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Signed and sign-changing solutions for a class Kirchhoff-type problem

*

involving the fractional p-Laplacian with critical Hardy nonlinearity

R. F. Gabert! R.S. Rodrigues®

Abstract

In this paper, we study the existence of three solutions for a Kirchhoff equation involving the nonlocal fractional
p-Laplacian considering Sobolev and Hardy nonlinearities at subcritical and critical growths. The proof is based
on Mountain Pass Theorem, Ekeland’s variational principle and constrained minimization in Nehari sets.

1 Introduction

The proposal of this paper is to establish the existence of a positive solution, a negative one and a sign-changing one
of following fractional Kirchhoff problem:

u(z)—u P s w92y .
M (o B2 drdy ) (-2, )%w = Af(w,0) + 2 g P
u=0 in RV \ Q,
where Q C R¥ is a smooth bounded domain containing 0, 0 < s < 1,0 <a <ps < N, A >0and 1 < p < g < p},
being p} = (ZA\],%OS‘])f the fractional critical Hardy-Sobolev exponent. Also, M : [0, 00) — [0, 00) is a continuous function

and f : Q@ x R — R is a Carathéodory function whose assumptions over them will be introduced later and (—A,)?

represents the factional p-Laplacian operator, which for v € C3°(RY) is defined as

u(z) — u()[P"*(u(x) — u(y))

|z —y| Ve

(—Ap)°u(z) = C(N, s) lim

dxdy, x € RY,
=0 JrRN\ B(z,¢)

for x € RY, where B(z,¢) := {y € RV : |z — y| < €} and C(N, s) is a positive normalizing constant.
When p = 2, the problem (P4 is a fractional version of a classical stationary Kirchhoff problem

-M ( |Vu|2d:t> Au = g(x,u), in Q, (1.1)
Q

where Q C R¥ is a smooth domain, with u satisfying some boundary conditions and g some growth conditions. The
physical motivation for the study of this type of problem is the Kirchhoff equation modeling nonlinear vibrations

uy — M ([, |Vul?dz) Au = g(z,u) in Qx (0,T),
u=0 on 99 x (0,7,
u(z,0) = uo(x), ut(x,0) = uy(z),

as a generalization of the stationary analogue of the equation proposed by Kirchhoff in [21]
9%u Py E [ 2 0%y
— dr | =— =0 1.2
( »

"o ~\ 7 tar ),
which takes into account the effects of the changes in the length of the string produced from transverse vibrations. In
equation (I.2), L is the length of the string, h is the area of cross-section, E is the Young modulus of the material, p is
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the mass density and P is the initial tension. The Kirchhoff’s equation is a nonlinear extension of D’Alemberts wave
equation.

In the last years, a great attention have been devoted to nonlocal operators of the fractional type. These operators
appear in several areas of knowledge such as mathematical finances, quantum mechanics, water waves, phase transition,
minimal surface, population dynamics, optimal control, game theory, Lévy processes in probability theory, among
others. For more details about these subjects and them applications see [4] [6] [7 25] and the references therein. As
the studies about fractional problems were spreading, it also made sense to consider the presence of a Kirchhoff term
in these equations. In [19], a physical motivation was proposed taking into account the nonlocal aspect of the tension
in the string in the model proposed by Kirchhoff.

Over the years, in the context of classical Laplacian operator, many authors dealt with problems of Kirchhoff
proving results concerning existence, multiplicity and information about the signal of solutions through variational
methods. Among those which prove existence of non-trivial and positive solutions we can highlight [3], including in
the critical case as [15, [I6]. However, to find sign-changing solutions it seem to be more complicated as we can see in
[17]. In that paper, the existence of a least energy sign-changing solution for problem (1)) was obtained in bounded

domain Q C R?, assuming M of class C!, increasing, non-degenerate (M (0) > 0) with @ decreasing in ¢ > 0 and ¢
of class O, subcritical growth satisfying 4-superlinear Ambrosetti-Rabinowitz type condition and
g(t)

5 is increasing in ¢ > 0 and decreasingin ¢ < 0.

M(t)
=2

In [22], assuming similar conditions for M, but more flexible as decreasing in t > 0 for some p > 2 and g = \f,

t 2
A > 0 with f of subcritical growth, without 4-superlinear Ambrosetti-Rabinowitz condition and satisfying

|t|gﬂ(—f)2t is increasing in ¢t > 0 and decreasingin t < 0,

a ground state solution and a least energy sign-changing solution were obtained in bounded domain Q ¢ RN, N > 3,
expanding the main result of [I7]. Furthermore, assuming M only increasing, a technique of truncation of function
M proposed in [15] was used to obtain the same results for A large enough. In the context of fractional Kirchhoff
problems, we cite the articles [23] [I0] for sign-changing solutions.

Even with the advances in the studies of existence of sign-changing solutions, there are few works which address
this problem involving critical growth nonlinearities. We highlight papers [26, [20] for solutions of this type involving
Laplacian operator. Recently, existence of least energy sign-changing solutions for fractional Brezis-Nirenberg problem,
number of sign changes and asymptotic behavior of these solutions were established in [I2]. In [9], the authors obtained
signed ground state and least energy sign-changing solutions for a problem involving fractional p-Laplacian and critical
Hardy-Sobolev nonlinearities. The techniques developed and adapted in that paper will be strongly used in our paper.

Motivated by the articles cited above, more specifically, by [9], 17, 22], we are interested in obtaining three solutions
with sign information for problem (P,]) with emphasis on the critical case ¢ = p and f satisfying some conditions
similar to those required in [22] and compatible with the fractional p-Laplacian operator.

In view of our problem, we assume that function M : [0, 00) — [0, c0) is continuous with M (¢) := M (¢)t continuously
differentiable in [0, 00) and it satisfies the following conditions:

(M;) M is increasing;

(Ms) there exists v € (p,q) such that % is decreasing in ¢ > 0.
t P

A prototype for M is given by M(t) = a + bt? for t > 0, with a,b > 0, a+b > 0 and 0 < ¥ < %. When
M(t) > mg > 0 for all t > 0, Kirchhoff problems are said to be non-degenerate and in our model this occurs whenever
a > 0 and b > 0. On the other hand, if M(0) = 0 and M(t) > 0 for all ¢ > 0, the Kirchhoff problems are called
degenerate which is the case of our particular M when a =0 and b > 0.

In this paper, we deal with the non-degenerate and degenerate problems. Among the papers in which both the
cases were dealt for fractional operators we highlight, for example, [2] in bounded domains with focus in the existence
of positive solutions, and [8, 18] in RY whole with focus in the existence of non-trivial solutions.

Also, we assume that nonlinearity f : Q@ x R — R is a Carathéodory function such that f(z,t) := f(z,t)t is
continuously differentiable in the variable ¢, for a.e. € 2. Furthermore, in the first part of the paper, where we deal

the degenerate case, we assume that f satisfies the following conditions:



(fo) f(z,t) >0, for a.e. z € Q, for all t # 0 and there exists C' > 0 such that
|0 f (@, )] < O+t

for a.e. z € 2 and all t € R, where p* :=p{ = Nj\iip

is the fractional critical Sobolev exponent.
(f1) given € > 0 and r € (p,p*), there exists C¢, > 0 such that
@, )] < e(ft] ™+ [t 1) + Coplt]
for a.e. x € Q and all t € R.

(f2) there exists u € (7, ¢) such that
wF(x,t) < f(z,t)t

for a.e. z € Q and all t € R, where F(z,t) := fg flz,7)dr.
(f3) Ig(f—,tg)t is increasing in ¢t > 0 and decreasing in ¢ < 0, for a.e. z € Q.

In the second part of the paper, we work in the non-degenerate case. One of the advantages of M to have a positive
boundedness from bellow is the possibility of to remove the hypothesis keeping only and even so to obtain
a similar result for A > 0 large enough, making a truncation in the function M as made in [22]. For the non-degenerate
case, we assume that f satisfies and the following conditions:

(F1) given € > 0 and r € (p,p*), there exists C' > 0 such that
[, )] < et~ |t + Cerlt™,

for a.e. x € Q, for all t € R.

(Fy) there exists 4 € (p, q) such that |{\(fj2)t is increasing in ¢ > 0 and decreasing in ¢ < 0, for a.e. x € Q.

In this case, replaces and replaces both and

Examples:

(a) M(t) = arctan (t7), 0 <9 < P, is a degenerate Kirchhoff function which satisfies [(1)f{(M>)| and
flz,t) = a(@)[t|"2t, p(+1) <r<p*, a€ L>®(Q), a(z) 20 a.e.x € Q,

satisfies the conditions |(fo)|

(b) Examples of non-degenerate Kirchhoff function M satisfying |(M;)H(Mz)| and a function f which is not odd and
satisfies [(fo)l [[F1)| and [(F3)] are, respectively, M (t) = mq + log(1 + t?), mg > 0, 0 < 9 < TF and

e

f(t) = rlog(L+ £1)(E)™ 4+ Ty

,p<r<p*, tT:=max{t,0}, t~ := min{t,0}.

Our main result related to degenerate case is as follows:

Theorem 1.1 Suppose that M (0) = 0, M satisfies and f satisfies \(fs) Then the following statements

hold true:
(1) if p < q < p, we have that, for all X\ >0

(Cx) problem (P) has a positive solution uy1 and a negative one uy o such that one of them is a ground state
solution. Furthermore, problem (Py)) has a least energy sign-changing solution wuy 3 such that

In(uxz) > In(ux1) + Ix(un2),
where Iy is the energy functional associated to this problem.

