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GROUND STATES OF CRITICAL AND SUPERCRITICAL
PROBLEMS OF BREZIS-NIRENBERG TYPE

MONICA CLAPP, ANGELA PISTOIA, AND ANDRZEJ SZULKIN

ABSTRACT. We study the existence of symmetric ground states to the super-
critical problem

—Av= v+ [v|P"2v inQ, v =0 on 09,
in a domain of the form

Q={(y,2) e R* xRV "F1: (jy|,2) € ©},
where © is a bounded smooth domain such that © C (0,00) x RN-k-1 1<
k< N-3A€R, and p = %ﬁ:@ is the (k 4 1)-st critical exponent. We
show that symmetric ground states exist for A in some interval to the left of
each symmetric eigenvalue, and that no symmetric ground states exist in some
interval (—oo, Ax) with A« > 0if k > 2.

Related to this question is the existence of ground states to the anisotropic

critical problem

—div(a(z)Vu) = Xb(z)u + c(z) \u|2*72 u in ©, u=0 ondo,
where a, b, ¢ are positive continuous functions on ©. We give a minimax charac-

terization for the ground states of this problem, study the ground state energy
level as a function of A\, and obtain a bifurcation result for ground states.

KEY WORDS: Supercritical elliptic problem, anisotropic critical problem,
ground states, bifurcation.
2010 MSC: 35J61 (35J20, 35J25).

1. INTRODUCTION

We consider the supercritical Brezis-Nirenberg type problem

—Av =X+ |v|2?\’~’“72 v in Q,
() { v=0 on 092,
where (2 is given by
(1.1) Q1= {(y,2) € R*! x RN 1 ; (|y| 2) € O}
for some bounded smooth domain © in R¥~* such that © C (0,00) x RV =k=1,
1<k <N-=3 XeR,and 25 := ?V(]f];_k% is the so-called (k + 1)-st critical
exponent.
If K = 0 then 25, = 2% is the critical Sobolev exponent and problem ®x)
becomes
—Av =X+ |v|2*72v in ©
1.2 ’
(12) { v=0 on 00.
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A celebrated result by Brezis and Nirenberg [I] states that (I2) has a ground state
v > 0if and only if A € (0, A1) and N >4, or if A € (A\s, A1) and N = 3, where \,
is some number in (0, A;). Moreover, they show that A\, = 2% > 0 if © is a ball. As
usual, )\, denotes the m-th Dirichlet eigenvalue of —A in O.

Problem (2)) has been widely investigated. Capozzi, Fortunato and Palmieri
[2] established the existence of solutions for all A > 0 if N > 5 and for all A # A,
if N =4 (see also [11} 24]). Several multiplicity results are also available, see e.g.
[3L [, [8, [9, 25] and the references therein.

Recently, Szulkin, Weth and Willem [22] gave a minimax characterization for
the ground states of problem ([L2]) when A > A;. They established the existence of
ground states for A # A\, if N =4 and for all A > Ay if N > 5.

Concerning the supercritical problem (px) with & > 1, Passaseo [16] [I7] showed
that a nontrivial solution does not exist if A = 0 and © is a ball. This statement
was extended in [5] to more general domains ©, and to some unbounded domains
in [6]. On the other hand, existence of multiple solutions has been established in
[, 14, 23]

This work is concerned with the existence of symmetric ground states for the
supercritical problem (px) with & > 1. Note that the domain  is invariant under
the action of the group O(k + 1) of linear isometries of R**! on the first k + 1
coordinates. A function v : Q — R is called O(k + 1)-invariant if v(gy, z) = v(y, 2)
for every g € O(k + 1), (y,2) € RF*1 x R¥=F=1 The subspace

HLQ)OFHD .= [y € HY(Q) : v is O(k + 1)-invariant}

of HY(Q) is continuously embedded in L?N.x(Q), so the energy functional Jy :
H}(Q)OF+D 5 R given by

1 2 A 9 1/ 2%
B =g [V =5 [ 2= [ o

is well defined. Its critical points are the O(k 4 1)-invariant solutions to problem
@3). An O(k + 1)-invariant (PS),-sequence for J is a sequence (vy) such that

vp € HY(Q)PFHD Jy(vp) =7 and  Ji(vr) — 0in HH(Q).

We set

E(;(kﬂ) :=inf{7 > 0: there exists an O(k + 1)-invariant (P.S),-sequence for J}.

