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SOME ONE-DIMENSIONAL ELLIPTIC PROBLEMS WITH
CONSTRAINTS

JACOPO SCHINO AND PANAYOTIS SMYRNELIS

ABSTRACT. Given m € N\ {0} and p > 0, we find solutions (A, «) to the problem

{( L)+ MG (u) = F'(u)
Je E(u)da = p

in the following cases: m = 1 or 2G(s) = K(s) = s?. In the former, we follow a
bifurcation argument; in the latter, we use variational methods.

1. INTRODUCTION AND STATEMENT OF THE RESULTS

We study the problem
2

. /—;x2>mu+)\G'( w) = F'(u)
K(u)dz = p,

where 1 < m € N, p € (0,400) is a prescribed quantity, A € R is part of the
unknown, and F', GG, and K are suitable functions.

To explain our motivations, let us start with taking 2G(s) = K(s) = s*. In this
case, (1.1) takes the form

d2 \m ,
u?dz = p.

R

If F(u) = F(|u]), then (1.2) arise when seeking standing-wave solutions to the
Schrodinger-type evolution equation

.0 0% \m ,

50 = (~g) V-,
i.e., solutions of the form W(¢, x) = e™u(z) with u: R — R. Then, the L? constraint
is justified because |¥(t,-)| = |u| for all ¢ € R. Solutions to (1.2) are often referred
to as normalised solutions.

A classical approach to solve (1.2) consists of finding critical points of the func-
tional J: H™(R) — R,

(1.3) J(u) = /R %|u(m)|2—F(u) dz,
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restricted to the set

(1.4) S::{UEHm(]R)‘/szdx:p}

under suitable conditions on F' that include F'(s) = O(]s|) as s — 0. With this
approach, —A\ is nothing but the Lagrange multiplier arising from the constraint S.
Since minimisers are among the simplest examples of critical points, it makes sense
to wonder whether J|s is bounded below: this is determined by the behaviour at
infinity of F(s) with respect to |s|*™ and, sometimes, p. In particular,

<0 for all values of p
lim F(s)s~ 3™ L e (0,400) = ing > —o0 ¢ for small values of p

|s|—=+o0
= 400 for no values of p

(for the sake of the explanation, we assume that limys_, o F(s)s~ T4 exists).

These three regimes are known in the literature as mass- (or L2-) subcritical, critical,
and supercritical.
It is evident, then, that the number

(1.5) 244m

(24 4m/N in dimension N > 1) plays an important role in the geometry of J|s,
which is why it is called the mass- (or L?-) critical exponent.

When m = 1, the mass-subcritical case, as well as the mass-critical one with p
small, were first studied by C.A. Stuart [28] and P.-L. Lions [15]; more recently, they
have been dealt with, e.g., in [13,24,25], see also the references therein. In the mass-
supercritical regime, instead, the seminal work was carried out by L. Jeanjean [10];
lately, the problem was revisited, e.g., in [11], see also the references therein. As
for the mixed case, it was considered only a few years ago by N. Soave [27] and L.
Jeanjean & S.-S. Lu [12].

When m > 2, instead, there is very little work: to our best knowledge, [18,23,29]
are the only papers debating the one-dimensional case, and uniquely for m = 2.

Going back to the article [15], it is interesting that, for m = 1, problems more
general than (1.2) are considered therein; for example, the author considers (1.1)
with pG(s) = K(s) = |s[’, p > 1. At the same time, the recent article [14]
introduced a new, non-variational method to look for solutions to (1.2) with m = 1,
which allows the mass-subcritical, -critical, and -supercritical regimes to be dealt
with in the same way and where the starting point is the existence of a positive
solution to

—u"+ M =F'(u) inR
with A > 0 fixed and suitable assumptions about F'. These considerations motivates
us to exploit the techniques of [14] and find solutions to (1.1) with G and K even
more general than in [15], at least when m = 1. When m > 2, instead, this new
approach does not seem to work because of the lack of a theory about solutions to
the differential equation in (1.1) with A fixed, and we have to rely on variational
methods.

