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Abstract

In this paper, based on some prior estimates, we show that the essential spectrum A =0
is a bifurcation point for an superlinear elliptic equation with only local conditions, which
improves the related results on an open problem proposed by C.A. Stuart in [Lecture Notes
in Mathematics, 1017].
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1 Introduction

In the present paper, we are concerned with the bifurcation for the following elliptic problem

(1.1)

—Au+ A u=q(z)g(u) inRNY N >1,
(A u) € Rx HY(RYN), w0,

where g(s) and ¢(z) satisfy the following assumptions
(G1) there exists s; > 0 such that g € C([0, s1]), g(0) = 0 and g(s) > 0 for s € (0, s1];

(G2) there exist o € (0, &) and A > 0, such that

lim 9(s) = A.

s—0+ 011

(Q) q(z) € L¥(RY) such that

qo := sup ¢q(z) > inf ¢(z)= lim g¢(x)=: g > 0;

z€RN zeRN || —+o0
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We say A = 0 is a bifurcation point for (1.1), if there is a sequence {\,,u,} of solutions for
(1.1) such that A\, — 0 and ||uy||g1 — 0 as n — 0.

It is well known that the Laplacian operator —A admits no eigenvalues in H'(R™) and has
only the essential spectrum A = 0. Hence the standard Lyapunov-Schmidt reduction is not
applicable to problem (1.1). It is worth mentioning that ¢(x) in this paper is not necessary
to be radial. Hence, we can not work in the subspace of radial functions. So, even for A > 0,
the operator (—A + \)~! : HYRY) — H'(RY) is not compact. In particular, if ¢(z) /4 0 as
|z| — +00, the operator

Ay = (A + 0o (a()g)

is not completely continuous in H!(RY). Thus, it seems that the associated Leray-Schauder
degree is not well defined in H'(R") and the method of topological degree fails. Hence, the
topic about bifurcation from the essential spectrum of nonlinear differential equations, was
once a very challenging problem and of general interest in the 1980s, see [2,3,7,16,18,28-32,30]
and references therein.
In paper [2], Benci and Fortunato studied (1.1) with
g(u) = |ulP~%u, —q(x) > const - |z|* and a > w,
and they proved that A = )\g is a bifurcation point for any Ag < 0, by virtue of certain compact
embeddings of a weight Sobolev space. In [7], if 0 < g(z) € C(RY) N LY(RY), the authors
showed that there are infinitely many global solution “branches” emanating from the trivial
line of solutions at \* = 0. By applying the compactness of radial Sobolev space and Pohozaev
identity, Berestycki and Lions in [4] considered problem (1.1) in the autonomous case, that is,
q¢(x) = 1in (1.1). Stuart [30,31] investigated problem (1.1) with g(u) = |u|”u and ¢(z) being
non-radially symmetric, to obtain the compactness, he imposed a vanishing condition on ¢(z),
that is,
lim ¢(x) =0,
|z| =400
which can guarantee that the map H'(RY) > u > [ ¢(2)G(u)dz is weakly sequentially
continuous. Actually, in [30,31], the following L?—normalized problem

—Au+Au=q(z)|uluin RN, o € (0, %), (12)
Jgn [u[?dz =c>0and c € R, '
was considered. By further assuming that
—t N N
q(z) > A(1+|z|)~", 2z € R, for some A > 0,t € (0,2 — T) (1.3)

Stuart proved the existence of L2—normalized solution (A.,u.) (i.e., HuCH%Q(RN) =c) forec>0
small. Furthermore, A, — 0 in R and u. — 0 in H'(RV) as ¢ — 0%, that is, A = 0 is a
bifurcation point for (1.1). We note that the assumption (1.3) plays a crucial role in ensuring the
positivity of the Lagrange multiplier A, > 0 for given ¢ > 0. So, Stuart proposed in [31, Remark
2, Page 577] an open problem as follows

“At present, no results seem to cover cases where q(x) /4 0 as |z| — +oo and q is
non-radially symmetric.”



After that, paper [36] gave an answer to the above open problem for (1.1). Precisely, Zhu and
Zhou [36] considered a much more general problem

— Au+du = f(z,u) in RN, (\,u) € R x H'(RY) (1.4)
and they required f(z,u) satisfying the following conditions
(f1) f(z,u) € C(RN x R) and for some constant C' > 0 such that
f (@) < Cjul + |u]'*¥),Ve € RN, u € R;
(f2) il—>mo u™ f(z,u) = 0 uniformly in 2 € RY;
(f3) f(x,u) — f(u) as || — 400 uniformly for bounded u € R;
(f4) 3A > 0,5 € (0,2) and S € (2,2 + 2(2—]\?8)) such that
F(z,t) > A1+ |z))~%|t)%,z e RNt e R,
or

Fit)
50 |t|2+% o

(f5) F(z,t) > F(t),Vz € RN t € R.

