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MULTIPLICITY OF SOLUTIONS FOR SINGULAR ELLIPTIC PROBLEMS WITH STEIN-WEISS
TERM

MARCIA S. B. A. CARDOSO, MARCOS. L. M. CARVALHO, EDCARLOS D. SILVA, AND MINBO YANG

ABSTRACT. In the present work, we establish the existence and multiplicity of positive solutions for the singular elliptic
equations with a double weighted nonlocal interaction term defined in the whole space RY. The nonlocal term and the fact
that the energy functional is not differentiable are the main difficulties for this kind of problem. We apply the Nehari method
and the nonlinear Rayleigh quotient to prove that our main problem has at least two positive weak solutions. Furthermore,

we prove a nonexistence result related to the extreme A\* > 0 given by the nonlinear Rayleigh quotient.

1. INTRODUCTION

In this work, we consider the existence and multiplicity of positive weak solutions for singular elliptic problems taking

into account a double weighted nonlocal term. More precisely, we shall consider the following nonlocal elliptic problem:

P
u()"dy b(z)|u[P~%u, in RY,
= yl*yl Q)

—Au+V(r)u = )\21(2 + / |;|Ely|)x
RN

u>0, ue H(RYN),

where 0 < ¢ < 1, A > 0, p € (24,4,2 where ¢ > 0,0 < 2a+p < N, a« € (0,N),24,, = 2N — 20 — p)/N
and 2;, , = (2N — 2a — p)/(N — 2). Later on, we shall discuss some extra assumptions on the continuous potentials

aois)

a,V : RN — R. The nonlocal elliptic equation with such kind of double weighted nonlocal term was introduced by [14,34].
This type of problem can be understood as the Euler-Lagrange equation of a minimizing problem related to the Stein-Weiss
problem introduced in [31]. Furthermore, assuming that o = 0, we obtain the singular Choquard problem which can be

written in the following form:

-t Vi =3y + [ AR R
s (©)

u>0, ue H (RY).

where 0 < ¢ <1, A >0, (N +pu)/N <p < (N+u)/(N—-2),N >3 and a,b: RY — R are continuous potentials satisfying
some extra assumptions. Many results on the existence, multiplicity, and symmetry of solutions for the Choquard problem
have been obtained in the last years depending on the assumptions on the nonlinearity and the potential V. On this subject,
we refer the reader to the works [1,2,5,12,16,17]. The main obstacle in this kind of problem is to control the behavior
of the convolution term taking into account the potential b : RN — R and the fact that u € (0, N). We refer the reader
also to the works [22-24]. The Choquard equation has been widely considered in the last decades and it has also several
physical applications. For instance, assuming that N = 3,u =1,V = 1,p = 2,A = 0 and b = 1, the Problem (C) boils
down to the Choquard-Pekar equation

1

—Au+u= <ﬂ * |u|2) u in R® u e H'(R?).

x
These kind of problems were introduced in [26] assuming that N =3, A\ = 0,a = 0 and ¢ = 1. The main objective of that
work was to describe a polaron at rest in quantum field theory. The same problem is also used to describe an electron

trapped in its own hole. The main idea here is to use an approximation of Hartree-Fock theory of one-component plasma.

2010 Mathematics Subject Classification. 35A01 ,35A15,35A23,35A25.

Key words and phrases. Singular problem, Superlinear nonlinearities, Nonlinear Rayleigh quotient, Stein-Weiss problems.
The second author was partially supported by CNPq with grants 309026/2020-2. CNPq partially supported the fourth author with grant

316643/2021-1. Minbo Yang was partially supported by NSFC (12471114) and ZJNSF(LZ22A010001).

Corresponding author: Edcarlos D. Silva, email: edcarlos@ufg.br.


http://arxiv.org/abs/2503.05894v1

2 MARCIA S. B. A. CARDOSO, MARCOS. L. M. CARVALHO, EDCARLOS D. SILVA, AND MINBO YANG

On this subject we refer the interested reader to [27] where it was also proposed a model of self-gravitating matter in which
the reduction of the quantum state is considered a gravitational phenomenon. In this context, the problem is known as
the nonlinear Schrédinger-Newton equation.

It is necessary to emphasize that the singular elliptic problems have been widely studied in the last years, see
[9,15,28,29,36,37]. In [36] the authors considered a class of singular elliptic problems with Dirichlet boundary conditions
where the nonlinearity considers the effects of a superlinear term and a singular term. This problem allows us to establish
the existence and multiplicity of solutions taking into account a parameter A > 0 in front of the singular term. In that

work, the authors considered the following singular elliptic problem:

—Au = P +plx)u™, ueQ,
u>0, in Q (Q1)
u=0, on 99,

where Q C R” is a bounded domain, p : Q2 — R is a non-negative and non-trivial function in L?(Q), 1 < 8 < 2* — 1,
0<~v<1,2*=2N/(N —2) is the usual critical Sobolev exponent, N > 3, and A > 0 is a parameter. In [37] the authors

considered the following singular elliptic problem:

—Au = Aa(z)u™7 +b(z)uP, ue,
w>0, in Q, (Q2)
u=0, on 99,

where a,b € C(Q), a > 0 and b can be a sing-changing function. In that work, the authors proved a result showing that
there exists A* > 0 such that Problem (Q2) admits at least two non-negative solutions for each A € (0,A*). On this
subject, for bounded domains, we refer the interesting reader to [10,19,25,36] where different techniques and many types
of nonlinearities are considered. On this topic taking into account unbounded domains, we refer the reader to [28] and
references therein.

Many researchers have been attracted due to the pioneering on singular elliptic problems introduced in [15]. For
example, in [9,36] the authors proved that there exists A* € (0, 00) such that Problem (Q1) has at least one solution for
each \ € (0,A*) and does not exist any solution for A > A* whenever p = 1 in Q. The authors showed that there is a
unique solution under extra assumptions on p. It is worth noting that in [29,33] the existence of a unique positive solution
was proved in the cases b=1or 0 < b < 1. In [28], the authors studied singular elliptic problems proving the existence

and multiplicity of positive solutions for the following problem:
—Au+ V(z)u = Aa(x)u™" +b(x)u?, in RY.

In that work, it was investigated via the Nehari method together with the nonlinear Rayleigh quotient which was introduced
in [18]. Here we observe that in [28] the potential b € L>(RY) is a sign-changing function, 0 < a € LT RN), Visa
continuous positive function, N > 3, and A > 0 is a parameter.

In order to deal with the singular elliptic problems by variational methods the main difficulty arises from the lack of
regularity due to the fact that the energy functional is not in class C*. Moreover, by using the fibering map and the
Nehari method for our case, we are able to prove the main results by the fact that the functional is only of C° class.
Hence, some classical tools can be not applied in order to ensure the existence and the multiplicity of critical points for
the energy functional. Here, we shall apply the Nehari method together with the nonlinear Rayleigh quotient which is
only in C? class due to the singular term. The nonlinear Raleigh quotient was also applied in many other situations, see
for instance [5-7,18]. It is important to emphasize that depending on the size of A > 0 inflection points for the fibering
map is allowed. This kind of problem is overcome using some fine estimates together with some topological structures of
the Nehari set.

As we all know, a nonzero critical point u is said to be a ground state solution if u has the minimal energy among
any others nontrivial solutions. Furthermore, u is a bound state solutions whenever u is a critical point for the energy
functional which has finite energy.

Recall that a point u is called as a degenerated point whenever the second derivative for the energy functional at u is

zero. Otherwise, u is said to be a nondegenerate point. It is important to stress that using the Nehari set we are able
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to prove that there exist minimizers in suitable energy level. Assuming that u is a nondenegerate point the Lagrange
Multiplier Theorem says that the u is a critical point for the energy functional. However, assuming that u is a degenerated
point, the Lagrange Multiplier Theorem does not anymore showing that the Nehari set is not a natural constraint. Hence,
the main idea is to avoid degenerate points which are also minimizer in the Nehari set. It is worthwhile to mention that
for A = \* there exists degenerate point for the energy functional. In fact, A* is the smallest positive number with this
property showing that the associated fibering map admits also inflections points. For further results on this subject we
refer the reader to [5-7].

Our main contribution in the present work is to study the existence and multiplicity of solutions for singular elliptic
problems taking into account a Stein-Weiss term. The main feature here is to prove the existence of a parameter A* such
that our main problem has at least two solutions for each A € (0, A*). A solution is a ground state solution while the
another one is bound state solution. In fact, \* is the largest positive number in such a way that the Nehari method can
be applied directly. The main purpose here is to prove that inflection points are not verified for the fibering map in the
associated energy functional. Furthermore, we prove a nonexistence result for A = \*. The last assertion enables us to
ensure that Problem (Q) admits at least two positive solutions for A = A\*. In order to do that we consider a sequence (\y)
such that Ay — A* and A\, < A*. The main strategy is to consider two minimizer sequences (uy) and (wy) in the Nehari
sets showing that these sequences strongly converge. Moreover, we consider a second extreme A, < A* which permits us
to classify the sign of the energy functional for any nonzero weak solution for the Problem (Q).

Below, we summarize the main contributions of this work to the current literature.

(1) As far as we know, this is the first work driven by a Stein-Weiss term defined in the whole RY together with a
singular term and potentials a,b : RY — R.

(2) We prove the existence of an extreme value A* > 0 such that our main problem has at least two positive solutions
for each A € (0,\*). Hence, we highlight the importance of the size of the parameter A > 0 obtaining results on
the minimizers in the Nehari sets.

(3) We prove a nonexistence result showing that there does not exist weak solutions for our main problem which are
also inflection points for the associate fibering map whenever A = \*. This fact allows to prove a multiplicity of
solutions for the case A = A*. We show also that the Nehari set is empty for each A € (0, \*).

