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Abstract

This paper deals with the existence and multiplicity of nontrivial solutions for (p,Q)-Laplace equations
with the Stein-Weiss reaction under critical exponential nonlinearity in the Heisenberg group H

N . In
addition, a weight function and two positive parameters have also been included in the nonlinearity.
The developed analysis is significantly influenced by these two parameters. Further, the mountain pass
theorem, the Ekeland variational principle, the Trudinger-Moser inequality, the doubly weighted Hardy-
Littlewood-Sobolev inequality and a completely new Brézis-Lieb type lemma for Choquard nonlinearity
play key roles in our proofs.
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1 Introduction

In this paper, we deal with a Choquard equation involving (p,Q)-Laplace operator and critical Trudinger-Moser
nonlinearity in H

N . More precisely, we study the following equation

LH,p(u) + LH,Q(u) = µg(ξ)|u|s−2u+ γ

(∫

HN

F (η, u)

r(η)βdK(ξ, η)λ
dη

)
f(ξ, u)

r(ξ)β
in H

N , (Pµ,γ)

where
LH,t(u) = −∆H,tu+ |u|t−2u for t ∈ {p, Q}

with Q = 2N + 2 is the homogeneous dimension of the Heisenberg group H
N . Further, we assume that 1 < s < p <

Q, β ≥ 0, 0 < λ < Q, 2β + λ < Q, µ and γ are two positive parameters, and g : HN → (0,∞) is a weight function
in Lϑ(HN ) with ϑ = Q

Q−s
. The functions r(·) and dK(·, ·) that appear in (Pµ,γ) are called the Korányi norm and the

Korányi distance respectively in H
N , which are defined by

r(ξ) = r(z, t) = (|z|4 + t2)
1
4 , ∀ ξ ∈ H

N and dK(ξ, ξ′) = r(ξ−1o ξ′), ∀ (ξ, ξ′) ∈ H
N ×H

N ,

where ξ = (z, t) ∈ H
N , z = (x, y) = (x1, . . . , xN , y1, . . . , yN) ∈ R

N × R
N , t ∈ R, and |z| is the Euclidean norm in

R
2N . Similarly, we can define ξ′ as well. Note that ξ−1 = −ξ, and ξ−1o ξ′ can be computed as in (2.1).
Moreover, for any ϕ ∈ C2(HN ), the operator ∆H,tϕ = divH(|DHϕ|

t−2
H DHϕ) with t ∈ {p,Q} is the standard

t-Kohn–Spencer Laplace (or horizontal t-Laplace) operator. Here, we denote DHϕ as the horizontal gradient of ϕ,
that is,

DHϕ = (X1ϕ, . . . ,XNϕ, Y1ϕ, . . . , YNϕ),

where {Xj , Yj}
N
j=1 is the standard basis of the horizontal left-invariant vector fields on H

N with

Xj =
∂

∂xj
+ 2yj

∂

∂t
, Yj =

∂

∂yj
− 2xj

∂

∂t
for j = 1, . . . , N.
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The nonlinearity f : HN × R → R has critical exponential growth at infinity, i.e., it behaves like exp(α|u|
Q

Q−1 ) when
|u| → ∞ for some α > 0, which means there exists a positive constant α0 such that the following condition holds:

lim
|u|→∞

|f(ξ, u)|exp(−α|u|
Q

Q−1 ) =

{
0 if α > α0

+∞ if α < α0

, uniformly with respect to ξ ∈ H
N .

Throughout the paper, we have the following assumptions on the nonlinearity f : HN × R → R.

(f1) f ∈ C1(HN × R,R) such that f(·, u) = 0 for all u ≤ 0 and f(·, u) > 0 for all u > 0. Further, there exists
constant α0 ∈ (0, α) with the property that for all ε > 0, there exists Cε > 0 such that

|f(ξ, u)| ≤ ε|u|Q−1 + CεΦ(α0|u|
Q′

), ∀ (ξ, u) ∈ H
N × R, where Φ(t) = exp(t)−

Q−2∑

j=0

tj

j!
and Q′ =

Q

Q− 1
;

(f2) there exists σ > Q such that 0 < σF (ξ, u) ≤ 2uf(ξ, u) for a.e. ξ ∈ H
N and any u > 0, where F is the primitive

of f and defined by F (ξ, u) =

∫ u

0

f(ξ, τ ) dτ , ∀ (ξ, u) ∈ H
N × R;

(f3) ∂uf(·, u) exists and ∂uf(·, u) = 0 for all u ≤ 0. Consequently, there exists constant α0 ∈ (0, α) with the
property that for all ε > 0, there exists Cε > 0 such that

|∂uf(ξ, u)u| ≤ ε|u|Q−1 + CεΦ(α0|u|
Q′

), ∀ (ξ, u) ∈ H
N × R;

(f4) there exists υ > Q and a constant Ĉ > 0 such that

F (ξ, u) ≥
2Ĉ

υ
uυ , ∀ (ξ, u) ∈ H

N × [0,∞).

Remark 1.1. A typical example of a function satisfying (f1)−(f4) can be considered as f(ξ, u) = (u+)Q−1Φ
(
(u+)Q

′)
,

∀ (ξ, u) ∈ H
N × R with α0 > 1, where Q = 2N + 2, Q′ = Q

Q−1
, u+ = max{u, 0} and Φ is defined as in (f1).

Over the last decade, analysis of PDEs in the Heisenberg group has gained much attention from many researchers.
Of all the noncommutative nilpotent Lie groups, the Heisenberg group is the most straightforward example. The
Heisenberg group have particularly played an important role in quantum physics, ergodic theory, representation the-
ory of nilpotent Lie groups, harmonic analysis, differential geometry, several complex variables and CR geometry.
Due to the analytical non-Euclidean nature of this space despite its topological Euclidean nature, certain fundamental
concepts of analysis, including dilatations, must be developed again ( see [38]). Folland and Stein [14] were the pio-
neering mathematicians who initiated the research of subelliptic analysis on the Heisenberg group. Later, Rothschild
and Stein made significant advancements in generalising these results to suit the criteria of Hörmander for vector
fields. Furthermore, we also refer the interested readers to study [12, 13, 15, 27, 44] for more advanced properties of
elliptic operators on the Heisenberg group.

In the context of the Heisenberg group, to familiarize the reader with the borderline case of the Sobolev embedding,
which is commonly known as the Trudinger-Moser case, we first recall that for p < Q, by the classical Sobolev
embedding results and the notations used in (2.3), we have HW 1,p(HN ) →֒ Lq(HN ) for p ≤ q ≤ p∗, where p∗ = Qp

Q−p
,

called critical Sobolev exponent. Due to these facts, to study the variational problems with subcritical and critical
growth, we mean that the nonlinearity cannot exceed the polynomial of degree p∗. Further, for the limiting case
p = Q, we also have HW 1,Q(HN ) →֒ Ls(HN) for Q ≤ s < ∞ but we cannot take s = ∞ for such an embedding.
Now, it is fairly natural to ask “ Is there another kind of maximal growth in this situation”? This question was
answered by N. Lama et al. in [22]. The answer to this question is that the exponential growth can be admitted in
the borderline case.

It is worthwhile to mention that there has been a lot of advancement in the Trudinger-Moser-type inequalities
to study the existence, nonexistence and multiplicity of solutions of the nonlinear PDEs in the whole Euclidean
framework as well as in the Heisenberg group framework. For a detailed study, one can go through [1,7,9,21–25,27,
39,40] and references therein.

Define the functional of the form

u 7→

∫

RN

(
|∇u|p + |∇u|q

)
dx,

where 1 < p < q. Such types of functionals fall in the realm of the so-called functionals with nonstandard growth
conditions of (p, q)-type. To the best of our knowledge, the study of this kind of unbalanced integral functionals was
first introduced by P. Marcellini in his celebrated research papers [32, 33]. Since, then elliptic problems involving
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(p, q)-Laplace operator have been extensively studied by many authors due to the broad applications in biophysics,
plasma physics, solid state physics, and chemical reaction design (see [2,35,45]). In this regard, we refer to [10,26,38]
and references therein. Despite this, in the borderline case ( q = Q (or N)), there are very few contributions in the
literature driven by (p,Q) (or (p,N))-Laplace operator in the sense Trudinger-Moser nonlinearity, which is one of
the key motivation towards studying this paper. In that context, we want to mention [6, 8, 11, 39, 40] and related
references.

Recently, the study of nonlinear PDEs involving Hartee-type nonlinearity, commonly known as Choquard-type
nonlinearity, which is driven by the classical Hardy-Littlewood-Sobolev inequality ( HLS inequality in short ) [30] has
attracted a lot of researchers due to its wide range of applications in physics such as the Bose-Einstein condensation
and the self-gravitational collapse of a quantum mechanical wave function. Initially, S.I.Pekar [36] used the Hartree-
Fock theory to explain the quantum mechanics of a polaron that was at rest. Moreover, P.Choquard [29] described
the model of an electron trapped in its own hole using such kind of nonlinearity. For more details on the study of
Choquard-type equations using variational methods, we refer to [16, 34] and the related references. Further, in the
context of the Heisenberg group, for the study of Choquard-type equations, we refer to [17,44].

On the other hand, nonlinear problems driven by the doubly weighted Hardy- Littlewood-Sobolev inequality (also
called Stein-Weiss type inequality) [43] with critical exponential nonlinearity are very limited in the current literature.
For instance, we refer the interested readers to study [3,5,47,48]. This is another key motivation towards the study
of this paper.

The main features and novelty of this paper are listed as follows: (a) it is worth noting that, due to the unbounded
nature of the domain, the nonhomogeneity of the leading operator in (Pµ,γ), and the lack of compactness of the
solution space X into some Lebesgue space Ls(HN ), we have some additional difficulty in proving the compactness
property of the Palais-Smale sequence, and (b) the appearance of the Stein-Weiss convolution term under critical
exponential nonlinearity in (Pµ,γ) makes our analysis more challenging because for un ⇀ u weakly in X as n → ∞,
then we have to verify

lim
n→∞

∫

HN

(∫

HN

F (η, un)

r(η)βdK(ξ, η)λ
dη

)
f(ξ, un)v

r(ξ)β
dξ =

∫

HN

(∫

HN

F (η, u)

r(η)βdK(ξ, η)λ
dη

)
f(ξ, u)v

r(ξ)β
dξ,∀ v ∈ X, (1.1)

to confirm that the weak limit u in the above sequence is the solution to (Pµ,γ). However, in the case of exponential
growth, (1.1) may not hold even we have un → u in Lθ(BR) for any R > 0 and θ ∈ [1,∞) as n → ∞. To prove this
we need Theorem 2.7 with the critical exponent α0 to be less than αQ.

Motivated by all the aforementioned works, especially by [3, 11, 40], we study for the first time in literature the
existence of nontrivial nonnegative solutions for (Pµ,γ) involving the Stein-Weiss reaction under critical exponential
growth in the Heisenberg group context. Before we state our main results, we first define the weak solution of (Pµ,γ).

Definition 1.2. We say that u ∈ X (see (2.4)) is a weak solution for (Pµ,γ) if for all v ∈ X, we have

〈
u, v
〉
H,p

+
〈
u, v
〉
H,Q

= µ

∫

HN

g(ξ)|u|s−2uv dξ + γ

∫

HN

(∫

HN

F (η, u)

r(η)βdK(ξ, η)λ
dη

)
f(ξ, u)

r(ξ)β
v dξ,

where for t ∈ {p,Q}, we define

〈
u, v
〉
H,t

=

∫

HN

(
|DHu|

t−2
H (DHu,DHv)H + |u|t−2uv

)
dξ. (1.2)

The main results of this paper can be stated as follows.

Theorem 1.3. Assume that 1 < s < p < Q <∞ and g is in Lϑ(RN ) with ϑ = Q
Q−s

. Let (f1) and (f2)are hold, then
there exists µ̂ > 0 such that (Pµ,γ) admits at least one nontrivial nonnegative solution uµ,γ in X for all µ ∈ (0, µ̂)
and for all γ > 0. Consequently, there holds

lim
µ→0+

‖uµ,γ‖X = 0.

Theorem 1.4. Let all the assumptions of Theorem 1.3 be satisfied. Additionally, if (f3) and (f4) are hold, then
there exists γ∗ > 0 such that for all γ > γ∗ there exists µ̃ = µ̃(γ) > 0 with the property that (Pµ,γ) admits a nontrivial
nonnegative solution wµ,γ for all µ ∈ (0, µ̃]. Consequently, if µ < min{µ̂, µ̃}, then wµ,γ is a second solution of (Pµ,γ)
which is independent of uµ,γ constructed in Theorem 1.3.

