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Normalized solutions for some quasilinear elliptic equation

with critical Sobolev exponent⋆
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Abstract

Consider the equation

−∆pu = λ|u|p−2u+ µ|u|q−2u+ |u|p∗−2u in R
N

under the normalized constraint ∫

RN

|u|p = cp,

where −∆pu = div(|∇u|p−2∇u), 1 < p < N , p < q < p∗ = Np
N−p , c, µ > 0 and λ ∈ R. In

the purely Lp-subcritical case, we obtain the existence of ground state solution by virtue

of truncation technique, and obtain multiplicity of normalized solutions. In the purely

Lp-critical and supercritical case, we drive the existence of positive ground state solution,

respectively. Finally, we investigate the asymptotic behavior of ground state solutions

obtained above as µ→ 0+.

Keywords: Normalized solutions; p-Laplace equation; Sobolev critical exponent; Pohožaev

manifold.
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1. Introduction and main results

The aim of this paper is to study the normalized solutions of some p-Laplace equation

with combined power nonlinearities

−∆pu = λ|u|p−2u+ µ|u|q−2u+ |u|p∗−2u in R
N , (1.1)

where −∆pu = div(|∇u|p−2∇u), 1 < p < N , p < q < p∗ = Np
N−p , λ, µ ∈ R. Before we

make precise statements, let us comment on some works which motivated this one. It is
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well known (1.1) is a special form of the equation

−∆pu = λ|u|p−2u+ f(u) in R
N , (1.2)

where f(u) is a general nonlinearity. In general, problem (1.2) can be seen as the station-

ary counterpart of evolution equations with nonlinear diffusion. The p-Laplace equation

arises in a variety of physical phenomena, for instance, in the study of no-Newtonian flu-

ids, and in the study of nonlinear elasticity problems, please see [21, 28] for more details

of physical background. When looking for solutions to (1.2), a possible choice is to fix

λ ∈ R and to search for solutions to (1.2) as critical points of the corresponding energy

functional by using variational method, see for example [2, 12, 26, 31, 37] in unbounded

domains and [3, 4, 14, 27] in bounded domains.

Alternatively, from a physical point of view, it is interesting to find solutions to (1.2)

having prescribed mass ∫

RN

|u|p = cp with c > 0. (1.3)

In this direction, the parameter λ ∈ R arises as a Lagrange multiplier, which depends on

the solution and is not a priori given. The aim of this paper is to establish the existence

asymptotic properties of weak solutions of (1.1) and (1.3). Here and after, by a solution

we always mean a couple (u, λ) which satisfies (1.1) and (1.3). One refers to this type of

solutions as to normalized solutions, since (1.3) imposes a normalization on the Lp-norm

of u.

In the case of p = 2, (1.2) can be rewritten as the semilinear elliptic equation

−∆u = λu+ f(u) in R
N . (1.4)

Normalized solutions of (1.4) have achieved considerable attention(see, for examples,

[5, 7, 9, 22, 23, 33, 38, 43, 44]). Recently, in [39] Soave studied (1.4) with combined

nonlinearities, i.e.,

f(u) = µ|u|q−2u+ |u|p−2u,

where q < p satisfies 2 < q ≤ q̄ = 2 + 4/N ≤ p < 2∗ = 2N
N−2 . Existence and asymptotic

properties of normalized ground state solutions, as well as stability/instability results,

were established. Later, in [32] Luo and Zhang obtained existence and nonexistence

results of normalized solutions for fractional Schrödinger equations with combined non-

linearities. In particular, Soave [40] investigated the Brezis-Nirenberg problem

−∆u = λu+ µ|u|q−2u+ |u|2∗−2u in R
N , (1.5)

where 2 < q < 2∗. The cases of L2-subcritical, L2-critical and L2-supercritical pertur-

bation were considered respectively. The author proved the existence and asymptotic

properties of normalized ground state solutions for (1.5). With the help of positive lower

order perturbation term µ|u|q−2u, the associated energy level can be pulled down below
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the noncompactness level and henceforth the existence result is obtained. Compared

with the case of p = 2, there are few papers considered the normalized solutions of (1.2)

with p 6= 2 except [20, 47].

Motivated by the results mentioned above, we shall establish the existence and asymp-

totic properties of normalized solutions of (1.1) in the current paper. Let E =W 1,p
r (RN )

and denote by | · |s the usual norm of Ls(RN ) with s ∈ [1,∞). Moreover, we denote by

Jµ : E → R the energy functional related to (1.1), given by

Jµ(u) =
1

p

∫

RN

|∇u|p − 1

p∗

∫

RN

|u|p∗ − µ

q

∫

RN

|u|q.

It is standard that Jµ is of class C1 in E, and any critical points of Jµ constrained to

Sc = {u ∈ E : |u|p = c}

give rise to normalized solutions of (1.1) with λ as a Lagrange multiplier. We will focus

on the existence and asymptotic properties of ground state solutions, the definition of

which is as follows.

Definition 1.1. u ∈ Sc is said to be a ground state solution of (1.1) if

(Jµ|Sc)
′(u) = 0 and Jµ(u) = inf

{
Jµ(v) : v ∈ Sc with (Jµ|Sc)

′(v) = 0
}
.

Next, we recall the Gagliardo-Nirenberg inequality [1, 10] as follows.

Lemma 1.1. Let p < q < p∗, then the following inequality holds
∫

RN

|u|q ≤ C(q)|u|(1−γq)q
p |∇u|γqqp , for all u ∈W 1,p(RN ),

where γq =
N(q−p)

pq and C(q) > 0 is the best possible constant in this inequality.

In order to obtain the ground state solution, as in [40], we introduce the Pohožaev

manifold

Mc,µ = {u ∈ Sc : Pµ(u) = 0},
where

Pµ(u) =

∫

RN

|∇u|p −
∫

RN

|u|p∗ − µγq

∫

RN

|u|q.

It is clear that Jµ is bounded from below on Mc,µ and

m(c, µ) = inf
u∈Mc,µ

Jµ(u)

is well defined provided that Mc,µ 6= ∅. Using Pohožaev identity (see [31]), the critical

points of the functional Jµ|Sc lie in Mc,µ. Hence if infMc,µ Jµ is achieved by the normal-

ized solution for (1.1), then it is the a ground state solution of (1.1) on S(c). In what

follows, we will state our main results, for this purpose we will give some notations. Set

C ′ =


p

∗(p− γqq)S
p∗

p

p(p∗ − γqq)




p−γqq

p∗−p

(p∗ − p)q

C(q)p(p∗ − γqq)
,
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where S is the optimal constant of the Sobolev embedding D1,p(RN ) →֒ Lp∗(RN ). Define

α(q) =





C ′, if p < q < p+ p2/N,

q
pC(q) , if q = p+ p2/N,

+∞, if p+ p2/N < q < p∗.

Theorem 1.1. Let µ, c > 0 be such that

µc(1−γq)q < α(q). (1.6)

Assume that p < q < p+ p2/N . We obtain

(i) (1.1) has a positive ground state solution u ∈ Sc with Jµ(u) < 0 and u is an interior

local minimizer of Jµ on the set AR0(c) = {u ∈ Sc : |∇u|2 < R0} for a suitable R0.

(ii) (1.1) possesses an unbounded sequence of solutions (uk, λk) with |uk|p = c, λk < 0

and J(uk) → 0− as k → ∞.

(iii) if we make additional assumptions N > 2 and N2/3 < p < 3, then (1.1) also has a

positive normalized solution of mountain pass type.

Theorem 1.2. Let µ, c > 0 be such that (1.6) holds. Assume that p < N2/3 and

q = p+ p2/N . Then (1.1) has a positive ground state solution in Sc for some λ < 0.

Theorem 1.3. Assume that p < N2/3 and p + p2/N < q < p∗. Then for any c, µ > 0,

the equation (1.1) has a positive ground state solution in Sc for some λ < 0.

Theorem 1.4. Let uc,µ ∈ Sc be the positive ground state solution of (1.1) obtained in

Theorems 1.1, 1.2 and 1.3 with energy level m(c, µ).

(i) If p < q < p+ p2/N , then

m(c, µ) → 0 and |∇uc,µ|pp → 0 as µ→ 0+.

(ii) If p < N2/3 and p+ p2/N ≤ q < p∗, then uc,µ ⇀ 0 in E,

m(c, µ) → 1

N
SN/p and |∇uc,µ|pp → SN/p as µ→ 0+.

For u ∈ E and t ∈ R, we define

ut(x) = e
N
p
tu(etx), for a.e. x ∈ R

N .

One can easily check that |ut|p = |u|p for any t ∈ R. Then ut ∈ Sc if and only if u ∈ Sc.

Moreover, the properties of Mc,µ are closely related to the behavior of Jµ with respect

to such a dilation. For any u ∈ Sc, we introduce the fiber map

Ψµ
u(t) = Jµ(u

t) =
ept

p

∫

RN

|∇u|p − ep
∗t

p∗

∫

RN

|u|p∗ − µ
eγqqt

q

∫

RN

|u|q.
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The monotonicity and convexity properties of Ψµ
u will affect the structure of Mc,µ and,

obviously, u ∈ Mc,µ if and only if 0 is a critical point of the function Ψµ
u. In spirit of

this, we shall decompose Mc,µ into three parts

M+
c,µ =

{
u ∈ Sc :

(
Ψµ

u

)′
(0) = 0,

(
Ψµ

u

)′′
(0) > 0

}
,

M0
c,µ =

{
u ∈ Sc :

(
Ψµ

u

)′
(0) = 0,

(
Ψµ

u

)′′
(0) = 0

}
,

M−
c,µ =

{
u ∈ Sc :

(
Ψµ

u

)′
(0) = 0,

(
Ψµ

u

)′′
(0) < 0

}
.

Clearly, Mc,µ = M+
c,µ ∪ M0

c,µ ∪ M−
c,µ. We will see from Lemmas 4.2, 5.4, 5.10 that if

p < q < p+ p2/N then M0
c,µ = ∅; while if p+ p2/N ≤ q < p∗ then M+

c,µ = M0
c,µ = ∅.

Remark 1.1. The numbers p+p2/N, i.e., Lp-critical exponents for p-Laplace equations

in R
N , play important roles in our setting. As one shall see, the structure of the set Mc,µ

is completely different in the four cases: p < q < p+ p2/N , p+ p2/N ≤ q < p∗.

Remark 1.2. The assumption (1.6) plays important role in the study of the geometry of

the constrained functional Jµ|Sc for the two cases p < q ≤ p+p2/N and p+p2/N < q < p∗.

In the latter case p+p2/N < q < p∗, it is remarkable that we can prove that α(q) = +∞,

so that any c, µ > 0 are admissible. The assumption p < N2/3 is used in the cases of

p + p2/N ≤ q < p∗ in order to ensure that the ground state level m(c, µ) is less than
1
N S

N/p, which is an essential ingredient in our compactness argument.

Since the variational setting of the problem (1.1) lacks an ordered Hilbert space

structure which plays an important role in dealing with the problems, we will encounter

several difficulties. The first one is the a.e. convergence of the gradients needs a justifica-

tion. Furthermore, Palais-Smale sequences of constraint functional Jµ|Sc are not a priori

bounded and the sequence of approximate Lagrange multipliers has to be controlled. To

overcome such a difficulty, we shall use Ekeland’s variational principle and the stretched

functional in the spirit of [23] to construct a special Palais-Smale sequence which carries

additional information related to Pohožaev identity. Finally, the weak limit of a bounded

Palais-Smale sequence could not belong to the constraint Sc and we cannot directly prove

that the weak limit is a critical point of Jµ|Sc , because the embeddings E →֒ Lp(RN )

and E →֒ Lp∗(RN ) are not compact.

The paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we present some preliminary results.

We establish the existence of a special Palais-Smale sequence for the functional Jµ|Sc and

give the compactness analysis In Section 3. Sections 4 is devoted to the proof of Theorem

1.1. The proofs of Theorems 1.2 and 1.3 are given in Sections 5, while the asymptotic

properties of normalized solutions are given in Section 6.

Notations. The following notations will be used frequently.

• N+ denotes the positive integer set.
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• W 1,p(RN ) is the usual Sobolev space with the norm

‖u‖ =

(∫

RN

|∇u|p + |u|p
)1/p

.

• W 1,p
r (RN ) = {u ∈ W 1,p(RN ) : u(x) = u(|x|)} is equipped with the standard norm

‖ · ‖.

• The standard norm in Lp(Ω) is denoted by | · |p,Ω and by | · |p if Ω = R
N .

• D1,p := D1,p(RN ) is the completion of C∞
0 (RN ) with respect to ‖u‖D1,p = |∇u|p.

• o(1) means a quantity which tends to 0.

• The symbols → and ⇀ denote the strong and weak convergence, respectively.

• C, C(·), Cj stand for positive constants whose exact values are irrelevant.

2. Preliminaries

Let us now comment on the critical problem in the whole space, namely

−∆pu = |u|p∗−2u in R
N , u ∈ D1,p(RN ). (2.1)

It follows from [18](see also [8]) that all the regular radial solutions to (2.1) are given by

the following expression:

Uε,y(x) =
[ε

1
p

(
N

1
p (N−p

p−1 )
p−1
p

)

ε+ |x− y|
p

p−1

]N−p
p

with ε > 0 and y ∈ R
N .