(4) By using some fine estimates we shall prove that any minimizer in the Nehari set is a weak solution for our main

problem. This is not an easy issue due the fact that our energy functional is only in C° class.

1.1. Assumptions and main theorems. As mentioned previously, we are concerned with the existence of positive
ground and bound states solutions to the Problem (Q) involving singular-superlinear nonlinearities with a double weighted
nonlocal term. Hence, we need to find a suitable range of parameters to obtain our main results. The main difficulty for
this type of problem arises from the non-differentiability of the energy functional. Moreover, we observe also that N/ )?* # .
In the present work, we overcome this difficulty by considering the nonlinear Rayleigh quotient showing that there exists
an extremal A* > 0 such that the Nehari method can be employed for each A € (0, \*]. Under these conditions, we define
some appropriate minimization problems in order to deal with the lack of regularity of the energy functional. Here we
apply some ideas discussed in the recent works [28, 36].

Throughout the present work we consider the following assumptions:

(Ho) 0<aeLTa(RN), b>0, be L®RN), 0<q<1<2,,<p<2i, N>3, u>0, 0<2a+pu<N,
a€(0,N), 24, = (2N —2a — p)/N and 2, , = 2N —2a — pu)/(N - 2);
(H}) a ¢ L'RY), be L7 tr=nm=s (RN);

(HS) be Lov2a s (RN),

The potential V : RN — R is a continuous positive function that satisfies the following statements:
(V1) There exists a constant Vo > 0 such that Vp := inf V(z).
z€R

(V2) For each M > 0 we assume that |{z € RV |V (z) < M }| < oo.

Now, we shall present some examples for our setting.
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Example 1.1. Let a : RY — R be a potential function defined by a(x) =1/(1+ |a:|2)'y3 where

N(2-q)
— <®m<5

Using the co-area Theorem we prove that a € L7 (RY) and a ¢ LY(RY).

Example 1.2. Consider the potential function b : RN — R given by b(x) = 1/(1+|z]?)"* where 74 >
max {N/(261), N/(262)} and
2N 2N
G = and G =

2N =20 —p— (N =2)(p—q)

Hence, applying the Co-area Theorem, we observe that

¢ o
1
S f—27aC+N=179 ~
/]RN ((1+|$|2)V4> x < c1+C2 : 00

when 4 > % Hence, b € L (RY) N LS (RY).

2N —2a — p — p(N —2)°

Now, we shall provide an example of a potential V' that satisfies our hypotheses (V1) and (V).

Example 1.3. Consider the coercive potential V : RN — R given by

V(z) =1+ |z%
Fized M > 0 we conclude V(z) = 1+ |z|> < M is equivalent to |z| < K = /M —1. This implies that
H{z € R™; V(z) < M}| < co. Therefore, V satisfies the hypotheses (V1) and (V).

The working space related to our main problem can be defined as follows:
X = {u € H'(R"Y)| - V(x)ulde < oo} .
Recall that X is a Hilbert space endowed with the inner product given by
(u, o) = /(Vquo + V(x)up)dz, u,ve X.
RN

Furthermore, the norm in X is given by ||ul|? = (u,u), u € X. The energy functional Jy : X — R associated with

Problem (Q) is defined by

In(w) = 3l = 2A(w) - 3-Blw), (1.1

It is important to emphasize that the functionals A, B : X — R are defined in the following form:

Au) = /a(x)|u(x)|qd:v and // YPb(@)lule )|pdxdy, ue X. (1.2)

III Ix = ylHfyl
RN

Since we are interested in studying the existence and multiplicity of positive solutions, we shall consider the functional J)

restricted to the cone of nonnegative functions in X. In other words, we are looking for the following space
Xy ={ue X\{0}:u>0}.
Moreover, we also introduce the following notations:
H(u,p) = / a(z)|u|?*up dx and / / b(x)|u(x) [P 2up dedy,u, o € X
J Nlﬂlw—ywa

It is important to stress that the functional H(u,u) is well-defined. However, the functional H is not well-defined for all
u, € X due to the fact that 0 < ¢ < 1. Hence, we consider the following definition:

Definition 1.1. A function u € X is a weak solution of Problem (Q) whenever u > 0 a.e. in RN, au?lp € L}(RYN) and

/(Vchp + V(z)up)de = AH (u,p) + D(u, @), ¢ € X.

RN
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Notice that v € X \ {0} is a solution of Problem (Q) if, and only if, u is a critical point of the functional Jy. To state
our main results we shall introduce some notations. Define the fibering map ¢y, : (0,00) — R which is C*° class given by
¢2P
2
Recall that A(u) and B(u) are given by (1.2). Hence, for each u € X4 and A > 0, we deduce that

2, tIA
Oau(t) = Ia(tu) = 5||u|| — 7A(u) — —B(u), t>0.

P u(t) = tllull® = M A) — P B(u), (1.3)
and
V@) = [lul* = (¢ — DA 2 A(u) — (2p — 1)2*~ VB 1.4
nalt) = llull” = (g —1) (u) = (2p—1) (u). (1.4)
Consider the Nehari set defined as follows:
Ny ={ue X4 | 64,(1) = J(w)u = 0}. (15)
It is standard to split the Nehari set into three disjoint sets as follows:
Ny ={ueNy|¢1.(1) >0}
Ny ={ue Ny | ¢}.(1) <Ok
NR ={ueNa|oh.(1) =0}
Now, we shall consider the study the topological structure of the sets Ny, Ny~ and N,". The main idea is to show the
existence of solutions in Ny and Ny~. The simplest case occurs assuming that N, 10 = 0 holds for some A > 0. In this
case, we can use the Lagrange Multiplier Theorem showing that any minimizer in the Nehari set is a critical point for

the associated energy functional. Hence, the Nehari set is a natural constraint assuming that A/ )? is empty. Under these

conditions, we consider the following minimization problems:

CN; = inf {Jx(u) 1w € N} and CN; = inf {Jx(u) :u € Ny }. (1.6)
At this stage, we define the continuous functionals R, R. : X; — R associated with the parameter A > 0 in the following
form:
: )
Ro(u) = W and  Ro(u) = g2 A(UQ)Z’ (1.7)
It is not hard to see that
we Ny if and only if R,(u) =\, ue Xy, (1.8)
Ji(u) =0 if and only if Re(u) =X, u e X;. (1.9)

The basic idea of the Rayleigh quotient method is to understand the behavior of the fibering map ¢t — R, (tu) for each
u € X, fixed. In order to that we define the following extreme:
A" = inf max R, (tu) and A, := inf max R.(tu). (1.10)
ueXyy t>0 ueX t>0

Now, we are staying in position to state our main result. Namely, we can prove the following result:

Theorem 1.1. Suppose (Hy), (V1), (Va). Then 0 < Ay < A* < oo and for each X € (0, \*) the Problem (Q) admits at
least two distinct positive solutions uy,wy € H'(RYN). Furthermore, we obtain the following statements:
a) There holds J (ux)(ux,ux) > 0 and JY (wy)(wx, wy) < 0;
b) There exists a constant ¢ > 0 such that |Jwa| > ¢;
¢) uy is a ground state solution and Jx(uy) < 0;
d) The functions A — Jx(ux) and A — Jx(wy) are decreasing and continuous for 0 < XA < \*,
e) The solution wy has the following properties:
i) For each \ € (0, \.) we obtain that Jx(wy) > 0;
i1) Assume A = \.. Then we obtain that Jx(wy) = 0;
iii) Assume X € (A, A*). Then Jy(wy) < 0.
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Now, using the previous results, we consider an auxiliary sequence () such that Ay, — \* as k — oo. The main point
here is to guarantee that Problem (Q) does not admit weak solutions in the set NY.. Under these conditions, we are able

to prove the following result:

Theorem 1.2. Suppose (Hy), (Hy), (H5), (Vi) and (Va). Assume also that A = \*. Then Problem (Q) has at least two
positive solutions wy= € /\/;* and uy- € N

It is important to stress that A /\0* is nonempty. Therefore, some minimizer v in the Nehari set can be stayed in N, /'\3 .
It is not sufficient for our purposes due the fact that the Lagrange Multiplier Theorem Problem does not work anymore.
Hence, assuming that u € NY is a minimizer in the Nehari set, we do not conclude in general that u is a weak solution
for the Problem (Q). As was told before the main idea is to consider a sequence (Ag) such that A\, — A\* as k — oo where
0 < Ax < A*. Therefore, we consider two sequences (u;) € N, and (vg) € ./\//\Jr,c Under these conditions, we show that

Problem (Q) has at least two solutions using fine estimates and the sequences defined just above.

1.2. Notations. In the present work, we shall use the following notations:

e Let f:RY — R be a measurable function, we will denote by [f § 0] the set {z € R: f(x) § 0};
e The norm in L"(RY) will denote by ||.||, for each 1 <7 < o0;

e Let us denote by S, the best constant for the embedding H!(RY);

e 7/ =r/(r — 1) denotes the dual number of r;

e (1,5, ... denote cumulative constants;

1.3. Outline. This work is organized as follows: In the Section 2 we present some preliminaries which are fundamental
tools to develop our main results. In Section 3 we consider some results taking into account the nonlinear Rayleigh quotient
proving some technical results. Section 4 is devoted to the proof of the Theorem 1.1. In the last section, we prove the
Theorem 1.2.

