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SPIRALING SOLUTIONS OF NONLINEAR SCHRODINGER EQUATIONS

OSCAR AGUDELO, JOEL KUBLER, AND TOBIAS WETH

ABSTRACT. We study a new family of sign-changing solutions to the stationary nonlinear
Schrédinger equation
—Av + qu = |v|P 20, in R?,

with 2 < p < oo and ¢ > 0. These solutions are spiraling in the sense that they are not axially
symmetric but invariant under screw motion, i.e., they share the symmetry properties of a
helicoid. In addition to existence results, we provide information on the shape of spiraling
solutions, which depends on the parameter value representing the rotational slope of the
underlying screw motion. Our results complement a related analysis of Del Pino, Musso and
Pacard in [10] for the Allen-Cahn equation, whereas the nature of results and the underlying
variational structure are completely different.

1. INTRODUCTION

The present paper is concerned with a new class of solutions to the stationary nonlinear
Schrodinger equation
—Av+qu= v~ in RY, (1.1)
where p > 2 and ¢ > 0 is a constant. Since the case ¢ > 0 is equivalent to ¢ = 1 by rescaling,
we only consider the cases ¢ = 1 and ¢ = 0 in the following.
For subcritical exponents p (i.e., p < J\%—JL if N > 3) and g = 1, there is a vast literature

on solutions of (1.1) in H'(RY), which decay expontially at infinity, see e.g. the monographs
[1, 16, 20, 21, 24] and the references therein. In the present paper, we focus on solutions
with only partial decay. These solutions are less understood, but have attracted considerable
attention in recent years.

To be more precise, let us write z = (z,¢t) € RY with 2 € R¥~! and t € R. We shall
consider solutions v : RN — R satisfying

lim v(z,t) =0 uniformly in ¢. (1.2)
|z|—o00
A trivial class of solutions satisfying (1.2) is the class of solutions that are axially symmetric
with respect to the axis {(Ogn-1,t) : + € R} C RV and that in addition are t-invariant, i.e.,
solutions having the form v(z,t) = ©(z), where © is a radial solution of (1.1) in RV~ satisfying
0(x) — 0 as |x| — oo. Here and in the following, axial symmetry is always understood with
respect to the t-axis.

In a seminal paper, Dancer [9] constructed, for ¢ = 1, nontrivial, ¢-periodic axially symmet-
ric solutions of (1.1) by means of bifurcation theory. The solutions found in [9] are positive,
and they bifurcate from the unique family of ¢-invariant axially symmetric positive solutions
of (1.1).

It is natural to ask whether, for a given positive solution of (1.1), the decay property (1.2)
enforces axial symmetry up to translations. As shown in the following theorem by Farina,
Malchiodi and Rizzi in [13], this is true for positive solutions which are periodic in ¢.
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Theorem 1.1. [13, Special case of Theorem 2]

Letp > 2, ¢ =1, and let v € C2(RY) be a bounded positive solution of (1.1) satisfying the
uniform decay property (1.2). Suppose moreover that v is periodic in t, i.e., there exists T > 0
with

v(x, t+7) = v(z,t) for all (z,t) € RV,

Then, up to translations in the x-variable, v is axially symmetric.

Let us also briefly discuss the case ¢ = 0 in (1.1). In this case, for subcritical p, it is known
that (1.1) does not admit positive solutions (see [14, Theorem 1.1]), and it also does not
admit solutions of any sign in H'(RY) (by Pohozaev’s identity, see e.g. [24, Appendix B]).
The latter property is related to the fact that, in this case, equation (1.1) remains invariant

2
under the rescaling transformation v — kP=2v(k - ).

In the present paper, we discuss solutions of (1.1) - (1.2) with periodicity in ¢, but without
axial symmetry. By Theorem 1.1 and the remarks above, such solutions have to change sign.
As far as we know, solutions of this type have not been studied yet with the exception of the
trivial ¢-independent case where v(z,t) = 0(z) for some non-radial sign-changing solution o
of (1.1) in RN=1,

We restrict our attention to the case N = 3 and consider the special class of spiraling
solutions of the nonlinear Schrodinger equation

— Av+qu = |pP% in R3, (1.3)

i.e., solutions that are invariant under the action of a screw motion.
To be more precise, let A > 0. We call a function v : R? — R A—spiraling if for any 6 € R,
v(Rox,t + N0) = v(x,t) for z € R t € R, (1.4)

where Ry : R? — R? denotes the counter-clockwise rotation with angle 6 in R?. Notice that
A—spiraling functions are 2Aw-periodic in ¢. Hence, the parameter A\ represents the rotational
slope of the underlying screw motion, and 2\ is the associated turn-around shift.

Our work is partly inspired by the papers [10] resp. [7] where spiraling solutions have
been constructed for the classical and fractional Allen-Cahn equation, respectively. Without
going into detail, we mention the well known fact that, despite its similar looking form,
the Allen-Cahn equation —Au = u — v? differs significantly from the nonlinear Schrédinger
equation (1.3) with regard to the variational framework and the shape of solutions.

In cylindrical coordinates (x,t) = (7 cos p, rsin ¢, t) with (r, ¢, t) € [0, 00) x RxR, A—spiraling
functions have the form
t

o =u(ro-4)

with a function u : [0,00) x R — R which is 27-periodic in the second variable. Also, in these
coordinates the equation (1.3) reads as

so that the equation for u has the form

Uy 1 1 -2
U T T (F + ﬁ)uge +qu = [ul’""u. (1.5)
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It is convenient to transform equation (1.5) further to planar euclidean coordinates x =
(1, x2), where r = |z| and 6 = arcsin % This leads to the problem

2 (2104, — 2204, *u + qu = |ulP"%u on R2

(1.6)
u(z) =0 as |z| — oo.

Observe that radial solutions of (1.6) correspond to axially symmetric and ¢-invariant solu-
tions of (1.3). By Theorem 1.1, every positive solution of (1.6) is radial. On the other hand,
nonradial solutions of (1.6) correspond to solutions of (1.3) which are 2Am-periodic in ¢ but
neither axially symmetric nor ¢-invariant. We therefore restrict our attention to nodal (i.e.,
sign-changing) solutions of (1.6).

We study problem (1.6) using variational methods, and hence we first introduce some
notation related to its variational structure.

We write 0y := x10,, — x20,, for the angular derivative and consider the space

H = {u € H'(R?) : / |0pul?dx < oo} : (1.7)
]RQ
For A > 0, we endow H with the A-dependent scalar product
1
(u,v)y) = / <Vu Vv + — (Ogu)(9pv) + uv) dx (1.8)
R2 A

and consider the Hilbert space (H, (-,-)x).

Let E) : H — R be the energy functional associated to (1.6) in the case ¢ = 1, defined by

1 1 1
Bx(w) = /R (17l + 5 la0ul? + |uf?) o~ ; /R (uf? da. (1.9)

By standard arguments, Fy is of class C'', and critical points of E) are weak solutions of

(1.6).

By definition, a least energy nodal solution of (1.6) is a minimizer of E) within the class
of sign-changing solutions of (1.6). Our first main result is concerned with least energy nodal
solutions and reads as follows.

