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Abstract

Let Q be aC' open bounded domain iRY (N > 3) with 0 € 9. Suppose that
09 is C? at0 and the mean curvature 8f) at0 is negative. Consider the following
perturbed PDE involving two Hardy-Sobolev critical expotse

2% (s1)—1 2% (s2)—1

Au+ M m— At + A =0 inQ
u(z) >01in Q, wu(z) =0o0nos,

where0 < sy < 81 < 2,0 < s3 < 2,2%(s;) = %,0 #£ N € R >
0,1 < p <2*(s3) — 1. The existence of ground state solution is studied undésrlif
ent assumptions via the concentration compactness pleranil the Nehari manifold
method. We also apply a perturbation method to study theemds of positive solu-
tion.
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1 Introduction

Consider the existence of ground state solution to theviatig problem

2% (s1)—1 w2 (s2)-1

Au+ M + At + A =0 inQ,
u(z) >0inQ, wu(x)=00noLQ,

(1.2)

whereQ2 ¢ RV (N > 3)is aC' open bounded smooth domain withe 9 andof2

is C? at0 and the mean curvatuié(0) < 0. The parameters satisfy
0<s92<851<20<53<2,X>0,1<p<2%s3)—1.

Recall the following double critical problem

2% (s1)—1 w2 (s2)—1

{ Au AN+ =0 ing,

u(z) >0inQ, wu(z) =00ndQ. (1.2)

There has been a lot of papers concerning (1.2) under thesgerfs, < s;. We note
that the case of; < s with A > 0 is essentially the same. For the caseof 2 and
()N > 3,X < (B52)2,0 < 55 < sy or (ii) N > 4,0 < XA < (852)2,55 = 0, we
refer to [5/6[7]. When, = 0, equation[(1) becomes

w2 (s1)-1 Nis
It is well known that [I.B) has no least-energy solutiof i s; < 2 with A < 0.
However, for the case of > 0,0 < s; < 2 ands, = 0, the existence of positive
solution is proved by Hsia, Lin and Wadadeé [9]. In the veryergcpaper[[11], the
existence of positive solution faV > 3, A € R,0 < s2 < s1 < 2 is proved by Li
and Lin. Basically,[(T]2) has been studied for all the cheiakthe parameters;, s,
under the premise that the coefficient of the highest power ie positive. However,
an open problem is proposed by Li and Linin][11, Remark 1.2cIsays:For the
situations; < sy and\ < 0, the existence of positive solutions[fo {1.2) is completely
open. Even for the equation

2" (s)—1
|z[®

where0 < s < 2and2*(s) — 1 < p < {42, the existence problem still remains an
interesting open questiont seems that the first partial answer to this open problem is
obtained in[[4].

Au—up—i-u

=0inQ, (1.4)

Further, althougH{113) has no least-energy solutions\fer 0,0 < s; < 2, the
following perturbed equation

|]®

2% (s)—1 N+2 .
Ay —2——+uv—2 +u? =0in Q, (1.5)
u(z) > 01in Q andu(z) = 0 on o2 '



has a positive solution iV > 4,2*(s) — 1 < p < %2, see Li and Lin[[1lL, Theorem
5.1].

In the current paper, we are interested in the more generrpation problem
than [I.5), that is, the equatidn (IL.1). We obtain the follgamain theorems:

Theorem 1.1. Suppose tha® is an open bounded smooth domainfiff (N > 3),
0 € 052 and the mean curvature @K at 0 is negative, i.e. 7(0) < 0. Assume that
0 < s <8 <2,0<83<2,M>0,1<p< 2%s3)— 1, and that one of the
following conditions is satisfied:

(1) Ay >0,X3>0.

(2) M1 > 0,3 <0,p<2%(s1) — L.
(3) M1 <0,\3>0,p>2%(s1) — L.
(4) M <0,\3 <0,p<2%(sq) — 1.

Furthermore, ifA; < 0, we require eithep < 5=52 or p > S5 with |\3| small

enough. Theri (Z11) possesses a ground state solution.

Remark 1.1. We remark that Theorelm 1.1 does not cover the following teesa
e )3 <0,2%(s1) — 1 <p<2%(s3)—Tland) > 0;
e )3 <0,2%(s2) — 1 <p<2*%(s3) —land) <0.

Since for these cases, we do not know whetheft8 sequence is bounded or not. In
particular, the Nehari manifold method fails. The existené€the ground state solution
for this two cases remains open.

However, when)s| small enough we may obtain the existence of positive salutio
Precisely, we have the following result:

Theorem 1.2. Suppose thaf) is an open bounded smooth domainkf (N > 3),
0 € 09 and the mean curvatur® (0) < 0. Assume that

0<89<81<2,0<583<2,2>0,A3<0

and thateitheR*(s1) —1 < p < 2*(s3)—1if Ay >00r2*%(sa) —1 < p < 2*(s3)—1
when); < 0. Then there existy, < 0 such that[(T.1) has a positive solution for
Ao < Az < 0.

Remark 1.2. In the above Theorem 1.2, we allpn= 2*(s3) — 1, it means that the
equation[(T.11) has three Hardy-Sobolev critical terms.

This paper is organized as follows. In section 2, we give sproperties of the
Nehari manifold. Since the problem involves critical territgs well known that the
lack of the compactness will bring much troubles. In sec8pwe will determine the
threshold of the functional for which the Palais-Smale é¢towl holds and check that
the ground state value lies in the safe region. Based on fireparations, we prove
Theoreni L1L. In section 5, we will prove Theorem 1.2 by a pbetion method.



2 Nehari manifold

Let LP (9, IdT ) denote the space @f-integrable functions with respect to the measure
ms. Let [uls, = ([, “ﬂpdx)?) and|ul, := |ulo,. The Hardy-Sobolev inequality
(see [2[B[8]) asserts that,*(RY) — L2 ()(RN, Ide) is a continuous embedding
for s € [0,2]. That s, there exist€’s > 0 such that

u|?" () P 1,2 p N
( d:c) <, |vu| dz for all u € DY (RY). (2.1)
RN

|z[*

JufP*

If |2 < oo andp < 2*(s3) — 1, we can obtain thaj/ 1|L B
o |T°

H3(Q). In particular, the embedding} () — LP+1(Q, -4 &) is compact which was
established in 13, Theorem 1.9] fes = 0 and [4, Lemma 2.1] fof < s3 < 2. A
functionu € H{(Q) is said to be a weak solution to the problém(1.1) iff

dr < oo forall u €

2*(51)—2
/ Vu-Vodr — M\ |u|7uvd:17—
Q ||
2% (52) 2 p—1
/ |“| Udr — g [T (2.2)
o |z
forallv € H}(2). Thus, the correspondlng energy functionalof(1.1) is
A1 2* (s1) A2 2% (s2)
2
( ) _” ” ( )|u|s1,2:(s1) o 2*(82) |u|sz,2*2(52) p+ 1 Ulsy,pt1- (2‘3)
The associated Nehari manifold is defined as
N = {u e HHQ\{0} : J(u) = o},
where
() o= (@' (u),u) = [ull® = M ful? S0, = Nalul2 520 = AslulPF )y (24)

and®’(u) denotes the Fréchet derivative ®fat u; (-,-) is the dual product between
H} () and its dual spacél ~!(Q2). We have the following properties on the Nehari
manifold.

