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Abstract

In this work, we study the of positive ground state solution for the semilinear elliptic problem

“Au=uv"P"! u>0 mGCRY,N>3
u € Dy (G),

where G is either RY or a bounded domain, and p : G — R is a continuous function assuming critical and
subcritical values.

1 Introduction

This paper concerns with the existence of positive ground state solutions for the semilinear elliptic problem

—Au=v"@~1 4 >0 in G,
{ (P)

u € Dy*(G),

where either G = RN and DJ*(G) = DV2(RN) or G is a bounded domain in RN and D}*(G) = HL(G). In both
cases, N > 3 and p: G — R is a continuous function satisfying the following condition:

(Hy) There exist a bounded set  C G, with positive N-dimensional Lebesgue measure, and positive constants
p~, pt, and 4 such that:

2<p <plx)<pt <2 VrzeQ, (Hia)
p(x) =2" VaeG\Qs, (H1b)
and
2<p” <plx)<2" VzeQy, (Hic)
where

Qs := {x € G : dist(z,Q) < d}.
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There are several works in the literature dealing with semilinear problems with p(z) = 2*.
some of them.
In [16], Pohozaev showed that the problem

Let us mention

{—Au_/\u+|u|2*2u, u>0 in G, P
1

u € Hi(G),

does not admit a non-trivial solution if A < 0 and the bounded domain G is strictly star-shaped with respect to
the origin in RV, N > 3.

In [6], Brezis and Nirenberg showed that if N > 4, the problem (P;) has a positive solution for every A € (0, A1),
where A\; denotes the first eigenvalue of (—A, H}(Q)). If N = 3, they proved that there exists A, € [0, ;) such
that for any A € (A, A1) the problem (P;) admits a positive solution and, in the particular case where G is a ball,
a positive solution exists if, and only if, A € (A\1/4, A1)

Brezis and Nirenberg showed that if G = B;(0) and N = 3, then there exists A\, > 0 such that (P)) does not
have solution for A < \,.

In [8], Coron proved that if there exist R,r > 0 such that

Go{zeRYN:r<jz|<R} and Gp{zecRY:|z| <7}

and § is sufficiently large, then the problem (Pr)) with A = 0 has a positive solution in Hg(G).

In [5], Bahri and Coron showed that if A =0 and H,;(G;Z/2) # 0 (i-th homology group) for some ¢ > 0, then
the problem (P has at least one positive solution. The condition on the homology group is valid, for example,
if G is not connected.

Existence results for [Py related to the topology of G were also obtained by Bahri, in [4]. In [7], Carpio, Comte
and Lewandowski obtained nonexistence results for (P]), with A = 0, in contractible nonstarshaped domains.

On the other hand, the subcritical problem

—Au=|ul""%2u in G,
{ u=0 on OG, (P2)

where 2 < ¢ < 2%, has an unbounded set of solutions in HJ(G) (See [11]). The problem (%) with ¢ = 2* — ¢
(e > 0) was studied in the papers [3] and [12]. In former, the authors considered € a ball and determined the
exact asymptotic behavior of the corresponding (radial) solutions u., as € — 0. In [12], where a general bounded
domain was considered, the authors provided an alternative for the asymptotic behavior of u., as ¢ — 0. More
precisely, they showed that if %S% < limeg Je(ue) < %S%, then u. converges to either a Dirac mass or a
solution of critical problem (i.e () with ¢ = p*). Here, J. denotes the energy functional associated with the
problem (%)) and ¢ = 2* — ¢, and

2

U

S = inf{ | H%f cu e DVARN)\ {0}} (1)
[[l2-

is the Sobolev constant, which is given by the expression

2

simmvi - (1002) "

oo

where I'(t) = [~ s'”'e™%ds is the Gamma Function (see Aubin [I] and Talenti[18]).
In [14], the compactness of the embedding H3(G) < LP®)(G), for a bounded domain G and variable exponent
1 < p(x) < 2*, was studied (for the definition and properties of LP(*)(G) see [10]). Tt was showed the existence of
a positive solution of (P]) under the hypothesis of existence of a point zg € G, a smalln > 0,0 <! < 1 and ¢y > 0
such that p(xp) = 2* and
* Co

PO =2 Gog17 e —ma)”

| — 20| <.