2. PRELIMINARIES

Throughout this work, we consider an essential tool in order to get some results. More specifically, we consider the
Stein-Weiss inequality and the weighted Hardy-Littlewood-Sobolev inequality as was given in [4,8,11,14]. Namely, we can

state the following result:

Proposition 2.1 (Stein-Weiss Inequality). Let N > 3, s1,7r1 > 1, a > 0, p > 0 such that 0 < 2a+pu < N, [ €
L™(RN) and h € L*(RYN), where r} and s} are the conjugate exponents of r1 > 1 and sy > 1, respectively. Then, there
exists a constant C' = C(«, pu, N, s1,71), such that

f(@)h(y)
————————dxdy < C(c, &, N, s1,70) || fllr, | 2]l 51 211
/RN /RN iz ]z — y|[y] ( 2 P et (2.11)

where

N N 1 1 2
0§a<min{—,,—/} and atp
o5

=2 (2.12)

Proposition 2.2 (Weighted Hardy-Littlewood-Sobolev Inequality). Let s1,7; > 1, a > 0, p > 0 such that 0 < 2a+pu < N
be fived. Assume also that h € L**(RN). Then, there exists a constant C = C(r},s1,a, N, i), such that

h(y)
Dy < OO 1,0, N )L, (213)
/RN 2oy — gl V), = 1
with the following relations
1 2 1 N N
142 =22FFr 1 g 0§a<min{—,,—,}. (2.14)
T N S1 spr

According to [3] we obtain the following result:

Lemma 2.1. The subspace X is continuously embedded into LY(RY) for each q € [2,2*]. Furthermore, X is compactly
embedded into LY(RYN) for eachq € [2,2%).
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It is important to mention that the energy functional is well-defined. The key point here is to use the Lemma 2.1.
Furthermore, we infer also that functional Jy is coercive in the Nehari set N, see for instance [30]. This type of result
is crucial in ensuring that any minimizing sequences in the Nehari set are bounded. It is not hard to prove the following

topological properties of the energy functional .Jy.
Lemma 2.2. Suppose (Hy), (V1) and (Va). Then Jy is weakly lower semicontinuous.

Proposition 2.3. Assume (Hy), (V1) and (Va).Let Jy : X4 — R be defined as in (1.1). Then Jy € C°(X,,R). More
precisely, A € C°(X;,R) and B € C'(X4,R).

3. GENERALIZED NONLINEAR RAYLEIGH QUOTIENT METHOD

In this section, we shall study the nonlinear Rayleigh quotient for the Problem (@Q). To this end, we will apply some
ideas discussed [18]. The main idea is to find extreme values of parameter A > 0 such that the Nehari method can be
applied.

At this stage, we shall consider the functionals R, R, associated with the parameter A > 0 defined in (1.7). Hence,
by using (1.8) and (1.9), we need to understand the behavior of the fibering maps for the functionals R,, and R.. These
facts allow us to ensure the existence of a ground-state solution and a bound-state solution for our main problem. Notice
also that (1.8) is crucial in our arguments which shows that there exist two projections in the Nehari sets. Namely, there
exists a unique projection in the set Ay~ and another one in the set Ayt for each u € X;\{0} where A € (0,\*). The
statement given in (1.9) is used in order to determine the sign of the energy for solutions provided by the set Ay ™. Tt is
not hard to see that R., R, belongs to C°(X;R). Under these conditions, we consider the following assertions:

Remark 3.1. Suppose (Hy), (Vi) and (Va). Then, by using (1.8), we obtain the following statements:
i) R, (u) = X if, and only if, J\(u)u =0,
1) Rp(u) > X if, and only if, J§(u)u > 0,
i11) Rp(u) < X if, and only if, J§ (u)u < 0.
Remark 3.2. Suppose (Hy), (Vi) and (Va). Then, by using (1.9), we obtain the following statements:
i) Re(u) = A if, and only if, Jx(u) =0,
1) Re(u) > X if, and only if, Jx(u) > 0,
iii) Re(uw) < X if, and only if, Jy(u) < 0.
Consider u € X, the fibering map related to the R,, for each ¢ > 0 is given by
£27u]|* — P79 B(u)
A(u) '

Qn(t) = Ry (tu) =

Recall that (2 — @)t'4||ul|? — (2p — ¢)t2P~9 ' B(u)
Q) = S =

The critical point of ¢ — @Q,,(t) allow us to define a function ¢y : Xy — R which is given by

(2 — g)lull? }
@ —-qBw|

to(u) = [

Hence, the correspondent critical value is provided by

Gyl _(2—q>2 (2p—2)
n(l - s Wh Cpq = :
Qn(ta(u)) A (B ere T 5> —q

Now, by using @, (t) and @’ (t), we infer that
!/ !/
T R R
Since ¢y (u) is unique for each v € X1 we obtain that Q/,(¢) > 0 for each ¢t € (0,¢x(u)). Moreover, we see that Q/,(t) <0
for each ¢t > t(u) and @/,(t) = 0 if, and only if, we have ¢ = ¢(u). Thus, the number ¢5(u) > 0 is a global maximum
point for the fibering map ¢ — @, (t), i.e., we obtain that Q,(tx(u)) = max Qn(t).

- <0.
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It is important to stress that ¢ — Q.(t) has a similar behavior. More precisely, we consider the function

+2p—q
B(u)
2p

gllul??7e -

Q.(t) = Re(tu) = q A

(3.15)

Hence, we infer that
2 — 2p —
( Q)tl dl ”2 (2p Q)tQp q 1B( )

Quit) = g— SO

Now, the critical point for the function ¢ — Q.(t) defines a function ¢, : X1 — R for each u € X . This critical point is
given by
1
92— 27 3p—2
o = [P0 7
(2p — ¢)B(u)
Thus, the correspondent global maximum value is provide by

~ 2p—q 2-q
C p—1 ~ —a -1 2 — 2p—2
Quttetw) =~ e Gy —ard (20) (224)7
A(u) [B(u)]z72 2p—q) \2p—q
Under these conditions, by using Q.(t) and Q. (t), we deduce that
- Qe(t) - Qe(t) - Qe(t) L Q)
%1_1)% 2 0, tlggo 2 < 0, ,P_I)%tl——q >0 and tlggo a1 < 0.

Now, we consider an important relation between the functions @, and Q.. More precisely, we obtain the following

assertion:

t
Qn(t) = Qc(t) = aQé(t), t>0 (3.16)
As a consequence, by using (3.16), we deduce the following result:

Proposition 3.1. Consider the fibering functions be @y and Q. provided by (3) and (3.15). Then we obtain that

i) QL(t) > 0 if, and only if, Qn(t) > Qc(t), for all t € (0,t.(u));
ii) QL(t) <0 if, and only if, Qn(t) < Qc(t), for all t € (t.(u),o0);
iii) QL(t) =0 if, and only if, Qn(t) = Qe(t) if, and only if, t = te(u).

Now, we consider another important relation between the function @/, (¢) and the second derivative of the energy
functional. In the same way, there exists a relation between Q. (t) and the first derivative of the energy functional,

see [30]. These results can be summarized as follows:
d q J{ (tu) (tu, tu)
—R,(tu) = = e S St e

(tu) t Al(tu)tu an dt

t > 0. 3.17
pr > (3.17)
As a consequence, by using (3.17), we infer that

Proposition 3.2. Suppose (Hy), (V1) and (Vz). Let u € X4 such that Ry, (tu) = X hods for some t > 0. Then, we obtain

the following statements:

d

i) ERn(tu) >0 if, and only if, Jy(tu)(tu,tu) >0,
d

1) aRn(tu) <0 if, and only if, JY(tu)(tu,tu) <0,
d

) ERn(tu) =0 if, and only if, JY(tu)(tu,tu) = 0.

Proposition 3.3. Suppose (Hy), (Vi) and (V). Let u € Xy, such that R, (tu) = X holds for some t > 0. Then, we

deduce the following statements:
d
i) ERe(tu) > 0 if, and only if, Jy(tu)tu >0,

d
1) ERe(tu) <0 if, and only if, J\(tu)tu <0,

d
) ERe(tu) =0 if, and only if, Ji(tu)tu = 0.
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From now on, we define the functionals A,, A, : X1 — R of class C° given by

~ 2p—gq
Cpgllull =

A(u) [B(w)] 772

M) = Ro(ta(uyu) = —2allP A ) = Rt (w)u) =

A(u) [B(u)] 772

(3.18)

Notice also that

Ac(u) = %An(u) = CA,(u).
P.q

It is not hard to verify that C' € (0,1) which shows that C, , < C,, and A.(u) < A,,(u) holds for each u € X .

Now, we shall prove some useful properties for the functional A,,. Namely, we consider the following result:

Lemma 3.1. Suppose (Hy), (Vi) and (Va). Then the function A, defined in the equation (3.18) is continuous, 0-
homogeneous, i.e., A, (tu) = Ay, (u) for each u € Xy and t > 0, weakly lower semicontinuous, unbounded from above, and
bounded from below. Furthermore, there exists u € X4, such that

A Uler}(+ (v) (u) >0 (3.19)

Proof. Tt is not hard to prove that A,, is weakly lower semicontinuous and 0-homogeneous. To prove that A, is unbounded
from above, we consider a sequence (uy) C S := {u € Xy : |Ju| = 1} such that ux — 0 and ug 4 0 in X. It follows from
Lemma 2.1 that up — 0 in LY(RY) for all ¢ € [2,2*). The last assertion implies that A(uy) — 0 and B(ux) — 0. As a

consequence, we obtain that

2p—gq
C =1 C

lim A, (ug) = lim MHP%Q = lim ——24 =0

k—o00 k— o0 A(’U/k)B(’U/k)m k—o00 A(’U/k)B(’U,k)m
Now, we shall prove that A,, is bounded from below. Let u € S be fixed. It follows from Hélder’s inequality and Proposition

: 0 _ __ 2N
2.1 with S=Tr= m that
C C C
X= pf P> ol P4 > nf ! — (3.20)
HERE Au) [B(u)] =R S a2 lull [B(u)]PE lall 2 lullgliplul?llz~

It is important to point out that the condition (2.12) holds. More specifically, we infer that £ < 1 — % = 2;‘;" )

Recall also that b € L= (RY). Therefore, by using (3.20) and Proposition 2.1 together with the continuous embedding
HY(RN) — LYRN), t € [2,2*), we deduce that

Gy . Cy Cs

inf
r(2—q) 2—q) — exX.ns
lall 2 [1Bllod™ flllZlullpr ™ e

A* > inf
ueX NS

r(2—q) > 0.