(2) if ¢ = pl, then there exists \* > 0 such that holds for all A > \*.



Our main result related to non-degenerate case is as follows:

Theorem 1.2 Suppose that M(0) = mg > 0. Then, the following statements are hold true:

(1) if p < q<pl, M satisfies and f satisfies [(fo)l [(FO} [(f2)] [(f3)l then[(C))| holds for all X > 0.

(2) if p < q <pl, M satisfies and f satisfies then there exists \** > 0 such that [[C))] holds
for all A > \**.

(3) if ¢ =pk, M satisfies|(My)| and f satisfies|(fo)l [(F1)) [(F2)l then there exists X** > 0 such that|(Cy)| holds for all
A > A

Remark 1.3 From conclusion we have that the energy of any sign-changing solution of (Py) is larger than
two times the ground state energy, i.e., the least energy of all weak solutions of (Py)). This property is called energy
doubling by Weth in [2§].

-About of method:
Our strategy is minimization on Nehari sets for energy functional
1~ 1 a
1) = L8 (Jul?) = [ Fawpae— 2 [ 1
p Q

q QW

3

where M(t) = fot M(7)dr.

We intend to find three solution for the problem (P]) which minimize functional I, among, respectively, all
positive, negative or sign-changing solutions and to check that one of the signed solutions, indeed, minimizes I among
all non-trivial solutions. Since we are interested in these types of solutions, we consider the following Nehari sets:

Ny = {u e WeP (@) \ {0} : (Ix(u), u) = 0};

N ={ueNy:u =0}

Ny ={ueN\:u" =0}

My ={ue WiP(Q): (Ix(u),ut) = (Ix(u),u”) =0,ut # 0,u™ # 0},

where ut(z) := max{u(z),0} and v~ (z) := min{u(x),0}.
More precisely, the idea is to show that the infima

C/\/; = infue.,\/;r I,\(u),
Cnp = 1nfueN; I (w);
cmy, = infuen, In(u)

b

are achieved by critical points of I, as well as to show that

CNy = ulel.ll\f& I(u) = min{cN;,cN;} and cpy > Gyt F Oy

Signed solutions:

We apply Mountain Pass Theorem to prove that (Py) has ground state solution, namely, that cu;, is achieved
by a critical point of Iy. Then, using Ekeland’s variational principle, we show that ¢ N and ¢ N oare also achieved
by critical points of Iy. Once any ground state solution for problem (P,) has constant sign, we establish that
CNy = min{cN;,cN;}.

Sign-changing solution in the subcritical case:

In order to find sign-changing solution, the minimization occurs on My, however, it seem to be more difficult,
even in the subcritical setting. Indeed, if u changes sign, namely, u* # 0 and u~ # 0, then the nonlocal interactions
between u™ and u~ result in the inequality

[l > [l F]P + flu |,

as we will see in ([22)), differently of the local case s =1, on which the equality is valid. This, together with the
Kirchhoff term, produce some difficulties even to prove that M is nonempty. In the subcritical setting, we prove that
cm, is achieved by a critical point of I using Brouwer degree in R

Sign-changing solution in the critical case:



In critical case, when we try to minimize the functional Iy on M through direct method of Calculus of Variations,
we face with a problem due the lack of weak lower semicontinuity of Iy. So, we change our strategy by using the
solution obtained in the subcritical case to produce the desired solution in the critical case. This can be made through
quasi-critical approximation as in [I1}, [26]. We consider a sequence of exponents {g,} C (p, p%) such that ¢, — p¥ and
a sequence of least energy sign-changing solutions {u,} for (Py) corresponding to {g,}. We prove that, for A > 0 large
enough, sequence {u,} converges to a least energy sign-changing solution of ([Py]) with ¢ = p, using a concentration
compactness principle with variable exponents developed in [9].

The paper is organized as follows. In Section[2] we introduce a variational setting of the problem and present some
definitions and preliminary results. In Section Bl we construct a truncation of the function M and we present a result
related to the auxiliary problem associated with the truncated function. In Section ] we prove some technical results
in the degenerate case and we enunciate the corresponding ones in the non-degenerate case. Finally, in Section [, we
prove the main results of this paper.

2 Preliminaries

2.1 Definitions and functional spaces

We start introducing the fractional Sobolev space and some informations about the weak formulation of problem (Py)).
For any measurable function u : R — R, we define the Gagliardo seminorm by setting

i (/RN %dm@,f

for all p > 1 and the fractional Sobolev space, we define by
WP(RN) := {u € LP(RY) : [u];, < oo},

equipped with the norm

8=

[ullwen ey = (lulp + [u]g,) ",

where | - |, is the norm in LP(RY) (see [I3] for more details). Since our problem involves a bounded domain Q C RY,
we introduce the space
WSP(Q) :={u e WP(RY) : u(z) =0, a.e. z € RV \ Q}

which is a separable reflexive Banach space with respect to the norm [ -], , and this space can be seen as the completion

of C2°(RV) in the norm [-],,. We denote the topological dual of W™ (2) by W% (2), where p/ = L5 is the dual

exponent of p, and write (-,-) : W= (Q) x WP (Q) — R to designate a duality pairing. In WP (Q), the Gagliardo
seminorm is actually a norm, which is equivalent to ||-||yys.» g~y and throughout the text, we will denote by ||-|| := [-]s -
The Hardy-Sobolev inequality (see [9, Lemma 2.1])

. L 1
Pa g _ P
/ |ul dr < C(N,p,a) / dedy !
RN |z]® rev |z —y[NEep

s - dzr
Wyt () = L <Q, W)

implies that the embedding

is continuous, for all r € [1,p3] with 0 < 3 < ps. Furthermore, this embedding is compact for all r € [1,p}) (see [9
Lemma 2.3]). We denote by
[l

So = —
wews P (@\{0} |ulz|~/P[D.

(2.1)

the best constant corresponding to the fractional Hardy-Sobolev embedding when r = p%.
For each u € W;(f2), the fractional p-Laplacian operator (—A,)°u can be seen, in weak sense, as a uniquely
defined element of W~ (Q) by

<(—AP)SU,U> _ ‘/RzN |u(x) — U(y)|p_2|iuf$;|;iiy))(v($) — U(y))dacdy, Yo € WOS,P(Q)'




Definition 2.1 We say that a function u € W3*(Q) is a weak solution of the problem (B if

|u|?2uv

M () (=80 0) = [ st + [
for all v e WP (Q).

If f satisfies|(f1)| or then energy functional I : W;?(Q) — R given by

0w = 23 (Jul?) = [ Feawae— 2 [ 18
A(w) = =M (||u]|?) — ryu)dr — = [ ——
p Q q Jo |z
is well defined in WSP(Q), with M(t) = fot M (7)dr. Moreover, I € C*(W3?(Q),R) and its derivative is given by
/ s [u]?=2uw op
(L(u),v) = M(|[ull”) (=Ap)°u,v) = A | f(z,u)vdr — Wd% Vv € Wy (9).
Q )

Consequently, the weak solutions of problem (Py]) are the critical points of functional Iy.
Definition 2.2 We say that u € W5 (Q)\ {0} is a ground state solution of (Py) if u is a weak solution of (Py) and
Iy(w) = inf{Iy(0) : Ty(v) = 0,0 £ 0},
and w € W'P(Q) is a least energy sign-changing solution of (Py)) if w is a weak solution of (P), with w* # 0 and
In(w) = inf{I\(v) : I{(v) = 0,v" # 0,0~ # 0}.

Definition 2.3 Let W be a real Banach space and J € C*(W,R). We say that {u,} C W is a (PS). sequence for J
if J(un) = ¢ and J'(u,) — 0, as n — co. Also, we say that J satisfies the (PS). condition if any (PS). sequence has
a convergent subsequence.

Since we are also interested in to obtain sign-changing solutions, for each w € W (Q), we consider Q4 = supp(w™)
and in this way, we can write explicitly the decomposition

(—Ap)*w,w*) = A*(w) + B*(w),
where
[w* (z) —w

Sy [w (z) —w™ (y) P~ (w* (2) — w*(y))
At (w :z/ W)l dedy, Bt (w :=2/ dxdy
w) Q2 xQe |z — y|N+sp (w) Q4 xQ_ |z — y|NFsp

which implies ||w|? = A(w) + B(w) with A(w) := AT (w) + A~ (w) and B(w) := BT (w) + B~ (w).
Note that the function ¢, () = [t[P~2¢ satisfies the inequality

¢p(a™ —bF)(a* =) < gpla—b)(a® —b™) < dy(a—b)(a—b),
for all a,b € R. Therefore, we have
(=Ap)*w™, w™) < ((Ap) w,w™) < ((Ap)*w,w), (2:2)

for all w € W;"P(2) with strict inequality when w is sign-changing.
From |[(M;)| we obtain the following inequality about the Kirchhoff function M:

M(t +6) > M(t) + M(8), Vt,0 > 0. (2.3)
Then, the energy functional I satisfies the inequalities
Iy(w) > Iy(w) + Ly(w™), (2.4)
(I3 (w),w") = (I} (w"), w™) and (I§(w),w™) = (I (w™),w")
for all w € W"*(Q) with strict inequality when w is sign-changing.
In what follows, whenever it is necessary to emphasize the dependence of exponent ¢, we will denote the energy
functional by I, and the Nehari sets associated with it by N g, ./V';fq, N, and M, 4. Furthermore, whenever a
functional J : WJ*(2) — R is a bounded from below in X C W;"?(Q), we denote its infimum on X by

cx = ulg’( J(u).