Theorem 1.2. Let p > 2 and ¢ = 1. For every A > 0 there exists a least energy nodal
solution of (1.6). Furthermore, there exist 0 < A\g < Ay < oo with the following properties:

(i) For A < Ao, every least energy nodal solution of (1.6) is radial.
(il) For A\ > Ao, every least energy nodal solution of (1.6) is nonradial.

Theorem 1.2 establishes a symmetry breaking phenomenon for least energy nodal solutions
which occurs within a finite range of parameters A € [A\g,Ag]. We are not aware of any
other setting where such a transition from radiality to nonradiality has been observed for
least energy nodal solutions. The main difficulty when dealing with least energy radial nodal
solutions of the equation —Au + u = |u[P72u in R? is given by the fact that so far neither
uniqueness (up to sign) nor nondegeneracy is known. Hence, in order to prove the first part
of Theorem 1.2, we have to follow an approach which does not rely on these properties. In
fact, a more general radiality result for solutions of (1.6) with small A > 0 can be obtained
by combining uniform elliptic L*°-estimates with Poincaré type inequalities in the angular
variable. More precisely, we have the following.
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Theorem 1.3. Letp > 2 and q = 1.

(i) If w € H is a nontrivial weak solution of (1.6) for some X\ > 0 satisfying A <
1
(W) ? , then w is a radial function.
(ii) For every ¢ > 0, there exists Ao > 0 with the property that every weak solution u € H
of (1.6) for some X\ € (0, \.) with Ex\(u) < ¢ is radial.

The first part of Theorem 1.2 turns out to be a consequence of Theorem 1.3(ii) and uniform
(in A) energy estimates for least energy nodal solutions of (1.6) in the case p > 2, ¢ = 1, see
Section 5 below.

While least energy nodal solutions are particularly interesting from a variational point
of view, Theorem 1.2(i) and Theorem 1.3(ii) show that, in order to detect nonradial sign-
changing solutions of (1.6) for small values A\ > 0, we have to pass to higher energy levels. A
natural class of nonradial nodal solutions of (1.6) is the class of odd solutions with respect to
a hyperplane reflection.

If we consider the hyperplane {z; = 0}, then any such solution corresponds to a solution
of the boundary value problem

1
CAu— =210y, — 790,17 — Jufp RY
u )\2[1.1 ) €9 xl]u+qu ‘u’ u on ’ (110)

2
u=20 0n6R+

in the half space R?k = {x € R? : 2; > 0}. Moreover, by odd reflection and transformation

of coordinates, any such solution u gives rise to a A—spiraling nodal solution v : R® — R of
(1.3) with the property that

v(0,t) = 0 = v(R¢(0,z2), \t) for all t,z9 € R.

Consequently, v vanishes on a helicoid, i.e. the condition v = 0 on BREL implies that v is zero
on the set {(xsint,xcost, \t) : t,z € R}.

Weak solutions of (1.10) correspond to critical points of the C'!-functional E;\' HT - R
defined by

1 1 1
EY (u) == —/ (IVul* + = |0ul* + qu?)dz — - / |ul? dz, (1.11)
2 R2 A2 D Jr2
where
Ht = {u € Hy(R2) : /]R2 |Ogu|?dz < oo} . (1.12)
+

By trivial extension, we regard H™ as a closed subspace of H, see Section 3 below for details.
Our main result for (1.10) reads as follows.

Theorem 1.4. Letp > 2, ¢ € {0,1} and X\ > 0.

(i) (Ewistence) Problem (1.10) admits a positive least energy solution.

(ii) (Symmetry) Any positive solution u of (1.10) is symmetric with respect to reflection
at the x1-azxis and decreasing in the angle |0| from the x1-azis. In particular, u takes
its maximum on the xi-awis.
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(i) (Asymptotics) If ¢ = 1 and A\, > 1 are given with A\, — 400 as k — oo and uy
is a positive least energy solution of (1.10) with X = X, then, after passing to a
subsequence, there exists a sequence of numbers 1, > 0 with

-
T — 400, )\—k—>0 as k — oo
k

such that the translated functions wy, € HY(R?), wy(x) = uy(z1 + 74, T2) satisfy
Wk — Weo strongly in H*(R?),
where W, s the unique positive radial solution of
— Ao + Woo = |[Weo [P *Woo, Weo € H'(R?). (1.13)

Similarly as defined for the equation (1.6), a least energy solution of (1.10) is, by definition,
an energy minimizer within the class of nontrivial solutions of (1.10). More specifically, least
energy solutions will be characterized as minimizers of E;\L w.r.t. the associated Nehari
manifold and attain the mountain pass level

cx= inf sup EY (tuw), 1.14

A P X (tu) (1.14)
see Section 3 below. We also point out that the uniqueness of a positive radial solution to
(1.13) was shown by Kwong [15].

Remark 1.5. (i) Let p > 2 and ¢ = 1. As a consequence of Theorem 1.4, the energy of
the least energy nodal solution of (1.6), as considered in Theorem 1.2, tends to 2c¢s
as A — 00, where ¢, is the least energy of nontrivial solutions of the limit problem
(1.13). This fact is the key ingredient in the proof of Theorem 1.2(ii).

(ii) The existence result for (1.10) for p > 2 and g € {0, 1} relies on compact embeddings.
More precisely, we will prove in Section 2 below that the space H is compactly
embedded into LP(R?) for p € (2,00), which readily implies that the space H7 is
compactly embedded in LP(R%) for p € (2,00). With the help of these embeddings
and by applying the symmetric mountain pass theorem (see Theorem 6.5 in [20]), we
may also prove, for any A > 0, the existence of a sequence of pairs of solutions F-u;
whose sequence of energies is unbounded.

The existence and symmetry parts of Theorem 1.4 extend to a larger class of semilinear
equations, see Section 3 below. Next, we shall see that the case ¢ = 0 in (1.10) arises naturally
when considering the asymptotics of positive least energy solutions of (1.10) in the case ¢ = 1
when A — 0. We shall see that these solutions concentrate at the origin as A — 0. More
precisely, we have the following.

Theorem 1.6. Let (\;)r be sequence of numbers N\, < 1 such that \y — 0 as k — oo.
Moreover, let u;, € HT be a positive least energy solution of (1.10) with ¢ = 1, and let

_2
v € HT be defined by vi(x) = N> up(Ap).

Then, after passing to a subsequence, we have vy — v* in HT, where v* is a positive least
energy solution of the problem

{ —AV* — [£104, — 220, 20" = [v* [P 20* on R%,

1.15)
* 2 (
v¥ =0 on OR%
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Remark 1.7. The statements given in Theorems 1.4(i) and 1.6 remain valid when the un-
derlying half space Ri is replaced by the cone

. T
Chp:={zeR?: x>0, arcsin ﬁ < a}.
x
In particular, in the case where a = % for some positive integer j, successive reflection yields
solutions with precisely 25 nodal domains.

The paper is organized as follows. Section 2 sets up the functional analytic framework
and provides some preliminary results. In particular, we shall prove the compactness of the
embedding H < LP(R?) for p € (2,00), and we establish the existence of least energy nodal
solutions for problem (1.6). In Section 3, we study the symmetry and existence of ground
state solutions for a generalization of problem (1.10). In Section 4 we discuss the asymptotics
of least energy solutions to (1.10) as A — oo and as A — 0 and prove Theorems 1.4 and 1.6.
Finally, Section 5 is devoted to the proofs of Theorem 1.2 and Theorem 1.3. In the appendix,
we prove a result on uniform L*°-bounds for weak solutions of (1.6) in the case ¢ = 1.

