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Abstract: We consider the semilinear Schrodinger equation

—Au+V(z)u= f(r,u), xRN,
u € HYRY),

where f is a superlinear, subcritical nonlinearity. We mainly study the case where
V(z) = Vo(z) + Va(z), Vo € C(RY), Vo(x) is 1-periodic in each of x1,z9,...,7N
and sup[o(—A + V) N (—00,0)] < 0 < inflo(—=A + Vp) N (0,00)], V4 € C(RY) and
lim|;) oo Vi(x) = 0. Inspired by previous work of Li et al. [I4], Pankov [20] and
Szulkin and Weth [25], we develop a more direct approach to generalize the main

[43

result in [25] by removing the “ strictly increasing” condition in the Nehari type

assumption on f(z,t)/|¢t|. Unlike the Nahari manifold method, the main idea of
our approach lies on finding a minimizing Cerami sequence for the energy functional

outside the Nehari-Pankov manifold A by using the diagonal method.
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1 Introduction

Consider the following semilinear Schrodinger equation

{ —Du+V(z)u= flz,u), zeRY, (1.1)

u € HY(RY),

where V : RY — R and f: RY x R — R satisfy the following basic assumptions, respectively:
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(V0) V € C(RY) N L>®(RY), and

sup[o(—A 4+ V) N (—00,0)] <0 < inflo(—A 4+ V) N (0,00)]; (1.2)
(VO V(x) = Vo(z) + Vi(z), Vo € CRN) N L>®(RY) and

suplo(—A 4+ Vp) N (—00,0)] < 0 < inflo(—=A + Vp) N (0, 00)], (1.3)

e C(RN) and lim‘x‘_mo Vl(a:) = 0;

(FO) f € C(RY x R), and there exist constants p € (2,2* = 2N/(N —2)) and Cy > 0 such that

f(x,t) < Co (L+ P71, V(2,t) e RY x R;
(F1) f(z,t) = o(|t]), as [t| — 0, uniformly in x € RV,

Let A = —A+V with Ve C(RY) N L®(RY). Then A is self-adjoint in L2(RY) with
domain ®(A) = H2(RY) (see [9, Theorem 4.26]). Let {£(A\) : —oo < A < 400} and |.A| be the
spectral family and the absolute value of A, respectively, and |.4|'/2? be the square root of |.A|.
Set U = id — £(0) — £(0—). Then U commutes with A, |A| and |A|'/2, and A = U|A| is the
polar decomposition of A (see [8 Theorem IV 3.3]). Let

E=9(lA|"?), E- =&0-)E, E°=[£(00)—E&0-)E, E*=[id—E&EW0O)E. (1.4)
For any u € E, it is easy to see that v = u~ + v’ + vt and
Al =0, Au” =—|Aju", Aut =|AjuT, VYVue ENnD(A), (1.5)
where
u =E0- weE, u=[£0)-E0)uecE’ wu:=][id—&E0)ucET. (1.6)
Note that E? = Ker(A), we can define an inner product
(u,v) = (]A]l/Qu, \A\l/zv) + (w0%) ., VYuveE (1.7)

L2

and the corresponding norm
9 5\ /2
lul| = (H\A\1/2uH2 + HuOHQ> , Vuck, (1.8)

where (-,-)2 denotes the inner product of L2(R™), || - ||s denotes the norm of L*(R™Y).



Firstly, we assume that (VO0) is satisfied. In this case, EY = {0}, E = H'(RY) with equivalent
norms (see [5, [7]). Therefore, E embeds continuously in L*(RY) for all 2 < s < 2*. In addition,
one has an orthogonal decomposition £ = E~ @ E™, where orthogonality is with respect to both
(,)rz and (+,-). If o(=A 4+ V) C (0,00), then E~ = {0}, otherwise E~ is infinite-dimensional.

Under assumptions (V0), (F0) and (F1), the solutions of problem (1) are critical points of

the functional

O (u) = %/RN (IVul* + V(z)u?®) dz — - F(z,u)dz, (1.9)

where F(z,t) fo x,s)ds. In view of (L)) and (L)), we have

1
O(u) = 3 (la* = fu™|?) = /]RN F(z,u)dr, Yu=u +u" € E-®E"t=E. (1.10)

By virtue of (F0) and (F1), for any given £ > 0, there exists C: > 0 such that
|f(x,t)| < elt| + CtP™E, ¥ (x,t) e RY x R. (1.11)

Consequently,
|F(z,t)| < elt] + CtP, ¥ (z,t) € RN x R. (1.12)

According to (LIZ), we can demonstrate that ® is of class C'(E,R), and

(@' (u),v) = /RN (VuVo + V(z)uv) dz — . flz,w)vdz, VY u,veFE. (1.13)

In the recent paper [25], Szulkin and Weth developed an ingenious approach to find ground
state solutions for problem (ILI]). This approach transforms, by a direct and simple reduction,
the indefinite variational problem to a definite one, resulting in a new minimax characterization

of the corresponding critical value. More precisely, they proved the following theorem.