The paper is structured in the following way. In Section 2, we present some basic definitions and properties of the
Heisenberg group H

N , as well as the suitable function spaces, and some technical lemmas are also recalled. In Section
3, we provide the variational structure of (Pµ,γ) and prove Theorem 1.3 using a minimization argument based on the
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Ekeland variational principle. Finally, in Section 4, we establish the key compactness lemma, particularly helpful to
apply the mountain pass theorem at a suitable mountain pass level and to prove Theorem 1.4.
Notations. Throughout this paper, we use the following notations:

• on(1) denotes a real sequence such that on(1) → 0 as n→ ∞.

• ⇀ means weak convergence and → means strong convergence.

• u+ = max {u, 0} and u− = max {−u, 0}.

• BR = {u ∈ X : ‖u‖X < R}, BR = {u ∈ X : ‖u‖X ≤ R}, and ∂BR = {u ∈ X : ‖u‖X = R} for any R > 0.

2 Preliminaries

In this section, we first introduce some basic properties of the Heisenberg group H
N as well as the horizontal Sobolev

spaces and some technical lemmas which will be used in the next sections. For more details on the Heisenberg group,
we refer to [4,23,28,31,37,38,41,44] and references found therein.

The Heisenberg group H
N is of topological dimension 2N + 1, i.e., the Lie group whose underlying manifold is

R
2N+1, endowed with the non-abelian group law

ξo ξ′ =

(
z + z′, t+ t′ + 2

N∑

i=1

(yix
′
i − xiy

′
i)

)
, ∀ ξ, ξ′ ∈ H

N , (2.1)

where ξ = (z, t) = (x1, . . . , xN , y1, . . . , yN , t) and ξ′ = (z′, t′) = (x′
1, . . . , x

′
N , y

′
1, . . . , y

′
N , t

′). Further, we also have
ξ−1 = −ξ and there holds (ξo ξ′)−1 = (ξ′)−1o ξ−1. Here, we denote {Xj , Yj}

N
j=1 as the standard basis of the

horizontal left-invariant vector fields on H
N with

Xj =
∂

∂xj
+ 2yj

∂

∂t
, Yj =

∂

∂yj
− 2xj

∂

∂t
, T =

∂

∂t
for j = 1, . . . , N.

This basis satisfies the Heisenberg canonical commutation relations for position and momentum with

[Xj , Yk] = −4δjkT, [Xj , Xk] = [Xj , T ] = [Yj , Yk] = [Yj , T ] = 0.

Moreover, a left-invariant vector field X, which is in the span of {Xj , Yj}
N
j=1, is called horizontal. Next, for any real

number R, we define a dilation δR : HN → H
N by

δR(ξ) = (Rz,R2t), ∀ ξ = (z, t) ∈ H
N . (2.2)

It is easy to see that the Jacobian determinant of dilation δR coincides with R2N+2, where the natural number
Q = 2N + 2 is the homogeneous dimension of HN . Also, the Korányi norm in H

N is given by

r(ξ) = r(z, t) = (|z|4 + t2)
1
4 , ∀ ξ = (z, t) ∈ H

N .

The corresponding distance is called Korányi distance and is defined by

dK(ξ, ξ′) = r(ξ−1o ξ′), ∀ (ξ, ξ′) ∈ H
N ×H

N .

This distance acts like the Euclidean distance in horizontal directions and behaves like the square root of the Euclidean
distance in the missing direction. One can easily observe that the Korányi norm is homogeneous of degree 1 with
respect to the dilation. Indeed, for any R > 0, we have

r(δR(ξ)) = r(Rz,R2t) = (|Rz|4 +R4t2)
1
4 = R r(ξ), ∀ ξ = (z, t) ∈ H

N .

The Korányi open ball in H
N of radius R and centered at ξ0 is defined as follows:

BR(ξ0) = {ξ ∈ H
N : dK(ξ, ξ0) < R}.

For simplicity, we denote BR as the open ball with centered at O and radius R, where O = (0, 0) is the natural origin
of HN .

Under the left translations of the Heisenberg group, the Lebesgue measure on R
2N+1 remains invariant. Therefore,

dξ is the unique Haar measure on H
N that corresponds with the (2N + 1)-Lebesgue measure and |U | is the unique

(2N + 1)-dimensional Lebesgue measure of every measurable set U ⊂ H
N since the Haar measures on Lie groups are
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unique up to constant multipliers. Moreover, the Haar measure on H
N is Q-homogenous with respect to dilation δR.

Consequently, we have
|δR(U)| = RQ|U | and d(δRξ) = RQdξ.

In particular, we obtain |BR| = RQ|B1|. Now, let u ∈ C1(HN ,R) be fixed, then the horizontal gradient (or intrinsic
gradient ) of u is defined as follows:

DHu =
N∑

j=1

[(Xju)Xj + (Yju)Yj ].

Observe that DHu is an element of the span of {Xj , Yj}
N
j=1, denoted by span {Xj , Yj}

N
j=1. Consequently, if g̃ ∈ C1(R),

then
DH g̃(u) = g̃′(u)DHu.

In span{Xj , Yj}
N
j=1

∼= R
2N , we consider the natural inner product given by

(X,Y )H =
N∑

j=1

(xjyj + x̃j ỹj)

for X = {xjXj + x̃jYj}
N
j=1 and Y = {yjXj + ỹjYj}

N
j=1.The inner product (·, ·)H produces the Hilbertian norm

|X|H =
√

(X,X)H

for the horizontal vector field X. Further, the Cauchy–Schwarz inequality

|(X,Y )H | ≤ |X|H |Y |H

also valid for any horizontal vector fields X and Y . Similarly, for any horizontal vector field function X = X(ξ),
X = {xjXj + x̃jYj}

N
j=1, of class C1(HN ,R2N ), we define the horizontal divergence of X by

divHX =
N∑

j=1

[Xj(xj) + Yj(x̃j)].

For any u ∈ C1(HN ), then the Leibnitz formula is also valid, that is,

divH(uX) = u divHX + (DHu,X)H .

Similarly, if u ∈ C2(HN ), then the Kohn–Spencer Laplace ( or the horizontal Laplace, or the sub-Laplace) operator,
in H

N , of u is defined by

∆Hu =

N∑

j=1

(X2
j + Y 2

j )u =

N∑

j=1

(
∂2

∂x2
j

+
∂2

∂y2j
+ 4yj

∂2

∂xj∂t
− 4xj

∂2

∂yj∂t

)
u+ 4|z|2

∂2u

∂t2
.

Due to Hörmander’s famous theorem [ [19], Theorem 1.1], the operator ∆H is hypoelliptic. For each u ∈ C2(HN ), we
have ∆Hu = divH(DHu). A common generalisation of the Kohn-Spencer Laplace operator is the horizontal p-Laplace
operator for any p ∈ (1,∞) on the Heisenberg group, which is defined by

∆H,pϕ = divH(|DHϕ|
p−2
H DHϕ), ∀ ϕ ∈ C∞

c (HN ).

Let 1 ≤ ℘ <∞, then the Lebesgue space L℘(HN) is defined by

L℘(HN ) =

{
u : HN → R is measurable :

∫

HN

|u|℘ dξ <∞

}
,

endowed with the norm

‖u‖℘ =

(∫

HN

|u|℘ dξ

) 1
℘

.

Further, if ℘ = ∞, then the norm for Lebesgue space L∞(HN) is given by

‖u‖∞ = inf
{
M : |u(ξ)| ≤M for a.e. ξ ∈ H

N
}
.
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It is well-known that (L℘(HN ), ‖ · ‖℘) is a reflexive and separable Banach space for 1 < ℘ < ∞. Moreover, C∞
c (HN )

is a dense subset of L℘(HN ) for any 1 ≤ ℘ < ∞ (see [38] ). Also, for any Ω ⊂ H
N , we denote the norm of L℘(Ω) by

‖ · ‖℘,Ω.
Denote

HW 1,℘(HN ) =
{
u ∈ L℘(HN) : |DHu|H ∈ L℘(HN )

}
, (2.3)

endowed with the norm
‖u‖HW1,℘ = (‖u‖℘℘ + ‖DHu‖

℘
℘)

1
℘ , ∀ ℘ ∈ [1,∞).

Notice that the space (HW 1,℘(HN ), ‖ · ‖HW1,℘ ) is a reflexive and separable Banach space. Consequently, C∞
c (HN ) is

a dense subset of HW 1,℘(HN ) (see [38] ).
Moreover, we define the convolution in the Heisenberg group H

N (see [15, 20]). For this, if u ∈ L1(HN) and
v ∈ L℘(HN ), where ℘ ∈ [1,∞), then, for a.e. ξ ∈ H

N , the function η 7→ u(ξ o η−1)v(η) is in L1(HN). Moreover, the
convolution of u and v is defined as follows:

(u ∗ v)(ξ) =

∫

HN

u(ξ o η−1)v(η) dη for a.e. ξ ∈ H
N .

By the analogue of the Young theorem, we obtain

u ∗ v ∈ L℘(HN ) and ‖u ∗ v‖℘ ≤ ‖u‖1‖v‖℘.

Just like in the Euclidean context, the technique of regularization using the convolution can be extended to the
Heisenberg group H

N . In particular, it is possible to generate a sequence of mollifiers (ρn)n on H
N with the properties

that ρn ∈ C∞
c (HN ), ρn ≥ 0 in H

N and

∫

HN

ρn(ξ) dξ = 1 for any n ∈ N, for more details, see [38]. Consequently, if

℘ ∈ [1,∞), then for all u ∈ HW 1,℘(HN), we have

ρn ∗ u→ u in L℘(HN ) and DH(ρn ∗ u) → DHu in L℘(HN ,R2N ) as n→ ∞.

To study (Pµ,γ), we consider the following function space as our solution space:

X = HW 1,p(HN ) ∩HW 1,Q(HN ) for 1 < p < Q, (2.4)

endowed with the norm
‖u‖X = ‖u‖HW1,p + ‖u‖HW1,Q .

It is easy to see that the function space (X, ‖ · ‖X) is a reflexive and separable Banach space. Observe that the
embedding X →֒ HW 1,r(HN) is continuous, where r ∈ {p, Q}.
Now we list some classical embedding results for horizontal Sobolev space in the Heisenberg group.

Lemma 2.1 (cf. [38]). If q ∈ [p, p∗] with p∗ = Qp
Q−p

, then the embedding HW 1,p(HN) →֒ Lq(HN ) is continuous. In

addition, the embedding HW 1,p(HN) →֒ Lq(BR) is compact for any R > 0 and q ∈ [1, p∗).

Lemma 2.2 (cf. [46]). If s ∈ [Q,∞), then the embedding HW 1,Q(HN ) →֒ Ls(HN ) is continuous. Furthermore, the
embedding HW 1,Q(HN ) →֒ Ls(BR) is compact for any R > 0 and s ∈ [1,∞).

Corollary 2.3. In light of Lemma 2.1 and Lemma 2.2, the embedding X →֒ Lϑ(HN) is continuous for any ϑ ∈
[p, p∗] ∪ [Q,∞). Moreover, the embedding X →֒ Lϑ(BR) is compact for any R > 0 and ϑ ∈ [1,∞).

Lemma 2.4. Let ϑ = Q
Q−s

and s ∈ (1, Q). Then the embedding LQ(HN ) →֒ Ls
g(H

N ) is continuous for any s ∈ (1, Q)
and there holds

‖u‖s,g ≤ ‖h‖
1/s
ϑ ‖u‖Q, ∀ u ∈ LQ(HN ) , where ‖u‖ss,g =

∫

HN

g(ξ)|u|s dξ

is a norm for the weighted Lebesgue space Ls
g(H

N) with weight function g ∈ Lϑ(HN ).
In addition, due to Lemma 2.2, the embedding HW 1,Q(HN) →֒ Ls

g(H
N ) is compact. Furthermore, by using the

continuous embedding X →֒ HW 1,Q(HN) , we also conclude that the embedding X →֒ Ls
g(H

N) is compact.

Proof. By applying the same idea as in [ [11], Lemma 2.2], the lemma can be proved.

Corollary 2.5 (cf. [22]). The function Φ(t) = exp(t)−

Q−2∑

j=0

tj

j!
is increasing and convex in [0,∞). Moreover, for any

℘ ≥ 1 and t ≥ 0 be real numbers, then

(
exp(t)−

Q−2∑

j=0

tj

j!

)℘

≤ exp(℘t)−

Q−2∑

j=0

(℘t)j

j!
.
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The following theorem was proved by W. S. Cohn et al. in [9], called Trudinger–Moser inequality in the Heisenberg
group H

N .