Thanks to the concentration compactness principle, in [36] they proved that: For any ¢ > 0
small enough, there is A\, > 0 such that problem (1.4) possesses a L?-normalized solution .,
that is, (A¢, u.) solves (1.4) and I(u.) = m,, where

I(u) := %/RN \Vu|>dz — /RN F(z,u)dz,u € H*(RY)

and
me = inf {I(u) lullZe @y = c} ,e>0.

Furthermore, they showed that A\. — 0 in R and u. — 0 in H'(RY) as ¢ — 0%, that
is, A = 0 is a bifurcation point for (1.4). Meanwhile, Stuart [32] also studied (1.4) with
flz,u) =37 gi(2)|u[""u and 0 < 0; < 4 and obtained the existence of normalized ground
state solution (Ae,uc) with Ae — 0,||[Vucl|3 — 0 as ¢ — 0F. Tt is known that to get the
compactness for a minimizing sequence constrained on S., the Lagrange multiplier has to be
controlled. So, in [32], Stuart still required the conditions

qi(z) > A;(1+ |z|)~% with A; > 0,t; € [0,2) and 0 < 0; < 2(2—1;“),

which play a crucial role in verifying inf,cg, J{u] < 0 (see the conditions (A3) and (A4) in [32]).
In particular, g(x) 4 0 as |x| — 400 is also involved there, see the condition (A4) in [32]. Some
progress was also implied in [26], although the author did not give a straightforward estimate
on the Lagrange multiplier that A\, — 0 as ¢ — 0.

However, all the papers mentioned above are required some global properties on the
nonlinearity g(s). We note that Jeanjean in [18] studied the local conditions on nonlinearities
to ensure bifurcation from the continuous spectrum for (1.4), but he still required that



lim f(x,s) = 0 uniformly for s € [—§,0], see [18, hypothesis (H2)], which is essentially

T|——+00

‘Il(‘)t th-e case of Stuart’s open problem. To the best of the authors’ knowledge, there seemed
no further results on Stuart’s open problem under more general nonlinear terms. In this paper,
our main aim is to answer this open problem by requiring only the properties of g(s) near the
origin. Our main theorem is as follows:

Theorem 1.1. Assume (G1)-(G2) and (Q) hold, then A = 0 is a bifurcation point for problem
(1.1).

Remark 1.2. (i) The well known Clark’s theorem [10] asserts the existence of a sequence of
negative critical values tending to 0 for even coercive functionals, which has been improved in
many works, see, e.g., [8,17,23,33]. In particular, Wang [33] requires only the local conditions
near the origin. However, these works are focused on the sub-linear case. In this paper, our
aim is to establish the bifurcation results for a super-linear problem with only local conditions
near the origin, the Clark’s theorem and its variants are not applicable. (il) We mention
that, if —A is replaced by a Schridinger operator —A + V(z) with V(x) being a coercive
potential and f(x,u) being a power type nonlinearity in (1.4), the L?—normalized solutions
and its asymptotical behaviors for (1.4) has attracted much attentions in recent years, see,
e.g., [13, 14, 22, 35]. Very recently, some bifurcation results for a nonhomogeneous fractional
equation was obtained in [15].

To prove the above Theorem 1.1, we should mention a very recent paper due to Jeanjean-
Zhang-Zhong [21], in which a new approach is developed to study the L?-normalized solutions
for the following equation

— Au+du = g(u) in RY, (1.5)

under very mild assumptions on g. In [21], the authors obtained some results about the
existence, non-existence and multiplicities of the L?-normalized solutions. In particular, under
some suitable assumptions, they established the asymptotic behavior of positive solutions to
(1.5) as A — 0", In the spirit of the work [21], our proof for Theorem 1.1 is divided into the
following steps:

(i) We firstly focus on the following modified equation of (1.1)
— Au+ du = g(z)§(u) in RY, (1.6)

where §(s) = g(s) provided s small enough and satisfies some suitable assumptions, see
Lemma 2.1 for the details.

(ii) We show that (1.6) possesses a mountain pass solution uy for any A > 0, see our Theorem
4.2 in Section 4.

(iii) We then prove that uy — 0 in H'(R") as A\ — 07, that is, A = 0 is a bifurcation point
for equation (1.6), see our Proposition 3.4.

(iv) We finally claim that |Juy[l — 0 as A = 07 (see our Lemma 2.7 or Remark 2.8), which
shows that uy is essentially a solution to the original problem (1.1) for A small enough.
Hence, A = 0 is also a bifurcation point for equation (1.1).



Remark 1.3. In paper [36], the open problem of [31] was answered under the assumptions (f1)-
(f5), but (f1) is a global condition on f(x,u). Condition (A1) in [32] is also a global condition
on g(s) and g(s) in [32] is homogeneous. In this paper, we start with the modified problem
(1.6), our main results only depends on the local behavior of g(s) near 0. In our case, g(s) is
allowed to grow very fast, such as, g(s) can be mass super-critical or even Sobolev super-critical
at infinity. Moreover, g(s) is also allowed to be negative and decreasing for large s > 0.