Note that, by [46], it follows that the family of functions given above are minimizers to

S = inf
u∈D1,p\{0}

|∇u|pp
|u|pp∗

.

Let η ∈ C∞
0 (RN ) be a radial cut-off function satisfying

0 ≤ η ≤ 1, η = 1 in B1(0), η = 0 in R
N \B2(0).

We define uε = ηUε,0/|ηUε,0|p∗ and

vε =
cuε
|uε|p

= aεuε. (2.2)

The following estimates can be deduced by standard arguments (see [13, 14]): as ε→ 0+,

|∇uε|pp = S +O(ε
N−p

p ) (2.3)

and

|uε|ss =





O(ε(N(p−s)+sp)(p−1)/p2), if s > p∗(1− 1
p),

O(εN(p−1)/p2 | ln ε|), if s = p∗(1− 1
p),

O(εs(N−p)/p2), if s < p∗(1− 1
p).

(2.4)

Then it is easy to obtain the following lemma.
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Lemma 2.1. Let gε : [0,+∞) → R be defined by

gε(t) =
tp

p
|∇vε|pp −

tp
∗

p∗
|vε|p

∗

p∗ .

Then, as ε→ 0+, we deduce

sup
t>0

gε(t) ≤
1

N
SN/p +O(ε

N−p
p ).

Lemma 2.2. [6, Lemma 3.6] For u ∈ Sc and s ∈ R, the map ϕ 7→ ϕs from TuSc to TusSc

is a linear isomorphism with inverse ψ 7→ ψ−s, where TuSc := {ϕ ∈ Sc :
∫
RN |u|p−2uϕ =

0}.

Proof. We follow the approach in [6, Lemma 3.6]. For ϕ ∈ TuSc and t > 0, we have
∫

RN

|ut(x)|p−2ut(x)ϕt(x) =

∫

RN

eNt|u(etx)|p−2u(etx)ϕ(etx) =

∫

RN

|u(y)|p−2u(y)ϕ(y) = 0,

which implies that ϕt ∈ TutSc and the map is well defined. Clearly it is linear. Taking

into account that, for every t, s > 0 and w ∈ E,

(wt)s = e
N
p
(t+s)

w(et+sx) = wt+s, w0 = w,

the result follows.

Lemma 2.3. The map (u, t) ∈ E × R → ut ∈ E is continuous.

Proof. Assume that un → u in E and tn → t in R. Observed, for ϕ ∈ C∞
0 (RN ), that

∫

RN

|∇utnn |p−2∇utnn ∇ϕ+

∫

RN

|utnn |p−2utnn ϕ

= e
p2−p−N

p
tn

∫

RN

|∇un(x)|p−2∇un(x)(∇ϕ)(e−tnx)

+ e
−Ntn

p

∫

RN

|un(x)|p−2un(x)ϕ(e
−tnx).

By Lebesgue dominated convergence theorem, we conclude that
∣∣∣∣
∫

RN

|∇un(x)|p−2∇un(x)(∇ϕ)(e−tnx)− |∇u(x)|p−2∇u(x)(∇ϕ)(e−tnx)

∣∣∣∣

+

∣∣∣∣
∫

RN

|∇u(x)|p−2∇u(x)(∇ϕ)(e−tnx)− |∇u(x)|p−2∇u(x)(∇ϕ)(e−tnx)

∣∣∣∣

≤ e
N
p
tn
∣∣|∇un|p−2∇un − |∇u|p−2∇u

∣∣
p

p−1
|∇ϕ|p

+

∣∣∣∣
∫

RN

|∇u(x)|p−2∇u(x)(∇ϕ)(e−tnx)− |∇u(x)|p−2∇u(x)(∇ϕ)(e−tx)

∣∣∣∣

→ 0

as n→ ∞. In the same way, we can show that
∫

RN

|un(x)|p−2un(x)ϕ(e
−tnx) →

∫

RN

|u(x)|p−2u(x)ϕ(e−tx),

7



as n→ ∞. As a consequence, for ψ ∈ E,
∫

RN

|∇utnn |p−2∇utnn ∇ψ +

∫

RN

|utnn |p−2utnn ψ

→
∫

RN

|∇ut|p−2∇ut∇ψ +

∫

RN

|ut|p−2utψ

as n → ∞, by employing the fact that C∞
0 (RN ) is dense in E. Now, it is easy to check

that

‖utnn ‖p = eptn |∇un|pp + |un|pp → ept|∇u|pp + |u|pp = ‖ut‖p,

as n→ ∞. Using a well known inequality found in [34, Lemma A.0.5], we know that

(|η|p−2η − |ξ|p−2ξ) · (η − ξ) ≥





d1|η − ξ|p, if p ≥ 2,

d2(|ξ|+ |η|)p−2|ξ − η|2, if p ∈ (1, 2),
(2.5)

where d1, d2 are positive constants. Thereby, we infer from (2.5) that utnn → ut in E.

The proof is completed.

Finally, we give a version of linking theorem, see [16, Section 5].

Definition 2.1. Let X be a topological space and B be a closed subset of X. We shall

say that a class F of compact of subsets of X is a homotopy-stable family with extended

boundary B if for any set A in F and any η ∈ C([0, 1] ×X;X) satisfying η(t, x) = x for

all (t, x) ∈ ({0} ×X) ∪ ([0, 1] ×B) we have that η({1} ×A) ∈ F .

Lemma 2.4. [16, Theorem 5.2] Let φ be a C1-functional on a complete connected C1-

Finsler manifold X and consider a homotopy-stable family F with an extended closed

boundary B. Set m = m(φ,F) and let F be a closed subset of X satisfying

(1) (A ∩ F ) \B 6= ∅ for every A ∈ F ;

(2) supφ(B) ≤ m ≤ inf φ(F ).

Then, for any sequence of sets (An)n in F such that limn→∞ supAn
φ = m, there exists

a sequence (xn)n in X such that

lim
n→∞

φ(xn) = m, lim
n→∞

‖dφ(xn)‖ = 0, lim
n→∞

dist(xn, F ) = 0, lim
n→∞

dist(xn, An) = 0.

3. Properties of Palais-Smale sequences

For simplicity of notations, we will write Jµ, Pµ, Ψ
µ
u, Mc,µ, M±

c,µ, M0
c,µ, m(c, µ) and

m∗(c, µ) as J , P , Ψu, M, M±, M0, m (or m(c)) and m∗ respectively in Sections 3, 4

and 5.

Lemma 3.1. Let p < q < p∗ and c, µ > 0. Assume that {un} ⊂ Sc be a Palais-Smale

sequence for J |Sc at level m ∈ R with

P (un) → 0, as n→ ∞. (3.1)

Then the sequence {un} is bounded in E.

8



Proof. If p < q < p + p2/N , then 0 ≤ γqq < p. The fact that P (un) = o(1) and the

Gagliardo-Nirenberg inequality lead to

C ≥ J(un)−
1

p∗
P (un)

=
1

N
|∇un|pp −

µ

q

(
1− γqq

p∗

)
|un|qq

≥ 1

N
|∇un|pp −

µ

q
C(q)

(
1− γqq

p∗

)
c(1−γq)q|∇un|γqqp

provided that n is sufficiently large, from which we infer that {un} is bounded in E.

If p+ p2/N ≤ q < p∗, then p ≤ γqq < p∗. Using P (un) = o(1) again implies

C ≥ J(un)−
1

p
P (un)

=
1

N
|un|p

∗

p∗ +
µ(γqq − p)

pq
|un|qq

≥ 1

N
|un|p

∗

p∗

for n large. The Hölder inequality ensures that |un|qq ≤ |un|p(1−τ)
p |un|p

∗τ
p∗ ≤ C for suitable

τ ∈ (0, 1), which together with P (un) = o(1) yields that

|∇un|pp = |un|p
∗

p∗ + µγq|un|qq + o(1).

Hence {un} is also bounded in E.

In order to show the convergence a.e. of the gradients, we introduce the following

lemma.

Lemma 3.2 ([11]). Let {vk} be a sequence in D1,p(RN ) and be such that vk ⇀ v weakly

in D1,p(RN ). Assume that, for every ψ ∈ C∞
0 (RN ),

lim
k→∞

∫

RN

ψ
(
|∇vk|p−2∇vk − |∇v|p−2∇v

)
· ∇(T (vk − v)) = 0,

where the truncation function T : R → [0, 1] is given by

T (t) =





t, if |t| ≤ 1,

t
|t| , if |t| ≥ 1.

(3.2)

Then, after passing to a subsequence, ∇vk → ∇v a.e. in R
N .

Lemma 3.3. Let 0 6= m < 1
N S

N/p. If {un} ⊂ Sc is a Palais-Smale sequence for J |Sc

at the level m and such that (3.1) holds, then up to a subsequence one of the following

alternatives holds:

(i) un ⇀ u in E for some u 6= 0 and

J(u) ≤ m− 1

N
SN/p;

(ii) un → u in E for some u, J(u) = m and u solves (1.1) and (1.3) for some λ < 0.

9



Proof. We obtain from Lemma 3.1 that {un} is bounded in E. Then, going if necessary

to a subsequence, we may assume that un ⇀ u in E, un → u in Lq(RN ) for p < q < p∗

and un(x) → u(x) a.e. x ∈ R
N . Since (J |Sc)

′(un) → 0, there exists a sequence {λn} ⊂ R

such that for ϕ ∈ E,

∫

RN

|∇un|p−2∇un∇ϕ =

∫

RN

|un|p
∗−2unϕ+ µ

∫

RN

|un|q−2unϕ

+ λn

∫

RN

|un|p−2unϕ+ o(1)‖ϕ‖ (3.3)

as n → ∞. Choosing un as a test function in (3.3), it is easy to verify that {λn} is

bounded. We may therefore assume, up to a subsequence, that λn → λ as n → ∞.

Then, in view of (3.1), (3.3) and γq < 1, we find

λcp = lim
n→∞

λn|un|pp

= lim
n→∞

(
|∇un|pp − |un|p

∗

p∗ − µ|un|qq
)

= lim
n→∞

µ(γq − 1)|un|qq
= µ(γq − 1)|u|qq ≤ 0.

Now, we claim that u 6= 0. To prove the claim, we argue by contradiction that u = 0,

then combining un → 0 in Lq(RN ) with the fact that P (un) = o(1) as n→ ∞ implies

|∇un|pp −
∫

RN

|un|p
∗

= o(1) (3.4)

as n → ∞. Going if necessary to a subsequence, we may assume that |∇un|pp → l, as

n→ ∞. On the other hand, the estimate (3.4) and the Sobolev inequality lead to

l ≤ S
− N

N−p l
N

N−p .

Thus, it is easy to obtain either l = 0 or l ≥ S
N
p . On the other hand,

m = J(un)−
1

p∗
P (un) + o(1) =

1

N
|∇un|pp + o(1) =

1

N
l.

Now we also obtain either m = 0 or m ≥ 1
N S

N/p. This is a contradiction with the

assumption 0 6= m < SN/p

N . Consequently, u 6= 0 and henceforth λ < 0. In the following,

we will show that

∇un(x) → ∇u(x) a.e. in R
N . (3.5)

Actually, similar to [11], choose ψ ∈ C∞
0 (RN ), the Egorov’s Theorem implies that for

every δ > 0 there exists Eδ ⊂ supp(ψ) such that |Eδ | < δ and un → u uniformly in

supp(ψ) \ Eδ. Hence, |un(x) − u(x)| ≤ 1 for all x ∈ supp(ψ) \ Eδ and n large enough.
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Then, from (3.2), we can assert that

∣∣∣∣
∫

RN

ψ|∇u|p−2∇u · ∇(T (un − u))

∣∣∣∣

≤
∣∣∣∣∣

∫

RN\Eδ

ψ|∇u|p−2∇u · ∇(un − u)

∣∣∣∣∣+
∣∣∣∣∣

∫

RN\Eδ

ψ|∇u|p−2∇u · ∇(T (un − u))

∣∣∣∣∣

≤ o(1) + Cδ.

Thus, we infer that

lim
n→∞

∫

RN

ψ|∇u|p−2∇u · ∇(T (un − u)) = 0. (3.6)

On the other hand, according to Hölder’s inequality and the dominated convergence

theorem, we can demonstrate that
∣∣∣∣
∫

RN

ψ|∇un|p−2∇un · ∇(T (un − u))

∣∣∣∣

≤
∣∣∣∣
∫

RN

|∇un|p−2∇un · ∇(ψT (un − u))

∣∣∣∣+
∣∣∣∣
∫

RN

|∇un|p−2∇un · (T (un − u))∇ψ
∣∣∣∣

≤
∣∣∣∣
∫

RN

|un|p
∗−2un(ψT (un − u))

∣∣∣∣+ µ

∣∣∣∣
∫

RN

|un|q−2un(ψT (un − u))

∣∣∣∣

+

∣∣∣∣
∫

RN

λn|un|p−2un(ψT (un − u))

∣∣∣∣+
∣∣∣∣
∫

RN

|∇un|p−2∇un · (T (un − u))∇ψ
∣∣∣∣+ o(1)

≤ C

(∫

RN

|ψT (un − u)|p∗
) 1

p∗

+ C

(∫

RN

|ψT (un − u)|q
) 1

q

+C

(∫

RN

|ψT (un − u)|p
) 1

p

+ C

(∫

RN

|T (un − u)∇ψ|p
) 1

p

+ o(1)

= o(1).