Theorem 2.6. (Trudinger–Moser inequality in H
N -I ) For any fixed α > 0, 0 ≤ β < Q, and u ∈ HW 1,Q(HN ),

then there holds
Φ(α|u|Q

′

)

r(ξ)β
∈ L1(HN ),

where Φ is defined as in (f1). Further, if αQ = Qσ
1

Q−1

Q , where σQ =

∫

r(ξ)=1

|z|Q dµ with ξ = (z, t) ∈ H
N and let α∗

be such that α∗ =
αQ

c∗
, where c∗ is characterized as follows:

c∗ = inf

{
c

1
Q−1 :

∫

HN

|DHu
∗|Q dξ ≤ c

∫

HN

|DHu|
Q dξ, u ∈ HW 1,Q(HN )

}
,

with u∗ is regarded as the decreasing rearrangement of u, then for 0 < α ≤ α∗ and α
α∗ + β

Q
≤ 1, there holds

sup
‖u‖

HW1,Q≤1

∫

HN

Φ
(
α|u|Q

′)

r(ξ)β
dξ < +∞. (2.5)

Consequently, if α
α∗ + β

Q
> 1, then the integral in (2.5) is still finite for any u ∈ HW 1,Q(HN ), but the supremum is

infinite if further α
αQ

+ β
Q
> 1.

Moreover, N. Lama et al. in [22] established the Trudinger-Moser type inequality in H
N with a singular potential.

Their result can be read as follows:

Theorem 2.7. (Trudinger–Moser inequality in H
N -II ) Let τ be any positive real number. If for any pair β, α

satisfying 0 ≤ β < Q and 0 < α ≤ αQ

(
1− β

Q

)
, where αQ = Q

(
2πNΓ( 1

2
)Γ(Q−1

2
)Γ(Q

2
)
−1

Γ(N)−1
)Q′−1

, then there holds

sup
‖u‖

HW
1,Q
τ

≤1

∫

HN

Φ
(
α|u|Q

′)

r(ξ)β
dξ < +∞, where ‖u‖

HW
1,Q
τ

= (τ‖u‖QQ + ‖DHu‖
Q
Q)

1
Q (2.6)

and Φ is defined as in (f1). Consequently, if α > αQ

(
1 − β

Q

)
, then the integral in (2.6) is still finite for any

u ∈ HW 1,Q(HN ), but the supremum is infinite.

Remark 2.8. To study the problem (Pµ,γ), we use Theorem 2.7 with β = 0 and τ = 1.

Now we state the doubly weighted Hardy–Littlewood–Sobolev inequality in the Heisenberg group H
N , which was

proved by X. Han et al. in [18].

Theorem 2.9. (Doubly Weighted Hardy-Littlewood-Sobolev inequality in H
N ) Let 1 < r, s < ∞, 0 < λ <

Q = 2N + 2 and α + β ≥ 0 such that λ + α + β ≤ Q, α < Q
r′
, β < Q

s′
, ( where 1

ζ
+ 1

ζ′
= 1 for ζ = r, s) and

1
r
+ 1

s
+ λ+α+β

Q
= 2, then there exists a positive constant Cα,β,r,λ,N independent of the function f ∈ Lr(HN ) and

g ∈ Ls(HN ) such that ∣∣∣∣
∫

HN

∫

HN

f(ξ)g(ξ′)

r(ξ)α dK(ξ, ξ′)λr(ξ′)β
dξdξ′

∣∣∣∣ ≤ Cα,β,r,λ,N‖f‖r‖g‖s.

Further, let

S(g(ξ)) =

∫

HN

g(ξ′)

r(ξ)α dK(ξ, ξ′)λr(ξ′)β
dξ′,

then there exists a constant Cα,β,s,λ,N > 0 independent of g ∈ Ls(HN ) such that for any t satisfying the relations
α < Q

t
and 1 + 1

t
= 1

s
+ λ+α+β

Q
, we have

‖S(g)‖t ≤ Cα,β,s,λ,N‖g‖s.
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3 Existence of the first solution

In this section, we will prove Theorem 1.3. Going forward, it will be assumed, without mentioning that the structural
assumptions stated in Theorem 1.3 are satisfied. Evidently, (Pµ,γ) has a variational structure. Indeed, since we
are interested to study the nonnegative solutions of (Pµ,γ), we define the Euler–Lagrange functional J : X → R

associated with (Pµ,γ) by

J(u) =
1

p
‖u‖p

HW1,p +
1

Q
‖u‖Q

HW1,Q −
µ

s

∫

HN

g(ξ)(u+)s dξ −
γ

2

∫

HN

(∫

HN

F (η, u)

r(η)βdK(ξ, η)λ
dη

)
F (ξ, u)

r(ξ)β
dξ. (3.1)

Notice that under the assumptions (f1), one can easily verify that for any ε > 0, ν ≥ Q, there exists positive constant

C̃ε = C̃ε(ν) such that for all (ξ, u) ∈ H
N × R, we have

{
|f(ξ, u)| ≤ ε|u|Q−1 + C̃ε|u|

ν−1Φ(α0|u|
Q′

);

|F (ξ, u)| ≤ ε|u|Q + C̃ε|u|
νΦ(α0|u|

Q′

).
(3.2)

Consequently, in view of Corollary 2.3, we can see that for any u ∈ X, there holds

F (ξ, u) ∈ Lη(HN ) for any η ≥ 1. (3.3)

Now since (3.3) holds, therefore by Theorem 2.9 with r = s and α = β, we conclude that
∣∣∣∣∣

∫

HN

(∫

HN

F (η, u)

r(η)βdK(ξ, η)λ
dη

)
F (ξ, u)

r(ξ)β
dξ

∣∣∣∣∣ ≤ C(β, λ,N)‖F (·, u)‖2 2Q
2Q−2β−λ

. (3.4)

The above inequality together with Theorem 2.7 ensures that J is well-defined, of class C1(HN ,R) and its Gâteaux
derivative is defined by

〈J ′(u), v〉 =
〈
u, v
〉
H,p

+
〈
u, v
〉
H,Q

− µ

∫

HN

g(ξ)(u+)s−1v dξ − γ

∫

HN

(∫

HN

F (η, u)

r(η)βdK(ξ, η)λ
dη

)
f(ξ, u)

r(ξ)β
v dξ, (3.5)

for all u, v ∈ X, where
〈
u, v
〉
H,t

is defined as in (1.2) for t ∈ {p,Q} and 〈·, ·〉 denotes the duality order pair between

the dual of X ( denoted by X∗) and X . Note that critical points of J are exactly weak solutions of (Pµ,γ). Further,
the following lemma shows that every nontrivial weak solution of (Pµ,γ) is nonnegative.

Lemma 3.1. The nontrivial critical points of the energy functional J are nonnegative.

Proof. Let u ∈ X \ {0} be a critical point of the energy functional J . Set u = u+ − u− and choose v = u− as a test
function in X, then from (3.5), we obtain

‖u−‖p
HW1,p + ‖u−‖Q

HW1,Q = 0.

This shows that ‖u−‖HW1,p = ‖u−‖HW1,Q = 0 and hence ‖u−‖X = 0. Therefore, we infer that u− = 0 a.e. in H
N

and consequently, we have u = u+ ≥ 0 a.e. in H
N . This completes the proof.

The following two lemma show that the functional J satisfies the well-known mountain pass geometrical structures.

Lemma 3.2. There exist ρ ∈ (0, 1] and two positive constants µ∗ and  depending upon ρ such that J(u) ≥  for all
u ∈ X with ‖u‖X = ρ and all µ ∈ (0, µ∗] and γ > 0.

Proof. Choose ν = Q+ 1, then from (3.1) and using the fact that α > α0, we obtain from Corollary 2.5 that

|F (ξ, u)| ≤ ε|u|Q + C̃ε|u|
Q+1Φ(α|u|Q

′

), ∀ (ξ, u) ∈ H
N × R. (3.6)

Let δ ∈ (0, 1] be sufficiently small enough such that 0 < ‖u‖X ≤ δ. Then using (3.4), (3.6), the Hölder’s inequality,
Corollary 2.3 and Corollary 2.5, we obtain

∣∣∣∣∣

∫

HN

(∫

HN

F (η, u)

r(η)βdK(ξ, η)λ
dη

)
F (ξ, u)

r(ξ)β
dξ

∣∣∣∣∣ ≤ C

[ ∫

HN

(
ε|u|Q + C̃ε|u|

Q+1Φ(α|u|Q
′

)

) 2Q
2Q−2β−λ

dξ

] 2Q−2β−λ
Q

≤ C

[
‖u‖2Q

2Q2

2Q−2β−λ

+

(∫

HN

|u|
2Q(Q+1)
2Q−2β−λ Φ

(
2Qα|u|Q

′

2Q− 2β − λ

)
dξ

) 2Q−2β−λ
Q

]

≤ C

[
‖u‖2Q

2Q2

2Q−2β−λ

+ ‖u‖
2(Q+1)
4Q(Q+1)
2Q−2β−λ

(∫

HN

Φ

(
4Qα‖u‖Q

′

X
|ũ|Q

′

2Q− 2β − λ

)
dξ

) 2Q−2β−λ
2Q

]
,
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where ũ = u/‖u‖X and hence one can notice that ‖ũ‖HW1,Q ≤ ‖ũ‖X = 1. Since ‖u‖X is very small enough, without

loss of generality we can choose
4Qα‖u‖

Q′

X

2Q−2β−λ
≤ αQ. Now by applying Theorem 2.7, we deduce that

∣∣∣∣∣

∫

HN

(∫

HN

F (η, u)

r(η)βdK(ξ, η)λ
dη

)
F (ξ, u)

r(ξ)β
dξ

∣∣∣∣∣ ≤ C

[
‖u‖2Q

2Q2

2Q−2β−λ

+ ‖u‖
2(Q+1)
4Q(Q+1)
2Q−2β−λ

]

≤ C
(
‖u‖2Q

X
+ ‖u‖

2(Q+1)
X

)
≤ C‖u‖2Q

X
, (3.7)

where the last step in the above inequality is obtained by using 0 < ‖u‖X ≤ 1 and also we used that the constant
C > 0 in the above estimates varies from step to step.
Consequently, from (3.1), (3.7) along with the Hölder’s inequality and Corollary 2.3, it follows that

J(u) ≥
1

2Q−1Q
‖u‖Q

X
−
µ

s
‖g‖ϑ‖u‖

s
X − C‖u‖2Q

X
. (3.8)

Define

h(ℓ) =
ℓQ

2QQ
− Cℓ2Q for all ℓ ∈ (0, δ].

Then one can observe that h admits a positive maximum  on (0, δ] at a point ρ ∈ (0, δ]. Moreover, for all u ∈ X

with ‖u‖X = ρ, we obtain from (3.8) that

J(u) ≥
ρQ

2Q−1Q
−
µ

s
‖g‖ϑ ρ

s − Cρ2Q ≥ h(ρ) =  > 0 for all µ ∈ (0, µ∗] with µ∗ =
sρQ−s

2QQ‖g‖ϑ
.

This finishes the proof.

Lemma 3.3. There exists a nonnegative function e ∈ X, independent of µ such that ‖e‖X > ρ and J(e) < 0 for all
µ > 0 and for all γ > 0.

Proof. Choose u0 ∈ X \ {0}, u0 ≥ 0 and define a function H(t) = Ψ

(
tu0

‖u0‖X

)
for any t > 0, where Ψ is defined by

Ψ(u) =
1

2

∫

HN

(∫

HN

F (η, u)

r(η)βdK(ξ, η)λ
dη

)
F (ξ, u)

r(ξ)β
dξ.

Using (f2), we have the following estimates for any t > 0

H′(t) =
1

t

〈
Ψ′

(
tu0

‖u0‖X

)
,
tu0

‖u0‖X

〉
=
σ

t

∫

HN

(∫

HN

F
(
η, tu0

‖u0‖X

)

r(η)βdK(ξ, η)λ
dη

)
f
(
ξ, tu0

‖u0‖X

)

r(ξ)β
tu0

σ‖u0‖X
dξ

≥
σ

2t

∫

HN

(∫

HN

F
(
η, tu0

‖u0‖X

)

r(η)βdK(ξ, η)λ
dη

)
F
(
ξ, tu0

‖u0‖X

)

r(ξ)β
dξ =

σ

t
H(t). (3.9)

Integrating (3.9) on [1, s‖u0‖X] with s > 1
‖u0‖X

, we obtain H(s‖u0‖X) ≥ H(1)sσ‖u0‖
σ
X, which implies at once that

Ψ(su0) ≥ Ψ

(
u0

‖u0‖X

)
sσ‖u0‖

σ
X. (3.10)

Hence, it follows from (3.1) and (3.10) that

J(su0) ≤
sp

p
‖u0‖

p

HW1,p +
sQ

Q
‖u0‖

Q

HW1,Q −
γsσ‖u0‖

σ
X

2
Ψ

(
u0

‖u0‖X

)
→ −∞ as s→ ∞,

since p < Q < σ. Thus, we can choose s > 1
‖u0‖X

large enough such that e = su0 with J(e) < 0 and ‖e‖X > ρ. This
completes the proof.