2. PRELIMINARY RESULTS

In the following, all functions are assumed to be real-valued. We consider the space H
defined in (1.7) with the A-dependent scalar product defined in (1.8) with | - ||x denoting the
corresponding norm. The space (H, (-,-),) is a Hilbert space and clearly, all the norms || - |2,
A > 0, are equivalent.

For easier distinction from the norms on H, for p € [1, 0c], we will use the notation | - |, to
denote the standard norm on L”(R?).

Recall also that we have set Jy := [210,, — x20,,] for the angular derivative operator. We
first note the following.

Lemma 2.1. For any A > 0, the space C°(R?) of test functions is dense in (H, (-,-))).

Proof. The argument is essentially the same as the one proving the density of C°(R?) in
H'(R?), see e.g. the proof of Theorem 9.2 in [5]. We only sketch it briefly. Let W denote the
subspace of functions in H which vanish outside a bounded subset of R?. By a straightforward
cut-off argument, W is dense in H. Moreover, for a given function v € W, it is well known
that a sequence of mollifications u,, € C2°(R?) of u converges to u in the H'-norm. Moreover,
since there is a compact set K C R? with the property that every u,, n € N vanishes in
R?\ K, the convergence in the H'-norm also implies convergence in | - |[. This shows the
claim. O

Next, we consider the radial averaging operator

1
L} (R?) = LL (R?), uw— u®, with u? (z) = Py
7T

/ u(|z|w)dw for ae. z € R2
S1

(2.1)
We note that, as a consequence of Jensen’s inequality, the averaging operator extends to a
continuous linear map LP(R?) — LP(R?) for every p € [1, 00] with

lu#|, < |ul, for every u € LP(R?). (2.2)



SPIRALING SOLUTIONS OF NONLINEAR SCHRODINGER EQUATIONS 7

Moreover, since u” € C}(R?) for u € C}(R?) and
I = llu® | ey < llullgagee) < Jlullx - for x>0,

the operator u — u” extends to a continuous linear map H — H.
We need the following angular Poincaré type estimates.

Lemma 2.2. (i) For anyuw € H,
|uf3 < |Opul3 + [u# 3.
In particular, any u € H with u” = 0 satisfies |u|3 < |Opul3.
(ii) Let O € (0,7) and consider the cone
Cy, := {(rcos@,rsinf) € R : r>0,]0] < b}
If u=0 on R?\ Cy,, then we have

20
[ul2 < =—|Dpul2.

Proof. (i) By Lemma 2.1, it suffices to prove the claim for u € C2°(R?).
We first assume that «# = 0. In this case we have, in polar coordinates,

[e's) 2
ul = / r / lu(r,6) 2 b,
0 0

where the function € — wu(r,0) is 2r-periodic and satisfies f027r u(r,0)df = 0 for every r > 0.
Consequently, by Wirtinger’s inequality for periodic functions,

2T 2
/ lu(r,0)|* do < / |Opu(r, 0)|? df for every r > 0,
0 0
which implies that
o0 2m
lulj < / 7“/ |Dgu(r, 0)|* dfdr = |Dpul3.
0 0

If u € C2°(R?) is arbitrary, we may apply the above argument to the function u — u#. Since
(u —u?)#* =0and (u— u#,u#>L2(R2) = 0, we get that

Jul = [u?[3 = [u — u® 5 < |3p(u — u)[3 = |Opul3,
as claimed.

(ii) Let v € H with u = 0 on R?\ Cp,. By Lemma 2.1, there exists a sequence (uy,), in
C®(R?) with u,, — u.

We fix 79 > 0 and we let p € C*°([0,00)) be a function with 0 < p < 1, p = 0 on [0, 7]
and p = 1 on [2rg,00). Moreover, we let ¢ € (6y,7) and 1 € C°(R) be a function with
0<9¥<1,9=11in [—0y, 6] and ©» =0 in R\ [—6,6']. Next we define, in polar coordinates,

0,01 € LYRY)NCE(R?),  @o(r0) = p(r), @1(r,0) = p(r)e:(6).
Setting v, := upp1 for n € N, it is then easy to see that

Up, = UPT = UPp in H, (2.3)
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where the last equality follows since u = 0 on RQ\CQO. Moreover, we have, in polar coordinates,

|vn|%:/ 7“/ |vn(r,9)|2d9dr,
0 -7

where the function 6 + v, (r,0) is of class C! and satisfies v, (r,0) = 0 for § & [—0', 6], r > 0.
Using again a classical Wirtinger type inequality (see section 1.7 in [11]),

s

us 29/ 2

/ o (7, 0)|* df < (—) / |Dgvn|*(r,0) do for every r > 0,
7 ™ -7

which implies that

/

20'\2 [ [T 20/ 2
|vn|§g(7)/o r/ 90va*(r,0) dbdr = (=) 0gval3 (2.4)

for every n € N.

Using (2.3), we may thus pass to the limit in (2.4) to obtain the inequality

20\ 2
lugo|3 < <7> lo0pul3,

which yields that

/
[ull 2222\ By (0)) = — [0 ull L2(g2).

Since 79 > 0 and 0" > 6y were chosen arbitrarily, the claim follows. O

Next we note embedding properties of the space H.

Lemma 2.3. For every A > 0, (H, (-,-)») is a Hilbert space canonically embedded in H*(R?).
Moreover, H is compactly embedded in LP(R?) for all p € (2,00).

Proof. We have
HUHHI(R2) < |lullx forall A >0, v e H,

which implies that H is a Hilbert space contained in H'(R?). By standard Sobolev em-
beddings, H is thus embedded in L*(R?) for all p € [2,00). It remains to show that these
embeddings are compact for p > 2.

Let (uy)n be a sequence in H with u,, — 0in H, and suppose by contradiction that u, /4 0
in LP(R?) for some p > 2.

Since, u, — 0 in H'(R?), it follows from Lions’ Lemma [17, Lemma I.1] and Rellich’s
Theorem that, after passing to a subsequence, there exists a sequence z" € R? with |2"| — oo
and such that

vy —v#0  in H'(R?) (2.5)
for the functions v, € H*(R?), v, = u,(- + z").

