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Abstract

We prove the existence of N — 1 distinct pairs of nontrivial solutions of the scalar
field equation in R”Y under a slow decay condition on the potential near infinity, without
any symmetry assumptions. Our result gives more solutions than the existing results
in the literature when N > 6. When the ground state is the only positive solution, we
also obtain the stronger result that at least N — 1 of the first NV minimax levels are
critical, i.e., we locate our solutions on particular energy levels with variational charac-
terizations. Finally we prove a symmetry breaking result when the potential is radial.
To overcome the difficulties arising from the lack of compactness we use the concen-
tration compactness principle of Lions, expressed as a suitable profile decomposition
for critical sequences.

1 Introduction
Consider the eigenvalue problem for the scalar field equation

—Au+ V(@) u=NulP?u, uec H'RY), (1.1)
where N > 2, V € L>(RY) satisfies

lim V(z)=V> >0, (1.2)

|z| =00

p € (2,2%), and 2* = 2N/(N —2) if N > 3 and 2* = oo if N = 2. Let

I(u):/RN lulP, J(u):/RN Vul? + V(z)u?, uwe HY(RY).

*MSC2010: Primary 35J61, 35P30, Secondary 35J20
Key Words and Phrases: scalar field equation, multiple nontrivial solutions, variational and minimax
methods, concentration compactness, symmetry breaking


http://arxiv.org/abs/1311.3587v1

Then the eigenfunctions of ([[.T) on the manifold
M={ue HR"): I(u) =1}

and the corresponding eigenvalues coincide with the critical points and the corresponding
critical values of the constrained functional J|,,, respectively. Equation ([J]) has been
studied extensively for more than three decades (see Bahri and Lions [fl] for a detailed
account). The main difficulty here is the lack of compactness inherent in this problem. This
lack of compactness originates from the invariance of R" under the action of the noncompact
group of translations, and manifests itself in the noncompactness of the Sobolev imbedding
HY(RM) < LP(RYM). This in turn implies that the manifold M is not weakly closed in
H'(RM) and that J|,, does not satisfy the usual Palais-Smale compactness condition at all
energy levels.

Least energy solutions, also called ground states, are well-understood. In general, the
infimum

A= ulélja J(u)

is not attained. For the autonomous problem at infinity,

—Au+V®u=\uf?u, ue H RY), (1.3)
the corresponding functional

J*(u) = / |Vul|? + V> u?

RN

attains its infimum

AT = inf J¥(u) >0

1 ulélM (U)

at a radial function w(® > 0 and this minimizer is unique up to translations (see Berestycki
and Lions [f] and Kwong [[]). For the nonautonomous problem, we have A\; < A{° by ([.2)
and the translation invariance of J*°, and A; is attained if \; < A{° (see Lions [[§, [[9]).

As for higher energy solutions, also called bound states, radial solutions have been ex-
tensively studied when the potential V' is radially symmetric (see, e.g., Berestycki and Lions
[, Grillakis [[4], Bartsch and Willem [fl], and Conti et al. [[T]). The subspace H!(R") of
H(RY) consisting of radially symmetric functions is compactly imbedded into LP(RY) for
p € (2,2%) by a compactness result of Strauss [RJ], so in this case the restrictions of J and
J* to M N HYRY) have increasing and unbounded sequences of critical values given by a
standard minimax scheme. Furthermore, Sobolev imbeddings remain compact for subspaces
with any sufficiently robust symmetry (see, e.g., Bartsch and Willem [f], Bartsch and Wang
B, and Devillanova and Solimini [[Z]).

As for multiplicity in the nonsymmetric case, Zhu [Bg], Hirano [[J], and Clapp and Weth
[] have given sufficient conditions for the existence of 2, 3, and N/2 + 1 pairs of solutions,
respectively (see also Li [I7]). There is also an extensive literature on multiple solutions of
scalar field equations in topologically nontrivial unbounded domains (see the survey paper
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of Cerami [{]). In the present paper we obtain N — 1 pairs of solutions in the whole space,
without any symmetry assumptions. We assume that

W =V> -V e LP/e-2(RN),
and write |-|, for the norm in L¢(RY). Our multiplicity result is the following.