Theorem 1.1. ([25]) Assume that V and f satisfy (VO), (FO), (F1) and the following assump-

tions:

(V1) V(x) is I-periodic in each of x1,x2,...,ZN;
(F2) f(w,t) is 1-periodic in each of x1,xa,...,xN;

(SQ) limyy a0 | |(tT2t)‘ = oo uniformly in x € RV,

(Ne) t — f(ﬁ"t) is strictly increasing on (—oo,0) U (0, 00).
Then problem (L) has a solution uy € E such that ®(up) = m :=infy— ® > 0, where

N ={ueE\E : (®(u),u) = (®'(u),v) =0, Vve E }. (1.14)



The set N~ was first introduced by Pankov [20], which is a subset of the Nehari manifold
N ={ue E\{0}:(®'(u),u) =0}. (1.15)

Since g is a solution to the equation ®'(u) = 0 at which ® has minimal “energy” in set N,
we shall call it a ground state solution of Nehari-Pankov type. Theorem 1.1 is also established
in Pankov [20 Section 5] under the following additional assumptions on the nonlinearity: f €
CHRN*LR), |fl(a,t)] < ag(1 + |¢P"~?) and

f(z,t)
t

0< < Of/(z,t) for some 6 € (0,1) and all ¢ # 0. (1.16)

It is easy to see that (LI6) is stronger than both (Ne) and the following classical condition (AR)
due to Ambrosetti and Rabinowitz [1]:

(AR) there exists u > 2 such that

0 < pF(x,t) <tf(x,t), YazeRY, t#0.

The existence of a nontrivial solution of (I.I]) has been obtained in [2| [4], 2], 21) B1] under
(AR) and some other standard assumptions of f. It is well known that (AR) implies (SQ).
The idea of using the more natural super-quadratic condition (SQ) to replace (AR) under a
Nehari type setting goes back to Liu and Wang [19]. Afterwards, condition (SQ) was also used
in many papers, see [3, 6, [7, 10, 1T, 15, 16l 14, 26, 29, B4, B35]. In the definite case where
o(—=A+ V) C(0,00), Theorem 1.1 is a slight extension of a result by Li, Wang and Zeng [14].

There have been a few new works on the existence of “ground state solutions” for problem
(CI) after Szulkin and Weth [25] in which, various conditions better than (Ne) are obtained,
see [18, 23] 27, [33]. However, the “ground state solutions” for problem (L) in [I8], 23] 27, [33]

are in fact a nontrivial solution wy which satisfies ®(ug) = inf o @, where
M={ueE\{0}:®'(u) =0} (1.17)

is a very small subset of N’ ™. In general, it is much more difficult to find a solution ug for (1))
which satisfies ®(ug) = inf -~ ® than one satisfying ®(ug) = inf g .

We point out that the Nehari type assumption (Ne) is very crucial in Szulkin and Weth
[25]. In fact, the starting point of their approach is to show that for each u € E\ E~, the

Nehari-Pankov manifold N/~ intersects E(u) in exactly one point 7 (u), where

Euw)=FE  ®Rtu=FE" @R u*, and R* =][0,00). (1.18)
The uniqueness of m(u) enables one to define a map u +— m(u), which is important in the
remaining proof. If ¢ — f(x,t)/|t| is not strictly increasing, then m(u) may not be unique

and their arguments become invalid. This paper intends to address this problem caused by the



dropping of this “strictly increasing” condition on f. Motivated by the works [14], 20} 211, 25 28]
30], we will develop a more direct approach to generalize and improve Theorem 1.1 by relaxing
assumption (Ne) in two cases: the periodic case and the asymptotically periodic case. Unlike
the Nahari manifold method, our approach lies on finding a minimizing Cerami sequence for ®

outside N~ by using the diagonal method, see Lemma 2.10 and [28, Lemma 3.8].

Before presenting our theorems, in addition to (V0), (V1), (F0), (F1) and (F2), we introduce
the following assumptions.
F3 limt%ooLg’t)‘ =00, a.e. xzcRY;
[l Il

(WN) ¢t — % is non-decreasing on (—oo,0) U (0, 00).

We are now in a position to state the first result of this paper.

Theorem 1.2. Assume that V and f satisfy (VO), (V1), (F0), (F1), (F2), (F3) and (WN).
Then problem (L)) has a solution ug € E such that ®(up) = infy— & > 0.

