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Abstract

In this paper, we study a class of fractional Schrodinger equations involving log-
arithmic and critical nonlinearities on an unbounded domain, and show that such an
equation with positive or sign-changing weight potentials admits at least one positive
ground state solution and the associated energy is positive (or negative). By applying
the Nehari manifold method and Ljusternik-Schnirelmann category, we deeply investi-
gate how the weight potential affects the multiplicity of positive solutions, and obtain
the relationship between the number of positive solutions and the category of some sets
related to the weight potential.
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1 Introduction

The aim of this article is to study how the weight potential affects the existence of ground
state solutions and the number of positive solutions of the fractional Schrodinger equation:

(=A)*u +u = Aa(z)uln |u| + b(x)|ul**u, »€ R, (1.1)
where a € (0,1), A > 0, N > 4a, a(x) and b(x) are continuous and bounded weight potentials,
and 2%, = 2L is the fractional critical Sobolev exponent. Let p(RY) denote the Schwartz

space of rapidly decaying C* functions in RY. The operator (—A)? is the fractional Laplacian
defined by the Riesz potential [15]:

(—A)%u(z) = —C(]\Qf’ %) /RN uthd) +‘;‘(§+;ay) — 2u($)dy, zeRY, ue pRY)

. -1
o) = ([ o) L 6= (6

*This work is supported by NSF DMS-1804497 and Fundamental Research Grant for Central Universities
2018QNA35.
fCorresponding author: zhaosheng.feng@utrgv.edu; fax: (956) 665-5091.



http://arxiv.org/abs/2103.00099v1

For the definition of the fractional Laplacian (—A)® and the fractional Sobolev spaces, we
refer the reader to Nezza-Palatucci-Valdinoci [15].
Recall the classical Schrodinger elliptic equation:

— Au+V(r)u = f(z,u) in RY, (1.2)
where f(x,u) is a polynomial-type nonlinearity, such as f(z,u) = a(x)u|?"%u + b(z)|u["2u
with 2 < ¢ <p < 2*¥ = ]\2,—1172 It is well-known that the existence of ground state solutions

(least energy solutions) and the number of positive solutions of (L.2]) are affected by the weight
potential. For example, when f(x,u) = Mu|?"?u + |u|?> ~2u, Brezis-Nirenberg [4] obtained a
positive solution of (I.2)) in a bounded domain for A € (0, A;), where A is the first eigenvalue of
—A with the Dirichlet boundary condition. Later on, when f(x,u) = a(z)|u|"%u + |u|* ~2u,
Brezis [6] studied how the weight potential a(z) affects the number of solutions of (2.
For more results related to (L2)), we refer the reader to [7,[10,33] for the subcritical growth
and [I6,[I8,19] for the critical case.

Various nonlinearities have a rather diverse group of applications in scientific fields [35,37].
For example, logarithmic nonlinearity appears frequently in partial differential equations which
are widely applied to quantum mechanics, reaction-diffusion phenomena, nuclear physics,
quantum optics, theory of superfluidity and Bose-Einstein condensation [38]. In particular,
for the Schrodinger equation with a logarithmic nonlinearity:

— Au+V(z)u = a(x)ulnu?® in RY, (1.3)

where V(x) and a(z) are periodic weight potentials, Squassina-Szulkin [29] studied (L3)) in
HY(RY) to establish the existence of infinitely many geometrically distinct solutions. Shuai [27]
proved the existence of positive and sign-changing solutions in H!(R") by using the direction
derivative and constrained minimization method. Tanaka-Zhang [30] considered a spatially
periodic logarithmic Schrodinger equation and showed that there exist infinitely many multi-
bump solutions that are distinct under a Z™V-action. For more results related to (I.3)), we refer
the reader to [2,[32,34.36] and the references therein.

In recent years, much attention has been focused on studying the problems involving the
fractional Laplacian from both mathematical and application points of view [8]11L17,2TH23],
25,28]. Laskin [21,22] found a fractional generalization of the Schrédinger equation for the
wave function in quantum mechanical systems by considering the Lévy flights instead of the
Brownian motion in the Feynman path integral approaches:

(=A)u+u = f(z,u), v € RY. (1.4)

By considering different expressions of nonlinearity f, quite many profound results have been
established on the existence and multiplicity of positive solutions. For example, motivated by
Brezis-Nirenberg [4], Servadei-Valdinoci [25] considered the model:

_ o,y — 25 —2 :
{( A)%u = Au + |u|*"*u, in Q, (1.5)

u =0, in RV\Q,

and obtained an extended version of the classical Brezis-Nirenberg result to the case of non-
local fractional operators through variational techniques. For f(z,u) = a(z)|u|?%u+ |u|*2u
with 0 < ¢ < 2% — 1 in (IL4]), Dipierro-Medina-Peral-Valdinoci [I7] presented the existence of




solutions by using the Lyapunov-Schmidt reduction method. Moreover, for 0 < ¢ < 1, under
a new functional setting, a fractional elliptic regularity theory was developed too. For more
results related to (L), we refer to [I},[13]14,20,24]26.31]. However, most of these results
assume that f is of polynomial-type.

There is a natural and interesting question here: if the nonlinearity of the fractional
Schrodinger equation contains both logarithmic and critical terms like (1), how about the
existence and multiplicity of positive solutions for equation ((L1)? This is certainly not a trivial
problem, because the logarithmic nonlinearity does not satisfy the monotonicity condition (or
Ambrosetti-Rabinowitz condition) and this type of nonlinearity may change sign in RY. On
the other hand, the appearance of logarithmic and critical nonlinearity makes it more difficult
for us to prove that the resultant (PS) sequence is convergent, and the nonlocal properties of
fractional Laplacian operator also cause great difficulties for multiplicity of positive solutions.
To the best of our knowledge, very little has been undertaken on the fractional Schrédinger
equations involving both logarithmic and critical nonlinearities.

In the present article, we shall study the existence of ground state solutions of equation
(LI) with positive, or negative, or sign-changing weight potentials, and show how the weight
potential affects the number of positive solutions.

Before stating our main results, we introduce some assumptions on a(x) and b(z):

(Hy) ‘l‘im a(x) =0, z € RV.
T|—0o0
(H,) There exist a compact set M = {z € RY; b(z) = max b(x) = 1} and a positive number
z€eR

p > N such that b(z) — b(x) = O(|x — z|°) as x — 2z uniformly in z € M.
(Hs) a(z) >0, z € M.

Remark 1.1. Let M, = {x € RY; dist(x, M) < r} for r > 0. Then by (Hy) — (Hs3) there
exist Cy,rg > 0 such that
a(r) >0, v € M, CRY

and
b(z) —b(x) < Cylz — 2|, x € Byy(2),
uniformly in z € M, where B,,(z) = {z € RY; |z — 2| < ro}.

Remark 1.2. Define
beo := limsup b(x).

|z|—o00

Then by, < 1.

Theorem 1.1. Assume that condition (Hy) holds and a(x) is negative or sign-changing.
Then there exists Ay > 0 such that if X € (0,A;), equation (I1) has a positive ground state
solution and the ground energy of (I1]) is negative.

Theorem 1.2. Assume that conditions (Hy) — (H3) hold and a(x) > 0. Then there exists
Ay > 0 such that if X € (0,As), equation (11) has a positive ground state solution and the

ground energy of (I.1) is positive.

For the definitions of the ground state solution and ground energy, we will present them in
Section 2. The following results are regarding the relationship between the number of positive
solutions and the weight potentials a(z) and b(z).
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Theorem 1.3. Assume that conditions (Hy) — (Hs) hold and a(x) is sign-changing. Then
for each § < ry, there exists As > 0 such that if A € (0,As), equation (I1) has at least
catpr, (M)+1 distinct positive solutions, where cat means the Ljusternik-Schnirelmann category

(See [35]).

Theorem 1.4. Assume that conditions (Hy) — (H3) hold and a(x) > 0. Then for each
d < 1o, there exists Ay > 0 such that if X € (0,As), equation (L) has at least catp,(M)
distinct positive solutions.

Particularly, when b(x) = 1, we have

Theorem 1.5. Assume that condition (Hy) holds and a(x) is sign-changing. Then there
exists A3 > 0 such that if A € (0, As), equation (I1) has at least two distinct positive solutions.

Theorem 1.6. Assume that condition (Hy) holds and a(x) > 0 but a(x) # 0. Then there
exists A3 > 0 such that if A € (0,A3), equation (I1]) has at least one positive ground state
solution and the ground energy of (I1)) is positive.

Remark 1.3. Theorems[I3 and[I.4 are the special cases of Theorems[L.3 and[1.7], respec-
tively, so we will omit the proofs.

To achieve our aim, the Nehari manifold and the Ljusternik-Schnirelmann theory are main
tools in this study. The main feature which distinguishes this paper from other related works
lies in the fact that in the proofs of our results, one of primary difficulties is that the log-
arithmic nonlinearity does not satisfy the monotonicity condition or Ambrosetti-Rabinowitz
condition and this type of nonlinearity may change sign in R", which makes discussions more
complicated than those without logarithmic nonlinearity. Another primary obstacle is the
lack of compactness caused by the unbounded domain and the critical nonlinearity. Some
concentration compactness results for the fractional Schrodinger equations seem correct but
have not been proved yet and thus cannot be applied directly. All these difficulties mentioned
above prevent us from using the classical variational methods in a standard way, so innovative
techniques are highly needed.