Theorem 1.1. Assume that N > 3, V € L>®(RY) satisfies (L), p € (2,2*), and W €
Lr/P=2)(RN) satisfies

|W|p/(p—2) < (2(p_2)/p - 1) AT (1.4)
and
W(z) > coe Vo e RY (1.5)

for some constants 0 < a < 2v/V>® and ¢ > 0. Then the equation ([.1)) has N — 1 pairs of
eigenfunctions on M.

Our result gives more solutions than the existing results in the literature when N > 6.
Moreover, our proof is simpler than that in [H] and does not involve any dynamical systems
theory arguments. Note also that we do not assume that V' is a positive function as in [f.

We obtain a stronger result when \; is the only eigenvalue of ([.T) with a positive
eigenfunction on M. Let A denote the class of all nonempty closed symmetric subsets of

M, let
v(A) =inf {{ > 1: 3 an odd continuous map A — R"\ {0}}
be the genus of A € A, and set

Aj = inf Sup J(u), A inf sup J (w), j=>2
A(4)= 1(A4)>j

We have \; < AJ® by ([:2) and the translation invariance of J>°, and it is known that

AP =202\ j=2 N (1.6)
(see Perera and Tintarev [B]]]), so

M <<y < 9(p—2)/p A (1‘7)

Under the hypotheses of Theorem [T, A\; < A° and hence \; is an eigenvalue of ([.T]), and
it was recently shown in Perera and Tintarev [P] that A, is also an eigenvalue.

Theorem 1.2. Assume that N > 3, V € L>®°(RY) satisfies ([.J), p € (2,2%), and W €
LP/P=2(RN) satisfies ([A) and ([F). If () has no positive eigenfunctions on M corre-
sponding to eigenvalues in (A1, A}°), and has only a finite number of eigenfunctions on M

corresponding to eigenvalues in (A, 2P72/P X\°) then at least N — 1 of the minimaz levels
Ay -y AN are eigenvalues of ([[T]).



Finally we prove a symmetry breaking result when V' is radial. Let A, denote the class
of all nonempty closed symmetric subsets of M, = M N H}(RY) and set
Ny = Ainf sup J(u), AJ, = Ainj sup J*(u), 7 >1.

€A yeA EAr yuea
v(A)>j v(A)>j

Since the imbedding H!(RY) < LP(RY) is compact, these radial minimax levels are critical
for J[,, and J*[,, , respectively. We have A\, , = A\; and A%, = A%°. In general, \; < A,
and A < )\;’OT, and it is known that A3° is not critical for J*°|,, (see, e.g., Weth [2H]), so
AP < )\ oo

Theorem 1.3. Assume that N > 3,V € L®(RY) is radial and satisfies ([3), p € (2,2%),
and W € LP/®P=2D(RN) satisfies (T4), (L3), and

Then the equation (1)) has N —2 pairs of eigenfunctions on M corresponding to eigenvalues
in (A1, Aap). If, in addition, (L)) has no positive eigenfunctions on M corresponding to
eigenvalues in (M1, \{%,), and has only a finite number of eigenfunctions on M correspond-
ing to eigenvalues in (A1, A), then at least N — 2 of the minimaz levels Xy, ..., An are
eigenvalues of (L) in (A1, A2,r).

Our proofs will use the concentration compactness principle of Lions [[§, [9, RO, ex-
pressed as a suitable profile decomposition for critical sequences of J|,,, to overcome the
difficulties arising from the lack of compactness.

2 Preliminaries

We will use the norm
Jul] = v/ J>(u)

on H(RY), which is equivalent to the standard norm. In the absence of a compact Sobolev
imbedding, the main technical tool we use here for handling the convergence matters is the
following profile decomposition of Solimini [PJ] for bounded sequences in H'(R").