Remark 1.4. By the arqguments of our paper, it is easy to generalize the result for the following
problem

— Au+ I = iqz(az)g,(u) in RN, (\,u) € R x HY(RY). (1.7)

i=1
Assume that for each i € {1,2,--- ,m}, g; satisfies (G1)-(G2) and q; admits (@), then A =0
is also a bifurcation point of (1.7).

Based on Theorem 1.1, we have also a bifurcation result for problem (1.1) with Au being
replaced by AV (z)u in (1.1), see (1.8).

Theorem 1.5. Let q(x) = C > 0 or satisfies (Q). If the conditions (G1)-(G2) hold and V (x)
satisfies

(V) 0<Vo:= inf V(z) < sup V(z)= lim V(x)=: V.,

z€RN z€RN |z|—00
then X = 0 is a bifurcation point for the following equation

— Au+ \V(z)u = q(z)g(u), (A, u) € R x HY(RY). (1.8)

2 Preliminaries

Lemma 2.1. Under the assumptions (G1)-(G2), for any «, B satisfying 2 < a <2+o0 < <
2+ +, there ezist §: R — R and sg € (0,51) such that

(G1) § € C(R) is odd and §(s) > 0 for s > 0;

(G2) G(s) = g(s) for s €[0,s0] and lim 9(s)

S——400 sﬁ_ 1

=:B > 0;

(G3) aG(s) < j(s)s < BG(s) for any s € R, where G(s) = Iy g(t)dt.
Proof. Under the assumptions (G1)-(G2), we know that

1

=57 (A +0(1))s*T for s > 0 close to 0,
o

9(s) = (A +0(1))s'*7,G(s)

where we denote by o(1) a quantity which goes to 0 as s — 0. Hence, by a < 2+ o < 3, there
exists sg € (0, s1) such that

aG(s) < g(s)s < BG(s), Vs € [—so, Sol- (2.1)



We define

g(s)v for s € [07 80]7
3(s) == { g(so)sg V71 for s > s, (2:2)
—g(—s), for s <0.

Clearly, g € C(R) is odd and g(s) > 0 for s > 0, thus (G1) holds. By the definition (2.2), it is
easy to see that (G2) holds with

— jim 9) ~(5-1)
B = SETOO 1 9(s0)sg > 0.

Furthermore, for s > sg, we know that
—s-1 1
G(s) = Gls0) + glso)sy "5 (57 7

and

Then, by (2.1), for s > sq,

9(s)s — BG(s) = g(s0)so — BG(s0) <0, (2.3)
and
g(s)s — aG(s) = <1 — %) g(so)so_(ﬁ_l)sﬁ + %g(so)so — aG(sg)
>g(s0)sg — aG(sg) > 0. (2.4)
Hence, (G3) also holds. O

Remark 2.2. Let §(s) be defined in Lemma 2.1. Then:

(i) There exists C > 0 such that

i(s)<C (sl+0 + sf“) Vs € R, (2.5)

(it) For any M > 0, there are positive constants Cpr1 > Car2 such that

Chras'™ < g(s) < Car1s',Vs € [0, M]. (2.6)

Fix «, and let § be given in Lemma 2.1. In what follows, we focus on discussing the
equation (1.6).

Remark 2.3. (i) For A > 0, if u > 0 is a classical solution to (1.6), then the maximum
principle shows that uw > 0 in RY. Furthermore, if u(z) — 0 as |z| — oo, then it is
easy to know that u(x) decays exponentially at oo and so that u € H'Y(RN). Conversely,
if u € HY(RYN) is a weak solution to (1.6), under the assumptions (G1),(G2) and (Q),
combining with Lemma 2.1, the standard elliptic estimate is applicable, and then u is also
a classical solution.



(ii) For A = 0, if 0 < u € HYRY) is a weak solution to (1.6), under the assumptions
(G1),(G2) and (Q), we still have that u is a classical solution. However, if u > 0 is a
classical solution to (1.6), whether u € HY(RN) is of interest in itself. In this respect, we
have the following Lemma 2.5.

Lemma 2.4. ( [1, Lemma 2.2]) If h(x) € L°°(B3\B%) is nonnegative, and uw > 0 satisfies
—Au > h(z) in Bg\B%,
then, there exists a constant ¢ > 0 depending only on N such that, for each Q C Bo\Bjy,

inf u > ¢|Qinf h.
B2\B1 Q

Lemma 2.5. Assume that (G1) and (G2) hold and C1 < q(z) < Cs, for some C1,Cy > 0 and
any © € RN. If u is a classical solution of

—Au = g(x)g(u) in RY,
0 <u(xr) < M,VreRY, (2.7)
u € C2(RN),

then uw € HY(RN), where § is given in Lemma 2.1.

