2sawn)) + ltatnll2(zaen)
< C”(Hwn - tnun” + ||un||L2(BR(yn)))
< C"(m/? + llwall 2By -

1% < Nlwall L2 (Bryn))
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By (£2), we get (6). O

Let V be another potential satisfying (V1-2) and assume the following
notations:

i) = [ 19uP = [ VG@rds,
RN RN
N is its Nehari manifold and ¢ = ¢(V).
Lemma 2.5. Let (uy,), C DY*(RY) such that |u,| =1 and

I(0(up)uy,) = max I(0u,) — c(V), as n — oo.

If Vs another potential satisfying (V1-2) (eventually V= V'), then the
sequence (0(uy)), C Ry such that for every n

~

1(0(up)un) = max I(0u,),

00
possesses a bounded subsequence in R.

Proof If, up to a subsequence, for all n > 1, é( ») < 1, then we are done.
Suppose that 6(u,) > 1. Then, for all n > 1, b (f4), we have

b [ 19wl = [ V@) O,
>a / V@) ()

A~

> alf(u,)]” / V() (un).

RN

Since a > 2, the conclusion follows from Lemma 2.4 and (V2). O

Lemma 2.6. Let [ satisfy (£1-4), V and V satisfy (V1-2).
1. IfV LV, thene> ¢
2. If there exists 6 > 0 such that V + 38 <V, then ¢ > ¢.

Proof 1. Forall u € DY*(RY), u # 0, we have

¢ = inf sup I(Ou) < sup I(Au) < sup I(0u)
u#0 g0 00 00
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and then the conclusion.
2. By contradiction, suppose ¢ = ¢ and let (u,,), C N be such that

I(u,) = ¢ (8)

~

Consider the sequence (6(u,,)), C R, such that, for every n,

A A

1(0(up)uy) = max I(0uy,).

0>0

We have

RN

>e+6 [ F(O(un)un),
]RN
so, by (8), we deduce that
F(O(uy)uy,) — 0.
]RN

By (f2-3) and (V2),
[ 7@ @) B = 0,

s0, since O(uy,)u, € N, we conclude that
10(wn)unl — 0.

This fact contradicts 3 of Lemma 2.1. O

Lemma 2.7. Suppose that f satisfies (f1-4) and V, V,, satisfy (V1-2), for
alln > 1.
If V,, =V in L®(RYN) then c(V,,) — (V).

Proof In this proof we repeat the arguments of [25, Theorem 3.21], so

we skip some details. It is easy to see that we are reduced to prove the case
V, =V + h,, with h,, — 0. We first show

cti= lim ¢V +h,)=cV).

hn—0t
By Lemma 2.6 certainly ¢t < ¢(V'). By contradiction suppose

ct < (V). (9)
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Let 6; — 0%. For every n,j > 1, by the definition of ¢,, there exists
U, ; € DY*(RY) such that |ju, || =1 and

Igl;lg( [n(QUW) < Cn + 6]'.

Denoting u,, = u,, ,, since DY3(RY) < L¥ (RY), we have

(V) < max I(Ou,) = 1(0(uy)uy,)
= L,(0(un)uy) + hy, . f(0(un)uy,)
< rg;g( I,(0u,) + hy, » f(0(u,)uy)

<cW+%+J%/‘fwwmw»
RN
Tt G 4 Pal|0(1n |32

<
<t 4 6, + Chy (0(un)” .

By Lemma 2.5 (6(uy,)), is bounded, and then we get a contradiction with

(9).
Now we show

¢ = lim ¢V +h,)=cV).

hp—0—

By Lemma 2.6 certainly ¢~ > ¢(V'). By contradiction suppose
c > c(V).

Let 0, — 07. For every n > 1, by the definition of ¢(V'), there exists a
sequence (u,), C D"?(RY) such that |lu,| =1 and

<
max I(Ou,) < (V) + 0y.