Lemma 3.4. Let ρ ∈ (0, 1] as in Lemma 3.3, then for all µ ∈ (0, µ∗] as in Lemma 3.3 and for all γ > 0, there exist
a sequence {un}n of nonnegative functions and some nonnegative function uµ,γ in Bρ such that for all n ∈ N,

‖un‖X < ρ, mµ,γ ≤ J(un) ≤ mµ,γ +
1

n
, un ⇀ uµ,γ in X,

un → uµ,γ a.e. in H
N and J ′(un) → 0 in X

∗ as n→ ∞,
(3.11)

where
mµ,γ = inf{J(u) : u ∈ Bρ} < 0.
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Proof. Let v ∈ X \ {0}, v ≥ 0, with ‖v‖X = 1. Now using (f3), we infer that F (ξ, t) ≥ Ct
σ
2 for some constant C > 0,

for a.e. ξ ∈ H
N and for all t > 0. Hence, for all τ ∈ (0, 1] sufficiently small enough, we have

J(τv) ≤
2τp

p
−
µτ s

s
‖v‖ss,g −

C2γτσ

2

∫

HN

(∫

HN

|v(η)|
σ
2

r(η)βdK(ξ, η)λ
dη

)
|v(ξ)|

σ
2

r(ξ)β
dξ

≤
2τp

p
−
µτ s

s
‖v‖ss,g < 0,

because of s < p. From the above estimates and (3.8), we obtain

−∞ < mµ,γ = inf
‖u‖≤ρ

J(u) ≤ inf
τ∈(0,ρ]

J(τv) < 0.

Consequently, we deduce that
−∞ < mµ,γ = inf{Jµ,γ(u) : u ∈ Bρ} < 0. (3.12)

It follows that the functional J is bounded from below and of class C1 on Bρ. Further, we know that Bρ is a complete
metric space with the metric given by the norm of X. In light of Lemma 3.2, we infer that

inf
∂Bρ

J(u) ≥  > 0. (3.13)

In view of (3.12) and (3.13), for n large enough, we can choose

1

n
∈
(
0, inf

∂Bρ

J(u)− inf
Bρ

J(u)
)
. (3.14)

Due to Ekeland variational principle for the functional J : Bρ → R, we can find a sequence {un}n ⊂ Bρ such that

mµ,γ ≤ J(un) ≤ mµ,γ +
1

n
and J(un) ≤ J(u) +

1

n
‖un − u‖X, (3.15)

for all u ∈ Bρ, with u 6= un for each n ∈ N. Now, it follows from (3.14) and (3.15) that

J(un) ≤ mµ,γ +
1

n
= inf

Bρ

J(u) +
1

n
< inf

∂Bρ

J(u).

From the above inequality, we deduce that {un}n ⊂ Bρ, that is, ‖un‖X < ρ for all n ∈ N. Let for all ϕ ∈ B1, we
choose t > 0 sufficiently small such that un + tϕ ∈ Bρ holds, for each n ∈ N. Consequently, from (3.15), we obtain

〈J ′(un), ϕ〉 = lim
t→0+

J(un + tϕ)− J(un)

t
≥ −

1

n
, ∀ ϕ ∈ B1.

Since ϕ ∈ B1 is arbitrary, we conclude that |〈J ′(un), ϕ〉| ≤
1
n
for all ϕ ∈ B1. This together with (3.15), we have that

J(un) → mµ,γ and J ′(un) → 0 in X
∗ as n→ ∞. (3.16)

In addition, since {un}n is bounded, there exists a subsequence still denoted by the same symbol and uµ,γ , u1, u2 ∈ Bρ

such that un ⇀ uµ,γ , u
+
n ⇀ u1 and u−

n ⇀ u2 in X as n → ∞. By Corollary 2.3, we obtain for any s ∈ [1,∞) that
un → uµ,γ , u

+
n → u1 and u−

n → u2 in Ls(BR) as n → ∞ for any R > 0. Using the fact that the maps u 7→ u± are
continuous from Ls(BR) into itself, we infer that u1 = u+

µ,γ and u2 = u−
µ,γ . This shows that un → uµ,γ , u

+
n → u+

1

and u−
n → u−

2 a.e. in H
N as n → ∞. Further, since 〈J ′(un), u

−
n 〉 → 0 as n → ∞, therefore we obtained from (3.5)

that
‖u−

n ‖p
HW1,p + ‖u−

n ‖Q
HW1,Q = on(1) as n→ ∞.

Consequently, we deduce that u−
n → 0 in X as n → ∞ and thus u−

n → 0 a.e. in H
N as n → ∞. Therefore, we infer

that u−
µ,γ = 0 a.e. in H

N and uµ,γ = u+
µ,γ ≥ 0 a.e. in H

N . Hence, without loss of generality, we can assume un = u+
n ,

since u−
n → 0 in X as n→ ∞. It follows that {un}n and uµ,γ are nonnegative. This completes the proof.

Proposition 3.5. Let {un}n ⊂ X be a sequence and u ∈ X be such that un ⇀ u in X as n → ∞. Furthermore, if
there holds

lim sup
n→∞

‖un‖
Q′

HW1,Q < αQ, (3.17)

then for any v ∈ C∞
c (HN), we have up to a subsequence,

lim
n→∞

∫

HN

(∫

HN

F (η, un)

r(η)βdK(ξ, η)λ
dη

)
f(ξ, un)

r(ξ)β
v dξ =

∫

HN

(∫

HN

F (η, u)

r(η)βdK(ξ, η)λ
dη

)
f(ξ, u)

r(ξ)β
v dξ.
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Proof. By the hypothesis and Corollary 2.3, we obtain that {un} is bounded sequence in X and un → u a.e. in H
N

as n → ∞. Consequently, by using the growth conditions on F (see (3.2)) together with (3.17) and Theorem 2.7

imply that {F (·, un)}n is bounded in L
2Q

2Q−2β−λ (HN ). In addition, due to the continuity of F , we deduce that
F (ξ, un) → F (ξ, u) a.e. in H

N as n→ ∞. It follows at once that

F (ξ, un)⇀ F (ξ, u) in L
2Q

2Q−2β−λ (HN ) as n→ ∞.

By Theorem 2.9, we known that the application

L
2Q

2Q−2β−λ (HN ) ∋ h(ξ) 7→

∫

HN

h(η)

r(ξ)β dK(ξ, η)λr(η)β
dη ∈ L

2Q
2β+λ (HN )

is a linear and bounded operator from L
2Q

2Q−2β−λ (HN ) into L
2Q

2β+λ (HN ). Hence, we deduce that

∫

HN

F (η, un)

r(ξ)β dK(ξ, η)λr(η)β
dη ⇀

∫

HN

F (η, u)

r(ξ)β dK(ξ, η)λr(η)β
dη in L

2Q
2β+λ (HN) as n→ ∞. (3.18)

In light of (3.18), there exists a constant C̃ > 0 such that

∥∥∥∥∥

∫

HN

F (η, un)

r(ξ)β dK(ξ, η)λr(η)β
dη

∥∥∥∥∥
2Q

2β+λ

≤ C̃. (3.19)

Also, thanks to (3.18), for every ϕ ∈ L
2Q

2Q−2β−λ (HN), we get

∫

HN

(∫

HN

F (η, un)

r(η)βdK(ξ, η)λ
dη

)
ϕ(ξ)

r(ξ)β
dξ →

∫

HN

(∫

HN

F (η, u)

r(η)βdK(ξ, η)λ
dη

)
ϕ(ξ)

r(ξ)β
dξ as n→ ∞.

In particular, we have for all v ∈ C∞
c (HN), there holds

∫

HN

(∫

HN

F (η, un)

r(η)βdK(ξ, η)λ
dη

)
f(ξ, u)

r(ξ)β
v dξ →

∫

HN

(∫

HN

F (η, u)

r(η)βdK(ξ, η)λ
dη

)
f(ξ, u)

r(ξ)β
v dξ as n→ ∞. (3.20)

Now, we claim that for every v ∈ C∞
c (HN), there holds

∫

HN

(∫

HN

F (η, un)

r(η)βdK(ξ, η)λ
dη

)
(f(ξ, un)− f(ξ, u))

r(ξ)β
v dξ → 0 as n→ ∞. (3.21)

Observe that, to check the validity of (3.21), it is enough to show:

‖(f(·, un)− f(·, u))v‖ 2Q
2Q−2β−λ

, supp(v)
→ 0 as n→ ∞, (3.22)

since we can use the Hölder’s inequality and (3.19). Notice that f(·, un)v → f(·, u)v a.e. in H
N as n→ ∞. Further,

it follows from (3.17) that there exists n0 ∈ N and m > 0 such that ‖un‖
Q′

HW1,Q < m < αQ for all n ≥ n0. Let r,

r′ > 1 satisfying the relation 1
r
+ 1

r′
= 1. Now, choose α > α0 very close to α0 and r′ > 1 very close to 1 in such a way

that we still have
2αQr′

2Q − 2β − λ
‖un‖

Q′

HW1,Q < m < αQ for all n ≥ n0. Moreover, we obtain the following estimates for

all n ≥ n0 by employing (f1), Corollary 2.3, Corollary 2.5, and the Hölder’s inequality:
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∫

supp(v)

|f(ξ, un)v|
2Q

2Q−2β−λ dξ ≤ C

∫

supp(v)

|v|
2Q

2Q−2β−λ

(
|un|

2Q(Q−1)
2Q−2β−λ + Φ

(
2Qα

2Q− 2β − λ
|un|

Q′

))
dξ

≤ C

[
‖un‖

2Q(Q−1)
2Q−2β−λ

2Q2

2Q−2β−λ

(∫

supp(v)

|v|
2Q2

2Q−2β−λ dξ

) 1
Q

+

(∫

HN

Φ

(
2αQr′

2Q− 2β − λ
|un|

Q′

)
dξ

) 1
r′

×

(∫

supp(v)

|v|
2Qr

2Q−2β−λ dξ

) 1
r

]

≤ C1

[
‖un‖

2Q(Q−1)
2Q−2β−λ

X

(∫

supp(v)

|v|
2Q2

2Q−2β−λ dξ

) 1
Q

+

(∫

HN

Φ

(
2αQr′‖un‖

Q′

HW1,Q

2Q− 2β − λ
|ũn|

Q′

)
dξ

) 1
r′

×

(∫

supp(v)

|v|
2Qr

2Q−2β−λ dξ

) 1
r

]

≤ C2

[(∫

supp(v)

|v|
2Q2

2Q−2β−λ dξ

) 1
Q

+

(∫

supp(v)

|v|
2Qr

2Q−2β−λ dξ

) 1
r

]
, (3.23)

where C,C1 are positive constants, ũn = un/‖un‖HW1,Q and C2 is defined as follows

C2 = C1 max

{
sup
n∈N

‖un‖
2Q(Q−1)
2Q−2β−λ

X
,

(
sup
n≥n0

∫

HN

Φ

(
2αQr′‖un‖

Q′

HW1,Q

2Q− 2β − λ
|ũn|

Q′

)
dξ

) 1
r′

}
,

which is finite because of the uniform boundedness of the sequence {un}n in X and Theorem 2.7. Observe that the

right hand side of (3.23) is finite, therefore we conclude that {|f(·, un)v|
2Q

2Q−2β−λ }n≥n0 is bounded in L1(supp(v)).

Consequently, we can also see that the sequence {|f(·, un)v|
2Q

2Q−2β−λ }n≥n0 is uniformly absolutely integrable and
tight over supp(v). Thus, by applying the Vitali’s convergence theorem, we obtain

‖f(·, un)v‖ 2Q
2Q−2β−λ

, supp(v)
→ ‖f(·, u))v‖ 2Q

2Q−2β−λ
, supp(v)

as n→ ∞.

This together with Brézis-Lieb lemma implies the validity of (3.22) and hence (3.21) holds. Therefore, combining
(3.20) and (3.21), the proof of Proposition 3.5 is completely finished.

Proposition 3.6. Let {un}n ⊂ X be a sequence and there exists u ∈ X such that un ⇀ u in X as n → ∞.
In addition, if J ′(un) → 0 in X∗ as n → ∞ and (3.17) hold true, then DHun → DHu a.e. in H

N as n → ∞.
Consequently, for t ∈ {p,Q}, there holds

|DHun|
t−2
H DHun ⇀ |DHu|

t−2
H DHu in L

t
t−1 (HN ,R2N ) and |un|

t−2un ⇀ |u|t−2u in L
t

t−1 (HN ) as n→ ∞. (3.24)

Proof. By the hypotheses and Corollary 2.3, we obtain that

un ⇀ u in X, un → u in Ls(BR) and un → u a.e. in H
N as n→ ∞ (3.25)

for s ∈ [1,∞) and all R > 0. Fix R > 0 and ψ ∈ C∞
c (HN) such that 0 ≤ ψ ≤ 1 in H

N , ψ ≡ 1 in BR and ψ ≡ 0 in
Bc

2R. In addition to this, since J ∈ C1(X,R), un ⇀ u in X, and J ′(un) → 0 in X∗ as n→ ∞, therefore we have

〈J ′(un)− J ′(u), (un − u)ψ〉 = on(1) as n→ ∞. (3.26)

For any n ∈ N and t ∈ {p, Q}, let us define

T
t
n =

(
|DHun|

t−2
H DHun − |DHu|

t−2
H DHu,DHun −DHu

)
H

+
(
|un|

t−2un − |u|t−2u
)
(un − u).