The remainder of this paper is structured as follows. In Section 2, we recall some basic
definitions, present the variational setting for the problem and study some properties of the
corresponding Nehari manifold. Moreover, we present the proof of Theorem [Tl In Section
3, we obtain useful estimates and use them to prove Theorem Section 4 is dedicated to
the proofs of Theorems and [L.4] by means of the Nehari manifold method and Ljusternik-
Schnirelmann category theory.

For convenience of our statements, throughout this article we will use the following nota-
tion.

e — (resp. —) the strong (resp. weak) convergence.
e |- |, the usual norm of the space L"(RY), (1 <r < c0).

e || denotes the norm of the space L>=(RY).

CorC;(i=0,1,2,...) denotes positive constants that may change from line to line.

Rfﬂ ={(z1, 22, .. wn1) € RV zyyy > 0}

B, = {x € RY;|z| < r} denotes a ball of radius r in Euclidean spaces.
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2 Preliminaries and Proof of Theorem 1.1

In this section, we first introduce the definition of a-harmonic extension. Then we present
the variational setting for the problem and properties of the corresponding Nehari manifold.
Finally, we use these properties to prove Theorem [l

Denote the fractional Sobolev space H®(RY) as the completion of C§°(R") with the norm:

ol e = ( / |<—A>%u|2da:) T uls.
RN

Then HY(RY) — L"(RY), r € [2,27], and this embedding is locally compact while r € [1,2)
(see [19]).

To study the corresponding extension problem, we apply an extension method [9] and
define the extension function in H%(RY) as follows.

Definition 2.1. Given a function v € H*RY), we define the a-harmonic extension
E.(u) = w to the problem:

div(y'=2*Vw) =0, in RYTL
w=u, on RN x {0}.

The extension function w(x,y) has an explicit expression in term of the Poisson and Riesz
kernel, i.e.

w(z,y) = P xu(z) = / Po(x — & u)u(€)de,

RN
where P (x) = C(N, a)ﬁ with a constant C(N,«a) such that / P (z)dz = 1
:1:2+y2 2 RN
(see [9]).

Define the space

XY = {w<x,y> cormy: [
:

koy' 2| Vw|*dzdy + /

RN

|w(x,0)]2dz < oo} :

equipped with the norm:

3
||w||xz</ 2 Vsl + |w<x,o>|2das) .
Rerl RN

/ kaylm\Vw\Qdazdy:/ |ASu|?dz, (2.1)
RN-H RN

+

Note that

where w = E,(u) and k, is a normal positive constant [9]. So the function E,(-) is an isometry
between H*(RY) and X*(RY ™). Then we re-formulate (IL.T) as follows:

19 B . N+l
dw(ya Vw) =0, ) in RY™, (2.2)
—ka% = —w + Aa(z)wn jw| + b(z)|w[* 2w,  on RY x {0},



where

—kaa—w = —k, lim ylzag—z(az,y) = (=A)%u(z).

ov y—0+

In what follows, we set k, = 1, for simplicity. If w is a solution of (2.2]), then the trace
u=tr(w) =w(z,0) is a solution of (LI]). Conversely, it is also true.
Let us introduce some properties on the spaces X*(RY ') and L"(R").

Proposition 2.1. [20] The embedding X*(RY ) — L"(RY) is continuous for r € [2,2]
and locally compact for r € [1,2},).

Proposition 2.2. [2(] For every w € X*(RY ™), there holds

S (/RN \u<x)|zv2+¥adx)

where u = tr(w). The best constant is given by

N—2a

< / y' T Vwl*dwdy,
RY*!

2T (222D (2522 (1 (§) ¥

[(a)T(252)(D(N) ¥

2

)

and it is attained when u = w(x,0) takes the form:

( ) C&‘NEQQ
UN\T) =
T @+ )

for an arbitrary € > 0, w. = E,(u:) and

/ y' 2|V, Pdzdy = / |we(z,0)| No2a dy = S
R-QIY+1 N

R

The following property is concerning the logarithmic Sobolev inequality in the fractional
Sobolev space.

Proposition 2.3. [19] Let f € H*(RY) and o > 0 be any number. Then

2
[ e s < Zj-) 7 -

Remark 2.1. From (21) and definition 21, we have

N al'(X
+Elna+ln F(Zﬁ))] |f|2

2 2
/ |w(x,0)|21nde<a— y' 2|\ Vw|Adzdy
RN ‘W(.T,O>|2 T Rﬁ‘H
N al'(&)
N+ =1 1 2 0)[3
+ o no +in F(%) |W([L‘, )|2




for any w € X*(RY*Y). Purthermore, there holds

/RN a(z)|w(z,0)*In |w(x,0)|dz

1 2 2
- /RN a(2) (e, )P In |os(r, 0) Pd

1 2 1
:5/ a(x)|w(x,0)|21n%da€+§/}w a(x)|w(x,0)]2dz In |w(z,0)[3

1 o? o 1 N al' ()

MOO (X/]R§+1 Yl |Vw|2dxdy+§\a|oo N+Elna+ln F(Qﬁj) lw(z,0)[5
1

+—/ a(x)|w(x,0)]2dz In |w(z, 0)[2. (2.3)
2 RN

To analyze (22]), we define the associated energy functional by

D) = 3leli =5 [ | at@w(@0F nfu(e.0)lds

+3 [ a@lte0fds - 5o [ bt 0)ds

where w € X*(RY™). Then I, is Fréchet differentiable and

RN

B = [ o2 Vala)Velepdedy+ [ (e, 0)p(w,0)ds
+

— )\/RN a(x)w(x,0)e(x,0)In|w(z,0)|dr — /RN b(x)|w(z,0)[*2w(z, 0)p(z, 0)dx

for any p € X*(RY ™). Tt is notable that finding the weak solution of (Z2)) is equivalent to
finding the critical point of the energy functional I}.
Define
® := {nontrivial weak solutions of (2.2))}.

From (2.10) and Definition 2], we define the ground energy of equation (I1]) by
d:= irelg I\ (w).

If w is a nontrivial solution of system (2.2)) such that I(w) = d, we call that u := w(z,0) is a
ground state solution of equation (L.TJ).

Since I is not bounded from below on X*(RY ™), we consider I, strictly on the Nehari
manifold:

Ny i= {w € X2 RY\{0}; T4 (w)w = 0}.
Then w € N, if and only if
ol = [ a@)lote 0P (e 0)ds = [ bda)lolw0)fde =0, (24)
RN RN

We analyze N, in terms of the stationary points of fibrering maps [7] that ¢, : RT — R is
defined by

¢u(t) == I (tw).



Then we have

12 t2a

0ult) = Sl = 5 [ ot 0)dr 05)
% ([ et 0 w0t i [ a0t - [ awlo o),
L) =l = #57 [ blaw(a,0)Fda
— A </RN a(x)|w(z,0)*In |w(z,0)|dz + lnt/RN a(x)|w(x,0)|2d:p)
and

G1(t) = % — (21— 1) / b(a)|ew(z, 0)[ d
]RN

~A (/RN a(z)|w(z, 0)? In |w(z, 0)|dzx + lnt/RN a(z)|w(z, 0)2dx +/

RN

a(x)\w(x,0)|2d:c) .

It is easy to see that w € N, if and only if ¢/, (1) = 0.
We split N, into three subsets Ny, Ny, and NY that correspond to local minima, local
maxima, and points of inflection of fibrering maps respectively, i.e.

N} = {w € Ny; ¢/ (1) > 0} = {tw € X*RYTH\{0}; ¢, (t) = 0,4/ (t) > 0},
Ny = {w € Ny; ¢/(1) < 0} = {tw € X*(RYT\{0}; ¢, () = 0, ¢L(t) < 0},
NY == {w € Ny ¢5(1) = 0} = {tw € X*(RYT)\{0}; ¢,(t) = 0, ¢(t) = 0}.

Note that if w € N, then (1) = - [ a@)lu(e.0)de = (2, = 2) [ bo)lulz,0)Fdo.
RN RN
Thus, we get the equivalent expressions:

N;ZI{WEN)\;)\/

RN

a(z)|w(z, 0)|2dz + (2, — 2)/ b(z)|w(z,0)|*dx < 0},

RN

Ny = {w € Ny: )\/RN o)z, 0)Pdz + (2% — 2) /RN b(2)|w(z, 0)[2dz > 0}
NY .= {w € Ny; )\/RN a(x)|w(x,0)Pdr + (25 — 2) /RN b(x)|w(z,0)|**dx = 0}.