2
P =1
lal[=== |l

2 17(27:‘7) p(2—q)
lallz=a[[blloc ™" fluflllull »=
Here, was used the fact that 2 < pr < 2*. Hence, we obtain that \* > 0.

From now on, we shall prove that A\* is attained. Let (ug) C X; be a minimizing sequence for the functional A,, in
S. Since (uy) is bounded there exists u € X such that uxy — u in X and u, — u in L*(RY) holds for each t € [2,2%). It
follows from (3.20) that u # 0. Therefore, by using the fact that A,, is weakly lower semicontinuous, we deduce that

A< Ap(u) < lim inf Ay (ug) = A"

k— o0

Thus, A, (u) = A* for some u € X ;. This ends the proof. O

Lemma 3.2. Suppose (Ho), (Vi) and (V). Then for each A > 0 we obtain that Ny, Ny # 0. Furthermore, we deduce
that

a) NY =0 for X € (0, \*);

b) NY £ 0 for A= %

Proof. Firstly, we prove that Ny # () and Ny # 0. According to Lemma 3.1 we infer that A,, is unbounded from above.
Thus, for every A > 0, there exists v € X4 such that A < A, (u) whenever 0 < A < A, (u). In light of Proposition 3.4
there exists ] (u) < t; (u) such that ¢} (u)u € Ny and ¢} (u)u € N . Therefore, Ny # 0 and Ny # 0.
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It is not hard to prove item a), see for instance [30]. In order to prove the item b) we assume that A = A\*. In view of

Lemma 3.1 there exists u # 0 such that A = A* = A, (u) = Qn(ta(u)) = Ry (ta(u)u). Then, we obtain that
d
R, (tx(u)u) = A and ERn(tu) lt=t, (u)y= 0.
Now, by applying Proposition 3.2, we deduce that J{ (¢ (uw)u)(tx(u)u, tx(u)u) = 0. As a consequence, ty(u)u € NY, ie.,

the set VY is nonempty. This finishes the proof. O

The next result proves that any nonzero function in X has exactly two projections in the Nehari set. More precisely,

one of them in Ny and another projection in Ny . In fact, we prove the following result:

Proposition 3.4. Suppose (Hy), (V1) and (Va). Consider uw € Xy and X € (0, \*). Then the fibering map ¢x o (t) = Jx(tu)
has ezactly two distinct critical points 0 < t1 (u) < tx(u) < ty (u). Furthermore, the number t{ (u) is a local minimum
point for the fibering map ¢x. which satisfies t;\r(u)u € N;r and the number t, (u) is a local mazimum for ¢, which
satisfies t (u)u € Ny .

Proof. The proof follows the same ideas employed in the proof of [30, Prposition 3.10]. We omit the details. O
Now, by using Lemma 3.2, we consider the following result:

Proposition 3.5. Suppose (Hy), (Vi) and (Va). Assume that A = X* and u € X4 such that u is a minimizer for the
functional A,,. Then the fibering map éx . (t) = Jr(tu) has a unique critical point and ¢x (t) is decreasing for all t > 0.

Proof. Recall that R, (tu) < A*, ¢t > 0 holds where the equality holds if, and only if ¢ = ¢x(u). It follows from Remark
3.14) and iii) that ¢} ,(t) = J}(tu)u <0, t > 0. Consequently, we infer that ¢, (t) = J\(tu) has a unique critical point
ta(u). Moreover, ¢y ,(t) is decreasing for all ¢ > 0. This ends the proof. O

Now, we shall consider a result whose the proof is based on in [28, Lemma 2.5]. Namely, we prove the following result:

Lemma 3.3. Suppose (Hp), (V1) and (Va). Consider the function v € X\{0}, such that A,(v) = X\* and define the

function u =tx(v)v. Then u is a weak solution to the following nonlocal elliptic problem:

P p—2
—2Au+ 2V (x)u = gX\*a(x)|u|?%u + 2p/ b)[u)I*b(x)lu] udy

in RV,
ry ||z —ylHy|*
u € HY(RY).

)

(Qx~)

Proof. It follows from Proposition 3.1 that v is a global minimizer for the fibering map ¢, ,. Recall also that A, is
0-homogeneous. Thus, A, (v) = A, (tx(v)v) = A*. Now, we shall prove that u := t5(v)v € X\{0} satisfies A, (u)p = 0 for
any ¢ € X, i.e., u is a weak solution to the Problem (@Qx+). Indeed, we mention that A, can be written as

M) = Cpf g, where  fw)= s an =# (3:21)

Under these conditions, we shall split the proof into three steps. Initially, we consider the following steps:
Step 1). In this step we shall prove that (f'(u), ) exists for all ¢ > 0. In order to prove that, for any ¢ > 0, € X, it
follows by continuity of B that g(u + te) is well-defined for each t > 0. Furthermore, we deduce that

Notice also that u is a minimum point for the functional A, (u). Therefore, we obtain that
Ap(u+to) — Ap(u) = Ap(u+tp) — A* >0, (3.22)
holds for all ¢ > 0 small enough. Now, by using (3.21) and (3.22), we infer that
0 < An(utty) = An(u) = flutt)g(u+tp) — flu)gu) = [g(u+to) — g(u)] f(u+te) + [f(u+tp) = f(u)] g(u).

Hence, we deduce that
l9(u+te) = g(u)] f(u+te) = —g(u) [f(u+tp) — fu)]. (3.23)
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Now, we define the function M (t) = f(u+tp),t > 0. In light of the Mean Value Theorem there exists 0 < § = () <t < 1
such that

M(t) — M(0 d

_ll?_Ll:qu:_m@+ﬁ@r2EAm+@m:q/a@xw+ww4wm
Q

It is important to stress that the last integral is well-defined due to the fact that 0 < a(u + )7 1y < ap? a.e. in RY.

As a consequence, by using (3.23), we have that

oo > ligrgiglf w]‘(u +tp) > ligrgiglf —g(u)M'(6)
= g(u) 1i£11)i51f[A(u + 990)]72(]/9 a(x)(u + 0p) 1 L od. (3.24)

According to Fatou’s Lemma and (3.24) we obtain that

o> et 2 o) [ [ o] o [ awcwe, (3.25)
where

_ J @I u(z), if u(x) #0,
G(x)—{ oo, if u(z) =0.

Now, by applying (3.25), we deduce that u > 0 a.e. in RY and au?"'¢ € L'(R") holds for each ¢ > 0. Hence, we obtain
that

(A'(u), p) = q/RN a(x)|u|T Pupdr, p € Xy.

Recall also that f(u) = [A(u)]”". Under these conditions, we obtain that

g == | [ awta] o [ atitua, gex.

Step 2). In this step we shall prove that
pb P=24,00d
2u) —on [ ottt upde —2p [ HOREHORE Wt 5 o g,
RN wv Jry 2| =yl y]
Once again, by using the fact that u € X is a minimum point for the functionalA,,, it follows from the previous step that
An(u+tp) — An(u)

A (u)p = lim > 0.
t%O t
Under these conditions, we mention that
2D 0 "5 G, ) A) [B)] 5 |
0 < Ay(ue=Chy . el (B Hu, )
[A(w)]” [B(u)] 7= [A(w)]” [B(u)] 7=
= 2 — q 4—q—2p
— |Au B(u)] =2 2pD(u, . 3.26
ST 400 (525 ) (B 20D(u)] (3.26)

where H(u, ) and D(u, ) were defined in (1.1). Without loss of generality, we assume that ||u| = 1. It follows from
(3.26) that

<2p - q) [B(w)] = (u, ) ( = ) [B(w)) =" 2pD(u, o)

2—q
p—1 2p — 2 q|B(u)|?*=2 H(u, ¢
O < =t _ [ ( )]2 (27() ), (3'27)
Au) [B(u)] 7= [A(w)]” [B(uw)] 7=

holds for all ¢ € X ;. Therefore, we obtain that u € NY.. In virtue of (1.3) and (1.4) we see that

0= ), (1) = 1= A A(w) — Bu), 0= ¢, (1) =1 - (g DA A(u) - (2p — 1)B(u). (3.28)
As a consequence, by using (3.28), we deduce that
2p — 2

Alu) = —L (3.29)

A*(2p—q)
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Furthermore, by using (3.29) and (3.28), we verify that

B(u) = . (3.30)
According to (3.29), (3.30) and (3.27) we deduce that

4p—2—¢q
(2 — )77 1

0< -
4p—1)*(2—q)2

2 () = 20D(u,9) - X [ alw)lul Pupds|
RN
Therefore, we obtain
2(u, ) = 2pD(u, ) — X"qH (u,¢) 2 0, p € X, (3.31)
Step 3). In this step we shall prove that
2 (u, ) = 2pD(u, ) — X"qH (u,) =0, p € X.
Let us consider © = (u +ep)™ € X, for any € > 0. Since © € X it follows from that (3.31) is satisfied. In particular,