2.2 Compactness results

Lemma 2.4 Let {u,} C W (Q) be a bounded sequence with u,, — u a.e. © € Q, for some u € WiP'(Q). If f satisfies
or|(F1), then
/ f(z,up)upde — / f(z,u)udx and / F(z,up)dx — / F(z,u)dz.

Q Q Q

Q

Proof. We will prove the result assuming|(f1)} because the proof is analogous assuming [(F1)| Since {u,} is bounded
in Wg'P(Q), by [(f1)] we have that {f(x,u,)} is bounded in LP"~1(Q) and, thus, there exists v € L? ~'(Q) such that
f(z,uy) — v in LP ~1(Q). Provided that f(z,u,) — f(z,u) a.e. z € Q, it follows that v = f(x,u) which implies

/Q £, up)udz — /Q F(z, w)udz. (2.5)

Given € > 0, from |(f1)| and Hélder inequality we obtain

T, Up ) Uy — f(x,w)udr| < T, Up) ||ty — u|dz T, un) — f(z,u))ude
[ @, = fowpuda| < [ 1) = ulde + | [ (@) = Fla)
< elunlylun — uly + elunlplun — ulpe + Ceplunlrlun — ulr
T, un) — f(z,u))ude
+ [ () = )
< C(lup — uly + |up —ul) + Ce+ /Q(f(:z:,un) — f(z,u))udz.

Since ¢ is arbitrary, v, € (1,p*) and (Z.3) holds, we obtain the first convergence. By similar way, using again
and the identity

1
F(z,up) — F(z,u) = /0 (f(x,tup + (1 — t)u))(u, — uw)dt, for a.e.z € Q,

one can check the second convergence. ([l
Next we will present three results that will be important to get strong convergence of sequences weakly convergent
in subsequent results. Their proofs can be found in [9].

Lemma 2.5 The operator (—Ap)* : WgP(Q) — W= (Q) is weak-to-weak continuous.

Lemma 2.6 Let {u,} C W;*(Q) be a bounded sequence with u,(xz) — u(z) a.e. x € Q, for some u € Wy*(Q) and
P < qn < i with g, — pl as n — co. Then, up to a subsequence, we have

qn—2 p272
|u"|7unvdac = |uliuvdgc +0,(1), Yo € WP ().
o |zf* o |z
For u € L{, (), define the function
|u(z) — u(y)[”

DéulP(x) := d
D)= [ Sy

Lemma 2.7 (Concentration compactness principle with variable exponents) Let 0 < a < ps < N, Q be a
bounded open of RN containing 0 and u,, — u in WP (Q). Given p < qn < p) with g, — pl, there exist two measures
v,0 and an at most countable set {z;}jcs C Q such that, up to subsequence,

* |un|¢In
|D%u, P —* o, 2 (2.6)

B
o> Dl + 3 050, 05 =o({z;}), (2.7)

JjET
JufP=
V= || + Z vids,, vj=v({z;}), (2.8)
JjET
P

oj > Savj*, VjeJ. (2.9)

Moreover, if a > 0, then {z,},e7 = {0}.



2.3 Properties of the functions M and f

Firstly, note that M to be continuously differentiable in [0, 00) means that M has a continuous derivative in (0, c0)
which can be continuously extended to [0, 00). Moreover, as immediate consequence, we have that M is continuously
differentiable in (0, c0).

If M satisfies and then

M(t) < M(1)+ M)t 7, Vit >0, (2.10)
M(t) > M(1)min{1,t "7 }, V¢t > 0. (2.11)
Moreover, we have that
pM (1)t < M (t), Vt > 0, (2.12)
or written in another way
pM' ()t < (y —p)M(t), V¥t >0 (2.13)
which implies
1~ 1
—M(t) — =M (t)t is increasing and positive for ¢ > 0. (2.14)
p v

From assumption it follows that
F(z,t) >0, (2.15)

for a.e. x € Q and all ¢ # 0. Also, by we conclude that

Oif(x, t)t — v f(z,t)t >0, (2.16)
for a.e. x € Q and all ¢t € R, which implies
1
—f(z,t)t — F(z,t) > 0 anditisincreasingin ¢ > 0, decreasingin ¢ < 0. (2.17)
v
From conditions |(f1)|and |( f2)l we have that
F(Iat) > Ol(x)|t|ﬂ - CZ(‘I)v (218)
for a.e. x € Q and all t € R, where Cy(z) := F(z,1) and Cy(z) := max;eoq] |[F(2,t) — C1(x)[t|"| both in L>°(Q2) with
W > 7y given in
Moreover, if f satisfies |(F} )| and |[(F3)} we obtain the following properties:

Ouf(z, )t — pf(x,t)t >0, (2.19)

for a.e. z € Q and all t € R with p > p given in|(#% )} which implies
1
—f(z,t)t — F(x,t) > 0 anditisincreasingin ¢ > 0, decreasingin ¢ < 0. (2.20)
W

Also, there are non-negative functions C1, Cy € L*°(£2) such that
Fz,1) > Ci(2)lt]" — Ca(a), (2.21)

for a.e. z € Q and for all ¢t € R.

3 The auxiliary problem

In the case where M is a Kirchhoff function non-degenerate, namely, M (0) = mo > 0, satisfying only condition |(M})|
we shall make a truncation on M such that the new function obtained M, still satisﬁes and satisfies the condition

(M3) M) is decreasing in t > 0,

Br—D
t p




with @ > p given in |[(F3)l This truncation is made following the ideas presented in [22].
Suppose that M satisfies condition (M7 )| and M (0) = mg > 0. Then, there exists tg > 0 such that

1
mo < M(to) < —mop, (31)
p
for 1 > p introduced in |[(F3)| Furthermore, since M is continuous in [0,00) and M (0) = mg, we have
lim M (t) = M (0) = mo,
t—0+
which implies that there exists t; > 0 such that

pM'(t) < pmo < pM(t), Vi€ [0,t)

and, therefore,

pM'(t)t < (u—p)M(t), Vte (0,t1). (3.2)
Let to = min{tg,t1} and a = M (t). Consider the C? function
t, t €10,0]
m(t) = { § + 2(ty — 0) arctan (% : tt;_%) , ted ), (3.3)

where ¢ € (0,t2). Finally, set M, : [0,00) — [0, 00) as
M,(t) = M(m(t)).

From some calculations we infer that

m/(t) >0 and m”(t) <0, V¢t >0, (3.4)
which implies
m(t) € (0,t2) and m/(t)t <m(t), Vt>0. (3.5)
Then, from 32), 34) and @A), it follows that M, is continuously differentiable in (0, c0) and satisfies
pM ()t < (u—p)M,(t), Vt> 0. (3.6)
Thus, M, will also satisfy |(M; )| and Moreover, from (B.1]), we have
1
mo < My(t) < a < =mop, ¥t > 0. (3.7)
p
Also,
M,(t) = M(¢), Vt € [0, 4]. (3.8)
Putting M, (t) := fot M, (7)dr, from we get
1~ 1
=M, (t) — —M,(t)t is increasing and positive for ¢ > 0. (3.9)
p K

From this truncation, we can consider the following auxiliary problem:

{ Ma (f]RQN %dxdy) (_A;D)Su = Af(Ia U) + ‘u\lz\iﬂ = in Qv (P)\ a)

u=0 in RV \ 0

and we denote by I, , the energy functional, N,\@, N;a, N):a and M , the corresponding Nehari sets associated
with I)\ﬁa.
We obtain the following result about the auxiliary problem:

Theorem 3.1 Suppose that M (0) = mo > 0, M satisfies and f satisfies . Then, the following

statements are hold true:

(1) if p < q < p, we have that, for all X > 0,
(Cx,a) problem has three solutions, uy .1 € ./\/;fa, Ux,a,2 € ./V'):a and ux,q,3 € My o such that
I)\,a(u)\,a,l) - C'/\/;r’av I)\,a(u)\,a,2) - CN;,a7 I)\,a(u)\,a,3) - CMA,a
satisfying cm, , > N, + Ny, and cn, , = min{cN;a, CN;’G}.

(2) if ¢ = p,, then there exists X > 0 such that holds, for all X > X.



4 Technical results
For each u € WP (Q2) \ {0}, we define ¢, : [0,00) — R by

pu(t) = Ix(tu).

Also, for each w € W;"P(Q) with wt # 0 and w™ # 0, we consider the function v, : [0,00) x [0,00) — R given by

Yu(t,0) = Ly (tw" + 6w™) (4.1)
and ¥, : [0,00) x [0,00) — R? given by
U, (t,0) = (taaitw(t 9), Haaiow(t 9)) = ((I{(twT + 0w ™), tw ™), (I (twT + 0w™), w™)), (4.2)

which is of C?! class, since f(z,-) is of C! class, for a.e. x € Q and [(fo)| holds. We denote by ¢, . and 1, , the
corresponding functions associate to I q.

4.1 The degenerate case

In this subsection, we present some previews results considering the degenerate case M (0) = 0. Here, we assume that

M satisfies [(M7)|(Ms)| and f satisfies |(fo)H(f3)

Lemma 4.1 Functional I, satisfies the following geometric conditions:
(1) For any u € W5P(Q) \ {0}, we have

L\(tu™ +0u™) = —o0, as |(t,0)] — co.