This means that

lim
n→∞

∣∣∣∣
∫

RN

ψ|∇un|p−2∇un · ∇(T (un − u))

∣∣∣∣ = 0,

which together with (3.6) and Lemma 3.2 implies that (3.5) holds. Letting n → ∞ in

(3.3), we have

∫

RN

|∇u|p−2∇u∇ϕ =

∫

RN

|u|p∗−2uϕ+ µ

∫

RN

|u|q−2uϕ+ λ

∫

RN

|u|p−2uϕ, (3.7)

which means that u is a weak solution of the semilinear equation

−∆pu = λ|u|p−2u+ µ|u|q−2u+ |u|p∗−2u in R
N .

Thanks to [31, Proposition 2.1], we infer that u satisfies the following Pohožaev identity

∫

RN

|∇u|p −
∫

RN

|u|p∗ − µγq

∫

RN

|u|q = 0. (3.8)
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Let vn = un − u and then the Brézis-Lieb Lemma [48, Lemma 1.32] leads to

|∇un|pp = |∇vn|pp + |∇u|pp + o(1), |un|p
∗

p∗ = |vn|p
∗

p∗ + |u|p∗p∗ + o(1)

and

|un|qq = |vn|qq + |u|qq + o(1),

from which it is reduced to

P (un) = |∇un|pp − |un|p
∗

p∗ − µγq|un|qq
= |∇vn|pp − |vn|p

∗

p∗

+ |∇u|pp − |u|p∗p∗ − µγq|u|qq + o(1).

Combining this with (3.1), (3.8) guarantees that

|∇vn|pp = |vn|p
∗

p∗ + o(1) ≤ S
− p∗

p |∇vn|p
∗

p + o(1). (3.9)

Suppose that limn→∞ |∇vn|pp = l1. It is easy to check from (3.9) that

l1 ≤ S
− N

N−p l
N

N−p

1 .

Similarly, either l1 = 0 or l1 ≥ S
N
p . Then, we consider the two cases which is described

as follows.

Case 1. l1 ≥ S
N
p . In this case, we can easily check that

m = J(un) + o(1)

= J(u) +
1

p
|∇vn|pp −

1

p∗
|vn|p

∗

p∗ + o(1)

= J(u) +
1

N
|∇vn|pp + o(1)

≥ J(u) +
1

N
S

N
p ,

where (3.9) is used.

Case 2. l = 0. In this case, it is easy to see un → u in D1,p(RN ) and hence in

Lp∗(RN ) by the Sobolev inequality. We deduce, by taking un − u as a test function in

(3.3) and (3.7) respectively and subtracting them, that
∫

RN

(|∇un|p−2∇un − |∇u|p−2∇u) · ∇(un − u) =

∫

RN

(|un|p
∗−2un − |u|p∗−2u)(un − u)

+ µ

∫

RN

(|un|q−2un − |u|q−2u)(un − u) +

∫

RN

(λn|un|p−2un − λ|u|p−2u)(un − u)

+ o(1)‖un − u‖,

which ensures that

0 = lim
n→∞

∫

RN

(λn|un|p−2un − λ|u|p−2u)(un − u)

= lim
n→∞

λ

∫

RN

(|un|p−2un − |u|p−2u)(un − u). (3.10)
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For 1 < p < 2, we deduce from (3.10) and (2.5) that

(∫

RN

|un − u|p
) 2

p

≤
(∫

RN

|un − u|2
(|un|+ |u|)2−p

)(∫

RN

(|un|+ |u|)p
)2−p

p

≤ C

∫

RN

(|un|p−2un − |u|p−2u)(un − u) → 0.

Similarly, we can prove the same convergence property for the case p ≥ 2. The above

limits lead to un → u in Lp(RN ) and then in E. Hence, the alternative (ii) is valid.

4. L
p-subcritical perturbation

This section is devoted to the proof of Theorem 1.1. We always assume that

p < q < p+ p2/N, c, µ > 0, µc(1−γq)q < α(q).

4.1. Ground state solution

Let p < q < p + p2/N , which implies that 0 < γqq < p. Furthermore, taking into

account Lemma 1.1, we see that

J(u) =
1

p
|∇u|pp −

1

p∗
|u|p∗p∗ −

µ

q
|u|qq

≥ 1

p
|∇u|pp −

S
− p∗

p

p∗
|∇u|p∗p − µ

q
C(q)c(1−γq)q|∇u|γqqp (4.1)

for u ∈ Sc. In what follows, we study the properties of the fiber map Ψµ
u, which need the

following technical lemma.

Lemma 4.1. The function

h(t) =
1

p
tp − S− p∗

p

p∗
tp

∗ − µ

q
C(q)c(1−γq)qtγqq, t > 0

has a strict local minimum with negative value and a strict global maximum with positive

value. Furthermore, there exist two positive numbers R0 < R1 depending on c and µ such

that h(R0) = h(R1) = 0 and h(t) > 0 if and only if t ∈ (R0, R1).

Proof. We first consider the auxiliary function ϕ : R+ → R given by

ϕ(t) := ϕc(t) =
1

p
tp−γqq − S

− p∗

p

p∗
tp

∗−γqq − µ

q
C(q)c(1−γq)q.

By carrying out a straightforward computation, we conclude that ϕ achieves its maximum

at

t∗ =
(p∗(p − γqq)S

p∗

p

p(p∗ − γqq)

) 1
p∗−p

,
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and the maximum value of ϕ is

ϕ(t∗) =


p

∗(p− γqq)S
p∗

p

p(p∗ − γqq)




p−γqq

p∗−p

p∗ − p

p(p∗ − γqq)
− µ

q
C(q)c(1−γq)q.

Thus, recalling that

µc(1−γq)q < α(q) =


p

∗(p − γqq)S
p∗

p

p(p∗ − γqq)




p−γqq

p∗−p

(p∗ − p)q

C(q)p(p∗ − γqq)
,

we conclude that h(t∗) = (t∗)γqqϕ(t∗) > 0. This, together with h(t) → 0− as t→ 0+ and

h(t) → −∞ as t→ +∞ implies that h has at least two zero points 0 < R0 < R1. Clearly

ϕ has only one critical point. Notice in particular that, since h(t) = 0 is equivalent

to ϕ(t) = 0, h has exactly two zero points 0 < R0 < R1 and h(t) > 0 if and only if

t ∈ (R0, R1).

Consequently, h achieves its global maximum with positive value in (R0, R1) and

h achieves a local minimum with negative value in (0, R0). Observe that h′(t) = 0 is

equivalent to

ψ(t) = tp−γqq − S
− p∗

p tp
∗−γqq − µγqC(q)c(1−γq)q = 0.

We deduce from ψ has only one critical point in (0,+∞) that h has exactly two crit-

ical points, which are the strict local minimum point and the global maximum point

previously found.

Lemma 4.2. M0 = ∅.

Proof. Suppose the thesis is false. Thus, there exists u ∈ M0 such that

|∇u|pp − |u|p∗p∗ − µγq|u|qq = 0 (4.2)

and

p|∇u|pp − p∗|u|p∗p∗ − µγ2q q|u|qq = 0. (4.3)

Combined (4.2) with (4.3), we deduce that

(p− γqq)|∇u|pp = (p∗ − γqq)|u|p
∗

p∗

≤ (p∗ − γqq)S
− p∗

p |∇u|p∗p ,

and a simple computation shows that

|∇u|p−γqq
p ≥


S

p∗

p (p − γqq)

p∗ − γqq




p−γqq

p∗−p

.
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The Lemma 1.1 combined with (4.2)−(4.3) infers that

(p∗ − p)|∇u|pp = µγq(p
∗ − γqq)|u|qq ≤ (p∗ − γqq)γqC(q)µc(1−γq)q|∇u|γqqp ,

which therefore implies that

|∇u|p−γqq
p ≤ (p∗ − γqq)γqC(q)µc(1−γq)q

p∗ − p
.

Hence, recalling that 0 < γqq < p, we conclude that

µc(1−γq)q ≥


S

p∗

p (p − γqq)

p∗ − γqq




p−γqq

p∗−p

p∗ − p

γqC(q)(p∗ − γqq)
= C ′ · p

γqq
·
(
p∗

p

)−
p−γqq

p∗−p

> C ′,

which is a contradiction with the assumption µc(1−γq)q < C ′.

Lemma 4.3. For every u ∈ Sc, the function Ψu has exactly two critical points su, tu and

two zeros cu, du such that su < cu < tu < du. Moreover, we have

(i) usu ∈ M+ and utu ∈ M−;

(ii) |∇us|p < R0 for s < cu and

J(usu) = min {J(us) : s ∈ R, |∇us|p < R0} < 0, (4.4)

where R0 is given in Lemma 4.1;

(iii) there holds

J(utu) = max {J(us) : s ∈ R} > 0 (4.5)

and Ψu is decreasing on (tu,∞), henceforth if tu < 0 then P (u) < 0;

(iv) the maps u ∈ Sc 7→ su ∈ R and u ∈ Sc 7→ tu ∈ R are of class C1.

Proof. Let u ∈ Sc and recall that, by (4.1),

Ψu(t) = J(ut) ≥ h(|∇ut|2) = h(et|∇u|2).

According to Lemma 4.1, the function Ψu is positive on (log(R0/|∇u|2), log(R1/|∇u|2))
which combined with the facts Ψu(t) → 0− as t → −∞ and Ψu(t) → −∞ as t → +∞
indicates that Ψu has at least two critical points su < tu. Here su is the local minimum

point of Ψu on (−∞, log(R0/|∇u|2)) with Ψu(su) < 0, while tu is the global maximum

point of Ψu with Ψu(tu) > 0. Note that Ψ′
u(t) = 0 is equivalent to

φu(t) = e(p−γqq)t|∇u|pp − e(p
∗−γqq)t|u|p∗p∗ − µγq|u|qq = 0

and clearly φu has a unique critical point. Therefore, this means thatΨu has exactly

two critical points su and tu. Using a similar argument, one can prove that Ψu also has

exactly two zeros cu and du with su < cu < tu < du.
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Recall that ut ∈ M if and only if Ψ′
u(t) = 0. Since su is the local minimum point

of Ψu and tu is the global maximum point of Ψu, we have Ψ′
u(su) = Ψ′

u(tu) = 0 and

Ψ′′
u(su) ≥ 0 ≥ Ψ′′

u(tu). Then Lemma 4.2 ensures that usu ∈ M+ and utu ∈ M−.

Clearly, |∇us|2 < |∇ucu |2 ≤ R0 if s < cu, (4.4) is a consequence of the fact that su

is local minimum point of Ψu on (−∞, log(R0/|∇u|2)) with Ψu(su) < 0, and (4.5) is a

consequence of the fact that tu is the global maximum point of Ψu with Ψu(tu) > 0.

Observe that Ψ′
u has exactly two zeros su and tu. Moreover, Ψ′

u(t) < 0 if t > tu which

means that Ψu is decreasing on (tu,+∞). In particular, if tu < 0 then P (u) = Ψ′
u(0) < 0.

Next we will show u 7→ tu is of class C1. For the purpose, let us define Φ : Sc×R → R

by Φ(u, t) = Ψ′
u(t). It is clear that Φ is of class C1, Φ(u, tu) = 0 and ∂tΦ(u, tu) = Ψ′′

u(tu) <

0. Applying the Implicit Function Theorem, we see that the map u 7→ tu is of class C1.

The same argument proves that u 7→ su is also C1.

It is easy to check that R0 < t∗ ≤ S
p∗

p(p∗−p) , where t∗ given in Lemma 4.1. Recall that

Dk(c) = {u ∈ Sc : |∇u|2 < k}, for k > 0.

Thus, DR0(c) ⊂ At∗(c). We deal in the sequel with the functional J |Sc has a positive

ground state in DR0(c). For this purpose, we consider the infimum

inf
u∈DR0

(c)
J(u).

Lemma 4.4. We have

m(c) = inf
u∈M+

J(u) = inf
u∈DR0

(c)
J(u) = inf

u∈Dt∗(c)
J(u) < inf

u∈DR0
(c)\DR0−δ(c)

J(u)

for δ > 0 small and m(c) ∈ (−∞, 0).

Proof. We deduce from Lemma 4.3 that J(u) < 0 if u ∈ M+ while J(u) > 0 if u ∈ M−,

which together with Lemma 4.2 implied infu∈M+ J(u) = infu∈M J(u) = m(c). It follows

from M+ ⊂ DR0(c) that infu∈DR0
(c) J(u) ≤ m(c). By Lemma 4.3 again, for u ∈ DR0(c),

we have usu ∈ M+ and

J(usu) = min {J(us) : s ∈ R, |∇us|2 < R0} ≤ J(u),

which implies m(c) ≤ infu∈DR0
(c) J(u) and henceforth m(c) = infu∈DR0

(c) J(u).

It follows from (4.1) that, for u ∈ DR0(c),

J(u) ≥ h(|∇u|2) ≥ min
t∈[0,R0]

h(t) > −∞.