This is the lowest possible energy level for a nontrivial O(k + 1)-invariant solution
to problem (px). An O(k + 1)-invariant ground state of problem (px) is a critical
point v € HE(Q)PF+D of 7y such that Jy(v) = Kg(kﬂ). Since J» does not satisfy
the Palais-Smale condition, an O(k + 1)-invariant ground state does not necessarily
exist.

Let 0 < A[lk] < )\[Qk] < )\gk] < --- be the O(k + 1)-invariant eigenvalues of the
problem

—Av =X v inQ, v e HH(Q)OF+D),

counted with their multiplicity. Set )\([)k] := 0. We shall prove the following result
for O(k + 1)-invariant ground states.

Theorem 1.1. For every 1 < k < N — 3, the following statements hold true:
(a) Problem (px) does not have an O(k + 1)-invariant ground state if A < 0.



SUPERCRITICAL PROBLEMS OF BREZIS-NIRENBERG TYPE 3

(b) For each m € N U {0}, there is a number )\L’ﬂ* € [/\L’,Z],/\ﬂj]ﬂ) with the
property that problem (px) has an O(k+1)-invariant ground state for every
A€ ()\LE],*, )\Eﬁ]ﬂ) and does not have an O(k + 1)-invariant ground state for
any A e A A,

(c) Let 8 := max{dist(z, {0} x RN=F=1): 2 € ©}. Then,

—1)2 .
NG e if 3k =2 N,
"2\ (@rp—Dk—2,) #3ESN.

In particular, )\gﬂk >0 k>2.

This last statement stands in contrast with the case k = 0 where a ground state
to problem (L2) exists for every A € [0,A1) if N > 4. We also show that )\([317]* >0
if © is thin enough, see Proposition [£.4]

As we shall see, the O(k+1)-invariant ground states of problem (] correspond
to the ground states of the critical problem

(1.3) —div(a(x)Vu) = Ab(z)u + c(z) |u|2*72 u in O, u=0 on 00O,

with 2* = %, n:=dim®, a(zy,...,7,) = 2¥ and a = b = c.

The critical problem (3] with general coefficients a € C1(©), b,c € C°(©) has
an interest in its own. We study it in section 2] and give a minimax characterization
for its ground states, similar to that in [22]. We study the properties of its ground
state energy level as a function of A, and obtain a bifurcation result for ground
states, see Theorem 2.1}

Anisotropic critical problems of the form (I3]) have been studied, for example, by
Egnell [I0] and, more recently, by Hadiji et al. [12,[13]. They obtained existence and
multiplicity results under some assumptions which involve flatness of the coefficient
functions at some local maximum or minimum point in the interior of ©. Note that
the function a(w1,...,,) = =¥ attains its minimum on the boundary of ©. This
produces a quite different behavior regarding the existence of ground states, as we
shall see in the following sections.

Section [2]is devoted to the study of the general anisotropic critical problem. In
section [3l we prove a nonexistence result for supercritical problems. It will be used
in Section (] where we prove Theorem [[LIl In the last section we include some
questions and remarks.

2. GROUND STATES OF THE ANISOTROPIC CRITICAL PROBLEM
In this section we consider the anisotropic Brezis-Nirenberg type problem

{ — div(a(z)Vu) = Ab(z)u + c(z) [u> *u in O,

(2.1) u=0 on 00,

where © is a bounded smooth domain in R”, n > 3, A € R, a € C}(©), b,c €
CY(©) are strictly positive on ©, and 2* := nzfz is the critical Sobolev exponent in
dimension n.

We take

22 (wo= [a@veve = (] a(z)Wuﬁ)l/Q,
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to be the scalar product and the norm in Hg(©), and

o= ( b<x>u2)1/2, il = c<w>|u|2")l/2*,

to be the norms in L?(©) and L?" (0) respectively. They are, clearly, equivalent to
the standard ones.
Let 0 < A{? < AP < AP < ... be the eigenvalues of the problem

—div(a(z)Vu) = A\b(z)u in O, u=0 ondo,

counted with their multiplicity, and eq, ea, e3, ... be the corresponding normalized
eigenfunctions, i.e. |e;|, , = 1. Set

ZO = {0}7 Zm = Span{ela ) em}v

Yo = {w € Hy(©) : (w,z), =0 for all 2z € Z,,},

Ty := (—00, APY), and Ty, := [AGY, A0 ) if m € .