Lemma 2.1. ]f/ a(x)|w(x,0)]*dz < 0, then we have either
RN

lwllx <1, (2.6)

or

/ a()|w(z, 0)[* In |w(w,0)|dz < Cllw[|%
RN
for some C' > 0 independent of w € X* (Rfﬂ).
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Proof. To estimate / a(x)|w(x,0)*In |w(z,0)|dz, we re-write it as
RN

/RN o(2)w(, 0) 2 In [w(z, 0)|dz

:/ a(z)|w(z, 0))2In ‘w(x’())'dxﬂnuwuxf a(2)|w(z, 0)|*dz
RN !l x RN
:[1 + [27
where [ / w(z,0)[*In |w($’0)|d:c and I :=In ”WHX/ a(r)|w(z,0)*dx.
lwllx RN

If |w|lx < 1, then (26) holds. If ||w|x > 1, due to / a(r)|w(z,0)|*dz < 0 we have
RN
I, < 0. This implies

/ o(2)|w(, 0) 2 In [w(z, 0)|dz < I, (2.7)
RN
We divide [; into two parts: I; = I11 + [12, where
I = / a(x)|w(:p,0)|21n de’ I, = +/ a($)|w(:p,0)|21n |w<x’0)‘d:p,
ol ool
RY, :={z eR% a(z) >0}, RY_:={zeR";a(z)<0}.
When ¢,v > 0, by using Int < C,t7, it follows from Proposition 2] that
In < CHw|I§<q/ a(z)|w(z, 0)|"dz < Clw|k (2.8)
Ro+
for 2 < ¢ <27, and
0
I < / o(2)|w(z, ) n 1
u lwllx
lwllx
= —a(z))|w(z,0)]*In dx
[ ot o m e
<Cylll? [ lola)ljo(e. 0P " da
RN
< Cllwlix (2.9)
for 0 < o < 1, where Q,_ := {z € RY_; |w(z,0)| < [lw|/x}.
As a consequence of (2.7))-(2.9), we obtain
| ale)wl@ 0P mlw(z,0)ds < Cllwlf,
RN
where C' is a positive constant independent of w € X*(RY ™). O

Lemma 2.2. For each w € X*(RYTH\{0}, there exists \; > 0 small enough such that if
A € (0,)), then the following two statements are true.
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(i) ]f/ z)|w(z,0)|*dz > 0, then there exists t~ := t~(w) > 0 such that t"w € N, and

L(t w) maxb\(tw)

(ii) [f/ z)|w(z,0)*dx < 0, then there exists a unique 0 < t+ =t (w) <t =t (w) <

oo such that t'w € Ny, t—w € Ny, IL\(tw) is decreasing on (0,tT), increasing on

(t*,t7), and decreasing on (t~,+00). Moreover, I\(t*w) = min I)(tw) and I\(t"w) =
0<t<t~

max [ (tw).
t+<t

Proof. (i). Suppose that w € X*(RY ")\ {0} with / a(x)|w(x,0)*dz > 0. Since 2 < 2 and
N

R
hrqr Int = —o0, there exists tg > 0 small enough such that
t—0
¢,(t) >0 (2.10)
for t € (0,ty), where ¢, (t) is defined by (ZX]). Moreover, we have
li w(t) = d li w(t) = —o0. 2.11
Jim ¢,(t) = 0and lim ¢,(f) = —co (2.11)

From (2.10) with (2I1), there is t~ := ¢~ (w) > 0 such that
o,(t7) =L(tTw) = max ¢u(t) = max I (tw).

This implies t"w € Ny .
(ii). Suppose that w € X*(RY™)\{0} with / a(x)|w(x,0)]*dz < 0. Note that
RN

0 =2 [ a0 It 0)ds
RN
~ Al 0)[2dz — %2 [ b 0)[*dz.
nt/RNa(a:)\w(ﬂfa ) de — 1 /RN (2)lw(z, 0) " dx

Let s(t) = )\lnt/ a(z)|w(z,0)*dzr + t23_2/ b(x)|w(z,0)|**dz. Then tw € N, if and
RN

RN
only if
()= ol = [ _ata)lot.0)In oo, 0)
RN
Since
tl_l)rél+ s(t) = +o0 and tl}inoos(t) = +00 (2.12)
and
ts'(t) = )\/ a(x)|w(x,0)]2dz + (27 — 2)t232/ b(z)|w(x,0)|*dz, (2.13)
RN RN

there exists )
2% —2

—)\/RN o) |w(z, 0)Pdz
(2x —2) /RN b(x)|w(x,0)*dx

tmin C
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such that

S(tmin) = min s(t)

—)\/RN o(2)|w(z, 0)2dx
(2r —2) /RN b(z)|w(x, O)|23da:

= 7 = 2)\/RN a(x)|w(x,0)*dz In

1 2
g 2)\/]RN a(x)|w(zx,0)|“dz.

Moreover, s(t) is decreasing in (0, tin) and increasing in (fmin, +00).
To show that

$(tmin) < ||w||% — )\/N a(z)|w(z,0)*In|w(x,0)|dz, (2.14)
R
we start with estimating / a(x)|w(x,0)]*In |w(z,0)|dz. It follows from Lemma 2] that
either .
lwllx <1 (2.15)
or
/N a(x)|w(x,0)]* In|w(z,0)|dr < Cllw||%, (2.16)
R

for some C > 0 independent of w. Thus we need to consider two cases.
Case 1. Assume that (ZI5]) holds. On the one hand, it follows from (23]) and Proposition
2.1] that
. a(z)|w(,0)]* In|w(z,0)|dzr < C(Jwllk + wlk) < Cllwlk
for some C' > 0 independent of w. So we have

oIk — A/ a(z)|w(@,0)]* In|w(z, 0)|dzr > Cllw|lk (2.17)
RN

for A > 0 small enough and some C' > 0 independent of w.
On the other hand, in view of the inequality Int < ¢ for ¢t > 0, it follows from Proposition

21 and (Z15) that

$(tmin)
:231_ 5 /RN a(z)|w(z, 0)[2dz In (—)\ /RN a(2)|w(z, 0)|2dx)
- 221_ 2>\/RN a(z)|w(x, 0)?dz In ((2; —9) /RN b(x)|w(x,0)|22dx)

]‘ 2
o 2)\/RN a(z)|w(z, 0)[2dz

SZZ _)\2 / a(z)|w(z,0)*dx [—)\/ a(z)|w(z, 0)Pdz + (27 — 2)/ b(x)|w(zx,0)*dr + 1

RN RN RN

ACNWlZAClwlk + Cllwlz + 1]
<AC|wllx (2.18)
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for some C' > 0 independent of w. As a consequence of (2Z17) and (2.I]]), we see that (2.14])
holds for A > 0 small enough.
From (2.12))-(2.14)), there exists a unique 0 < t*(w) < tyin <t~ (w) < 0o such that

s(tt(w)) = st (w)) = Jwlkx — >\/RN a(z)|w(z, 0)]* In [w(, 0)|dz
and
tT(w)w € Ny and ¢ (w)w € Ny.

Since
s'(t"(w) <0< s (t7(w)),

it follows from (ZI3)) that ¢*(w)w € Ny and ¢~ (w)w € Ny .
Using the fact that

o
INA
~
~
+
&

e
IAIA IA

~

s(t) — wllx — A/ a(z)|w(z, 0)[* In |w(z, 0)|dz

RN

IV IN IV
coo
v
IN
o
S

|
—~

(S
NN

we obtain
<0, 0<t<tt(w)

(w),
Gu(t) § 20, tH(w) <t <t (w),
<0, t(w) <t.

This indicates that I,(tw) is decreasing on (0, ¢"(w)), increasing on (¢*(w), ¢ (w)) and decreas-
ing on (¢t~ (w),00). Moreover, we have

L(t* = min (¢ dL(t7w) = I(tw).
M (W) = | min () and L(#w) = max 1 (tw)
Case 2. Assume that (2.16]) holds. Then
lwllx — /\/ a(z)|w(z, 0)* In |w(z, 0)|dz > Clw|% (2.19)
RN

for A > 0 small enough and some C' > 0 independent of w.

If —)\/ a(x)|w(x,0)]Pdr > (2 — 2)/ b(x)|w(x,0)[*dz, we have
RN RN
—)\/ a(x)|w(x,0)*dx
RN

(22— 2) /RN b()|w(z, )| dx

A 2
|
ST /RN a(x)|w(zx,0)|"dz In

«

< 0.

That is,

tmin S
(fmin) 2 2
for some C' > 0 independent of w. From (219) and (2.20)), we arrive at the desired result
(2.14) for A > 0 small enough.

Due to (2.14)), similar to the proof of Case 1, there exist 0 < t*(w) < tmin <t (w) < oo such
that t*(w)w € Ny and ¢~ (w)w € Ny . Furthermore, we can see that I, (tw) is decreasing on

/RN a(z)|w(z,0)*dz < A\C||w||% (2.20)
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(0,t"(w)), increasing on (t*(w),t (w)) and decreasing on (¢t~ (w), 00). So we have I (t* (w)w) =

min [)(tw) and I)(t"w) = max I,(tw).
0<t<t™ (w) t>tt (w)

If —)\/ a(z)|w(z, 0)]*dr < (23—2)/ b(x)|w(z,0)|**dx, since 2 < 2*, there exists ty > 0
RN BN
such that
_)\/ a(x)|tow(z, 0)Pdr > (27 — 2)/ b()|tow(z, 0)|% d.
RN =

N

Set
Wy = tow.

Similarly, we can see that there are 0 < t™(wp) < ¢~ (wp) < oo such that the desired result in
Case 1 holds for some wy. Let t7(w) = totT(wg) and ¢~ (w) = tot™ (wp). Consequently, there
exist 0 < t7(w) < t7(w) < oo such that the result in Case 1 holds for an arbitrary w. O

Lemma 2.3. Ifw is a critical point of I, on Ny and w & NY, then it is a critical point of
I in X*RYTH.

Proof. Let w be a critical point of I, on N,. Then

I (w)w =0 and [}(w) = 7V (w) (2.21)
for some 7 € R, where
Uy (w) = HwH%(—)\/ a(x)\w(x,0)|2ln\w(x,0)|d:c—/ b@)w(e, 0)de.  (2.22)
RN RN

Because of w ¢ Ny, we get

V(o = 2olfy — 22 [ ala)fu(s, 0 I (s, 0)lds
RN

—A/ a(x)\w(x,0)|2d:v—2:;/ b(z)|w(x,0)|*dx
RN RN

— lolly =2 [ ale)wl, 0 In ol 0) o

RN
— )\/ a(x)|w(x,0)]Pdr — (2 — 1)/ b(x)|w(z, 0)|*dx
RN RN

= ¢u(1) #0,

which together with (Z21)) indicates that 7 = 0, i.e. I§(w) = 0. O

Lemma 2.4. There exists Ao > 0 small enough such that if A € (0,)2), then the set
NY =0.