Lemma 4.3 states that usu ∈ DR0(c) and J(u
su) < 0 if u ∈ Sc. Then −∞ < m(c) < 0.

In view of Lemma 4.1, J(u) ≥ 0 for u ∈ Dt∗(c) \ DR0(c) which implies m(c) =

infu∈Dt∗(c)
J(u). Since h is continuous and h(R0) = 0, there holds

inf
t∈[R0−δ,R0]

h(t) > m(c) for δ > 0 small.
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Note that J(u) ≥ h(|∇u|2) for u ∈ Sc. Then we have

inf
u∈DR0

(c)\DR0−δ(c)
J(u) ≥ inf

t∈[R0−δ,R0]
h(t) > m(c),

concluding the proof.

For 0 < R0 < R1 < ∞, let ξ : R+ → [0, 1] be a nonincreasing and C∞ function

satisfying ξ(x) = 1, x ∈ [0, R0] and ξ(x) = 0, x ≥ R1. In what follows, let us consider

the truncated functional

JT (u) =
1

p
|∇u|pp −

ξ(|∇u|p)
p∗

|u|p∗p∗ −
µ

q
|u|qq

≥ 1

p
|∇u|pp −

S
− p∗

p ξ(|∇u|p)
p∗

|∇u|p∗p − µ

q
C(q)c(1−γq)q|∇u|γqqp .

A direct computation shows JT (u) ≥ h̄(|∇u|p), where h̄ : R+ → R is given by

h̄(t) =
1

p
tp − S

− p∗

p ξ(t)

p∗
tp

∗ − µ

q
C(q)c(1−γq)qtγqq.

Observe that h̄ < 0 over interval (0, R0) and h̄(t) > 0 over (R0,+∞) and hence

m(c) := m(c, µ) = inf
u∈DR0

(c)
J(u) = inf

u∈DR0
(c)
JT (u) = inf

u∈Sc

JT (u).

Lemma 4.5. (i) JT ∈ C1(E,R). If JT (u) < 0 then |∇u|p < R0 and J(v) = JT (v) for

all v in a small enough neighborhood of u.

(ii) JT verifies a local (PS)m condition on Sc for the level m < 0.

Proof. Conclusion (i) follows immediately from the definition of JT .

(ii) Let {un} be a (PS)m sequence of JT prescribed to Sc with m < 0. Then by the

definition of JT , we have |∇un|p < R0 < t0 for n large enough. And hence {un} is also

a (PS)m sequence of J prescribed to Sc with m < 0. Since {un} ⊂ E is a bounded, we

may assume that un ⇀ u weakly in E and un → u strongly in Lq(RN ) for p < q < p∗.

We deduce from (J |Sc)
′(un) → 0 that there exists a sequence {λn} of real numbers such

that for ϕ ∈ E,
∫

RN

|∇un|p−2∇un∇ϕ =

∫

RN

|un|p
∗−2unϕ+ µ

∫

RN

|un|q−2unϕ

+ λn

∫

RN

|un|p−2unϕ+ o(1)‖ϕ‖ (4.6)

as n → ∞. Taking un as a test function in (4.6), we see that {λn} is bounded. Assume

up to a subsequence that λn → λ as n→ ∞. If u = 0, then un → 0 in Lq(RN ), and

J(un) =
1

p
|∇un|pp −

1

p∗
|un|p

∗

p∗ −
µ

q
|un|qq

≥ 1

p
|∇un|pp −

S
− p∗

p

p∗
|∇un|p

∗

p + o(1)

≥ p∗ − 1

pp∗
|∇un|pp + o(1),
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which is a contradiction with m < 0. Thus u 6= 0. A similar argument to the proof of

Lemma 3.3 shows that

∇un(x) → ∇u(x) a.e. ∈ R
N .

Thus, taking the limit in (4.6) as n→ ∞, we have

∫

RN

|∇u|p−2∇u∇ϕ =

∫

RN

|u|p∗−2uϕ+ µ

∫

RN

|u|q−2uϕ+ λ

∫

RN

|u|p−2uϕ, (4.7)

which means that u is a weak solution of the equation

−∆pu = λ|u|p−2u+ µ|u|q−2u+ |u|p∗−2u in R
N .

We know from [31, Proposition 2.1] that u satisfies the following Pohožaev identity

∫

RN

|∇u|p −
∫

RN

|u|p∗ − µγq

∫

RN

|u|q = 0. (4.8)

Then, in view of (4.7), (4.8) and γq < 1, we have

λ|∇u|pp = |∇u|pp − |u|p∗p∗ − µ|u|qq = µ(γq − 1)|u|qq < 0,

which ensures λ < 0.

Since un ⇀ u in D1,p, using the second Concentration Compactness lemma of Lions

[15], there exist an at most countable index set K, a family {xi : i ∈ K} ⊂ R
N and two

families of positive numbers {µi : i ∈ K}, {νi : i ∈ K} such that

|∇un|p ⇀ µ ≥ |∇u|p +
∑

i∈K

µiδxi , |un|p
∗

⇀ ν = |u|p∗ +
∑

i∈K

νiδxi (4.9)

weakly star convergence in the sense of measures, where δxi is the Dirac mass concentrated

at xi and that ∑

i∈K

ν
p/p∗

i <∞; Sν
p/p∗

i ≤ µi, i ∈ K. (4.10)

Taking xi ∈ R
N in the support of the singular part of ω, ν, ζ. Now for any ǫ > 0, we

define χǫ(x) := χǫ(x− xi), where χǫ ∈ C∞
0 (RN , [0, 1]) such that χǫ ≡ 1 on Bǫ(0), χǫ ≡ 0

on R
N\B2ǫ(0) and |∇χǫ| ∈ [0, 2ǫ ]. Now we divide the proof into three steps.

Step1 : For any i ∈ K, µi ≤ νi. It is clear that the sequence {χǫun} is bounded in E,

then we have
∫

RN

un|∇un|p−2∇un∇χǫ =

∫

RN

(
−|∇un|p + |un|p

∗

+ µ|un|q + λn|un|p
)
χǫ+o(1). (4.11)
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Using the Hölder inequality, we obtain the following limit expression:

lim sup
n→∞

∣∣∣∣
∫

RN

un|∇un|p−2∇un∇χǫ

∣∣∣∣ ≤ lim sup
n→∞

(∫

B2ǫ(xi)

|un∇χǫ|p
) 1

p
(∫

B2ǫ(xi)

|∇un|p
) p−1

p

≤ C

(∫

B2ǫ(xi)

|u|p|∇χǫ|p
) 1

p

≤ C

(∫

B2ǫ(xi)

|u|p∗
) 1

p∗
(∫

B2ǫ(xi)

|∇χǫ|
pp∗

p∗−p

) p∗−p
pp∗

= C

(∫

B2ǫ(xi)

|u|p∗
) 1

p∗

→ 0, (4.12)

as ǫ→ 0. Moreover, since χǫ has compact support, there holds

lim
n→∞

∫

RN

|∇un|pχǫ ≥
∫

RN

|∇u|pχǫ + 〈
∑

i∈K

µiδxi , χǫ〉, (4.13)

lim
n→∞

∫

RN

|un|p
∗

χǫ =

∫

RN

|∇u|p∗χǫ + 〈
∑

i∈K

νiδxi , χǫ〉. (4.14)

Moreover, if follows from (4.13) and (4.14) that

lim sup
n→∞

∫

RN

un|∇un|p−2∇un∇χǫ ≤ −
∫

RN

|∇u|pχǫ +

∫

RN

|u|p∗χǫ

+

∫

RN

µ|u|qχǫ +

∫

RN

λu2χǫ − 〈
∑

i∈K

µiδxi , χǫ〉+ 〈
∑

i∈K

νiδxi , χǫ〉.
(4.15)

Thus, taking the limit in (4.15) as ǫ→ 0 , we have from (4.10) that

µi ≤ νi. (4.16)

Step2 : µi = 0 for any i ∈ K and K = ∅. Suppose that there exists i0 ∈ K such that

µi0 > 0. Using (4.10) and (4.16), we obtain

µi0 ≥ S
p∗

p∗−p . (4.17)

Consequently, by virtue of (4.13) and (4.17),

Rp
0 ≥ lim sup

n→∞
|∇un|pp ≥ µi0 ≥ S

p∗

p∗−p ,

which contradicts with R0 < t∗ ≤ S
p∗

p(p∗−p) . Then K = ∅, and hence

un → u in Lp∗

loc(R
N ). (4.18)

Step3 : un → u in E.

Since {un} is also bounded in E, we know from [41] that
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|un(x)| ≤ C|x|−
N−1
p ‖un‖ ≤ C1|x|−

N−1
p , a.e. for |x| ≥ R,

and then

|un(x)|p
∗ ≤ C2

|x|
N(N−1)

N−p

, a.e. for |x| ≥ R.

Notice that C1

|·|
N(N−1)
N−p

∈ L1(RN \ BR(0)) and un(x) → u(x), a.e. x ∈ R
N \ BR(0), then

the Lebesgue’s Theorem leads to

un → u in Lp∗(RN \BR(0)),

which, together with (4.18), implies that

un → u in Lp∗(RN ). (4.19)

Thus, taking ϕ = un as the test function in (4.6),

|∇un|pp − λ|un|pp = |un|p
∗

p∗ + µ|un|qq + o(1). (4.20)

Then, we deduce from (4.18), (4.19) and (4.20) that

lim
n→∞

(|∇un|pp − λ|un|pp) = |u|p∗p∗ + µ|u|qq.

Combining with (4.7) yields

lim
n→∞

(|∇un|pp − λ|un|pp) = |∇u|pp − λ|u|pp.

Note that λ < 0, we immediately from (2.5) obtain un → u in E.

Proof of Theorem 1.1 (Part I). Recalling that JT is bounded below on Sc. By the

definition of m(c), for each n ∈ N+ there exists vn ∈ Sc such that vn ≥ 0 and

JT (vn) < m(c) +
1

n
.

Employing the [48, Theorem 8.5] yields the existence of {un} ⊂ Sc such that

m(c) ≤ JT (un) ≤ m(c) +
2

n
, min

λ∈R
‖J ′

T (un)− λ|un|p−2un‖ ≤ 4√
n
, ‖un − vn‖ ≤ 1√

n
.

Then, we obtain that {un} is a Palais-Smale sequence for JT |Sc at the level m(c) with

|u−n |p → 0 as n → ∞. By Lemma 4.5, we have un → u in E for some u, and hence

JT (u) = m(c). Moreover, we see from Lemmas 4.4 and 4.5 that u is in the set DR0(c).

Therefore, u is also a critical point of J on Sc with J(u) = m(c) and solves (1.1) and

(1.3) for some λ < 0. By |u−n |p → 0 as n→ ∞, we see that u ≥ 0. Moreover, we borrow

the proof in [45, Theorem 1.1]. It is elementary to realize that u(x) > 0 for x ∈ R
N . The

proof is completed.
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4.2. Infinitely many normalized solutions

In what follows, in order to formulate the infinitely many solutions, we present a

minimax theorem for a class of constrained even functionals that is proved in Jeanjean

and Lu [24]. We introduce the notation of the genus. Let Σ(Sc) be the family of closed

symmetric subsets of Sc. For any nonempty set A ∈ Σ(Sc), the genus G(A) of A is

defined as the least integer k ≥ 1 for which there exists an odd continuous mapping

ϕ : A→ R
k \ {0}. We set G(A) = ∞ if such an integer does not exist, and set G(A) = 0

if A = ∅. For each k ∈ N+, let Γk := {A ∈ Σ(Sc)|G(A) ≥ k}. We shall need some basic

properties of the genus. For A ⊂ Sc and δ > 0, denote by Aδ the uniform δ-neighborhood

of A in Sc, that is,

Aδ := {u ∈ E| inf
v∈A

‖u− v‖ < δ}.

Since Sc is a closed symmetric subset of E, repeating the arguments in [35, Section 7],

we have the following lemma.

Lemma 4.6. [24, Proposition 2.2] Let A,B ∈ Σ(Sc). Then the following statements

hold.

(i) If G(A) ≥ 2, then A contains infinitely many distinct points.

(ii) G(A\B) ≥ G(A)− G(B) if G(B) <∞.

(iii) If there exists an odd continuous mapping ψ : Sk−1 → A, then G(A) ≥ k.

(iv) If A is compact, then G(A) < ∞ and there exists δ > 0 such that Aδ ∈ Σ(Sc) and

G(Aδ) = G(A).

We shall also need the following quantitative deformation lemma given in [42, Theo-

rem 3.11]. For m ∈ R, set I|mSc
:= {u ∈ Sc | I(u) ≤ m}.

Lemma 4.7. Suppose I|Sc ∈ C1(Sc) satisfies (PS) condition. Let m ∈ R, ε̄ > 0 be

given and let N be any neighborhood of Km. Then there exist a number ε ∈ (0, ε̄) and

a continuous 1-parameter family of homeomorphisms η(t, ·) of Sc, 0 ≤ t < ∞, with the

properties

(i) η(t, u) = u, if t = 0, or I|′Sc
(u) = 0, or |I|Sc(u)−m| ≥ ε̄;

(ii) I|Sc(η(t, u)) is non-increasing in t for any u ∈ Sc;

(iii) η
(
1, I|m+ε

Sc
\N
)
⊂ I|m−ε

Sc
, and η

(
1, I|m+ε

Sc

)
⊂ I|m−ε

Sc
∪N ;

(iv) η(t, u) is odd in u ∈ Sc for any t ∈ [0, 1] if I|Sc is even.