Lemma 2.1. Let up € H'(RY) be a bounded sequence, and assume that there is a constant
§ > 0 such that if up(- + yp) — w # 0 on a renumbered subsequence for some y, € RN with

lyx| — oo, then ||w|| > 6. Then there are m € N, w™ € H'(RYN), y,i") e RY, y,(;) = 0 with
keN,ne{l,...,m}, w™ #0 forn > 2, such that, on a renumbered subsequence,

up(- +y”) = w, (2.1)
\y,i —yk ‘ — 00 forn #1,

m
Z ? < liminf [

uy, — Z w™ (- —y™M) =0 i LPRY) Vp e (2,27). (2.2)



Recall that u, € M is a critical sequence for J|,, at the level ¢ € R if
J/(uk) — Uk I/(uk) — O, J(uk) — C (23)

for some sequence p; € R. By the Holder inequality,

) =@ < [ W@ W]y = Wy Yue Mo 24
so uy is bounded. Equation (2-3) implies
—Aug 4+ V() up = ¢ [ug”"> ug + o(1), (2.5)

where ¢, = (p/2) ur — ¢ since (J'(ug),ux) = 2 J(ug) and (I'(ug),ur) = pI(ug) = p. So if
ur(- + yr) — w on a renumbered subsequence for some y, € RY with |y.| — oo, then w
solves ([3) with A = ¢ by (IJ), in particular, |Jw|* = ¢ lwly. Tf w # 0, it follows that ¢ > 0
and |[w] > [(A)?/ }1/2 Y since ||w]|2/\w\; > A\{°. Thus, we have the following profile
decomposition of Benci and Cerami [f]] for critical sequences of J|,,.

Lemma 2.2. Let u, € M be a critical sequence for J|,, at the level c € R. Then it admits
a renumbered subsequence that satisfies the conclusions of Lemma [2.1 for some m € N, and,
m addition,

_Aw(n) 4y ,w(n) =c |w(n)|p—2 w(")’ n = 2, .o, m, (26)
JwM) = cI(w®),  J®w™)=cIl(w™), n=2,...m, (2.7)
S Iy =1,  Jw®)+> Jew™) = (2.8)
n=1 n=2
uy, — Z w® (- —y™) = 0 in H'(RY). (2.9)

Proof. The proof is based on standard arguments and we only sketch it. Equations in (2.9)

follow from (R.5), (B.1), and (L.2), and (2.7) is immediate from (R.G). First equation in (2.§)

is a particular case of Tintarev and Fieseler [P4, Lemma 3.4], and the second follows from
(B0 and the first. The limit (2.9) follows from (R.2), (£.3), and the continuity of the Sobolev
imbedding. O

By (2.4),
0= A=A < ‘W‘p/(p—2) viz1l,
and combining this with ([.4), (I.G), and ([[.7) gives

0< A <A <Ay <o < Ay < 2072/p (20 (2.10)
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Set

_ (r—2)/p
A\ = )\117/(17 2) + ()\<1>0)p/(p—2) c ()\cfo’g(p—m/p A%,
and let
m(u) = —
|ul,,

be the radial projection of u € H'(RY) \ {0} on M.

Lemma 2.3. Assume that \;® < \; < 2072/P X% et wy, € M be a critical sequence of J|
at the level \j, and consider the profile decomposition of w, given in Lemma [2.3.

(i) If \j < M, then m = 1, up — wV, wW is a critical point of J|,,, and J(wV) = ;.

(i) If \j > M and wy, A wb, then m =2, w # 0, 7(wW) is a critical point of J|,,,

(r—2)/
J(r(w®)) = W — =] e g, ap), (2.11)
and 7(w") has fived sign.
Proof. Set t,, = I(w™). Then t, > 0 and
d ta=1 (2.12)
n=1
by (B3), so cach t,, € [0,1]. For n > 2, t, # 0 and A2 t2/" < J°(w™) = \; ¢, by (B7), so
Ao\ P/ (P=2)
ty > <—1) ., o n=2,...,m. (2.13)
Aj

Combining (B-12) and (B-I3) gives (m — 1)P=2/P A2 < \; < 20=2/P A som < 2. If t; = 0,
then m = 2 and t, = 1 by (B.13), so w® is a solution of ([.J) on M with A = ); by (2:9),
which is a contradiction since A\° < \; < 2P=2/P A\ (see, e.g., Cerami [§]). Hence t; # 0,

and \; ti/p < J(w®) = \;t; by (B7), so

A\
b > <_) _ (2.14)
Aj

Combining (2.13)-(EI4) now gives
[)\113/(10—2) + (m — 1) (\)p/ (2

(v-2)/
>] T < (2.15)

If \; < A*#, then m = 1 by (B-19) and hence ¢, = 1 by (2:13), so ux — w by ([£9)
and w is a solution of (ZI]) on M with A = \; by ([£.8).