Moreover, by convexity, we can see that
(
|DHun|

t−2
H DHun − |DHu|

t−2
H DHu,DHun − DHu

)
H

≥ 0 a.e. in H
N and(

|un|
t−2un − |u|t−2u

)
(un − u) ≥ 0 a.e. in H

N for any n ∈ N and t ∈ {p,Q}. In virtue of Simon’s inequality (see [42])
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with Q = 2N + 2 > 2 and (3.26), there exists κ > 0 such that

κ−1‖un − u‖Q
HW1,Q(BR)

= κ−1

(∫

BR

|DHun −DHu|
Q
H dξ +

∫

BR

|un − u|Q dξ

)

≤

∫

BR

T
Q
n dξ ≤

∑

t∈{p,Q}

(∫

BR

T
t
n dξ

)
≤

∑

t∈{p,Q}

(∫

HN

T
t
n ψ dξ

)

= −
∑

t∈{p,Q}

(∫

HN

(
|DHun|

t−2
H DHun − |DHu|

t−2
H DHu,DHψ

)
H
(un − u) dξ

)

+ γ

∫

HN

[(∫

HN

F (η, un)

r(η)βdK(ξ, η)λ
dη

)
f(ξ, un)

r(ξ)β
−

(∫

HN

F (η, u)

r(η)βdK(ξ, η)λ
dη

)
f(ξ, u)

r(ξ)β

]
(un − u)ψdξ

+ µ

∫

HN

g(ξ)
(
(u+

n )
s−1 − (u+)s−1)(un − u)ψ dξ + on(1) as n→ ∞. (3.27)

Due to the Hölder’s inequality and (3.23), we get for t ∈ {p,Q} that

∣∣∣∣∣

∫

HN

(
|DHun|

t−2
H DHun − |DHu|

t−2
H DHu,DHψ

)
H
(un − u)dξ

∣∣∣∣∣ ≤ ‖DHψ‖∞
(
‖DHun‖

t−1
t + ‖DHu‖

t−1
t

)(∫

B2R

|un − u|tdξ

) 1
t

→ 0 as n→ ∞.

It follows that for t ∈ {p,Q}, we have

lim
n→∞

∫

HN

(
|DHun|

t−2
H DHun − |DHu|

t−2
H DHu,DHψ

)
H
(un − u) dξ = 0. (3.28)

In the same way, once more via the Hölder’s inequality, we obtain

∣∣∣∣
∫

HN

g(ξ)
(
(u+

n )
s−1 − (u+)s−1)(un − u)ψ dξ

∣∣∣∣ ≤
(
‖un‖

s−1
s,g + ‖u‖s−1

s,g

)
‖g‖

1
s
ϑ

(∫

B2R

|un − u|Q dξ

) 1
Q

→ 0 as n→ ∞.

This shows that

lim
n→∞

∫

HN

g(ξ)
(
(u+

n )
s−1 − (u+)s−1)(un − u)ψ dξ = 0. (3.29)

Next, we claim that

lim
n→∞

∫

HN

(∫

HN

F (η, un)

r(η)βdK(ξ, η)λ
dη

)
f(ξ, un)

r(ξ)β
(un − u)ψ dξ = 0. (3.30)

First notice that (3.18) holds by using the same idea as in Proposition 3.5. By employing the Hölder’s inequality, to
complete the proof of (3.30), it is sufficient to show that

‖f(·, un)(un − u)ψ‖ 2Q
2Q−2β−λ

, B2R
→ 0 as n→ ∞. (3.31)

In view of (3.17), there exists n0 ∈ N and δ > 0 such that ‖un‖
Q′

HW1,Q < δ < αQ for all n ≥ n0. Suppose that ζ,

ζ′ > 1 satisfying 1
ζ
+ 1

ζ′
= 1. Choose α > α0 very close to α0 and ζ′ > 1 very close to 1 such that we still have

2αQζ′

2Q− 2β − λ
‖un‖

Q′

HW1,Q < δ < αQ for all n ≥ n0. Consequently, arguing similarly as in Proposition 3.5, we have

∫

B2R

|f(ξ, un)(un − u)ψ|
2Q

2Q−2β−λ dξ ≤ C

[(∫

B2R

|un − u|
2Q2

2Q−2β−λ dξ

) 1
Q

+

(∫

B2R

|un − u|
2Qζ

2Q−2β−λ dξ

) 1
ζ

]

→ 0 as n→ ∞,

we thank to (3.23), where for ũn = un/‖un‖HW1,Q , the constant C is defined by

C = max

{
sup
n∈N

‖un‖
2Q(Q−1)
2Q−2β−λ

X
,

(
sup
n≥n0

∫

HN

Φ

(
2αQζ′‖un‖

Q′

HW1,Q

2Q− 2β − λ
|ũn|

Q′

)
dξ

) 1
ζ′

}
< +∞,
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due to the uniform boundedness of {un}n in X and Theorem 2.7. This shows that (3.31) holds and hence we obtain
the claim (3.30). Similarly, we can prove that

lim
n→∞

∫

HN

(∫

HN

F (η, u)

r(η)βdK(ξ, η)λ
dη

)
f(ξ, u)

r(ξ)β
(un − u)ψ dξ = 0. (3.32)

Passing n→ ∞ in (3.27) and using the convergence results (3.28)–(3.30) and (3.32), we get un → u in HW 1,Q(BR)
as n → ∞. Consequently, we get DHun → DHu in LQ(BR,R

2N ) as n → ∞ for all R > 0. Hence, up to a
subsequence, not relabelled, we obtain DHun → DHu a.e. in H

N as n → ∞. This together with (3.23) imply
that |DHun|

t−1DHun → |DHu|
t−1DHu a.e. in H

N and |un|
t−1un → |u|t−1u a.e. in H

N as n → ∞ for t ∈ {p,Q}.

Now using the facts that {|DHun|
t−1DHun}n and {|un|

t−1un}n are bounded in L
t

t−1 (HN ,R2N ) and L
t

t−1 (HN )
respectively for t ∈ {p,Q}, we deduce that (3.24) holds. This ends the proof of Proposition 3.6.

Proof of Theorem 1.3. Let γ > 0 be fixed and µ ∈ (0, µ̂), with µ̂ = min{µ∗, µ0}, where µ∗ as in Lemma 3.2, while
we define µ0 by

µ0 =
s(σ −Q)

Q‖g‖ϑ(σ − s)
α

Q−s

Q′

Q > 0. (3.33)

Due to Lemma 3.4, there exists a sequence {un}n of nonnegative functions in Bρ such that (3.11) holds. Now
replacing u with uµ,γ in (3.25), one can observe that (3.25) still holds. Moreover, by using Lemma 2.4, Lemma 3.4
and (f3), we obtain as n→ ∞

0 > mµ,γ = J(un)−
1

σ
〈J ′(un), un〉+ on(1)

≥

(
1

p
−

1

σ

)
‖un‖

p

HW1,p +

(
1

Q
−

1

σ

)
‖un‖

Q

HW1,Q − µ

(
1

s
−

1

σ

)
‖g‖ϑ‖un‖

s
HW1,Q + on(1)

≥

(
1

Q
−

1

σ

)
‖un‖

Q

HW1,Q − µ

(
1

s
−

1

σ

)
‖g‖ϑ‖un‖

s
HW1,Q + on(1).

This together with (3.33) yields

lim sup
n→∞

‖un‖
Q′

HW1,Q ≤

(
µ(σ − s)Q‖g‖ϑ

s(s−Q)

) Q′

Q−s

< αQ.

In light of the above fact, we can argue as in the proof of Proposition 3.6 to deduce that DHun → DHuµ,γ a.e. in H
N

as n → ∞. Further, notice that (3.24) holds whenever u is replaced by uµ,γ . Choose v ∈ C∞
c (HN), then exploiting

the density of C∞
c (HN ) in HW 1,℘(HN) for any ℘ ∈ (1,∞) , we obtain for t ∈ {p,Q} that

∫

HN

|DHun|
t−2
H (DHun, DHv)H dξ →

∫

HN

|DHuµ,γ |
t−2
H (DHuµ,γ , DHv)H dξ as n→ ∞ (3.34)

and ∫

HN

ut−1
n v dξ →

∫

HN

ut−1
µ,γ v dξ as n→ ∞. (3.35)

Because of Lemma 2.4, we deduce that {un}n is bounded in Ls
g(H

N). It follows at once that {g(·)
s−1
s us−1

n }n is

bounded in L
s−1
s (HN). Consequently, using the facts that g(·)

s−1
s us−1

n → g(·)
s−1
s us−1

µ,γ a.e. in H
N , we have

g(·)
s−1
s us−1

n ⇀ g(·)
s−1
s us−1

µ,γ in L
s−1
s (HN) as n→ ∞.

Once more by Lemma 2.4 and the density of C∞
c (HN ) in HW 1,Q(HN ), we can see that g(·)

1
s v ∈ Ls(HN ). Therefore,

we get ∫

HN

g(ξ)us−1
n v dξ →

∫

HN

g(ξ)us−1
µ,γ v dξ as n→ ∞. (3.36)

By Proposition 3.5, we also have

∫

HN

(∫

HN

F (η, un)

r(η)βdK(ξ, η)λ
dη

)
f(ξ, un)

r(ξ)β
v dξ →

∫

HN

(∫

HN

F (η, uµ,γ)

r(η)βdK(ξ, η)λ
dη

)
f(ξ, uµ,γ)

r(ξ)β
v dξ as n→ ∞. (3.37)
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Finally, due the convergence results of (3.34)–(3.37) and using the facts that 〈J ′(un), v〉 = on(1) as n → ∞, we
deduce that 〈J ′(uµ,γ), v〉 = 0, for all v ∈ C∞

c (HN).
Suppose ̺ ∈ C∞

c (HN) such that 0 ≤ ̺ ≤ 1, ̺ ≡ 1 in B1 and supp(̺) ⊂ B2. Define the sequence of cut-off
functions

̺n(ξ) = ̺
(
δ 1

n
(ξ)
)
, ξ ∈ H

N ,

where δ 1
n

is the dilation of parameter 1
n
as in (2.2). Now choosing ϕ ∈ X, then the sequence {ϕn}n, which is defined

by ϕn = ̺n
(
ρn ∗ ϕ

)
, where {ρn}n is the sequence of mollifiers and {̺n}n is the sequence of cut-off functions with

the property that ϕn → ϕ in X as n → ∞. This shows that up to the subsequence ϕn → ϕ, DHϕn → DHϕ a.e. in
H

N as n → ∞, and there exists functions g1 ∈ Lp(HN ) and g2 ∈ LQ(HN ) such that |ϕn| ≤ gi, |DHϕn| ≤ gi a.e. in
H

N for all n and i = 1, 2. Therefore, it follows that 〈J ′(uµ,γ), ϕn〉 = 0 for all n ∈ N and thus passing to the limit as
n→ ∞ under the sign of integrals along with the Lebesgue’s dominated convergence theorem or Vitali’s convergence
theorem, we obtain that 〈J ′(uµ,γ), ϕ〉 = 0 for all ϕ ∈ X. Consequently, we obtain that uµ,γ is a solution of (Pµ,γ).

Moreover, since {un}n is bounded in HW 1,t(HN ) for t ∈ {p,Q}, therefore up to a subsequence, not relabelled,
there exists lp, lQ ≥ 0 such that we have ‖un‖HW1,t → lt in R as n → ∞. By using Lemma 2.4 and (3.25), we infer
that ∫

HN

g(ξ)us
n dξ →

∫

HN

g(ξ)us
µ,γ dξ as n→ ∞. (3.38)

Define

I(u) =

∫

HN

(∫

HN

F (η, u)

r(η)βdK(ξ, η)λ
dη

)(
2f(ξ, u)u− σF (ξ, u)

r(ξ)β

)
dξ.

Then, it follows from (3.11), (f2) and the Fatou’s lemma that

lim inf
n→∞

I(un) ≥ I(uµ,γ). (3.39)

In view of (3.11), (3.38) and (3.39), we obtain

mµ,γ = lim
n→∞

(
J(un)−

1

σ
〈J ′(un), un〉

)

=

(
1

p
−

1

σ

)
lpp +

(
1

Q
−

1

σ

)
lQQ − µ

(
1

s
−

1

σ

)
‖uµ,γ‖

s
s,g +

γ

2σ
lim inf
n→∞

I(un)

≥

(
1

p
−

1

σ

)
‖uµ,γ‖

p

HW1,p +

(
1

Q
−

1

σ

)
‖uµ,γ‖

Q

HW1,Q − µ

(
1

s
−

1

σ

)
‖uµ,γ‖

s
s,g +

γ

2σ
I(uµ,γ)

= J(uµ,γ)−
1

σ
〈J ′(uµ,γ), uµ,γ〉 = J(uµ,γ) ≥ mµ,γ .