The solutions to problem (ZI]) are the critical points of the functional Jy :
H}(©) — R given by
Loz Ao Lo
Ia(u) = B ||UHa ) |U|b,2 T o |U|c,2* :
If A € T,,, we define
Ny =NA(O) :={u € H}O) N Zy, : J\(u)u =0 and J(u)z =0 for all z € Z,,,}.

This is a C'-submanifold of codimension m + 1 in H}(©), cf. [22]. If A < AP? it
is the usual Nehari manifold, and if A > Xf’b it is the generalized Nehari manifold,
introduced by Pankov in [I5] and studied by Szulkin and Weth in [20, 2I]. Note
that J{(z)z < 0 for all z € Z,, ~ {0}. Clearly, the nontrivial critical points of
Jy belong to N,. Moreover, they coincide with the critical points of its restriction

Ialny : Ma — R, The proof of these facts is completely analogous to the one given
in [22] for the autonomous case. Set

O =630 = inf Jy.

A A Ny A
Following [20] one shows that, for every w € Y, \ {0}, there exist unique ¢y, €
(0,00) and zx,4 € Zy, such that

t)\,ww + Z\,w € N)\;

and that
In(Erww + 2aw) = max  Jy(tw+ 2).
t>0,z2€2,,
Let X,, :=={w €Y, : ||w||, = 1} be the unit sphere in Y;,. Then,
(2.3) = inf max Jy(tw + 2).
WEX 15>Z07
2€4m

As usual, we denote the best Sobolev constant for the embedding H!(R") <
L% (R™) by S. We set
2\ 1
k%€ := [ min a(xl: -5z,
ze® ¢(x)"z ) 1

)\Z;{’;C =1inf{\ € T), : €y < K}

and define
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Theorem 2.1. For every m € NU {0} the following statements hold true:

(a) The function A — £y is nonincreasing in T,, and
0<ly <gr™ for all X eT,,.

(b) £y is attained on Ny if £y < K*°.
(c) The function A — £y is continuous in T, and

lim ¢, = 0.
ASN

Hence, X% < A0 1.
(d) £y is not attained if \ € (—oo,)\g)’i’c) or A € A%PXEPEY m > 1, and is
attained if \ € (/\fﬁ?f, /\f,’lz_l).

Remark 2.2. It follows from part (c) above that bifurcation (to the left) occurs
at each A\%P. This fact is essentially known and can be obtained by other meth-
ods. However, we would like to emphasize that here we show that our bifurcating
solutions are ground states.

Proof of Theorem 2.1. (a): Let A\, u € Tp,. If X < p then Jy(u) > J,(u) for every
u € H§(©). So £y > ¢, according to ([2.3)). This proves that A — £, is nonincreas-
ing in T3,.

If A €T, and w € X,, we have that

2 2\ /2
1 (lwlla = Alwlys
(2.4) max Jy(tw + z) > max Jy(tw) = - | ———F—
t>0,26Zm t>0 n [w]? 5.

A n/2
1 <1 . )\m+1 )
zo\7= ] -
n |w|c,2*
Using Sobolev’s inequality we conclude that there is a positive constant C' such
that

max Jy(tw+2z) > C for all w € X,,.
t>0,2€Z,,

Therefore, £, > 0.

Let ¢r € CZ(R™) be a positive function such that supp(¢r) C By/,(0) and
[ |Ver|? = sm/2, f|<pk|2* — S"2 where B,(§) = {x € R" : |[v —£] < r}. Let
¢ € © be such that

and choose v € R™ with |v| = 1 such that v is the inward pointing unit normal at £
if £ € 00. Set &, := £ + +v and uy(x) := pp(z — &). Then uy, € HJ(O) for k large
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enough, and we have that

w3

1 u —Au
(2.5) max Jy (tug) = — | k” | klb?
t>0 n |uk|c o
a
o 1 fBl/k (&x) a |Vuk| )\fBuk(ﬁk) b(I)ui
B n 2% 2/2*
(Jis ey (@) funl*)
— a({l: S = e as k — oo.
n C(é)T