(2) There exists R > 0 such that
In(u) = Rllul|” and (I}(u),u) > Rljull", (4.3)

whenever |lul| < R.

Proof. (1) From (2I0) and (25, we have

1— 1 [ |tut +6u |
L(tum +0u™) = =M(|tut +6u"|?) / x tu++9u_)daz—— %dx
p x|
M tut + Gu~ |4
< MO+ gy MU )||tu +ou || — /de
P ||
op—1 n v—l n 1 |ut|4
< — MO+ ML) [Ju™ " — =t da
P q Jao |z

9p-1 271 1 |
T M1)6P||u M(1)97||u’||7——9q/ w1,
p ¥ q Jao |zl

Since p,vy < g, it follows that I (tu™ + 0u~) — —o0, as (¢, 0)| — oc.
(2) From (2I1)), assumption [(f1)| and the continuously of embedding W* () — L"(€, I;%) with 0 < 5 < ps and
r € [1,p5], there exist C, C, Ce ., Cq > 0 such that, for u € W*(Q) with [ul| < 1, we obtain

1 1 !
D) = S 3(Jul?) - A / P, u)de — - /%d
> ( Jul? - Cer/' "dw /|| || e
M(1 * r
> (%‘ )Ilull”— PGyl = Cylul.

Take 0 < € < 1 such that (M(l eC) > 0. Therefore, since p*,r,q > ~, there exists R > 0, sufficiently small, such

that I(u) > Rlu||”, whenever ||u|| < R. Proceeding in a similar way, one can show the same estimative for (I (u), u).
|
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Lemma 4.2 For each u € W3 (Q) \ {0}, there exists unique t,, > 0 such that t,u € Nx. In particular, Ny # 0 and
N/{t # 0. Moreover, I (tyu) > I)(tu), for allt >0, t # t,.

Proof. Fixed u € W5?(Q) \ {0}, from Lemma [T} one can show that there exists ¢, > 0 such that

W(tl) = (1) > 0.
Pultu) = maxpu(t) >

Then ¢! (t,) = 0 and thus t,u € Ny. By [(M;)| and it is deduced that fé‘ftl) is decreasing. Since (fé)(ii)l =0,
it follows that ¢, is the unique point in (0,00) with the property ¢! (t,) = 0. Finally, by uniqueness, we have
0u(ty) > @u(t), for all £ > 0 with ¢ # t,,. O

Corollary 4.3 For each u € WP () \ {0} with (I§(u),u) <0, there exists unique t,, € (0,1] such that t,u € Ny.

Proof. From Lemma [£2] there exists unique t, > 0 such that t,u € Ay. Then, ¢, (t,) = 0 and by hypothesis
¢!, (1) <0. Since 2ull) i3 decreasing, we conclude that , € (0,1]. O

=1

Lemma 4.4 For each w € WP (Q) with wt # 0 and w™ # 0, there exists unique pair (ty, 0y) € (0,00) x (0,00) such
that
twuwT + Opw™ € M.

In particular, My # (. Furthermore, for all t,0 > 0 with (¢,0) # (tw,0w), we have
L(twt 4+ 0w™) < Ly (tyw™ + 0,w™).
Proof. Firstly, we will show the existence of the pair (¢, 60,). From item (1) of Lemma A1l it follows that

lim w(t,0) = —o0,
\(t,0)|—>oo1/} ( )

which together with continuously of 1, imply that there exists (£, 0,) € [0,00) x [0, 00) such that

¢w(tw79w) = IA(tw++9w*).

max
(t,0)€[0,00) % [0,00)
Moreover, fixed ¢ > 0, by item (2) of Lemma [£1] it follows that

Yo (t,0) = Ly(twh) < Li(tw™h) + L(0w™) < Ly(twh + 0w ™) = 9y, (t,0),

whenever 0 < 6 < 1. Consequently, (¢,0) is not a maximizer of 1, for all ¢ > 0. Analogously, (0,6) is not a
maximizer of ¢, for all § > 0. Thus, we have shown that maximizer (¢, 6, ) is a inner point of [0, 00) X [0, 00). Then,
(tw,0w) is a critical point of v, with ¢,, > 0 and 6,, > 0. Therefore, there exists (t.,,0,) € (0,00) x (0,00) such that
U, (tw, 0w) = (0,0), namely, t,w™ + O,wT € M.

Now, we will work to get the uniqueness. In fact, it is sufficient to show that if w € M, and twt + 60w~ € M, with
t>0and 6 > 0, then (¢,0) = (1,1). Suppose that w € My and tw™ + 0w~ € M. Then, (I{(tw’ + 0w~ ), twt) =0
and (I§ (w),w)=0, namely,

+ g
M(|[tw™ + 0w ™ ||P)((=Ap)° (tw™ + 0w™ ), twT)y =X [ f(z, twT )twTde + tq/ |1|U |O[ dz,
Q Q |7
|w |
M{ll?) (A ww) = [ s wytaes [ Ll
Q Q |z
Without less of generality, we can suppose that § < t. Then,
[tw® +0w™||P = A{tw’ +60w™) + B(tw" + 6w™)
< P(A(w) + B(w)) = t7||w|[” (4.4)
and
(—=Ap)° (tw™ + 0w ), tw™) = AT (w) + BT (twt + 6w™)
< (AT (w) + Bt (w)) = t7{(—=A,) w,w™). (4.5)

11



Since M is increasing, by (@4) and (LX), follows that

M (P [|w]”) flz, tw® |w |

ﬂ_,,||w”7_,,<(—Ap)sw,w+>||w||7*fo > /\/Q Tyt (wh)Vdx + 977 T (4.6)
On the other hand,
M([[w]]”) - / f@,wh) w1
(=AY Sw, wT) |lw]| TP = A : wt 'Vda:—l—/ dx. 4.7
HUMW_p « P) >H ” Q OU+)V_1( ) o Lﬂa ( )

Combining ([@6) and [@7), we get

(M(tpnwnp) B M(lel”)) (= Ap)*w, wtw]

O Pllwlrr flwle

> )\/Q (f(x,thr) _ f(:v,w+)> (wt)'dz + (197 — 1) jw*?

(T (W

From |(M>)] and the last inequality, we get 0 < # <t < 1. Using the same method, but now with the equations
(I{(tw™ 4+ 6w~ ), 0w~ ) = 0 and (I} (w),w™) = 0, we obtain 1 < # < ¢, which implies t = 0 = 1.
Finally, by uniqueness of (¢, 0 ), it follows that

Ly(tw® 4+ 0w™) < Ix(tyw™ + 0w ™),
for all (t,0) # (tw,Ow)- O

Corollary 4.5 For each w € WP(Q) with w® # 0 and (I\(w),wt) < 0, there ewists unique pair (tu,0,) €
(0,1] x (0,1] such that tyw™ + O,w™ € M.

Proof. By Lemma (@3], the existence and uniqueness of pair (¢, 0,) € (0,00) x (0, 00) are ensured and proceeding
as in the proof of that lemma, we obtain (¢, 6,) € (0, 1] x (0, 1]. O

Lemma 4.6 (1) There exists := ky > 0 such that for all u € Ny,
[ull > &

and for all w € My,
[w ], lw™ || > .

(2) For all uw € Ny,

1 1 . _
B = (£ =2 ) M) mind1, Jul )l
Y 1%
(3) If {un} C Nx and {w,} C M) are bounded sequences, then
. |un |? . |wiE |7
lim inf —dr >0 and lim inf ”a dx > 0.
n—oo Jo |7| n—oo Jo |zl

Proof.

(1) If w € M, then (I} (w), w®) = 0. Using ZI1), [(M1)] [(f1)]and the Hélder’s inequality, for some constant Ce . > 0
and ||w| < 1, it follows that

S w:l: 1
MOPET < MO P < Mol (-a) w0 = A [ s atyorans [ L
+ +p* +r 1 zgq |wi|p; e
< Xe | (Jwr|” +|wr P Yde + ACe [ |wT|"dx + —dx dx
Q Q a lz|* a |z

From the continuity of embedding Wy (Q) < L*(€, I;%) with 0 < 8 < ps and t € [1,pj}], we have that

ph—4

MD)ll™ |7 < Cxew* || + ACcl[w* |7 + ACew* | + (Ca) 7= Cllw*||%,

12



for some constants C, Ce, C¢ ., C, > 0. Therefore,

*

(M(1) = CA) [ [ < AC k|77 + ACep[[w|” + (Ca) P5 Ol (4.8)

Taking € > 0 such that M (1) — Che > 0, we get the conclusion desired, since 7, q,p* > 7. If u € N, we obtain the
same estimative with |u| instead of |Jw®|].
(2) Given u € Ny, by definition, we have (I{(u),u) = 0. Then, by [(f2)} @I4), 2II) and since y < p < ¢, we obtain

L) = A(u)—%a;(u),w

1— 1
= M) = —M(IIUII”)HUHP

+<1—1)/5 ] e o3 [ L e, upu — P, u)de

uooq) Jolale QM

1 1 4 Y—P U P
> <;—;) M (1) min{L, [ul P} u]]?.