Proof. Let w € NY. Then

w3 — A /RN a(x)|w(x,0)]*In |w(z,0)|dr — /RN b(x)|w(z,0)*dx =0 (2.23)

13



and

ol = [ ata)lee )P (e, 0fds = [ ata)fot0) o

RN RN
— (2% — 1)/ b(x)|w(x,0)*dx = 0,
RN
which lead to
)\/ a(x)|w(x,0)]Pdz = (2 — 2(’;)/ b(x)|w(z,0)|*dz < 0. (2.24)
RN RN
In view of (2.24)), it follows from Lemma [ZT] that either

lwllx <1, (2.25)

or

/RN a(x)|w(x,0)]* In|w(z,0)|dr < Cllw||%, (2.26)

where C' is a positive constant independent of w € NY. If (226) holds, for sufficiently small
A > 0 it follows from (2.:23)-(2.24]) and Proposition 2.1] that

0= fwl% — A / a0 n (a0l — / b(ir) (i, 0) P

/ 7)|w(z,0)*dx

= |lwllX —A/RN a(z)|w(z,0)[* In |w(z, 0) \dl”r

> |lwl%(1 = ACO)
> Cflw||%-

Thus, ||w||x = 0, which obviously yields a contradiction to the fact w # 0. This implies that

(225) holds.

On the other hand, in view of Int < ¢ for any ¢ > 0, it follows from (2:3) and Proposition
2.1 that

/RN a(z)|w(z, 0)]* In |w(z, 0)|dz < C(l|lw]lk + |w(z,0)l3) < C(lwllk + llwll%). (2.27)
With the help of (2.23))-(2.24), (2.27) and Proposition [2.1], we obtain
A
ol = [ at@)lolw 0P (e, 0)lds - 22 [ ao)lufe,0)da
RN 2* - 2 RN

«

< AC([|lwllx + llwll%),
which together with (2.25]) gives
C < M1H+||w||%) <2
This is a contradiction with the fact that X is sufficiently small. O

Lemma 2.5. There exists A3 > 0 small enough such that if A € (0, \3), then I\ is bounded
from below on Ny.

14



Proof. Let w € Ny . According to the definition of N, we get

)\/]RN a(z)|w(x,0)]Pdr < 0

and

[ okt 0)Pde < = | al@lta.0ds

«

As discussing for (2.25), for A > 0 small enough we can obtain
lwllx < 1. (2.28)

Hence, the low bound of I restricted on Ny can be attained by Proposition 21] and (228)),
le.

L(w) = I(w) — %fg(w)w
_ %/RN a(2)|w(z, 0)[2dz + (% _ 21:) /RN b()|w(z, )| dx
A 2
> /RN o) |w(z, 0)Pdz
> —X\C|lw|%
> C. (2.29)

For any w € N, , we have

L(w) = L(w) - 1)
AW) = (W —5 Zyw)w
= %/RN a(z)|w(z,0)Pdr + (% - %) /RN b(z)|w(z, 0)[%dz. (2.30)

If I)(w) > 0 for all w € N, , obviously the lower bound of I restricted on N, can be achieved.
Otherwise, if there exists w € N, such that I\(w) < 0, by (Z30) it follows that

)\/RN o)z, 0)2dz < 0

and
*

/RN b(z)|w(z, 0)|* da < 2(2:7252)A/RN a(z)|w(z,0)[*da.

As we did for (2.25)), there is A > 0 small enough such that

lwllx < 1. (2.31)
Using Proposition 2.1l and (2.31]), we obtain
A 1 1 .
I\(w) = —/ a(x)|w(z,0)Pde + [ = — — / b(x)|w(z,0)*dx
4 Jon 2 2 ) Jan
A
> _/ o), 0) P
4 RN
> —AC|wll%
> —)\C.
Hence, I, is bounded from below on N, according to Lemma 2.4 O

15



In view of Lemmas and 2.5 we set

af = inf I(w)and o) := inf I,(w).

wEN;r wENy

Lemma 2.6. (i) If a(x) is negative or sign-changing, then af <0 and af < ay.
(ii) If a(z) > 0, then Ny =0 and a; > 0.

Proof. (i). If a(z) is negative or sign-changing, it follows from Lemma that Ny # (. Let
w € Ny. Then we have

)\/RN a(2)|w(z, 0)2dz < (2 — 2;)/R b()|w(z, 0)[2da < 0.

N

This, together with I§(w)w = 0, leads to

L(w) = Iy(w) — %fg(w)w

A 1 1 .
= —/ a(x)|w(x,0)Pdr + [ = — — / b(x)|w(x,0)]*dx
4 Jon 2 20 ) Jon
2-2 " 2% —2 .
< = / b(x)|w(x,0)*dr + =2 / b(z)|w(z,0)*dx
4 RN 223 RN
1 1 x
=(-- 2-2; % 2.32
(1- 3 ) -2 [ bl 0P (232
< 0.
Thus, we obtain a3 < 0.
For any w € Ny, if I)(w) > 0, then
L(w) > af. (2.33)

If I)\(w) < 0, then

That is,
/ a(x)|w(z,0)*dz < 0.
RN

With the help of Lemma 2.2 (i7), there exists a unique ¢t (w) < ¢~ (w) = 1 such that ¢t (w)w €
Ny and
L(w) > L(t"(w)w) > af. (2.34)

Consequently, as a result of (2:33)) and (2.34)), we obtain
af <aj.
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(ii). If a(z) > 0, then for any w € X*(RY*1)\{0} we have

/RN a(x)|w(x,0)2dz > 0, (2.35)

which implies Ny = (). Moreover, it follows from Lemma (i) that N, # 0.
For any w € N, , we get

which implies
a, > 0.

We now suppose by contradiction that o, = 0. Let {w,} C N, be a sequence such that
I\(w,) — 0, as n — oo. Then we have

1
0+ I(wn) = L(wy) — ilg(wn)wn

_ %/RN o) won (, 0)2der + (% - %) /RN () (i, 0) P da

>0, as n — o0,

which together with (2.33]) yields

)\/ a() wn(z, 0)2dz = on(1) and / D)o (@, 0)Zdz = on(1).  (2.36)
RN RN
It follows (2.36]) and Proposition 2] that
/a(x)|wn(:p,0)|21n|wn(x,0)|d:p
RN
:/ (), 0) In <220
RN

7dx+ln||wn||x/ a(x)|wn(z,0)*dx
loon|x RN
g/ a(r)|w,(z,0)]* In

RN

|wn (2, 0)]

loon | x

dz + C||lwn||%- (2.37)

Processing as we did for (2.8) and (2.9)), we have

|wn(, 0)]

——dx S C w 2 .
”wnHX ” n”X

/RN a(x)|wn(z,0)[* In

Using this estimate together with (Z37) leads to

/ a(x)|w,(x,0)[* In |w,(z,0)|dz < Cflw,||%- (2.38)
RN

17



Taking into account (2.4)), (2.36]), (238) and Proposition 2.1} for sufficiently small A > 0 we
deduce that

0= ||wn||§( — )\/ a(:p)|wn(:p,0)|21n|wn(x,0)|d:p —/ b(x)|wn(x,0)|23dx
RN RN
= [lwnllXx — )\/ a(x)|wn(x, 0)]* In [wy, (z, 0)|dz + 0, (1)
RN
> Cllwn||% + +on(1).
That is,
[wnllx = on(1). (2.39)

On the other hand, in view of Int < ¢ for ¢ > 0, it follows from (2.3]) and Proposition 2.1]
that

/RN a(2)|wn(, 0)[* In |wn (@, 0)|dz < C (wallk + |wn(@,0)]2) < C (llwnllx + llwnllx) - (2.40)

Making use of (2.4]), (2.40) and Proposition [2.2] we get

lwnll3 = )\/RN a(x)|wn(z,0)* In |w, (z,0)|dx + /N b(az)\wn(x,O)\dia:

R
2,
< AC([lwnllk + lwnllx) + Cllwnlls-

That is, [|wal% + lwell% = (1 = AC)||lwnll)% > Cllwn|/) for small A > 0 and some C' > 0.
Hence, we have ||w,||% > C for some C > 0 independent of n € Z,. Apparently, this yields a
contradiction to (2.39). O

Now we are ready to prove Theorem [Tl

Proof of Theorem[L1. Step 1. We shall show that there exists A; > 0 such that for each
A € (0,Ay), I, has a minimizer wy in N such that I,(w)) = of.
Let {w,} be a minimizing sequence {w,} C Ny, ie. nh—>Holo I\(wp) = af. We claim that
there is some C' > 0 such that
lwnllx < C (2.41)

for all n € Z,. Note that {w,} C Ny. Then

/RN a(x)|wn(z,0)2dz < 0

and

/ b(x)|w, (x,0)|*dr < / a(x)|w,(x,0)*dz.
RN 22 - 2 RN

Analogous to the derivation of (2.20), we can see that (2.41]) holds for A > 0 small enough.
Thus there exists a subsequence (still denoted by {w,}) and wy” € X*(RY*!) such that

wy, = wi in X*(RYT), as n — oc. (2.42)
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To prove that

/ a(x)|w,(x,0)]*dz —>/ a(z)|wi (z,0)’dr, as n — oo, (2.43)
RN RN

we know that for any € > 0, according to condition (H;), there exists R > 0 such that
la(x)| < e for |z| > R. It follows from (2.41]) and Proposition 2] that

< ellwallk < Ce (2.44)

/ () on (2, 0) Pda
RN\Bpr

and
< gllwilx < Ce, (2.45)

/ a(z)|wi (z,0)|*dx
RN\Br

where Bp := {x € RY;|z| < R}. Then, using Holder’s inequality and Proposition 21 leads to

— 0, asn — oo. (2.46)

/ a(x)|w, (x,0)]Pdz — / a(z)|wi (x,0)[*dx
Bgr Br
From (2.44))- (2.44]), we arrive at (Z43).