Let r, := |z"|. Passing to a subsequence, we may assume that the limits

n n

. x . x
a:= lim =, b:= lim -2
n—00 Ty, n—00 Ty,
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exist, whereas a® + b> = 1. For every R > 0, we then have

M un |13 > /2 2100y U, — T2y, Up|*dz = /2 (21 + 27)Dpyvn — (T2 + 25)Dy, vn|*da
R R

+
2/ [(x1 + 27)0z, vy — (T2 + xg)amlvn|2dx
Br(0)

2

x1 + T2+ x5

:ri/ OpyUn — Oz, V| dx
Br(0) n ™n
>r2 </ a0y Vp — DOy, vp|*dx
Br(0)
x1 + o} 2 Ty + o 2
— sup ‘ — a|l|0g, vn, — sup ‘ — b‘ Oy Un,
wenio Ta 1Oesenllze s = S0P 1= 1921032 (500

>r2 </ 00, Uy — by, vp|?d + 0(1)) >k (/ a0, v — b0y, v|*dx + 0(1)),
Br(0) Br(0)

where in the last step we used the fact that
0z, Uy, — b0z, vy, — a0z, 0 — b0y, v in LQ(BR(O))

and the weak lower semicontinuity of the L?-norm. The boundedness of (uy), in H now
implies that

/ (a0, v — bO,,v]dz = 0 for every R > 0,
Br(0)

and thus
/]12{2 a0, v — b0y, v|*dz = 0. (2.6)

Since a® + b? = 1, if we had @ = 0 or b = 0 it would follow that

/]8$2v\2dx:0 or /]8$lv\2dx.
R2 R2

The fact that v € L?(R?) would imply v = 0, contradicting (2.5). If, on the other hand,

a,b # 0, (2.6) implies that 0, v = $9,,v in L*(R?). Thus v satisfies 930 = 0 with 5 = (1, —%),

which again implies v = 0 and thus contradicts (2.5). The proof is finished. O
Lemma 2.4. The embedding H — L?(R?) is not compact.

Proof. Let ¢ € C°((1,2)) \ {0}. After trivially extending v to R, for n € N consider the
functions

1
up(r,s) = W (r—mn)
so that
suppu, C {z €R% :n+ 1< |z| <n+2}.

Clearly, u, — 0 in H, but
[ee] [ee]
[un |3 = 271/ Y(r —n)?dr = 271/ Y(r)2dr >0
0 0

S0 u, /4 0 in L?(R?). O
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In the following, we fix p > 2 and ¢ = 1 in (1.6), i.e., we consider the equation

1
—Au— 5 [10;, — L9020+ u = [ulPu on R?,

A (2.7)

u(z) =0 as |z| — oo.

Here and in what follows, for a given A > 0, a function v € H will be called a weak solution

of (2.7) if
(u,v)\ = / lulP~2uw dz forall ve H.
R2

As a consequence of Lemma 2.3 and standard arguments in the calculus of variations, we
see that for A > 0, the energy functional

1 1
ByiH R Byw)i= gl - [ Jude
R

is of class C'! and critical points of E) are weak solutions of (2.7).

We note the following uniform boundedness property of weak solutions of (1.6).

Lemma 2.5. Fix A > 0 and let u € H be a weak solution of
1
— Au— pagu +u=|ulP?u in R (2.8)
Then u € L>®(R?). Moreover, there exist constants o,C > 0, depending on p > 2 but not on
u and A, such that

|uloo < Cllul|F (g2y- (2.9)
(R?)

The fact that the constants C' and o in (2.9) do not depend on A is of key importance in
the proofs of Theorem 1.2(i) and Theorem 1.3(ii). The proof of Lemma 2.5 follows by a Moser
iteration scheme based on uniform estimates which do not depend on A > 0. We include the
details in the appendix, see Lemma A.1 below.

Remark 2.6. If f : R — R is a C''-function with f(0) = 0 and u € H N L®(R?), it is easy
to see that also f(u) = fou € HN L®(R?) with Vf(u) = f'(u)Vu and 9y f(u) = f'(u)dpu.
By Lemma 2.5, this observation applies, in particular, to weak solutions u € H of (2.8).

Next we note that every nontrivial solution of (2.7) is contained in the Nehari manifold
Ny:={ue H\ {0} : Ej(u)u = 0}.

Let
)y = inf E,\(u) > 0, (2.10)

UGNA
then every minimizer is a critical point and hence a solution (cf. [22] and Theorem 3.5 below).
It is easy to see that such a minimizer is positive and thus radial by Theorem 1.1. Therefore,
o = «a) does not depend on .

Hence we now focus on sign-changing solutions. Consider
My:={ueH:u"£0,u” £0, E\(wu' = E\(u)u” =0}
={ue H\{0}:u",u” e N)\}

and set

5)\ = ug,/l\EA E)\(u) (211)
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Proposition 2.7. The value By is positive. Moreover, every minimizer u € My of (2.11) is
a critical point of Ey and hence a sign-changing solution of (2.7).

The proof of Proposition 2.7 follows the same argument as in the proof of Proposition 3.1
in [2].

We also remark that 8y > 2« > 0 in view of (2.10) and the fact that for any v € H,
Ex(u) = Ex(u™) + Ex(v™) and FEi(uw)u = E5\(u")u™ + B\ (v )u".

We say that a function u € H is a least energy nodal solution of (2.7) if u is a sign-changing
solution of (2.7) such that E)(u) = ). The following lemma yields the existence of a least
energy nodal solution.

Lemma 2.8. There ezists u € My such that Ex(u) = By.

Proof. We proceed similarly as in [6]. Let (uy), C M) be a minimizing sequence. Note that
for any u € M) we have

1 1 1
E\(uy) = (5 - 5) /]1&2 <|Vu|2 + FWGUF + u2> dx,

which implies that F) is coercive on M. This yields that (uy), is bounded and we may
therefore pass to a subsequence such that

u, —u in H.

We then also have > — u* in H, and the compact embedding H < L? implies
luF|P dz = lim (=P de = C|lul|? > C' > 0.
R2 n—oo R2

Hence u® # 0.
Next, we show that v — u* in H. Arguing by contradiction, assume first that Hu+\|§\ <
liminf [|u,||3. Then
n—o0
2 o 2
Byt = ot — ot < timinf (Juif [ — i} 12) = 0.
Hence the characterization of N yields the existence of a € (0,1) such that au™ € N.

A similar argument yields bu™ € N, for some 0 < b < 1. Thus, au™ + bu™ € M, and we

estimate
B <Ex(aut +bu™)

<liminf E)(aw,} + by, ) = liminf (Ex(au,)) + Ex(buy,))

n—oo n—o0
<liminf(Ey(u,}) + Ex(u;,)) = liminf E\(uy,)
n—oo n—o0
=B,
which is a contradiction. Thus, after passing to a subsequence if necessary and using the
uniform convexity of (H,| - ||x), we conclude that u;; — u™ strongly in H. In particular,
ut € N). Proceeding similarly, we prove that u,, — u~ strongly in H and that u~ € N, and
consequently, u € My with Ey(u) = B,. O

Summarizing the previous results, we have the following.

Corollary 2.9. Let p > 2. For every A > 0 there exists a least energy nodal solution to (2.7),
i.e. a sign-changing solution w € H such that Ex(u) = B.
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Remark 2.10. We may also consider the more general equation

1
—Au— 5 [110z, — 2905, [Pu +u = f(u) on R%,

A (2.12)

u(z) =0 for || — oo,

where f : R — R is a continuous function. In order to extend our results, consider the
following conditions:

(A1) There exists C' > 0 such that |f(t)] < C(Jt| + [t|P) for t € R

t t t
(Ag) t — 1) is strictly increasing on R\ {0} and lim () <0, lim () =00
t t—0 ¢ t—+too
Under these assumptions, it can be shown that the results of this section, concerned with

problem (2.7), continue to hold true for (2.12).

3. EXISTENCE AND SYMMETRY OF ODD SOLUTIONS

This section is devoted to the study of solutions of the problem (1.10), which correspond,
by odd reflection, to solutions of (1.6) with hyperplane antisymmetry. In particular, we shall
prove Parts (i) and (ii) of Theorem 1.4.