Lemma2.1. Assume thall < sy < 51 < 2,0 <s3 <2,A2 >0,1<p<2%(s3)—1.
ThenV u € H(Q)\{0}, there exists a unique= ¢, > 0 such thatu € N if one of
the following assumptions is satisfied:

(1) A1 > 0,A3 > 0.
(2) A1 >0,A3<0,p< 2*(81) — 1.
(3) A <0,A3>0,p> 2*(51) — 1.



(4) M <0,A3<0,p< 2*(82) —1.
Moreover,\ is closed and bounded away frdm

Proof. For anyu € H}((2), we denote

2% (s 2%(s
a(u) = [|ul®, b(w) = |ul2 $2 ), elw) = [ul2,§2) ) d(w) = [ul?) . (2.5)

We will write them asu, b, ¢, d for simplicity if there is no ambiguity. Thenaﬁé(tu) =

tg(t), where
g(t) == a — A bt> V72 \pet? (52)72 _ \gqpP 1

We also see that for > 0, £®(tu) = 0 if and only if g(t) = 0. Recalling that
Ao > 0,82 < s andp < 2*(sy) — 1 if A3 < 0, we obtain thaty(t) — —oo as
t — +oo. Combine withg(0) = a > 0, we have that there exists some- 0 such
thatg(t) = 0 due to the continuity of(t). It follows thattu € N. Letu € N, since
p > 1,2%(s;) > 2, by the embedding theorem we obtain that

2%(s1) 2% (s2) p+1)
2

a:/\1b+)\gc+/\3d§0(a I
which implies that there exists somg > 0 such that
|ul =a? > 6 forallue N. (2.6)

Then for anyu # 0, ¢ty := inf{t|g(t) = 0} > 0 and by the continuity of(¢), we
obtain thaty(tg) = 0. Without loss of generality, we may assume that 1, that is,
g(1) =0andg(t) > 0forallt e (0,1).

If Ay > 0,3 > 0, itis easy to see that (¢) < 0. Henceg(t) < g(1) = 0 for all
t>1.

If &1 > 0,23 < 0,p < 2*(s1) — 1, we considet > 1 first. We havey'(t) =
—tP=2h(t), where

h(t) == Aib(2%(s1) — 2)12 (D7P71 4 Noe(2%(s2) — 2)t2 2P 4 Agd(p — 1).
Recall thats — A\1b — Aaoc — A\3d = 0, we obtain that

h(t) >)\1b(2*(81) — 2) + AQC(2*(52) — 2) + Agd(p — 1)
=A1b(2"(s1) =p—1) + A2c(2%(s2) —p—1) +alp—1) > 0. (2.7)

It follows thatg’(t) < 0 forall ¢ > 1 and thery(t) < g(1) =0 forall ¢t > 1.
If A1 < 0,3 >0,2%(s1) — 1 < p, then we have'(t) = —t>" 1) =3¢(t), where

q(t) — )\1 (2*(81) _ 2)b + )\2 (2*(82) _ 2)Ct2*(52)*2*(51) + /\3(p _ 1)dtp+1—2*(51).



Assumet > 1, we obtain that
q(t) >A1(2%(s1) — 2)b+ A2(2"(s2) — 2)c+ As(p — 1)d
=a(2*(s1) — 2) + Aoc(2%(s2) — 2*(s1)) + Asd(p+ 1 — 2*(s1))
>0. (2.8)
Hence, we also obtain that(t) < 0 for ¢ > 1.
If &1 < 0,3 <0,p<2*(s2) — 1, we have
tg'(t) = —=Mb(2%(s1) — 2)t¥ D72 — Ngd(p — 1)tP~1 — Aac (2% (s0) — 2) ¢ (52)72,
Recalling that\oc = a — A1b — A3d, we obtain that
tg'(t) =[(2%(s2) — 2)2 (2727 (51) (2% (5y) — 2)] A\ bt* ()72
+ [(2%(s2) — 2)t2 (5207771 — (p — )] Azdt? ™
— a(2*(52) _ 2)t2*(82)—2
=I+I1I+1II.
Sincesy < s1, we have2*(s3) > 2*(s1). Thus, fort > 1, we obtain
(2% (s2) — 2)12 (520727 (51) — (2%(51) — 2) > 2*(s2) — 2%(s1) > 0.

It follows that7 < 0 due to the fact of; < 0. Similarly, sincep < 2*(s3) — 1, we can
prove that/T < 0 for¢ > 1. Obviously,/IT < 0. We deduce thaf'(¢t) < 0 forall ¢ >
1. Based on the above arguments, we obtaingligt< ¢g(1) = 0 forall ¢ > 1. Hence,
forany0 # u € Hi(Q), there exists a unique> 0 denoted by, such that,u € N.
By (2.8), we have thad/ is bounded away frorh and that\ is closed. O

Lemma2.2. Under the assumptions of Lemmal2.1, &mp). sequencéu,, } of ®(u),
i.e,®(uy) — ¢, ®(u,)— 0in H-1(), is bounded in} ().

Proof. Let {u,} C H}(Q) be a(PS). sequence ob(u), then we have

B(un) = La(uy) — 1 ) — 23 d(un) = e+ o(1) (2.9)

2%(s2) p+1

and (' (uy,), un) = alun) — Ab(uy) — Aac(uyn) — Azd(u,) = o(1)||unl||, where
a(u),b(u), c(u), d(u) are defined by(2]5).

Case 1. Assume); > 0,5 > 0. If p+ 1 > 2*(s1), we have that
1

/ 1 1 2
= J— > (— —
o)1+ [lunl) = Bun) = 5o (@ (n), wn) 2 (5 = o)l
If p+1<2*(s1), note thatsy < s1,p+ 1 < 2*(sq1), it follows that
c+ o)1+ llun) = P(un) — L (@' (un), un) > (l S )l |?