With the help of Proposition 2.2 and Lemma 2.3 and arguing as in the beginning of

the proof of [24, Theorem 2.1], we have the following Lemma.

Lemma 4.8. Let I : E → R be an even functional of class C1. Assume that I|Sc is

bounded from below and satisfies the (PS)m condition for all m < 0, and that Γk 6= ∅ for

each k ∈ N. Then a sequence of minimax values −∞ < m1 ≤ m2 ≤ · · · ≤ mk ≤ · · · can

be defined as follows:

mk := inf
A∈Γk

sup
u∈A

I(u), k ≥ 1,
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and the following statements hold.

(i) mk is a critical value of I|Sc provided mk < 0.

(ii) Denote by Km the set of critical points of I|Sc at a level m ∈ R. If

mk = mk+1 = · · · = mk+l−1 =: m < 0 for some k, l ≥ 1,

then G (Km) ≥ l. In particular, I|Sc has infinitely many critical points at the level m if

l ≥ 2.

(iii) If mk < 0 for all k ≥ 1, then mk → 0−as k → ∞.

Proof. Observing that Item (i) is a special case of Item (ii) when l = 1, it is enough to

prove Item (ii). We show by contradiction and assume that G(Km) ≤ l − 1. It is easy

to see that Km ∈ Σ(Sc) and Km is compact by virtue of the (PS)m condition. Thus

Lemma 4.6 (iv) implies that there exists δ > 0 such that Km
3δ ⊂ Sc and

G(Km
3δ) = G(Km) ≤ l − 1.

We remark here that Km
3δ = ∅ if Km = ∅. If we set N = Km

3δ, then, by using Lemma 4.7,

there exist a number ε > 0 and a mapping η ∈ C([0,∞)× Sc, Sc) such that

η
(
1, I|m+ε

Sc
\N
)
⊂ I|m−ε

Sc
and η(t, ·) is odd for all t ∈ [0,∞).

Choose A ∈ Γk+l−1 such that supu∈A I(u) ≤ m+ ε. It is clear that A\Km
3δ ⊂ I|m+ε

Sc
\Km

3δ

and hence

η(1, A\Km
3δ) ⊂ η(1, I|m+ε

Sc
\Km

3δ) ⊂ I|m−ε
Sc

.

On the other hand, since G(A\Km
3δ) ≥ G(A) − G(Km

3δ) ≥ k by Lemma 4.6 (ii), we de-

rive A\Km
3δ ∈ Γk and then η(1, A\Km

3δ) ∈ Γk. Now, by the definition of mk, we get a

contradiction:

m = mk ≤ sup
u∈η(1,A\Km

3δ)
I(u) ≤ m− ε.

Thus G (Km) ≥ l. In view of Lemma 4.6 (i), we complete the proof of Item (ii).

To prove Item (iii), we assume by contradiction that there exists m < 0 such that

mk ≤ m for all k ≥ 1 and mk → m as k → ∞. Making use the (PS)m condition again,

Km is a (symmetric) compact set. Thus, Lemma 4.6 (iv) leads to there exists δ > 0 such

that

G(Km
3δ) = G(Km) =: q <∞.

Let N := Km
3δ ⊂ Sc. Then we know from Lemma 4.7 that there exist ε > 0 and a

mapping η ∈ C([0,∞) × Sc, Sc) such that η(1, I|m+ε
Sc

\Km
3δ) ⊂ I|m−ε

Sc
and η(t, ·) is odd for

any t ∈ [0, 1]. Choose k ≥ 1 large enough such that mk > m− ε and take A ∈ Γk+q such

that supu∈A I(u) ≤ mk+q + ε. Noting that mk+q ≤ m, we have A\Km
3δ ⊂ I|m+ε

Sc
\Km

3δ and

thus

η(1, A\Km
3δ) ⊂ η(1, I|m+ε

Sc
\Km

3δ) ⊂ I|m−ε
Sc

.
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On the other hand, since G(A\Km
3δ) ≥ G(A)−G(Km

3δ) ≥ k, we have A\Km
3δ ∈ Γk and then

η(1, A\Km
3δ) ∈ Γk. Hence,

mk ≤ sup
u∈η(1,A\Km

3δ)
I(u) ≤ m− ε,

for we chosen k large enough such that mk > m−ε, which is impossible. Thus ck → 0−as

k → ∞.

Now, for ε > 0, let us introduce the set

Bε = {u ∈ Sc : JT (u) ≤ −ε} ⊂ E,

which is a closed symmetric subset of Sc, because JT is even and continuous.

Lemma 4.9. Let n ∈ N
∗, there exists ε(n) > 0 such that G(Bε) ≥ n for any 0 < ε ≤ ε(n).

Proof. For each n ∈ N
∗, we can find n functions u1, u2, . . . , un ∈ C∞

0 (RN ) of linearly

independent with the suppui ∩ suppuj = ∅ for i 6= j. The n-dimensional subspace En

is defined by En = span{u1, u2, . . . , un} equipped with the norm of E. Moreover, there

holds |∇uj|p = ρ < R0 and |uj |p = c, and hence ‖uj‖ = (ρp + cp)1/p. Furthermore, for

t ∈ R, we introduce the set

Υn(t) = {s1ut1 + s2u
t
2 + · · ·+ snu

t
n : sp1 + sp2 + · · ·+ spn = 1}.

It is easy to verify that there exists a homomorphism between Υn(t) and the sphere

D(t) = {(y1, y2, . . . , yn) ∈ R
n : yp1 + yp2 + · · · + ypn = eptρp + cp} in R

n for t ∈ R. As a

consequence, by the properties of genus, one has G(Υn(t)) = n. Let sp1+s
p
2+ · · ·+spn = 1,

v = s1u
t
1 + s2u

t
2 + · · · + snu

t
n ∈ Υn(t) with t < 0, there holds |∇v|p = etρ < R0. At this

point, we observe that

JT (v) = J(v) =
ept

p
ρp − ep

∗t

p∗
ρp

∗

∫

RN

∣∣∣∣
u

ρ

∣∣∣∣
p∗

− µeqγqt

q
ρq
∫

RN

∣∣∣∣
u

ρ

∣∣∣∣
q

,

where u = s1u1 + s2u2 + · · ·+ snun. On the other hand, let us define

αn = inf{|w|p∗p∗ : w ∈ En, |∇w|p = 1} > 0

and

βn = inf{|w|qq : w ∈ En, |∇w|p = 1} > 0.

Thus, we have

JT (v) ≤
ept

p
ρp − ep

∗t

p∗
ρp

∗

αn − µeqγqt

q
ρqβn.

Note that 0 < qγq < p, there exist ε(n) > 0, tn < 0 such that for 0 < ε ≤ ε(n),

JT (v) ≤ −ε, for all v ∈ Υn(tn).

Hence, Υn(tn) ⊂ Bε and G(Bε) ≥ G(Υn(tn)) = n.
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Proof of Theorem 1.1 (Part II). We set Γk = {A ∈ Σ(Sc) : G(A) ≥ k} for k ≥ 1.

By Lemma 4.9, there exists ε(k) > 0 such that Bε(k) ∈ Γk, where Bε(k) = {u ∈ Sc :

JT (u) ≤ −ε(k)}. Then Γk 6= ∅. Recall that JT is bounded from below and, by Lemma

4.5, JT satisfies the (PS)m condition on Sc at the level m < 0. We define the minimax

values

mk = inf
A∈Γk

sup
u∈A

JT (u), for k ≥ 1.

Then −∞ < m1 ≤ m2 ≤ · · · ≤ mk ≤ · · · < 0. By Lemma 4.8, JT |Sc has a critical point

at the level mk and mk → 0− as k → ∞. Since JT = J in a small neighborhood of u

provided that JT (u) < 0, these critical points of JT |Sc are indeed critical points of J |Sc .

The proof is complete.

4.3. Another positive normalized solution of mountain pass type

Recall that

ϕc(t) =
1

p
tp−γqq − S

− p∗

p

p∗
tp

∗−γqq − µ

q
C(q)c(1−γq)q.

Lemma 4.10. Let c1 > 0 and t1 > 0 be such that ϕc1(t1) ≥ 0. If c2 ∈ (0, c1], then

ϕc2(t) ≥ 0, for t ∈
[c2
c1
t1, t1

]
.

Proof. It is easy to verify that ϕc2(t1) ≥ ϕc1(t1) ≥ 0 and

ϕc2

(
c2
c1
t1

)
≥
(
c2
c1

)p−γqq

ϕc1(t1) ≥ 0.

Suppose that the conclusion of the Lemma is not satisfied. We may assume ϕc2(t) < 0 for

some t ∈
(
c2
c1
t1, t1

)
, which therefore implies ϕc2 has a local minimum point in

(
c2
c1
t1, t1

)
.

This is a contradiction, since the function ϕc2 has a unique critical point at which ϕc2

achieves its global maximum. The proof is completed.

For µ > 0, let us define

c∗ := c∗(µ) =

(
αq

µ

) 1
(1−γq)q

.

Lemma 4.11. (i) The map c ∈ (0, c∗) 7→ m(c) ∈ R is continuous.

(ii) If c0 ∈ (0, c∗), then

m(c0) ≤ m(c) +m

(
p

√
cp0 − cp

)
, for c ∈ (0, c0).

Moreover, if m(c) or m
(

p
√
cp0 − cp

)
is achieved, then the above inequality is strict.
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Proof. (i) Let {cn} ⊂ (0, c∗) be such that limn→∞ cn = c ∈ (0, c∗). For ε > 0 small,

there exists u ∈ At∗(c) such that J(u) ≤ m(c) + ε < m(c) + 3ε < 0. Setting un = cnu/c,

we have |un|p = cn and |∇un|p < t∗ for n large, which means that un ∈ At∗(cn) for n

large. Then, since J(un) → J(u) as n→ ∞, we have

m(cn) ≤ J(un) ≤ J(u) + ε ≤ m(c) + 2ε (4.21)

for n large.

For above ε > 0, we see from (4.21) that there exists un ∈ At∗(cn) such that

J(un) ≤ m(cn) + ε ≤ m(c) + 3ε < 0

for n large. Moreover, setting vn = cun/cn, it follows immediately that |vn|2 = c. We

wish to obtain

|∇vn|2 < t∗ (4.22)

and hence vn ∈ At∗(c). If this is valid, there holds

m(c) ≤ J(vn) ≤ J(un) + ε ≤ m(cn) + 2ε (4.23)

for n large. Combining (4.21) and (4.23), we conclude that m(cn) → m(c) as n→ ∞.

It remains to prove (4.22). In the case cn ≥ c, we can infer that

|∇vn|2 =
c

cn
|∇un|2 ≤ |∇un|2 < t∗.

When cn < c, it follows from Lemma 4.10 and ϕc(t
∗) > 0 that

ϕcn(t) ≥ 0, for t ∈
[cn
c
t∗, t∗

]
.

Consequently, on the basis of J(un) < 0 and un ∈ At∗(cn), we have |∇un|2 < cn
c t

∗ and

henceforth

|∇vn|2 =
c

cn
|∇un|2 < t∗.

(ii) Letting c0 ∈ (0, c∗) and c ∈ (0, c0), we start showing that

m(θc) ≤ θ2m(c), for θ ∈
(
1,
c0
c

]
, (4.24)

and if in addition m(c) is achieved then the inequality is strict. Indeed, for ε > 0 small

there exists u ∈ At∗(c) such that

J(u) ≤ m(c) + ε < 0. (4.25)

Exploiting the fact that ϕc0(t
∗) ≥ 0, we see from Lemma 4.10 that ϕc(t) ≥ 0 for t ∈

[ c
c0
t∗, t∗]. Since J(u) < 0 and u ∈ At∗(c), there must be |∇u|p < c

c0
t∗. Furthermore,

setting v(x) = θu(x), it is now easy to observe that |v|p = θ|u|p = θc and |∇v|p =

θ|∇u|p < t∗, which means that v ∈ At∗(θc). Then, in view of (4.25),

m(θc) ≤ J(v) =
θp

p
|∇u|pp −

θp
∗

p∗
|u|p∗p∗ −

µ

q
θq|u|qq < θpJ(u) ≤ θp(m(c) + ε).
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Note that ε > 0 is arbitrary, it is clear m(θc) ≤ θpm(c). Let us emphasize that here, if

m(c) is achieved, then one can choose ε = 0 in (4.25) and henceforth the strict inequality

holds.

Finally, applying (4.24), we deduce that

m(c0) =
cp

cp0
m
(c0
c
c
)
+
cp0 − cp

cp0
m

(
c0

p
√
cp0 − cp

p

√
cp0 − cp

)
≤ m(c) +m

(
p

√
cp0 − cp

)

with a strict inequality if m(c) or m
(

p
√
cp0 − cp

)
is achieved.

Remark 4.1. As a consequence of Lemma 4.11 (ii), c ∈ (0, c∗) 7→ m(c) ∈ R is decreasing.