If up A w®, then m > 2 by (2.9) and hence m = 2, and w™ # 0 since t; # 0.
By (20), 7(w®) and w(w®) are solutions of (1)) and ([TJ) on M with A = t#~?/% \; and
A =tP P\, respectively. Since J®(r(w®)) =t P\ < 20-2/p %0 then ¢ )\, =
A3°, and combining this with #; +t, = 1, J(m(w®)) = 7727 X, and A# < M < 20-2)/p )30
gives (2-I1)). Since J(m(wM)) < A\ < Ay by (BI0), 7(w™) has fixed sign (see, e.g., Cerami
BD)- [



Proof of the following lemma is similar to that of Clapp and Weth [[], Lemma 8| and is
therefore omitted (see also Devillanova and Solimini [1, Lemma 2.4]).

Lemma 2.4. If \{° < \; = \j11 < 2(r=2)/p X\ then J|\ has infinitely many critical points
with value < ;.

Theorems [T and [[.7 will follow from the following proposition.
Proposition 2.5. If N >3, V € L®(RY) satisfies ([2), p € (2,2*), and
0< A <A <Ay <o < Ay < 2072/P \%©

then (L) has N — 1 pairs of eigenfunctions on M. If, in addition, ([.I) has no positive
eigenfunctions on M corresponding to eigenvalues in (A, A3°), and only a finite number of
eigenfunctions on M corresponding to eigenvalues in (\y,2P=2/P \%°), then at least N — 1
of the minimaz levels \y, ..., An are eigenvalues of ([L.1]).

Proof. We may assume that Ay < --- < Ay in view of Lemma P.4. For each j € {2,..., N},
either A\; > A{® is an eigenvalue, or

- p—2)/p

(
N, = [A;;?/(p—% — (AX)P/=2) <A (2.16)

is an eigenvalue with a positive eigenfunction on M by Lemma P.3. It follows that at least
N — 1 of the levels Ay < --- < Ay < A < -+ < Ay are eigenvalues. If \; is the only
eigenvalue < A® with a positive eigenfunction on M, then any \; # A; is not an eigenvalue

by (.16). O

3 Proofs of Theorems fI-111.3

In view of Proposition P-J and (E-I7), to complete the proofs of Theorems [-]] and [3, it
only remains to show that A\; < A° and Ay < 2(P~2/P X% when () holds. We have

A < J(wi®) = J=(wi®) — W (x) w®(z)? do < \;° — co/ e~olel (1) de < A
RN RN

We will show that there exists an R > 0 such that, for the odd continuous map h from the
unit sphere S¥=1 c RY to M defined by

wi°(- + Ry) — wi°(- — Ry)

") = frt Ry =t —Ra)l, VST
we have
sup  J(u) < 27D/ )\ (3.1)
ueh(SN-1)
Since y(h(SN71)) > 4(SN71) = N, then
Ay < 20=2/p \oo (3.2)



First we prove an elementary inequality.

Lemma 3.1. For all a,b € R and p > 2,
| +bP > |al? + [b]” — plal?~" [0] = pla] [b]"~. (3.3)

Proof. The inequality is clearly true if a or b is zero, or if @ and b have the same sign, so
suppose that 0 < |b| < |a| and that a and b have opposite signs. Then (B-3) is equivalent to

(1—z) >1+2° —pr—pa® ' Vrel01], (3.4)
where z = |b/a|. Let f(z) = 1 —2z)» =1 -2 +px,z € [0,1]. Then f(0) = 0, and
fllxy=pl—Q -2t —2P ] >pl—(1—2)—2]=0sincep—1 > 1, so0 f(x) >0, from
which (B.4) follows. O

Recall that
_\/V_oo|x|
wi®(z) ~ Cy PEEE as |z| = oo (3.5)

for some constant Cy > 0 (see Gidas et al. [[J]).