Case 2If Ay > 0,23 < 0,p < 2*(s1) — 1, we have

e of1) = D) = (5 = —5)an) + (5 = g bl

1 1
— - n 1)|un .
o = gy Peclm) + o(U)funl
Hencec + o(1)(1 + || H)>(1 . )[en|?
£ro Unll) =85 = 5/l
Case 3If A\; < 0,3 > 0,2%(s1) — 1 < p, then

1 1 1
c+o(1) =0(uy) = ( 2 (51) 2 (s1)  2°(s2)
1 1

1 1
Hencec + o(1)(1 + ||u,||) > (5 - m)”unHQ-

Case 4lf \; < 0,23 < 0,p < 2*(s2) — 1, similarly we have

Ja(un) + (

)/\Qc(un)

N =

1 1

e+ oA+ unl) = (3 = 3575)

.

Based on the above arguments, we can se€{thgtis bounded inF{ (). O

Remark 2.1. Under the assumptions of Lemmal2.1, we define

co = ulg/{f@(u) (2.10)

and
1 1 1 1

= mln{§ S p+172 25(s1)

Similar to the prove of Lemnia2.2, we see that> 162 > 0, whered is given by
(2.8). If ¢, is achieved by some € NV, thenu is a ground state solution df(1.1).

}>0.

Lemma 2.3. Under the assumptions of Lemial2.1,{et,} c N be a(PS). se-
quence for®| ., that is, ®(u,) — ¢ and®'|, (u,) — 0in H~'(Q). Then{u,} is
also a(PS). sequence fob.

Proof. Firstly, by the similar arguments as that in Lemmal 2.2, we rslagw that
{(un,v,)} is bounded inz. Let{t,} C R be a sequence of multipliers satisfying
& (u,) = fI)"N(un) +tnJ (un).

Testing byu,,, we obtain that,, (J' (u,,), u,) — 0. Recalling that for any. € A/, we
have
(J'(u),u) = 2a — 2*(s1)\1b — 2*(s2)Aac — (p + 1) A3d

anda — A\1b — \ac — A3d = 0, wherea, b, ¢, d is defined by[(2)5).



(D) If Ay > 0,3 >0, then
(J'(w),u) =2a — 2*(s1)A1b — 2*(s2)Aac — (p + 1) A3d
< —min{2"(s1) — 2,2"(s2) — 2,p — 1}(A\1b + Aac + A3d)
= —min{2%(s1) — 2,2%(s2) — 2,p — 1}a.
(2)1f A\ > 0,A3 <0,p <2%(s1) — 1, we havep < 2*(s2) — 1 and then
(J'(u),u) = 2a — 2*(s1)\1b — 2*(s2) Aac — (p+ 1)(a — A\1b — Aac) < —(p — 1)a.
(3)If A <0,A3 >0,2%(s1) — 1 < p, we also have
(J'(w),u) =(2 = 2"(s1))a + (2*(s1) — 2*(s2)) A2c + (2*(s1) —p — 1) Asd
< —(2%(s1) — 2)a.
@) If A <0,X\3 <0,p <2*(s2) — 1, we have
(J'(u),u) =(2 = 2"(s2))a + (2°(s2) — 2" (s1)) Ab + (2°(s2) —p — 1) Asd
< —(2°(s2) — 2)a.
Thus, under the assumptions of Lemma 2.L(u),u) < —o|u|?* forall u € N,
wherep := min{2*(s1) — 2,2*(s2) — 2,p — 1} > 0. Invoke [2.6), we have
(J' (un), un) < —0063 for all n.

Hence, we obtain tha}, is bounded. On the other hand, itis easy to see(tHat.,, ), u,,)
is bounded due to the boundednesq®f}. We claim thatt,, — 0. If not, up to a
subsequence, we may assume that> to # 0 and (J'(uy,), un) — do < —003.
Then

|tn<J/(un)7un>‘ — |t0d0| > |t0|Q6§ 7£ 07

a contradiction. Thus, we see that— 0 and it follows that®’ (u,,) — 0in H~1(Q).
O

3 Analysisof the Palais-Smale sequences

Understanding asymptotic behavior is usually fundamenttiie resolution of math-
ematical problems, particularly the problem possessdéisalrierms. The following
result is due to[1/1]:

Theorem A. ([11, Theorem 1.2]Let N > 3,0 < s2 < s1 < 2,\ € R, then the
following problem

2% (s1)—1 2% (s2)—1

Au + )\u |I|31 + v |Z|S2 - 0 |n Rf,
u(z) >0 InQ, wu(x)=0 onoRY,

(3.1)



has a least-energy solutiane H} (RY). ]
Letu > 0 be the least energy solution 6 (B.1), then
lu(y)] < Cly|'=N for [y| > 1and|Vu(y)| < [y| ™ forly[>1.  (3.2)

See[[11, Page 16-17]. We also note that, by the well-knownimgoplane method,

one can prove that(z’, 2y ) is axially symmetric with respect to they-axis, i.e.,

u(z',zn) = u(|]2'|, xn), wherer’ = (z1,--- ,zx—1). Since the argumentis standard,
1

we omit the proof here (seg 12, Lemma 2.6]). When> 0, definev = \; “2’* v,

a direct calculation shows thatis a solution of

2% (s1)—1

{Au+/\1“ e 2l —0  inRY,

z]*2

, (3.3)
u(z) >0 InRY, wu(z)=0 ondRY.

2-2%(sq1)
if and only if v is a solution to[(3]1) with = A\, A, “*’"*. We denote the least energy
corresponding td (3 3) by, ,, that is,

Cxxe = Inf{Ax, ,(uw)|u is a solution toB3)) },

where
1 2%(s1) 2% (s2)
A)\l,)Q (’U,) = _/ |VU|2d:17 o *)\1 / |U| do — */\2 / |U| dr
2 Jry 2%(s1) Jry lz[* 2%(s2) Jry 2]
It is easy to see that
2
Akyl(v) = )‘22 () A)\17A2 (u)v (34)
where
1 2—-2%(sy)
v=A "V Tu A =M Ay P
It follows that
i, —2 2:2\*(51)
Cay hy = )\22 (s2)—2 el A= A1A22 (s2)—2 ) (35)
Letw > 0 be a ground state solution {0(B.3), then
lw(y)] < Cly|'=" for|y| > 1 (3.6)
and )
[Vw(y)| < A T2y~ for fy| > 1. (3.7

Similar to [4, Theorem 3.1], we can establish the followiptjtsng result which pro-
vides a precise description of a behaviof £S). sequence fo® (u).