We have

¢ <c, < max I, (0uy,) = 1,(0, (uy)uy,)

= [(en(un)un) — hy, on f(en(un)un)

0>0

< max [ (Ou,) — hy f(On(un)un)
RN

<dm+%—M/f@MWM

RN

< V) + 8, — Chy (0 (u))” .
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Again, the conclusion follows from Lemma 2.5. U

In the sequel we will use the following notations

Vo = sup V(z);
rERN
Voo = limsup V().
|z|—o00

By (V2), Vi, Vi € R,. Moreover we define

L) =5 [ Val = [ Verta)
Nei={ue D@ @ | [ 1vak= [ veruf,
Coo = Inf Io(u).

UEN 5o
The following theorem is a crucial step in view of the proof of Theorem 1.1.

Theorem 2.8. Suppose that (£1-4) and (V1-2) hold. Let V > 0 be such
that

~

Voo < V.

Then either ¢ is a critical value of I or ¢ > ¢.

Proof  Suppose

Voo < V. (10)

By Lemma 2.2, there exists a sequence (u,), in D»?(RY), such that ||u,| =1
and

max [ (Qu,) — ¢, as n — 00. (11)

0>0

For any wu,, we construct the function g, € I' as in the proof of Lemma 2.4.
Since for any n > 1

max I (91(6)) = max I(6u),

by [21, Theorem 4.3] there exist a sequence (w,), in DM?(RY), h, > 0,
h, — 0 and 6,, € [0, 1] such that
1w = gn (Bl < hp/?, (12)
[ (wn) = ¢| < hn, (13)
1 (wa) | < 1/
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Since (wy,)n is a (PS)-sequence at level ¢, by Lemma 2.3 it is bounded and
therefore there exists w € DM?(RY) such that, up to a subsequence,
wy, — W, weakly in DV?(RY),

Wy, — W, strongly in LP (R™). (14)

loc

It is easy to see that w is a critical point of I, then we need only to check
whether w # 0. R
By (10), there exists p > 0, such that for all |z| > p we have V(z) < V.
Then, for all o > 0, we get

>
max I(0u,) = I(auy,)

= I(ow,) + V—V(z)) flau,)
f, (7-ve)

+ /R . (V= V(@) flow)
> F(au,) + / (f/ - V(x)) Flau).

Bp
Taking o = 0(u,,), where A(u,) > 0 is such that
1(0(up)u,) = max I (Ouy),

0>0

by Lemma 2.2, referred to I, we get

0>0

max I(fuy) > & + /B (? . V(x)) F(0(un)un). (15)

A~

By Lemma 2.5, (6(u,)), is a bounded sequence.
Now, according to the definition of g,, for every n > 1 consider the number
t, > 0 such that g,(0,) = t,u,; by (12)

HwnHLP(Bp) > thunHLp(Bp) — [Jwn — tnunHLP(Bp) 2 thunHLP(Bp) - hrlz/z' (16)

Observe that (t,), is bounded below by a positive constant; otherwise, since
(tn), is a bounded sequence, I(t,u,) — 0 along a subsequence, which con-
tradicts (12) and (13).

We consider two possibilities:

e there exists a positive constant v such that, for any n > 1,

[wnll o) = i (17)
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e up to subsequences,

|n | Lr(Bp) = O, as n — oo. (18)

If (17) holds, then from (16) we deduce that there exists a positive constant
~" such that

lwnll ez = 7

and this, by (14), ensures that w # 0.
Moreover I(w) = c. Indeed, since w € N, certainly I(w) > ¢. On the other
hand, by (f4), for any p’ > 0

T) = 0w ) = [ V) (5w~ )

2
2/
B

1
and then, passing to the limit, by (14) and the arbitrariness of p/, we have

Vi) (3w - )

o

o> [ v (3w - fw) = rw),

Hence c is a critical value for [.
Suppose, at contrary, that (18) holds. Then, by (11), (15), Lemma 2.5 and
the continuity of the functional

RS Lp(Bp) = f(u),

By
we have that ¢ > ¢.
Finally, if R
Vo =V,
then the conclusion follows from Lemma 2.7, using similar arguments as
in [25]. U

Theorem 2.9. Suppose that [ satisfies (f1-4) and V' satisfies (V1-3). Then
c 15 a critical value for I.