Hence, £, < k%€ for A < Xf’b.
Next, we assume that A € T,, with m € N. We fix an open subset 6 of © such
that 6 N By (&) = 0 for k large enough. If z € Z,,, and z = 0 in 0 then z = 0

in O, see [22, Lemma 3.3]. Hence, ([, c(x) 121> )Y/ is a norm in Z,, and, since
Zyy, is finite-dimensional, this norm is equivalent to ||z||, - In particular, there is a

positive constant A such that [, c(x z) |z > 27 A Hz||i* for all z € Z,,. It follows by
convexity that, for every t > 0 and every z € Z,,, we have

w2120 = [ o ftur+ 2+ [ o) o
[CANC 0

>t / clx)u? + 2*152*71/ c(a:)ui*_lz +2%A ||z||i*
) ©
Therefore,

(2.6)  Jn(tug + 2) < Jo(tug) — % |tuk|§)2 + t/ (a(z)VurVz — Ab(x)ugz)
©

1 _ _ 2*
+ 20 - 2 —%21/d@ﬁ Az
2( b2) o k

< Jo(tug) + t/@ (a(z)VurVz — Ab(x)uz)

_tQ**l/ (@ "z — Al|F
e
Consequently,
2 2*—1 2% 2"
In(tug +2) < B + ¢zl + 27V 2]l,) — O + |=)%)

for some positive constants B and C. This implies that there exists R > 0 such
that Jy(tur +2) < 0for allt > R, z € Z,,, and k large enough. On the other hand,
for t <R, z € Zy, and k large enough, since ¢ — 0 weakly in H}(0), inequalities

@3) and 23] imply that
Ia(tug + 2) < Jo(tug) + o(1) = 6+ o(1).

This proves that £) < xk®° for A\ > Xll’b and concludes the proof of statement (a).
(b): Let I : 3,, — R be the function given by

I)\(w) = J)\(t)\ﬁww + Z)\ﬁw).
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Then £y := infyex,, [y(w). It is shown in [20, 21] that I\ € C*(Z,R). Since 3,,
is a smooth submanifold of H}(©), Ekeland’s variational principle yields a Palais-
Smale sequence (wy) for Iy such that Iy(wyg) — £, cf. [24, Theorem 8.5]. Set
Uk = txw, Wk + Zxw,- By Corollary 2.10 in [20] or Corollary 33 in [21], (ux) is a
Palais-Smale sequence for Jy. Now, Corollary 3.2 in [4] asserts that every Palais-
Smale sequence (uy) for Jy such that Jy(ur) — 7 < K%, contains a convergent
subsequence. It follows that £y is attained on N, if £y < k%€,

(c): Let w € ¥,,. First, we will show that the function A — I(w) is continu-
ous in T},. Let p;, u € Ty, be such that p; — p. A standard argument shows that
Jy, (tw+z) < 0 for every j € Nif t?+ ||z||Z is large enough. Therefore, the sequences
(ty;w) and (z,,,w) are bounded and, after passing to a subsequence, t,,; ., — to in
[0,00) and 2, w — 20 in Z,,. Hence,

Ty (w) = Jpu, (g 0w + 2 ) = Ju(tow + 20) < Ty (w).

If J,(tow + z0) < I,,(w) then, since

Ty G + 2pw) = ww + 2p0) = Lu(w),

we would have that, for j large enough,

t>(I)lea€XZm JM;‘ (tw + Z) = JM;‘ (tHj;ww + Zujﬂv) < JM;‘ (tlhww + Zlhw)v
which is a contradiction. Consequently, I,,,(w) — I, (w). This proves that A —
I\ (w) is continuous in T, for each w € %,,.

Next, we prove that the function A — £, is continuous from the left in T,,.
Let pj, 0 € Ty, be such that p; < pand p; — p. Since the infimum of any family
of continuous functions is upper semicontinuous and A\ — £, is nonincreasing, we
have that

li £, </f,<liminfl, .
li_nj)‘ip mp =t > 1;%};1 i
This proves that A — £, is continuous from the left in T5,.

To prove that A — £, is continuous from the right in 7,,, we argue by contradic-
tion. Assume there are uj, pn € Ty, such that w; > p, p; — pand supj;ey €y, < £y
Then /,;, < £*¢ and, by statement (b), there exists w; € X, such that ¢,, =

Jy; (b, wWj + 24, 0). Inequality ([2.4) asserts that

] By N\ /2
Am
Cu > Ly = Ty (b ;W + 25 0;) = — (72+1> :

n |wj|c,2*

3*2* > ¢ > 0 for all j € N. Denote the closure of Y,,, in L2"(©)

by SN/m. Since dim(Z,,,) < oo, the projection lN/mGBZm — f’m is continuous in L2 (©).
Hence, there is a positive constant Ag such that