Theorem 3.1. (Splitting Theorem) Suppose that,,} c H}(Q) is a bounded PS).
sequence of the function@(v). That is,®(u,) — ¢ and ®'(u,) — 0 strongly in
H~1(Q) asn — oo. Then there exists a solutidi’ to the equation in[(X11)(° = 0
is allowed), numbek € N U {0}, k functionsU!, - - - , U* andk sequences of radius
rJ > 0,1 < j < k such that the following properties are satisfied up to a sgheece
if necessary: Either



(@) u, — U%in H}(Q) or
(b) the following items all are true:
(b1) U7 € DV3(RY) c DV2(RY) are nontrivial solutions of(3]3);
(b2) rJ — 0asn — oo;
(b3) [l — U° = 35, (rd) = U
DI,Z(RN);
(b4) funl|? = U112 + 25, 1U7]1%
(05) D(u,) — O(UO) + 35, Ay, 5, (U7), where

1 A1 Ju[> 51
A N 2d _ d
)\1,)\2(u) 2 /Rf |V’U,| r 2*(51) /Rf |:17|Sl !

Iy,
2*(s2) Jry 7|2

N
+

)|| — 0, where|| - || is the norm in

v
Tn

O
The following corollary is a straightforward consequentthe above theorem.

Corollary 3.1. Under the assumptions of Lemifal2.1, the functich@l) satisfies
(PS). condition forc < ¢y, »,-

Proof. Let {u,} C H}(Q) be such tha®(u,) — ¢ < cxn,, @ (uy) — 01in
H=1(Q). By LemmaZR, we obtain thdtu, } is bounded inH{(2). By Theorem
[31, we obtain that,, — U in H}(2) up to a subsequence. If nét# 0 and

k
Z A>\17)\2 (Uj) > Cx1,A2-

j=1

Recalling thaty > 0 (see Remark2l1), we hadgU?) > 0, then

k
c=D(up) +0o(1) = RU) + > Ay, 0, (U7) = ex, 0

j=1
a contradiction. O

Before giving the proof of Theorem 3.1, we need to preparefdlewing two
auxiliary results:
Lemma3.l. Let{u,} C H;(2) be such thatly, x,(un) = cand A}, (u,) — 0
):

N-—2

in H=1(Q). For {r,,} C (0,00) withr,, — 0, letv,,(z) :=r, 2 wu,(r,z) be such that
v, — vin DM?(RY) andv, — v a.e. onR". Then,4} , (v) = 0and the sequence
2—N x
Wy (x) = up(x) — 12 v(r—)

satisfiesAy, a, (wn) — ¢ — Ax, 2, (), 43|, (wn) — 000 H=Y(Q) and ||w,|]* =
[un]® = l|v]I* + o(1).

10



Proof. Without loss of generality, we assume thidt) := {zy = 0} is tangent td)(2
at0, and that-ey = (0,--- ,—1) is the outward normal t&<2 at that point. For any
compactk ¢ RY, we have fom large enough, thajl N K = pasr, — 0. Since

supp v, C Tﬂ andv, — v a.e. inRY, it follows thatv = 0 a.e. onK. Therefore,
supp v C RY. Hence, fom large enough, we obtain thatpp v, C RY andv,, — v
in Dé’Q(Rf). We note that the functional,, », is invariant under dilation, hence,

N-2
Jonll? = / V(™ () 2de = / Vun 2dz = [|u, |
RN RN

/ |vn|2*(5i)dx_/ rfy*Si ) 2*(Si)dx_/ |un|2*(5i)dx.
Ry |7 RN |[# Ry |T]%

Similarly, we have thatw, ||2 = ||(rn) “= w, (r,2)||2. Notice that(r,, ) = w, (rpz) =
vp, — v. Whenv,, — v in DM2(RY), we have

and

lwall* = llon = vll* = loall® = vl + o(1) = [lual® = [lv]* + o(1).

Recalling thaty,, — v in D2(R"), by Brezis-Lieb type lemma (se€l [1] for s=0 and
[6] for s > 0) and the invariance property again, we have

A>\17>\2(wn)
1 |27 (51) |27 (s2)
:—/ |Vw,|*dz — A1 / [ dr — Az / [ dz
2 Jrw 2*%(s1) Jrn  Jz[® 2*(s2) Jrv  |z]*
N—2
:AAI_M(rnz wn(rnx))

= A>\1-,>\2 (vn — ’U)

= A>\1)>\2 (’Un) — A>\17>\2 (U) + 0(1)
= A>\1)>\2 (un) — A>\1)>\2 (’U) + O(
=c— Ay, 2 (V) +o0o(1).

—_
~—

For anyh € C5°(RY), leth, (z) := (rn)gh(%), then we have that,, € HJ(Q)
for n large enough due to the assumption that—> 0. Thus
(A, (), 1) =(45, , (va), ) + (1)
=( />\1,>\2 (un), hn) + o(1)
=0(1)||n| + o(1)
=o()[[1l[ + o(1),

~ N-2
which implies thatd},  , (v) = 0. Foranyh ¢ H}(Q), leth,(z) = rnzzh(rn:z:).
Then forn large enoughsupp h,, C Rf. By the Brezis-Lieb type lemma again, we
obtain that

Ao (Un) = A4, 5, (U —v) =AY, (v) = 0in HTHRY). (3.8)

11



Hence, for any, € H{(Q),

N-—-2 ~

(A% e (wn), h) = (A 5, (rn® wn (rn)), o (2))

= (A 0 (™ wa (), B (1)) + (A, 1, (0(2)). o (2)) (sinCRAS, () = 0)
= (A}, 2, (U =), hn(@)) + (A4, 5, (0(2)), ()

= (A5, x, (vn), hn(2)) + o(1) ||| (by BB))

= (A}, x, (un), h(x)) + o(1) |

= o(1)||nl  (since||, |l = |[A]).

3
)

O
Lemma3.2. (Seel6, Lemma 3.5)) lf € DY?(RY) andh € C5°(RY), then
h2|u|2*(s) Ny—1 |U|2*(S) 2*25*5()52
—dz < pus(R / / V(hu)|?dz,
/]RN |':C|S ( ) ( supp h |x|S ) ]RN| ( )|
where
N 2 1,2 N |U|2*(S)
ws(RY) := inf{/ |[Vul|*dz:  we Dy*(RY) and < oo} (3.9
RN RN |‘KE|S

Proof of TheoremB1l Let {u,} C H}(Q) be a boundedPS). sequence ob(u).
Up to a subsequence, there is@f € H}(Q2) such thatu, — U° in H}(Q) and
Vu, — VU? a.e. onR". Evidently,®'(U°) = 0. Moreover, the sequeneg, :=
u, — UV satisfies
lunll = lluall* = IU°|* + o(1),
Al (ul) =0 in H71(Q), (3.10)
A>\1-,>\2 (u,ll) — C — (I)(UO)
If uh — 0in H}(2), we are done. If not, it is easy to see that
112%(s1) 1127 (s2)
7o := lim inf ()\1 [ dz + Ao de) > 0. (3.11)
Q

n—00 B o |zl

For the case ok, > 0, we define an analogue of Levy’s concentration function

1127 (s1) 112%(s2)
Qu(r) = / (/\1 [n| + Ao 4] )dw.
B(0,r)

|[*1 |[*

Since®,,(0) = 0 and@,,(co0) > 1o > 0, there exists a sequencg > 0 such that for
eachn