Proof  We apply Theorem 2.8 for V= Vo
By [10] (see also [9]), there exists w, a ground state solution for the problem

—Au =V f'(u), inRY,

u > 0,
u € DYA(RY),
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namely, w € N, and I (w) = co.
Let #(w) > 0 be such that I(f(w)w) = maxg>o [(fw). By (V3), we have

Coo = Ino(w) = I (O(w)w)
— I(6(uw)w) + / (V(2) — Vo) fO(w)w) > c.

RN

and hence, by Theorem 2.8, we conclude. 0

Proof of Theorem 1.1 By the previous theorem, there exists u €
DY2(RY) such that I(u) = ¢ and I’(u) = 0. First of all, we prove that
u does not change sign. Suppose by contradiction that v = ut +u~, u™ # 0,
where ut = max{0,u} and v~ = min{0, u}. It is easy to see that u* € N,
so I(u*) > ¢ the contradiction arises observing that I(u) = I(u™) + I(u™).
Now, since f is even, we can suppose that u > 0. By the strong maximum
principle, we argue that u > 0 and so it is a solution to problem (P). O

If we look for solutions of the problem

—&2Au—V(z)f'(u) =0, inRY,
u >0, (P-)
u € DYA(RY),

for € > 0 sufficiently small, we can weaken the hypotheses on V| replacing
(V3) by (V4).
By the change of variable = — ex, the equation (P.) can be reduced to
the following one
—Au =V (ex)f'(u),

whose solutions correspond to the critical points of the functional defined on
D1,2 (RN )

1
I.(u) = —/ |Vul? dx —/ V(ex)f(u)dx
2 RN RN
restricted on the Nehari manifold
N, = {u e DY3RM)\ {0} ’ / |Vul|? de = / Viex)f'(u)u d:c} :
RN RN
We denote by c. the mountain pass level of the functional I., namely

c. = inf I.(u).

ueN;
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By means of Theorem 2.8, we will prove that, for small ¢, ¢, is a critical value
for I..

We need two preliminary lemmas. As in Lemma 3.2 of [9] we can prove
the following

Lemma 2.10. There exists C > 0 such that for alle > 0 and, for allu € N,
we get ||ul] = C.

Now fix n € RY and let

=5 [ vupde= [ Vs,

N, = {u e DIRY)\ {0} /RN IVl dz = /RN Vi) f () dx} |

and c(n) := ¢(V(n)) be the mountain pass level of I,,. Consider w" a ground
state solution of the problem

—Au=V(n)f'(u), inR",
u > 0,
u € DV2(RN),

for any € > 0 define
w! =w"(- —n/e)

and let 67 > 0 be such that 07w” € N.. The following result holds

Lemma 2.11. For any n € RY, we get

Proof  First we show that (67).~¢ is bounded. If 87 < 1, we are done;
otherwise by some computations we have

o2 [ vt = [ Vieosemnemza [ viensew:)
> Ca(en)® [ pen)

and then, by a change of variable,

2 [ 9w > ca [,
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from which we deduce that (67).~¢ is bounded.
Let 8" > 0 be such that, up to a subsequence, 67 — 0", as ¢ — 0. Since
07w! € N, by Lemma 2.10 we have that

02| = 02fjw2|| = [1622]| = C.

and then 6" # 0. We prove that 6" = 1.
Indeed

020 [ v =@ [ ger = [ v
RN RN RN
= [ Vi e
RN
:/ Viex +n)f'(07w")07wW".
RN
Letting ¢ — 0 and using the Lebesgue’s theorem,

@7 [ v = [ virewses.
RN RN
SO
/ (f’(é’"w")w" — f’(w")é’"w") =0.
RN
Since for any z € R, z # 0, the function

/
t>0»—>f(iz)z

— f'(2)2

vanishes only for ¢t = 1, we deduce that 67 = 1.
In conclusion

Lo =B [ v - [ viensemn)
RN RN

- @ /RN [Vew'|? — /RN V(ew +n)f(0lu") — I(w") = c(n),

and the proof is complete. O

Arguing as in the proof of Theorem 1.1, Theorem 1.2 is an immediate
consequence of the following

Theorem 2.12. Suppose that f satisfies (f1-4) and V' satisfies (V1-2) and
(V4). Then there exists € > 0 such that for any ¢ € (0,£), c. is a critical
value for I..
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Proof  Suppose by contradiction that for any £ > 0 there exists ¢ < £ such
that c. is not a critical value for I.. Then, by Theorem 2.8, there exists a
sequence &, \, 07 such that (c., ), is bounded from below by c..