When using an approach inspired from [14], we consider the following assump-
tions.
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(A0) F,G € CY([0,00)), F(0) = G(0) = F'(0) = G'(0) = 0, G’(s) > 0 for all

s> 0, limg_,o+ gg g =0, and lim,_, 4 ggsg +00.
(A1) For all s > 0 such that F'(s) > 0 there holds Z(s) := (g)/(s) > 0.
(A2) K € C([0,00)), K(0) =0, K(s) > 0 for all s >0, s \;{% is integrable

in a right-hand neighbourhood of 0, and f \/— ds = 4o0.

Moreover, we define

O(t) := (/Ot Kéii)dg) fort >0, mg:=max{t>0|F <0onl0,¢},

mo
\/_/ \/7 ds € (0, 400,
and, recalling the definition of Z from (A1),
Z(s) L Z(s)
Lo :=1i 0 ly =1 f 0
msup g € [0, +00], o= liminf 7 € [0, +00],
, Z(s) . Z(s)
Lo = hrsxlsololp (ID’(S) c [O, —|—OO], by = hsrgglf (ID’(S) c [0, —l—OO].

In this context, our main result reads as follows.

Theorem 1.1. Let m = 1 and assume that (A0)—(A2) hold. Then, a solution
(A, u) € (0,+00) x C2(R) to (1.1) ewxists in each of the following cases:

mo—O LO <£oo; a'ndpe (m \/;rTO);

e my=0, Ly <€0,andp€<m \/2%)0)’
e my >0, ]F>\/T,cmdp€<m,lp>

mo >0, F'(mg) # 0, Ip <
Furthermore, v’ € L*(R).

\/T’ cmdp c (IF,\/%—OO)

As examples for such G and K we propose

1
G(s) =—-s" and K(s)= s
p
with p > 1 and ¢ > max{p/2—1,0} (observe that this includes the case p = ¢ = 2).
Then, from Theorem 1.1 we obtain immediately the following outcome.

Corollary 1.2. Let m =1, p > 1, ¢ > max{p/2 — 1,0}, and assume that
=0, and limg_, | o Fl) — 4o,

(a0) F € C'([0,00)), o =
(al) For all s > 0 such that F( ) > 0 there holds F'(s)s — pF(s) > 0.
For s > 0, define the quantities

F'(s)s — pF(s)

F'(s)s — pF(s)

Ko = lim sup —— 75—, ho = limint —= e —
F’ —pF F' —pF
K, :=limsup (5)s — pF(s) koo := liminf (s)s —p (s)

s—00 §2a+2 ’ 5—00 §2a+2
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Then, a solution (A, u) € (0,400) x C*(R) to (1.1) ewists in every of the following
cases:

=0, Ky < kocw dpé€ - ’ 7 K 4

® TNyo ; 0 ana p (\/(q—p/2+1)koo \/(q—p/2+1) 0)
. d T v .

e my =0, Ko< k‘(), and.p (\/(q—p/2+1)k0’ \/(q—P/2+1)K°°) ’

O’In0>0,]p<m, and p €

m”)
) T %
e my >0, F'(mg) #0, Ir < NCE T and p € (IF’\/W

Furthermore, u' € L*(R).

Remark 1.3. Here are some observations about the case p = ¢ = 2 in Corollary 1.2.

(i) The number 2¢ + 2 = 6, which appears in the definition of Ky, ko, K, and
koo, is exactly the exponent (1.5) with m = 1.

(ii) At first glance, when F' > 0 on (0, +00), Corollary 1.2 is weaker than [14,
Theorem 1.2| in dimension 1 (see also [14, Remark 2.6]) because of (al);
however, such an assumption is needed (cf. Remark 2.1 below), hence [14,
Theorem 6.6, which [14, Theorem 1.2] is based on, contains a (small) gap.

(iii) Since we can admit sign-changing terms F', Corollary 1.2 improves the one-
dimensional case of |14, Theorem 1.2]. Additionally, it extends the one-
dimensional existence results in [27] to the case of non-linearities more gen-
eral than the sum of two powers.

Now, we turn to the case where m is any positive integer. We begin by considering
assumptions that describe the mass-subcritical and -critical cases.

(f0) F € C1(R) and F'(s) = O(|s|) as s — 0.

(f1) lim,_,o F(s)s™2 = 0.

(f2) o :=limsupyy o, F(s)s™ ™) < 4o0.