When G = RY and p(z) = 2* the equation (P]) becomes

—Au=u*"', u>0 in RV
u e DV2(RY). (Ps)

It is well known that the function

w(z) =

C N—2
ma Cny = [N(N-2)] 7,

is a ground state solution of (P3]) and satisfies

/ |Vw|? dz = / |w|2* dz = SN2,
RN RN

In [2] was studied the existence of nonnegative solutions of — div(|Vu|p(I)_2 Vu) = u?@~1 in RV, where the
variable exponents p(z) and g(z) are radially symmetric functions satisfying 1 < essinfgny p(z) < esssupgn p(z) <
N, p(z) < q(z) < 2* and

p(x) =2, q(z)=2" ifeither |z|<d or |z|>R,

for constants 0 < ¢ < R.
Finally, in [I5], Liu, Liao and Tang proved the existence of a ground state solution for (P with G = RY and

p given by
_fp i z€Q
p(l’)—{z* if zeRV\Q,

where the constant p belongs to (2,2*) and  C RY with nonempty interior.

In Section 2] motivated by the results of [I5], we use some properties of the Nehari manifold to show that the
problem ([P has at least one ground state solution when G = RY and p € C(RY,R) is a function satisfying the
condition (Hy).

In Section B we continue the study of (P)), but assuming that G is a bounded domain in RY and that the
function p € C(G,R), satistying (H;), also verifies

(H2) There exists a subdomain U of € such that S3(U) < 1 and
plr)=q, Yzel,

where:  is the set defined in (H;), p~ < ¢ < min{g, p™} for some g € (2,2*] (which will be defined later)
and S2(U) is the best constant of the embedding H}(U) < L*(U).

Under such conditions, we show that the problem (P)) has at least one ground state solution and also present
sufficient conditions for S2(U) < 1 to hold, when the subdomain U is either a ball Br or an annular-shaped
domain Bg \ B, with B,, C Bg. Moreover, we show that if R and R — r are sufficiently large, then S3(U) < 1 for
U = Bg and U = By \ B,, respectively.

We believe it is possible to find further conditions that assure the existence of at least one solution for (P)) in
the case where G is a bounded domain, and we hope to return to this subject in the future.

2 The semilinear elliptic problem in RY
In this section, we consider the semilinear elliptic problem with variable exponent

—Au=u"@-1 4 >0 in RN
u € Dl,Q(]RN)7 (2)



where N > 3 and p: RY — R is a continuous function verifying the hypothesis (H,).
We recall that the space D2(RY) is the completion of C§°(RY) with respect to the norm

2
||u||1)2 = (/ |Vul? dx) .
RN

The dual space of DV2(RY) will be denoted by D~!.
The energy functional I : DV2(RY) — R associated with (2)) is given by

1 1 .
) = 5l = [ sty aa,

where u™(z) = max{u(z),0} and v~ (z) = min{u(z),0}. Hence, under the hypothesis (H;), we can write
1

2 1 o
— —— (wh)P® dg — = (uh)? da.
12 /Qg p(z) 2% Jrv\qs

1
I(u) = -
(u) = 5 llu
For a posterior use, let us estimate the second term in the above expression. For this, let u € DV2(RY) and
consider the set £ = {x € Qs : |u(x)| < 1}. Then,
1

1 - 1
/ —— (wh)P@ dr < — / (ut)? do + — (u™)? dx
s p(x) p~ JE P~ Jos\E

1 - 1
< [l ot
b Jas p

.
1 * 2% 2" —p~ 1

: —</|m2¢0 %] 4 — Ju
p Qs p

1
— |92s]

o*
2%

2%
2%

2% —p
2

*

<

T
w;+;m&,

where we have used (H;) and Holder’s inequality. Hence, it follows from (II) and (Hyc) that

1 1 - .
— [ @ dz < / ——(uh)P@ dz < allul] , +bllull (3)
2 Ja, s p(x) 12 2
where .-
1 — -5
a=— |Q(;|2 a8 and b= 5 _2 . (4)
b b

We observe from (@) that the functional I is well defined.
The next lemma establishes that I is of class C''. Since its proof is standard, it will be omitted.