By (V4) there exists n € RY such that V(n) > V., so, by 2 of Lemma 2.6,

c(n) < oo < e,
On the other side, by Lemma 2.11, we know that
Ce,, < 1e, (02 w2)) = c(n)

and so, for g, sufficiently small, we get a contradiction. O

3 A multiplicity result

This section is devoted to the proof of Theorem 1.3. In view of this, from
now on we assume that all the hypotheses of Theorem 1.3 hold.
Set

co := inf ¢,.
neRN

By Lemmas 2.6 and 2.7, we have that

Co — C(Vb) = lllf I(](U),

uEN()

where

B =5 [ 1vaP = [ Varw),
= {u € D*(RY Vul? = Vof (u)u p .
Noi={ue @ o | [ 1wl = [ virtou
AS a consequence,

M = {n e RY ‘ Vi(n) = maxV(g)} = {n e RY ‘ cy = Cg}%

EERN
moreover, Lemma 2.6 and (V4) imply that M is compact and
Co < Coo- (19)

For all a € R and € > 0, we define I* := {u € N, | I.(u) < a}.
To prove Theorem 1.3 we will refer to the following abstract multiplicity
theorem (see [21])



18 A. Azzollini and A. Pomponio

Theorem 3.1. Let M be a CY' complete Riemannian manifold modeled
on an Hilbert space and J be a C' functional on M bounded from below. If
there exists b > inf rq J such that J satisfies the Palais-Smale condition on the
sublevel J~(—00,b), then for any noncritical level a, with a < b, there exist
at least cat jo(J*) critical points of J in J* where J* := {u € M | J(u) < a}.

So, in order to solve (P.), we need to study the topology of the sublevels
of the functional I.|y., which is positive by (f4). In particular, we will
compare the topology of the sublevels of I. with that of M using the following
lemma, which is a consequence of the definitions of category and homotopic
equivalence (we refer to [7] for more details)

Lemma 3.2. Let ¢ > 0, a € R and v > 0. If there exist v : M — 1¢ and
B I¢ — M, two continuous maps such that o1 is homotopically equivalent
to the embedding j : M — M., then catra(I%) > catyg (M).

Taking these two results into account, the proof of Theorem 1.3 can be
divided in two steps: the study of the topology and the study of the com-
pactness of the sublevels.

The subsection 3.1 will be devoted to the construction of the maps ¢ and
in such a way we can relate the topology of a suitable sublevel of I.|y. with
that of M.

In subsection 3.2 we prove the compactness of the Palais-Smale sequences in
a suitable sublevel of I |, which is guaranteed by assumption (V4) and a
concentration-compactness argument.

Finally, in subsection 3.3 we give the proof of Theorem 1.3.

3.1 The topology of the sublevels
Fix v > 0. For any ¢ > 0 define the map 3. : DY2(RY)\ {0} — RY as

 Jen [VulPx(ex) da

1,2 N
Be(u) = [ for all u € D*(R™) \ {0},

where y : RV — RY is defined as

oz if |z < p,
D= oz i fa] > .

with p > 0 such that M, C B, = {x € RY | |z| < p}.
It is easy to see that for any € > 0 the map . is continuous.
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Lemma 3.3. For any u € DY*(RY)\ {0}, € > 0, n € M, denote by
Uy v € RY s u(x —n/e) € R.
Then
lim 3. (uc,) = 7, (20)
e—0

uniformly in M.

Proof By some computations

 Jen Vuey*x(ex) do _ Jan [VulPx(ex +n) dx

Pelten) = T VP Jon VP
. Jen [Vul?*(x(ex +n) — n) da
n fRN |Vul?dx ’

So

=0

. i sup, Jer [Vl x(e +n) — | de
—nl <
lim sup |3 (1) — | < lim sup Jew [Vul de

since, by the compactness of M, for any § > 0 there exist r,& > 0 such that
for all n € M and for all € € (0, &)

/ IVul?|x(ez + n) — n| da < 57“/ \Vul?de +2p | |Vul|?de <6.
RN B, Be

U

Now we introduce a technical lemma which describes a sort of com-
pactness for any sequence (u,), such that for all n > 1, u, € N, and
I, (u,) — co. Observe that such sequences exist by the definition of ¢y and
by Lemma 2.11. In the proof, we will follow an idea of [1].