(3) Again, we will show the property only for {w,} C M. Given € > 0, using item (1) of this lemma, assumption
with r € (p, q), the boundedness of {w,} and the Holder’s inequality, we obtain

)\e/ |w,jf|'yda:—|—)\e/ lwE|P d33+/\0r,e/ |wf|’”daz—|—/ |wni dx
Q Q Q o |zl

+|q g +q
EC)\ + C}\J‘)e < |wn | d$> + |wn | dx )
o lz]@ o |zl

+|q
1iminf/ wal” < o
o |zl

n—oo

M(1)" < M(1)|lwy ||

IN

IN

which implies

We use the idea of Tarantello [27] to get the following result:

Lemma 4.7 For each u € Ny, there exists € > 0 and a differentiable function & : B(0,€) — [0,00) such that £(0) = 1,
E()(u —v) € Ny for all v € B(0,¢€) and

P (lul[") (=) (), v) = A J, 0T (@, u)vda - g fy,
M ([[u]]P)[ull? = A fo 0 F(w, wyu — q fo 2de

Proof. For each u € Ny, define G,, : R x W5*(2) — R by

Gu(€,w) = (I3 (E(u — w)), €(u — w)).

(€(0),v) = . Yo e WEP(Q).

Then, G,(1,0) = (I} (u),u) = 0 and

|ul?

0G (o = oI (ulP)ul? = [ aF @ uude —q [ s
|U|q
< yM(J[u]?) 5tf z, uyuds — q NE |adx
_ |u|q
= X[ vf(@,u)u— 0 f(z,u)udr + (v —q) | —=dz <0,
Q o lz[®

by 212 and since v < ¢. Applying Implicit Function Theorem, there exists e > 0 and ¢ : B(0,¢) — [0,00)
differentiable such that
(€(0),v) = =[0G (1,0)] 1[0, G (1,0)]v, Yo € WiP(Q)

and

for all v € B(0, €), which completes the proof. O
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Lemma 4.8 For each w € My, we have that det J1,1)Vy > 0, where J(1,1)Wy is the Jacobian matriz of W, in pair
(1,1).

Proof. Writing
\I/w(ta 9) = (\Ijvlﬂ (tv 9)7 \Iji; (tv 9))7

with Wl (¢,0) = (I\(twt + 0w™), twt) and 2 (t,0) = (I (tw" + w™), 0w~ ), across some calculus, it is shows that

owL

5 (L1 = pM'([Jw]|P)(A* (w) + B* (w))? + pM ([|w]|P)(A* (w) + B* (w)) = M(||w]|?)C(w)
A [ Ouf(z,wHwrdr —q " )
Q o |zl
aqj%v / P - - 2 D - - D
50 (L1 = pM([[wl|”)(A(w) + B™ (w))" + pM(w|[")(A™ (w) + B~ (w)) — M(|lw]|”)C(w)
— flz,w w de — |w—|q X
AA@ﬂ7 ywd q4|ﬂad,
W) = Z0,1) = pM () (A" () + BHw)(A~ (@) + B~(w)) + M(Jw|P)O(w) > 0

where

wh(z) —w ()P 2wt (z)(—w™
cw—2p-n [ ] (@) |iyf'y|N+:p( v w) o

From (ZI3), it follows that

We1,1) < yM(llP)(A* (@) + B*w))
—pM'(|[w][)(AT (w) + BT (w))(A™ (w) + B~ (w)) = M([[w[[")C(w)
A [ Oif(z,wHwhde — g |w+|qu.
Q o |z

Since (I{(w),w") = 0, using ([2.I0), we obtain

1
ii“h1)<< —pM'([[w]|P) (A (w) + B (w)) (A~ (w) + B (w)) — M(Jw|[”)C(w)
+/ vf (@, w )t =0, f(z, w)wTde + (v — q) |w+iq dx
¢ o |zl

< —pM'(Jwl[")(AT (w) + BT (w))(A™ (w) + B~ (w)) — M(||w|")C (w)
owL

= ~ 5 (1,1).

Analogously, we can conclude that
ou2 owl
50 (1,1) < = 50 (1,1).
Therefore,
oul 9w oul 9w

> (??GJOQ—<??GJ02:O
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Remark 4.9 By Lemma[].0 it follows that cnr, > 0, for all XA > 0. Also, given w € My, there exist t,,+,0,- > 0
such that t,+w',0,-w™ € Ny. So,

Lyv(w) > D(tyrwt +0p-w™) > Li(tyrwh) + L(0p-w™).

Then,
CMy 2 Cprr + Cpr 2 2005 (4.9)

Furthermore, if cam, s achieved, we have caq, > Cnyt + Ve > 2cp,, -

Proposition 4.10 The following asymptotic properties hold:

(1) For X\ = Na, N, Ny, My, it holds that cx, is non-increasing in A > 0 and

lim cx, =0.
A—00

(2) Let {gn} C (p,pL] be such that ¢, — p¥, as n — co. Then,

lim limsupcm, , =
A00 oo \an

Proof. (1) If Ay > A1, w € My, and tw" + bw™ € M,,, by Lemma[L.4] we have

Dy(w) = ¥p'(1,1) > 9t (t,0) = 2 (t,0) + (A2 — A1) i F(twt + 6w )dx

> 1/}212 (ta 9) 2 CM>\2 )

which implies cym,, > cm,,- Analogously, using ¢, instead v, we obtain the same conclusion to other cx, .
Let w € W5P(Q) be with w' # 0 and w™ # 0. By Lemma [L.4] for each A > 0, there exist ¢ty > 0 and 6 > 0 such

that
t)\er + 0w~ € M.

Now, from (215 and (ZI0Q), we get

0<ecx, <cm, = éI./l\E I)\(’U) < I)\(t)\’LUJr +9>\w7)
v A
M(1 M(1
—]ﬁ  Jtxw* + 0| + —7( ) law + x|,

IN

and, thus, it is enough to show that ¢y — 0 and 6, — 0, as A — oc.

We consider the set
Qw = {(t>\59)\) S [0,00) X [0,00) : \ij(t)\ae)\) = (050)7)\ > 0}7

where U, was defined in ([A2). Since txw™ + 6 \w™ € N, by assumption [(fo)| and (ZI0), we have
+1la —|4

ti/'w | dz+0§/|w | dx
o |z o |z

M(|[txw™ + 0w~ |[P) [taw™ + 0w~ ||?

IN

IN

2P M (L) [Jw [P + 287 M (1)65 Jw™ ||
F27 M (D w7+ 277 M ()83 [l ||
Once ¢ > v > p, it follows that Q,, is bounded. Therefore, if {\,} C (0,00) is such that A\, — oo, as n — oo, up

to a subsequence, still denoted by {(t»,,0x,)}, there exist £,6 > 0 such that ¢y, — T and 6y, — 0.
We will show that £ = 6 = 0. Suppose, by contradiction, that ¢ > 0 or > 0. Foreachn € N, ¢, wt+60y, w™ € N, ,

namely

M|t wt +0x, 0™ [[P)[ta, 0w +0x, w7 = X [ [z, tx, w" +0x, w7 )(tr, w" + 05, w7 )dx
Q

[tx, wt + 0y, w4
Q ||

+ da. (4.10)
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Provided that ¢y, w™ — Tw™ and 6\, w™ — Gw™ in W;"P(Q2), by Lemma 24 and [(fo)} we have

flota, wh + 05, w)(ta, wh + 0y, w )de — [ flz,fw® + 0w ) (Fw" + 0w~ )dz > 0,
Q Q

as n — 0o. Once A, — 00, as n — oo and {tx, wt + 65, w™} is bounded in W?(Q2), we have a contradiction with
equality (@I0). Thus, 7 =6 = 0. Therefore, cx, — 0, as n — oo.
(2) Given w € Wy*(Q) with wt # 0 and w™ # 0, from Lemma .4 we can take (txq,,0x,q,) € (0,00) x (0,00) such
that tx g, w" + 05 g, w™ € Mg, and (tx p=, 0x =) € (0,00) x (0,00) such that tx pew™ + Oy p: w™ € My s .
Claim: (tx,q,,0xq,) = (txpz,0xpz) as n — oco.

Put ¥4 (t,0) := I 4, (tw™ + 6w~ ) and note that, from (2.I0) and (2I8), we have

1~
Pin(t,0) < ];M(HtuﬂL + 60w ||P) — )\/ F(z,tw +0w™) — —o00
Q

as |(t,0)| — oo, independently of n. Therefore, there exist £,6 > 0 such that (tx.q, ,60x.4.) € (0,7 x (0,6], for all n.
Then, up to subsequence, (¢4, ,0r4,) — (£,0) € [0,00) x [0,00). Since ¥ — wﬂ,:‘ locally uniformly as n — oo, it
follows that )

Vi (Egns Oxg.) = v (£,0)
and

GO (tx g Orgn) = SUp B2 (¢, 0) — sup phe (¢, 0)
(t,0) (t,0)

as n — oo. Thus, @[Jﬁ:‘ (t,0) = SUp(4,0) @[Jﬁ:‘ (t,0) = Po (tapz»Oxpx ). From the uniqueness, ensured by Lemma B4, we

obtain ¢y p« =1 and 6 ,» = . Moreover, from Dominated Convergence Theorem, we obtain

limsupe¢ < lim i (¢ 0
nﬂoop M)\,qn — n~>ooww ( Aqns Av‘]n)

= o (txpz> Oxpz)-
Since £y px, 0x px — 0 as A — oo, it follows that

lim limsupcam, , =0.
—© n—oo ’

(I
If {u,} is a sequence such that u, — u in W;*(Q), from a standard argument, one can check that u;¥ — u*. Thus,
we can apply Lemma 27 to {u,} and to both u;, so that, for u, we obtain measures v, o, {z;};e7 C Q satisfying

n

26)-(Z3) and for u*, correspondents v+, o, {,’E;E}jeji.