112%(s1) 112" (s2)
5:/ (/\1 [ . gt _ )dw, (3.12)
B(0,r}) ||t |z[52
here we také so small that
—2 2% (s1)—2 —2— 2% (s9)—2 1
ATy RN 4 AT, @) TS T <o (3.43)

12



wherey, (RY) is defined by[(319). Define! (z) := (r})“="ul (rlz). Since|v}| =
|lul| is bounded, we may assumg — U! in D12(RY), v} — Ut a.e. onRY and

1 2*(51) 1 2*(82)
5: / (Al |'Un| —|—)\2|vn| )dil?
B(0,1) |z|*1 |2|*>

Next, we show that/! # 0. DefineQ, = -+ and letf, € H}(Q2) be such that

for any h € H{(2), we have(4) , (u;),h) = /an - Vh. Theng,(z) =
Q
(1) % (i) satisies| Va2 = [ 94, and(s, (). = [ Vg
Qn Q Qn,

Vhforanyh € H}(Q,). If U = 0, then for anyh € C§°(RY) with supp h C
B(0,1), from Lemmd3.P and the fact ¢f(3113), we get that

/ IV ()P
B(0,1)

= / Vol - V(h*v}) + o(1)
B(0,1)

R2|pl 2" (s1) R2|pl (2" (s2)
S WY (o1 NSRS VA O Y U v (0 S 1
e el R ARG
R2|pl 2" (s1) R2|pl (2" (s2)
= [ e s [ R (a0 B20) o)

12* (51) 22" <51>
< @[ LT [oguy)
B(0,1) |$| !
Ny—1 |U |2 (s2) 2722(52) 142
+ Aopten (BY) (/B(O ) "7) /|V(hvn)| +o(1)

FE
<5 [ IV + o),

Hence, Vvl — 0in L2 (B(0,1)) andvl — 0in L7 “)(B(0, 1), |x|~*dx), which
contrad|cts the fact that

112%(s1) 1127 (s2)
/ (/\1 [on| +/\2|vn| )dx:5>0.
B(0,1)

|| ]2

Thus we have proved that' # 0. Apply the similar argument for the case bf < 0
with a modified concentration function

|u1 |2*(52)

Qu(r) = / W A s
B(0,r) ? |‘T|S2

In this case ,we take < 0 < (%) = small enough and a sequence > 0

with Q1 (z) = 4. We also define),, () := (r})*=*ul (r1 ) and assume that, —

n

13



Ulin DV2(RY), vl — U' a.e. onRY and

1127 (s2)
B(0,1) ||

Next we will prove that/! # 0 for this case.
If U3 = 0, choose any: € C§°(RY) such thatsupp h C B(0,1) and invoke

Lemmd3.2 and the fact 6f < 6 < (w) = , we have the following estimates:

/ IV ()2
B(0,1)

z/ Vol - V(h?v) + o(1)
B(0,1)
h2|v1|2*(sl) h2|v1|2*(52)
=\ 2 el Ly ZInt n - V(h20} 1
T [ T v0 o
B2l |2 (s2)
< /\Q/L—l-/Vgn-V(th}l)—l-o(l)

]2

|U1|2 (52) 2—-2* (52)

< ane, )1 _ J AR
B(0,1) |17|
<5 [ IWGh)E + o).

Hence, Vvl — 0in L2, (B(0,1)) andv} — 0in L7, 2 (B(0,1), |z|~*dz), which
contrad|cts the fact that

|U1 |2*(sz)
B(0,1) |z[52

ThusU! # 0 is also true for the case of; < 0. In either case, we will prove that
rL — 0. If not, since(2 is bounded, we may assume that— rl > 0, the fact that
ul — 0in H}(Q) means that! (z) := (r}) = ul(riz) — 0in Dy*(RY), which
contradicts the fadt/! # 0, and therefore! — 0.

Next, we prove thasupp U' C RY. Without loss of generality, assume that
ORY = {zn = 0} is tangent td)Q2 at0, and that-e,y = (0, --- , —1) is the outward
normal todf) at that point. For any compaéf c RY, we have fom large enough,
that £+ N K = @ asr) — 0. Sincesupp v}, C i andv} — U! a.e. inRY, it

follows thatU! = 0 a.e. onk, and thereforeupp U1 c RY. By (310) and Lemma
B3, 45, A2(U ) = 0 andU! is a weak solution oﬂ]3]3) The sequencg(z) =

L) — ()= U (& ) also satisfies

u

[upl? = llunll® = [IU°17 = [IUM]* + o(1),
A)\17A2 (ui) — = q)(UO) - A)\17A2 (Ul)v (314)
A’)\l)\2 (u2) — 0in H=Y(Q).

14



Moreover,
1
A>\17)\2 (U ) > Cai A > 0.

By iterating the above procedure, we construct similaryusaced/’ | (r)) with the
above properties and’ is a solution of[(3.8). It is easy to see that the iterationtmus
terminate after a finite number of steps. |

Next, we will prove thaty := inﬁ/(l)(u) < €Ay, Firstly, we recall the following
ue
result.

Lemma 3.3. ([I1, Theorem 1.1]) Suppose is a bounded smooth domain R,
0 € 09 and the mean curvaturd (0) < 0. Then the equation

2%(s1)—1 uz*(sz)fl

Au + )\u |I|81 + |I|32 - 0 |n Q,
u(z) >0 InQ, wulx)=0 on of,

(3.15)

has a least-energy solution¥ > 3, A € Rand0 < sy < 51 < 2.

Remark 3.1. Letc; be the least energy corresponding fflo (3.15). It has beeneggarov
thate; < ¢y 1. We refer to[[I1, Lemma 4.1].