This implies that |w;|

b < T, w5 + 2w, )
2

. 1 2 2 1 2%
W 2
= 9 “(1—p |wj|b,2) + 5("2M7w1"a H ‘Zuij ’bﬁz) T oox ‘tuijwj + 2w, c,2%
2 2* 2 2%
pywy pywy 2" t#7w]‘ Hwy .
< 5~ Ag o Jw; |7, 5. < 5 Ape o for all j € N.
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It follows that (t, ;) is bounded. Hence, (||2y,w,|la) is bounded too. Consequently,
2
O < Tty 05+ Zpwy) = Ty (b, 05+ Zpw;) + (10— 15) by w5 + 2w, ‘b,2
< Ty (o, Wi+ 2 0,) F0(1) = £, +0(1) <suply, +0(1) < £, +o(1).
JEN
This is a contradiction. It follows that the function A — £ is continuous in T;,.
Finally, let p; € Tp,, be such that p; — Ap,1. We have that

0< 6#]. < J#J‘ (t#jﬁemﬂeerl + Z#j>8m+1)

2
. 1 2 2
g em
== 2 = (>‘m+1 - :uj) + g(Hzﬂ'jveerl Ha — Hj |Z#]‘1€m+1 }b,2)
1 2%
- 2_* }tﬂj78m+lem+1 T 25 emin }072*
2 2"
< tﬂj;€7n+1 ()\ ) A i em+1 2%
S5 Wma— 1) — 0o |em+1|c,2* :

It follows that (¢, c,,,,) is bounded and, hence, that
2

2 .
0< 4y < %O‘m-‘rl = p5) = o(1).

This proves that £,,, — 0 as p; — A1 from the left.
(d): TIxeT, A< /\fn’{);c, and w € %, were such that ¢, = Iy(w) then for
1€ (A AE"4(0)) we would have that

KY¢ = 6# < I#(’LU) < IA(IU) =/,

contradicting (a). It follows that £ is not attained if A € [A%?, A%"%). Statement
(b) implies that £y is attained if A € (A%%°, )\f,;il). O

Recall that a (PS),-sequence for Jy is a sequence (uy) in H(©) such that
Jx(ug) — 7 and J5 (ug) — 0 in H~1(O). The value ¢, is characterized as follows.

Corollary 2.3. ¢, = inf{r > 0: there exists a (PS),-sequence for Jx}.

Proof. The argument given in the proof of statement (b) of Theorem [ZT] shows
that there exists a (P.S), -sequence for Jy. To prove that £, is the smallest positive
number with this property, we argue by contradiction. Assume that 7 < £, and that
there exists a (PS),-sequence for Jy. Then 7 < k¢ and Corollary 3.2 in [4] asserts
that (uy) contains a subsequence which converges to a critical point w of Jy with
Ja(u) = 7. If 7 # 0 then u € N, and, hence, £, < 7. This is a contradiction. O

For the classical Brezis-Nirenberg problem ([2]) (where a = b = ¢ = 1) with
n > 4, it is known that )\S:i’c =0 and )\ﬁ{f’f = A, the m-th Dirichlet eigenvalue
of —A in O, for all m € N. Moreover, ) = %S% = g®° for every A < 0, but
Iy < %S% for every A > 0 if n > 5, see [1] 1T}, 22].

As we shall see below, this is not true in general: For the problem in Section
[ which arises from the supercritical one, one has that Ag:i’c > 0 in most cases, see
Propositions 3] and [£.4] A special feature of that problem is that the value k¢
is attained on the boundary of ©. A different situation was considered by Egnell
[10] and Hadiji and Yazidi [I3]. They showed for example that, if a attains its
minimum at an interior point zg of ©, b = 1 = ¢, and a is flat enough around xy,
then )\87’2’0 =0 for n > 4, as in the classical Brezis-Nirenberg case.
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a,b,c

We do not know whether, in general, Ay’ > 0. But this will be true in the
special case we are interested in, see Proposition[£.Il The proof uses a nonexistence
result for the supercritical problem, which we discuss in the following section.

3. NONEXISTENCE OF SOLUTIONS TO A SUPERCRITICAL PROBLEM

Let © be a bounded smooth domain in RN =% with © C (0,00) x R¥N=#~1 and
0<k<N-3. Set

Q:={(y,2) e R xRV F71 1 (Jy],2) € ©}

and consider the problem

—Au=Xu+ [u?u inQ,
(3:1) { u=20 on 99.
Passaseo [16, I7] showed that, if © is a ball, problem (BI) does not have a

nontrivial solution for A = 0 and p > 2%, , := %ij_g In [5] it is shown that this is

also true for doubly starshaped domains.