(f3) lim,_,o F(s)s~ ) = 400,

We recall from (1.3) and (1.4) the definitions of J and S and introduce the set

/U2dl’§p},
R

which was first used in [4] and then exploited, e.g., in [3,5, 6,16, 17,20, 21, 24].
Moreover, let us recall the Gagliardo-Niremberg inequality [7,8,22] here expressed

in the one-dimensional case: for every p > 2 there exists Cj, > 0 such that for all
v € H™(R) there holds

(1.6) [l < Cplo™ 5[]y,

and C, is sharp, where 6, = (1/2 — 1/p)/m and | - |, denotes the norm in L(R),
q € [1,400].
Our existence result in this regime is the following.

Theorem 1.4. If (f0)-(f3) are satisfied and 2002213;%2” < 1, then there exist
u €S and X\ > 0 such that J(u) = minp J < 0 and (A, u) is a solution to (1.2).

D::{v € H™(R)
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The proof of Theorem 1.4 follows verbatim that of |24, Theorem 1.1] once proved
that every solution u € H™(R) to the differential equation in (1.2) with A € R fixed
satisfies the Pohozaev identity if (f0) holds, which is done in Proposition 3.1 below.
For this reason, we omit it.

Next, we move to the mass-supercritical case. Let us define H(s) := F'(s)s —
2F(s) for s € R. We assume the following conditions.

(FO) F,H € CY(R) and |F'(s)| + |H'(s)| = O(]s]) as s — 0.

n = limsup, ,, H(s)s~ ™) < 4oo.
limyj— 400 F(5)s™@Hm) = 100
(24+4m)H(s) < H'(s)s for all s € R.
F4) 0 <4mF(s) < H(s) for all s € R.

Since J|s is unbounded below under (F0)—(F4), cf. the proof of Lemma 3.2 below,
we follow the approach in [4|, where — moreover — examples of such functions F' can
be found.

Let us recall the Nehari and Pohozaev identities associated with (1.2), i.e

/\u(m)\2 + \u? dz :/F’(u)udx

R R

/(1 —2m)[u™|? + M da = 2/ F(u)dz
R R

respectively. Then, every u € H™(R) \ {0} that solves the differential equation in
(1.2) for some A € R belongs to the set

1
/R|v(m)|2dx:%/RH(v)dx}.

If H e CYR), H'(s) = O(|s|) as s — 0, and H (&) > 0 for some &, # 0, one easily
proves that M is a manifold of class C* and co-dimension 1; see, e.g., |5, Lemma
4.1].

We consider the following condition, which will be paired with (F3):

AA/—\/—\
’TJ =
W N
\_/\_/\_/\/

M = {v e H™(R)\ {0}

(1.7) /RH'(u)u — 2+ 4m)H(u)dz >0 Yue H™R)\ {0}.

Note that (1.7) is satisfied if and only if H(s)s — (24 4m)H (s) > 0 holds for every
s € R and the strict inequality holds along two sequences s/, — 0% and s, — 0~
(cf. [4, Lemma 2.1]).

Finally, we introduce the condition

(1.8) nCyimp™™ < 2m,

which allows us to deal with a non-linearity with mass-critical growth at the origin.
Our existence result in this regime is the following.

Theorem 1.5. If (F0)-(F4) and (1.8) hold, then there exists u € DN M such that
J(u) = minpnp J > 0. If, moreover, (1.7) holds, then there exists A\ > 0 such that
(A, u) is solution to (1.1) — in particular, u € S.

The proof of Theorem 1.5 is modelled on that of |5, Theorem 3.3]; nonetheless,
since the one-dimensional setting requires some modifications, we provide it in
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Section 3 for the reader’s convenience. Theorem 1.1, instead, is proved in Section
2.

2. THE GLOBAL-BRANCH APPROACH

Throughout this section, m = 1, and we assume (A0)—(A2).

In view of (A0), for every A > 0 there exists my € (0,400) such that W :=
AG — F' is positive on (0,my) and Wy (0) = W(0) = Wy(m,) = 0. On the other
hand, (A1) implies that W (m,) = —Z(my)G(m,) < 0. Consequently, for every
A > 0, there exists a homoclinic orbit uy corresponding to W) (cf. for instance |2,
Theorem 5| or |1, Theorem 5.4]") satisfying the following properties:

e uy € C*(R) is a non-negative and even solution of —u” + \G’(u) = F'(u).
® lim ;o uxr(z) = 0 and my = u,(0) = maxg uy.
o [u)(z)]? = 2Wy(ux(x)) for all z € R (equipartition relation).

e Setting T) := [;" —=2— € (0,+00)%, u, is increasing on (—T),0) and

\/ 2W(u)

decreasing on (0, 7)), while uy(z) =0, if |z| > T).
e u\ € L*(R).