In the following, we are devoted to the existence of second critical point for J |Sc .

Lemma 4.12. For u ∈ Sc with J(u) < m(c), the value tu given in Lemma 4.3 is negative.

Proof. Let u ∈ Sc be such that J(u) < m(c) and su < cu < tu < du be as in Lemma

4.3. We shall show du ≤ 0 and thus tu < 0. Let us assume now, by contradiction, that

du > 0. It follows from Ψu(0) = J(u) < m(c) < 0 that cu > 0. Then making use of

Lemma 4.3 leads to

m(c) > J(u) = Ψu(0) ≥ min
s∈(−∞,cu)

Ψu(s)

≥ min {J(us) : s ∈ R, |∇us|p < R0} = J(usu) ≥ m(c),

which is absurd. The proof is completed.

The first part of Theorem 1.1 states that there exists u∗ ∈ M+ such that J(u∗) =

m(c) < 0. It is also clear that J
(
ut∗
)
< 2m(c) for t > 0 sufficiently large. This implies,

by Lemma 2.3, that the set

Γ := Γ(c, µ) =
{
γ ∈ C([0, 1], Sc) : γ(0) ∈ M+, γ(1) ∈ J2m(c)

}

is not empty, where Jm(c) = {u ∈ Sc : J(u) ≤ 2m(c)}. Now let us consider the associated

minimax value

m∗ := m∗(c, µ) = inf
γ∈Γ

sup
t∈[0,1]

J(γ(t)).

Lemma 4.13. There holds m∗ = infu∈M− J(u) > 0.

Proof. A similar argument to the proof of [39, Lemma 5.7] shows that infu∈M− J(u) > 0.

For any γ ∈ Γ, we have 0 = sγ(0) < tγ(0) and, due to Lemma 4.12, tγ(1) < 0. With the

aid of Lemma 4.3, there exists t0 = t0(γ) ∈ (0, 1) such that tγ(t0) = 0, which implies

γ(t0) ∈ M− and necessarily

sup
t∈[0,1]

J(γ(t)) ≥ J(γ(t0)) ≥ inf
u∈M−

J(u). (4.26)
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Clearly, m∗ ≥ infu∈M− J(u). For any u ∈ M−, we know su < 0 and there exists t1 =

t1(u) > 0 such that J(ut1) < 2m(c). If we define γ : [0, 1] → Sc by γ(t) = u(1−t)su+tt1 ,

then γ ∈ Γ from Lemma 2.3, and by (4.26),

J(u) = sup
t∈[0,1]

J(γ(t)) ≥ m∗.

Hence, infu∈M− J(u) ≥ m∗, concluding the proof.

Lemma 4.14. Assume that N > 2 and N2/3 < p < 3. Then m∗ < m(c) + 1
N S

N/p.

Proof. Let vε,τ = u∗ + τuε, where uε is given in Section 2 and τ ≥ 0. Taking into

account that

wε,τ (x) = s
N−p

p vε,τ (sx),

we obtain that, by direct computations,

|∇wε,τ |pp = |∇vε,τ |pp, |wε,τ |p
∗

p∗ = |vε,τ |p
∗

p∗ , (4.27)

and

|wε,τ |pp = s−p|vε,τ |pp, |wε,τ |qq = sγqq−q|vε,τ |qq. (4.28)

Choosing s =
|vε,τ |p

c , we have wε,τ ∈ Sc and then according to Lemma 4.3 there exists

tε,τ such that w
tε,τ
ε,τ ∈ M−. Recording that u∗ ∈ M+, we have tε,0 > 0. Gathering (2.2)

and

eptε,τ |∇wε,τ |pp = ep
∗tε,τ |wε,τ |p

∗

p∗ + µγqe
γqqtε,τ |wε,τ |qq,

we obtain tε,τ → −∞ as τ → +∞ uniformly for ε > 0 small. Note that tε,τ is continuous

with respect to τ . Then for ε > 0 small there exists τε > 0 such that tε,τε = 0, which

means wε,τε ∈ M−. Hence, necessarily in view of Lemma 4.13,

m∗ ≤ J(wε,τε) ≤ sup
τ≥0

J(wε,τ ). (4.29)

In view of (4.27) and (4.28), we have

J(wε,τ ) =
1

p
|∇vε,τ |pp −

1

p∗
|vε,τ |p

∗

p∗ −
µ

q
sγqq−q|vε,τ |qq

=
1

p
|∇(u∗ + τuε)|pp −

1

p∗
|u∗ + τuε|p

∗

p∗

− µ

q
sγqq−q|u∗ + τuε|qq. (4.30)

It is easy to check that for p ∈ (2, 3), there exists Cp > 0 such that

(1 + t)p ≤ 1 + tp + pt+ Cpt
2, t ≥ 0. (4.31)

At this point observing that

sp =
|vε,τ |pp
cp

≤ 1 +
pτ

cp

∫

RN

up−1
∗ uε +

Cpτ
2

cp

∫

RN

up−2
∗ u2ε +

τp

cp
|uε|pp.
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Then, it is easy to check that

lim
τ→0+

J(wε,τ ) ≤ J(u∗) = m(c), uniformly for ε > 0 small,

and thus this means that there exists τ0 > 0 such that

J(wε,τ ) < m(c) +
1

N
SN/p, for ε > 0 small and τ ∈ (0, τ0). (4.32)

Next, we compute by employing (4.30) and (4.31),

J(wε,τ ) ≤ J(u∗) +
τp

p
|∇uε|pp −

τp
∗

p∗
|uε|p

∗

p∗ +
τ2Cp

p

∫

RN

|∇u∗|p−2|∇uε|2

+ τ

∫

RN

|∇u∗|p−1|∇uε| −
1

p∗

∫

RN

(
|u∗ + τuε|p

∗ − up
∗

∗ − τp
∗

up
∗

ε

)
+
µ

q
|u∗|qq

≤ J(u∗) +
τp

p
|∇uε|pp −

τp
∗

p∗
|uε|p

∗

p∗ + τ

∫

RN

|∇u∗|p−2∇u∗∇uε +
µ

q
|u∗|qq.

And consequently, there exists τ1 > 0 such that

J(wε,τ ) < m(c) +
1

N
SN/p, for ε > 0 small and τ ∈ (τ1,+∞). (4.33)

Finally, let us now deal with the case τ0 ≤ τ ≤ τ1. And since u∗ is a positive solution of

(1.6) for some λ∗ < 0, we have

∫

RN

|∇u∗|p−2∇u∗∇uε =
∫

RN

up
∗−1

∗ uε + µ

∫

RN

uq−1
∗ uε + λ∗

∫

RN

up−1
∗ uε,

and

λ∗cp = λ∗|u∗|pp = µ(γq − 1)|u∗|qq.

In view of (4.27) and (4.28), we use the approach in Garcia Azorero and Peral Alonso[15],

where the following estimate is obtained (see pages 946 and 949):

J(wε,τ ) =
1

p
|∇vε,τ |pp −

1

p∗
|vε,τ |p

∗

p∗ −
µ

q
sγqq−q|vε,τ |qq

≤ 1

p
|∇u∗|pp + τ

∫

RN

|∇u∗|p−2∇u∗∇uε +
τp

p
|∇uε|pp −

1

p∗
|u∗ + τuε|p

∗

p∗

− µ

q
sγqq−q|u∗ + τuε|qq +O(ε

N−p
p )

for ε small and τ0 ≤ τ ≤ τ1.
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Then, we deduce Lemma 2.1, (2.2)−(2.4) that

J(wε,τ ) (4.34)

≤ J(u∗) +
τp

p
|∇uε|pp −

τp
∗

p∗
|uε|p

∗

p∗ +O(ε
N−p

p )

− 1

p∗

∫

RN

(
|u∗ + τuε|p

∗ − up
∗

∗ − (τuε)
p∗ − p∗τup

∗

∗ uε

)

− µ

q

∫

RN

(
|u∗ + τuε|q − uq∗ − qτuq−1

∗ uε
)
+ τλ∗

∫

RN

up−1
∗ uε

− τµ

cp
(γq − 1)|u∗ + τuε|qq

∫

RN

up−1
∗ uε −

τpµ

pcp
(γq − 1)|u∗ + τuε|qq|uε|pp

− Cpτ
p−1µ

cp
(γq − 1)|u∗ + τuε|qq

∫

RN

up−2
∗ u2ε

≤ J(u∗) +
1

N
SN/p +O(ε

N−p
p )− τpµ

pcp
(γq − 1)|u∗ + τuε|qq|uε|pp −

∫

RN

u∗(τuε)
p∗−1

− τµ

cp
(γq − 1)

(
|u∗ + τuε|qq − |u∗|qq

) ∫

RN

up−1
∗ uε

− Cpτ
2µ

cp
(γq − 1)|u∗ + τuε|qq

∫

RN

up−2
∗ u2ε +O(ε

N−p
p )

≤ m(c) +
1

N
SN/p +O(ε

N−p
p ) +O(ε

2(N−p)

p2 )− Cε
(N−p)(p−1)

p2

< m(c) +
1

N
SN/p (4.35)

for ε > 0 small, where we used N2/3 < p < 3, p < q < p + p2/N and (2.4). Therefore,

summarizing (4.29), (4.32), (4.33) and (4.34) yields m∗ ≤ supτ≥0 J(wε,τ ) < m(c) +
1
N S

N/p. We conclude the proof.

Lemma 4.15. Suppose that p < q < p + p2/N and µc(1−γq)q < αq. Then there exists a

Palais-Smale sequence {un} ⊂ Sc for J |Sc at the level m∗ with the properties |u−n |p → 0

and

P (un) → 0,

as n→ ∞, where u− = min{u, 0}.

Proof. We introduce a stretched functional J̃ : E × R → R in the spirit of [23] as

J̃(u, t) = J(ut) =
ept

p
|∇u|pp −

ep
∗t

p∗
|u|p∗p∗ − µ

eγqqt

q
|u|qq.

Let us consider the set

Γ̃ =
{
γ̃ ∈ C([0, 1], Sc × R) : γ̃(0) ∈ M+ × {0}, γ̃(1) ∈ J2m(c) × {0}

}
.

It is clear that if γ ∈ Γ then γ̃ := (γ, 0) ∈ Γ̃ and J̃(γ̃(t)) = J(γ(t)) for t ∈ [0, 1]; while if

γ̃ = (γ̃1, γ̃2) ∈ Γ̃ then from Lemma 2.3, γ(·) := γ̃1(·)γ̃2(·) ∈ Γ and J(γ(t)) = J̃(γ̃(t)) for

t ∈ [0, 1]. Therefore, we have

m∗ = inf
γ̃∈Γ̃

sup
t∈[0,1]

J̃(γ̃(t)). (4.36)
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Under the definition of (4.36), we observe that for εn = 1
n2 there exists γn ∈ Γ such

that

sup
t∈[0,1]

J(γn(t)) ≤ m∗ +
1

n2
.

Replacing γn by |γn| if necessary, we may assume that γn(t) ≥ 0 in R
N for all t ∈ [0, 1].

In addition, setting γ̃n = (γn, 0) ∈ Γ̃, we have

sup
t∈[0,1]

J̃(γ̃n(t)) ≤ m∗ +
1

n2
.

For any γ̃ = (γ̃1, γ̃2) ∈ Γ̃, let us consider the function Pγ̃ : [0, 1] → R given by

Pγ̃(τ) = P (γ̃1(τ)
γ̃2(τ)).

Since γ̃(0) = (γ̃1(0), γ̃2(0)) ∈ (M+, 0), there holds tγ̃1(0) > sγ̃1(0) = 0 according to Lemma

4.3. Observing that J(γ̃1(1)) = J̃(γ̃(1)) < 2m(c) we have tγ̃1(1) < 0 by virtue of Lemma

4.12. Moreover, Lemma 2.3 yields the map τ 7→ γ̃1(τ)
γ̃2(τ) is continuous from [0, 1] → E.

Hence, there exists τγ̃ ∈ (0, 1) such that Pγ̃(τγ̃) = 0, which implies

max
γ̃([0,1])

J̃ ≥ J̃(γ̃(τγ̃)) ≥ inf
M−

J(u) = m∗. (4.37)

It follows from Lemma 4.3 that

m∗ > 0 ≥ sup
M+∪J2m(c)

J(u) = sup
(M+,0)∪(J2m(c),0)

J̃(u, t). (4.38)

In the following, we will apply Lemma 2.4 to achieve our result. For this purpose, let

X = Sc × R, F = {γ̃([0, 1]) : γ̃ ∈ Γ̃}, B = (M+, 0) ∪ (J2m(c), 0),

F = {(u, s) ∈ Sc × R|J̃(u, s) ≥ m∗}, A = γ̃([0, 1]), An = γ̃n([0, 1]) = γn([0, 1]) × {0}.

We need to checked that F is a homotopy stable family of compact subsets of X with

extended closed boundary B and F satisfies the assumptions (1) and (2) in Lemma

2.4. In fact, for every γ̃ ∈ Γ̃, since γ̃(0) ∈ (M+, 0) and γ̃(1) ∈ (J2m(c), 0), we have

γ̃(0), γ̃(1) ∈ B. For any set A in F and any η ∈ C([0, 1]×X;X) satisfying η(t, x) = x for

all (t, x) ∈ ({0} ×X) ∪ ([0, 1]×B), there holds that η(1, γ̃(0)) = γ̃(0), η(1, γ̃(1)) = γ̃(1).