Lemma 2.1 Let p € C(RY,R) a function satisfying (Hya). Then I € C*(DV2(RN),R) and

I'(w)(v) = . Vu - Vode — /RN (PO pdz, Vu,ve DVERY). (5)

The previous lemma ensures that u € D2(RY) is a solution of @) if, and only if, u is a critical point of I
(i.e. I'(u) = 0). We would like to point out that critical points u of I are nonnegative, since

0=TI"(u)(u") = Vu-Vu_d:v—/

oy 2
RN RN(qu)p(m) " dszu H1,2'

We would also emphasize the following consequence of the strongly maximum principle: if u is a nontrivial critical
point of I, then w is a positive solution of (2I).



2.1 The Nehari manifold

In this subsection we prove some properties of the Nehari manifold associated with (2]), which is defined by
N i= {u € D2®N)\ {0} : J(u) = 0},
where
Ty s= I'ww) =l = [ @ de

Of course, critical points of I belong to N.
Definition 2.2 We say that u € N is a ground state solution for (@) if I'(u) =0 and I(u) = m.

Next, we will show important properties involving the Nehari manifold, which are crucial in our approach.
Proposition 2.3 Assume that (Hi) holds. Then

m := inf I(u)> 0.
ueN

Proof. For an arbitrary u € N we have

ol = [ e [ @y | p@ans [l
5 5 8

Thus, it follows from (@) that
2 - 2*
lully s < Crllully 5 + C llully 5,
where C and Cs denote positive constants that do not depend on u. Consequently,
1< O flullf 5 + Callully 5 ?,
from which conclude that there exists n > 0 such that
lully o =n, YueN. (6)

Therefore,

I(u) = I(u) - I%I%u)(u) (7)

11 ) / (1 1 > () <1 1> )
=(=z——1|u + — ——— (WP > (= — — ) ||u .
(2 p_>|| 7,2 e o= " 2@ (u™) 5 l[ully 5

In view of (@), this implies that m > (% - p%) >0 m

Proposition 2.4 Assume (Hy). Then, for each u € DY?(RN) with u™ # 0, there exists a unique t, > 0 such
that t,u € N.

Proof. Let

2 9 p(@) o)
10 = 1000) = 5l = [ Sty @da, te 0450).

We note that

F(t) = T'(tu)(w) =t ull?, - /RN P02 =1 (4 H)p(@) gy — %J(tu), Vit € (0, +00).



Since 1 < p~ —1 < p(x) — 1 we have

7 >t (||u||?2 | <u+>p<m>dx) . Vie ()
and
o <l -o 2 [ aoroa), vezt

Thus, we can see that f/(¢) > 0 for all ¢ > 0 sufficiently small and also that f’(¢) < 0 for all ¢ > 1 sufficiently
large. Therefore, there exists ¢, > 0 such that

showing that t,u € N.
In order to prove the uniqueness of t,,, let us assume that 0 < t; < to satisfy f'(t1) = f’(¢t2) = 0. Then,

z)—2 x x)—2 T
ol a= [ B ar= [

Hence,
/ (572 = D7) P d = .
RN

@)=2 5 tg(m)_2 for all z € RY, the above equality leads to the contradiction: u* =0. m

Since ¢}
Proposition 2.5 Assume that (Hy) holds. Then,

J(w)(u) < 2-p )m? <0, YueN,
where 1 was given in (@). Hence, J'(u) # 0 for all u € N.

Proof. For u € N we have
T =2l = [ o) da
<2ull,—p [ @ dr =@ p) Jull, < @9 <0,

according to (@). =

Proposition 2.6 Assume (Hy) and that there exists ug € N such that I(ug) = m. Then ug is ground state
solution for ({3).

Proof. Since m is the minimum of I on A/, Lagrange multiplier theorem implies that there exists A € R such
that I'(ug) = AJ'(ugp). Thus
)\J/(UQ)(U()) = I/(UO)(UQ) = J(UO) =0.

According to the previous lemma, A = 0, and so, I'(up) =0. =
The next lemma shows that, under (Hp), there exists a Palais-Smale sequence for I associated with the
minimum m.