Remark 2.1. We point out that the assumption F'(t) > 0 for all £ > 0 is not
sufficient to ensure, for every A > 0, the existence of the homoclinic orbit u,, since
we may have WJ(my) = 0 for some A > 0. For example, when G(s) = s?/2, taking

15?2+ cos(s) —1 if s € [0, 27]
F(S) = 1.2 p :
387+ (s—2m)P if s >2m

with p > 2 we see that m; = 27 and W{(m;) = 0, thus no non-trivial non-negative
solutions to —u” +w = F’(u) that vanish at infinity exist in view of |2, Theorem 5].

Recalling that mg = max{t > 0 : F' < 0 on [0,¢]}, we have F'(my) = 0, and
in view of (Al), F' and F’ are positive on (mg, +00). In addition, the following
properties hold.

Lemma 2.2. The function (0,00) 3 A — my € (0,00) is increasing, continuous,

Proof. Observe that (A0) implies that G(s) > 0if s > 0. Let 0 < A < A < oo and
s € (0,m,]; then,

Wia(s) = AG(s) — F(s) > ANG(s) — F(s) = Wj(s) >0,

which shows that my > m,.
The continuity follows from the implicit function theorem applied to the function
(A, s) = Wi(s) because, as remarked above, W (m,) < 0.
Next, observe that the two limits in the statement exist in virtue of the monotonicity
of A +— my. Assume by contradiction that limy_, . my =: M < 4+00. Then

0= lim Wy(my) = ,\ETOO AG(my) — F(my) = 400,

A——+00

IBoth these theorems require additional regularity for F' and G (at least Cllo" g ); however, similar

arguments as in [1] can be repeated with minor modifications when F' and G are merely C!.
20bserve that T = +oo if Wy € CV1([0,¢]) for some & > 0.
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which is impossible.
Finally, observe that the definition of mg and the fact that F'(m,) = m)G(m,) >0
imply that my < m,. Denoting M := lim,_,g+ my > mg, we have

0= ,\IE& Wi(my) = )\lggh AG(my) — F(my) = F(M),
and the statement follows from the fact that F' is positive on (mg, +00). U

Lemma 2.3. For every A > 0 there holds

om =8 [ S (G ) o<

Furthermore, A — py s continuous.

Proof. Observe that ux|_r, 0 ( TA,O) (O m)\) is a diffeomorphism and, from
the equipartition relation, u (z) = /2 ). Consequently,

21) = /RK(UA(:C))dxzz K (u () do = f/mA

0

vfri

Since, from (A0) and (A2), F(s)/G(s) — 0 as s — 0% and K/v/G is integrable in a
right-hand neighbourhood of 0, we have that K//W, is integrable in a right-hand
neighbourhood of 0 as well. This, together with the property that Wj(m,) # 0,
yields that p) < 4+00. Moreover, the continuity of A\ — p, follows from the one of
A — my (Lemma 2.2) and the facts above. Finally,

"™ K@ o™ K@) (A_F(u))_l/z w

_T>\

22) ek VEw GG
M K<> (F(mx) F<u>)‘”2 du
o /Gu) \G(my)  G(u) ’
and the conclusion follows from (2.1)7(2.2). O

Next, we determine the asymptotic behaviour of py as A — 07 and A — co.

Lemma 2.4. Assume (A0)-(A2). With the convention that § = 400 and +%.o =0,
the following holds.

(1) If mg =0, then liminfy_,o+ py > ﬁ and limsup,_, g+ px <

(2) If mg > 0, then liminfy o+ px > Ip. If, in addition, F'(my) # 0, then
limy 0+ px = IF.