This shows that the solution uµ,γ is a minimizer of J inBρ. Consequently, we also have J(uµ,γ) = mµ,γ < 0 <  ≤ J(u)
for ‖u‖X = ρ, thanks to Lemma 3.2. Therefore, we conclude that uµ,γ is in Bρ, which is a nontrivial solution of
(Pµ,γ) for all µ ∈ (0, µ̂).

Notice that uµ,γ ∈ Bρ with ρ > 0 independent of µ and hence {uµ,γ}µ∈(0,µ̂) is uniformly bounded in X. Further,
from (3.11) and (f2), we get as n→ ∞

0 > mµ,γ ≥

(
1

p
−

1

σ

)
‖uµ,γ‖

p

HW1,p +

(
1

Q
−

1

σ

)
‖uµ,γ‖

Q

HW1,Q − µ

(
1

s
−

1

σ

)
‖g‖ϑ‖uµ,γ‖

s
HW1,Q

≥

(
1

p
−

1

σ

)
‖uµ,γ‖

p

HW1,p +

(
1

Q
−

1

σ

)
‖uµ,γ‖

Q

HW1,Q − µCg,

where

Cg =

(
1

s
−

1

σ

)
‖g‖ϑ sup

µ∈(0,µ̂)

‖uµ,γ‖
s
X <∞.

This yields

0 ≥ lim sup
µ→0+

mµ,γ ≥ lim sup
µ→0+

[(
1

p
−

1

σ

)
‖uµ,γ‖

p

HW1,p +

(
1

Q
−

1

σ

)
‖uµ,γ‖

Q

HW1,Q

]
≥ 0.

It follows that
lim

µ→0+
‖uµ,γ‖HW1,p = lim

µ→0+
‖uµ,γ‖HW1,Q = 0, i.e., lim

µ→0+
‖uµ,γ‖X = 0.

This completes the proof of Theorem 1.3.
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4 Existence of the second solution

For the sake of simplicity, we believe in this section that the structural assumptions required for Theorem 1.4 are
valid. It is evident from Lemma 3.2 and Lemma 3.3 that the energy functional J fulfils the geometrical structures of
the mountain pass theorem. In order to implement the mountain pass theorem, it is necessary to verify the validity
of the Palais-Smale compactness condition at an appropriate level c. We say {un}n ⊂ X is a (PS)c sequence for J
at any suitable level c if

J(un) → c and sup
‖ϕ‖X=1

|〈J ′(un), ϕ〉| → 0 as n→ ∞. (4.1)

Note that J meets the (PS)c condition at any suitable level c if this sequence has a convergent subsequence in X.

Lemma 4.1. Suppose µ, γ > 0 be fixed. Then, the (PS)c sequence {un}n ⊂ X for J at any level c > 0 is bounded in
X and satisfying

c+Θµϑ + on(1) ≥ κ
(
‖un‖

p

HW1,p + ‖un‖
Q

HW1,Q

)
as n→ ∞, (4.2)

where Θ and κ are defined by

Θ =
(σ − s

Q

) Q
Q−s

( 2Q

σ −Q

) s
Q−s (Q− s)‖g‖ϑϑ

σs
, and κ =

σ −Q

2Qσ
.

Proof. Let {un}n ⊂ X be a (PS)c sequence for J at level c > 0 and hence (4.1) is satisfied. Therefore, by using (f2),
the Hölder’s inequality and Young’s inequality with ǫ, we have as n→ ∞,

c+ on(1) + on(1)‖un‖X = J(un)−
1

σ
〈J ′(un), un〉

≥

(
1

p
−

1

σ

)
‖un‖

p

HW1,p +

(
1

Q
−

1

σ

)
‖un‖

Q

HW1,Q − µ

(
1

s
−

1

σ

)
‖g‖ϑ‖un‖

s
HW1,Q

≥

(
1

p
−

1

σ

)
‖un‖

p

HW1,p +

[(
1

Q
−

1

σ

)
− ǫ

(
1

s
−

1

σ

)]
‖un‖

Q

HW1,Q − Cǫ

(
1

s
−

1

σ

)
µϑ‖g‖ϑϑ.

Choose ǫ =
(

1
Q

− 1
σ

)/
2
(
1
s
− 1

σ

)
, Θ = Cǫ

(
1
s
− 1

σ

)
‖g‖ϑϑ, and κ = σ−Q

2Qσ
, then we get from the above inequality that

c+Θµϑ + on(1) + on(1)‖un‖X ≥ κ
(
‖un‖

p

HW1,p + ‖un‖
Q

HW1,Q

)
as n→ ∞. (4.3)

If possible, let {un}n be not bounded in X, then we have following possibilities:
Case-1: Let ‖un‖HW1,p → ∞ and ‖un‖HW1,Q → ∞ as n→ ∞. Observe that p < Q, therefore we have ‖un‖

Q

HW1,Q ≥
‖un‖

p

HW1,Q > 1 for n large enough. It follows from (4.3) that

c+Θµϑ + on(1) + on(1)‖un‖X ≥ 21−p
κ‖un‖

p
X

as n→ ∞.

Dividing ‖un‖
p
X

on both the sides and letting n→ ∞, we get 0 ≥ 21−pκ > 0, which is a contradiction.
Case-2: Let ‖un‖HW1,p → ∞ as n→ ∞ and ‖un‖W1,Q be bounded. From (4.3), we infer that

c+Θµϑ + on(1) + on(1)‖un‖X ≥ κ‖un‖
p

HW1,p as n→ ∞.

Dividing ‖un‖
p

HW1,p on both the sides and letting n→ ∞, we get 0 ≥ κ > 0, which is again a contradiction.
Case-3: Let ‖un‖HW1,Q → ∞ as n→ ∞ and ‖un‖HW1,p be bounded. Similarly, we get a contradiction as in Case-2.

Thus, we conclude from the above three situations that {un}n ⊂ X must be bounded. Therefore, taking into
account (4.3), the proof of the lemma is completed.

The following result is a direct consequence of Lemma 4.1.

Corollary 4.2. Let µ ∈ (0, µ∗], where µ∗ as in Lemma 3.2 and γ > 0 be fixed. Now, fix c < c0 −Θµϑ, where c0 > 0
satisfying

c0 ≤ καQ−1
Q , (4.4)

where κ, and Θ are defined as in Lemma 4.1. Then, for any (PS)c sequence {un}n ⊂ X of J at level c > 0, there

holds lim sup
n→∞

‖un‖
Q′

HW1,Q < αQ. In addition, if α > α0, where α0 as in (f3), then there exists n0 ∈ N sufficiently

large enough such that

sup
n≥n0

∣∣∣∣∣

∫

HN

(∫

HN

F (η, un)

r(η)βdK(ξ, η)λ
dη

)
f(ξ, un)

r(ξ)β
un dξ

∣∣∣∣∣ < +∞.

16



Following in Brézis-Lieb’s footsteps, the next lemma is dedicated to doubly weighted Choquard nonlinearity.

Proposition 4.3. Let {un}n ⊂ X be a sequence and u be in X such that un ⇀ u in X, un → u a.e. in H
N and

DHun → DHu a.e. in H
N as n→ ∞. If

lim sup
n→∞

‖un‖
Q′

HW1,Q <
αQ

2Q′
(4.5)

is satisfied, then for t = 2Q
2Q−2β−λ

, we have as n→ ∞

(i) ∫

HN

∣∣F (ξ, un)− F (ξ, un − u)− F (ξ, u)
∣∣t dξ = on(1);

(ii) ∫

HN

∣∣f(ξ, un)un − f(ξ, un − u)(un − u)− f(ξ, u)u
∣∣t dξ = on(1).

Furthermore, if we define

G(u) =

∫

HN

(∫

HN

F (η, u)

r(η)βdK(ξ, η)λ
dη

)
f(ξ, u)

r(ξ)β
u dξ and T (u) =

∫

HN

(∫

HN

F (η, u)

r(η)βdK(ξ, η)λ
dη

)
F (ξ, u)

r(ξ)β
dξ,

then the following results hold as n→ ∞

(a)
G(un)− G(un − u) − G(u) = on(1);

(b)
T (un)− T (un − u)− T (u) = on(1).

Proof. Set vn = un − u and Hn(·) = |F (·, vn + u)− F (·, vn)− F (·, u)|t. By using (f1) and Corollary 2.5, we obtain

|F (ξ, vn + u)− F (ξ, vn)| =

∣∣∣∣
∫ 1

0

d

ds

(
F (ξ, vn + su)

)
ds

∣∣∣∣ ≤
∫ 1

0

|f(ξ, vn + su)||u| ds

≤

∫ 1

0

|u|
(
ε|vn + su|Q−1 + CεΦ(α0|vn + su|Q

′

)
)
ds

≤ 2Q−2ε

∫ 1

0

(
|vn|

Q−1 + |su|Q−1
)
|u| ds+Cε

∫ 1

0

|u|Φ
(
α0

(
|vn|+ s|u|

)Q′
)
ds

≤ 2Q−2ε
[
|vn|

Q−1|u|+ |u|Q
]
+ Cε|u|Φ

(
α0

(
|vn|+ |u|

)Q′
)
.

It follows that

|F (ξ, vn + u)− F (ξ, vn)− F (ξ, u)| ≤ 2Q−2ε|vn|
Q−1|u|+

(
2Q−2 + 1

)
ε|u|Q + Cε|u|

[
Φ
(
α0

(
|vn|+ |u|

)Q′)
+Φ

(
α0|u|

Q′)]
.

This together with Corollary 2.5 implies that there exists a constant C > 0 such that

Hn(ξ) ≤ C
[
|vn|

(Q−1)t|u|t + |u|Qt + |u|t
(
Φ
(
α0t
(
|vn|+ |u|

)Q′)
+ Φ

(
α0t|u|

Q′))]
. (4.6)

Notice that un ⇀ u in HW 1,Q(HN ) as n→ ∞ and thus {un}n is bounded in HW 1,Q(HN ). It follows from Brézis-Lieb
lemma that

‖vn‖
Q

HW1,Q = ‖un‖
Q

HW1,Q − ‖u‖Q
HW1,Q + on(1) ≤ ‖un‖

Q

HW1,Q + on(1) as n→ ∞.

Consequently, by using (4.5), we have

lim sup
n→∞

‖vn‖
Q′

HW1,Q <
αQ

2Q′
. (4.7)

Due to weakly lower semicontinuity of the norm, we obtain

‖u‖Q
′

HW1,Q ≤ lim inf
n→∞

‖un‖
Q′

HW1,Q ≤ lim sup
n→∞

‖un‖
Q′

HW1,Q <
αQ

2Q′
. (4.8)

Combining (4.7) and (4.8) together, we can easily deduce that

lim sup
n→∞

∥∥|vn|+ |u|
∥∥Q′

HW1,Q < αQ. (4.9)
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Taking into account (4.9) there exist m > 0 and n0 ∈ N such that
∥∥|vn| + |u|

∥∥Q′

HW1,Q < m < αQ for all n ≥ n0.

Suppose that ζ ≥ Q with ζ′ = ζ
1−ζ

satisfying 1
ζ
+ 1

ζ′
= 1. Choose α > α0 very close to α0 and ζ′ > 1 very close to 1

such that we still have ζ′αt
∥∥|vn|+ |u|

∥∥Q′

HW1,Q < m < αQ for all n ≥ n0. Denote ṽn = |vn|+ |u|

/∥∥|vn|+ |u|
∥∥
HW1,Q ,

then by using the Hölder’s inequality, Corollary 2.3 and Corollary 2.5, it follows from (4.6) that for n ≥ n0, we have

∫

HN

Hn(ξ) dξ ≤ C

[
‖vn‖

(Q−1)t
Qt ‖u‖Qt + ‖u‖Qt

Qt + ‖u‖ttζ

(∫

HN

Φ
(
ζ′αt

∥∥|vn|+ |u|
∥∥Q′

HW1,Q |ṽn|
N′)

dξ

) 1
ζ′

+ ‖u‖ttζ

(∫

HN

Φ
(
ζ′αt|u|Q

′)
dξ

) 1
ζ′
]
.