Lemma 3.4. Let ¢, — 0T, as n — oo, and, for alln > 1, u, € N, such
that
lim I, (u,) = co. (21)

Then there exists a sequence (n,), in RN, n € M and v € DM2(RY), such
that

1. 9, —n, asn — oo;

2. Uy =ty (- + nn/en) — v in DY2(RY), as n — oo.
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Proof  Since for any n > 1 u, € N, , by (f4) we have

ot on() = (3= )l + [ Vi) (55 wun — )

and then (u,), is bounded in DM?(R¥). Using [5, Lemma 2|, by similar
arguments as in 2 of Lemma 2.3, we can prove that there exists a sequence
(&), C RY and two positive constants R, x4 > 0 such that for any n large

enough
/ ‘un‘2 Z [ (22>
Br(&n)

Define v, := u,(- + &), M = €,€, and 6, > 0 such that, for any n > 1,
0,0, € Ny.

CLAIM 1: there exists a positive constant C' such that (6,,), C [C,1].

Since (vy,), is bounded, by 3 of Lemma 2.1 certainly (6,,), is bounded below
by some C' > 0. Moreover, since for any n > 1

02 / V|2 / Vo (Ontn )bt
RN RN

/|V%P=/ V(ent + 1) f'(vn)on,
RN RN

and

we have

/ Vo (On0n) Ot — 62 / V(enz + 1) ' (0n)on < 62 / Vo f' (1),
]RN ]RN ]RN

/ Vo (M - f/(vn)vn) < 0.
RN n

We conclude the proof of the claim just observing that for any z € R, z #£ 0,
the function
f'(tz)z

t

that is

t>0— — f(2)z (23)

is non positive if and only if ¢ < 1.

Cram 2: [y(0,v,) — co.
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Since (0,v,), C Ny, we have

1
< Ry =5 [ IVOE = [ Var(Om)

<! / 96 - / Ve +m)f (6arn)
= [ vewr ) (Srwn - 10.0)
< [ Vet (300 = 1) = L) > o

2
where we have used the fact that, for any z € R, z # 0, the function
t€[0,1] = (t2/2)f'(2)z — f(tz) (24)

is increasing. Now define w,, = 0,v,,.

Cram 3: (wy), converges strongly in DV?(RY) to some w which is a ground
state solution of the problem
—Au—Vyf'(u) =0, in RY,
u > 0, (25)
u € DY(RY).

By Claim 2 and taking [29, Theorem 8.5] into account, we can suppose that
the sequence (w,,), satisfies the (PS)-condition for the functional Iy|x;; by
this assumption, it can be proved (see e.g. [16]) that (w,), is also a (PS)-
sequence for the unconstrained functional. By Claim 1, the sequence (w,,), is
bounded and then there exists w € D?(RY) such that, up to a subsequence,

w, — w weakly in DY*(RY), (26)
w, — win L*(B), with B C RY bounded, and 1 < s < 2. (27)

Observe that w € Njy; indeed, by (22), Claim 1 and (27) we deduce that
w # 0, while from (26) and (27) it follows that [j(w) = 0.
So, for any 0 > 0, there exists 7’ = /() > 0 such that

wstfw) = [ v (3w rw)

</Vo
B

T'/

" JB,,

(5w = rw) +4
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from which we deduce that

lim sup /
n B

1

Vo(% - 1)f(wn) < lim . Vo (§f’(wn)wn - f(wn))

n 2
<6, (28)

By (f2) and (f3) and (28) we deduce that, for any § > 0, there exists r" =
r"(§) > 0 such that

lim Sup/ ‘/E)f,(wn)wn < 57
B

n C
T'”

therefore for any 6 > 0
/ |Vwl|? < liminf/ Vw,|? < limsup/ Vol (wy,)wy,
RN " RN n RN

= lim Vo' (wp)w, + lim sup/ Vo f' (wn)w,

n B,n B:,,
< / Vof' (w)w+ 6 < / |Vw|? + 6. (29)
B,.n RN

By (26) and (29) it follows that, up to a subsequence, w,, — w in DY?(RY)
and then w is a ground state solution of (25).