(8) liminfy o py > = ond limsupy , ,  px < =

Proof. (1) Given L € (Lg, +00), there exists 0, > 0 such that Z(s) < L®'(s) for
all s € (0,07). In addition, from Lemma 2.2, m, < d, holds for A € (0,A), with
Ay > 0 small enough. Therefore, we have for A\ € (0,Ar)

Fimy) — F(u)

Gimy) _ Gla) < L(®(my) — ®(u)) Vu € [0,m)]

ga
o
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(u)
D(my)’

o [ [ e

which proves the first part of (1 ) The second one is proved 81m11arly.
(2) From (2.1) and the monotone convergence theorem,

and, using Lemma 2.3 and the change of variable ¢t =

K(u) " K(u)
liminf py > lim \/5/ 7du:\/§/ ————du=
e A N o /FW)

Next, if F'(mg) # 0, which implies Z(mo) ;é 0, then — cf. (2. )

/mx _K(u) /mA K (u P /mA K(u 1/
du
vV Wi(u £ (mA f " Z(s)ds

G(mA G(u
=O(/my—mg) =0 as X — 0",

therefore limy .o+ py = Ip.

(3) Let us begin with the first part. Given L € (Lo, +00), there exists S, > myg
such that Z(s) < L®'(s) for all s > Sr. In addition, from Lemma 2.2, m, > S,
holds for A € (Ap,00), with Ay > 0 large enough. Therefore, we have for A €

(AL7 OO)

Fimy) _ Fu)
— < L® o for all S .
Gimy) Gl = (my) — @(u) for all u € [SL, m,]
This, together with (A2) and Lemmas 2.2 and 2.3, implies
™K (u ~1/2
) du
St \/

K(u) —1/2 1
= _/ 1/2 / (1 _ 42)1/2 d
LJs, (‘I)(mx) - Va0 (1= 1)
[2 1 1 m
— z/o (1—t2)1/2dt:\/ﬁ as A — +oo.

Now we move to the second part. Given L € (0, (), there exists Sy, > mg such
that Z(s) > L®'(s) for all s > S;. Additionally, since F'/G is non-positive on
[0, mg] and, from (A1), positive and increasing on (mg, +00), there holds

F(SL) Pl

G(SL) — G(u)
In addition, from Lemma 2.2, my > Sy, holds for A € (Ap, o), with A; > 0 large
enough. Therefore, we have for A € (A, 00)

for all u € (0, SL].

F(my) F(u)
Gy~ Gla) = F20ma) = @) forallu € [Sp,my],
G(m,\) - G(u) > L<I>(m)\) - (I)(SL) for all u € (O, SL],
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This, together with Lemma 2.3, implies

o< \/%([1()\) + [2()\)) for all A € (AL, OO),

where, thanks to (A2),

L) = /OSL ( K(i)(G(“))_W du—0 as A — +00,

O(my) — ©(5p))1/?
™K (u)(G(w) /mA K (u)(G(u) "' m
L(\) = du < du = —,
o= [ Gatm) = o7 = ) o) o
which proves the second part of (3). O
Proof of Theorem 1.1. It follows from Lemmas 2.3 and 2.4. O

Remark 2.5. Similarly, non-existence results for problem (1.1) can be established
in view of Lemma 2.4 and the continuity of the function A — p,.

3. THE POLY-HARMONIC CASE

We begin by proving that every solution to the differential equation in (1.2)
satisfies the Pohozaev identity. In fact, we can state a more general result.

Proposition 3.1 (Pohozaev identity). Let N € [1,2m — 1] be an integer, g € C(R)
such that g(s) = O(Ju]) as s — 0, and define G(s) := [] g(t)dt. Ifu e H™(R) is a
weak solution to
(3.1) (=A)™u = g(u) in RY,
then
(N — Qm)/ IV™u*dz = 2N G(u) dz.,
RN

RN
where

gm A2y if m is even,
U=
VAT=D2y  if m is odd.

Proof. Since, from the Sobolev embedding, |u|. < 400, we have that |g(u)| < |u]
a.e. in RY hence gowu € L2(RY) N L>*(RY). Then, from [26, Lemma 3.1|, u €
W2 (RN) for every p € [1,+00). Now, one can follow [5, Proof of Proposition
2.5]. We sketch the proof for the reader’s convenience.