Next, we assume that (V0') is satisfied, i.e. V(x) is asymptotically periodic. In this case, the
functional ® loses the Z"-translation invariance, and a powerful equation u™ (- +k&) = [u(-+k)]T
for any k € Z" is no longer valid. For the above reasons, many effective methods for periodic
problems cannot be applied to asymptotically periodic ones. To the best of our knowledge, there
are no results on the existence of ground state solutions for (II) when V (z) is asymptotically
periodic. In this paper, we find new tricks to overcome the difficulties caused by the dropping

of periodicity of V (z).

Let Ay = —A + Vp with spectral family {F()\) : —oo < XA < +o0}, |Ag| be the absolute value
of Ag, and | Ag|*/? be the square root of |Ag|. Let

E=9(A4|"?, E7~=F0-)E, E"* =[id— F(0)E. (1.19)
For any u € E, it is easy to see that ©w = v/~ + v/ T and
A’ ™ = —Aolu” ™, At = |AglutT, Yue ENnD(A), (1.20)

where
u’ T = F0-)yue BF,  wti=[id - F0)uc ETT. (1.21)

Obviously, If V; =0, i.e. V =V, then u™ =uv/—, ut =u/+, E- = EF~ and ET = E7+.
Under assumption (V0'), we can define a new inner product

(u,v)p = (]Ao\1/2u, \A0]1/2U>L2 , VuveFlE (1.22)



and the corresponding norm

ullo = H\Ao\l/Qu‘ L Vuel. (1.23)
It is easy to see the norm || - ||o is equivalent to the norm || - || g1 (gny. In particular, by (VO'),
one has

lullg > Mollull3, V¥ ue BT, (1.24)
where

Iy := inflo(—A + Vp) N (0, 00)]. (1.25)

Instead of (V1) and (F2), we make the following assumptions.

(V1) Vi(z) is 1-periodic in each of x1,x9, ...,z N, and

0 < —Vi(x) <sup[-Vi(z)] <Ilp, VzeRY;
RN

(F2') f(z,t) = folx,t) + fi(x,t), fo € C(RY xR), fo(x,t) is 1-periodic in each of x1,za, ..., zxN,
t > fo(x,t)/[t| is non-decreasing on (—o0,0) U (0,00); f1 € C(RY x R) satisfies that

0 <tfi(z,t) <alz) (|t +tF), V(z,t) e RY xR,

where a € C(RY) with limy ;o0 a(z) = 0.

We are now in a position to state the second result of this paper.

Theorem 1.3. Assume that V and f satisfy (V0'), (V1'), (F0), (F1), (F2'), (SQ) and (WN).
Moreover, —Vi(x)t? + Fy(x,t) > 0 for |z| < 1+ /N and t # 0. Then problem (L) has a
solution uy € E such that ®(ug) = inf o0 ® > 0, where

N ={ue E\E7 : (®(u),u) = (®'(u),v) =0, Vve ES}. (1.26)

The remainder of this paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, some preliminary results are

presented. The proofs of Theorems 1.2 and 1.3 are given in Section 3 and Section 4, respectively.

2 Preliminaries

Let X be a real Hilbert space with X = X~ ¢ X+ and X~ 1L X*. For a functional ¢ €
Cl1(X,R), ¢ is said to be weakly sequentially lower semi-continuous if for any u, — u in
X one has p(u) < liminf, o p(uy,), and ¢’ is said to be weakly sequentially continuous if

limy, 00 (@' (un), v) = (¢'(u),v) for each v € X.



Lemma 2.1. ([12,13]) Let X be a real Hilbert space with X = X~ @& X+ and X~ 1L X, and
let ¢ € CY(X,R) of the form

(el = ™) =¥(uw), w=u +u"eX ®&X".

olu) = 3

Suppose that the following assumptions are satisfied:
(KS1) v € CY(X,R) is bounded from below and weakly sequentially lower semi-continuous;

(KS2) 9 is weakly sequentially continuous;

(KS3) there exist > p >0 and e € X with ||e|| = 1 such that
k= inf p(S7) > sup p(9Q),
where

Sr={ueX:|ull=p}, Q={v+se:veX,s>0, |v+se] <r}.
Then there exist a constant ¢ € [k, sup p(Q)] and a sequence {u,} C X satisfying
pun) = ;1@ (un)lI(L + |lunll) — 0.

We set
U(u) = / F(z,u)de, Vu€eE. (2.1)
]RN

Employing a standard argument, one checks easily the following:

Lemma 2.2. Suppose that (V0'), (FO) and (F1) are satisfied, and F(z,t) > 0 for all (z,t) €
RN x R. Then ¥ is nonnegative, weakly sequentially lower semi-continuous, and V' is weakly

sequentially continuous.