Proof. Suppose that u # 0, then u is positive in RY by the maximum principle. Since u is
bounded, by Remark 2.2-(ii), there exists C' > 0 such that

— Au = q(x)§(u) > Cu' ™. (2.8)
Set u,(z) := u(rz) and r > 0, then
— Au(x) = r’(—Au)(rz) > Oriu(rz)™ =: h(z). (2.9)

Taking Q0 = By\ By, it follows from Lemma 2.4 that

140
inf w > Cr? < inf u> , (2.10)
B, \Br B, \Br
where C' depends only on M and N. Hence,
inf u<Cre. (2.11)

B2’I‘\B7"
On the other hand, let d(x) := —q(w)% € L=®(RYM) and

L=-A + d(l‘),

then Lu = 0,u > 0 in RY. By [12, Theorem 8.20], there exists some C only depending on N
such that

sup u<C inf wu. (2.12)
BQ’!"\B’I‘ BZT\B"“



Then, for some C' > 0 depending only on M, N,
u(z) < Clz|~7,¥]z| > 1. (2.13)

Then, a direct computation shows that

/ u?dr < 400,
|z|>1

here o < % is required. So u € L2*RY) and also v € L?>T°(R"), which implies that
q(-)g(u)u € LY(RN). Hence, |Vu| € L2(RY) and thus u € H*(RY). O

Lemma 2.6. Assume (G1)-(G3) and (Q) hold. If u € H'(RN) is a nonnegative solution of
(1.6) with X € (0, M], then there exists Cy > 0, depending only on M, such that

[ufloe < Cr-

Proof. We argue by contradiction. If there exists a sequence {\,} C (0,M] with {u,} C
HY(RY), and u, > 0 solves (1.6) with A = \,, such that

M, = ||un||oo — +o0.
Let 2, € R be such that u,(z,) = M,. Now we perform a rescaling, setting x — ,, = Y
M,?%
and
- 1 Y
un(y) = Mun Tp + B—2 | >
n Mn 2
then 7, (0) = max u,(y) = 1 and
yeRN
- g(M,u Ao
i) =g Yy 4 | "ﬁffy)) — i (y): (2.14)
MnT n n
Up to a subsequence, we may assume that
q(xn) = T € [goo, Q0] s 1 — +00. (2.15)

By Remark 2.2-(i), under the assumption (Q) and \, < M, M, — +oo, the right hand side
of (2.14) is of L>(R"). Then a standard elliptic estimate gives %, — @ in C2_(RY), where
@(0) = 1 = max,cpn (y) and

— At =7Bu’ ' in RV, (2.16)
So, by [24, Theorem 8.4] for N = 1,2 and by [9, Theorem 2-(ii)] for N > 3 (see also [11, Theorem
1.1]), we know that @ = 0, which is a contradiction to @(0) = 1. O

Lemma 2.7. Assume (G1)-(G3) and (Q) hold and let {u,}>>, ¢ H'(RN) be positive solutions
to (1.6) with A = X\, = 0%, then
[[un I

n

lim inf
n—-+00

> 0. (2.17)

Furthermore, if one of the following conditions holds



(i) N <4;

. 2 .
(i) N >5 and 0 < =5,

[\

(iii) N > 5,0 € (%, %) and HunHLQ(RN) 5 0;

then
lunllooc = 0 as n — +o0. (2.18)

Proof. Without loss of generality, we may assume that A, < 1,¥n € N. By Lemma 2.6, there
exists some M > 0 such that
lunlloo < M,¥n € N. (2.19)

Let z,, € RY be such that w,(z,) = ||tn]|co. Define

_ ( ) 1 T n
Up(T) 1= Unp, Tn |,
[l oo VA

then 1 = u,(0) = max 4, (z) and
reRN

— Atin(z) + 1n(z) = g <\/”;_

Taking x = 0, by the maximum principle and Remark 2.2-(ii), we have that

) e 220

1 =1u,(0) < — Aty (0) + u,(0)
:q(xn)g(Hun”oo) < qC ”uano

< qCm
Anlltn || oo An
Hence,
S 1
1 f © > > 0.
noy-+o0 A q@Cu

To prove (2.18), we argue by contradiction for the cases (i) and (ii). Suppose that

liminf ||uy||c > 0, and let v, (x) = u,(x + x,). Then,
n——+0o0o

— Av, = q(z + 20)§(vn) — Apvy, in RY. (2.21)
Since q(z + 2,)G(vn) — Aoy € L2°(RY), it follows from a standard elliptic estimate that

v, — v in C}.(RY) with v(0) = lim w,(z,) > 0.

n—o0

Furthermore, v is bounded and satisfies
— Av > qoog(v) >0, 2 € RY. (2.22)

Now, we claim that there always is a contradiction in both cases of (i)-(ii).