For every n > 1, let v, € C}(RY) radially symmetric such that 0 < ¢, < 1,
n(x) =1 for every |z| < n, ¥,(x) =0 for every |z| > 2n, and |z||Vi,(z)| <1 for
every v € RV,

Next, observe that the following identities hold true:

g(u)(Vu- 2)ip =V - ($uG(u)z) — NpuG(u) — G(u) Vi, - @,
B |VAku\2x

Ay (V- )b, = V - [(Ak(z - Vu)VAFy 5

k—1 k—1
=) A*IVAN (Vu-z) + > AN (Vu- x)VA%—ju) wn}

j=0 Jj=0
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N — 4k — 2 AFqy|?
+|VAku|2wn - <Ak(Vu-x)VAku— v 5 Y x
k—1 k—1

ZA% IuV AN (Vu - —I—ZAJ (Vu - 2) VA= ]u) - Vb,
Jj=0 7=0

A*u(Vu - 2), = V - {(—(Aku)% + (Vu - 2)VA* 1y

k—2
Z ATV - xVA%J 2u

Jj=

k—
o A2k_j_1uVAj(Vu . x))¢n:| 4 4k ; N(Aku)2wn
§=0

— <E(Aku)2x + (Vu - 2)VA* 1y

k—
Z XA (Vu - [L’VA% =2y

Jj=
k—

Azk—j_luVAj(Vu : :1:)) -Vib,.

J=0

Multiplying both sides of (3.1) by ¥, Vu - x, using the identities above, and inte-
grating over RV, we obtain

0= /RN (—(=A)"u+ g(u)) Y, Vu - xdx

N- Qmwnwm 2~ N, Glu)

(3.2) / S|V, -+ X Vi, +
RN 2

—G(u)Vi, -+ V- [?/}n (—X — §|V’”u|2x + G(u)x)] dz,

where
k-1 k—1
—AF(Vu - 2)VA*u + Z AP Iy VAN (V- x) — Z AN (Vu - 2) VAP Iy
X = s j=0 jkz_ol
Vu- aVAH Yy A (Tu- ) VAR 2y — 3 AT YA (V- )
Jj=0 §=0

if m = 2k 4+ 1 or m = 2k respectively.
Finally, from the properties of ¢, and the dominated convergence theorem, we
conclude the proof letting n — 400 in (3.2). O

Foru € H™(R)\{0} and s > 0, let us define sxu := v/su(s-) and p,(s) := J(sxu).
Note that |s x u|o = |uly and that s x u € M if and only if ¢/ (s) = 0.
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Lemma 3.2. Assume (F0)-(F4) and (1.8) hold. For every uw € H™(R) such that
(33) nulatan < 2mut™ 3

there exist 0 < a < b < 400 such that p, is increasing on (0,a), decreasing on
(b, +00), and ¢, = max @, on [a,b]. If, moreover, (1.7) is satisfied, then a = b.

Notice that every u € DN H™(R) \ {0} satisfies (3.3) if (1.8) holds.

Proof. Let u € H™(R) as in the assumptions. From (F1), (F4), and the continuity
of F', there exists ¢ > 0 such that

|F(t)] < ct*™™ vt € B(0,|ul),

whence

2m F(s1/2
puls) = Sl [ HE a0
2 R S

as s — 0. Moreover,

(m) |2 1/2
o) IO [ ),
2 R

S2m Sl+2m

with limg o [p F(s?u)/s'™*™dz = +oo from (F2) and Fatou’s Lemma. This
proves that limg_, ;o pu(s) = —c0.

Now, fix € > 0 such that (4 2me)|ul3117" < 2m|u™ 2. From (F1), (F4), and
the continuity of F, there exists C' = C'(e, |u|~) > 0 such that

F(t) < (i +g) $2Him . cytim g e B0 Tulo),
4m
whence, using also (3.3),

52m 1
puls) = T lul™ =~ [ (15 + <) s 2ulfin + Cls ul il
82m

m 77 m m _ZM
= 2 [ - (5 +¢) lul3iin] - Clulifims®+,

which proves that ¢,(s) > 0 if s < 1. So far we have proved that ¢, attains its
positive maximum. To conclude, note that

/ (S) o msZm_l 1/2
Puls) = 2 2m 81+2m )

where the function
1/2
s '_>/ Sl+2m

is non-decreasing from (F0) and (F3), and increasing if (1.7) holds. O

Remark 3.3. If (F0)—(F4) and (1.8) hold, then given u € SNH™(R)\ {0}, it follows
from the proof of Lemma 3.2 that ¢/ (s) = 0 for some s > 0. Thus, we have
sxu€SNM,and SN M # 0.
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Remark 3.4. If (F0), (F3), and (1.7) hold, then {u e M | ¢/(1)=0} = 0. As a
matter of fact, from ¢! (1) = ¢!/(1) = 0 we obtain