Lemma 2.3. Suppose that (V0'), (F0), (F1) and (WN) are satisfied. Then

1 1
D) > Bltu+ w) + | - —/ Vi (@) w2dz
2 2 ]RN
1—# / / F—
+—5 (®"(u),u) — t(®'(u),w), VYuekE, t>0, weE . (2.2)

Proof. For any z € RY and 7 # 0, (WN) yields
flz,7)

7]

f(z,7)

7l

flz,s) < lsl, s<m fla,s) > lsl, s> (2.3)

It follows that

_ 42 T
<12tf—w>f@n»z f(z,s)ds, >0, ocR, (24)
tr+o



To show (2.4]), we consider four possible cases. By virtue of (23] and sf(z,s) > 0, one has

Casel). 0<tr+o<tortr+o<7<0,

’ f(z,s)ds < f@,7) /T |s|ds < (1_2t27—t0> f(z,7);
t

tT+o ‘T’ T+0o

Case 2). ttr+0<0<T,

/tT f(z,s)ds < /OTf(x,s)ds§ f@,7) /OT]s]dsg <1_2t27'—t0> f(z,1);

T+0o |T|

Case 3). 0<7<tr+oor7<tr+o<0,
tT+o tT+o 1 —t2
/ f(z,s)ds > f(x’T)/ |s|ds > — < 5 T—ta> flz,7);
T T

Case 4). 7<0<tr+o,

T+0 0 0
/t+ flx,s)ds > / F(z, 5)ds > L&) / |s|dsz—<1‘2t27—w) f(z,7).

7]

The above four cases show that (2.4]) holds.
We let b: E x E — R denote the symmetric bilinear form given by

b(u,v) = / (VuVuv 4+ V(z)uv)dz, VYu,veE. (2.5)
RN
By virtue of ([L9), (LI3]) and (23], one has
O(u) = 1b(u,u) —/ F(z,u)dz, VueFlE (2.6)
2 RN
and
(@' (u),v) = b(u,v) —/ flz,w)vdz, VY u,veE. (2.7)
RN

Thus, by (L.20), ([L.23), @4), 2.6) and 2.7, one has

O(u) — (tu + w)

= %[b(u, w) — b(tu + w, tu + w)] + /RN [F(z,tu +w) — F(z,u)]dz

)
_ ! 5 ! b(u,u) — th(u,w) — %b(u},w) + /]RN [F(z,tu +w) — F(z,u)|dz

1 1-t2 ,
= —Eb(w,w) +— (D' (u), uy — t{(®"(u), w)

1—¢? v
—i—/RN [ 5 f(x,u)u—tf(a:,u)w—/tquwf(a:,s)ds] dz
)

= i3 [ Vi@hetde + 5@ (). — @) )

—i—/RN [1;th(x,u)u—tf(x,u)w—/t:erf(a;,s)ds dz

1 1—¢2

1
5”10”% — —/ Vl(a:)wzda:—k
RN

(@' (u),u) — t{(®'(u),w), Vt>0, weE .

v

2



This shows that ([2.2]) holds. O

From Lemma 2.3, we have the following two corollaries.

Corollary 2.4. Suppose that (V0'), (F0), (F1) and (WN) are satisfied. Then for u € N°

1 1
B(u) > i+ w) + L - 5/ Vi@)wtde, Vi>0, weEF- (2.8)
RN

Corollary 2.5. Suppose that (V0'), (F0), (F1) and (WN) are satisfied. Then

2 42
B = Dfulf - [ Pl e 2@ )0 + @ ), o)
RN

+§ Vi(x) [(uPr)2 - (uf_)Q] dz, VYuekFE, t>0. (2.9)
RN

Lemma 2.6. Suppose that (V0'), (V1'), (F0), (F1) and (WN) are satisfied. Then
(i) there exists p > 0 such that

m = i\%’@ > r = inf {®(u) : u € BT, [|ullg = p} > 0. (2.10)

(ii) [Ju”"]lo = max {[lu” |0, vV2m} for all u € N,
Proof. (i) Set ©¢ = suppn[—Vi(z)]. Let g9 = (Il — Op)/3. Then (LI2) implies that there

exists a constant C,, > 0 such that
F(x,tu” ) < goltu” 7> + C[tu” TP, V2 e RV, (2.11)

From (L9), (L24), 238) and (2II), we have for u € N°

d(u) > O(tu’™)

12 12
= —Hu]:+||(2) + —/ Vi(x)(u)2de — F(z, tu”T)dz
2 2 RN RN
2
z 5 (1w 1§ — (80 + 2e0) [lu”F[13] — P Ceyllu” |
12 O¢ + 2
> = <1 — m) |u”+ |2 - tp’ylf’,’Ca()Hufﬂ% >0 forsmallt>0. (2.12)

2 T,

This shows that there exists a p > 0 such that (ZI0]) holds.
(i) (F1) and (WN) imply that F(x,u) > 0. Hence, it follows from (i), (L) and the
definition of A/* that (ii) holds. O