Lemma 4.11 Let {u,} and {g,} be a sequences satisfying the hypotheses of Lemma[27 such that I} , (un) — 0, as
n — co. With the previous notations, if v; > 0 for some j € J or V,:f > 0 for some k € J*, we have

Py
=

Vi,V 2 min {(M(l)Sa)SNP—i (myse)™ } .
Proof. Fix k € J* such that V;—t > 0, x;t € Q and for ¢ > 0 consider ¢, € C(B(z,20)) such that

C
0< (bg <1, ¢|B(zj,g) =1, |V¢Q| < E

Since {¢,ut} is bounded, we have that (134, (un), boul) = 0,(1) and thus

|z |4

o Ja]® Podz + A ; e, uz yuz @pda = M(||un|[P){(=Ap) tn, doury) + 0n(1).

Note that, for all n

Un () — wn (V) P2 (up(x) — uyp, Qwufx— o u,jf
(=D tim, dpu) = /sz |un(z) ()P~ (un( )|I_y(|%v)i(s<ﬁ (@)uy () — do(y) (y))dxdy
g o | [ ) = )P (@) = () () (G0 (2) = o))
> /RNIDunI%d ’/RN g dady| .
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Proceeding as in [24] Lemma 3.1], we obtain

p

lim sup
n—oo

|t (2) = un ()P~ (un(2) — un(y))uy () (De() — ¢o(y)) s, [Pl (P
/]R2N |:p — y|N+SP d,Tdy‘ <C <~/]RN |D ¢Q| | | dy)

Then, putting ||u;|| — 7+ > 0 as n — oo, we can take the limit in n to conclude that

M(2) / bodo® < / bod + X [ Flou ) dgde + CM(r2) (/ |DS¢>Q|P|ui|de)”.
RN RN Q RN

Moreover, by [24] (2.14)], it follows that
tim [ D6, PlulPdy =0

o—0 RN

which implies in the inequality
v = M%)y

Since |D*ut[P —* o*, from (27), we have that 77 > oi". Then, by @II), it follows that
vt > M(1)min{1, ()77 }oit.

From (Z9), we have that

vE > min {(M(msa)iii , (M(l)Sa ) e } .
By similar arguments, the same inequality can be obtained for v;. (I

Proposition 4.12 (PS condition) The following statements are hold true:
(1) for p < q < p’,, I satisfies (PS),, for all c € R;
(2) for q = pf, I satisfies (PS)., for all

¢ < (1 - i) min {(M(l)sa)iii , (M(l)&%) s } .

7Y DPa

Proof.
(1) Let {u,} be a (PS). sequence of Iy, in other words,

Ii(up) = ¢, Ij(up) = 0 in W™*P(Q), n — occ.

Then, by and (ZI4), since v < 1 < ¢, we obtain

¢+ on(Dun] = IA(un)—iUi(un),um

1~ 1 1
= —M([Jun[?) - —M(Ilunllp)llunll”+>\/ = f (@, un)un — F(z, un)dx
p I QM

1 1 P 11
¥ (— - —) P g > (— - —) M () P
rooq) Ja |zl YW
Case 1: inf, ||uy| = dx > 0.

From [(AM)} we have that M (||u,||?) > M (dy) > 0 which implies in the boundedness of {u,} since

1 1
c+ o, (1) ||uyl|| > (———)Mdp Unl|P.
(D)l o () |unl
Therefore, up to a subsequence, u, — u € W"?(Q2) and since the embedding W3 (Q) — L"(Q, I;I%) is compact for

each 7 € [1,pj) with 0 < 8 < ps, up to subsequence, we can suppose that

Up, — u, in L7(8, ‘gﬁ),
un(z) = u(z), a.e. z € Q,
lwn|| = 2 > 0.
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Using Lemma [2-4] the weak convergence of {u,} and Lemma 2.6, we obtain

|un|q72un(un —u)

dx — 0, n — oo. (4.11)

f(z,un)(un, —u)de — 0 and /

Q Q ||

On the other hand, (I} (un), un — u) = 0,(1), which together with (£.I1)) imply
M(TA)((=8p) tn, un — u) = on(1).

Since M(7y) > 0, we conclude that
(=Ap) un, un — u) = on(1),

which, by Lemma 25 implies ||u,| — [|u|| as n — oo and since Wy*() is uniformly convex it follows that {w,}
converges strongly to u.
Caso 2: inf,, ||u,|| =0

In this case, either 0 is an accumulation point of the sequence {||u,|} or 0 is a isolated point of {||u,||}. If the
first possibility occurs, we have that u,, — 0 strongly and, consequently, the result is proved. If the second one occurs,
there exists a subsequence {||un, ||} such that infy ||uy,, || = dx > 0 and we can proceed as in case 1.
(2) Let {u,} be a (PS). sequence of I with

¢ < (% - pia) min {(M(msa)iii : (M(1)s§) e } .

As in (1), firstly, we address the case inf, ||u,|| = dx > 0. Then, by similar way, we have that {u,} is bounded
and, up to subsequence, u, — u in W;"*(Q). Applying the concentration compactness principle (see Lemma 2.7) to
sequence {uy} with ¢, = p%, there exist two measures v, o and an at most countable set {z;} ;e 7 satisfying (2.6])- (2.9).
Supposing, by contradiction, that there exists j € J such that v; > 0, we can apply Lemma F.T1] to obtain

¢ = A(un>—§<I;<un>,un>+on<1>

1 1 P
> (___*)/|u| dx + 0, (1)
vooph) Ja lxl®
1

(L= )z () mfors (st )

) I;llw‘l ). By standard arguments u,, — u in W;?(Q).

Finally, if inf,, ||u,|| = 0, we can proceed as in case 2 of item (1). O

which is a contradiction. Therefore, J = (0 and w,, — u in LPa (Q

Lemma 4.13 There exists a closed set VF with Nif € V* € Ny and sequences {v,} C V*E, {u,} C N such that
{vn} is a (PS)c,,. sequence with

nl;rgo |, — vn|| =0, (4.12)
where
= inf I)(v).
cys = nf I (v)

Proof. We will make the proof only for N, )\+ , because the proof for Ny~ is similar. Let R > 0 be given in Lemma F.T]
and consider the open set

Ut :={ueWyP(Q):|u"| < R}
and the closed set containing Ny
Vt.= NanU.
Let {@,} C VT be a minimizing sequence for I in V', namely, I)(@,) — cy+, as n — oo. Applying the first

inequality of item (2) of Lemma [L1lto u,,, we obtain

(I3 (@), )

n

IN N
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and, thus, by Corollary {3 there exists ¢, € (0,1] such that u, := t,4,} € Ny . Furthermore, applying the second
inequality of item (2) of Lemma [l to t,u, and using Lemma 2 we have

Therefore, {u,} C N, ;r is also a minimizing sequence for I in V. Applying Ekeland’s variational principle (see [14]
Theorem 1.1]), there exists {v,} C VT such that

1 1
< el .
\/ﬁ, I)\(Un) _I,\(un) <CV++n (4 13)

[tn — vl <

and

I(vyn) < In(v) + -, (4.14)

e
vt
forallv e V*, v #v,.

Note that v, € U™ if n is sufficiently large. In fact, by Corollary 3] there exists 6,, € (0, 1] such that 6,v," € N;}.
Since {vy,} is bounded, there exists C' > 0 such that ||v;:||'7 < ||vp||? < C and, thus, by Lemma 6]

K’Y

E )

for all n € N. Then, set N := {n € N: |jv,, || = R} is finite, because otherwise, using again item (2) of Lemma [L.1] we
get,

0 >

1
0 > RO 7> i 1
Iy(0wv;) = RO |7 2 R > =
which implies
1

I)\(’Un) > IA(ann) > I,\(t?nv:{) +I>\(9nvg) >cy+ +—,
n

if n € N, n sufficiently large, contradicting ([@I3)).
Since U™ is open, there exists &, > 0 such that B(v,,d,) C UT, for all n sufficiently large. From Lemma 7] we
obtain the functions &, : B(0,€,) — [0,00) such that, by continuously, €, > 0 can be chosen satisfying

|§n(v) _gn(o)l < 26_217 Vv € B(O,en),

with €, < 65+2C Then, since &,(0) = 1, we have that &, (v)(v, — v) € B(vy,d,) C U™, for all v € B(0, €,).
Let 0 < p < en, v € W5P(2) \ {0}, v, := for and 0, 1= &u(p)(vn — vp). Since 7, € NxN U, by (@I4), it follows
that

Ix(np) = In(vn) = — \Fllnp Unll-

From definition of Fréchet derivative, we obtain

1
(I\(0n); 15 = vn) + 0p(|Inp = vall) = ~ e = vnll

Thus,
(I3 (vn), —vp) + (€n(vp) — (I3 (vn), v — Vp) > _THUP Onll + 0p([[np = vnll)-

Since &, (v,) (v, — v,) € N, we have that
(1301 7 )+ (€0(0) = DTS ) = T, 00 = )

1
> —ﬁllnp = Vnll + 0p(lln, = vnl]).