(/@+4mﬂﬂ@—iT@de:Q

which contradicts (1.7) because u # 0.
Lemma 3.5. If (F0), (F1), and (1.8) hold, then inf,cpnp [u™]y > 0.
Proof. Let w € DN M. If ||u]|gm > /2p, then

"= lullfn —lul3 > 20— p = p,

hence we assume that ||u||gm < 1/2p. This implies that |u|s < ¢v/2p, where ¢ > 0
is the best constant in the embedding H™(R) < L*(R). Let £ > 0: from (F0) and
(F1) there exists C = C(g, p) > 0 such that H(t) < (n+e)t*™™ + Ct*™™ for every

t € B(0,cy/2p). Consequently, from (1.6) and the fact that u € M,

[ul

2™ |2 = / H(w) de < (1 + ) [ul2H4m + Cluftim
R

< (n+ )O3 u™ Bluly™ + COFm ™ ™ uly ™
< (n+ ) C3Limp®™ (™[5 + COLrpt o Em g,
and we conclude taking £ > 0 sufficiently small in view of (1.8). O
Lemma 3.6. If (F0)-(F4) and (1.8) hold, then infpnp J > 0.
Proof. We begin by showing the existence of > 0 such that
(2m = nC3Eimp™) [ut™ [ < 8m.J(u)

for all w € DN H™(R) with [u(™|y < §. We can assume § < 1, hence there exists
¢, > 0 such that |u|o, < ¢, for all u as above. From (F0), (F1), and (F4), for every
e > 0 there exists C' = C(e, p) > 0 such that

F@g(ﬁfwﬁ“m+CW“lW€B@%)
This and (1.6) yield
[ e < (15 <) i+ Clulizi:
R m
< (4% +¢) Cotimp™™ + Oz @ /7 [u)
/)7 m m m m— m m m
< (4% +¢) Cothmot™ + CCttmp 2 Cm g | |,
which implies, in turn,

sm.J(u) = 4m|u™ |3 — Sm/ F(u)dzx
R

> [4m — (20 + 8me) O3 im p™™ — 8mC Cyfym ptT2m=1/Gm)gt/im] jy,(m)) 2

— [2 (20— nC3E™) — SmCETie — SmCCpimp = Em g
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The claim then holds true taking
2m —nCylim ™" . 2m —nCiimp™  \"
°= Tram o 2nd 0 =min 1, A+Am 1 om—1/(2m) ’
16mC2+4mp 1677/LCYC{4-|—4mp
Now let u € DNM and set s = §/|u™|, and v = s%u so that v € DN H™(R) and
|v'|2 = d. Then, Lemma 3.2 yields

2m — nCy ™™
8m
Lemma 3.7. If (FO)-(F4) and (1.8) hold, then J is coercive over D N M.

Proof. We refer to the proofs of [4, Lemma 2.4] or [11, Lemma 2.5 (iv)], which are
similar. U

52 O

J(u) = J(v) =

We need the following version of Lions’s Lemma (cf. [19, Lemma 3.1]):

Lemma 3.8. Let G € C(R) such that G(s) = o(s®) as u — 0. If (u,) C H™(R) is
bounded and satisfies

y+r
lim max / u?dr =0
y

n  yeR _r

for some r >0, then lim, o [ |G(uy,)]dz = 0.

Proof. Let M > 0 be such that sup,, |u,|e < M, and take any € > 0 and p > 2.
Then, we find 0 < 0 < M and ¢, > 0 such that

|G(s)| < es? if |s] € [0, 4],

|G(s)| < ce|s|Pif |s] € (6, M].

Hence, in view of Lions’ lemma [15, Lemma [.1], we get

limsup [ |G(u,)|dz < elim sup/ u? dr.
R2

n—o00 R2 n— o0

Letting ¢ — 07, we conclude. O

Using Lemma 3.8 and proceeding as in [19, Proof of Theorem 1.4], we have the
following result in the spirit of [9].