4
Case (i): If N <4, we note that c+1 < 1+ N’ by Remark 2.2-(ii) and (2.22), there exists

some C' > 0 such that
— Av > Ot in RY, (2.23)



where

l4o< oo, if N <2,
o< ——7 =
(N —2)4 XN > 3.

Hence, by [24, Theorem 8.4], v = 0 in R" | which is a contradiction to v(0) > 0.

Case (ii): If N > 5 and 0 < %, a similar argument to case (i) implies that v = 0 in RY,
which is also a contradiction.

For case (iii), we first prove that for any p > max {2, %}, there exists some C'(p) > 0 such
that

2

lunlloo < Cp)llunll3,¥n € N. (2.24)

Indeed, for all n € N,
Auy, = Ay, — q(x)g(uy,).
By (Q), A < 1, Jun|loc < M and (2.5), there exists K > 0 such that

|Auy| < K|uy. (2.25)

Using the Calderon-Zymund estimate [25, Chap. 2,3, Prop.8]:

we see from (2.25) that if {u,} C LP(RY) for some 1 < p < oo, then it also holds that
{u,} € W2P(RY) and

d%u

< A f 11 2,p RN 1 29
G| < CwAuL forallw e WHPEY).1 < p <o (226

p

[unllwzr@yy < C(p)llunllp, ¥ € N. (2.27)

Take p > max{2, §}, by |lun|lc < M, we obtain that

p—2 2
unllp < M7 {lun|3 - (2.28)

We recall the continuous embedding WP(RY) < L>(RY) for any p > & Hence,

2
[unlloc < CL(P)unllw2e@yy < Co(p)l[unlly < Ca(p)lunllz, (2.29)

we prove (2.24).
Hence, in Case (iii), that is, N > 5, 335 < 0 < + and [[u, |2 50, it follows (2.24) that
|t ||oe — 0 also holds. O

Remark 2.8. Under the assumptions (G1) — (G3) and (Q), if {u,}2>, € HY(RY) be positive
solutions to (1.6) with A = X\, — 07 such that |Juy|l2 — 0, then ||un|oo — O by Lemma 2.7.

For A > 0 and u € H'(RY), define

. 1 -
Falul = 5 IVull + XJulf =g [ Glu)da (230

and the associate least energy

loo = inf {fw7A[u] cue H RN\ {0} with I/ ,[u] = o} , (2.31)

10



the mountain pass level

Moo, 1= nf o Lo A (7(1)), (2.32)
where )
[ = {’y € C([0,1], HY (RY)) : 7(0) = 0, Io A (7(1)) < 0-} : (2.33)

Then, we have

Lemma 2.9. If (G1)-(G3) and (Q) hold, then Lo > 0 for any X\ > 0. In particular,
loo ) = Moo ) 18 nondecreasing with respect to A € R*.

Proof. We mention that the existence of a least energy solution for
— Au+u = goog(u) in RN, u € HY(RY), (2.34)

was proven by Berestycki and Lions in [5]. It was also shown that the least energy solution
is of mountain pass type (see, e.g., [19] for N > 2 and [20] for N = 1). We omit the proof
here. ]

3 Asymptotic behavior of mountain pass solution

Define

- 1 1 -
Bl = 51Vl + 5\l — | a@Glde, we 1 @Y), (31)
and B
:= inf 1 t 2
my = Inf, max A(v(2)), (3.2)

where I' is defined by

ri={y e C([0,1], H*(®Y)) : %(0) = 0,1, (7(1)) < 0} . (3.3)
Lemma 3.1. Let (G1)-(G3) and (Q) be satisfied. Then, for any A > 0,
0<my < Moo A

and meg )y — 0 as A — 0T,

Proof. For A > 0, m  is attained (see the proof of Lemma 2.9). Let uy » be a mountain pass
solution for (2.34), and by the regularity result, we may suppose that us, y > 0 in RY. And
there exists some v € I's such that v(tg) = us x for some ¢y € (0, 1] with

o To (V1)) = Too A (7(t0)) = Too A (Uoo,2) = Moo . (3.4)

We note that v € T' since Iy(7(1)) < Iox(7(1)) < 0. Then there exists ¢; € (0,1) such that

my ﬁgg‘fﬁ L((t) = L(v(t1)) < Lo n(v(t1))

< max INOO7>\(7(t)) = Moo, \-
t€[0,1]

11



On the other hand, for A > 0 fixed, the norm ||ul|) defined by

1
lullx == (IVull3 + Allul3)®

is equivalent to the usual norm [|u|| g1 (gny = ||lul|. By the Sobolev embeddings, for |lul[x = p > 0
small, we have

- 1 -

Bl =zl = [ | a@Guds
1

>l = (Il + lul)

1 1 1, s
>3l - € (Gl + 1)

my > inf I [u] > 0.
llullx=p

Since a, § > 2, it is easy to see

For A > 0 small, let us \ be the corresponding mountain pass solution of (2.34). Under
the conditions (G1) and (G2), we remark that the assumption (G3) required in [21] holds
automatically, see [21, Remark 2.6]. So by [21, Theorem 5.1], uq y is the unique nontrivial
nonnegative solution. Furthermore, by [21, Theorem 1.3], we have that us x — 0 in H LRM).
Hence,

Moo X = 1:007,\[%07A] —0as\A—0".