Lemma 3.2. Let a < b < 2+vV®. Then as R — oo, uniformly iny € SN1,

(i) / wi(x + Ry)" wi®(z — Ry)dx = O(e™®) Vg > 2,
RN
(i7) J(we*(- + Ry) —w(- — Ry)) < 2X° — [ W(z) w*(z + Ry)* dx + O(e™*),
RN
(idi) |wi*(- + Ry) — w*(- = Ry)|, > 27 + O(e™").
Proof. Making the change of variable x — x 4+ Ry gives
/ w®(x + Ry)" ' w®(z — Ry) dx = / wi® (x)1 w®(x — 2Ry) dx.
RN RN

By (BH), w*(x) < Ce VV=lel for some C > 0, so the integral on the right is bounded by a
constant multiple of

/ -V [(qg—1) |z|+|z—2Ry|] dr </ —VVee |z|-b(2R—|x])/2 dr = €_bR/ 6—(\/V°°—b/2)\x\ dl’,
RN RN

and the last integral is finite since b < 2 vV °.



We have
J(wi*(- + Ry) — w®(- — Ry))

= J2(wi(-+ Ry)) + J®(wF(- = Ry)) — | W(@) (wi*(z+ Ry) — wi*(z — Ry))” da

RN

- 2/ (Vwi*(z 4+ Ry) - Vw*(z — Ry) + V> wi®(z + Ry) w®(x — Ry)) dz
RN

< 20 — W (x) wi’o(x+Ry)2d:)§+2|W|o@/

wi®(z + Ry) wi®(z — Ry) dx
RN RN

o [ we s Ryp o - Ry do
RN

since wi°(- + Ry) solves ([3J) with A = A°, and the last two terms are of the order O(e°%)
by part [z)).
By Lemma B.]],

wi*(- + Ry) = wi*(- = Ry)],,

vV

(hue+ Rl + i~ Rt [

wi*(z + Ry)"™ wi(z — Ry) dz
RN

1/p

o [ e = Ry oo+ Ry do)
RN

= (2+0(e*R)) "
by part [2), and the conclusion follows. O

We are now ready to prove (B.1]). By ([.3),
N W(x)w®(z + Ry)*dx = N W(zr — Ry) w®(x)?dz > ce ™ VR >0,yc SV!
for somRe ¢ > 0. This together with LRemma 3.7 gives
J(ws°(-+ Ry) —w°(-— R
ERLCIE s e

2

p
o0 —aR

2)\° —ce

—bR
< 527p + O(e™™")

< 9=2)/p A

if R is sufficiently large, since a < b.

Since \; » < Ag by (B.10), to complete the proof of Theorem [[.3, it only remains to show
that Ay < Ao, when ([L.§) holds. By (B.4), AS%, — A2, < [W],(,_9), and combining this with
(B-2). (L.9), and (L) gives

)\N < )\;O S )\8707,, - |W|p/(p_2) S )\277“



References

1]

Abbas Bahri and Pierre-Louis Lions. On the existence of a positive solution of semilinear
elliptic equations in unbounded domains. Ann. Inst. H. Poincaré Anal. Non Linéaire,
14(3):365-413, 1997.

Thomas Bartsch and Zhi Qiang Wang. Existence and multiplicity results for some super-
linear elliptic problems on RY. Comm. Partial Differential Equations, 20(9-10):1725—
1741, 1995.

Thomas Bartsch and Michel Willem. Infinitely many nonradial solutions of a Euclidean
scalar field equation. J. Funct. Anal., 117(2):447-460, 1993.

Thomas Bartsch and Michel Willem. Infinitely many radial solutions of a semilinear
elliptic problem on RY. Arch. Rational Mech. Anal., 124(3):261-276, 1993.