CrLAmM 4: (n,), converges to some nn € M and (v,), converges strongly
in DY2(RY) to a ground state solution of (25).

First observe that, by Claim 1, up to a subsequence (6,,), converges to some
0y > 0. Therefore, by Claim 3, there exists a subsequence (identically rela-
beled) of (v,), and v € DM?(RY) \ {0} such that v, — v in DM?(RY).
There are two possibilities:

1. |nn] — +oo;
2. up to a subsequence, there exists n € R such that n, — n € RY.

Suppose that |n,| — 400 as n — 0.
For any fixed 6 > 0, let » = r(0) > 0 be such that

f(o,) <.
Bg
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Since Vi, = limsupy, o, V(2), for n sufficiently large, and for all x € B,, we
get
V(e +m,) < Voo + 0.

Therefore, for n large

/RN Vien + 1) f (vn) = / V(enx + mn) f(vn) + O(6)

T

< [ k811w +00) < [ (Vi +8)f(wn) +0(6)
r RN
Passing to the limit and by the arbitrariness of § > 0

lim sup /RN Vienr + ) f(vn) < / Voo f(0). (30)

n RN

Let 6, > 0 be such that 0,.v € N, namely

920/ |Vol? = / Vo f (050v)0500.
RN RN
By (30) and since u,, € N, , we have

2
e <2 [ VeP = [ Variow)
RN RN
92

< = lim |Vu,|* — lim sup/ Vienx + ) f(0sovn)
2 n RN n RN
2

0
< lim inf (ﬁ/ |V, |? —/ V(Ena?+nn)f(9mvn))
n 2 RN RN
= liminf I, (Oou,) < liminf I, (u,) = co,

and we get a contradiction with (19).
So, up to subsequences, there exists 7 € RY such that 7, — 71, as n — oo.
By Lebesgue theorem,

[ Vea+miren [ vinse)

]RN
and

[ Vet mren— [ varoe

RN
from which we deduce
I,(v) = ¢y and v €N,
that is ¢y = ¢, and n € M. U
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Theorem 3.5. Let 6,, — 01, as n — oo. Then, for every v > 0, there exists
(En)n, En — 0T, such that, for n sufficiently large and for every e € (0,&,),
It £ () and B.(I0T0) C M,

Proof By Lemma 2.11, certainly for any n > 1 [0 #£ ) for small ¢.
Now suppose by contradiction that there exists v > 0 and &, — 0" such that
for any n > 1 there exists u,, € Igg”n and

dist(Be,, (un), M) > 7. (31)
Since by Lemma 2.6 ¢y < ¢, for any n > 1, we have

lim I, (u,) = ¢o.
By Lemma 3.4, there exists a sequence (1,,),, in RY, n € M and v € DV?(RY),
such that n, — n and v, = u, (- + n,/e,) — v, in DYA(RY), as n — oo,

This implies that (1), C M,.
We claim that

lim/ |an|2x(€n:)s+77n):/ |Vol?n.
n RN RN

In fact, for any § > 0, there exists = r(¢), such that, for n sufficiently large,

/ |V, | <6, / |Voul> <6,
Be Be

hence,

/ VoulPx(ent + 1) — / Voln
RN RN

< |an|2X(5nx + 1) |VU|277

B

/B (IVoul? — [Vo2)x(ene + 1)

+

B

+

+

Vo2 (x(ent + 7n) — n)‘ _ cs.

This implies that

B (uy) = fRN ‘vun|2X(5n$> _ fRN ‘an|2x(5nx + 1)
A Jaw [V |? Jan [V,|?

which contradicts (31). O
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Let w be a ground state solution of the problem
—Au = Vof'(u), in RN,
u >0,
u € DM?(RY).
For any n € M and € > 0 define the new function

w! = w(-—n/e)
and let 67 > 0 be such that 07w" € N.. We set
P, :npe M 0lw! e N..