Lemma 2.7. Suppose that (VO'), (V1'), (F0), (F1) and (F3) are satisfied. Then for any
e € B7T, sup®(E7~ @ Rte) < oo, and there is R, > 0 such that

d(u) <0, YuecE " @aRTe |ullo>R.. (2.13)



Proof. Arguing indirectly, assume that for some sequence {w, + s,e} C EX~ @ RTe with
||wn, + snello — oo such that ®(w, + spe) > 0 for all n € N. Set vy, = (wy, + spe)/||wn + spello =
v~ + tpe, then ||[v]~ + t,efo = 1. Passing to a subsequence, we may assume that ¢, — £,

vi~ — v, and v~ — v/~ a.e. on RV, Hence,

0 < 20wntsnc)
Hwn+3nuH0
2 os 1oz 5 1/ F— 2 F,wn + sne)
= DSR4 2 | Vi@ (0F +tee)?da — | B WnE ) g,
g lello = sl lo+5 [ Vit +tne)de— | ==t
2 1 F(x,wy + spe)
- _nez__v]—'—2_/ S\, Wn 7 SnC) o 2.14
< Bl - T - [ T 214

If £ =0, then it follows from (2.14)) that

F(x,w, + Sne)dx < éHeH% 0

1
0< <[lvl |13+ <

which yields ||v;} ~|lo — 0, and so 1 = |[v;; =~ + t,e||3 — 0, a contradiction.
If t # 0, then it follows from (2.14) and (F3) that

t2 1 F(z,w, + spe)
0 < limsu —"62——21]:_2—/ —— T d
< timsup | el — gl I - [ St

2 e F(x,w, + spe) , 5_ 2
< = ~lim LT, Wy T Sn€)
< 3 llells hn inf /]RN wn + 50)? (vp, " +tne)” da
2. .. F(x,wn +spe) |, £ 2
< — — m -~ T 7
- 2 ”eHO /RN hn—>£f (wn + Sn€)2 (Un tne) dz
= —o0,
a contradiction. O

Corollary 2.8. Suppose that (V0'), (V1'), (F0), (F1) and (F3) are satisfied. Let e € EX* with
llello = 1. Then there is a ro > p such that sup ®(0Q) < 0 for r > rq, where

Q:{w+se:w€Ef_,320,Hw+se\|0§7‘}. (2.15)

Lemma 2.9. Suppose that (VO'), (V1'), (F0), (F1), (F3) and (WN) are satisfied. Then there
exist a constant ¢ € [k,sup ®(Q)] and a sequence {u,} C E satisfying

D(un) = ¢, |2 (un)[[(1 + [unllo) = 0, (2.16)

where Q is defined by (2.15)).

Proof. Lemma 2.9 is a direct corollary of Lemmas 2.1, 2.2, 2.6 (i) and Corollary 2.8. ]

The following lemma is crucial to demonstrate the existence of ground state solutions of
Nehari-Pankov type for problem (LTI).



Lemma 2.10. Suppose that (V0'), (V1'), (F0), (F1), (F3) and (WN) are satisfied. Then there

exist a constant ¢, € [k, m] and a sequence {u,} C E satisfying

D(up) = sy |9 (un)]|(1 + |Junllo) — O. (2.17)

Proof. Choose v, € N° such that

1
m < O(vg) <m+E, k e N. (2.18)

By Lemma 2.6, [|v; "|lo > v2m > 0. Set e, = v} T/|[v{ T |lo. Then e, € EX* and |exllo = 1. In

view of Corollary 2.8, there exists rp > max{p, ||vk|lo} such that sup ®(0Qk) < 0, where
Qk:{w—ksek:weEf_, s >0, Hw—i—sekHogrk}, k € N. (2.19)

Hence, applying Lemma 2.9 to the above set @, there exist a constant ¢ € [k, sup ®(Qy)] and

a sequence {uy ,fnen C E satisfying
P(ugn) = ks |9 (upn)|(1+ [Juknllo) =0, keN. (2.20)
By virtue of Corollary 2.4, one can get that
®(vp) > B(toy +w), Vt>0, we E . (2.21)

Since vi € Qy, it follows from (2.19) and (221)) that ®(vg) = sup ®(Qy). Hence, by (ZI8) and
(2:20)), one has
1
@(ukm) — < m—+ 7 H@'(uk,n)H(l + Hukao) — 0, ke N. (2.22)

Now, we can choose a sequence {n;} C N such that

, keN. (2.23)

| =

1
Purn) <mA 25 19 () [(L+ [k flo) <

Let uy, = ugp,,k € N. Then, going if necessary to a subsequence, we have
D(un) = s € [,m],  [[@(un)||(1 + [[unllo) — 0.

O

Lemma 2.11. Suppose that (VO'), (V1'), (F0), (F1), (SQ) and (WN) are satisfied. Then for
any u € E\ E7~, there exist t(u) > 0 and w(u) € EX~ such that t(u)u + w(u) € N°.