To prove that

/ a(a:)\wn(x,O)\an|wn(:c,0)\da:—>/ a(z)|wi (z,0)° In|w) (z,0)|dz, asn — oo, (2.47)
RN RN

we know from (2:42)) that w,(x,0) = wy (z,0) for a.e. z € RN, So for sufficiently large n there
holds
a(2)|wn (@, 0)]* In |wy (2, 0)| = a(z)|wy (z, 0)|* In|w] (z, 0)]

for a.e. € RY. Note that for any 3, v > 0, there exists a constant Cj., > 0 such that
Yy B, By
|Int| < Cg, (P +t77), t> 0.

This gives

/RN a(@)|wn (2, 0) 2 1n w, (, 0| dz

<C [ lala)] [l O)F + ln(a, O ] o

for small § > 0. By virtue of Proposition 2.1l and Lebesgue’s dominated convergence theorem,
we obtain (247) immediately.
Set ¥,, = w, — wy. It follows from Brezis-Lieb’s lemma [35] that

1all% = llwnll — Ny % + 0n(1) (2.48)

and
/RN b(x)|@n(x,0)\23dx:4N b<x)|wn(x,0)|22dx—/ Do)t [Bde + op(1).  (2.49)

RN
From (2.43) and (2.47)-(2.49) we deduce that

1

1 *
SN - o / b()| W (2, 0)Pode = o — I () + 0n(L). (2.50)
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As we discussed for (2.47]), there holds

/ a(x)wn(z, 0)wy (x,0) In |w,(z,0)|dz — / a(z)|wi (z,0)* In |w (v, 0)|dz, (2.51)
RN RN
as n — oco. Combining (Z42) and (Z51]), we have

I (wwi =0, ie wi e NyU{0}.

Note that

(2r — 2)/ b(x)|wy (x, 0)|%*dx < lim inf(2} — 2)/ b(x)|wn(x,0)[*de.
RN RN

n—oo

It follows from (Z43)) that
wi € Ny (2.52)

According to Proposition 1] it follows (2.42)-(2.43)) and (2.47)-(2.51]) that

0n(1) = I} (wn) ¥n = (1§ (wn) — I (wi))Wn = [[Wall% — /RN b(@) W (x,0)]*dz,  (2.53)

as n — oo.
We suppose that

|, 5% — [ and / b(x)| W, (z,0)|**dr — [, as n — oo,
RN
for some [ € [0, +00).
2
If [ = 0, we obtain the desired result immediately. If [ > 0, we have [ > 512 by Proposition

2.2 and then

> S2a. (2.54)
It follows from (Z50) and (2.52)-(2.54) that

l

[
afZIA(Wf)+§—2—*20&L+

«

1> af + 2 g3

N

This is a contradiction. Hence, the only choice is I = 0, i.e., w, — w) in XQ(RfH) asn — o0.
Step 2. We show that wy (z,0) is a positive ground state solution of equation (IL.)).
Since wy” € X*(RY™) is a local minimizer for Ny. Lemma 2.3 tells us that wy is a

nontrivial solution of (2.2)), and so wy (z,0) is a nontrivial solution of equation (II). Note

that I,(Jwy|) = aff. So we assume w (2,0) > 0. By virtue of the Maximum Principle for

fractional elliptic equations [28], wy is positive. Consequently, wy (z,0) is a positive ground

state solution of equation ([L.T]). O

Corollary 2.1. (i) Ii(wy) =0, as A = 0.

(ii) [lw{llx =0, as A = 0.
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Proof. (i) From Lemma (7) and (2.29), we have
0> Ly(wy) =af >-)\C.

This implies I (wy)) — 0, as A — 0.

(ii) From (2.52]), we have
/ a(z)|wi (z,0)|?dr < 0
RN

and

/ b()|w (2, 0)Peda < / o) (, 0)Pde. (2.55)
RN 22 - 2 RN

Similar to the derivation of (2.25)), for sufficiently small A > 0 we have

|willx < 1. (2.56)
It follows from (23]) and Proposition 2] that
/RN a(z)|wy (z, 0)* nfwy (z, 0)|dz < C(l|lwy % + |wi (=, 0)]2)
< Cllwd l% + llwi11%)- (2.57)

From (2.55)-([251) and Proposition 2], we obtain
ot 1% = A / a(@)|w; (2, 0)[*In |wi (x, 0)|dz + / b(a) ot (, 0) P
RN RN

— + 2
s | a@lt 0P

«

<A [ o)l (@,0)P In o (2. O) e +
RN

< AO(Jlwy 1% + lwi 1%) + My 1%
< \C.

3 Proof of Theorem

In this section, we present some results on compactness and estimates, and then prove Theorem
L2 Throughout this section, we always suppose that conditions (H;) — (H3) hold.

Lemma 3.1. The following two statements are true.
(1) Ifa(zx) is negative or sign-changing, then I\ satisfies the (PS). condition for c € (—oo, ay + %S%>
(i) If a(z) > 0, then I, satisfies the (PS). condition for ¢ € <—oo, %S%>
Proof. Let {w,} € X*(RY™) be a (PS). sequence for I,. We claim that there exists some

C > 0 such that
|lwnllx < C, neZ,. (3.1)
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Suppose otherwise that ||w,|x — 00, as n — co. A straightforward calculation gives
a N
2Alwnlx 2 1+ S5% 4 Al x

> () = 5 T4 (n)en
—ZAQWM%@ﬁW“+(%_%)Aﬁ@mﬂﬂmﬁw

A
> [ alano,0)de.
4 RN

\%
>

For sufficiently large n, there holds

/RN a(x)|wn(z,0)[Pdz < Cllw,]|x (3.2)

for some C > 0.
It follows Proposition 2.1] that

In |wy,(z,0)[3 = 21In |w,(z,0)|s < 2|w,(z,0)]2 < Cllw,||x 3.3
for some C'> 0. Using ([2.3) and (3.2)-(B.3) yields
[ a0 o e < Cllal
Thus, we have

L+ 5% + Awnllx
1

> In(wn) — QT[;(wn)wn
1 1 1 1
(575 ) lnlk =2 (5~ 5 ) [, a@len(e 0P ot )l
A
+—/ a(x)|wn(z,0)*dx
4 RN
1 1
> (5= 5 ) leal = XCllal
> Cllwnll%

for sufficiently small A > 0. This obviously contradicts our assumption that {||w,|x} is
unbounded. Hence, (3] holds.
From (B0J), there exists a subsequence (still denoted by {w,}) and wy € X (RY*!) such
that
wy, — wo in X*(RYT), as n — oo. (3.4)

Similar to the derivations of (243) and (2.47)), as n — oo we have
/ a(x)|w,(x,0)]Pdr — / a(x)|wo(x, 0)|*dz (3.5)
RN RN
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and

/RN a(x)|wn(z,0)* In |w, (2, 0)|dz —>/ ) |wo(z,0) | In |wo(x, 0)|dz. (3.6)

Set ¥,, = w,, — wp. It follows from Brezis-Lieb’s lemma [35] that

Iall% = llwallx = llwollx + 0n(1) (3.7)

and

ANb<w>lwn<x,o>|23dw=ANb<w>|wn<x,o>|23dx— / bo)lwol e+ 0,(1).  (3.8)

RN

From (B.5)-(3:8) we deduce

1

1
—| W, |12 — —
Il = 5

/RN b(@)| T (2, 0) 2o = ¢ — Iy (wp) + on(1). (3.9)

Similar to the derivation of (2:47)), as n — oo we have
/ () (2, 0)wo(, 0) In |wn (2, 0) | dzr — / D)o (z, 0)[2In |uwo(z, 0)|dz,  (3.10)
RN

which together with (8.4]) leads to I§(wo)wo = 0, i.e. wy € N, U{0}.
By (8.4)-(B3.10) and Proposition 2], as n — oo we obtain

on(1) = I () U = (T(on) — Ly(wio)) U = W [% — /RN D)2, 0)Fode. (3.11)
We may suppose that

|0, |I% — ! and / b(2)| W, (2, 0)|*de — 1
RN
for some [ € [0, +00).
If | =0, we can obtain w,, = wy as n — oo immediately. If [ > 0, we divide our discussions
into two cases.
(i). If a(z) is negative or 51gn-chang1ng, it follows from Lemma 2.6 (i) that o) > ai.

From Proposition 2.2 we have [ > Si% . In view of B9), BII) and wy € N, U {0}, we get

o N [ l a N
N52a+0é;—>C:]>\(wo)+§—2—*_NZ+Q+ZNSQQ +ozj{.