Definition 3.1. O is doubly starshaped if there exist two numbers 0 < to < t;
such that t € (tg,t1) for every (t,z) € © and O is strictly starshaped with respect
to &y := (t0,0) and to & = (t1,0), i.e.

(x — &,ve(z)) >0 Ve e 00 N {&}, 1=0,1,
where vg is the outward pointing unit normal to 0O.
We denote the first Dirichlet eigenvalue of —A in Q by A1 (Q2).
Theorem 3.2. If © is doubly starshaped, p > 27, and
L 20-24)
T 2y -2)

then problem [BI) does not have a nontrivial solution.

A1),

We point out that the geometric assumption on © cannot be dropped. Existence
of multiple solutions to problem ([B.)) for A = 0 and p = 27 ; in some domains where
O is not doubly starshaped has been established in 4] [14] 23].

The proof of Theorem follows the ideas introduced in [5l [16, I7]. Fix 7 €
(0,00) and let ¢ be the solution to the problem

{ Ot + (k+1)p(t) =1, te(0,00),

(1) = 0.
Explicitly, ¢(t) = = [1 — (F)F"!]. Note that ¢ is strictly increasing in (0, 00).
For y # 0 we define
(3.2) X+ (Y, 2) := (e(lyl)y, 2).

Lemma 3.3. The vector field x. has the following properties:
(a) divx, = N — k,
(b) (dx+(y,2)[€],¢) < max{l — kp(ly|),1} |§|2 for every y € RFL {0},
z € RN-k-1 ¢ e RN,

Proof. See [17, Lemma 2.3] or [5, Lemma 4.2]. O
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Proposition 3.4. Assume there exists 7 € (0,00) such that |y| € (1,00) for every
(y,2) € Q and (xr,vq) >0 a.e. on Q. Ifp > 2%, and

2(p — 2%
A< Ep N,k)
2N,k(p —2)

then problem [BI) does not have a nontrivial solution.

AL(6),

Proof. The variational identity (4) in Pucci and Serrin’s paper [19] implies that, if
u € C3(Q) NCH(Q) is a solution of BI) and y € C1(Q2,RY), then

(3.3) 1/ IVl (x,ug>d0=/ (divy) F luf’ + 202 = L |vup?| do
2 Jaa Q D 2 2

+ /Q (dx [Vu], Vu) dz,

where vgq is the outward pointing unit normal to 9Q (in the notation of [19] we
have taken F(z,u, Vu) = 1|Vul* — 1 u? — %|u|p, h=xand a =0). Let x := x-.
Then, by Lemma [3.3]

divy, = N — k.

Moreover, since 1 — kp(t) < 1 for t € (7,00), and |y| € (1, 00) for every (y,z) € Q,
Lemma [3.3] yields

(dxr(y,2) [€],€) < €7 V(y.2) €Q, £€RY.

By assumption, (x,,vq) > 0 a.e. on 9. Therefore, if u is a nontrivial solution of

BI) we have, using ([B.3]), that
1 1
0< (N —k) (- - —> / [|Vu|2 - AuQ] dz +/ \Vul? dz
P 2/ Ja Q

11 1 ) 11 ,
— (N —k ———+—>/vu dr — (N — k (———))\/ud;v,
( )(p 2 N-k Q| | ( ) p 2 Q

that is,
1 1 1 1
<— - —) )\/ wide > [ —— — - |Vul® dz.
2 p Q 2y ) Ja

Therefore, if p > 27\,7 . and

2(p — 2% Vullde  2(p— 2}
A< Ep N,k) inf fgz | 1;| €z _ ip N,k) A (Q),
251 —2) uebsfééﬂ) JouPdx 2y 2P —2)

problem ([B1]) does not have a nontrivial solution in 2, as claimed. O

The following result was proved in [5].