Proposition 2.7 Assume (Hy). There exists a sequence (u,) C N such that: u, > 0 in RN, I(u,) — m, and
I'(uy) — 0 in D71,



Proof. According to the Ekeland variational principle (see [19, Theorem 8.5]), there exist (u,) C N and (A,) C R
such that
I(up) = m and I'(up) — A\pJ'(un) =0 in D71

It follows from () that
(5 5 ) lenlls < Tun)
This implies that (u,) is bounded in DY:2(R¥). Hence, taking into account that
11 ) (1) = M 1) ()| < I () = A ()l s ]

we have

I (un) (un) — A (un) (un) — 0.

Using the fact that I’ (uy, ) (u,) = 0 we then conclude, from Proposition[2.0] that A,, — 0. Consequently, I’ (u,) — 0
in D1

In order to complete this proof, let us show that the sequence (u;) satisfies I(u;") — m and I'(u}) — 0 in
D~ Tndeed, since |luy, [l 5 = I'(un)(u;, ) = 0, we derive

n

1
I(u}) = I(uy) — 3 Hu;Hiz — m.

n

Moreover,

sup |I'(u})(¢)| = sup — 0.

I(un)(@) ~ | Flug) - Voda| < |1 (un)llpo + ||u
lloll<1 llell<1

RN

nlls 2

]
The next lemma establishes an estimate from above for m.

Proposition 2.8 Assume (Hy). Then m < %S%, where S denotes the Sobolev constant defined by (1)

Proof. We define
wi(x) := w(z + ken), en=1(0,0,...,0,1),

where w : RN — R is the ground state solution of (P) given by

N-—-2
[N(N —2)]"=
w(r) = =55
(14 [a]") =
which satisfies N
2 2* N
[wlly 5 = llwlly- = 5= (8)
A direct computation shows that [|w||,. = [[w]l,- and [Jwk|[, , = [[w]|; 5 . Moreover, exploring the expression

of w we can easily check that wy — 0 uniformly in bounded sets and, therefore,

lim |wg|* dz = 0, 9)

k—o0 Qs

for any a > 0.
By Proposition [2.4] there exists t; > 0 such that t,w, € A/, which means that

t% ||wk||i2 = / (tkwk)p(””)d:b +/ (tkwk)z*dx. (10)
Qs RN\Qs

Hence,

2 2 *— 2"
ol = loal? > 2 [l da
RN\ Qs



and then, by using (@) for a = 2*, we can verify that the sequence (¢x) is bounded:

ol 2wl T
limsupt, < limsup | ————5— = | — -
eroo T koo \ Janyg, () de ol

Moreover, since tpwy € N,

m < I(tkwk)
t? t 2 ¢ p(x)

B oy 12, _/ (tawe)” ’“wf) da —/ UL e
2 ’ RN\ Qs 2 Qs p(x)

12 t 2" t 2" ¢ p(x)
= kgh/2 —/ {twe)” kwf) dz —I—/ ()™ kwf) dz —/ (w7 dz
2 RN 2 Qs 2 Qs p(z)

2 2* Qs 2* p(fl?)

N/2 2" p(x)
< S +/ ((tkwf) _ (tkwk) ) dr,
N Qs 2 p(x)

[[wn|

where we have used that the maximum of the function ¢ € [0, 00) — g - t;—* is +.

Combining the boundedness of the sequence (t;) with the fact that wy — 0 uniformly in s, we can select k
sufficiently large, such that txwg < 1 in Q5. Therefore, for this &,

N/2 2~ 2*
m < S +/ ((tkwk) _ (tkwk) > dz
N Qs 2* p(z)

SN/2 o* o* 1 1 SN/Q
N T /Qs(wk) (2* p(:v)> TN

since the latter integrand is strictly positive in 2 with has positive N-dimensional Lebesgue measure. m

2.2 Existence of a ground state solution.

Our main result in this section is the following.
Theorem 2.9 Assume that (Hy) holds. Then, the problem (2) has at least one positive ground state solution.
We prove this theorem throughout this subsection by using the following well-known result.
Lemma 2.10 (Lions’ Lemma) Let (u,,) be a sequence in DV2(RY), N > 2, satisfying
e u, —u inDLHZ(RY);
o [Vu,|* = in M(RN);
o [u]¥ = v in M(RV).
Then, there exist an at most enumerable set of indices J, points (x;)ics and positive numbers (v;);cy such that
i) v= |u|2* + D iy Vibas,
il) p({z:}) > Vf/Q*S, for any i € J,

where 05, denotes the Dirac measure supported at x;.