Ph(x P=2,,0
2 (u,®) — \'q / a(x)|u|? *uOdx — 2p/ / YlulPb@)ul” " dxdy > 0.
ry Jry [z]¥@ — y[rly|*

we have that

Recall also that (u+ep)t = (u+ep) — (u+ cp)~. Hence, we obtain

Ph(z =29,
0 < 2<u,u+a<p>—)\*q/ a(x)|u|T?u(u + cp) x—2p/ / Ylul il (u+5¢)dxdy
RN RN |||z — y|”|y|a
Ph(z P=2,
— 2(u, (u+ep) )+ Xq / a(z)|u|??u(u + ep)dr + 2p / y)lul?b@)lul (Z+Ew)dxdy
[u+ep<0] [ut+ep<0] JRN |£L'| |‘T - y|H|y|
2 * |u|Pb |u|p * -2
< 2full* = ANq ( )|u|?dz — 2p ——— - dady + 2 (u, o) — \"qe a(x)|u|T *updz
RNV JRY |$| |$—y|“|y|°‘ RN

P p—2
bl (332)
x| — yl#ly|*

- 2 / VuVe + V(x)updr — 2p€/ /
RN JRN
{utep<0}

Notice also that A,,(u) = A\*. Under these conditions, we mention that

0= ¢he (1) = [lull® = X A(u) = B(u), 0=¢%. ,(1) = [[ul® = (¢ = A" A(u) — (2p — 1) B(u). (3.33)
Therefore, by using (3.33), we deduce that
0 = 2||ul|* — g\*A(u) — 2pB(u). (3.34)
Now, by using (3.34) and (3.32), we infer that
0 < 2(u,p)— )\*q/ a(x)|u|!?upds — 2pD(u, p) — 2/ VuVe + V(z)updz. (3.35)
RN [u+ep<0]

It is important to emphasize that
[VuVe + V(@) up|x futep<or ()] < [VuVe + V(@)upl X futep<or (@)] < [VuVe + V(z)up| € L' RY).

Thus, by using the Dominated Convergence Theorem, we conclude that

lim IVuVp + V(2)up|X futep<oy (2)dr = 0.

e—0 RN

Therefore, by using (3.35) and doing € — 0, we infer that
0<2(u,p) - /\*q/ a(@)lu|? *updz — 2pD(u, @), ¢ € X.
RN
As a consequence, u is a weak solution for the Problem (Qx+). This ends the proof. 0

As a fundamental ingredient in order to show the existence and multiplicity of solutions for the Problem (Q) we need
to ensure the continuity and monotonicity of the energy functional restricted to Nehari sets N, ;r and N, . Let us define
J¥ X\ {0} 5 Rand J, : X4\ {0} = R given by J (u) = Jy(t] (u)u) and J5 (u) = Ji(ty (u)u).
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Lemma 3.4. Suppose (Hy), (Vi) and (Va). Let u € X4 and I C R an open interval such that t{(u) and t; (u) are
well-defined for all A € 1. Therefore, we obtain the following assertions:

a) The functions I > X+ 5 (u) are C1. Furthermore, I 3 X+ t{(u) is increasing while I > X — t; (u) is decreasing.
b) It holds that I 5 X\ — J)j\[(u) define functions of C* class which are also decreasing.

Proof. a) In order to prove that I 5 A — tf(u) are in C! class we define an auxiliary function F : (0,00)x (0,00)x Xy — R
of class C! given by

F(\tu) = 5 (t) = t|ul|> = M A(w) — t**7*B(u), t > 0.
For each \; € I, we have that tj\:_ (u) is well-defined and t;; (uw)u € ./\//\J: We observe that

oF
F(\;, t;_ (u),u) = ¢')\u(t;r (w))=0 and E(Ai’t’ u)}t:t; ) = ')fu(t;r (u)) > 0.

Now, by using the Implicit Function Theorem [13, Remark 4.2.3, Theorem 4.2.1], we deduce that tj\r(u) €
Ct ((A\i —&,Ai +€),R) holds for any € > 0 small enough. Notice that I is an open interval and ); is arbitrary. The
last assertion yields ¢} (u) € C*(I,R). Moreover, we mention that

or OF OF dt (u)
+ _ oL oF 4 or y -
F()\’ t>‘ (u)7 u) - 0’ 8t ()\’ t’ u)’t:tj\r(u) > 0 and 8A ()‘7 t)\ (’U,), u) + 8t ()‘7 t7 u)’t:tj\r(u) d)\_ = 0
In particular, we see that
oF n
dty (u) m(/\vt,\ (), u) (w7 Au) 0
d\ 9E (N tu) |t:t; ) Yot (u)

Thus, the function A — ¢ (u) is increasing. Similarly, we prove that A ~— ¢ (u) is decreasing which defines also a function
in C1(I,R).

b) Notice that ¢t} (u) > 0 and J (u) = J\(t{ (u)u). It follows from part a) that A — Jy (u) is C'. It is important to
mention that Ji (u) = ¢ (¢} (v)). Under these conditions, we have that

dIy (W) _ 9oru(i (W) dix (W) | 0dau(ti(w) _ 0dru(ti(w) _ 8 (w)!A(u)

= =— 0.
iy ot 3y o o\ PR
Here was used the fact that ¢ (u)u € Ny . Now, using the last estimate, we deduce that I 3 A = J (u) is decreasing.
Similarly, we prove that I > A +— J, (u) is a continuous and decreasing function. This finishes the proof. O

Now, we are able to prove that the functions A +— J f are continuous for each A € (0, A*]. Namely, we shall prove the

following result:

Corollary 3.1. Suppose (Hy), (H1), (HS), (V1), (Vo). Consider a fized function u € X 1. Then we obtain the following

identities:

7 () — 4t : — () — - : ) — +
)\lgr; ty (u) = t. (u), )\lgr; ty (u) = t1.(u), and Alini* Jy (u) = Jx=(ty. (w)u), Alini* I\ (u) = Jx- (t). (u)u).

Proof. The proof follows using a standard argument together with Proposition 3.4. The details are omitted. O
Now, we shall prove the following useful result:

Lemma 3.5. Suppose (Hy), (Vi), (V2) and X € (0,\*). Then Cyr = Jx(u) <0.

Proof. 1t is easy to see that CNj = vier/l\fj Jr(v) < Jx(tv) < 0 holds for all v € X1 and ¢ > 0 small enough. This ends the

proof. O

From now on, we shall prove that minimizers sequences strongly converge for some point u € X where u # 0. Firstly,

we prove the following result:

Lemma 3.6. Suppose (Hy), (V1), (V2) and X € (0, \*). Consider (uy) C Ny a minimizing sequence for the functional Jy
mn ./\//\Jr Then there exists uy € ./\//\Jr such that, up to a subsequence, u, — uy in X. Moreover, we obtain that C-+ = Jx(ux).
A
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Proof. Initially, we consider a minimizing sequence (uz) C Ny, ie.,

Ia(ur) — ON; = IGI}\% Ja(w).
w N

Since Jy is coercive in the Nehari set N\ we know that (uy) is bounded in X. Thus, up to a subsequence, there exists
u € X4 such that up — u in X. Now, we claim that u # 0. Otherwise, we obtain that © = 0 and u — 0 in X. Hence,
A(ug) — 0 and B(ug) — 0. Therefore, by using (1.3), we obtain that 0 = J} (ug)ur = |lugl|* — MA(ux) — B(ug). As a
consequence, |lug| — 0 and Jy(ur) — 0 as k — oo. This is a contradiction due to the fact that

In(ug) = C’,\/:r < 0.

Thus, we obtain that u # 0. Now, the proof of the strong convergence follows arguing by contradiction. Let us suppose
that ur — u and ux 4 w in X. These facts implies that

llu| < lim inf ||ugl.
k—o00

Consider also the fibering map ¢y, : [0,00) — R given by ¢x . (t) = Ja(tu), ¢ > 0, v € X. According to Proposition
3.4 there exists a unique ¢3 (u) > 0 such that ¢ (u)u € Ny . Moreover, we know that ¢} ,, (t] (u)) = J (] (w)u)u = 0. In
particular, by using the fact that u +— J§ (u)u is weakly lower semicontinous, we obtain that

0= tj(u)%JA(tu
As a consequence, we obtain that J4 (¢} (u)ug )ty (u)ug > 0hold for all k large enough. Therefore, t1 (uy) < ti (u) <t (u).
Notice also that ¢} (ug) = 1 which implies that 1 < ¢ (u). Now, by using the fact that ¢{ (u)u € Ny and t — Jy(tuy) is

decreasing in the interval [0, ¢ (uy)], we deduce that

)|t:t§(u) = J'(t} (wu)tf (w)u < likrgg.}f A (wug) S (w)ug.

CN; < J,\(t;\r(u)u) < J)\(u) < kli)l{)lo J)\(uk) = CN;

This is a contradiction proving that uy — w in X. Since Jy is in C? class we have that Jy(ux) — Ja(u) = C+. This
A

concludes the proof. O

Lemma 3.7. Suppose (Hy), (Vi), (Vo) and X € (0,\*). Then, for each w € Ny UNY, there exists a constant
0 < C = C(N,p,q) that does not depend on \ such that |w| > C. In particular, the sets Ny and NY are closed.

Proof. Let us consider w € Ny fixed. According to (1.6) we deduce that ¢Y (1) < 0. Moreover, using (1.4), we ensure
that

[wl* = (¢ = DAA(w) = (2p — 1) B(w) < 0. (3.36)
In light of (1.3) we infer that AA(w) = |Jul|> — B(w). Under these conditions, by using (3.36), we see that
B 2p —
ol < 2=, (3.37)

Now, by using the Stein-Weiss inequality with s =r = we verify that & <1 — % and

2N
2N —2a—p?
B(w) < c|/blul?|I7.