]
Lemma 3.2. Assume (G1)-(G3) and (Q) hold. For my, y defined by (3.2), there holds
. Moo, X
| = =0.
AD0t A
Proof. Noting that
1 2 1 2 ~
Moo\ = 5[ Vool + 5A[Uuco 2 — goo G(uoon)dz, (3.5)
2 2 RN
IVt 13 + Al = o [ e (36)
2 L. A
||Vuoo,)\||2 = Ngo §g(uoo,k)uoo,)\ - G(uoo,)\) dx (37)
RN
and
@ é(uw7A)dx < / G(Uoo )\ )Uso ndx < B G(uo@)\)daz. (3.8)
RN RN RN
Then,

NQOO 2 RN G(uoo )\)dx < Hvuoo )\H% < NqOO 552 fRN 3 um,A)d$a
Qoo 22 fRN uOO )\ d:E < Moo A < qoo fRN uoo )\ d$ (39)
4o [0 = MG fon Gluoep)da < Mte B < 1o [5- M} Jiow Gluuso )
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By2<a§ﬁ<2+%,weknowthat
N(B-2) N(a—2)
5 .

0 _
<« 5

<B-

Hence, by [21, Theorem 1.3] again, us, » — 0 in H1(RY) as A — 0T. Then it follows (3.9) that
moo,)\ q fRN uoo )\ < ¥QOO )\Huoo,)\”%
AT 2 A oo [a N(g—%] A
B2

2 +
= U —0asA—0".
N(2—|—%Ox—ﬁ)‘| oo,)\||2

U
Corollary 3.3. If (G1)-(G3) and (Q) hold, then, for my is given by (3.2), we have
my
lim —= =0.
A0t N
Proof. 1t follows from Lemmas 3.1 and 3.2. O

Proposition 3.4. Under the conditions (G1)-(G3) and (Q), for X > 0, let uy be a mountain
pass solution of (1.6), then

uy — 0 in HY(RY) as A — 0F.
Consequently, X\ =0 is a bifurcation point for (1.6).

Proof. Since uy is a solution to (1.6),

Vel + Al = | a@i(u)unds. (3.10)
Hence,
1 -
ma =5 (190l + Alur ) = | at)Glun)do
RN
>3 (VB M) - = [ a@)gtuunda
2 2 2 o JpN

1 1
_ <§ _ a) (IVurl2 + Allua|2) -
So, for A <1, we have
1 1
ma = (53 ) Ml e 4y

By Corollary 3.3, we obtain that

200 . my 0
m —— =0.
a— 2250+ A

: 2
Jimn el ey <
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4 Existence of mountain pass solution

Under the assumptions of (G1)-(G3) and (Q), it is easy to check that Iy satisfies the mountain
pass geometry. Then there exists a (PS),,, sequence {u,} C HY(RY), i.e., as n — +oo,

ff\[un] — O,I:A[un] — M. (4.1)

Since § satisfies the so-called Ambrosetti-Rabinowitz type condition (see Lemma 2.1-(G3)), it
is standard to check that {u,} is bounded in H*(RY). Up to a subsequence, we assume that
Uy, — u weakly in H'(RY) and u is a weak solution of (1.6), and our following Lemma shows
that u # 0.

Lemma 4.1. Under the assumptions of (G1)-(G3) and (Q), let u be the weak limit of the
sequence {uy} given by (4.1), then u # 0.

Proof. By contradiction, if u = 0, then

U, — 0 strongly in L? (R™),V¥p € [1,2%). (4.2)

loc

Step 1. We firstly prove that there exist n > 0, R > 0 and {y,} C R" such that

lim inf/ [un |*dz > 7. (4.3)
Br(yn)

n—-+4o00

Indeed, for any R > 0, if

sup / | |2dz — 0 as n — oco.
yeRN J Br(y)

Then, we infer that u, — 0 strongly in LP(RN) for any 2 < p < 2* (See [34, Lemma 1.21]).
Then, by Lemma 2.1-(G3) we have

lim q(2)G (up)dz = 0 = lim q()g(up)updz. (4.4)
n—oo RN n—oo RN
These imply that u, — 0 strongly in H'(RY) and hence my = lim,, o I Alun] = 0, which
contradicts Lemma 3.1.