We know from Proposition 2.7 that there exists a sequence (u,) C N satisfying: u, > 0 in RY, I(u,) — m,
and I’(u,) — 0 in D71, Since (u,) is bounded in D*?(RY), we can assume (by passing to a subsequence) that
there exists u € DY2(RY) such that u,, — u in DV2(RY), u, — w in Lj, (RY) for 1 < s < 2* and u,(z) — u(x)

loc
a.e. in RN, Moreover, [Vu,|* = p and |u,|[> — v in M(RYN).

We claim that w # 0. Indeed, let us suppose, by contradiction, that w = 0. We affirm that this assumption
implies that the set .J given by Lions’ lemma is empty. Otherwise, let us fix i € J, x; € RN, and v; > 0 as in the

Lions’ Lemma. Let ¢ € C2°(RY) such that

1, x € Bi(0)
o) ‘{ 0. = ¢ Byl0)

and 0 < p(x) < 1 for all x € RN, where B; and By denotes the balls centered at the origin, with radius 1 and 2,

respectively.
For € > 0 fixed, define

Pe(@) —w(x_exi>-

Since (uy,) is bounded in DY2(RY), the same holds for the sequence (¢.u,). Thus,

17" (un) (petin)| < 1T (un)ll o1 pctinlly 5 = 0n(D),

so that

/ Vu, - V(peu,) dz :/ (un)P@ pe dz + op (1).
RN RN

Consequently,

/ <pE|Vun|2d:1:—|—/ unVun-Vgaedxg/ |un|p7<p5dx—|—/ |un|2*gpedx+0n(1).
RN RN RN RN

According to Lions’ lemma

/ |Vun|2<péd3:—>/ wedp and / |un|2*90€d3:—>/ e dv.
RN RN RN RN

1
2

< Vel (/ |t |? dw) [unlly o — 0
Bac(xi)
/ |un|P pcdz — 0
]RN

/@edug/ pedr, Ve>D0.
RN RN

p{zi}) < wvi

Combining this inequality with the part ii) of Lions’ lemma, we obtain v; > SN/2. Tt follows that

Since

/ Up Vg - Vipe dx
RN

and

it follows from (1) that

Now, making ¢ — 0, we get

SN2 < S < p({a}) < v

Let ¢ € C°(RY) such that ¢(x;) = 1 and 0 < ¢(z) < 1, for any € RY. Recalling that

1 1 1 1 .
I(un) = I(un) — ?I/(Unxun) = N ||Un||iz "’/Q <2_* - M) |Un|p( )dea
5



we have

1 9 1 1
I(uy) > —/ Vu, cpdx—i—/ (— — —) un|P @ dz. 13
)= 5 [ 9w [ (5~ 57 ) 1l (13)
Since p : R — R is continuous, for each € > 0, there exists 5 C {25 be such that
1 1 €
< 05\ s,
2*  p(x) < oM’ T €0\ s,

where M = sup (fm lun P + |un|2*dx). Thus,
neN

1 1
LG s
as \2*  p(x)

€ 1 1
< [Pl + <— - —) [ unP@as
2M Jos\as. P~ 27 ) Jas.
1 1

€ - 2* -
< — unl?  + |up d:v+<———)/ upl? =+ |up|Ydz
7 Jy, ol bl e (5= 7) [ )

€ 1 1 -
< - _ = / unl? + |upl?)dx,
<3 + (p 2*) Qs(l | |un|")

(RN), for s € [1,2*), and € is arbitrary,

where 2 < p~ < p(z) < ¢ < 2%, for € Q5. Then, since u, — 0 in L]

loc
we conclude that ) )

lim — — — ) |u, ™) dx = 0.
n—oo Jo, (2* p(x)) e

Therefore, by making n — oo in (I3]) we obtain

1 1 1 1
> — dp > — dp = — ) > — g2
m_N/RNso M_N/zi}sou Nu({w})_N

which contradicts the Proposition [Z8] showing that J = (). Hence, it follows from Lions’ lemma that
U, — 0 inLE (RY).