Hence, we have that η({1} × A) ∈ F . Now, in view of (4.37), we have A ∩ F 6= ∅.
Meanwhile, F ∩ B = ∅ by virtue of (4.38). Hence, we can deduce that the assumptions

(1) and (2) in Lemma 2.4 are valid.

Therefore, using Lemma 2.4 yields the existence of a sequence {(vn, tn)} ⊂ Sc × R

such that, as n→ +∞,

|tn|+ dist(vn, γn([0, 1])) → 0, (4.39)

J̃(vn, tn) → m∗, (4.40)

(J̃ |Sc×R)
′(vn, tn) → 0. (4.41)
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Moreover, we can infer that J̃(vn, tn) = J̃(vtnn , 0) and

〈(J̃ |Sc×R)
′(vn, tn), (ϕ, s)〉 = 〈(J̃ |Sc×R)

′(vtnn , 0), (ϕ
tn , s)〉 (4.42)

for (ϕ, s) ∈ E × R with
∫
RN vnϕ = 0. Recording that un = vtnn ∈ Sc, we see from (4.40)

that

J(un) = J̃(vtnn , 0) = J̃(vn, tn) → m∗, as n→ ∞.

Taking (0, 1) as a test function in (4.42), we deduce from (4.41) that

P (un) = ∂tJ̃(un, 0) → 0, as n→ ∞.

For w ∈ E with
∫
RN v

tn
n w = 0, we immediately deduce from (4.39), (4.41) and Lemma

2.2 that (J |Sc)
′(un) → 0 as n→ ∞ provided taking (w−tn , 0) as a test function in (4.42).

In view of (4.39) again, |u−n |pp = |(v−n )tn |pp = |v−n |pp → 0 as n → ∞, as desired. The proof

is completed.

Proof of Theorem 1.1 (Part III). By Lemma 4.15, there exists a sequence {un} ⊂ Sc

with the following properties

J(un) → m∗, (J |Sc)
′(un) → 0, |u−n |p → 0, P (un) → 0, as n→ ∞.

If alternative (i) in Lemma 3.3 occurs, then un ⇀ u in E for some u 6= 0 and

m∗ − Λ ≥ J(u).

In the case J(u) ≥ 0, we have

m∗ − Λ ≥ 0 > m(c),

yielding a contradiction with Lemma 4.14; while in the case J(u) < 0, we have |∇u|p < t∗

and then, by |u|p ≤ c and Remark 4.1 that

J(u) ≥ m(|u|p) ≥ m(c),

which is also contradicts the result of Lemma 4.14. Therefore, alternative (ii) in Lemma

3.3 holds true and henceforth un → u in E with u being a ground state solution of (1.1)

and (1.3) for some λ < 0. Moreover, by |u−n |p → 0 as n → ∞ and then similarly as in

proof of Theorem 1.1(Part I), we conclude that u is positive. The proof is completed.

5. L
p-critical and supercritical perturbations

Throughout this section, we always assume that

p+ p2/N ≤ q < p∗, c, µ > 0, µc(1−γq)q < α(q).

We wish to investigate the mountain pass geometry of J on Sc. For this reason, we recall

that

Dk := Dk(c) = {u ∈ Sc : |∇u|p < k}, for k > 0.
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Lemma 5.1. Suppose that p+ p2/N ≤ q < p∗ and µc(1−γq)q < α(q) when q = p+ p2/N .

(1) There exist two positive numbers k1 < k2 such that

0 < sup
u∈Dk1

J(u) < inf
u∈∂Dk2

J(u)

and

J(u) > 0 and P (u) > 0, for u ∈ Dk2 .

(2) There exists u0 ∈ Sc \Ak2 such that J(u0) < 0.

Proof. We focus our attention on the following two aspects.

(1) It follows from Lemma 1.1 and the Sobolev inequality that, for u ∈ Sc,

J(u) =
1

p
|∇u|pp −

1

p∗
|u|p∗p∗ −

µ

q
|u|qq

≥ 1

p
|∇u|pp −

S− p∗

p

p∗
|∇u|p∗p − µ

q
C(q)c(1−γq)q|∇u|γqqp

and

P (u) = |∇u|pp − |u|p∗p∗ − µγq|u|qq
≥ |∇u|pp − S

− p∗

p |∇u|p∗p − µγqC(q)c(1−γq)q|∇u|γqqp .

In particular, it is also clear that

J(u) ≤ 1

p
|∇u|pp.

Observe that p ≤ γqq < p∗ and

1

p
>
µ

q
C(q)c(1−γq)q when γqq = p.

Thereby, taking two small positive numbers k1 < k2, we arrive at the desired result.

(2) It is not difficult to check that, for u ∈ Sc,

lim
t→+∞

|∇ut|p = +∞ and lim
t→+∞

J(ut) = −∞.

If, in addition, we choose u0 = ut with t > 0 sufficiently large, then the desired result is

obtained and this completes the proof.

By Lemma 5.1, we can define the mountain pass level of the functional J on Sc by

m∗ := m∗(c, µ) = inf
γ∈Γ

sup
t∈[0,1]

J(γ(t)), (5.1)

where

Γ := Γ(c, µ) =
{
γ ∈ C([0, 1], Sc) : γ(0) ∈ Dk1 , J(γ(1)) ≤ 0

}
.

Clearly, m∗ ≥ infu∈∂Dk2
J(u) > 0.
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5.1. The case q = p+ p2/N

Let us keep in mind that q = q̄ = p+ p2/N throughout this subsection.

Lemma 5.2. Let a2, b2 > 0. Then the function

ξ(t) = a2e
pt − b2e

p∗t, t ∈ R

has a unique critical point at which ξ achieves its maximum.

We observe that γq̄ q̄ = p and µc(1−γq̄)q̄ < α(q̄), hence there holds

γq̄C(q̄)µc(1−γq̄)q̄ < 1. (5.2)

Lemma 5.3. It results M0 = ∅.

Proof. Suppose by contradiction that M0 6= ∅. Then there exists u ∈ M0 satisfying

|∇u|pp − |u|p∗p∗ − µγq̄|u|q̄q̄ = 0

and

p|∇u|pp − p∗|u|p∗p∗ − pµγq̄|u|q̄q̄ = 0.

Thus, gathering Lemma 1.1 and (5.2) we see that

|∇u|pp = µγq̄|u|q̄q̄ ≤ γq̄C(q̄)µc(1−γq̄)q̄|∇u|pp < |∇u|pp,

which is absurd and therefore the thesis follows. The proof is completed.

Lemma 5.4. For every u ∈ Sc, there exists a unique tu ∈ R such that utu ∈ M and

J(utu) = maxt∈R J(u
t). Moreover, we have

(i) M = M−;

(ii) P (u) < 0 if and only if tu < 0;

(iii) the map u 7→ tu is of class C1.

Proof. Recall that γq̄ q̄ = 2. It is immediate to check that, for u ∈ Sc,

Ψu(t) = J(ut) =

(
1

p
|∇u|pp −

µ

q̄
|u|q̄q̄
)
ept −

|u|p∗p∗
p∗

ep
∗t

and

P (ut) =
(
|∇u|pp − µγq̄|u|q̄q̄

)
ept − |u|p∗p∗ep

∗t.

It is well known that Ψ′
u(t) = 0 ⇔ P (ut) = 0 ⇔ ut ∈ M. Thus, exploiting again the fact

that
1

p
|∇u|pp −

µ

q̄
|u|q̄q̄ ≥

1

p

(
1− γq̄C(q̄)µc(1−γq̄)q̄

)
|∇u|pp > 0.

We deduce, from Lemma 5.2, that there exists a unique tu ∈ R such that Ψ′
u(tu) = 0 and

J(utu) = maxt∈R J(u
t). Thereby, utu ∈ M.
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If u ∈ M, then tu = 0 is the maximum point of Ψu. According to Lemma 5.3, we

have Ψ′′
u(0) < 0 and then u ∈ M−. Hence M = M−. Observing that Ψ′

u(t) < 0 if and

only if t > tu, we have P (u) = Ψ′
u(0) < 0 if and only if tu < 0. Now, let us define the

functional Φ : E×R → R by Φ(u, t) = Ψ′
u(t), it follows that Φ is of class C1, Φ(u, tu) = 0

and ∂tΦ(u, tu) = Ψ′′
u(tu) < 0. Making use of the Implicit Function Theorem, we find that

the map u 7→ tu is of class C1.

Lemma 5.5. We have m := m(c, µ) = infu∈M J(u) > 0.

Proof. Lemma 5.4 implies that M 6= ∅. We note that, for u ∈ M,

|∇u|pp = |u|p∗p∗ + µγq̄|u|q̄q̄ ≤ S
− p∗

p |∇u|p∗p + γq̄C(q̄)µc(1−γq̄)q̄|∇u|pp,

from which and (5.2) it results that

inf
u∈M

|∇u|p > 0. (5.3)

Obviously, it is not difficult to check, for u ∈ M,

J(u) = J(u)− 1

p∗
P (u) =

1

N
|∇u|pp −

µγq̄
N

|u|q̄q̄

≥ 1

N

(
1− γq̄C(q̄)µc(1−γq̄)q̄

)
|∇u|pp,

which whence combined with (5.3) concludes the proof.

Lemma 5.6. There holds m = m∗.

Proof. For any u ∈ M, it is not difficult to check that

lim
t→−∞

|∇ut|22 = 0, lim
t→+∞

|∇ut|22 = +∞, lim
t→+∞

J(ut) = −∞.

Clearly, there exist t1 = t1(u) < 0 and t2 = t2(u) > 0 such that ut1 ∈ Dk1 , u
t2 ∈ Sc\Dk2

and J(ut2) < 0. We define for any t ∈ [0, 1] by γ(t) = u(1−t)t1+tt2 . Clearly, in view of

Lemma 2.3, γ ∈ Γ and then supt∈[0,1] J(γ(t)) = J(u), from which it ensures that m ≥ m∗.

From now on we focus on m ≤ m∗, it suffices to verify that γ([0, 1]) ∩M 6= ∅ for any

γ ∈ Γ. Since

J(u)− 1

p∗
P (u) ≥ 1

N

(
1− γq̄C(q̄)µc(1−γq̄)q̄

)
|∇u|pp > 0, for u ∈ Sc,

it follows that P (γ(1)) < p∗J(γ(1)) ≤ 0 for any γ ∈ Γ. Note in particular that P (γ(0)) >

0. Furthermore, if we define t1 = inf{t ∈ [0, 1) : P (γ(s)) < 0 for s ∈ (t, 1]}, then there

must be P (γ(t1)) = 0, which whence implies that γ(t1) ∈ γ([0, 1]) ∩ M. The proof is

complete.

Lemma 5.7. Suppose that p < N2/3. Then 0 < m < 1
N S

N/p.
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Proof. The proof is similar to the following Lemma 5.13.

Lemma 5.8. Suppose that q = p + p2/N and µc(1−γq)q < α(q). Then there exists a

Palais-Smale sequence {un} ⊂ Sc for J |Sc at the level m∗ with the following properties

|u−n |p → 0 and P (un) → 0, as n→ ∞.

Proof. The proof is similar to the proof of Lemma 4.15.

Proof of Theorem 1.2. According to Lemmas 5.6 and 5.8, there exists a sequence

{un} ⊂ Sc with the following properties

J(un) → m, (J |Sc)
′(un) → 0, |u−n |p → 0, P (un) → 0, as n→ ∞.

If alternative (i) in Lemma 3.3 occurs, then un ⇀ u in E for some u 6= 0 and, by applying

(3.5) and (5.2),

m− 1

N
SN/p ≥ J(u) =

1

N
|∇u|pp −

µγq̄
N

|u|q̄q̄

≥ 1

N

(
1− γq̄C(q̄)µc(1−γq̄)q̄

)
|∇u|pp > 0,

yielding a contradiction with Lemma 5.7. Therefore, alternative (ii) in Lemma 3.3 holds

true and hence un → u in E with u being a ground state solution of (1.1) and (1.3) for

some λ < 0. Moreover, we conclude by observing that |u−n |p → 0 as n→ ∞ and arguing

as the proof of Theorem 1.1(Part I), that u is positive. The proof is complete.

5.2. The case p+ p2/N < q < p∗

This subsection is devoted to consider the case p + p2/N < q < p∗, which indicates

that p < γqq < p∗. Similar to Lemma 5.2, we have the following lemma.

Lemma 5.9. Let a3, b3 > 0, d3 ∈ R and p < τ < p∗. Then the function

ξ̃(t) = a3e
pt − b3e

p∗t − d3e
τt, t ∈ R

has a unique critical point at which ξ̃ achieves its maximum.

Lemma 5.10. For every u ∈ Sc, there exists a unique tu ∈ R such that utu ∈ M and

J(utu) = maxt∈R J(u
t). Moreover, we have

(i) M = M−;

(ii) P (u) < 0 if and only if tu < 0;

(iii) the map u 7→ tu is of class C1.