By [9], ®. is continuous. Moreover, arguing as in Lemma 2.11, we can prove
the following result

Theorem 3.6. Uniformly forn € M
lim I.(®.(n)) = co.
e—0

Combining the results of Lemma 3.3, Theorems 3.5 and 3.6 we get the
following

Theorem 3.7. Let 5, — 0, as n — oo. Then, for every vy > 0, there exists
(En)ns En — O, such that for n sufficiently large and for every e € (0,&,) we
have

catfg [;" > catyr, M,

where [T ;= [¢0+on,

Proof Let ¢, — 0", as n — oo, and v > 0. According to Theorem 3.6,
") such that for every € € (0, )

there exists (&
d.:m € M O (n) € [T, (32)

n
=

By Theorem 3.5, there exists (£7),, &/ — 07, such that, for n sufficiently
large and for every ¢ € (0,&]):

Beiu € I s B(u) € M, (33)

These last two formulas hold simultaneously for any ¢ € (0,&,), where &, =
min{&) e},

Moreover using Lemma 3.3 we have that, uniformly for n € M
lim 5.(2. (1)) = 1.

So for every € > 0 sufficiently small, the map (. o . is homotopically equiv-
alent to the canonical injection j : M — M,. By (32), (33) and Lemma 3.2
we get the conclusion. 0
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3.2 The compactness on the sublevels

This section is completely devoted to the study of the compactness properties
of the Palais Smale sequences. In particular, in view of Theorem 3.1 and of
the topological considerations in the previous section, we are interested in
investigating the compactness properties of the sublevels of the type I¢ with
a > c¢o. The following result has been obtained by similar arguments as in

[1].
Lemma 3.8. Let (v,), C DY?(RY) and d < co be such that
I.(v,) — d, (IL(vy),vn) — 0. (34)
If
v, =0 in DYRY),
then v, — 0 in DY2(RN).

Proof  Let (v,), satisfy (34) with d < ¢, and assume that v, — 0.
We show that d = 0. Indeed, since (I’(v,), v,) — 0, we have

/RN \an|2 = /]RN V(&?x)f/(vn)vn + 0,(1), (35)
and then, by (f4),
d = I.(vy) — %(lé(vn), Un) + 0,(1)

= [ Ven) (3800 = 1)) +onl1) 2 ),
RN 2

from which we deduce that d > 0. Now suppose by contradiction that d > 0.

It is easy to see that the conclusions of Lemma 2.3 hold also for (v,),, so

there exist a sequence (y,), C RY and three positive numbers R, u, § > 0

such that

n

lim inf/ v, |? dw > p, (36)
BR(yn)

and
f(vn) = 6. (37)

RN
Let (0,), C Ry be such that 0,v, € N,. We prove that (6,), is bounded. If
0, <1 we are done; otherwise, since by (f4)

i [ V= [ Vs O > a0 [ Vs,
RN RN

RN
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the conclusion follows by the boundedness of (v,), in DM?(RY), (f2-3) and
(37).

We are going to prove by contradiction that liminf, #, < 1. Define v,, :=
Un(+ 4+ yn) and let p > 0 and R’ > 0 such that

V(er) < Ve +p, Yi]z|=R.
We have that, for any (w,), C D“?(RY) such that w, — 0 weakly in
D1,2(RN)

[ venswyen= [ vienswym s [ viens

R/

<on()+ [ Vet p)f ()

Rl

< o,(1) +0(p) + /RN Voo f' (W) wy,, (38)
and, analogously,
[ Venrw) <o+ 0+ [ Vefw). 69

Since 6,v, € N, by (35) and (38) we have

/ Voo f (000,)0,0, + 0,(1) = 63/ V(ex) f'(va) v,
RN RN

<%m+om+%/

Voo f (vp)vn.  (40)
RN

If we suppose that liminf, 6, > 1, then by (23) and (40)
! enﬁn ﬁn ][~ ~ ! enf)n ﬁn !/~ ~
[ (EO ) < [ (RO )
Br n RN n

< on(1) +0(p).
On the other hand, by the boundedness of (9,), and of (6,),, from (36) we
deduce that, up to a subsequence,