This is a contradiction. Hence, [ =0, i.e. w, — wo in X*(RY™) as n — 0.
(ii). If a(x) > 0, it follows from Lemma 2.6 (i4) that Ny = @ and o, > 0. From

Proposition 2.2] we get [ > Sl %. In view of B9), (B11) and wy € Ny U {0} we have

[ [
—_— 2a = _— — —_— > —_— 2a
NS > Cc= I)\(W())+ 5 2* = Nl e NS

which yields another contradiction. Hence, [ = 0, i.e. w, — wp in X*(RY*) asn — 0. O
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Let n(z,y) € C°(RY x R) such that 0 <n <1, |Vn| < C and
(.9) { 1, (z,y) € By, = {(z,y) € RYS V]2 +[wa? + -+ Jan P+ y[2 < 5,y > 0},
mz,y) = 2
0, (z,y) € By, = {(z,y) € RY \/[ea]? + Jaa> + - + Jan 2 + [y[? < ro,y > 0},
where &g < r¢ and rq is defined in Remark [L.T]

Set
Ve, = (T — z,y)we(x — 2,y), z€ M. (3.12)
Following [20], we deduce that
/ y' 2 Vo, | Pdedy = / y' 72|V, |Pdedy + O(eN %), (3.13)
RN+1 RN+1
+ +
2N—(N—2a)q
/ foan(, O)1dz = { O 0 0 T2 e (3.14)
RN 0(5 2 ), if q S %204’
and
O(g2), if N > 4a,
/ (2, 0)Pde = { O (L)), i N = 4o (3.15)
R O(eN %), if N < 4a.

Lemma 3.2. /

RN
Proof. By Remark [T and the definition of v, ,, we have

1 x a
O S g_N [/ |W5(x7 0)|20¢de‘ - / b({L‘)|'U€7Z(l‘, O)|2ad$:|
RN RN

_ b(z) = bl + 2 (w,0) bz) — bz +2)
_CAM%1 (1+oé J

b(x)\ve,z(x,O)\%d:c:/ \we(x,0)|23dx+0(€N).
]RN

(€% + [?) (€% + [[?)¥

1
<C dr + C/ ————dx
— 5, @+ 2PN
2

+00 670
< C/ r (N qp 4 C/ rP~N=1dr
0

o)

2

<C
for z € M. O

Set
1 1

L) 1= 3ol = 5 [ bolu(e,0)Pds

and
1

) ]_ *
(@) = glleli — 5 [ (0P
o JRN
Define the Nehari manifold associated to I, and I* by
Noo(w) = {w € X*(RE\{0}; (I0) (w)w = O}.
and

N>(w) = {w € X* R0} (1) (w)w = 0},
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Lemma 3.3. inf /*(w)= inf [ (w)= — G,

WEN>® wWENoo

ap b\ o @\
v (50 2) = () 019

for any a,b > 0. It follows from Proposition that

Proof. Since

inf I¥(w) = inf sup I (tw
weN®e ) weX(RY )\ {0} tz%)) (t)
N
- @ ol
weX(RYTH\{0} . 2
! (/ |w(:c,0)\2adx)
RN
o N
> — 5%, 3.17
> ! (317)

On the other hand, from (B.13), (8.15) and Lemma B.2]it follows that

Hvs,z”gfa

</RN b(x)|ve,-(,0) |2:;dx) =

- %S% +0.(1), as e — 0.

=2

sup I (tve ) =

t>0

That is, 0 x
wier}vfw Io(w) < NS%. (3.18)
Note that b(x) < 1. From (3I7) and (3.I8) we obtain
5t < g
- wexa(%gjf“)\{o} Stlzlg I“(tw)
: wexa&%r}lf“)\w} 50 Leo(8)
- g 1
a N
< NS%.
U

Lemma 3.4. The following two statements are true.

(1) If a(z) > 0, then there exists £g > 0 small enough such that for e € (0,e9) we have

a N
T%XIA(WW) < NS o —o(ep)
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uniformly with respect to z € M, where o(gg) is a small positive constant. Furthermore,
there exists t_, > 0 such that

e Ve € Ny .

(ii) If a(z) 1s sign-changing, then there exists €y > 0 small enough such that for ¢ € (0,)
we have

@ N
max L(wi +tve,) < af + NSM — (%)
uniformly with respect to z € M, where G(gy) is a small positive constant.
Proof. (i). Since

lim I)(tv..) =0 and lim I)(tv.,.) = —o0
t—0t t——+o0

for sufficiently small € > 0 and z € M, there exist small ¢; > 0 and large t, > 0 such that
(6] N
I)\(tvevz) < NS%, t e (O,tl] U [tz, +OO) (319)

For t € [t,ts], using (B12)-(BI3) and Lemma 3.2 we have

t2 t2a )
I\(tv:,.) < I?zaox <§||UEZ||§( ~ 5 /RN b(:p)|v€7z(:p,0)|2adx)

«

f

+ )\C’/ a(z)|v. . (z,0)]*dz — A / a(z)|v. . (z,0)]* In v, .(z,0)|dx
RN 2 RN

2

H%,z”%{

</RN b(z)|v: . (x,0) Qde) %

— )\C'/ v .(z,0)|* In |v. . (z,0)|dx
RN

IA
=l=

+)\C/ 0. . (,0)*dx
RN

< RS O(eVN72) + )\C/ Ve (z,0)|*dz
N RN
_aC / 0.2 (2, 0) 2 n [o (x, 0) | da,
RN
which together with (3.15]) and
/ v .(z,0)|* In |v. . (z,0)|dx
RN

:/ |v€7z(:c,0)\21n|v€7z(:c,0)\dx+/ \ve,z(x,O)\an\ve,z(x,0)|d:c
Be(z) Bry(2)\Be(2)

N—2«a

—2a 1 C
>C | e W2 e N g CENM/ S\ V—_2a I gN—QZOz dz
Be {e<|z|<T0} (|.T‘ ) |.T‘

1
> Ce®lne !t 4+ CeN_QO‘/ —  InCedx
{e<|z|<ro} (J2[2)N 722

=Ce®lne 4+ CeV 2 1nCe,
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show that

Iy(tv...) < %s% +O(EN2) £ O(e2) — Ce*Ine ! + CeN 2 InCe < %sﬂ (3.20)

for e > 0 small and z € M, where we have used the assumption N > 4a.
It follows from (B.19) and (B.20) that there exists €9 > 0 small enough such that for
e € (0,gp) there holds

a N
I?Zaoxl,\(tvg,z) < NS o —o(ep)

uniformly with respect to z € M, where o(gg) is a small positive constant. Meanwhile, it
follows from Lemma 22 (7) that there exists tZ_ > 0 such that

t. Ve € Ny
(ii). Since
lim Iy (wy +¢ =aj and lim Iy(w) +t =—
T Lo + o) = of and lim D(wf +fu.) = —o0

for small € > 0 and 2z € M, there exist small ¢; > 0 and large t5 > 0 such that
L(wi +tv..) < af + %sﬁ t € (0,41] U [ta, +00). (3.21)

For t € [t1,15], taking into account I} (wy)v., = 0 and I)(wy) = o) we derive that

I,\(cuj\r + tv: ,)

1 t? Con
= Slleot I + 5 lloel +¢ / VTV Vo dady + ¢ / W (2,0)v...(z,0)dz

N
N R

A
-3 / a(z)|wi (x,0) + tv. . (z,0))* In|wi (x,0) + tv. .(z,0)|dx
RN
A At At
+ — / a(z)|wi (z,0)*dr + — a(x)|ve . (x,0)]Pdr + = a(x)wiv. . (z,0)dx
4 RN 4 RN ’ 2 RN '
1 *
—— [ b@)|wi(x,0) + tv. .(z,0)*>dx
22 RN
A
= L(wy) + Ly(tve.) — 5/ a(z)|wi (z,0) + tv. . (z,0)|* In|w) (v, 0) + tv. .(x,0)|dz
RN
A A
+ - / a(z)|wi (z,0)° In|w) (z,0)|dz + = / a(z)|tve . (x,0)|* In |tv, . (2, 0)|dx
2 RN 2 RN ’ ’
At
+ )\t/ a(x)|wy (@, 0)|ve . (x, 0) In |wy (z,0)|dx + — a(x)wi (z,0)v. . (x, 0)dz
RN 2 RN
1
— b(z)|w (z,0) + tv. . (z,0)[*dx
2 RN
1
+ o b(x (z,0)% + [tv. (2, 0)[>* + 27 |wi (2, 0) > 2w (2, 0)tv. . (z, 0)]dx
a JRN
= ay + L(tve.) —i(t) — j(t), (3.22)
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A
i(t) : = 5/ a(z)|wi (z,0) + tv. .(z,0))* In|wi (x,0) + tv. .(z,0)|dx

RN
A A

- —/ a(z)|wi (z,0)* In |w) (2, 0)|dz — —/ a(z)|tv..(x,0))*In [tv. . (x, 0)|dx
2 RN 2 RN ’ ’

A
— X[ a@)|wy(z,0)|tve . (x,0) In|wy (z,0)|dz — —/ a(x)wy (z,0)tve . (z,0)dx
RN 2 RN
and
1 .
i) = o / b()|w (2, 0) + tves (2, 0)Pedar (3.23)

a JRN
]- * * *

b b(z)[|w) (2, 0)]% + [tve (2, 0) > + 25 |wi (2, 0)[* 2w (z,0)tv. . (z, 0)]dx.
a JRN

Let us estimate i(t) and j(t) separately. To estimate i(t), we define
f@):=In(l+¢t)+2tIn(1+¢t)—t, t>0.

Notice that

t

So we have
f(t)>0, t>0,

which implies that

i(t):%/RNa(x)\ F(z,0)In (1+w> dx

wy (z,0)
+ )\/RN o)t (x, )|2Z’€:(<+00>) In (1 + %) da
-5 [ ook 0P e
+ % /]RN a(z)|tv, ,(x, 0)|*In (1 + %) dx

A wy (z,0)
> 2 too . (2,0)2In (14 252
> Q/RN“(“/’)‘” (,0)] ( +w€7z(xjo>) .