Recall also that 2 < pr < 2*. In virtue of Holder’s inequality and Proposition 2.1 we deduce that

[1blwlP[l7 < /RN O |wlP"de < [[bllS[lwl[Fr < 1blI5SEr [[wl”" (3.38)

pr = oo pr

It follows from (3.37) and (3.38) that

1

1\ 72

lw|| > | — >0, we Ny,
C1

where ¢1 = ¢1(p, ¢, ) > 0. This completes the proof. O

Lemma 3.8. Suppose (Hy), (V1), (Va) and X € (0,\*). Consider (wy) C Ny a minimizer sequence for the functional
Jx in Ny . Then there exists wy € N such that, up to a subsequence, wy, — wyx in X. Furthermore, we obtain that
CN; = JA(’LUA).
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Proof. Firstly, we shall prove that there exists w € N, such that Jy(w) = ON;' Let us consider (w;) € N, a sequence
such that Jy(wg) — ON;' Since Jy is coercive in the Nehari set we obtain that (wy) is bounded. Hence, up to a
subsequence, wy — w in X. Now, we claim that w # 0. Otherwise, w = 0 and w;, — 0 in X. Consequently, A(ux) — 0
and B(uy) — 0. Under these conditions, by using (1.3), we have that ||wy|| — 0 which is a contradiction with Lemma 3.7.
Therefore, we deduce that w # 0.

At this stage, we shall prove wyp — w in X. Once again the proof follows by arguing by contradiction. Let us assume

that wyp — w in X and wy 4 w in X. As a consequence,
[lw|| < liminf ||wy]|.
k—o0

Since w # 0 there exists ¢, (w) > 0 such that ¢, (w)w € N, . Now, due to the fact that the map w — J}(w)w is weakly
lower semicontinuous, we infer also that

0= Jy\(ty (w)w)w < likm inf J (¢ (w)w)wg.
—00

Therefore, J{ (¢} (w)wy)wy > 0 holds for each k large enough. Recall also that the map ¢ — Jy(twy,) is increasing in the
interval (t{ (wy),ty (wy)). In particular, by using the fact that ¢, (w) € (¢ (wy),t, (wg)) and taking into account that
wy, € Ny, we deduce that

Cyo < Ity (w)w) < klggo inf Jy (¢} (w)wy) < khﬁrgo inf Jy(wg) = Cyo-
This is a contradiction proving that wy; — w in X. This ends the proof. 0

Lemma 3.9. Suppose (Hy), (V1), (Vo) and A € (0,\*). Let uy € ./V';' and wy € N, such that Jx(uy) = CN; and
In(wy) = CN;' Then, for each v € X, there exists eg > 0 such that
a) Ja(ux+e) > Ja(up),0 <e <ep;
b) ty (wr+ep) = 1 ase — 0 where t, (wx+ev) is the unique positive number such that t, (wx +ev)(wy+¢ev) € Ny
holds for each b € X 1,0 <e <eg.

Proof. a) Let us consider any fixed function ¢ € X . It follows from (1.4) that

e (D) = lus + vl = (¢ = DAA(ux +ev) — (2p — ) B(ux +e9)).

Notice also that the function € > @3 u, ey is continuous. On the other hand, we know that ¢% , (1) > 0 and u, € N
Hence, there exists eg > 0 such that ¢ , ., (1) > 0 for any 0 < ¢ < go. Under these conditions, taking into account

Proposition 3.4 and Lemma 3.6, we deduce that

In(ux+ep) = Oaurter(l) > Oxunten (] (un + ) = Ja(t] (ux + ) (ux + b)) > Jx(un).

b) Define the auxiliary function F : (0,00) x R3 — R given by F(t,e, f,g) = et — M9~ L f —t?P=1g. Recall also that

F(17€17f1;gl) =€ _)\fl — g1 = ¢/)\,w,\(1) =0.

Here we emphasize that e; = [Jwa||?, fi = A(wy) and g1 = B(wy). Now, by using the fact that wy € N, we mention

that
dF

E(lvelvflagl) =e1—(q— A1 —(2p—1)g1 = ¢ ,, (1) <O.
It follows from the Implicit Function Theorem (see [13, Remark 4.2.3]) that there exists ¢ > 0 and t. = t(Jlwx +
e||?, A(wy + e), B(wx + €7)), 0 < € < € satisfying

F(tE,Hw,\—l—az/JHQ,A(w,\—i—sw),B(w,\—i—sw)) =0 and %(fe,||w,\+5w||2,A(w,\—i—sw),B(w)\—i—az/J)) < 0.

It follows also from Proposition 3.4 that t. = ¢, (wx + €¢) holds for each ¢ > 0 small enough. Moreover, we deduce that
t:B— Aisin C! class where A and B are open neighborhoods of 1 and (e1, f1, g1), respectively. Furthermore, by using
the continuity of € — ¢. we deduce that ¢, (wy 4+ e9) = 1 =t (wx) as € = 0. This finishes the proof. O
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Lemma 3.10. Suppose (Hy), (Vi), (Vo) and X\ € (0,\*). Let ux € Ny and wy € Ny such that Jy(uy) = O/\/j and
Ix(wy) = Cy—. Then, for each ¢ € X, we obtain that alux|""*ue and alwx|"?we € LY(RY). Moreover, we obtain that
A

/(VU)\VQD + V(x)urp)de — NH (uy, p) — D(ux, @) > 0, (3.39)
RN
and
/(Vw,\Vgo + V(z)wyp)dx — NH (wy, @) — D(wx, @) > 0, (3.40)
RN

where D and H were defined in (1.1). Furthermore, ux,wy > 0 a.e in RY.

Proof. Let us consider a fixed function ¢ € X . Firstly, we shall prove the inequality given in (3.39). In light of Lemma
3.9 item a) we know that Jx(ux +ep) > Jx(un), € € (0,&0). Consequently, we obtain that

1 , A 1 1, 5 A 1
- 24 B > - ~ 2 A(uy) - =B
5 lux + el . (ux +ep) o (ux+ep) 2 5 fluxll . (ux) R (ur),

where A and B was defined in (1.2). As a consequence, we infer that

AA(ur +e9) = Aun) _ flua +epl® — flual® 1 Blua +cp) — B(uy)

3.41
q € - 2e 2p € ( )

holds for e > 0 small enough. Recall also that |.| and B are in C! class. Hence, the right-hand side given in (3.41)
is uniformly bounded from above by a positive constant A, which does not depend on e. Now, using the Mean Value
Theorem, there exists 0 < 6 = 6(¢) < € < 1 such that

M,
/ a(x)(ux + 0p)" o < =£.
RN A
It follows from Fatou’s Lemma that
/ a(z)ud o < =L
RN

A
Now, we proceed to argue by contradiction. Assume that [[uy = 0]] > 0 holds. Given any § > 0 we infer that
M _ _ 1
e >/ a(z)ul pdr > / a(z)ul pdr > T/ a(x)p — oo, (3.42)
A RN [ux<d] o1—a [ux=0]

as § — 0. This is a contradiction proving that |[uy = 0]| = 0 holds. Thus uy > 0 a.e in RY and a(z)ul ' € LY(RY) is
satisfied for each ¢ € X ;. Furthermore, by using (3.41), we ensure that (3.39) is now verified.

Now, we are going to prove (3.40). It is important to observe that
Ia(ty (wa +e@)(wr +e9)) = Ixn(wa) = drwy (1) 2 Gaw, (B3 (war + £9)) = Ja(ty (wa + ep)wa).

In particular, we infer that

1 A 1
5tx (wr +ep)’llws +e0l* - 7 (x4 e9)TAlws +ep) — oot (ws + e0)P B(wy + )

1 _ A 1
2 ta(wa+ ep)?|lwall® - PR (wx +ep)A(wy) — 2 (wx + ) B(wy).

The last assertion implies that

Bl + 221 BUD] 5 i a2y datee) = An)

2pe qe
(3.43)
where ¢ > 0 is small enough. Under these conditions, by using (3.42) and Lemma 3.9 (b), we consider the limit & — 0
proving that wy > 0 a.e. in RY and a(a:)le@ € L'(R™M) holds for each ¢ € X, . Therefore, by using (3.43) and doing

o [llwx + el = [lwal*]
2e

ty (wx + ) ty (wx + )P

€ — 0, we obtain
(wx, @) = AH (wx, ) — D(wx, ) 20, ¢ € X

This completes the proof. 0
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Proposition 3.6. Suppose (Hy), (V1), (V2) and X € (0,\*). Let uy € Ny and wy € Ny such that Jy(uy) = O/\/j and
Ixn(wy) = CN;' Then uy and wy are weak solutions to the Problem (Q).

Proof. First, we show that uy is a weak solution to the Problem (Q). Given any fixed function ¢ € X define
U = (uy +ep)t € X, where ¢ > 0 is small enough. Notice also that ¥ € X,. Now, by using Lemma 3.10 and
(3.39), we deduce that

|’U,)\|pb )|’U,)\|p7211,)\\11

VurVV + V(z)uW)dx — /\/ u u)\\Ildx / / dxdy
L @) i o e o]l — gyl

Ph( p—2
= (ur,ux+ep) — )\/ a(x)ul??ux(ux + ep)d / / wlurPo@hun [~ ur(us + c¢) dzdy
RN RN JRN || = yl#]yl

0

IN

_ <u)\,(u)\+5g0)_>+)\/ a(gc)|u)\|q—2u)\(u,\+ago)dx
[ux+ep<0]

P p—2
v [ Bl i +eo)
[U)\+8§0<0]

]| =yl ly[

IN

Hu)\||2 — M(uy) — B(uy) + € (uy, ) — )\5/ a(x)|u>\|q72ugadx - a/ VurV + V(x)uypdx
RN [utep<0]

Ph( p—2
/ / Y PO@)uA""uxe o (3.44)
RN JRN

2] |z — yl#]yl
Recall also that uy € Ny . It follows from (1.3) that

Doy (1) = [[ual]? = AA(un) — B(uy) = 0.