Consider the space H' defined in (1.12). For fixed A > 0 and ¢ € {0,1}, we endow H™*
with the A\-dependent scalar product

1
(U, V)5 q — . <Vu -Vou + V(Bgu)(agv) + quv) dx,
R+

and we let || - ||y , denote the corresponding norm. Observe that any u € H' can be extended
to an element of H either trivially or by odd reflection. Therefore, Lemma 2.2 and 2.3
immediately yield the following.

Corollary 3.1. (i) Anyu € HT satisfies
2 g/ Opul2da. (3.1)

R2

+
In particular, the norms || - |xo and || - |[x1 are equivalent on H*, and H" is a

Hilbert space with either of these norms. Moreover, we have a continuous embedding
H*™ < HY(R?).
(ii) The space H™ is compactly embedded in LP(R%) for p > 2.

Remark 3.2. (i) Similar statements are also true, when the underlying space is the cone Cy,
described in Lemma 2.2.

(ii) As in Lemma 2.4, we see that the embedding H™ < L?*(R%) is not compact.

First, we establish the symmetry of postive weak solutions of (1.10) as a consequence of
the following.

Theorem 3.3. Let A > 0, and let f € C1([0,00)) satisfy

F(t) < C(t"l +t<’2> for t>0 (3.2)
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with constants 01,09 > 0. Moreover, let u € HT N L™ (R?) be a positive weak solution of the
problem

1
—Au— —d3u= f(u) on R%, (3.3)
u=20 on 8Ri.

Then u is symmetric with respect to the xi-axis and decreasing with respect to the angle |0]
from the x1-axis.

Remark 3.4. Theorem 3.3 in particular applies in the case where the nonlinearity f is given
by f(t) = —qt + [t|P7%t for some p € (2,0), ¢ € {0,1}. In this case, Lemma 2.5 and
Remark A.2 below imply that every weak solution u € HT of (3.2) is bounded. Hence we
deduce the statement of Theorem 1.4(ii).

Proof of Theorem 3.3. For simplicity, we assume A = 1. We shall argue by the method of
rotating planes. For § € [-7,0) U (0, 5], set ey := (cos 0,sin6),
Tp:={z€R*:2-¢g=0} and Yy:={rcRi:z ¢ <0}

Given a positive solution u € HTNL>® (Ri) of (3.3), consider the functions ug, wy : X9 — R
defined by

ug(x) =u(x —2(x - eg)eg) and wy:=ug —u
and extend them trivially outside ¥g.

A direct calculation shows that wy satisfies

—Awg — (992109 = cg(z)wy in Xy
wg =0 on Ty (3.4)
wy > 0 on 0% \ Ty,

where
co(x) = /01 (1= tyu(z) + tug(z)) dt.
Consider the set
ot .= {96 <0,%) cwp > 0in Eg}
which is clearly a closed set in (0, 7).

We claim that ©7 is non-empty. To prove this claim, we proceed as follows. Observe
first that w, := min{wy,0} € HT. Moreover, using (3.2), we have that for € Xy with
w, (z) <0,

coe) <C [ (01~ ) + )™ + (1 = ) + ()]

<C {u‘” () 4+ u? (x)] .

(3.5)
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Also, the boundary conditions imply w, = 0 on 0%y, and testing the equation (3.4) against
w, yields

Vg 3+ 1omey = | | cole) ) da

<C [u"l + u@] (wy )2 da: (3.6)
R2

<Colwg I3
with Cp = C(|u|Z + |u|%2). Therefore, by Lemma 2.2(ii),

T _ _ _
—|w9 l2 < [Opwy |2 < v/ Colwy |2-

07T

Consequently, w, = 0 provided that 0 < [0] < and this proves the claim.

Next, we claim that ©F is also open in (0,%). To see this, let §y € ©F. Since wg, # 0 by
(3.4), the strong maximum principle implies that wg, > 0 in Xy, .

Fix p > 2 such that 7; := gi’; > 2 for ¢+ = 1,2. By Lemma 2.3, there exists x, > 0 such
that

|2 < np(ywyg + \agwyg) for all w e H.
Moreover, we may choose a compact set D C ¥g, such that
1
HUHLT1(29 \D) + HUHLTQ (0, \D) < m7
where C' > 0 is the constant in (3.5).

On the other hand, by continuity of the family wy w.r.t. 6 there exists a neighborhood
N C (0, %) of Oy with the property that for all 6 € N,

1

weg >0 inD and HUHLTI(E \D) + HUHZQTQ(EO\D) < 2k,C"
1

From (3.6) and Holder’s inequality, it follows that

|w;|p < /{p<|Vw9 |2 + [Ogwy |3 > < KpC/ u’t +u° }( ;)2 dx
_ 1, -
< o C (0l gy + 1012 5\ ) 105 2 < 510 12

for any 6 € N.

Consequently, w, =0 for § € N and this proves the claim.

Since ©T is an open, closed and nonempty subset of ( , 2) we conclude that ©1 = (07 E).

2
In the same manner, we see that
0 = {9 e (—%,0) - we > 0 in 29} - (—g,o)

Consequently u is decreasing with respect to the angle |0 from the z1-axis.
Finally, a continuity argument also shows that wy > 0 in Xy for § € {£%}, which, in
particular, forces the symmetry of u with respect to reflection at the z-axis. ]
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Next, let f: R — R be a continuous function satisfying (A;) and (Az2) as in Remark 2.10
and set F'(t) = fot f(s)ds. We consider the energy functional

1
B HY SR E ()= gl - /R Plu)do
+

Again, standard arguments in the calculus of variations show that E;\r is of class C', and
critical points of E;\r are solutions of the associated Euler-Lagrange equation

—Au — %Bgu = f(u) on R%, 37
u =0 on 8Ri.
As in Section 2 we consider the associated Nehari manifold
N ={ue Ht\ {0} : [E] (w)u =0}
and set
= ug}\% EY (u). (3.8)

This is the ground state energy in the sense that E/J\r(u) > ¢y for every nontrivial solution of
(3.7).

Theorem 3.5. Let p > 2, A > 0, and assume that f : R — R is a continuous function
satisfying the assumptions (A1) and (As) listed in Remark 2.10. Then
cx= inf sup E) (tuw). 3.9
2 et oy T PR () 39

Moreover, problem (3.7) admits a ground state solution, i.e., a solution v € H' \ {0} such
that EY (v) = cy.

Proof. The proof essentially follows the lines of the proof of [22, Theorem 20], see also [18,
Section 4]. We note here that (A1) and (Asz) ensure that the assumptions in [22, Theorem 20|
are satisfied. Indeed, (Az) implies that for any R > 0 there exists tg > 0 such that f(t) > Rt
for t > tr. Thus

F(t)z/of(s)dSZ/t RSdS:g(tQ_t%%)

for t > tg. It follows that
F
lim —(t) = 00,
t—oo t2

i.e. assumption (iv) in [22, Theorem 20] is satisfied. Consequently, the proof given there
can be carried through similarly, with some simplifications because the compact embedding
Ht — LP (]Ri) replaces arguments based on compactness modulo translations in the periodic
setting of [22, Theorem 20]. O

Remark 3.6. (i) The statement of Theorem 1.4(i) is a special case of Theorem 3.5, since
the nonlinearity ¢ — f(t) = —qt + |t|P~2t satisfies conditions (A;) and (As) if ¢ € {0,1} and
p € (2,00).