Proposition 3.5. If © is doubly starshaped then © C (tg,00) x RN=F=1 gnd
(Xto, Vo) > 0 a.e. on 00, with ty as in Definition B.I]

Proof. See the proof of (4.11) in [5]. O

Proof of Theorem[3.4. The conclusion follows immediately from Propositions [3.4]
and O
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4. EXISTENCE AND NONEXISTENCE OF SYMMETRIC GROUND STATES TO
SUPERCRITICAL PROBLEMS

Next, we come back to our original supercritical problem

—Av = Xv+ |1)|21*V”‘72 v in Q,
() { v=0 on 0,

where
Q:={(y,2) e RF x RN=*k=1 . (|y],2) € ©}
for some bounded smooth domain © in RN % with © C (0, 00) x RV-F-1 1<k<
N -3, and 2, == 22EL
An O(k + 1)-invariant function v : 2 — R can be written as v(y, z) = u(|y|, 2)
for some function u : ©® — R. A straightforward computation shows that

1

(4.1) Av = mdiv(a(m)Vu),
where a(z1,...,on-%) := 2F. Hence, v is an O(k + 1)-invariant solution of (gy) if
and only if u solves
(o7) —div(z¥Vu) = Aaku + ¥ |u|2*72 u in O,

A u=20 on 00,
where 2% = 2%, is the critical exponent in dimension n := N —k = dim(0). So this
problem is a special case of the problem treated in section@with a(zy,...,z,) = ¥

anda=b=c

For these functions a, b, c we simplify notation and write f[f], rxlFl )\Lﬁ], AL’;{*
instead of Ki’b’c, ke, \ab \EDC Note that

1
xlkl = (mig:z:lf) —5n/2,
€O n
Proposition 4.1. If a := min_ g z1 and XA < 0, then E[Ak] = %S"/Q and it is not
attained by Jy on Ny = N,(©).
Proof. By Theorem 2.1] it is enough to show this for A = 0. Arguing by contra-
diction, assume that Egc] < %S”/? Then there exists ¢ € C°(0) N Ny(©) such
that
ok
Jo(p) < —8m/2 = kK,
n
Since supp(p) is a compact subset of (a,00) x R"71  there exists a o € (@, 00)
such that supp(¢) C B:={z € R": (#1 — 0)* + 23 + - + 22 < (o — 0)?} . Hence,
¢ € No(B). Theorem and the discussion given at the beginning of this section
imply that problem
—div(z¥Vu) = oF |u|2*72 u in B, u=0 ondB

does not have a nontrivial solution. So, by Theorem 211 infu;p) Jo = slF) =
ot gn/2 Byt

k
@]
inf Jy < Jo(p) < —S™/2.
Nt o < o) -

This is a contradiction. We conclude that égc] = O‘TkS"/ 2,
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Since this value is the same for every © such that « := min x1, a standard

€O
argument shows that ﬂgk] is not attained by Jo on Ny = Ny(O). O
Set
« := minzq, [ := max .
€O €O

Lemma 4.2. For every positive function f € C?[a, B] which satisfies

(4.2) oF () <t f2() and FfF(H) <M (@) VEE o8],
we have that
- ()
o IO
Proof. Let u € H}(©), u # 0, and set u(x) = f(z1)w(z). Then

Ow?
/O o [ Vuf? = /O <x’ff2|Vw|2+x’ff’f—+x’f(f’)2w2)

= [ (st 1vuf ok 22
= [ (et 1Vl = @) fu?)

_(+k ¢ !/
So, if A < %(g)) for all ¢ € [a, 8], we have that

Jo ok Vul|* — Ao zhu® Joztf? V| - Jo [(xlffl)/ + )\:v’ff] fw?
o\ 2/2" - i 9\ 2/2°
(f@xku ) (f@xlffz w )
Jork 2 \Vuwl® _ aFfa) fo [Vul
2" | /2 = 2k/2% £2( 22\ /%
 (Jortrm ) a2z p2(a) (J ]

Twl?
= azk/"f@|—w| >a?*/ms >0 for all u € Hg(0),u # 0.

]

o=

A

This implies that A < )\[119] and, hence, that

n/2
kv 2 Y k, 2 k
max Jy (tu) = 1 Jo 71 IV 12@ ajlu > &> gn/2
t>0 n (f ok u2*> /2 n
eT1
_(+k g7 !

forallu € H(©),u # 0. Therefore, E[f] = O‘TkS"/Q for every X < mingeq g) (:%(S)),
and the conclusion follows. g

We obtain the following estimates for )\gf]*.

Proposition 4.3. \j k] >0 and

(e 1)* f 2k >
)\[k] > 432 lf Z N,
0% = ﬁ (2" =Dk —2%) if 2k < n.
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Therefore /\gf]* >0ifk>2.
Proof. Proposition [4.1] implies that )\gﬂk > 0.