Corollary 3.2. Suppos€ is a bounded smooth domaini¥, 0 € 99 and the mean
curvature H(0) < 0. AssumeV > 3,0 < s3 < 81 < 2,0 <53 < 2,A,A3 >0,1<
p < 2*(s3) — 1. Furthermore \; > 0 or A\; < 0 withp > 2*(s1) — 1, then

co = ulgﬁ/@(u) < Cap hg- (3.16)

Proof. It is easy to see that

2% (s1)—1 w2 (s2)—1

Au+ M2 B + Ao 2]°2 =0 in Q,
u(z) >0 InQ wu(z)=0 on o

(3.17)

has a least-energy solution fag > 0, N > 3,A; € R,0 < s5 < s1 < 2 (thanks to
Lemma&3.B). For this case, we denote the correspondingdeasgy byc,, »,. Let

2-2%(s1)

A= A1)\, “¥77 by (33) and Remailk3.1, we have

L .,
~ ¥ (s9)—2 2% (sg)—2
Cade =Ay T <Ay T =g, (3.18)

We note that the assumptions required in Lerhmh 2.1 are sdtitfetw € H{ (Q2) be a
least-energy solution t§(3117). Itis easy to see that) = max;~¢ J(tw) = éx, Ass
where

1 2" (s1) 2" (s2)
J(w) — _/ |Vw|2da: _ *)\1 |U)| - — */\2 |w|
2 Jo 2%(s1) Jo |zl 2%(s2) Jo  |z[*

Then for such av, there exists somg, > 0 such that,,w € N. It follows that

o = 1gjf\[(l>(u) < D(typw) < J(tpw) < J(w) = Ex; 2y < Crp g

15



However, for the case of; < 0, similar to the arguments ofl[4, Lemma 3.1], we
can prove thaty > ¢y, »,. Nevertheless, the following lemma shows thak c, »,.

Lemma3.4. Let() be a bounded smooth domain®A’ with 0 € 9. Suppose thals2
is C? at 0 and the mean curvaturef (0) < 0. We also assume thaf > 3,0 < s5 <
A1 >0

51 <2,0<83<2,XM>0,A3<0,1<p<2%s3)—1and
p<2%(s1)—1

A1 <0 .
Le . Then we havey := inf,cn ®(u) < ¢y, 2, If One of the
p< 2*(82) -1
following additional conditions is satisfied:
(1) p < 25

(2) p > 8252 | \s] is sufficiently small.

Proof. We prove this lemma by a modification 6f [9, Lemma 2.2]. Withtmss of
generality, we may assume that in a neighborhodx 6f) can be represented by, =
p(a'), wherez’ = (z1,---,an-1),9(0) = 0,V'p(0) = 0,V" = (0y,---,0n-1)
and the outer normal @¥Q? at0 is —ex = (0,---,0,—1). Define¢(z) = (2, 2y —
¢(")) to “flatten out” the boundary. We can choose a smatt- 0 and neighborhoods
of 0, U andU, such that(U) = B,,(0), $(U N Q) = B (0),¢(U) = Br (0) and
»(UNQ) = B, (0). Here we adopt the notatio®, (0) = B,, NRY foranyr, > 0.
Sincedf) € C?, o can be expanded by

N—-1
p(y) = > i +o(ly']?). (3.19)
=1

Then
1 N—-1

Suppose that € H} (RY) is a least-energy solution df(3.3), i.e.,

u2*(51)71 uz*(sz)fl o . N
Au—+ A\ EIED + A EE 0 In R+, (3.20)
u(z) >0 InRY, wu(z)=0 ondRY,
and ) \ \
A == — L _pu) — =22 =
A1,A2 (u) 2a(u) 2*(81) (u) 2*(82)6(11,) Cx1, X2
wherea(u), b(u), c(u) are defined by[(2]15). We also note that
r%l>38(A>\1,>\2 (tu) =Ax (u) = Cx\; o> (3.22)

Lete > 0, we define

ve(x) := E_N’;zu(@) forz e QNU.




Letn € C3°(U) be a positive cut-off function with = 1 in U and considet, := nuv.
in Q, then fort > 0, if Ay > 0, we have

t2 tQ*(Sl) 1’)2*(51)
b(tr.) =— Vo.l2de — \ —/E—dx
(t0) =3 J Vol de =gl | Ta

t2*(52) ~2%(s2) t;DJrl ~p+1
—A2*—/”5—dx—/\3—/ =y
2%(s2) Jo |z]* p+1Jq |z

t2 tQ*(sl) 27 (s1)
g—/ Vi [2dz — My / Y dr
2 Jo 2*(s1) Jano x|

\ t2*(52) / vg*(SZ) i ) thrl / ,[)ngl i
— Ay——— - — A3——
2*(s2) Jono  |z|* p+1Jq |zl

If A1 <0, we have

t2 tQ*(Sl) 2*(51)
O(to.) <= [ |Voe|2dz — A / Y dr
2 Q S

1
2*(s1) Jaru 7|
\ 42" (s2) vg*(sz) \ 1 ,[)ngl
A2 * ~ ED) L — A3 1 83
2*(s2) Jano |7 p+1Jq |z

By the change of the variable= @, we have

[vopis= [ e [z
Q QNUu QNU

< / Vu(y) Py — 2 / n(671(ew)) Onu(y) V'uly) - (V'0)(ey')dy
RN B

+

MB+

4 [ (67 e @vulw) 1T (e Py
Bry
e /B 0(67 (e)) (An) (6~ (e)) uly)*dy.

Note that, by usingV'¢(y’")| = O(|y’|) and the decay estimate Fu| in (3.7), we
see that

J

Hence,

n(67 () (Ovu(®))*[(V'u)(ey)Pdy < O / (1) wlPdy = 0.

+
ro
€

/ Vo de = a(u) — 2/ (6~ (ey)) Onuly) V'uly) - (Vo) (ey')dy + O(?).
Q B

mB
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Using integration by parts and the formulas{3.[7), (B.1® see that

Iim = / (6 ()" Onuy) V'uty) - (V') (e1/dy

) onuly)V'uly) - V'p(ey')dy

2 / /
-2 /B - ) Onu(y)V'uly)p(ey')dS,
+§/B (¢~ (ey)1onu(y)V'u(y) - p(ey’)dy

+ 2/ BNu Nzla”u )dy
g B+ P
9 —1
=E/B+O (6~ (ey)) Onuly ; diiu(y)p(ey)dy + O(e?).
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Applying (3:20) and integration by parts, we obtain that

I ;:é /+ n((b*l(sy))QaNU(y) Z diu(y)p(ey’)dy
B, i=1
2

2 /B n(6~ (ew) *Onu()[Auy) — Oy nu(y)]e(ey')dy

u2*(81)—1 u2*(52)—1
P

1(67(e0) Onuly) e

(6" (ev)) on [ (Onu(y)) Je(ey’)dy

2 1 ~ 20n[u(y)> )]
———Alm/B% n(o~"(ey)) J”Tw(sy )dy

€

5 On u(y)2 (52)
—2)\2L/+ n(¢~ " (ey)) Mw(&/)dy
Bﬂl

e "2%(s2) |y|82
1 _ 2 2
+1 / n(67"(e9))* (Onuly)) o (ey')dS, + O(2)
€ B+ NORY
2% (s1)
—-2» / )L N
15 Bm T p(ey’)dy
w(y)z*(”)yzv ,
=2 IN N
A5 /le S pley’)dy
1 _ 2 2
+—/ n(¢~"(ey))” (Onuly)) pley’)dsS, + O(?)
€ JBY, norY

=J1+Jo+J3s+ 0(82).