Thus, by using (3.44), we infer that

0 < <U>\7(P>_)‘/ a(w)IUAIq_Qucpdw—/
RN [w

Now, taking into account (3.36) and (3.3), we see that

VurVo + V(z)urpdr — /

P p—2
[ plaanl o,
RN JRN

+ep<0] || =yl ]y|

lim VurVe + V(z)urpdx = 0.
#0J [utep<o]

Therefore, as ¢ — 0, we have that

Ph( p—2
0 < tingh A [ atlnRupds— [ [ PORBEHOIAL 202 g, e x.
e Jex [l — gl

As a consequence, uy € N. ;‘ is a weak solution for the Problem (Q). Similarly, we show that wy € Ny is a weak solution
for the Problem (@). This ends the proof. O

4. PROOF OF THEOREM 1.1

Proof. Tt follows from Proposition 3.6 that Problem (Q) admits at least two distinct positive solutions which are denoted
by ux,wy € X whenever A € (0, \*). Now, by using Lemma 3.6 and Lemma 3.8, we know that uy € /\/')\"r and wy € N .
In virtue of Lemma 3.7 there exists a constant ¢ > 0 such that ||Jwx|| > ¢. It follows from Lemma 3.5 and Lemma 3.6 that
J(uy) = O/\/j < 0. On the other hand, by using Lemma 3.4 item b), the maps A — Jx(ux) and A — Jy(wy) are decreasing
for each A € (0, A*). The proof of the item e) is analogous to the proof given in [5, Theorem 1.1]. This ends the proof. [

5. MULTIPLICITY OF SOLUTIONS FOR A = \*

In this section, we shall prove the existence of at least two positive solutions to the Problem (@) whenever A = \*. First,
we show that the Problem (Qy-) does not admit any weak solution u € NY.. More specifically, we prove the following
result:

Proposition 5.1. Suppose (Hy), (Hy), (Vi) and (Va). Then the problem Problem (Q) does not admit any weak solution
u € NY where A = \*.
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Proof. The proof follows arguing by contradiction. Let us assume that there is a weak solution u € Ny, for the Problem
(Q). Tt follows from Lemma 3.3 that

0=2(u,p) — qA*/ a(z)|u|"*updz — 2pD(u, ¢), ¢ € X.
]RN

It is important to emphasize that

Ph(z p—2
/ / vl il wﬁdajdy, u,p € X.
=y ey [l —yltlyl

Recall also that u € MY, is a weak solution to the Problem (Q). Hence, (1.3) is satisfied for each ¢ € X. In particular,
we see that

2 (u, 0) — q\* / a(x)|ul*"updz — 2pD(u, ¢) = 0,
RN
—2(u, ) + 2)\*/ a(x)|u|??updr +2D(u, ) =0, ¢ € X.
RN

As a consequence, we obtain that

/ {(2 — N a(2)|u|T 2u +2(1 — p)/ Mdyb(mﬂwp_?u wdr =0, p e X.
RN

Ry [2|%z = ylHfyl

Under these conditions, we see that

- b(y)ul” -2 i RN
2 —g)\a(x uq2u+21—p/ — = dyb(z)|u|P"*u=0a.e. in RY.
2=V el P21 =) [ Oyl
The last implies that
2p — 1 b(y)|ul?
a(r) = (p )* / I dy b(x)|u[P~9, x € RV, (5.45)
2= QA" Jr |al*|z —ylt|y|
Now, by using (5.45) and integrating both sides, taking into account that a ¢ L'(RY) we deduce that
Ph(z)|ulP—4
00 = a(x)dr = / / Y)lul?b(@)lul —dydz. (5.46)
RN ey Jry 7|z — yly|

Now, we analyze the right-hand side given in (5.46). Usmg the Stein-Weiss inequality given in Proposition 2.1 with
r=s=2N/(2N — 2a — u), we have that

ulPo(x)|ulP~1

[ [ O e < coful g (5.47)
ey Jry [zl —yl#]yl

Now, by using (5.47), applying Holder’s inequality and Proposition 2.1, we deduce that

/ 1b() " |uf" de / 1b()[" ] @ dz
RN RN
1
T .
||b||zo|u|g:</ |b<x>|”1> (/ |u2)
RN RN

< SB[l P11 E, [l 57~ < SETS5 P b] g aal P[]y, [P,

[[blul?[l- [0~

r(p—a)
¥

IN

where ¢; is the conjugate exponent of 7‘(§—iq)' More precisely, we obtain

2N — 20— p t 2N and 2 < pr<2%
, rt] = n <pr< 2%
2N =20 —p—(N-2)(p—q) 2N 20— pu—(N-2)(p—q)

t =

Now, we consider C' = SPTST;SPW)HIJHT which is finite, see hypothesis (H{). In view of the last assertion we obtain that

y)ul"b(x)|ulP~1 r r(2p—
/ / — e dyde < [[bluf? | |blulP || < ClBIIS Bl [[ull P~ < oo, (5.48)
=y Jry (2] |z —ylify|
However, we obtain a contradiction by using (5.48) and (5.46). This ends the proof. O

It follows from Theorem 1.1 that there exists weak solutions for the Problem (Q) which are denoted by uy € Ny and
wy € N, for each A € (0,\*). The next result is fundamental in order to prove that Problem (Q) admit at least two
weak solutions uy- € Ny. and wy- € Ny.. To do that we apply some ideas discussed in [5, Theorem 1.2]. In fact, we shall

prove the following result:
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Proposition 5.2. Suppose (Hy), (H}), (HS), (Vi) and (Va). Assume that X € (0,\*) and (A\x) C (0,\*) such that
M = A. Then we obtain the following statements:
a) The functions X\ — uy and X\ — wy are continuous, i.e., for each sequence A\ — X\ we obtain that uy, — u; and
wy, = wx m X as k — 400 where J5(ux) = CN; and J5(wy) = CN;'
b) The functions (0,\*] > X — CNAi are decreasing and left-continuous for each A € (0, \*);
¢) There holds )%}rril* O/\/f = CNf*'

Proof. Consider two sequences (uy,) and (w,,) which are weak solutions for the Problem (Q,,) where k& € N and
A € (0,X\*). Notice also that Jy, (uy,) = CN;C and Jy, (wy,) = CN;k where (uy,) and (vy,) are minimizers on the
Nehari sets N, /\Jrk and N , respectively. Let us prove that (uy,) and (wy,) are bounded. The proof follows arguing by
contradiction. Assume that [[uy, || — oo as k — +o00. Using the identity J} (ux,)uy, =0 we know that

Blux,) = llun, |* + Ak A(uy, ). (5.49)
Now, applying Holder’s inequality, Lemma 2.1 and (5.49), we obtain the following estimates:
1 1 1 1
I, i) = Iln) = (5= 50 ) Bl =2 (5 = ) 4Gn)
1 1 1 1
> (55 ) Tonl? = 2w (3 = o) lall s (5.50)
On the other hand, by using Lemma 3.4, we infer that
lim sup CN* < limsup Jy, (t1 (uz)ug) = J)\(tJr(u/\)u/\) J5(uz) = Cprt- (5.51)
k—o00 k— o0 A

Thus, using (5.51) and (5.50), we see that
CN* > limsup Jy, (uy, ) > lim sup [(l - i) lux, I? — A (1 - —) C||u,\k|q]
k—00 koo [\2  2p q 2p
Since 0 < ¢ < 1 and C > 0 the last assertion implies that (uy, ) is bounded. Analogously, we prove that (wy, ) is also
bounded. This ends the proof of the claim.

Now, up to a subsequence, there exists us € X such that uy, — u; in X. Define the function J : (0,+00) x X — R
given by J(\,u) := Jx(u). Now, by using Proposition 2.3, we show that u — Jy(u) is continuous. It is not hard to see
that A — Jy(u) is also continuous. Let Ay — A € (0, \*] be a fixed sequence. Recall that (uy,) is a sequence of solutions
for the Problem (@), ), i.e

(Ung, ) = D(unr,, p) + A\ H(un,,9), ¢ € X. (5.52)
Under these conditions, we shall prove that ||uy, —us|| — 0. It is important to mention that uy, — ux- in X. Hence, we
obtain that

limsup [|uy, —uzl*> < limsup (ux,, un, — us) + limsup (—us, ux, — us) .
k— o0 k—o00 k—o0

Now, by applying (5.52) and using the test function uy, — ujs, we infer that
<u>\k,u)\k — u5\> = D(ux,,ux, —uy) + A\ H (ux,, ux, — ugy)-
As a consequence, we mention that
lim sup <u>\k,u)\k - u;> < limsup D(uy,, ux, — uy) + limsup \p H (uy, , ux, — us3)-
k—o00 k—o0 k—00

On the other hand, using the Stein-Weiss inequality with s = r = 2N/(2N — 2o — p) and taking into account the
Proposition 2.2, we deduce that

p—1
u u u — Uy
D(U)\k y UN, — U‘S\) = / / Ak Ak ( A )\) d(Edy

|| Ix —yllyl*
—1
Ol x5 10w}, (ux,, = us)lle < ClION5SE llun, [P I[bub, (un, —ux-)