Proof. Since EX~ @ Rtu = B/~ @ RTu/ T, we may assume that u € EFt. By Lemma
2.7, there exists R > 0 such that ®(u) < 0 for v € (B~ @ R*u) \ Bg(0). By Lemma 2.6
(i), ®(tu) > 0 for small + > 0. Thus, 0 < sup ®(E7~ @ R*u) < co. It is easy see that ® is

weakly upper semi-continuous on EZ~ @ Rtu, therefore, ®(ug) = sup ®(E7~ @ Rtu) for some



ug € B~ @ Rtu. This ug is a critical point of ®|pr—gry, 50 (®(ug), uo) = (®(ug),v) = 0 for
all v € B~ @ R u. Consequently, ug € N°N (EX~ @ Rtu). O

3 The periodic case

In this section, we assume that V and f are 1-periodic in each of x1, z9,...,xy, i.e., (V1) and
(F2) are satisfied. In this case, Vo = V and V; = 0. Thus, v~ = v/, vt =u/+, E- = B/,
E* = E7F and [u] = [|ullo.

Lemma 3.1. Suppose that (VO), (V1), (F0), (F1), (F2), (F3) and (WN) are satisfied. Then
any sequence {u,} C E satisfying

d(uy) — ¢ >0, (<I>/(un),uf5> —0 (3.1)
1s bounded in E.

Proof. To prove the boundedness of {u, }, arguing by contradiction, suppose that |ju,| — oo.
Let v, = u,/||uy||, then ||v,]| = 1. By Sobolev imbedding theorem, there exists a constant
C > 0 such that [ju,||2 < Ca. If
0 := limsup sup / lv|?dz = 0,
Bi(y)

n—o0 yeRN

then by Lions’ concentration compactness principle [17] or [32, Lemma 1.21], v} — 0 in L*(R")
for 2 < s < 2*. Fix R > [2(1 + ¢)]'/2. By virtue of (F0) and (F1), for ¢ = 1/4(RC3)? > 0, there
exists Cz > 0 such that (LI2) holds. Hence, it follows that
lim sup F(z,Rv})dz < limsup [eR*||v;} |3 + CeRP vt |IP]
n—o00 RN n— o0

< g(RCy)* = -. (3.2)
Let t, = R/||uy]||. Hence, by virtue of (3.1]), (3:2) and Corollary 2.5, one can get that
ct+o(l) = P(uy)

2 N 1—1t2
5”“71“ — RNF(az,tnun)da:+

B (D (up), un)

v

—l—ti(fl),(un), U, )

R 1 R?
= —~ 1|Un - F + P TR (I)/ n n
ol [ G (5= g ) (9 )
2
+W(@'(un),u;>
R2
= 7—/ F(z, Rv))dz + o(1)
RN
R2



This contradiction shows that § > 0.
Passing to a subsequence, we may assume the existence of k,, € Z" such that I3 Jwrlkn) o [2dx >
1+V N\

%. Let wn(x) = wvp(x + ky). Since V(z) is 1-periodic in each of x1,x9,..., xy. Then

5
/ lw,F2de > = (3.3)
By vw(0) 2

(RM), 2 < 5 < 2% w, = w ae.

Wyl = |lva|| = 1, and

Passing to a subsequence, we have w,, — w in E, w,, — w in Lj _
on RY. Thus, ([3:3) implies that w # 0.
Now we define ufn () = up,(z + ky), then uf» /||u,| = w, — w a.e. on RN, w # 0. For

z € {y € RN :w(y) # 0}, we have lim,, o |uf"(z)| = co. Hence, it follows from (31]), (F1),
(F2), (F3), (WN) and Fatou’s lemma that

0 — lim c+o(1) o D (uyp,)
nooo [lug|? n=oo flun|?
) 1 _ F(x,uk)

_ L2 2\ _ U)o

= lm [2 (it 1P = o) = [ 7 wndx]
1 F(x,ul 1 F

< = —liminf Mw%dx < - — lim inf N )w,%dx = —0
2 n—oo  JpN uﬁn)2 2 RN n—00 ukn)2

This contradiction shows that {u,} is bounded. O

Proof of Theorem 1.2. Applying Lemmas 2.10 and 3.1, we deduce that there exists a bounded
sequence {u,} C E satisfying ([2.I7)). Thus there exists a constant C3 > 0 such that |Ju,||2 < Cs.
If

0 := limsup sup / |ty |2dz = 0,
Bi(y)

n—o00 ycRN

then by Lions’ concentration compactness principle [I7] or [32, Lemma 1.21], u,, — 0 in L*(RY)

for 2 < s < 2*. By virtue of (F0) and (F1), for &€ = ¢,/4C% > 0 there exists C. > 0 such that
(LII) and (LI2) hold. It follows that