Among them
2 51 -1 qu(y)? Cyy
Jyi=— A d
VT 12*<sl>/3m"(¢’ E) Ty ey
g | L@y
= € ey’ )d
Rab e BTO\B+/277(¢ (e)) PR o(ey’)dy
=
"Nz / u(y)® yy ,
- ———— ey )d
M) Sy, S
=tJi1+ Ji2,

19
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and
N(N—-s71)

NI gy — O(e ~v=—2).

|J1,1] < Cﬁ/ yl*
{ro/2<|ey|<ro}

Notice that

e u(y)? Dy dy = O(e= v ). (3.22)

N
R \BT0/2

By (B:19), [3.2R) and using the fact ofy’, yn ) = u(|y'|, yn ), we obtain

S1 u(y)* “yy N(N=s1)
= —2e) ai/ —————=—y;(14+0(1))dy + O(e
) 2 O Sy T y; (1+o(1))dy + O( )
N-1
2A151€ / u( ) yN ,2 N(N 51)
=_ a;)(14+0(1))+ 0O .
F G0N —1) Ja Wi v ) e =)
Thus,
2\
Ty = =22 B H(0)(1 4 o(1)) + O(22),
2*(s1)
where o
s1
Kl ::/ U(y) yN|yl|2dy
S ENTEE
Similarly, we can prove that
2\
Jo = — =222 10 H(0) (14 0(1))e + O(£2),
2*(s2)
where _—
u(y) 12
Ky = — d
’ /]R{X |y|52+2 Iy
Next, we see that
1 _ 2 2
Js == / n(o (ey))” (Onuly)) e(ey’)dS,
€ JBY, norY

€

1

€ /(BR\310/2)maRf
£

€

1(67(ey))? (Onuy))’ pley)dS,

+1 / (67 (ey))? (Onuly)) eley)dS,
BT, noRrRY

g

€

=:J31 + J3,2,
By the mean value theorem for integrals, we have

M(l)*”’(l)“l

:O(E2N717(N71)) _ O(EN).

|J3,1] <
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Using the symmetry, by the polar coordinates transformati@ also obtain that
[ v 0PIy Py = O, 329
{ley'|>"2}
Thus, by [3.1P),[(3.23) and using the factadf/’, yn) = u(|y/|, yn), we obtain

J30 =€ Z al/ (9Nu ), 0)) y?dy/(l + 0(1)) + O(EN)

N-1

=N o, (@000 0) WP 3 0 0)
=K3H(0)(1+o(1))e + O(c?), -
where
Koo= [ (@, 0)"ly Py >0,
Hence,
I = (K3 — 201 g 2Aasy ) H(0)(1 4 o(1))e + O(e2),

2°(s1) " 2°(s2)
which implies that

2/\181 2/\282

== 5™ ™ 5 )

K5)H(0)(1+ o(1))e + O(e?)

and that

5 2de — alu C2Mis1 . 2Xese of1))e 2
/Q|w5| da = afu) + (I = LKy 2*(82)K2)H(0)(1+ (1))e + O(?).

2 *(s1)
Furthermore, the integral, - = \z\sz ! dz, Joni - |x| v dr and [, - |x| " dz can be

estimated by the same argument as thétlin [9, Lemma 2.2] &orothiat

2 (52)
/ Y dr = c(u) — s2 Ko H(0)(1 4 o(1))e + O(£?)
ono |]*2

and 2% (1)
/ ) ™ 4 — b — st KL H(0) (1 -+ o(1))e + O(2).
Q

[

By [4], Lemma 2.4], we also obtain that

y_\p+1 p+1 Nt
‘/Q (0e) dr = 550—53/ w_ dy(l +o(1 )) +O(e = )),
R

EE ¥ T
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wheresg := Y82 — N2y ¢ (53 2) whenl < p < 2*(s3) — 1. Thus, we have

o (t0.) g%[ (u) + (K5 — 22:;’11) - ;Aé‘i“‘) K)H(0)(1+ o(1))e + O(e?)]
2"(s1)
-\ ;*(31) [b(u) — s1K1H(0)(1+ o(1))e + O(e)]
12" (52) ,
QW [c(u) — SQKQH(O)(l + 0(1))6 +0(e )}
P+l uPtl 5053 Nptt)
_Ag,]m[/]Rf Trdy(1-+ o(1))e 5+ 0™ 5]

Then, it is easy to see that there exists sdmarge enough and, sufficiently small
such thatd(T'0.) < 0 for all e < e9. By LemmaZll and Remafk2.1, there exists
a uniquet;. > 0 such thatt;_ 0. € A andmax;so ®(t0.) = ®(t5.0:) > co > 0.
Hence, we obtain that

ty. <Tforall e < . (3.24)

On the other hand, whene (0, T), we have

t? 2\151 2X259

B(t0c) =Ax, , (tu) + [2 (K3 2*(s1) ! 2%(s2) 2)
t2 (51) tQ*(Sz)
+ Ais1 Ky 2+ (51) + 282K22*(52)}H(0)(1+0(1))
tptl uerl
—)\3—/ — (1+0 S0=83 4 O(e?)
p+1Jry lyls

))e
=:Ax, 2, (tu) + g1 (1) H(0) (1—|—0 )E

tptt uerl
—Ag—— / dy(1+o(1))e* 8 + O(e?).
p+1 RY Tylss

Notice thatg; (1) = %Kg > 0, there exist9, > 0,7 < g¢ such that

g1(t) > iKg > 0 forall (t,¢) € [1 —do, 1+ o] x (0,¢1).

Define

M = max A, x, (tu),
t€(0,1—60]u[1+50,T]

we see thall/ < cy, », by (321). Then, by the continuity, we obtain that fox e,
small enough,

5 < o .
tG(O,lfltfsr;ﬁJ)TlJréo,T] (I)(t’l}a) <M+ O(E ) < CAp A2s (3 25)

whereo := min{sy — s3,1} > 0. On the other hand, recalling tth( ) < 0,01(t) >
—K3 foralll —dyp <t <1+ dy. Whensy — s3 > 1, thatis,p < 25* , then it is
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easy to see that there exists< ¢, such that
tp+1 et
gl(t)H(O)(l + 0(1))5 — A3—— / —sdy(l + 0(1))5%753 +0(%) <0
p+1 Jry |yl
forall (¢,¢) € [1 — o, 1+ do] x (0,¢e3). It follows that

P(to A tu) = A = . 3.26
1—60??§1+60 ( UE) < 1—60??§1+60 >\17>\2( u) A1, A2 (’U,) CA1,A2 ( )