loc

In particular, u, — 0 in L?" (Qs), so that

0 S/ |t [P dze §/ lun|? d:c—i—/ un|*” dz — 0.
Qs Qs Qs

Since (u,) C N, we have

lim (i, 7, = lim / | [P dx+/ lunl*” dz
n—o00 n—00 Q5 ]RN\Qg

. 2"
= lim |un|” do=: L.
n—oo RN\Qg

Thus, by making n — oo in the equality

1 ) |un|10(90) 1 .
I(up) = = |Juy| 12 —/ dor — — |un|” dx
2 Qs p(z) 2 RN\ Q5
we obtain 1 1 .
0 =-L-—L=—L.
R e v

10



Since ) )
[unll] o unlly o

> 5 = 2/2*
n |9 2%
Hu H2 (IRN\Q(; |un| de:)

we obtain m = % > %SN/Q, which contradicts Proposition 2.8 and proves that u # 0.
Now, combining the weak convergence

up —u  in DV2(RY)
with the fact that I’(u,) — 0 in D~! we conclude that
I'(u)(v) =0 Yve DV3RY),

meaning that u is a nontrivial critical point of I.
Thus, taking into account Proposition [2.6] in order to complete the proof that u is a ground state solution for
@) we need to verify that I(u) = m. Indeed, since

(1 1 5 S S )
Tlun) = (2 p) HU"HLQJF/RN (p p(ﬂ?)) A

the weak convergence u, — u in D%2(R") and Fatou’s Lemma imply that

showing that I(u) = m.

3 The semilinear elliptic problem in a bounded domain
In this section we consider the elliptic problem

Ay = yP@)-1 i
{ Au=1u , u>0 in G (14)

u=20 on OG,

where G is a smooth bounded domain of RN, N >3, and p: G — R is a continuous function verifying (H,) and
an additional hypothesis (H,), which will be stated in the sequel.
We recall that the usual norm in H}(G) is given by

1
2
lull = [ Vull2 = < /G |Vu|2d:c) ,

We denote the dual space of Hi(G) by H~!.
The energy functional I : H}(G) — R associated with the problem ([I4) is defined by

1 1
Iw):== [ |[Vu]de — | —(ut)?@ dz.
2 Jg Gbp

It belongs to C'(H(G),R) and its derivative is given by

I'(u)(v) = /GVu -Vodx — /G(qu)p(I)_lv dz, Yu,ve H} Q). (15)

11



Thus, a function u € H}(G) is a weak solution of (I4) if, and only if, u is a critical point of I. Moreover, as
in the previous section, the nontrivial critical points of I are positive.
In the sequel, we will use the same notations of Section 2l Thus,

Ty = I'w)w) = [al” = [ (@ aa,
the Nehari manifold associated with (4] is defined by

N = {u € HY(G)\ {0} : J(u) = 0},

and

= inf I(u).
™= g

Arguing as in the proof of Proposition 2.3 we can guarantee that m > 0.
Definition 3.1 We say that u € N is a ground state solution for (I})) if I'(u) = 0 and I(u) =m.
We gather in the next lemma some results that can be proved as in Section
Lemma 3.2 Assume (H,). We claim that:
(i) J'(u)(u) <0 for allue N. (Thus, J' (u) #0, for allu e N.)
(i1) If I(ug) = m, then I'(ug) = 0. (Thus, ug is a weak solution of (I})).)
(iii) There exists a sequence (un) C N such that u, >0 in G, I(u,) — m and I'(u,) — 0 em H~ 1.

Before establishing our main result in this section, we need to fix some notation. Let U C RY a bounded
domain and define )
IVl 72

Sq(U) = lnf{er

H&(U)\{O}}, 1<g<2n. (16)
La(U)

It is well known that if 1 < ¢ < 2* then the infimum in (I6]) is attained by a positive function in Hg(U).
Actually, this follows from the compactness of the embedding H{ (U) — L4(U).

Another well-known fact is that in the case ¢ = 2* the infimum in (8] coincides with the best Sobolev
constant, i.e.