To estimate j(t we follow [0, formulas (17) and (21)] and ([B.I4]) to derive that

(3.24)

b(z)|w (2,0) + tv..(2,0) > dx

\

RN

/ b(a) | (2, 0)Poda + 21t / b() (o (2, 0))% v, (2, 0)dar
RN RN
+t2*/ b(z)|v. . (z,0)|**dx

RN

+ 2% / b(w) (v 2 (,0))% " (&, 0)d + 0 (=75 )
RN
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Using this estimate together with (8.14) and (B.23)) leads to
50 2 105 [ b (o 0) o, O 4 o5
RN

= C/ w;\r<x70)‘ve,z(~r70)|2zild£—|—0<g%)
RN
> CéT% —+ 0(5%)

N—-2a

> (e 2 (3.25)

for small € > 0.
Similar to the derivations of (?7) and (?7), we can obtain

(6]
Li(tv..,) < NS% (3.26)

for z € M and small € > 0.

For small € > 0, substituting (3.24)-([3.20) into (8.22)) yields

N2«

Wy +tvez) < af + 5% — 0™, (3.27)

where z € M and t € [ty, Lo].
Consequently, from (3.21)) and (B.27) it follows that there exists small €y > 0 such that for
e € (0,p) there holds

o N
max L(wy 4+ tv.,) < af + NSM — (%)

uniformly with respect to z € M, where 7 (&) is a small positive constant. O

Lemma 3.5. Assume that a(x) is sign-changing. Then for any z € M there exists t_, > 0
such that
wj\L +1t.,v.. € Ny

Proof. Define

U, = {w e XU RYTN\ {0} ( “”X) > 1} U {0}

-
lwllx ™ \llw]

and

Uy = {w e X (RYT)\{0}; 1’Xt_ ( d ) < 1}.

o] ool x

Then N, decompose X Q(Rf 1) into two disjoint connected components U; and U.
Since wy € Ny, we have 1 < t~(wy) and w) € Uj.

We claim that N
t _
0<t (—uif + e ) <C
X + tve |l x

for some C' > 0 and all ¢ > 0. Suppose otherwise that there exists a sequence {t,} such that
t, — oo and

_ ( wy + thve .

— 00, as n — oQ.
ooy +tnve,z|!x> ’
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Set
- w;\r + e 2

i+ e llx

n

Recalling ¢~ (v,)v, € Ny C Ny, by Lebesgue’s dominated convergence theorem we have

/RN b(:p)|vn(x,0)|23dx

1 *
B / b()|w (2,0) + tve z (2, 0)[+de
RN

||W;\r + tnve,2||§?

1
:uﬁ—z*/ b()
152 + vee |l /R

1 -
— /RN b(z)|ve . (x,0)|*dz, as n — oo.

Hvs,z X

+ 2
M + UE,Z(‘/E’ O) dx

n

Then
Iyt (vn)v,) = —00, as n — oc.

This contradicts the fact that I, is bounded below on Ny.

Set
+ rok +112
w X+ C + ||lw
lw [lx + 4/ I )\||X+1

[ve. 21l x

A=

By a direct calculation we obtain

i’ + tave: %

I+ 2o + 21, ( /

>lwi 1k + allve: 1% — 2tallvez | xlwi 1 x
t_( Wi 4 trve )r
Jwy +txvezllx /]

That is, w; + t\ve,» € Us. Thus, there exists 0 < o, <1 such that w; +1t v € Ny .

y' VWi V. dedy + /

RN

wy (z, 0)ve . (, 0)da:)

N+1
+

>

Proof of Theorem|[L2 Let w, C N, be a sequence such that I(w,) — o, as n — oo.
It follows from the Ekeland’s variational principle [35] that there exists a sequence {w,} C

X*(RY*) such that
@y — wy, — 0 in X*(RYTH), I (@,) = 0, In(@,) = ay, asn — oo.
According to Lemma B.4] (i), we have

_ a N
ay < NSQQ.

It follows from ([B:28)) and Lemma 311 (44) that there exists wy € X*(RY ™) such that &, — w;

as n — oo. That is, wy, € N, and I)(w) ) = ;.
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With the help of Lemmas 2.4] and (ii), we find Ny = N{ = (). Using Lemma 2.3}
indicates that wy is a nontrivial ground state solution of system (2.2)), so wy (x,0) is a nontrivial
ground state solution of equation (LII).

Note that I(Jwy |) = «, . We suppose that w, > 0. By virtue of the Maximum Principle
for the fractional elliptic equations [28], we obtain that w, (z,0) is a positive ground state
solution of equation ([L.TJ). O

Remark 3.1. If a(x) is sign-changing, by using Lemmas [Z2 (i), [31 (i), (i1) and
(24, and taking closely analogous arguments to the proof of Theorem [L.3, we can also obtain
that there exists W, € N, such that w, (x,0) is a positive solution of equation (IL1) and
L(@y) = ay.

4 Multiple Positive Solutions

In this section, we apply the category theory to study multiple positive solutions of equation
(LI) and prove Theorems [[L3 and L4l Throughout this section, we always suppose that
conditions (H,) — (H3) hold.

Proposition 4.1. [1()] Let R be a C*' complete Riemannian manifold (modelled on a
Hilbert space) and assume F' € C*(R,R) bounded from below. Let —oo < i%fF <a<b<+4oo.

Suppose that F satisfies the (PS)-condition on the sublevel {u € R; F(u) < b} and a is not a
critical level for F'. Then we have

tH{u e F* VF(u) =0} > catpe(F?),
where F* = {u € R; F(u) < a}.

Proposition 4.2. [10] Suppose that Q, Q* and Q= are closed sets with Q= C QF. Let
¢ :Q — QF and ¢ : Q7 — Q be two continuous maps such that ¢ o ¢ is homotopically
equivalent to the embedding j : 2~ — Q. Then catg(Q) > cato+(27).

Set
X“(Rf“) = {w(w,y) € CgO(RfH);/

N+1
R+

y' 72|\ Vw|Pdedy < oo}

equipped with the norm:

1
!\wll;z:( / y”°‘|Vw|2d:cdy> .
RYT!

Lemma 4.1. For any w € X*(RY™), given o > 0 and vy € RY, we define the following
scaled function

p(w) =w,: (z,y) — a%w(a(:c — ), 0Y).

Then this scaling operation p keeps norms ||we|| ga and |we(x,0)|ss invariant with respect to
o, and determined by the “center” or “concentration” point xo and the “modulus” o.
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Proof. We just need to show that ||ws||xe = ||w| e and |w,(x,0)
o(x —xp) and t = oy. We have dz = oVdx and dt = ody. Then

2x = |w(x,0)|s:. Let z =

/ y' 2|V, Pdrdy = / 72 Vw|?dzdt.
RN+1 RN+1

+ +

Similarly, we can obtain |w,(z,0)

25 = |w(z, 0)2s. [

Applying Proposition and Lemma [L1] and following [3, Theorem 2.5], we can obtain
the following result on global compactness immediately.

Lemma 4.2. Let {w,} C X*RY™) € X*(RY™) be a (PS) sequence for I,. Then there
exist a number k € Z, and k sequences of points {x},} C RN (1 <i < k), and k+1 sequences
of functions {wl} C X*(RY*Y) (0 < j < k) such that for a sequence, still denoted by {w,},
we have

1 (T —
WN(xv y) = wroz(xa y) + Z?:1 —~ =Wy, ( T %)
)= Lo

and A A .
w! — Wl in X*(RYTH), 0<j <k,

0

as n — 0o, where w" is a solution of

div(y'2*Vw) = 0, in RYHL
% = —w+ |w|* 2w, on RN x {0},

w?! (1 <j < k) are solutions of

div(ylﬁaviu) =0, nRYTL
) on RN x {0},

and
o ifxi — T, asn — oo, then either o — +oo or o’ — 0;
e if |z,| = +o0, as n — oo, then each of following three cases

o, — +00,

— 0,
—0', 0<0" <+oo

g
g

)
n
)
n
)
n
can occur.

Moreover, we have ‘
lwnll%a = Zi-ollw’ %

and .
To(wy) — Ino(w®) + Z?le‘x’(w])
as n — oo, where I°(w’) = L{jwi|%, — 5+ |wi(2,0)*de, 1 <j <k,

The following corollary can be obtained directly from Proposition and Lemma 4.2
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Corollary 4.1. Let {w,} C X*(RY™) be a nonnegative function sequence with |w,(x,0)
1 and ||wn|% — S. Then there exists a sequence (x,,c,) € RY x Rt such that

2%

wAawnzgégEa%Ax—%»+ou>

4o

in X“(Rfﬂ), where u. is defined in Proposition[2.2. Moreover, if v, — T, then €, — 0 or it
15 unbounded.

Define the continuous map ® : X*(RYTY)\G — RV by
%adx

[ alotw.0) =t (a0

[ wl0) = ot w 0)

O(w) :=

where G = {u € X(RYT; / |w(z,0) — w (z,0)>*dr = O}, and define another map ® :
RN
XRYTN\{0} — RN by

/]R r|w(x,0)[**dx
(w) ;= “BY .
/ |w(z,0)>*dx
RN

Lemma 4.3. (i) For each 0 < 0 < rg, there exist A\s,09 > 0 such that if w € N with
Io(w) < %S% + g and X € (0, \s), then ®(w) € M.

o

(ii) For each 0 < & < 1y, there exists 69 > 0 such that if w € Ny with Io(w) < %S% + b0,
then ®(w) € Ms.