Set f(t) :=t~7 with £ <~ < &. This function satisfies ({Z2) and, since

—(Fr®)  Ak—y-1)

thf(t)y t2 ’
Lemma implies that
w o Yk=—7-1)
)\O,* 2 ﬂ2
Now observe that the the function ¢(7y) := vy(k — v — 1) attains its maximum on
the interval [2ﬁ, %] at the point

o JET LR
Vu 1= X 5 o [

Therefore )\gﬂk > %¢(%) = %m&k — v« — 1), as claimed.

Finally, note that k > 2 = 20 if k > 2. Hence, Ay, > 0 if k > 2. O
Proof of Theorem [l Using Corollary 23t is easily seen that, if v(y, z) = u(|y|, 2),
then v is an O(k + 1)-invariant ground state for problem (px) if and only if u is a
ground state for problem lb So Theorem [[T] follows immediately from Proposi-
tion 1] Theorem [2.1] and Proposition [4.3] O

The following result shows that )\([317]* > 0 if the domain is thin enough in the

x1-direction.

Proposition 4.4. Ifg < 5 then )\gf] > % >0 for all k > 1.

*

Proof. Set f(t) == e™ 7= with ;& < < %, and write g(t) := t* f2(t) and h(t) :=
th £2°(t). Then ¢'(t) = tF~te=27(t=)(k — 2+t) > 0 and A/ (t) = th—le 2" 7(=) (k —

2*yt) <0 for all ¢ € [, 5], so f satisfies (£2]). Since

— (tFf1(1)"  yth e ) (k—yt) (k- yt)

thf(t)y the—(t—a) t
Lemma implies that

k—
N > k=98
’ B
Now observe that the the function ¢(v) := v(k — v3) attains its maximum at the
point 7, = % Hence, /\gﬂk > % > 0, as claimed. O

5. SOME OPEN QUESTIONS AND COMMENTS
Many questions remain open. Here are some of them.

Problem 1. Concerning problem l) :

(1) Is it true that A&L > 0 for any domain ©, and not only for thin domains?

(2) For m > 1, is /\Hﬂ* > )\Lﬁ], or is AL’ﬂ* = AL’,Z} as in the classical Brezis-
Nirenberg case?
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(3) What happens in general at /\L’ﬂ*? Is there, or not, a ground state of problem

.for/\ )\k] ?

Problem 2. Concerning the general anisotropic problem [2.1):

(1) Is )\a 'bie always nonnegative? Or are there examples where a ground state

exists for some A < 07 For all A < 07

: , b,
(2) Can one give lower estimates for \y,i* in some cases?

(3) Suppose that ¢ € C*(©) in addition to our earlier assumptions. If K% i
n/2
attained only at points which are non-stationary for C(Z§?+2W and lie on
the boundary of ©, is it then true that Ag:i’c > 07
Two particular cases of (3) are: ¢ =1, and a = b = c. If the answer is positive
in the first case, this would be in contrast to the results in [I0] and [I3]. A positive
Iit

answer in the second case would be a generahzatlon of our results for A partial
answer can be given using Proposition 4.3l Consider, for example, the problem

(5.1) —div(a(x)Vu) = Ab(z)u + |u|2*_2 u in O, u=0 on 00O,

where © is a bounded smooth domain in R, n > 3, A € R, a € C1(©), b € C°(O)
are strictly positive on ©, and 2* = % Then, the following statement holds true.

Proposition 5.1. Ifa(z) > af > b(x) for allz € © and min, g a(z) = (min, g z1)* >
0 for some k > 2, then )\abl > 0.

Proof. Let a := min__gz1 > 0. For every u € H}(©), u # 0, A € [0, /\gc]*] we have

z€O
that )
Jo al z) |Vul’ - Ao bz > Jo @ [Vul” = A [g ahu? 0
] T2 N2/ :
o2k/2 (f@ Ju? ) (f@ 2% [ul? )
Hence, A < A{"” and
n/2 n/2
1 foal z) |Vul* - Ao bz S e 1| [k [Vul” — A fg @hu?
n 2\ 22 =% " a 2\ 2T
(o ) (o ")

> awlz 2 aF S"/2 ( )n/2 15n/2 ol

It follows from Theorem [2.] that
bt = gt for all A € (—o0 )\[k] o)

Hence, by Proposition B3] Ay, bl )\ . > 0, as claimed. O
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