Vv 22 N
Wolbowr, ¢ proggyy {0}} . a7)

L2" (RN)

S,(U) =S = inf{

o]l

Moreover, the infimum (I7)) is not attained if U is a proper subset of R.
Let us also define

o) = (5 1) S0 ge @2l

q

Since the function ¢ € [1,2*] — S,4(U) is continuous (see [9]), we have
Sq(U) = S2(U) asq—2 (¢ >2) (18)
If we consider S3(U) < 1, then log S2(U) < 0 and since the function ¢ — g(g) is continuous, it follows that

1 1 q
g(q) = (5 — a) exp (mlogS’q(U)> —0, asq—2, ¢>2.

N
2

Taking into account that Sa+(U) = S, we can easily check that g(2*) = +52. Thus, denoting
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gi=minfg € (2,271 g(a) = ;5%

we have, by continuity,

9(q) <g9(@), Vaqe(2,9.

We have proved the following lemma.
Lemma 3.3 If So(U) < 1, then there exists ¢ € (2,2*] such that
9@ < 9@) = 5%, Vae2a).
The additional condition (H,) is the following, where € and p~ are defined in (H;):

(H2) There exists a subdomain U of © such that S3(U) < 1 and

plr)=¢q, Yzel,

where p~ < g < min{g,p*} and q is given by Lemma 3.3
Lemma 3.4 Assume that (H,) and (H,) hold. Then m < %S%.
Proof. Let ¢, € Hj(U) denote a positive extremal function of S;(U). Thus, ¢, > 0 in U and
§,(U) = HVthI!QL%U)'
a0,
Let us define the function ¢, € HE(G) by

~ o dyx) it zeEU
%@W_{oq if reG\U.

For each t > 0 we have

~ 2 ~ 2 ACIN «a 8
1(té :—/WV¢MM—/———¢””M:—¥——&
(toq) 2 ). V% Gp(w)( q) 5 7
where
a ::/ |Vog|*’dz and B := / (pq)? dx.
U U
Fixing
1
tq = (a/B)72
it is easy to see that tqg € N and

w1 (5) - s

Since S3(U) < 1 and p~ < ¢ < min{p™, g}, it follows from Lemma [3.3] that

1 .~
2

9(q) = I(tng) < NS

This implies that m < %S%. [
In the next, we present sufficient conditions for the inequality S(U) < 1 to hold when U is either a ball or an
annulus. We will denote by Bg(y) the ball centered at y with radius R > 0. When y = 0 we will write simply Bg.
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Example 3.5 Let U = Bgr(y) C . Since the Laplacian operator is invariant under translations, Se(Bgr) =
S2(Br(y)). Moreover, a simple scaling argument yields

So(Br) = R7285(By). (20)

So, if R > So(B1)? then Sy(U) = Sa(Br(y)) < 1.

Example 3.6 Let U = Agr, := Br(y) \ Br(z) C Q, with B,.(z) C Br(y), for some y,z € Q and R > r > 0.
Since the Laplacian operator is invariant under orthogonal transformations, it can be seen that

S2(Br \ Br(se1)) = S2(Ar,r)

for some s € [0, R — r) where ey denotes the first coordinate vector. According to Proposition 3.2 in [13)], the
function t — Sa2(Br \ By(te1)) is strictly decreasing for t € [0, R — r). Therefore,

SQ(BR \ B_T) > SQ(AR)T). (21)

Since B(r—yy/2 is the largest ball contained in Br \ B, we have

R—r
2

S2(Br \ Br) < S2(B(gp—r)/2) = ( > So(By). (22)

Hence, if R —r > 255(By)? then [Z1) and [23) imply that Sy(U) = Sz(Ag,) < 1.

Thus, we can replace the condition S(U) < 1 in (Hy) by either R > Sy(B;)2 when U = Bg(y) or R —r >
255(B1)? when U = Ag,,.
The main result this section is the following.

Theorem 3.7 Assume (H;) and (Hz). Then the problem (I4) has at least one positive ground state solution.

Proof. According to item (iii) of Lemma B.2] there exists a sequence (u,) C N satisfying I(u,) — m and
I'(u,) — 0 em H~'. Since (u,) is bounded in Hj(G), there exist u € H}(G) and a subsequence, still denoted by
(un), such that u,, — u in H}(G), u, — uin LP(G), for 1 < p < 2*, and u,(x) — u(z)a.e. in G. Arguing as in
Section [2] we can prove that u # 0, I’(u) = 0 and I(u) = m, showing thus that u is a ground state solution of

). m
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