Combine with [[3.2K) [(3.25) anB(3]26), we obtain that

co <max®(tv.) < ¢
0 > =0 ( E) A1,A2

for e small enough. Similar to Corollafy 3.2, lete H{ () be a least-energy solution

to (3.17). Then

J(w) = I?;LS(J(tw) = Cxihe < CAphas

where

2*(51) 2*(82)
2 Jo 2*(s1) Ja  |z[* 2*(s2) Jo  |z[>

Since2*(s2) > 2*(s1) andXy > 0, itis easy to see that there exists sofhe- 0 such
that J(Tw) < 0. When|)\3| is small enough, we hawe(7Tw) < 0. By Lemmd2.1l
again, there exists sonfe< t,, < T such that,,w € A and

e > .
max O (tw) = P(t,yw) > co >0

On the other hand, sinag, », < cx,.,. When|As] is small enough for the case of

p > 8=25 we have

tp+1 as
D (tyw) =J(tyw) — Agw—/ ——dzx
p+1Jg |xf*

p+1
<J(w) + | TP / w
o |x]®

p+1
—in g+ TP / w
Q

EE
<ChyAa-

O

Proof of Theorem[I. Dl Under the assumptions of Theoreml1.1, the Nehari manifold
is well defined due to Lemnia2.1. By Ekeland’s variationahgiple, let{u,} c A/

be a minimizing sequence such tlgt.,,) — ¢ := inf,cn P(uw) and®’ | zr(u,) — 0.

By Lemmd2.2 and Lemnia2.3, we obtain that, } is a boundedPS)., sequence of

. By Corollary[3.2 or Lmem&3l4, we can also obtain thai< ¢y, »,. Hence, by
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Corollary[3.1,®(u) satisfieg P.S)., condition. That is, up to a subsequeneg,— uo
strongly in Hg (Q) for someug € Hi(Q) and®’(ug) = 0, ®(ug) = co. Thereby, the
existence of the ground state solution is established. W radte thatb(u) is even,
which implies thatjug| € A and ®(Jug|) = ®(up) = co. Hence, without loss of
generality, we may assume that > 0. Finally, apply the similar arguments as 12,
Proof of Lemma 2.6(i)], we can obtain the similar regulapgtgperty for a nonnegative
solution. By the maximum principle, we claim that> 0. a.

4 Proof of Theorem[1.2

In this section, we always assume that< 0, p < 2*(s3) — 1. Denote); by A for the
simplicity. To obtain a positive solution, we consider théddwing modified functional

2" (s1)

1 /\1 u
In(u) = = 2dx — t_—d
A(u) 2/Q|Vu| T 2*(51)/9 FE x

2*(s2) 11
__ e /u+2dac—)\/uﬁ dz
2*(s2) Jo |zl p+1Jg [z
By (3.18), we have,, , < ¢, , and itis easy to see thaf, ,, is the ground state
value ofI, (i.e., A = 0) which can be obtained by sorfe< uy € H}(2). Thatiis,

2*(81)—1 u2*(82)—1

Uo 0 _
Aug + A\ |$C|31 + Ao |$|82 =0

in 2 andly(ug) = éx, x,- Next, for the convenience, we dendig », by ¢o. Itis easy
to prove thatu is a mountain pass type solution. Here we list the conditwinish are
fulfilled by I without proof (se€[4, Section 5]):

(M1) there exists:,r > 0 such that if||u| = r, thenIy(u) > ¢ and there exists
vo € Hi(Q) such that|ve| > r andIp(vg) < 0;

(M2) there exists a critical pointy € H} () of I such that

Io(uo) = co := min max Io(v(1)),

wherel' = {y € C([0,1], H5())[7(0) = 0,%(1) = vo};
(M3) it holds thatcy := inf{Ip(u)|u € Hi(2)\{0}};
(M4) the setS := {u € H3(Q)|I}(u) = 0, Io(u) = co} is compact inHJ (2);
(M5) there exists a curvey(t) € T passing through at¢ = ¢, and satisfying

Io(’u,o) > Io(’)/o(t)) forall ¢ 75 to.
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Similar to [10/4], we define a modified mountain pass energgilef I

cx 1= min max I(y(t)),

where

Ty = {7 eT| sup (1) < M} with M = 2max{sup |ull, sup ||70(t)||} fixed
0<t<1 ues te[0,1]

Then it is easy to see that € I'j; and thusey := min,er,, maxo<i<1 Lo(y(t)).
Similar to [4,/10], we can easily prove the following resudtthough the functional is
different. Since the proofs are analogous, we omit the dedaid refer the readers to
[4, Lemma 5.1-5.3, Proposition 5.1-5.3].

Lemmad4.l. c\ > cg and limy_,0 ¢y = cp.
Lemma4.2. ForVd >0, let{u;} Cc 8%, then up to a subsequeneg, — u € S,

Lemma 4.3. Suppose that there exist sequenags< 0,\; — 0 and{u;} C S¢
satisfying lim 7, (u;) < co and lim I} (u;) = 0. Then there igl; > 0 such that for
Jj—0o0 j—00

0 < d < di, {u;} converges to some e S up to a subsequence.
Next, we definen, = Orgtaéclh(yo(t)). Then by the definition of) we have that

cx < my. Itis easy to see thaAnin%mA < ¢p. Combining with the conclusion of
—
Lemmd4.l, we obtain that

cx <my andlimey = limmy = cg. (4.2)
A—0 A—0
We also defind** := {u € H(Q)[1x(u) < my}.
Lemma 4.4. For anyds,ds > 0 satisfyingds < do < di, there are constant > 0
and)\, < 0 depending onls, d3 such that for\ € ()¢, 0), we have

(14 (u)|| > aforall u € Iy N (S42\S8%).
Lemma4.5. Ford > 0, there exist$ > 0 such that ifA < 0 with |A\| small enough,
t €10,1], Ix(70(t)) > cx — 6 impliesyy(t) € S%.

Lemma 4.6. For anyd > 0 small and\ < 0 with |\| small enough depending eah
there exists a sequenée;} C S% N I such that/{ (u;) — 0 asj — .

Proof of TheoremlLZ Takingd > 0 small enough, by Lemma4.6, there exists
some small\; < 0 such that for\; < A < 0, there exits a Palais-Smale sequence
{uj} C 8%. SinceS is compact, it is easy to se{e@} is bounded inf} (). Then

by Lemma[ZR, there exists some € S2% = S¢ such thatu} — w* up to a
subsequence. Then we obtdif(u*) = 0 andu* # 0. Henceu” is a nontrivial
critical point of I,. Testing byu? , we obtain that/u* ||? = 0 which impliesu? =
andu? > 0. Finally, by the maximum principle, we know that > 0. Henceu? is a
solution to [T.11). O
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