Step 2. Let {y,} be obtained in Step 1, then {y,} is unbounded in R¥.
If there exists M > 0 such that sup,, |y,| < M, then, for R > 0 given in Step 1, we have

/ |un|2dzn > / |un|2dx >n >0, (4.5)
Br4(0) Br(yn)

which is a contradiction to our assumption (4.2).
Step 3. We claim that (¢(z) — ¢eo)g(un) — 0 in H=1 as n — oco.
Indeed, for any ¢ € H'(RY), it follows from (2.5), Hélder inequality and Sobolev embeddings

14



that, for any R > 0,

/ (4(@) — guo)il ()l
RN

< /ng 0(0) — aelgtun)lolde + [ Jale) = alun)lelda

|z|>R
4o p—1
9 240 B
<c (/ ot +f’dx> H90H2+cr+</ |un|ﬂdx> lells
|z|<R |z|<R
+sup Jg@) — gl | Cllunl™ + Junl?)plde
|z|>R |z|>R

=0o(1)||¢|l g1, by letting n — +o0 and using (4.2), then letting R — +o0.

Step 4. Put wy, () := u,(z + yy), then I’ [w,] — 0 in AL,
For any ¢ € HY(RY), denote ¢, (z) = p(x —y,). Since ||on| g = ¢/,

jéo)\[wn]ﬁp :~<,>o,>\[un]90n = [Ns\[un]@n + / (q() = go0)g(un)pndz.

RN
By Step 3, (¢() — ¢oo)§(un) — 0 in H~1, then it follows from I4[u,] — 0 in H~' that
| I Alwnlel < o(1) Il

That is, IZO)\[wn] —0in H~ L

Step 5. Up to a subsequence, w, — w in H(RN). By Step 1 and Step 4, we know that w % 0
is a weak solution to equation:

— Aw+ I\ = goog(w) in RY, (4.6)
By (2.31) and Lemma 2.9, we have
INOO)\[W] > Eoo,)\ = Moo, \- (47)

Step 6. By the well known Brezis-Lieb lemma, we have

el =l = ) =l =Wl =t [ 3 =) — )i

—wn2—w2—oo G(wp)wn — g(w)w|dx + o
=llwnllx = [wllX — @ /RN[Q( ) g(w)w]dz + o(1)

:Iéo,A[Wn]Wn - ~c/>o,>\["‘f]‘*" +o(1)
where the fact that {w,} is bounded in H'(R™) and the result of Step 4 are used. Then, by
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~ 1 .
Too \Jwp — W] :§Hwn —w|3 - / 4o G(wp, — w)dx
RN
1
>3 lon —lft = ¢ [ doelion — @)o0n — @)z
N
1 1
~ (5 5 ) lon =l + 1)
>o(1)

Applying the Brezis-Lieb lemma again,
lim inf INOO7>\[wn] = lim inf [foo,)\[w] + INOO7>\[wn —w]+ 0(1)] > INOO7)\[w] > Mo 2

n—oo n—oo

On the other hand, by Step 3 and (é3), we have

(67

/ (4(2) — guo)G(up)da
RN

Hence,
m =I\[un] + o(1)

1 1 ~
IVl + Al ~ [ atx)Glun)de +o(1)
RN

Tl = [ al@)Clun)dn+ [ anGlan)do +o(1)

~Tooalond = | (ale) = )G )da + o)

=Ton[wn] +0(1) > Lo x4+ 0(1)
=Moo + 0(1),

which is a contradiction to Lemma 3.1 that m) < ms x. So, Lemma 4.1 is proved.

<L / (0(2) — 400)G (tn)tindz = o1t 112 = 0(1).
RN

(4.8)

O

Theorem 4.2. Let (G1)-(G3) and (Q) be satisfied. For any \ > 0, there exists a mountain

pass solution 0 < uy € H'(RN) to (1.6), that is,

I5(uy) = 0 and Iy(uy) = my.

(4.9)

Proof. For {u,} ¢ H'(RY) given by (4.1), we claim that u, — u in H'(R"). Otherwise, for
bn () := up(x) — u(x), we have ¢, — 0 in H'(RY) but ¢,, 4 0in H'(RY). By the well known

Brezis-Lieb lemma,

fRN q(z)g(up)undr = fRN q(z)g(u)udr + fRN q(2)G(Pn)Pndx 4 o(1),
IVun3 + Munll3 = [[Vull3 + Mull3 + [IVénl3 + Ménll3 + o(1),
IVl + Alullz = [ a()g(w)udz,

V3 + Munll3 = fen ¢(2)3(un)undz + o(1).

16
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Then, there exist 71 > 0, Ry > 0 and {z,} C R" with |2,| — 400 such that

lim inf |pn|2d2 > m1 > 0. (4.11)

n— o0 BRl (Zn)

Otherwise, similar to the proof of (4.4), we have / q(2)g(¢n)pndx = o(1), and then (4.10)
RN

implies that u, — u in H'(R"), which is a contradiction.
So, by (4.11) and ¢,, — 0 in H'(RY), we have, for some ¢ € H'(RY),

Vn () := dp(x + 2,) = # 0 in HY(RY).