— oo™~ pr

IN

|r-
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It is not hard to verify that 2 < pr <2* and § <1 - % hold. Using Hélder’s inequality and Proposition 2.1 we infer that
—1 —1 -1 —
10us un = ws)lle <l e 557 llun, = uslive, < 05, S57 ™ e [I7®~Pllus, = uzllzy, =0, (5.53)

where to = 2*/r and t; satisfies
1 rp-1) 1
A 2 S
t * 2% * to
Consequently, we obtain the following identities
; 2% q . 2N
= an T, = .
YT Ty "TON—2a-—p— (N -2)p

According to (Hj) we obtain that b € L™ (RYN). Tt follows from (5.53) that

lim sup D(uy,,, uy, — Ui) =0.
k— oo

From now on, we observe that there exists a measurable function hy such that |a|uy,|?| < ahd € LY(RY). Hence, using

the Dominated Convergence Theorem, Lemma 2.2 and Fatou’s Lemma, we prove that

limsup Ay H (uy,,, ur, —u5) = limsup )\k/ a(z)ur, |7 H(uy, — uy) do
k—o0 k— o0 RN

< limsup/\k/ a(x)uf da:—liminf)\k/ a(a:)uiflu;\ dx
RN g RN :

k—o00 k—o0

As a consequence, by using the last assertion and (5.53), we infer that

lim sup <u>\k,u,\,c — u;\> <0.
k—o0

Under these conditions, we deduce that
liminf [|uy, — uz||* < limsup |Juy, — us® = 0.
k—o00 k—00
Thus, we obtain that uy, — u; in X. The same argument can be applied in order to guarantee that (wy,) strongly

converges to some w € X.
Now, we shall show that uj € N;' and wy € /\/’5\_ In virtue of (5.51) and the continuity of J we observe that

lirnsupC'N;C = Js(uz) = CN; < 0.

k—o00

Therefore, we obtain that us # 0. Furthermore, we mention that uy, € N, ;rk . Using the last assertion we infer that
J'(uz)uz =0 and J"(uz)(us,uz) > 0.

It follows from the last assertion Lemma 3.2 that us € N, 5\+ holds for each A € (0, A*). Furthermore, for A = \*, we observe
that D # 0. In light of Proposition 5.1 we have us ¢ N7. Hence, we infer that u; € ./\/'5\‘|r

Now, we shall consider the sequence (wy, ). Due to Proposition 2.1 and Lemma 2.1, we obtain
B(wy,) < Clblloolwa, [P (5.54)
In light of (3) and (5.54) we deduce that
2—2 —
Chllwa 1772 < ta(wy,) < 807 (wy,) =1, u € X\{0}.

Now, taking the limit in the last estimate, we conclude that 0 < C;7 < ||wy||. Hence, we obtain that wy # 0. On the other
hand, we know that {w), } € N)\_k Notice also that

J (wx)wy, =0 and J"(wy, ) (wa,,w,, ) < 0.

As a consequence, we infer that
J'(wy)ws =0 and J"(wy)(ws,ws) < 0.

Similarly, we conclude that wy € N, ;‘ )
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It remains to ensure that A — C'\.- is decreasing. Firstly, we observe that, for each A\; < A2, we obtain the following
A
estimates:

Ino(tu) < Jx, (tu)  and  Jy, (tuw)(tu) < Jy, (tu)(tu), uwe X\ {0}, t > 0.

Moreover, we know that ON; = Jx (ty, (ur, Juy,) and ON; = Jx, (ty, (ur, )un, ). Recall also that
1 2

A = Rﬂ(tfl (U‘)q)u)q) < Rn(t§2 (u>\1 )u>\1) = A2,

Under these conditions, we are able to prove that
t;\rl (U‘)\l) < t;\rg (u>\1) < t;2 (U‘)\l) < t;1 (U‘)\l)' (555)

Thus, we infer that C’N;2 = I, (ty, (uay)un,) < I, (E, (uny Jun, ) < JIa (ty, (un Jun, ) < Iy, (Ey, (un, Jus,) = CN;I. Here,
was used in the third inequality just above the fact that the fibering maps t — Jy, (tuy,) is increasing on the interval
[t5, (ux, ).t (ua,)] and the relation given in (5.55). Similarly, we prove that A — C/\/j is decreasing. Indeed, we mention
that ¢ — Jy, (tuy,) is decreasing for ¢ € (0,5 (ux,)). Now, by using (5.55), we obtain that

Cnt = Iu (3, (un Juny) > Ty (85, (ua Jun, ) > I, (£, (ua, Jun, ) > i, (85, (un,) (ur,) = Oy,
Thus, the functions A — C wiE are decreasing. At this stage, we shall prove that

lim Cy+x =Cy=.
>\k_’)\7 N)\k N

Without loss of generality, we assume C)+ = J5(u3) and Cy+ = J5(ug, ). Notice also that A — C)+ is decreasing and
X X X

A < . Hence, we deduce that
C Wt < lim inf C

by Ap—A e
On the other hand, by using (5.51), we see that
lim sup CN* < CN*
)\k—))\
Thus, we obtain lim, 3 CN* = ON;' In particular, we infer that limy, - CN;C = CN;' By a similar argument, we

prove that lim C No = =C NG This ends the proof. g

A —A*

Theorem 5.1. Suppose (Hy), (Hy), (HS), (Vi) and (Va). Then the Problem (Q) admits at least two solutions denoted
by wx- € Ny and uy- € Ny

Proof. Let us consider (A\x) C (0,\*) be a sequence such that A\;, — A*. Assume also that (wy,) C N, is a sequence of
positive weak solutions for the Problem (Q) with A = A;. Recall that (w), ) is a bounded sequence in X. Hence, wy, — wx=
in X. Thus, there exists h,, € L™(RY) such that 0 < wy, < A, wy, — wy= in L™(RY) and wy, (z) — wy-(z) a.e in RY,
2 < m < 2*. As a consequence, we have that wy- > 0.

In virtue of Proposition 5.2 item a), we obtain that wy, — wy- in X. This leads us to prove that
Py (1) = kli)ngo gb/)\k’ka (1)=0 and X wye (1) = hm ¢>\k wa, (1) <o. (5.56)

Therefore, by using (5.56), we infer that wy« € Ny, UN..
Now, we shall prove that wy- is a weak solution for the Problem (Q). Recall that wy, is a weak solution for the Problem
(@2, )- Thus, we obtain that

<w>\k790> _D(wkkv@) = )‘kH(wAkvsp)v pEeX.

The last assertion implies that
liminf [(wy, , ¢) — D(wy,, ¢)] = liminf A\ H (wy, , ©).
k— 00 k—o00

Hence, applying Fatou’s Lemma, we deduce that

(wxs, ) — D(wys, ) > \* /]RN a(x)G(x)pde, (5.57)
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holds for every ¢ € X} where

00, se wx«(x)=0.

G@y={w$%sewww¢m

It follows from (5.57) that
0< / a(x)G(x)pdr < co.
RN

Under these conditions, we deduce that wy«(z) > 0 a.e. in RY and awg\:lgo € LY(RY) holds for all p € X ;. As a product,
we have that
/(Vw»Vga + V(x)wr-p)de — AH(wy«, ) — D(wx«, ) >0, ¢ € Xy. (5.58)
RN

Now, we shall prove that
/(Vw,\*Vgo + V(x)wxp)dx — AH (wx=, ) — D(wx=, ) =0, p € X.
RN

In order to do that, given any ¢ € X and ¢ > 0 small enough, we define ¥ = (wy- + ep)™ € X,. Recall that
U = (wy- +ep)t = (wa- +£9) — (wa« +ep)~. Under these conditions, by using ¥ as a test function in (5.58), we deduce
that

0 < (wx,wr +ep) —)\*/ a(@)wiZt (wy- + ep)dx
RN

y)wh. b(@)wh T (wae + ) .
dady — (wy-, (wx= + )
LS < )

b .b . *
+A* / a(z)wi " (w + ep)dz + / / (y)ws. blzyws. (wAa +e¢) dxdy
(wax +ep<0) (wy* +aga<0) |£L'| |‘T - y|H|y|

y)wh . b(z)wh
— A" / a(zx)wl, dr — / / bly)wy. bz )wy. dxdy — E/ Vwy«V + V(z)wr-pdx
RN A e Jun [2]o]z — yllyle —y|“|y|a (s +ep) <0

* w ) Jf w * QD
(wys, ) — A / a(z)wi, gadx—/ / A X dxdy
RN A ) S T

On the other hand, we know that wy- € Ny-. Hence, we verify that

IN

[[wae?

+€

0 < (wr, ) = A"H(wrr, 9) — D(wrs, ) — / Vuwy-Vo + V(z)wr-¢ dz, ¢ € X.
(wrx+ep)<0

Similarly, using the same ideas just discussed in Lemma 3.3, we deduce also that

lim [Vwx« Vi 4 V(2)wa ©]X (wy« +e)<o dx = 0.

e—0 RN
Thus, we obtain that
0 < (wxs, ) = A"H(wr«, ) = D(wx+, 0), p € X.

As a consequence, we infer that
<w)\* ) <P> - )\*H(U))\* ) 90) - D(’LU)\* ) 90) =0.

Therefore, wy+ is a weak solution for the Problem (Q) and wy~ € Ny. UNY.. In light of Proposition 5.1 we obtain that
wy» € Ny.. A similar argument shows that uy» € N ;r is a weak solution for the Problem (Q). This completes the
proof. O

5.1. The proof of Theorem 1.2 completed. The proof of Theorem 1.2 follows by using Proposition 5.1 and Theorem
5.1.
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