Thus,

1l —vall . 0l — al)
<I*(“") o ||> <7/ 5 T,

(gn(vp) — 1)
p

_|_

<I$\(’Un) - Ié\(np)v Un — Up>'
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From inequalities
1m0 = vnll < 1€n(vp) = Ullvnll + €n(v))lp

e [§n(vp) — 1]
. n\Up) — /
— K
limg = < 1.0l
for p — 0 and n fixed, it follows that
C
I (vn ,—9—> < =1+ €, 4.15

To conclude that I§(v,) — 0 as n — oo, it is enough to show that {£,(0)} is uniformly bounded in n. In fact,
consider G(u) := (I} (u), u) and note that

/ _ (G'(vn), )
<§n(0)7v> - <G/(Un),’0n> .

Note that G’ maps bounded sets of W;*(Q) in bounded sets of W~5? (Q). Moreover, as in the proof of Lemma Z7]
we have that
|vn |

||

dx < 0.

(G (0n)0m) < (7 — q) /

Q

So, from Lemma [4.6] we conclude that [(G'(v,,),v,)| > d, for some d > 0 and all n. Therefore, {¢/,(0)} is uniformly
bounded and from [@I3), (@I59), it follows that {v,} is a (PS).. . sequence. O

Cy+

4.2 The non-degenerate case

In this subsection, we address the case non-degenerate M (0) = mg > 0. Assuming that M satisfies only and
f satisfies [(fo)l |(F1)| and |(F2)l we enunciate some technical results to truncated functional Iy ,. The proofs of these
results it will be omitted because they are similar to proofs of the corresponding results presented in subsection A1l
In fact, taking into account that mo < M,(t) < a, for all ¢t € R, it is enough replace |(Maz)| by [(M3)} [(f1)| by [(F1)} and

conditions [(f2)| and [(f3)] by [[F2)]

Lemma 4.14 Functional I , satisfies the following geometric conditions:

(1) for each u € W3 (Q)\ {0}, we have

IAﬁa(tujL +0u") = —o0, as |(t,0)| = oc;

(2) there exists R > 0 such that
Ina(u) = Rfjul|” and (I3 ,(u), u) = Rl|ul/”.

Lemma 4.15 For each u € Wi?(Q) \ {0}, there exists unique t, > 0 such that ty,u € N q. In particular, Ny, # 0
and Nfa # (0. Moreover, Iy q(tyu) > Iy o(tu), for allt >0, t # t,.

Corollary 4.16 For ecach u € WP (Q)\ {0} with (I} ,(u),u) <0, there exists unique t,, € (0,1] such that t,u € N 4.

Lemma 4.17 For each w € WP (Q) with w™ # 0 and w™ # 0, there exists unique pair (ty,60,) € (0,00) x (0,00)
such that
tww+ + eww7 S M)\)a.

In particular, My o # 0. Furthermore, for all t,0 > 0 with (t,0) # (tw,0w), we have
Iy o(twt +0w™) < I o(tpwt + 0,w7).

Corollary 4.18 For each w € WP(Q) with wt # 0 and (I;ﬁa(w),wﬂ < 0, there exists unique pair (ty,0y) €
(0,1] x (0,1] such that tyw™ + Op,w™ € My 4.

Lemma 4.19 (1) There exists k := kx > 0 such that for all u € N q,
[ull = &
and for all w € My q,

(L T (=
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(2) For all u € Ny 4,

mo a
Iy o(u) > (———) ul|P;
(w) P il
(3) If {un} C Nxo and {w,} C My, are bounded sequences, then
a q
1iminf/ el 1~ 0 and liminf/ el 4, o,
n—oo  Jo |Jj|0‘ n—oo  Jq |Jj|0‘

Lemma 4.20 For each u € N 4, there exists € > 0 and a differentiable function &, : B(0,€) — [0,00) such that
5,1(0) =1, ga(v)(u - U) eN)\,a and

— pﬁ;(H“Hp)«_A)SUa v) = A Jo Ocf (2, u)vde — q [, 200 g

]

Mo ([[ullP)ull? = X [, 0 F (x, w)uda — q [, 45 da

|]

Lemma 4.21 For each w € M) ,, we have that det Jo,1)Yw,a > 0, where J1,1)Yw,q is the Jacobian matriz of Yw.a
in pair (1,1).

Proposition 4.22 The following asymptotic properties hold:
(1) For X, = ./V'A_,a,./\/;_a,./\/;a, M a, it holds that cx, , is non-increasing in X > 0 and

lim cx, , =0.
A—00 ’

(2) Let {gn} C (p,pL] be such that ¢, — p¥, as n — oo. Then,

lim limsupcnm, ,, =0.
—0 n—oo o

Lemma 4.23 Let {un} and {q,} be a sequences satisfying the hypotheses of Lemmal[2.7] such that I , . (un) — 0, as

n — co. With the previous notations, if v; > 0 for some j € J or V,f > 0 for some k € J*, we have

N—«a

vj, Vét > (mpSq)sr—=.

Proposition 4.24 (PS condition) The following statements are hold true:
(1) for p < q < p}, Ira satisfies (PS)c, for all c € R;
(2) for ¢ = pf, Ixq satisfies (PS)c, for all

1 1 —a
c< <— — —*) (mOSa);\ICﬁ.
n Po

Lemma 4.25 There exists a closed set V& with Nif, C VE C Nao and sequences {v,} C V,.E, {u,} C N, such
that {v,} is a (PS)c,, . sequence and

lim |lu, — v,] = 0.

n—oo
5 Proof of main results

We consider the levels

b o= (1 - %) min {(M (1)5a)%% , (M(1)8%) —} . (l - i) (m0Sa) =

v DL B D

which are important in demonstrations of main results of this work.
The existence of ground state solution can be ensured by Mountain Pass Theorem (see [I]). In fact, let

Iy = {g € C°([0,1], W5P(2)) : g(0) = 0, I(g(1)) < 0},

Pxa = {g € C°([0,1], W5 (Q)) : 9(0) = 0, Ix.a(9(1)) < O}
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and the minimax levels
ex = inf sup L(g(t),
9€Tx tefo,1]

Crg = inf sup Iy .(g(t)).
9€lxa tef0,1]

Using Lemma A1) to Iy and Lemmad.19] to Iy ,, we have that both functionals I and I, , satisfy the geometric
conditions of Mountain Pass Theorem:

e there exist positive constants d and d’ such that J(u) > d for all u € WJ*(Q), with [Ju|| = d';
e there exists e € W, () with |le|| > d’ such that J(e) < 0.

In the subcritical case, p < ¢ < p, since both functionals Iy and Iy , satisfy the (PS),. condition, for all ¢ € R, we
can apply Mountain Pass Theorem to conclude that ¢y and cy , are positive critical values of Iy and I ,, respectively.

In critical case, ¢ = p¥, we apply the version of Mountain Pass Theorem without the (PS) condition (see [5]
Theorem 2.2]) for I and I , which together with item (3) of Proposition @12l and item (2) of Proposition [£.24] imply
that ¢y and cy o are positive critical values of I and I, 4, respectively, whenever cy < l; and cy q < l2.

It is not difficult to see that cx = car, and cx 4 = cp,, for all A > 0. This ensures that any solution obtained in
the minimax level is also a ground state solution.

5.1 Proof of Theorem [1.1]

(1) Signed solutions: In order to obtain a positive solution and a negative one for (Py), we will show that ¢ NF and
¢y are achieved by critical points of Iy. In fact, let {vn} C V*+ and {u,} C Ny be obtained in Lemma By
Proposition EL12] there exists uy; € WP () such that, up to subsequence, v, — ux1 as n — oo which implies
I\(uxi) = cy+ and I§(ux1) = 0. From @I2), u, — ux; as n — oco. Since N;r is closed, it follows that uy1 € N;r
and, thus, Iy(ux1) =c¢ N Analogously, using N, it is shown that there exists a negative solution uy o for problem
(]Y_DZD with I>\(u>\72) = CN;.

It remains to show that at least one of solutions wuy 1 or uy 2 is a ground state solution. In fact, let ug be a arbitrary
ground state solution of (Py]). Then, ug € Ny with I (uo) = ey, and I§(ug) = 0. We can observe that ug has constant
sign. Otherwise, ug € M) and by Remark L9l it follows that

ey = D(uo) > ey > 2epn, s

which is a contradiction. Therefore, if ug is a positive solution, we have
v < In(uo) = eny < eyt

which implies that uy; is a ground state solution. If ug is a negative solution, we obtain that uy 2 is a ground state
solution.
Sign-changing solution: Let {w,} C My be a sequence such that

nh_}n;QIA(wn) =CM, -

From Lemma [I6] and the boundedness of {I)(wy)}, it follows that {w,} is a bounded sequence in W;*(€2). Then,
up to a subsequence, still denoted by {w,}, there exists w € W3 () such that w, — w and since the embedding
WyP () — L"(9Q, I‘;—Tg) is compact, for all 7 € [1,p) and all 0 < 3 < ps, we have that

wy, — w, in L™(Q, I;%),
wp () = w(z), a.e. v € Q.

Furthermore, across simple arguments, we deduce
wE — wE, in WP(Q),

wE — wr, in L7(Q, ‘gﬁ),
£(z) —» wt(z), a.e. v € Q.