This yields that for all n ≥ n0, we have

∫

HN

Hn(ξ) dξ ≤ C1

[(∫

HN

|u|Qt dξ

) 1
Qt

+

∫

HN

|u|Qt dξ +

(∫

HN

|u|tζ dξ

) 1
ζ

]
<∞, (4.10)

where

C1 = C max

{
sup
n∈N

‖vn‖
(Q−1)t
Qt , 1,

(
sup
n≥n0

∫

HN

Φ
(
ζ′αt

∥∥|vn|+ |u|
∥∥Q′

HW1,Q |ṽn|
N′)

dξ

) 1
ζ′

+

(∫

HN

Φ
(
ζ′αt|u|Q

′)
dξ

) 1
ζ′
}
,

which is finite, thanks to Theorem 2.7 and the fact that {vn}n is uniformly bounded in X. It follows that {Hn(·)}n≥n0

is bounded in L1(HN ). Moreover, because of (4.10), it is not difficult to verify that {Hn(·)}n≥n0 is uniformly absolutely
integrable and tight over H

N . Further, since un → u a.e. in H
N as n → ∞, therefore Hn(ξ) → 0 a.e. in H

N as
n → ∞. Consequently, the conclusion of Proposition 4.3-(i) follows immediately by applying the Vitali’s theorem.
Furthermore, by using (f1), (f3) and Corollary 2.5, one can easily see that for any ϑ1, ϑ2 ∈ R

|f(ξ, ϑ1 + ϑ2)(ϑ1 + ϑ2)− f(ξ, ϑ1)ϑ1| =

∣∣∣∣
∫ 1

0

d

ds

(
f(ξ, ϑ1 + sϑ2)(ϑ1 + sϑ2)

)
ds

∣∣∣∣

=

∣∣∣∣
∫ 1

0

(
∂uf(ξ, ϑ1 + sϑ2)ϑ2(ϑ1 + sϑ2) + f(ξ, ϑ1 + sϑ2)ϑ2

)
ds

∣∣∣∣

≤ 2

∫ 1

0

[
ε|ϑ1 + sϑ2|

Q−1|ϑ2|+ Cε|ϑ2|Φ(α0|ϑ1 + sϑ2|
Q′

)
]
ds

≤ 2Q−1ε
[
|ϑ1|

Q−1|ϑ2|+ |ϑ2|
Q
]
+ 2Cε|ϑ2|Φ

(
α0(|ϑ1|+ |ϑ2|)

Q′)
.

Denote ϑ1 = un−u, ϑ2 = u, vn = un−u and hn(·) = |f(·, vn+u)(vn+u)−f(·, vn)vn−f(·, u)u|t. Following a similar
idea as in the proof of Proposition 4.3-(i), we can easily verify the validity of Proposition 4.3-(ii). Observe that

G(un)− G(un − u)− G(u) =

∫

HN

(∫

HN

(
F (η, un)− F (η, un − u)− F (η, u)

)

r(η)βdK(ξ, η)λ
dη

)
f(ξ, un)un

r(ξ)β
dξ

+

∫

HN

(∫

HN

F (η, un − u)

r(η)βdK(ξ, η)λ
dη

)(
f(ξ, un)un − f(ξ, un − u)(un − u)− f(ξ, u)u

)

r(ξ)β
dξ

+

∫

HN

(∫

HN

F (η, u)

r(η)βdK(ξ, η)λ
dη

)(
f(ξ, un)un − f(ξ, un − u)(un − u)− f(ξ, u)u

)

r(ξ)β
dξ

+

∫

HN

(∫

HN

F (η, u)

r(η)βdK(ξ, η)λ
dη

)
f(ξ, un − u)(un − u)

r(ξ)β
dξ

+

∫

HN

(∫

HN

F (η, un − u)

r(η)βdK(ξ, η)λ
dη

)
f(ξ, u)u

r(ξ)β
dξ. (4.11)

Using the growth assumptions of f and F , (4.5) and the boundedness of {un}n in X, we can conclude that
{F (·, un)}n, {F (·, un−u)}n, {f(·, un)un}n, and {f(·, un−u)(un−u)}n are bounded in Lt(HN ), where t = 2Q

2Q−2β−λ
.
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In view of Theorem 2.9 and Proposition 4.3-(i), we have

∣∣∣∣∣

∫

HN

(∫

HN

(
F (η, un)− F (η, un − u)− F (η, u)

)

r(η)βdK(ξ, η)λ
dη

)
f(ξ, un)un

r(ξ)β
dξ

∣∣∣∣∣ ≤ ‖F (·, un)− F (·, un − u)− F (·, u)‖t‖f(·, un)un‖t

→ 0 as n→ ∞.

It follows that

lim
n→∞

∫

HN

(∫

HN

(
F (η, un)− F (η, un − u) − F (η, u)

)

r(η)βdK(ξ, η)λ
dη

)
f(ξ, un)un

r(ξ)β
dξ = 0. (4.12)

Similarly, by using Theorem 2.9 and Proposition 4.3-(ii), we obtain

lim
n→∞

∫

HN

(∫

HN

F (η, un − u)

r(η)βdK(ξ, η)λ
dη

)(
f(ξ, un)un − f(ξ, un − u)(un − u)− f(ξ, u)u

)

r(ξ)β
dξ = 0 (4.13)

and

lim
n→∞

∫

HN

(∫

HN

F (η, u)

r(η)βdK(ξ, η)λ
dη

)(
f(ξ, un)un − f(ξ, un − u)(un − u) − f(ξ, u)u

)

r(ξ)β
dξ = 0. (4.14)

By the hypothesis, we have that f(ξ, un − u)(un − u) → 0 a.e. in H
N and F (ξ, un − u) → 0 a.e. in H

N as n → ∞.

It follows that f(ξ, un − u)(un − u) ⇀ 0 and F (ξ, un − u) ⇀ 0 in L
2Q

2Q−2β−λ (HN ) as n → ∞. Consequently, due to
Theorem 2.9, we also have ∫

HN

F (η, u)

r(ξ)β dK(ξ, η)λr(η)β
dη ∈ L

2Q
2β+λ (HN).

This shows that

lim
n→∞

∫

HN

(∫

HN

F (η, u)

r(η)βdK(ξ, η)λ
dη

)
f(ξ, un − u)(un − u)

r(ξ)β
dξ = 0. (4.15)

Once more by Theorem 2.9, we can notice that

∫

HN

F (η, un − u)

r(ξ)β dK(ξ, η)λr(η)β
dη ⇀ 0 in L

2Q
2β+λ (HN) as n→ ∞.

This together with the fact that f(·, u)u ∈ L
2Q

2Q−2β−λ (HN ), we obtain

lim
n→∞

∫

HN

(∫

HN

F (η, un − u)

r(η)βdK(ξ, η)λ
dη

)
f(ξ, u)u

r(ξ)β
dξ = 0. (4.16)

Letting n→ ∞ in (4.11) and using the convergence results (4.12)–(4.16), we obtain the validity of Proposition 4.3-(a).
In a similar way, we can prove Proposition 4.3-(b). This completes the proof.

For υ defined as in (f4) and e ∈ X as stated in Lemma 3.3, we define

M(e) =

∫

HN

(∫

HN

e(η)υ

r(η)βdK(ξ, η)λ
dη

)
e(ξ)υ

r(ξ)β
dξ.

Due to Corollary 2.3, we can conclude that e(·) ∈ Lτυ(HN ) for any τ ∈ (Q,∞). This fact together with Theorem
2.9 implies at once that M(e) is well-defined. Further, choose ν ≥ 2Q2 in (3.2) such that νp > 2Qυ holds. Let

ζ, ζ′ > 1 satisfying 1
ζ
+ 1

ζ′
= 1, Ĉ is defined as in (f4) and S 2Qζν

2Q−2β−λ
,Q

is the best constant in the embedding

HW 1,Q(HN ) →֒ L
2Qζν

2Q−2β−λ (HN ). Now, we denote γ∗ as follows:

γ∗ = max

{
1,Γ

ν−Q
Q

1 ,
(
Γ2Γ3

) (2υ−p)(ν−Q)
pν−2υQ

}
, (4.17)

where

Γ1Γ2 =

(
αQ

2Q′

)1−Q

, Γ2κ =

(
℘C̃2S

−ν
2Qζν

2Q−2β−λ
,Q

) Q
ν−Q

, ( the constants ℘, C̃2 > 0 are specified in Lemma 4.4)
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and

Γ3 =
∑

t∈{p,Q}

(
1

t
−

1

2υ

)(
υ

2Ĉ2

) t
2υ−t ‖e‖

2υt
2υ−t

HW1,t

(
M(e)

) t
2υ−t

.

Notice that whenever γ > γ∗, then we have

Γ2γ
Q

ν−Q <
γ

p
2υ−p

Γ3
.

Fix c0 in such a way that there holds

Γ2γ
Q

ν−Q <
1

c0
<
γ

p
2υ−p

Γ3
. (4.18)

This together with the definition of Γ2 gives

c0 < κ

(
℘C̃2γS

−ν
2Qζν

2Q−2β−λ
,Q

) Q
Q−ν

. (4.19)

Moreover, from the definition of Γ1 and using the fact that γ > γ∗, one can easily obtain that

(
℘C̃2γS

−ν
2Qζν

2Q−2β−λ
,Q

) Q
Q−ν

<

(
αQ

2Q′

)Q−1

. (4.20)

In view of (4.19) and (4.20), we have

c0 < κmin

{(
αQ

2Q′

)Q−1

,

(
℘C̃2γS

−ν
2Qζν

2Q−2β−λ
,Q

) Q
Q−ν

}
= κ

(
℘C̃2γS

−ν
2Qζν

2Q−2β−λ
,Q

) Q
Q−ν

. (4.21)

The following lemma ensures the existence of a (PS)c condition for J at a suitable level c depending upon c0.

Lemma 4.4. Suppose µ ∈ (0, µ∗], where µ∗ as in Lemma 3.2 and γ > γ∗, with γ∗ is defined as in (4.17). Further,
assume that c < c0 −Θµϑ, where c0 > 0 satisfying (4.21) and Θ as in Lemma 4.1. Then, every (PS)c sequence for
J in X converges strongly to a function wµ,γ ∈ X, which is a nontrivial solution of (Pµ,γ) at level c.

Proof. Let {un}n be a (PS)c sequence for J in X, therefore we have

J(un) → c and J ′(un) → 0 in X
∗ as n→ ∞. (4.22)

Now, by using Lemma 4.1, we obtain that {un}n is bounded in X. Consequently, there exists wµ,γ ∈ X such that up
to a subsequence, not relabelled, un ⇀ wµ,γ in X as n → ∞. Following similar idea as in Lemma 3.4, we can prove
{un}n and wµ,γ are nonnegative in X. In view of (4.21), we can notice that (4.4) still holds. Using this fact together
with c < c0 − Θµϑ, we obtain that (3.17) holds. Therefore, by arguing similarly as in Proposition 3.6, we can infer
that DHun → DHwµ,γ a.e. in H

N as n → ∞. Consequently, by using Corollary 2.3, Lemma 2.4 and the fact that
the embedding X →֒ HW 1,t(HN ) is continuous for t ∈ {p,Q}, we obtain





un ⇀ wµ,γ in HW 1,t(HN ), un → wµ,γ in Ls
g(H

N),

un → wµ,γ in Lτ (BR), for any R > 0 and τ ∈ [1,∞),

un → wµ,γ a.e. in H
N , DHun → DHwµ,γ a.e. in H

N ,

|DHun|
t−2
H DHun ⇀ |DHwµ,γ |

t−2
H DHwµ,γ in L

t
t−1 (HN ,R2N ),

ut−1
n ⇀ wt−1

µ,γ in L
t

t−1 (HN) as n→ ∞.

(4.23)

From (4.23) and Brézis-Lieb lemma, we deduce that

‖un −wµ,γ‖
t
HW1,t = ‖un‖

t
HW1,t − ‖wµ,γ‖

t
HW1,t + on(1) as n→ ∞, (4.24)

for any t ∈ {p, Q}. Also, due to (4.23), we can assume that up to a subsequence, still denoted by the same symbol
such that ‖un‖HW1,p → lp and ‖un‖HW1,Q → lQ as n→ ∞, where lp, lQ ≥ 0. In light of (4.24), we have

‖un −wµ,γ‖
Q

HW1,Q = ‖un‖
Q

HW1,Q − ‖wµ,γ‖
Q

HW1,Q + on(1) ≤ ‖un‖
Q

HW1,Q + on(1) as n→ ∞.
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Letting n→ ∞ in the above inequality and using (4.2), we get

lim sup
n→∞

‖un − wµ,γ‖
Q′

HW1,Q ≤ lim sup
n→∞

‖un‖
Q′

HW1,Q ≤

(
c+Θµϑ

κ

) 1
Q−1

<
αQ

2Q′
< αQ (thanks to (4.21)). (4.25)

Due to the Fatous lemma, we also have

lim inf
n→∞

∫

HN

(∫

HN

F (η, un)

r(η)βdK(ξ, η)λ
dη

)
f(ξ, un)

r(ξ)β
wµ,γ dξ ≥

∫

HN

(∫

HN

F (η,wµ,γ)

r(η)βdK(ξ, η)λ
dη

)
f(ξ, wµ,γ)

r(ξ)β
wµ,γ dξ. (4.26)

Further, by the Hölder’s inequality and (4.23), we get
∣∣∣∣
∫

HN

g(ξ)us−1
n (un − wµ,γ) dξ

∣∣∣∣ ≤ ‖un‖
s−1
s,g ‖un − wµ,γ‖s,g → 0 as n→ ∞.