, 1 3¢, 3., 3¢,
lim sup /RN [—f(:z:,un)un — F(:E,un)} dz < 703 + 505 nh_}n;o l|lunllh =

3

(3.4)

n—oo 2

From (L9), (I13), 2I7) and (34), one can get that

e = Puy,) — %<(I>’(Un),un> + o(1)
N /]RN [%f(x’un)u” o F(x7un):| dz + 0(1) < 3§* + 0(1)’

which is a contradiction. Thus § > 0.
Passing to a subsequence, we may assume the existence of k,, € Z" such that I Jwrlkn) lu,|?dz >
1+V N\

%. Let us define v, (z) = up(z + ky,) so that

/ (onPdz > 2. (3.5)
Bl+x/ﬁ(0) 2



Since V' (z) and f(z,u) are periodic on z, we have ||vy|| = |luy| and
O(vn) = ¢vy (|2 (0n)[I(L + [|vnll) = 0. (3.6)

Passing to a subsequence, we have v, = v in F, v,, — v in LfOC(RN), 2<s<2"andwv, — v a.e.
on RY. Obviously, (3.5) implies that ¥ # 0. By a standard argument, one has ®'(v) = 0. This
shows that © € N~ and so ®(7) > m. On the other hand, by using (3.6]), (WN) and Fatou’s

lemma, we have

m > e = lim [@(vn) - %<q>’(vn),un>] ~ lim B f(a:,vn)vn—F(a:,vn)} dz

n—00 n—oo JpN
> / lim [lf(x,vn)vn - F(x,vn)] de = / Ff(:n,f))@ - F(x,z‘;)] dz
RN n—00 2 RN 2
1
= (@) - 5(¥(2),7) = ®(v).
This shows that ®(v) < m and so ®(v) = m = inf\— ® > 0. O

4 The asymptotically periodic case

In this section, we always assume that V satisfies (V0') and (V1’) and define functional ®

as follows:
1

Og(u) = 3 /RN (IVul* + Vo(z)u?) dz — /RN Fo(z,u)de, VueE, (4.1)

where Fy(z,t) := fg fo(z, s)ds. Then (V0'), (F0), (F1) and (F2') imply that ®, € C1(E,R) and

(@ (u),v) = / (VuVo + Vy(z)uv) de — fo(z,uw)vdz, Y u,veE. (4.2)
RN RN

Lemma 4.1. Suppose that (VO'), (V1'), (F0), (F1), (F2'), (SQ) and (WN) are satisfied. Then

any sequence {u,} C E satisfying 217)) is bounded in E.

Proof. To prove the boundedness of {u, }, arguing by contradiction, suppose that ||uy,||o — oo.
Let vy, = uy/||unllo- Then 1 = |jv,||2. By Sobolev imbedding theorem, there exists a constant
Cy > 0 such that ||v,|l2 < Cy. Passing to a subsequence, we have v,, — ¥ in E. There are two

possible cases: i). v =0 and ii). ¥ # 0.

Casei). v =0, ie. v, = 0in E. Then v} ™ — 0 and vJ~ — 0 in L{ (RY), 2 < s < 2* and
vt = 0and v7~ — 0a.e. on RY. By (V(), it is easy to show that
lim Vi(z)(v)1)2dz = lim Vi(z)(v]~)%dz = 0. (4.3)
n—o0 RN n—oo RN
If
0 := limsup sup / w2 [2dz = 0,
Bi(y)

n—oo yeRN



then by Lions’ concentration compactness principle [I7] or [32, Lemma 1.21], v+ — 0in L*(RY)
for 2 < s < 2*. Fix R > [2(1+¢,)]"/2. By virtue of (F0) and (F1), for ¢ = 1/4(RC4)? > 0, there
exists C: > 0 such that (I.12]) holds. Hence, it follows that

n—oo n—o0

limsup/ F(xz,Rv;T)dz < limsup [6R2||vf+||%+C'€Rp||vf+||g]
RN
1
< e(RCy)?* = T (4.4)
Let t,, = R/||un|lo. Hence, by virtue of [2.17), (£3]), (£.4]) and Corollary 2.5, one can get that

e t+o(l) = D(uy)

t% 2 F+ 1—ti !
> Bund— [P bl e+ T ), )
]RN
t2
@ ) ) + 2 [ Vi) [ - @] do
R
— R? 2 F+ 1 R /
= Sl [ PR (5 - g ) (@) )
? F R? F42 F—\2
@)+ [ ) (67D - ) da
Tl 2 Jun
R F+
> — - F(z, Ruy, ")dz + o(1)
2 RN
R 1 3
> — — = 1 « + — 1).
z 5 44—0()>c +4+o()

This contradiction shows that § > 0.