(ii) Under the assumptions of Theorem 3.5, it can be shown that ground state solutions
cannot change sign, see [22, Remark 17].
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4. ASYMPTOTICS OF LEAST ENERGY ODD SOLUTIONS

In this section we fix p € (2,00), ¢ = 1, and we study the asymptotics of least energy
solutions to (1.10) in the case ¢ = 1 as A\ — oo and as A — 0. In particular, we shall complete
the proofs of Theorem 1.4(iii) and of Theorem 1.6. We will use the notation introduced in the
previous section in the special case of the nonlinearity ¢ — f(t) = —t + |[t|P~2¢ which satisfies
conditions (A;) and (Asg). By the definition of the mountain pass value in (3.8) and the fact

that E;: > E;\: for 0 < A1 < A9 < 0o, we infer that the function
(0,00) — (0, 00), A ey
is decreasing, and therefore the limits

co = lim ¢ and Coo = lim ¢
0 A—0 A o A—00 A

exist in [0, 00]. Next we note that

for every v € HT \ {0}

2p_
1 1yl
sup E;\F(tv) = Ej\r(tf}‘v) = <§ — Z_?) >

9 ol

1
o (B
N

with

We start by considering the asymptotics of least energy solutions to (1.10) as A — oo.

4.1. The limit A — co. Consider the limit energy functional
1

1
E, : H(R?*) = R, E*(v):—/ (Vo2 + v?) d:c——/ [v|P dz.
2 Jr2 P Jr2

Similarly as in (4.2), for v € H'(R?) \ {0} we have
2p
(1 B 1) ”UHIZ}ﬁRg)

sup E, (tv) = E.(tyv) = or
P g

t>0

1
2 P
with ¢, = <_”U”H1(R2)> ! 2.

ol
Observe that for every v € H'(R?) with E(v)v = 0 we have ¢, = 1 and hence

sup E,(tv) = E.(v).
t>0
Define
Coo i = inf sup . (tv
ey (o) b E(10)

and let wo, denote the unique positive radial solution (see [15]) of the problem
— AW + Weo = |[Weo|P > Woe, Weo € C%(R?) N HY(R?).
Since . (woo)Woo = 0, ., = 1 and hence

sup E, (tws) = By (woo).
>0

(4.1)

(4.2)
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The following result provides a variational characterization of the limit ¢, defined in (4.1),
in terms of ¢oo and weg.

Lemma 4.1.
Coo = Coo = By (Woo). (4.7)

Proof. We first prove the second equality in (4.7). Since the proof is standard, we only
sketch the argument. By (4.6), we have ¢oo < Fy(ws). On the other hand, using Schwarz
symmetrization and (4.3), it is easy to see that

Coo = inf sup Ey(tv).
veH]} ,(R2\{0} >0

Proceeding as in Theorem 20 and Remark 17 in [22] and using the compactness of the em-

bedding H! ,(R?) < LP(R?), one can prove that ¢ is attained at a positive radial solution

of (4.5). By uniqueness, we then deduce that ¢ = Ey(woo).

Next, we prove the first equality in (4.7). Identifying v € HT with its trivial extension in
H, we see that Ey (v) = Ex(v) > E.(v) for any v € H" and any A > 0. Hence ¢y > ¢« for
any A > 0 by (3.9) and (4.4). Taking the limit as A — oo, we obtain that co > Cso.

To see the opposite inequality, we let v € H*(R?) \ {0} be arbitrary. Let ¢, > 0 be as in
(4.3), which implies that

Bt E* (t’l})
o= Heot0) 101151 2y — ’552/ [of” da.
t R
From this we find that

ol ez < (26,72 / jof? dz.
RQ

Since C°(R?) is dense in H'(R?), there exists a sequence v, € C°(R?) such that |v —
Vol g1 ey — 0 as n — oo, and

b2 gy < (26072 /[R WP dz  forall n € N,

This implies that

sup E,(t,) = sup Ei(t,) — sup E.(tv) = Ey(t,v) as n — oo. (4.8)
>0 0<t<2t, 0<t<2t,

Next, we fix n € N and choose y, € R? such that ¢, € C2(R2) C H™ for the function
Un ]R%_ — R, 1;”(3:) = Yn(z — ypn). Then there exists ¢, > 2t, such that

1 _
9l = W s + 5200 ey < 6P [ uPde foran x> 1

Using the fact that

2
2 / |0gtpn|? dz — 0 as A — oo uniformly in ¢ € [0, ,],
&2
we find that
Co = lim ¢y < lim supE;\r(mZ)n) = lim sup E;\r(ﬁ;n)
A—00 A—00 t>0 A—00 0<t<tn,
= sup FE,(th,) = sup E,(th,) = sup E, (), (4.9)

0<t<tn t>0 t>0
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Combining (4.8) and (4.9), it follows that

Coo < Ey(tyv) = sup Ey(tv).
t>0

Since v € H'(R?) \ {0} was arbitrary, we conclude that c,, < és. This completes the proof
of the theorem. ]

Now we are in a position to prove Theorem 1.4.

Proof of Theorem 1.4. The existence statement in (i) is a direct consequence of Theorem 3.5,
whereas the symmetry property stated in Theorem 1.4 (ii) is a special case of Theorem 3.3.

Next, we prove the asymptotics in (iii). In what follows, the functions in H* are extended
trivially outside R%r. Assume that 1 < A\, — oo and, for every k € N, let u, € HT denote a
positive least energy solution of (1.10) for A = A\;. Observe that for k € N,

2
Jurllx, 1 = lurlp

and

1 1 1 1
er 2oy = B (u) = (5 Ylueldo = (5= ) uslh > eso > 0.

Since

HukH%{(}(Ri) < HukH%\le for every k € N,

we conclude that (uy)g is bounded in H}(R2) C H'(R?). Moreover, |uy|, remains bounded
away from zero. From Lions’ Lemma [17, Lemma I.1] and Theorem 3.3, it thus follows that,
after passing to a subsequence, there exists a sequence of numbers 7, € (0,00) such that
wy, — w # 0 in H'(R?) for the functions wy := uy(- + (7,0)). Observe that w > 0 a.e. in R2.

We first claim that
Tj — 00 as k — 00. (4.10)

Indeed, suppose by contradiction that (74); contains a bounded subsequence. Then we may
again pass to a subsequence with the property that

up = u#0 in Hj(R?),
where u > 0 a.e. in R%. For ¢ € C°(R%) and R > 0 with supp ¢ C Bg(0) we then have

1 RZ
32 0 Op)dr < —||V \V/ =0 ks
)\z /Ri( hur)(Dpp)dr < )\z I uk‘HLQ(Ri)H (pHLQ(R%r) as 50

J

Hence u € H}(R?) is a nontrivial nonnegative weak solution of the problem

and thus

(Vu -V +up — upflso) dr = lim <<uk,go>)\k,1 —/ uP*1¢dx> =0.
k—r00 Ri

2
+

—Au+u=uP! inRi, u=0 onaRi

which contradicts a classical nonexistence result of Esteban and Lions in [12]. Thus (4.10) is
true.