It follows that

lim
n→∞

∫

HN

g(ξ)us−1
n (un − wµ,γ) dξ = 0. (4.27)

By using (4.23) and (4.25) –(4.27), we obtain

0 = lim
n→∞

〈J ′(un), un − wµ,γ〉

=
∑

t∈{p,Q}

(
lim

n→∞

[
‖un‖

t
HW1,t −

∫

HN

(
|DHun|

t−2
H (DHun, DHwµ,γ)H + ut−1

n wµ,γ

)
dξ

])

− µ lim
n→∞

∫

HN

g(ξ)us−1
n (un − wµ,γ) dξ − γ lim

n→∞

∫

HN

(∫

HN

F (η, un)

r(η)βdK(ξ, η)λ
dη

)
f(ξ, un)

r(ξ)β
(un − wµ,γ) dξ

≥
∑

t∈{p,Q}

(
ltt − ‖wµ,γ‖

t
HW1,t

)
− γ lim

n→∞

(
G(un)− G(wµ,γ)

)
dξ.

Now by employing Proposition 4.3 and (4.24), we have

‖un − wµ,γ‖
p

HW1,p + ‖un − wµ,γ‖
Q

HW1,Q ≤ γG(un − wµ,γ) + on(1) as n→ ∞. (4.28)

Following similar arguments as in Proposition 3.5, we can deduce that there exists a constant C̃ > 0 such that
∥∥∥∥∥

∫

HN

F (η, un −wµ,γ)

r(ξ)β dK(ξ, η)λr(η)β
dη

∥∥∥∥∥
2Q

2β+λ

≤ C̃. (4.29)

It follows from (4.25) that there exist m > 0 and n0 ∈ N such that ‖un − wµ,γ‖
Q′

HW1,Q < m < αQ for all n ≥ n0.

Further, let ν ≥ 2Q2 in (3.2) and ζ, ζ′ > 1 satisfying 1
ζ
+ 1

ζ′
= 1. Choose α > α0 close to α0, ζ

′ close to 1 in such

a way that we still have
2αQζ′

2Q− 2β − λ
‖un − wµ,γ‖

Q′

HW1,Q < m < αQ for all n ≥ n0. Therefore, from the Hölder’s

inequality, (3.2), (4.29) , Corollary 2.3 and Corollary 2.5, we obtain for all n ≥ n0 that
∣∣∣G(un − wµ,γ)

∣∣∣ ≤ C̃‖f(·, un − wµ,γ)(un − wµ,γ)‖ 2Q
2Q−2β−λ

≤ C̃

[ ∫

HN

[
ε|un − wµ,γ |

Q + C̃ε|un − wµ,γ |
νΦ(α|un −wµ,γ |

Q′

)
] 2Q

2Q−2β−λ
dξ

] 2Q−2β−λ
2Q

≤ C1,ε‖un − wµ,γ‖
Q

2Q2

2Q−2β−λ

+ C2

[∫

HN

|un − wµ,γ |
2Qν

2Q−2β−λ Φ

(
2αQ

2Q− 2β − λ
|un −wµ,γ |

Q′

)
dξ

] 2Q−2β−λ
2Q

≤ C1,εS
−Q

2Q2

2Q−2β−λ
,Q
‖un −wµ,γ‖

Q

HW1,Q + C2‖un − wµ,γ‖
ν

2Qνζ
2Q−2β−λ

×

[ ∫

HN

Φ

(
2αQζ′

2Q− 2β − λ
‖un −wµ,γ‖

Q′

HW1,Q

∣∣∣∣
un − wµ,γ

‖un − wµ,γ‖HW1,Q

∣∣∣∣
Q′)

dξ

] 2Q−2β−λ

2Qζ′

≤ C1,εS
−Q

2Q2

2Q−2β−λ
,Q
‖un −wµ,γ‖

Q

HW1,Q + C̃2‖un − wµ,γ‖
ν

2Qνζ
2Q−2β−λ

, (4.30)
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where C1,ε, C2 are positive constants, S 2Q2

2Q−2β−λ
,Q

is the best constant in the embeddingHW 1,Q(HN ) →֒ L
2Q2

2Q−2β−λ (HN )

and

C̃2 = C2

[
sup
n≥n0

∫

HN

Φ

(
2αQζ′

2Q− 2β − λ
‖un − wµ,γ‖

Q′

HW1,Q

∣∣∣∣
un −wµ,γ

‖un − wµ,γ‖HW1,Q

∣∣∣∣
Q′)

dξ

] 2Q−2β−λ

2Qζ′

,

which is finite due to Theorem 2.7. Hence, from (4.28) and (4.30), we get as n→ ∞ that

C̃2γ‖un − wµ,γ‖
ν

2Qνζ
2Q−2β−λ

+ on(1) ≥ ‖un −wµ,γ‖
p

HW1,p +

(
1− C1γS

−Q
2Q2

2Q−2β−λ
,Q

)
‖un −wµ,γ‖

Q

HW1,Q .

Note that γ > 1, ε > 0 is arbitrary, and C1,ε is a positive constant having positive power of ε. Therefore, we can

choose γ ∈

(
1, 1

C1,εS
−Q

2Q2

2Q−2β−λ
,Q

)
and denote 1

℘
= 1 − C1,εγS

−Q
2Q2

2Q−2β−λ
,Q
> 0, then for n → ∞, we deduce from the

above inequality that

C̃2γ‖un − wµ,γ‖
ν

2Qνζ
2Q−2β−λ

+ on(1) ≥ ‖un − wµ,γ‖
p

HW1,p +
1

℘
‖un − wµ,γ‖

Q

HW1,Q . (4.31)

Using the fact that the embedding HW 1,Q(HN ) →֒ L
2Qζν

2Q−2β−λ (HN ) is continuous, we get

‖un − wµ,γ‖
Q

2Qνζ
2Q−2β−λ

≤ S−Q
2Qζν

2Q−2β−λ
,Q
‖un − wµ,γ‖

Q

HW1,Q . (4.32)

Combining (4.31) and (4.32), we get as n→ ∞ that

C̃2γ‖un −wµ,γ‖
ν

2Qνζ
2Q−2β−λ

+ on(1) ≥
1

℘S−Q
2Qζν

2Q−2β−λ
,Q

‖un − wµ,γ‖
Q

2Qνζ
2Q−2β−λ

.

Denote lim
n→∞

‖un −wµ,γ‖ 2Qνζ
2Q−2β−λ

= L ≥ 0. In order to complete the proof of Lemma 4.4, it is sufficient to show that

L = 0. Indeed, if not, let L > 0, then sending n→ ∞ in the above inequality, we conclude that

L ≥

(
1

℘C̃2γS
−Q

2Qζν
2Q−2β−λ

,Q

) 1
ν−Q

. (4.33)

In view of (4.2), (4.24) and (4.32), we get as n→ ∞

c+Θµϑ + on(1) ≥ κ‖un − wµ,γ‖
Q

HW1,Q ≥
κ

S−Q
2Qζν

2Q−2β−λ
,Q

‖un − wµ,γ‖
Q

2Qνζ
2Q−2β−λ

.

Letting n→ ∞ in the above inequality and using the hypothesis along with (4.21) and (4.33), we have

c0 >
κLQ

S−Q
2Qζν

2Q−2β−λ
,Q

≥ κ

(
℘C̃2γS

−ν
2Qζν

2Q−2β−λ
,Q

) Q
Q−ν

> c0,

which is a contradiction. It follows that L = 0. Consequently, sending n → ∞ in (4.31), we infer that un →
wµ,γ in HW 1,t(HN ) as n→ ∞ for t ∈ {p,Q}. Hence, we deduce that un → wµ,γ in X as n → ∞. Moreover, we get
J(wµ,γ) = c > 0 and J ′(wµ,γ) = 0. This shows that wµ,γ 6= 0 and wµ,γ is a nontrivial nonnegative solution of (Pµ,γ).
This completes the proof.

Suppose that µ ∈ (0, µ∗], where µ∗ as in Lemma 3.2 and γ > 0 be fixed. Observe that the mountain pass
geometrical structures of the energy functional J are satisfied, thanks to Lemma 3.2 and Lemma 3.3. Define a
mountain pass level cµ,γ for J by

cµ,γ = inf
g∈Λ

max
s∈[0,1]

J(g(s)), (4.34)

where Λ = {g ∈ C([0, 1],X) : g(0) = 0, J(g(1)) < 0}. Note that cµ,γ > 0. To apply the mountain pass theorem,
which provides us the second independent solution for (Pµ,γ), we shall show that cµ,γ falls into the range of validity
of the (PS)c condition given in Lemma 4.4.
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Lemma 4.5. Assume that γ > γ∗, where γ∗ is defined as in (4.17). Then, there exists µ̃ ∈ (0, µ∗], depending on γ,
such that cµ,γ < c0 −Θµϑ for any µ ∈ (0, µ̃], with c0 satisfying (4.18) and Θ as stated in Lemma 4.1.

Proof. Let γ > γ∗ be fixed and e ∈ X as in Lemma 3.3. Choose µ̄ ∈ (0, µ∗] sufficiently small such that c0 ≥ 2Θµϑ

holds for all µ ∈ (0, µ̄]. One can notice that J(ℓe) → 0 as ℓ → 0+. Therefore, we can choose ℓ0 very small such that

sup
ℓ∈[0,ℓ0]

J(ℓe) <
c0
2

≤ c0 −Θµϑ for all µ ∈ (0, µ̄]. (4.35)

Observe that γ > 1, Q > p and hence by using (f4), we have

sup
ℓ≥ℓ0

J(ℓe) ≤ sup
ℓ≥ℓ0

( ∑

t∈{p,Q}

[
ℓt

t
‖e‖tHW1,t

]
−
µℓs

s
‖e‖ss,g −

2γĈ2ℓ2υ

υ2
M(e)

)

≤
∑

t∈{p,Q}

[
max
ℓ≥0

(
ℓt

t
‖e‖tHW1,t −

γĈ2ℓ2υ

υ2
M(e)

]
−
µℓs0
s

‖e‖ss,g

=
∑

t∈{p,Q}

(
1

t
−

1

2υ

)(
υ

2γĈ2

) t
2υ−t ‖e‖

2υt
2υ−t

HW1,t

(
M(e)

) t
2υ−t

−
µℓs0
s

‖e‖ss,g

< γ−
p

2υ−p

(
∑

t∈{p,Q}

(
1

t
−

1

2υ

)(
υ

2Ĉ2

) t
2υ−t ‖e‖

2υt
2υ−t

HW1,t

(
M(e)

) t
2υ−t

)
−
µℓs0
s

‖e‖ss,g

< c0 −
µℓs0
s

‖e‖ss,g ,

we thank to (4.18). Next, we choose ¯̄µ ∈ (0, µ∗] very small such that

−
µℓs0
s

‖e‖ss,g < −Θµϑ for all µ ∈ (0, ¯̄µ].

It follows that
sup
ℓ≥ℓ0

J(ℓe) < c0 −Θµϑ for all µ ∈ (0, ¯̄µ]. (4.36)

Take µ̃ = min{µ̄, ¯̄µ} and the path g(ℓ) = ℓe belongs to Λ, where ℓ ∈ [0, 1]. Therefore, from (4.35) and (4.36), we get

cµ,γ ≤ max
ℓ∈[0,1]

J(g(ℓ)) ≤ max
ℓ≥0

J(g(ℓ)) < c0 −Θµϑ for all µ ∈ (0, µ̃],

and thus we conclude the proof.

Proof of Theorem 1.4. The energy functional J satisfies the mountain pass geometric structures for all µ ∈ (0, µ∗]
and for all γ > 0, thanks to Lemma 3.2 and Lemma 3.3. Moreover, by Lemma 4.4 and Lemma 4.5, we obtain that
for γ > γ∗, there exists µ̃ ≤ µ∗ such that J admits a critical point wµ,γ ∈ X at the mountain pass level cµ,γ > 0,
estimated as in Lemma 4.5 for all µ ∈ (0, µ̃]. Consequently, by Lemma 4.4, we have wµ,γ ∈ X is a nontrivial
nonnegative solution of (Pµ,γ), which is independent of the solution uµ,γ of (Pµ,γ) obtained in Theorem 1.3, because
J(uµ,γ) = mµ,γ < 0 < cµ,γ = J(wµ,γ). This completes the proof of Theorem 1.4.
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