Proof. For u ∈ Sc, we have

Ψu(t) = J(ut) =
ept

p
|∇u|pp −

ep
∗t

p∗
|u|p∗p∗ − µ

eγqqt

q
|u|qq
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and

P (ut) = ept|∇u|pp − ep
∗t|u|p∗p∗ − µγqe

γqqt|u|qq.

It is obvious that Ψ′
u(t) = 0 ⇔ P (ut) = 0 ⇔ ut ∈ M. Standard computations together

with Lemma 5.9 shows that there exists a unique tu ∈ R such that Ψ′
u(tu) = 0 and

J(utu) = maxt∈R J(u
t). Hence, utu ∈ M.

We remark that, letting u ∈ M, a straightforward computation shows

Ψ′′
u(0) = Ψ′′

u(0)− pP (u) = −(p∗ − p)|u|p∗p∗ + (p− γqq)µγq|u|qq < 0,

whence it follows that u ∈ M− and henceforth M = M−. Observing that Ψ′
u(t) < 0

if and only if t > tu, we have P (u) = Ψ′
u(0) < 0 if and only if tu < 0. If we define

Φ : E × R → R by Φ(u, t) = Ψ′
u(t), then Φ is of class C1, Φ(u, tu) = 0 and ∂tΦ(u, tu) =

Ψ′′
u(tu) < 0. Now, let us remark that, by applying the Implicit Function Theorem, the

map u 7→ tu is of class C1.

Lemma 5.11. m := m(c, µ) = infu∈M J(u) > 0.

Proof. Lemma 5.10 indicates that M 6= ∅. Notice in particular that, for u ∈ M,

0 = |∇u|pp − |u|p∗p∗ − µγq|u|qq
≥ |∇u|pp − S

− p∗

p |∇u|p∗p − µγqC(q)c(1−γq)q|∇u|γqqp ,

whence it follows that

inf
u∈M

|∇u|p > 0. (5.4)

Therefore, it is immediate to check that, for u ∈ M,

J(u) = J(u) − 1

γqq
P (u) =

γqq − p

pγqq
|∇u|pp +

p∗ − γqq

p∗γqq
|u|p∗p∗

≥ γqq − p

pγqq
|∇u|pp.

This, together with (5.4), implies the desired conclusion.

Lemma 5.12. m = m∗, where m∗ is defined in (5.1).

Proof. The statement follows straightforwardly from the fact that

J(u)− 1

p
P (u) =

1

N
|u|p∗p∗ +

µ

q

(
γqq

p
− 1

)
|u|qq > 0, for u ∈ Sc.

Arguing as in the proof of Lemma 5.6, we immediately achieve the result.

Lemma 5.13. Assume that p ≤ N2/3. Then 0 < m < 1
N S

N/p.
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Proof. Case 1. p ≤ N1/2. Let vε = (τ)
N−p

p uε(τx), where τ = c−1|uε|p. Then

|vε|p = c, |∇vε|2 = |∇uε|2, |vε|p∗ = |uε|p∗

and for p < q < p∗. Lemmas 5.10 and 5.11 imply there exists a unique tε ∈ R such

that vtεε ∈ M and 0 < m ≤ J(vtεε ). To conclude the proof, it suffices to show that

J(vtεε ) < 1
N S

N/p for ε > 0 sufficiently small.

According to p ≤ N1/2, there holds p∗(1 − 1/p) ≤ p < q. As a consequence of (2.2),

(2.3), (2.4) and (5.4), there exists a constant C > 0 such that, as ε→ 0+,

eγqqtε |vε|qq = eγqqtε · τ−(1−γq)q|uε|qq

=
|∇vtεε |γqqp

|∇uε|γqqp
· c(1−γq)q |uε|qq

|uε|(1−γq)q
p

≥





C, p < N1/2,

C| ln ε|
−(1−γq )q

p , p = N1/2,

which jointly with Lemma 2.1 leads to

J(vtεε ) =
apεeptε

p
|∇uε|pp −

ap
∗

ε ep
∗tε

p∗
|uε|p

∗

p∗ − µ
eγqqtε

q
|vε|qq

≤ 1

N
SN/p +O(ε

N−p
p )− µ

q





C, p < N1/2,

C| ln ε|
−(1−γq )q

p , p = N1/2.

As a consequence, letting ε > 0 small yields the desired conclusion.

Case 2. N1/2 < p < N2/3. Let vε be as in (2.1). Lemmas 5.10 and 5.11 imply there

exists a unique tε ∈ R such that vtεε ∈ M and 0 < m ≤ J(vtεε ). To conclude the proof, it

suffices to show that J(vtεε ) < 1
N S

N/p for ε > 0 sufficiently small.

According to N1/2 < p < N2/3, there holds p < p∗(1 − 1/p) < p + p2/N . As a

consequence of (2.2), (2.3), (2.4) and (5.4), there exists a constant C > 0 such that, as

ε→ 0+,

eγqqtε |vε|qq = a
γqq
ε eγqqtε · a(1−γq)q

ε |uε|qq

=
|∇vtεε |γqqp

|∇uε|γqqp
· c(1−γq)q |uε|qq

|uε|(1−γq)q
p

≥ Cε
(pN+pq−qN)(p2−N)

p3 ,

which jointly with Lemma 2.1 leads to

J(vtεε ) =
apεeptε

p
|∇uε|pp −

ap
∗

ε ep
∗tε

p∗
|uε|p

∗

p∗ − µ
eγqqtε

q
|vε|qq

≤ 1

N
SN/p +O(ε

N−p
p )− µ

q
Cε

(pN+pq−qN)(p2−N)

p3 .

The conditionN1/2 < p < N2/3 implies that (pN+pq−qN)(p2−N)
p3

< N−p
p . As a consequence,

letting ε > 0 small yields the desired conclusion.
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Lemma 5.14. Suppose that p + p2/N < q < p∗. Then there exists a Palais-Smale

sequence {un} ⊂ Sc for J |Sc at the level m∗ with the following properties

|u−n |p → 0 and P (un) → 0, as n→ ∞.

Proof. The proof is similar to the proof of Lemma 4.15.

Proof of Theorem 1.3. We can apply Lemmas 5.12 and 5.14 to conclude that there is

a sequence {un} ⊂ Sc with the following properties

J(un) → m, (J |Sc)
′(un) → 0, |u−n |p → 0, P (un) → 0, as n→ ∞.

According to Lemma 5.13, one of the two alternatives in Lemma 3.3 occurs. Suppose

that alternative (i) occurs, it is elementary to realize that un ⇀ u in E for some u 6= 0

and, by virtue of (3.5),

m− 1

N
SN/p ≥ J(u) = J(u)− 1

p
P (u)

=
1

N
|u|p∗p∗ +

µ

q

(
γqq

p
− 1

)
|u|qq > 0,

which contradicts the result of Lemma 5.13. Therefore, alternative (ii) in Lemma 3.3

holds true and henforth un → u in E with u being a ground state solution of (1.1) and

(1.3) in E for some λ < 0. Moreover, observing that |u−n |p → 0 as n→ ∞ and following

the same argument of the proof of Theorem 1.1(Part I), we deduce that u is positive.

6. Asymptotic behavior of normalized solutions

In this section, we study the asymptotic behavior of normalized solutions obtained in

Theorem 1.1 as µ → 0+. For simplicity of notations, we always write m(µ) := m(c, µ),

m∗(µ) := m∗(c, µ), Mµ := Mc,µ and M±
µ := M±

c,µ throughout this section.

6.1. The case µ→ 0+

Let c > 0 and p < q < p∗ be fixed. We also assume that µ > 0 satisfies (1.6).

Proof of Theorem 1.4 (i). In the case p < q < p + p2/N , Theorem 1.1 states that

uµ := uc,µ is the interior local minimizer of the functional Jµ on DR0(c), where R0 =

R0(c, µ) is given by Lemma 4.1. It is easy to verify that R0(c, µ) → 0 as µ → 0+ and

thus |∇uµ|p → 0 as µ→ 0+. Using Lemma 1.1 and the Sobolev inequality, we derive

0 > m(µ) =
1

p
|∇uµ|pp −

1

p∗
|uµ|p

∗

p∗ −
µ

q
|uµ|qq

≥ 1

p
|∇uµ|pp −

S− p∗

p

p∗
|∇uµ|p

∗

p − µ

q
C(q)c(1−γq)q|∇uµ|γqqp ,

which implies that m(µ) → 0 as µ→ 0+ and the thesis follows.
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Next we consider the case where q̄ = p+ p2/N ≤ q < p∗.

Lemma 6.1. There holds

inf
u∈Mµ

Jµ(u) = inf
u∈Sc

max
t∈R

Jµ(u
t).

Proof. We see from Lemmas 5.4 and 5.10 that

Jµ(u) = max
t∈R

Jµ(u
t) ≥ inf

u∈Sc

max
t∈R

Jµ(u
t), for u ∈ Mµ.

On the other hand, if u ∈ Sc then there is a unique tu,µ := tu,c,µ ∈ R such that utu,µ ∈ Mµ

and

max
t∈R

Jµ(u
t) = Jµ(u

tu,µ) ≥ inf
u∈Mµ

Jµ(u).

The desired conclusion follows easily.

Lemma 6.2. We have

inf
u∈M0

J0(u) = inf
u∈Sc

max
t∈R

J0(u
t) =

1

N
SN/p.

Proof. Similar to Lemma 6.1, we have

inf
u∈M0

J0(u) = inf
u∈Sc

max
t∈R

J0(u
t).

Furthermore, Lemma 2.1 indicates that infu∈Sc maxt∈R J0(u
t) ≤ 1

N S
N/p. Let u ∈ Sc and

denote

a1 = |∇u|pp, b1 = |u|p∗p∗ .

It follows from Lemma 2.1 and the definition of S that

max
t∈R

J0(u
t) =

a
p∗

p∗−p

1

Nb
p

p∗−p

1

≥ 1

N
SN/p.

Hence, we have infu∈Sc maxt∈R J0(u
t) ≥ 1

N S
N/p, concluding the proof.

Lemma 6.3. Let µ̄ > 0 be such that

µ̄c(1−γq)q < α(q).

Then the function µ 7→ m(µ) is non-increasing on [0, µ̄].

Proof. Let 0 ≤ µ1 < µ2 ≤ µ̄. By Lemma 6.1 and 6.2, we have

m(µ2) = inf
u∈Sc

max
t∈R

Jµ2(u
t) ≤ inf

u∈Sc

max
t∈R

Jµ1(u
t) = m(µ1).

The proof is complete.
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Proof of Theorem 1.4 (ii). Let c > 0, and let µ̄ satisfy the assumption of Lemma 6.3

for this choice of c. In what follows, we will show that the family of positive radial ground

states {uµ : 0 < µ < µ̄} is bounded in E. Note that Pµ(uµ) = 0. If q = q̄ = p + p2/N ,

then

m(µ) = Jµ(uµ)−
1

p∗
Pµ(uµ)

=
1

N
|∇uµ|pp −

pµ

Nq̄
|uµ|q̄q̄

≥
(

1

N
− γq̄C(q̄)

N
µc(1−γq̄)q̄

)
|∇uµ|pp;

while if p+ p2/N < q < p∗, then

m(µ) = Jµ(uµ)−
1

γqq
Pµ(uµ)

=
(1
p
− 1

γqq

)
|∇uµ|pp +

( 1

γqq
− 1

p∗

)
|uµ|p

∗

p∗

≥
(1
p
− 1

γqq

)
|∇uµ|pp.

We see from this and Lemma 6.3 that {uµ} is bounded in E with respect to µ ∈ (0, µ̄).

Assume up to a subsequence that uµ ⇀ u in E, uµ → u in Lq(RN ), uµ → u a.e.

in R
N and |∇uµ|pp → l ≥ 0 as µ → 0+. Then, by Pµ(uµ) = 0 again and the Sobolev

inequality, we have

l ≤ S
− N

N−p l
N

N−p .

Thus, it is to obtain either l = 0 or l ≥ S
N
p . If l = 0, then uµ → 0 in D1,p(RN )

and hence Jµ(uµ) → 0 as µ → 0+. On the other hand, Lemma 6.3 indicates that

Jµ(uµ) = m(µ) ≥ m(µ̄) > 0 for 0 < µ < µ̄, which comes to a contradiction. Therefore,

we have l ≥ S
N
p . Combining Lemmas 6.2 and 6.3 yields that

l

N
= lim

µ→0+

(
Jµ(uµ)−

1

p∗
Pµ(uµ)

)
= lim

µ→0+
m(µ) ≤ m(0) =

1

N
SN/p.

Then there must be l = S
N
p and limµ→0+ m(µ) = 1

N S
N/p.

Finally, we claim u = 0, i.e., uµ ⇀ 0 in E as µ → 0+. Indeed, let λµ < 0 be the

Lagrange multiplier associated with the ground state solution uµ. By Pµ(uµ) = 0, we

have

λµc
p = λµ|uµ|pp = |∇uµ|pp − |uµ|p

∗

p∗ − µ|uµ|qq = µ(γq − 1)|uµ|qq
and then λµ → 0 as µ → 0+. Combining this with uµ ⇀ u in E, a similar argument to

the proof of Lemma 3.3 shows that u weakly solves

−∆pu = up
∗−1, u ≥ 0, in R

N , u ∈ E,

which however has only trivial solution in E. Therefore, we have u = 0.
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