Proposition 3.9. Suppose that (u,) C H™(R) is bounded. Then, there are se-
quences (1;)52, C H™(R), (y2)52, C R for every n, such that y° =0, |y}, —yi| — oo
as n — oo for i # j, and passing to a subsequence, the following conditions hold
for every i > 0:

Un (- +y-) = u; in H™(R) as n — oo,

. 2 g N[ m) 2 - i\(m))2
(34)  lim / URIKEDY / @ da + lim / ()7 e
j=0
where V! = u, — Z;':O W (- —y),), and

(3.5) limsup/RG(un) dxzé/RG(ﬂj)dx

n—o0
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for any function G: R — [0,00) of class C* such that |G'(s)| = O(|s|) as s — 0 and
G(s) = o(s?) as s = 0.

Lemma 3.10. If (F0)-(F}) and (1.8) hold, then infpnrg J is attained.

Proof. Let (u,), C DN M such that lim, J(u,) = infprrsJ. From Lemma 3.7,
we know that u, is bounded in H™(R). Moreover, Proposition 3.9 applied to the
function H implies the existence of the sequences (u,) ©0 C H™(R) satistying (3.4)
and (3.5). Our first claim is that

~(m ]- ~
(3.6) Ji € N such that 0 < / ™ de < — / H (W) d
R 2m Jr

Let I :={i € N:u; # 0}. In view of Lemma 3.5, (3.5), and the fact that u,, € M,
it is clear that I # (). Arguing by contradiction, assume that

/|~(m da:> /Huzdx Vie I

Then, (3.4) and (3.5) imply that

hmsup— H (U, da:zlimsup/ Jul™ 2 de > Z/ ()™ * d
—Z/\u] Ik dx>z /Hu
jel
—hmsup— H ()
n—oo

which is impossible. Consequently, (3.6) holds for some i € I, and note that r; > 1,
where
Jp H(W;) dz

2mla™ 3

Additionally, a straightforward computation shows that u := w;(r;-) € M. In fact,
u € DN M because r; > 1, therefore, from (F4) and Fatou’s Lemma, we have

2 _

TREF DRy ﬁH(u) _ Plu)dz = l/ ﬁH(u,) P da

1 - ~
< /R o H (@)~ F(@) o

< lim inf/ LH(un(:z +45)) — F(un(z+y))) dz
R 4dm

n——+00
1
< 1 — — = =
< nl—l>r-|I-100 g 4H(un) F(u,)dx nl_lgloo J(u,) = mf J,
which implies that r; = 1 and v = u; minimises .J over D N M. O

Proof of Theorem 1.5. The first part follows from Lemma 3.10. Now, let u be the
minimiser of J over D N M given therein. Our first claim is that the functional
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(®'(v), M'(v)): H™(R) — R? is surjective for every v € SN M, where ®(v) := |v|3
and

M(v) = /R(\UWP _ %H(v)) da.

Indeed, given v € S N M, we consider the curve (0,00) 3 s +— s*v € S, and the
function ¥, (s) = M(s xv) = s¢/(s). We notice that the curve s — s * v is not
tangent at v to the manifold M, since otherwise we would obtain ¢/ (1) = /(1) =0
in contradiction with Remark 3.4). Thus, the manifolds & and M do not have the
same tangent plane at v. Hence, from [20, Proposition A.1], there exist A > 0 and
0 € R such that

0) (=L "u s = Fl(u) + -t
(3.7) (1+ )(—@> u+ A= (u)+R (u).
If @ = —1, then (F3) and (F4), together with (3.7), imply

0< )\/R ul? do = /R(F'(u)u - ﬁ[—ﬁ(u)u) dz < /R<F’(u)u - (ﬁ + 1>H(u)) dz

_ /R(gp(u) _ %H(@) dr <0,

a contradiction. As a consequence, from Proposition 3.1, u satisfies also the Po-
hozaev and Nehari identity associated with (3.7), whence

(1+6) /]R ju™ |2 da = % /]R H(u)+ %(H’(u)u —2H (u)) d.

Since u € M, we obtain
9/(H’(u)u — (24 4m)H (uv)) dz =0,
R

whence 6 = 0 in view of (F3) and (1.7). This proves that (—%)mu + A= F'(u).
Since A = 0 if u € D\ S, we only need to verify that A > 0. Indeed, if by
contradiction, A = 0, then the Pohozaev identity yields

1
/F(u) dz = ——/ lu™ 2 dz < 0,
R 2 Jr
which contradicts (F4). O
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