Wy,
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From Lemma 6] since g < p,, we have
+|q
w
da::liminf/ | "O[ dr >0
o |zl

Q |;E|O‘ n— o0

which implies that w* # 0 and w™ # 0. Also, from Fatou’s Lemma and Lemma 2.4] it follows that

(I3 (w), w®) < lim (I} (wy), wyy) = 0.

n—oo

Then, Corollary 25 implies that there exists (£, 0, ) € (0, 1] x (0,1] such that t,w™ + 0, w™ € My. Thus, by 214
and ([ZI7), we get

emy < Dtywt +0,w7) = I(twyw’ +0,w”) — %(Iﬁ\(twuﬁ + 0w ), tyw + Ow™)
1
< I(w) - ;(Ii(w),w (5.1)

IN

i (1) = 2 (5 w),00))

n—r00

= nhﬁngoh(wn) =cM,

and when t,, < 1 or 0, < 1, inequality (5 is strict. Therefore, t,, = 6, = 1 which implies that w € M with
IA (w) = CMy -

It remains to be shown that w is a critical point for Ix. Suppose, by contradiction, that I§(w) # 0. Then, there
exists v € WyP(Q2) (which by density can be taken in C2°(€)) such that (I} (w),v) < —1 and, by continuously, there
exists 19 > 0 sufficiently small, such that

(I (tw™ + 0w~ + Tv),v) < —1, (5.2)
whenever (¢,0) € B((1,1),7) and || < 79. Now, by Lemma F7]
Uy (t,0) = ((I5(tw" + 0w ™), tw™ ), (I} (tw™ + 6w™),0w™)) # (0,0), (5.3)

for all (t,0) € D, where D = B((1,1), 7). We consider h(r,t,60) = tw" +0w™ +7v which satisfies h* # 0 if (t,0) € D
and 0 < 7 < 7 with 0 < 71 < 79 sufficiently small. We also consider the homotopy H : [0, 71] x D — R? defined by

H(t,0) := (I3 (h(7,t,0)), h(1,t,0) ", I5(h(7,t,0)), h(T,t,0) ") .

Note that Hy = ¥,, and by (&3)), infsp |Ho| > 0. Moreover, by uniform continuously, we obtain infgp |H,| > 0, for
all 0 < 7 < 71 with 7 sufficiently small. Thus, by Lemma [£.§]

deg(¥., D, (0,0)) = sgndet Ji; 1y ¥, =1
and from invariance under homotopy, we obtain
deg(H,,, D, (0,0)) = deg(Hy, D, (0,0)) = 1.

Therefore, there exists (t1,61) € D such that Hy, (¢1,601) = (0,0), namely, h(71,%1,601) € Mx. Applying (5.2) and
Lemma 4] we have

T1
ey < Iv(h(m,t1,01) = Lo(tiwt +01w7) +/ (I (t1w™ + 61w~ + tv), v)dt
0
< IA(tleL—l—le*)—ﬁ
< L(w) =1 =cm, — 71

which is a contradiction. Hence, I§ (w) = 0. Consequently, uy 3 := w is a least energy sign-changing solution for (P))
and by Remark [£.9] we have that

I,\(u,\73) > I)\(U)\)l) + I)\(U)\)g).
(2) Signed solutions: From Proposition .10l there exists A* > 0 such that for all A > A*, we have

CN/\i < ll.
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Let {V¥} be obtained in Lemma@I3 Since Cyx < e by Proposition 112 it follows that I satisfies (PS)CV & for

all A > A*. As in item (1), applying Lemma [L.13] we get a positive solution uy 1 and a negative one uy 2 such that
one of them is a ground state solution, for all A > \*.
Sign-changing solution: Let {g,} C (u,p}) such that g, — p}, as n — oco. By Proposition .10} there exists A* > 0
such that for all A > \*

Ny < (5.4)

and
limsupcum, . < en, . + . (5.5)
n—00 «
Fix A > A*. Then, from item (1) with ¢ = g,, there exists a sequence {wy, } C My g, such that I 4, (wy,) = cm, .
and I} , (wg,) = 0. By Lemma [L.6, we have

1 1
<;—;)MOMm@wWM| Vg, I < Dngn (t04) < C

which implies in the boundedness of {wg, }. Thus, up to a subsequence, w,, — w € Wy*(Q2) and

W —w, in I7(Q), 7 € [1,p°)
We, () = w(x), a.e. x € Q,
[[wg, || = 70 > 0.

Since {wi} is also bounded, an elementary argument shows that

wE — w, in W5P(Q),

qn

wE — w*, in L7(Q),

Wg, () = w(x), a.e. x € Q.

Next we will prove that w, — w strongly in W**(Q2). Applying the concentration compactness principle to {w,, }
and to both wZ , we obtain for w measures v, o and a collection at most countable {z;};e7 C Q satisfying (2.0)-

and for w*, correspondents v+, o, {I?:}jeji.
Since
1 !/
CMN% = I)‘vqn (qu) - _<I>\,qn (qu)7qu>
Y
1~ 1
= —M(||wg, ") = =M (||wg, |”)||wg. ||”
’ (lwg, [I7) 5 (lwa, [I7) [, |
1 11 |wg,, |
—i—)\/—fx,wnwn—Fx,wnd:zc—i—(———) I,
Q”Y( 0 s (& W) Y ooan) Ja o lzl®
from (ZI4) and (ZI7), we have
: 1= P ! P P
limsupcn,,, = —M([Jw|[”) = = M(|Jw]]”)[Jw]
n—oo p Yy
1 11\, . N
+A [ —flr,w)w - F(z,w)dz + | = — — | (v" +v7)(R™). (5.6)
Q7 Y Pa

Note that w # 0. In fact, suppose that w = 0, then u;L > 0 for some j € J* and v, > 0 for some | € J~

because otherwise, without loss of generality, say V;—r = forall j € JT, by item (1) of Lemma[4.G, we would have the
contradiction

In n—00

+ q”
M (kP)KP < M(6P) lim [lwr [P < Tim M([Jwg, [[P)((=Ap)°wg, ,w) ) = lim )\/ [, wy +dw+/ g =0.
n—00 n—oo
Thus, by (G.6) and Lemma T} we have

. 1 1 i 1 1 _
limsupcnm, ,, 2> ——— )+ -y
n—o00 ’ Y DPa 7 Pa
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which, from (4)), contradicts (.35]). Therefore, w # 0. Moreover, from Lemmas and 2.6, we have
(I} s (w),0) < Tmind {1}, (1,,), ) = 0

and, thus, there exists ¢,, € (0, 1] such that t,w € N/\m;-

Now, we can prove that v;” = 0, for all j € 7 and v;- = 0 for all j € J~. Supposing not, by (5.8), B3), &I7)
and Lemma [Tl it follows that

1
limsupea, . = Inpr (fow) — ;(Iﬁ\)p,& (tww), tyw) + 11

n— oo
I>\7pj; (t w) + 1

>
2> N, Th

contradicting (B.5]). Therefore, V =0, forall j € J" and vy =0forall j € J~ which implies

:t *
/ |w(In|qn de N |wi|pa dI
o |z o lz[®

Since (I} , (wq, ), wq, —w) = 0, follows that ((=Ap)*wg,,wy, —w) = 0,(1). Then, by Lemma and standard
arguments, we conclude that wg, — w in W5 (Q). Thus, wi — w* in W5?(Q) and from @) with ¢ = ¢, we
obtain

| = lim [ || > 0.

Therefore, by Lemma [2.6] we conclude that I3 . ot (w) = limy, 00 I}, (wg,) =0 and w € My
It remains to prove that w has minimum energy. Given v € My -, by Lemmal[d.4] there ex1st tn, 60, > 0 such that

Uy =t + 0,07 € Mg,

Then, proceeding as in the proof of item (2) of Proposition [L10, we conclude that (¢,,6,) — (1,1) and since

1~ 1 1
Inq, (vn) = Z_jM(”Uan) - _M(an”p)”Uan + /Q ;f(xavn)vn — F(z,v,)dx
+ qn —|an
e (e
|$|“ 1 Gn o |z|*

from Dominated Convergence Theorem, it follows that I 4, (vn) — Ix = (v). Note that, by construction, Iy 4, (wg,) <
I 4, (vn) which implies
IMD:; (w) = nh_)ngo Iyq, (qu) < lim Iy, (vn) = In pa( v)

n—00

and, therefore, I ;- (w) = CM, - - Taking uy 3 := w, we obtain the third solution as intended, for all A > \*. O

5.2 Proof of Theorem [3.1]

Replacing the technical results obtained to functional I in subsection 1] by the corresponding ones obtained to

functional I , in subsection [12] we can follow the same passes used in the proof of Theorem [T to prove this result.
O

5.3 Proof of Theorem

(1) The proof of this item is analogous to proof of item (1) of Theorem [[Il In fact, since M is non-degenerate, it is
not necessary to use the property (2.I1]) and, therefore, condition can be substituted by

(2) From item (1) of Theorem Bl we obtain three solutions for problem , Ux,a,15 Ur,a,2 and uy 4,3 for which
holds. By Proposition .22] there exists A* > 0 such that for all A > \*,

mo a
<5 —=-—).
Na? Moo = 5( p u>

Thus, from Lemma .19, we obtain |luxq.q||P? <, i =1,2,3. By B8), it follows that M, (||uxa.:l|?) = M (||ur,a,illP)s
i =1,2,3. Therefore, for all A > X\*, uy; := uxq,, ¢ = 1,2,3, are solutions of problem ([Py]), for whichholds.
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(3) From item (2) of Theorem [B1] there exist A > 0 such that for all A\ > X, problem has three solutions u 4.1,
Ux,a,2 and uy 4,3 for which holds. Also, from Proposition [£.22] there exists A** > X such that for all A > \**,

mo a
CNE s CMy, <4 (— — —> .

As in item (2) of this theorem, we can conclude that uy; := ux a4, @ = 1,2,3, are solutions of (P for which
holds, for all A > A\**. O
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