/ (7f (6nn)tn _ f’(@n)6n> SO0,
Br On

Then, up to a subsequence, one of the following two possibilities holds:

/N
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i)Vn>1:0, <1,

i) Yn>1:0, > 1 and lim, 6,, = 1.
If 7) holds, then by (24), (35) and (39) we have

1
Coo & _/ |v(‘9nvn>|2 _/ voof(envn)
2 ]RN ]RN

< [ ven) (Lt - 10:0) + 0.0+ 00

< [ v (57w~ fw)) + 0.+ 00
= L) + on(1) + O(p)

if 47) holds, then, by (39),

1
I () — Coo = 3 /RN |Vo,|? — /RN Vex)f(vy,)

o

2 [ v /R Ve (Buvy)
1-— 93 2 _

> — /RN |Vo,|* + /RN V(ex)(f(Onvn) = f(vn))
+ 0n(1) + O(p)

> on(1) + O(p).

Both in the first and in the second case we can conclude that
Coo < Ic(vn) + O(p) + 0,(1) = d + O(p) + 0n(1),
and then, letting n go to oo and taking p smaller and smaller, we deduce

Coo < d which contradicts our hypothesis.
So we have proved d = 0, that is

/ V(ex) <%f,(vn)vn — f(vn)) — 0.
RN
By (f4) we deduce that

/RN V(ex)f(v,) — 0
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and then, by (£2), (£3) and (35),

/ V|2 = / V(ex) f (va)on + on(1) — 0,
RN RN

and we are done. O

Theorem 3.9. For any € > 0 small enough, the sublevel 1> is nonempty
and, moreover, I.|n. satisfies the (PS)-condition in the strip [c., cx).

Proof  First observe that, by Theorem 3.6 and hypothesis (V4), for ¢
small enough the sublevel I¢= is nonempty.
Now, let (u,), C N: be a Palais Smale sequence at the level A < ¢, namely

L(u,) = A + 0, (1), (41)
L2l n-(un) = 0n(1). (42)

Actually (uy,), is a (PS)-sequence for the unconstrained functional, namely

lim sup (I’ (u,),v) = 0. (43)
" peD12
[oll=1

By Lemma 2.3, the sequence (u,), is bounded in DY2(RY), and therefore
there exists u € DY2(RY) such that, up to a subsequence,

u, — uweakly in DV?(RY), (44)
u, — win L*(B), with B C RY, bounded, and 1 < s < 2.  (45)

By (42), (44) and (45) I.(u) =0, so

To(u) = L () — 512 u), ) = / V(ew) Bf’(U)u - f<u>} >0, (46)

We set v,, = u,, — u, so that our aim is to prove that v, — 0. We show that
(vn)n satisfies all the hypotheses of Lemma 3.8.
By [9, Lemma 2.8] and (46)

I.(v,) = I.(uy) — I.(u) + 0,(1) = X — (1) + 0,(1) =2 N — I.(u) < Coo.
Moreover, again by [9, Lemma 2.8], we infer that
(I2(0n), vn) = {I(tn), un) = (I2(u), u) + 0n(1) = 04(1),

and so we are done. O
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3.3 Proof of Theorem 1.3

Let v > 0 and fix §,, — 07.

Since ¢y < co, for n sufficiently large, 9079 C ¢ and then Theorem 3.9
implies that (PS)-condition holds in I for small e. Therefore, applying
Theorem 3.1 to our case, there exists at least cat I§O+an(I§0+5") critical points
of the functional I.. Now by Theorem 3.7, up to take smaller ¢ and greater
n, we find at least catyy (M) critical points of I. with energy less or equal
to co + 0,. We need only to prove that such solutions are strictly positive.
First we show that they do not change sign. Otherwise, we would have
u € DV?(RY) a critical point of I,

Ie(u) < Co + 5n7 (47>

such that v = u* +u~, u* # 0, where vt = max{0,u} and v~ = min{0, u}.
Since u* € N, then I.(u*) > ¢. > ¢o. But I.(u) = L(u") + L.(u™) > 2co
which contradicts (47).

Now, since f is even, we can suppose that all these solutions are nonnegative.
Actually, by the strong maximum principle, we argue that they are positive.
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