We now claim that -
£ 0 as k — oo. (4.11)
Ak
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Before proving the claim, observe that by weak lower semicontinuity,

Tk2/2 |Ogug|*dz = 7,2 /2 |21 0yt — 2205, ug,|*dx
R R

= =

:Tk_z/ (21 + T1) Oy Wy, — 205, wy|*dx > /
R2 B

|x1 + Tkamwk B ﬁamlwﬂzdx
r(0) Tk

2/ |0, w|*dz 4 o(1) for every R > 0, (4.12)
Br(0)

whereas for R > 0 large enough,

/ |0y, w|?dz > 0
Br(0)

since w € H}(R?) is not identically zero.

Now, in order to prove (4.11), assume by contradiction that, passing to a subsequence,
Tk

— —d e (0,00] as k — oo.
Ak
In the case where d = co the estimate (4.12) implies that
1
5 |Opug|?dr — oo as k — 0o
)\k Ri—
and therefore
lluk||a,,1 — 00 as k — 0o

which contradicts the fact that |lug||x,.1 is bounded in k.
Therefore we have d < oo and from (4.12),

1
hminf—2/ \agukdexzdz/ |0, w|*dax. (4.13)
R2 R2

k—o00 L

Notice that in this case, w € H'(R?) is a weak solution of
— Aw + d*0pyyw + w = wP! on R?. (4.14)
Indeed, let p € C°(R?) and let ¢y, € C°(R2) be defined by
pr (w1, 22) = (21 — Tk, 22)

for k sufficiently large. We then have

1 d? +o(1
/ (Ogug) (Oppr )dx = M / (2100, up — 204, uk) (102, 0k — 205, Pr)dx
]Ri_ R2

+

) X1+ Tk
Opy Wk — _axlwk) (7390290 —
Tk Tk

N2 2
Ak Tk

Z2

(961+Tk
Tk

= (d* + 0(1))/

- 0z, cp) dx

Tk

= d2/ Oy WOy, dx + 0(1) as k — oo
R2

J

and therefore

<Vw Vo + d?0p, w0y, p + wyp — wp_1g0> dx

2
+
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. 1 _
= lim (Vuk Vo + w5 (Ogur) (g or) + urpr — uy) 1<Pk>d90

= lim <(uk,<p>)\k,1 —/ uzilﬁpkd.%’) =0.
k—o0 Ri

Hence w satisfies (4.14) in this case. By (4.13) and weak lower semicontinuity, this implies
that
t*d® 11
sup(Euftw) + - [ 10mwids) = (5= =) (Il + & [ 10mufds)
2 R2 2 P R2

>0
< (5 ) dim g0 = Jim By, () = 1
— ——) lim |ju = lim ug) = lim ¢y, 1 = Coo.
—\2 p/ k—oo kllAg,1 k—o0 A\ TR k—o0 Aol i

On the other hand, we have

Coo < sup Ei(tw) < sup(E*(tw) + t2d2/ |(9$2w|2dx>.

t>0 t>0 R2
Combining these inequalities yields a contradiction. Hence (4.11) holds.
The same argument as above with d = 0 yields that w > 0 is a solution of the limit problem
—Aw+w=wP! in R?
and by uniqueness we have w = wy, after adding a finite translation to the sequence 7y if
necessary.
We finish the proof by showing that wj; — w strongly in H'(R?). Indeed, by weak lower
semicontinuity,
o= (5 = vl < (5 = ) imint el e
1 1y, . 9 1 1y .. 2

= (5= 5) it el e < (5 =) Jim (el

= klggo C\, = Coo-
Hence equality holds in all steps. Since H'!(R?) is uniformly convex, this shows that wy — w
strongly in H'(R?), as claimed and this completes the proof of the theorem. O

4.2. The limit A — 0. Next we consider the asymptotics of least energy solutions to (1.10)
in the case ¢ = 1 as A — 0. To find a suitable limit problem, we consider the transformed
Dirichlet problem

(4.15)
2
v=20 on R .

Weak solutions v € Ht of (4.15) are critical points of the associated energy functional given

by

{ —Av — Jv + N = v~ in R%,

1 1
Iyt HY =R i) = 5 (IVol3 + [0p0]5 + X*[vl3) — Sl

These notions can be related to the original problem as follows: For A > 0, consider the
transformation

H " >uw—veHY, wv(x)= )\P%?u()\x)
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so that .
Jr(v) = Ar2 E (u). (4.16)
Moreover, u is a (least energy) solution of (1.10) if and only if v is a (least energy) solution
of (4.15).
In order to prove Theorem 1.6, let (\x)xr be sequence of numbers \; < 1 such that Ay — 0
as k — oo and let uy € HT be positive least energy solutions of (1.10) for A = \.

For any k € N, set
vp(z) = )\,’;—EQuk(Akm), v, € HY.
Lemma 4.2. The sequence (vg,)y is bounded in H™T.
Proof. By Corollary 3.1, it suffices to show that there exists C' > 0 such that
lvkllio < C for all £k € N.

By the remarks above, vy is a least energy solution of the transformed problem (4.15) with
A = Ag. Multiplying this equation with v, and integrating by parts yields

okllf o + ARlvel3 = |oklp  for all k € N. (4.17)

Moreover, we have

Inco) = I;glf\ 105 I (t0).

Fix ¢ € C°(R%) \ {0}. Since vy is a least energy solution of (4.15) for A = Ay < 1, we have
I (V) < sup Jy, (tp) < sup Ji(ty) =: Co
>0 >0

where, clearly, Cy is independent of k. We can then use (4.17) to get

1 1 1 1
Do) = (5= 5) (Il + XhuB) = (5= 3 ) ol

and hence

Co

for all £k € N.

lorllio <

D=

1
2
As a consequence of Lemma 4.2, we can pass to a subsequence and assume
vy —v* in HT.
Lemma 4.3. The weak limit v* is a nontrivial weak solution of (1.15).

Proof. Since every vy, is a weak solutions of (1.10), for any test function ¢ € C2°(R%) we have
/ (Vg - Vo + OgupOpp) dx = / o [P 2o da — )\%/ vpp d.
R 2

2 2
2 R R
Besides, since v, — v* weakly in H™ and A\, — 07 as k — oo,

+
/ (V?}k . th + 8.9?)kagtp) dr — )\%/
R2 R2

= =

/ |vk|p_21)kg0dx—>/ [v* P~ 20* p da
R% R2+

vrp dr — / (Vo™ -V + Ogv*0pp) dx,
7

and
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as a consequence of the compact embedding H+ « LP (Ri) It then follows that v* € HT is
a weak solution of

—Av* — 95v* = [v*[P"%*  in RZ.
Next, we prove that v* # 0. To do so, first observe that the embedding H+ < L? yields
C:= inf Jralh.o € (0,00).
ueHH\(0}  |ulp
Thus, the above comments, together with the fact that |u|3 < |Opul3 < Hu||i0 forue HY
(see Corollary 3.1), imply that
o lull? o : ullf o + ARlul3 . lullfo
= in 5 < inf ——— =< in =
ueHH\{0}  |ul? ue H+\{0} |ul2 ueHH\{0}  |ul?