Then by applying a similar argument in Lemma 4.1 (see Step 4), we get that v, is a (PS)
sequence of I, y, and thus

Lo A[tn] > Loy + 0(1) = Mmoo x + o(1). (4.12)
Hence, by the Brezis-Lieb lemma again,
my =I\[u,] + o(1)
=D\ [u] + L\ [¢n] + o(1)
=1\ [u] + Lo A[tn] + 0(1)
> A[n] +0(1)
>Mio,x + 0(1),

which contradicts to Lemma 3.1 again, where we use the fact I[u] > 0, see Lemma 4.3 below.
Hence, u, — uin H'(RY) and I,[u] = m,. That is, u is a mountain pass solution to (1.6).
The proof of Theorem 4.2 is complete. O

Lemma 4.3. If (G1)-(G3) and (Q) hold, then, for any fized X\ > 0, there exists ny > 0 such
that
inf{I[u] : u € H{RM)\{0} and (I}[u],u) = 0} > ).

,u)
Proof. By Sobolev embeddings, under the assumptions (Q) and (G3), there exists C' > 0, which
depends only on A, « and [, such that

[ a@iten < Ol + ). vu € 7' @)
For any u # 0 with (I}[u],u) = 0, we know that
Jull = [ et < Cllals + .
Then, by 8 > a > 2 there exists C' = C(\, «, ) > 0 such that
inf{|jully : w € HRY)\{0} and (I}[u],u) = 0} > C.

Hence,

Al =l = [ oG = 31l =3 [ a@atu

1 1 1 1
~(5-2) k= (5-1)c=m>0

17



5 Proofs of Theorem 1.1 and Theorem 1.5

Now, we are ready to prove our main Theorems 1.1 and 1.5.
Proof of Theorem 1.1.

Under the assumptions (G1)-(G2) and (Q), fix a, 3 such that 2 < o <2+ 0 < <2+ .
Let § be the modified function given in Lemma 2.1 such that (G1)-(G'3) hold. Then by Theorem
4.2, for any A > 0, problem (1.6) possesses a mountain pass solution uy. By Proposition 3.4,

we know that
uy — 0 strongly in HY(RY) as A — 07, (5.1)

Furthermore, since § is odd, we may assume that ) is nonnegative in RY. Then, by the
regularity result and maximum principle, u) is strictly positive. Let sy be given by Lemma
2.1, because of (5.1) and Remark 2.8, we conclude that ||uy||cc — 0 as A — 0. So, we can
find some \g > 0 such that uy(z) < sg, VA € (0, \g), V& € RY. Then, the definition of § implies
that,

Glun(z)) = glur(z)) in RN, YA € (0, ).

That is, for A € (0, \g), wy is essential a positive solution to the original problem (1.1). So,
using (5.1) again, A = 0 is a bifurcation point for equation (1.1). The proof of Theorem 1.1 is
completed.

Proof of Theorem 1.5.

By Theorem 1.1, there exists some A; > 0 small enough such that for any A € (0, A1) with
A1 = ‘%‘)O, there exists a mountain pass solution u ) to

— Au+ N\Voou = q(z)g(u) in RY. (5.2)

Furthermore,
uyy — 0 in HY(RY) as A — 0T

For any u € H'(RY), set

1 1
ialu] = Va2 + 2 / Veoulda — / ¢(2)G(u)dz (5.3)
2 2 RN RN
and . 1
Ly[u] == =||Vu|)3 + —/\/ V (x)ulda —/ q(x)G(u)dx. (5.4)
2 2 RN RN
Define
= inf I t 5.5
= nf, max 1A (v(1)), (5.5)
where
Iy = {y € C([0,1], H'(RY)) : 7(0) = 0, 1A (v(1)) < 0.} . (5.6)
Furthermore, by Corollary 3.3,
mix
T W (5.7)

18



Similarly, define

my = iﬁ?g% I(v(1)), (5.8)
where
I':={yeC(0,1],H' RY)) : 4(0) = 0, I (7(1)) < 0.} . (5.9)

Then, similar to Lemma 3.1, under the assumption (V) we can prove that
0 <my <mqp. (5.10)

Precisely, V5 > 0 plays a role in guaranteeing my) > 0 and Vj < V is used to prove that
my < my . Hence, by (5.7) and (5.10), we obtain that

lim —> = 0. (5.11)

Under the assumption (V), for A € (0, A1), it is standard to prove the existence of a mountain
pass solution u) to (1.8). Then, for A > 0 small,

my 2> C)\HUAH?{I(RN)

and (5.11) implies that
uy — 0in HY(RY) as A — 07,

Therefore, A = 0 is also a bifurcation point for (1.8). The proof is complete.
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