Proof. (i). Suppose on the contrary that there exists a sequence {w,} C N such that
Io(wy) < %S% +0,(1), A = 0T, and

O (w,,) & Ms for all n € Z,. (4.1)
Since
o N 1
—O 2 1 [oo n) _[I n n
NS2 + 1> Io(wy) 5 ! (wp)w

«

1 1
~ (35 ) Tl

we obtain that {w,} is bounded in X*(RY*1).
From (3.I6]) and Lemma [3.3] there is a sequence {t,} C R*:

——
a—2

lwn |5

/ \wn(x,0)|23da:
RN
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such that {t,w,} € N*° and %S% < I®(thwn) < Ino(thwn) < Io(wy) = %S% + 0,(1). Thus,
we have t, =1+ 0,(1) and

Tim Joo(wn) = lim Nllwnllx
= lim % | b@) el 0)[*da
Set w
U, = B

(/RN |y (,0) % dx);'

Then / U (2,0)*dz = 1. Tt follows from (&2) that lim ||U,|% = S. According to Corol-
RN n—oo
lary 1], there exists a sequence {(z,,e,)} C RY x RT such that

Un(z,y) = STlmEa(ugn(x — ) + on(1). (4.3)

4o

Moreover, if {z,,} — 7, then ¢, — 0 or it is unbounded.

Case 1. Suppose that {z,,} — oo as n — oco. Without loss of generality, we assume that
b(x,) — by as n — oo, where by, is defined in Remark [[2 From (4.2) and (43]) we deduce
that

| Holenlz, 0
= [ U, 0o+ 0,(1)

=s" / b(x + xp)|ue, (2)[*dz + 0,(1)
RN

<b

1=

+ 0,(1)

oo

This contradicts the fact of by, < 1.

Case 2. Suppose that {z,} — T as n — oo. Using Corollary T, we have ¢, — 0 as
n — oo. It follows from (£2))-(@3]) that

/RN b(x)|wn(z,0)[*dz

1= + 0,(1)

| lenta.0)rda

:/ 2)|Un(2,0)[*2dx + 0, (1)

_N
200

/ bz + ) |ua ()P dz + on(1)
= b(7), (4.4)
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where u;(z) = u.(z) when € = 1. In view of (44]) and T € M, we have

/ z|w, (z,0) — wi (x,0)[>*dx

RN

/ |wn(z,0) — wi (2, 0)**dx
RN

/ |w, (2,0) % dx
R

— JRY +ox(1), as A =0
/ | (, 0)|?dx
RN
/ (2 + /Enx)|uy () > da
N

= <& +ox(1)

/ iy ()P
RN

— T € M, as n — oo.

O (w,) =

This yields a contradiction with (41]). That is, Part () holds.
Processing in an analogous manner, we can arrive at Part (i7), so we omit it. U

Lemma 4.4. (i) There ezists Ay > 0 small enough such that if A € (0,As) and w € Ny
with I)(w) < %S% + % (8 is given in Lemma[{.3 (1)), then ®(w) € M.

(if) There exists As > 0 small enough such that if X € (0,A;) and w € Ny with I)(w) <
%S% + 2 (3 is given in Lemmal[f.3 (ii)), then ®(w) € Ms.
Proof. We only prove Part (7). The proof of Part (ii) is closely similar.
For any w € N, with I(w) < %S% + % there is a unique number:

N—2a
4o

lwlI%

/]RN b(x)|w(x,0)*dx

too(w) =

such that to(w)w € No. We now claim that there are some Cy, Cy > 0 independent of w such
that

C < toolw) < . (4.5)
In view of I(w) < %S% + 2 and I} (w)w = 0, as we discussed for (3.I]), there holds

lwllx < C, (1.6)

where C' is independent of w.
On the other hand, it follows from (2.3) and Proposition 2.1] that

/RN a(z)w(@, 0)[* In|w(z, 0)|dz < C(|wlk + |w(z,0)[3) < C(llwlk + llwlk). (4.7)
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From (2.4)), (£7) and Proposition 211 we deduce that

ol = A / a(@)|w(z, ) In [w(z, 0)]dz + / ()| (i, )% d
RN RN

< AC(Iwll + i) + Cllwlly.

That is,
w3 + llwllk > (1= A0 |wlk > Cllwli%

for small A > 0 and some C' > 0. Hence, we have

lwl% = Cs (4.8)
for some C3 > 0 independent of w.
Taking into account Proposition 2.2 with (2.4]) and (46)-(4.8]), we have
[ otz 0Frds < Clulf < 0, (4.9)
RN
and
| ot 0P e = ok = A [ ale)wlw,0)1n ol 0)jds
RN RN
> [lwlx = AC(lwllx + llwli%)
> [wlx (1 = AC)
(4.10)

> Cj
for small A > 0 and some positive constants Cy, C5 > 0. Clearly, by combining (4.6]) and (4.8)-

(4.10), we see that (4.3]) holds.
In view of (4.H)-(4T) and Proposition 2T we obtain

Io(too(W)w) = I\ (too(w)w) + % /RN a(2) |t (wW)w(z, 0)[* In |toe (W)w(z, 0)|da

— %/}RN a(2) |t (w)w(z, 0) |*dx

<
< max I\(tw) + \C
0,

S + 5 +AC

e

< —
- N
—S2a +50

ZQ

for small A > 0.

Set
% =~ o(c0), if a(x) > 0,
Cx = a ol _ . .. .
+ £S2% — (), if a(x) is sign-changing,
and
Ny (en) ={w € N ;1L (w) < cr}y

where o(gq) and 7(gy) are defined in Lemma 341
Denote by 1 Ny the restriction of I on N, . Then we have
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Lemma 4.5. Iy~ salisfies the (PS)-condition on N, (cy).

Proof. Let {w,} C N, (c)) be a (PS) sequence. Then there exists a sequence {6,} C R such
that
I\(wp) = 0,9 (wn) + 0n(1),

where W, is defined in (222). Since w, € N, , we have V) (w,)w, < 0 and there exists a
subsequence (still denoted by {w,}) such that ¥ (w,)w, — [ <0, n — oc.
If [ =0, then

lwall% — )\/RN () [wn (2, 0) 2 1n [wn (1, 0) | dir — /R b()|wn (z, 0)|dz: = on(1)

N

and

lwnll% — )\/]RN a(x)|wn(z,0)[* In |w, (2, 0)|dz — A /RN a(x)|wn(z,0)Pdx
— (25 —1) /RN b(z)|wn(z,0)|*dr = 0,(1).

The rest is similar to the proof of Lemma [2.4] we can obtain a contradiction. Hence, [ < 0.
Due to I§(w,)w, = 0, we conclude that {#,} — 0 as n — oo. Consequently, we obtain
Il (wn) = 0, n — oco. By virtue of Lemma B.I] we arrive at the desired result. O

Proof of Theorem[1.3. Let 0,As > 0 be the same as given in Lemmas (i) and A4 (4)
respectively. Firstly, we show that I, has at least caty; (M) critical points in N, (c)) for
A € (0,As). For z € M, by Lemmas B4 (i) and B3 we define

F(z) = wj\L + 1t Ve 2

which belongs to Ny (cy). Note that ®(N, (cy)) C M; for A < As by Lemma [4.4] (7).
Define ¢ : [0,1] x M — M; by

§06,2) = ® (wf +1G_gy. 0002 ) € Ny ()

By a straightforward calculation we have £(0, z) = ®o F(z) and elim £(0,z) = z. Hence, Po F
-

is homotopic to the inclusion j : M — Mjy. Combining Lemma with Propositions [4.]]

and (L2 we obtain that Iy ) has at least caty;, (M) critical points in Ny (cx). In addition,

from Lemma 23] I, has at least caty, (M) critical points in Ny (cy). According to the fact
N NNy =0 and Theorem [[1] I, also has at least caty;, (M) + 1 critical points.
To show that problem (L)) admits at least catys (M) + 1 positive solutions, we set

1 A

(@) =5 llwllx - 5/ a(z)|w" (z,0)[* In|w" (z,0)|dz

3 [ @l @opds - o [ sl @0

where w'(z,y) := max{w(z,y),0}. Processing in an analogous manner, we can prove that I,
has at least caty;, (M) + 1 critical points. Suppose that w is one of the critical pints of I
Note that

(1) (@™ (2,y) = o™ [x =0,
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with w™ (z,y) = min{w(x,y),0}. We have w > 0. By virtue of the maximum Principle for the
fractional elliptic equations [28], we obtain that the problem (2.2]) admits at least cat;, (M)+1
positive solutions. O

Proof of Theorem[T). Let 6, As > 0 be the same as given Lemmas B3] (i) and B4 (i1) respec-
tively. Firstly, we show that I, has at least caty, (M) critical points in N, (cy) for A € (0, Ay).
For z € M, by Lemma [3.4] (i), we define

F(z) =t_

which belongs to Ny (cy). It follows from Lemma [4.4] that EI\)(N;(C)\)) C Ms for \ < As.
Define ¢ : [0,1] x M — M;s by

£(0,2) =@ (t(_l_g)57zv(1—0)6,z> € N, (c).

Then, £(0,z2) = d o F(z) and lim £(6,z) = z. Hence, ® o F is homotopic to the inclusion
0—1—
j: M — Ms. Combining Lemma with Propositions 1] and 4.2 we obtain that [ N (ex)

has at least caty, (M) critical points in Ny (cx). According to Lemma 2.3 we know that I
has at least caty, (M) critical points in N, (cy).

Similar to the proof of Theorem [[L3, we can show that the problem (2.2) admits at least
cat (M) positive solutions. O
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