Passing to a subsequence, we may assume the existence of k,, € Z such that J By, s (kn) v+ 2de >
14N \Fn

%. Let wy,(x) = v, (x + ky). Since V() is 1-periodic in each of z1,z9,...,zxy. Then
F42 g
|wy, T|*dz > <. (4.5)
By, yx(0) 2
Now we define @, (x) = un(x + ky,), then 4y, /||un|lo = wy, and |Jwy|lo = ||vnllo = 1. Passing to a

subsequence, we have w, — w in F, w, — w in Lfoc(]RN), 2 <s<2 and w, = w a.e. on RY,
Obviously, (@3] implies that w # 0. Hence, it follows from (2.I7), (SQ) and Fatou’s lemma that

0 — lm &M g Bun)

noo flugl[§ nvoo [funlf3

L F F-
= lim [5 (o *115 = o~ 113) +

/ Vi) [(0F )2 — (oF )% de
RN

1
2

IN

n—oo

1 F s Un 1 . F ns Un,
z_ hminf/ Muﬂd:ﬂ < - - / lim inf Muﬂd:ﬂ
2 RN 2 R

= —0Q,

which is a contradiction.



Case ii). © # 0. In this case, we can also deduce a contradiction by a standard argument.

Cases 1) and ii) show that {u,} is bounded in E. O

Proof of Theorem 1.3. Applying Lemmas 2.10 and 4.1, we deduce that there exists a
bounded sequence {u,} C E satisfying (2.I7). Passing to a subsequence, we have u,, — @ in E.
Next, we prove 4 # 0.

Arguing by contradiction, suppose that u = 0, i.e. u,, — 0in E, and so u,, — 0 in LfOC(JRN),
2 <5< 2*and u, — 0 a.e. on RY. By (V(') and (F2'), it is easy to show that

lim Vi(z)uidr =0, lim Vi(z)upvde =0, VveE (4.6)
n—oo RN n—oo RN
and
lim Fi(z,up)dx =0, lim fi(z,up)vde =0, VYwveE. (4.7)
n—oo RN n—oo RN
Note that
1
Do(u) = ®(u) — —/ Vi(x)u?dx + Fi(z,u)de, VYu€eE (4.8)
2 RN RN
and
(@ (u),v) = (®'(u),v) — / Vi(z)uvdz + filz,w)vdx, VY u,v e E. (4.9)
RN RN
From (2.I7), (£06)-(£9), one can get that
Co(un) = €xy (|26 (un)[I(L + [|unllo) — 0. (4.10)

Analogous to the proof of Theorem 1.2, we may assume the existence of k, € Z" such that

fB1+\/ﬁ(kn) |, |?dz > % for some § > 0. Let vy, (z) = up(z + ky). Then |v,|lo = ||unllo and

/ v |2da > 0 (4.11)
By (0) 2

Passing to a subsequence, we have v,, — v in F, v, — v in Lfoc(]RN), 2<s<2and v, - v
a.e. on RY. Obviously, (@II]) implies that & # 0. Since Vo(z) and fo(x,u) are periodic in z,
then by (4.10), we have

Co(vn) = oy [ Ro(0n) (1 + [[onllo) = 0. (4.12)

In the same way as the last part of the proof of Theorem 1.2, we can prove that ®((7) = 0 and
Dy (v) < 4.

It follows from ®{(v) = 0 and (@2 that 97 # 0. By Lemma 2.11, there exist ty = t() > 0
and wy = w(v) € EX~ such that to0 + wp € N?, and so ®(tg0 + wg) > m. By virtue of (F2'),
fo(z,t)/|t| is non-decreasing on t € (—o0,0) U (0, 00), similar to (2:4]), we have

v

fole, 8)o — tofole, B)wo — / fo(z, 5)ds > 0. (4.13)

tov+wo

11—
2




Hence, from (@1)), @2), @I3) and the fact that —V;(z)t? + Fy(2,t) > 0 for |z| < 14+ +/N and
t # 0, we have

m > ¢ > Po(v)

1 1—t2
= ®o(to? +wo) + §Hw0|!(2) +— (0 (v),v) — to(P( (D), wo)
1—t3 v
—i—/ [ Ofo(a:,ff))@ — tofo(z,0)wy — / fo(z, s)ds] dzx
RN 2 tov+wo

_ 1
> Po(to? + wo) + §||w0||(2)

1 1
= —||w0||(2) + q)(t(]ﬁ + ’wo) — = / Vl(ilﬁ)(toﬁ + w0)2d$ + Fl(l‘, toU + ZU(])dl‘
2 2 RN RN

> ®(tgD + wg) > m,

since v(z) # 0 for x € B, /5(0). This contradiction implies that @ # 0. In the same way as the
last part of the proof of Theorem 1.2, we can certify that ®'(a) = 0 and ®(a) = m = info P.
This shows that 4 € E is a solution for problem () with ®(u) = infyo0 @ > 0. O
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