Vieri Benci and Giovanna Cerami. Positive solutions of some nonlinear elliptic problems
in exterior domains. Arch. Rational Mech. Anal., 99(4):283-300, 1987.

H. Berestycki and P.-L. Lions. Nonlinear scalar field equations. I. Existence of a ground
state. Arch. Rational Mech. Anal., 82(4):313-345, 1983.

H. Berestycki and P.-L. Lions. Nonlinear scalar field equations. II. Existence of infinitely
many solutions. Arch. Rational Mech. Anal., 82(4):347-375, 1983.

Giovanna Cerami. Some nonlinear elliptic problems in unbounded domains. Milan J.
Math., 74:47-77, 2006.

Moénica Clapp and Tobias Weth. Multiple solutions of nonlinear scalar field equations.
Comm. Partial Differential Equations, 29(9-10):1533-1554, 2004.

Monica Conti, Luca Merizzi, and Susanna Terracini. Radial solutions of superlin-
ear equations on RY. 1. A global variational approach. Arch. Ration. Mech. Anal.,
153(4):291-316, 2000.

Giuseppe Devillanova and Sergio Solimini. A multiplicity result for elliptic equations at
critical growth in low dimension. Commun. Contemp. Math., 5(2):171-177, 2003.

Giuseppe Devillanova and Sergio Solimini. Min-max solutions to some scalar field equa-
tions. Adv. Nonlinear Stud., 12(1):173-186, 2012.

B. Gidas, Wei Ming Ni, and L. Nirenberg. Symmetry and related properties via the
maximum principle. Comm. Math. Phys., 68(3):209-243, 1979.

M. Grillakis. Existence of nodal solutions of semilinear equations in RY. J. Differential
Equations, 85(2):367-400, 1990.

N. Norimichi Hirano. Multiple existence of sign changing solutions for semilinear elliptic
problems on RY. Nonlinear Anal., 46(7, Ser. A: Theory Methods):997-1020, 2001.

10



[16]

[17]

[18]

[19]

[20]

[21]

[22]

23]

[24]

Man Kam Kwong. Uniqueness of positive solutions of Au —u + u? = 0 in R". Arch.
Rational Mech. Anal., 105(3):243-266, 1989.

Yan Yan Li. Existence of multiple solutions of semilinear elliptic equations in R"Y. In
Variational methods (Paris, 1988), volume 4 of Progr. Nonlinear Differential Equations
Appl., pages 133-159. Birkhauser Boston, Boston, MA, 1990.

P.-L. Lions. The concentration-compactness principle in the calculus of variations. The
locally compact case. I. Ann. Inst. H. Poincaré Anal. Non Linéaire, 1(2):109-145, 1984.

P.-L. Lions. The concentration-compactness principle in the calculus of variations. The
locally compact case. 1. Ann. Inst. H. Poincaré Anal. Non Linéaire, 1(4):223-283,
1984.

P.-L. Lions. Solutions of Hartree-Fock equations for Coulomb systems. Comm. Math.
Phys., 109(1):33-97, 1987.

Kanishka Perera and Cyril Tintarev. On the second minimax level of the scalar field
equation and symmetry breaking. Annali di Matematica Pura ed Applicata, pages 1-14,
2013. http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s10231-013-0368-0,.

Sergio Solimini. A note on compactness-type properties with respect to Lorentz norms
of bounded subsets of a Sobolev space. Ann. Inst. H. Poincaré Anal. Non Linéaire,
12(3):319-337, 1995.

Walter A. Strauss. Existence of solitary waves in higher dimensions. Comm. Math.
Phys., 55(2):149-162, 1977.

Kyril Tintarev and Karl-Heinz Fieseler. Concentration compactness. Imperial College
Press, London, 2007. Functional-analytic grounds and applications.

Tobias Weth. Energy bounds for entire nodal solutions of autonomous superlinear
equations. Calc. Var. Partial Differential Equations, 27(4):421-437, 2006.

Xi Ping Zhu. Multiple entire solutions of a semilinear elliptic equation. Nonlinear Anal.,
12(11):1297-1316, 1988.

11


http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s10231-013-0368-0