Recalling also that

_p_
1 1 u 2 + )\2 U 2 p—2
Iy, (vg) = inf (- - _> M ’
weHT\O}\2 P |ulp
we thus have
1 1 2p 1 1 N
(5 - 5) O <y, () < (5 - 2;) (202)72  forall k € N. (4.18)

Now assume by contradiction that v* = 0, i.e., v, — 0 weakly in H*. The compact embedding
H* < LP implies vy — 0 in LP, and therefore |Jvg|l1,0 — 0 by (4.17). Hence also |vg|z — 0
by Corollary 3.1. We then deduce that

1 1
Do) = (5= 3 ) Ul + Xu) - o
which contradicts (4.18). We conclude that v* # 0, as claimed. O

We will now use I'-convergence to finish the proof of Theorem 1.6:

Proof of Theorem 1.6. It remains to prove that v* is a least energy solution of (1.15), and
that v, — v* strongly in H* as k — oo.

To deduce these properties from I'-convergence theory, we consider the space X := H™\ {0}
endowed with the weak topology (induced by || - ||1,0). Consider the functionals Fj, F': X —
[0, o0] defined by

2p
lullfo’

TR

Julp™

wll? o+ A2|ul2) 72
Fu(u) = ([ullio + ARlul2) ond  Flu) =

Then we have
F(u) < Fi(u) for every k € N and u € H.

Let (ay)r C X be an arbitrary sequence such that 4 — @ in X (recall that X has the weak
topology of HT). The compact embedding H* — LP(R? ) and the weak lower semicontinuity
of || - [}1,0 imply

F(a) <liminf F(u) < liminf Fi ().

k—o0 k—o0
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On the other hand, for any @ € X, the constant sequence uy := u satisfies that 4 — @ in X
and

F(a) = lim Fy(ag).

k—o0
We conclude that Fj, LF Since,

F — inf F
i (vk) nf k(u)

and vy — v in X, it follows from [8, Corollary 7.20] that

F(v) = inf F(u) = lim Fy(vg). (4.19)
ueX k—o0
Consequently,
2p 2p_
11\ [l 11\ [lullfy’ 2 tP
(G-HMe = e (3Dl e o (G- D).
2 p ‘U‘p%? ue HT\{0} 2 p ’u‘TfQ ue HT\{0} t>0 2 ’ p
P P

and this implies that v is a least energy solution of (1.15). Moreover, since v, — v in LP(R%)
by the compact embedding H* — LP(R?), it follows from (4.19) and the definition of the
functionals Fj and F' that

lolifo = tim (lloelo + AFluil3) > limsup fogl o > min€ [loglZo = 1ol o-
—00 k—00 k—o0
Consequently, we have
lonllio = llvllo  as k= oo,

and the uniform convexity of (H*,|-|/1,0) implies that vy — v strongly in H* as k — co. 0O

5. RADIAL VERSUS NONRADIAL LEAST ENERGY NODAL SOLUTIONS

In this section we complete the proofs of Theorem 1.2 and Theorem 1.3. Given the as-
sumptions of Theorem 1.2, the existence of a least energy nodal solution of (1.6) for every
A > 0 is a direct consequence of Corollary 2.9.

We will now first prove Theorem 1.2(ii), which will be a consequence of Lemma 4.1 and a
result in [23].

We recall that, as in Section 4.1 and Section 2, the energy functionals F,, F) : H — R are

defined by
1 1
E.(v) := —/ <\VU\2 + \U\Q)dx - —/ |v|Pdx
2 Jre P Jr2
and
1
E\(v) = E«(v) + —2/ |Ogv|*dx
A2 Jpe
for v € H. Moreover, as in Section 2, we consider the A-dependent scalar product (-,-)x
defined in (1.8) on H and the corresponding norm || - ||x. In particular, we shall use || - ||;
given by

Jull = [ (Vu + 0l + o) door we B
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Proposition 5.1. There exists ¢, > 0 such that for every A > 0 and every radial nodal
solution uw € H of (1.6) we have

E.(u) = Ex(u) > 2¢o + €4,
where coo s given in (4.1).

Proof. First observe that F,(u) = F)(u) for every radial function v € H. Moreover, if u is a
radial nodal solution of (1.6), then u also solves the limit problem (1.13). By [23, Theorem
1.5], and the variational characterization of co, given by (4.4) and (4.7), there exists e, > 0
with the property that E.(u) > 2c + &4 for every nodal solution of (1.13). This proves the
claim. O

Proof of Theorem 1.2(ii) (completed). Let e, > 0 be given by Proposition 5.1. By (4.1), there
exists Ag > 0 with the property that

ey < Coo + %* for every A > Ag.

Consequently, for A > Ag, problem (1.10) admits a nontrivial solution u € HT with Ey (u) <
Coo+% . By odd reflection, we may extend u to a nodal solution of (1.6) with E)(u) < 2c+ex.
Proposition 5.1 therefore implies that the least energy nodal solutions of (1.6) cannot be
radial. O

Next, we complete the proof of Theorem 1.3, which we restate here for the reader’s conve-
nience.

Theorem 5.2. Let p > 2.
(i) If u € H is a nontrivial weak solution of
1

—Au—)\z

Du+u = |[uP"u in R? (5.1)

1 >2 , then w is a radial function.

(p—1)[ult
(ii) For every c > 0, there exists Ao > 0 with the property that every weak solution uw € H
of (5.1) for some X\ € (0, \.) with Ex\(u) < ¢ is radial.

for some X\ > 0 satisfying A < (

Proof. (i) Let uw € H be a nontrivial weak solution of (5.1) for some A > 0, and let, as before,
u” denote the radial average of u as defined in (2.1). It is easy to see that, for every k € N,
the function u# € H is a weak solution of
—Au? 4 u¥ = (|u|p72u)# in R%.

Consequently we have, in weak sense,

1
a2
Testing this equation against u — u# yields

—A(u—u?) OF(u—u™) + (u—u”) = |ufP2u — (\u]pdu)# in R2.

1 1 1

109 = s 10(u — )R < [V~ )B4 0 — )3+

— P=2, _ (lP=2,)7 —utd <‘ P=2, _ (|q|P—2 #‘ ¥
/R? <|u| u (|u| u) >(u u™)dx < ||ulP™u (|u| u) , lu —u™ |y

< [l = (ju~2u) | Jopula (5.2
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where we used Lemma 2.2 in the last step. Moreover, |u[P~2u € H by Remark 2.6, and
therefore

a2 = (julP=20) | < |00 (jul*2u)], = (0 = V)| |ul"2dpul, < (0~ Dlulic*|pulz, (5.3)
again by Lemma 2.2. Combining (5.2) and (5.3), we obtain that

1 -
12 190ulz < (p = Dults?|0puls

1
which implies that dpu = 0 if A < (+> *. The proof of (i) is thus finished.

(p—1)ul5

(ii) Let ¢ > 0 be given, and let u € H be a nontrivial weak solution of (5.1) for some A > 0
with Ey(u) < c. Since Ey(u) = (% - %) |ul|3, it then follows that

2p 2pc
2 2
lull g rey < llullx = ZTQEA(U) < b2
and therefore 5 .
o pc Nz |
|u|oo < CHUHHl(RQ) < C(p — 2) = ¢
by Lemma 2.5 with the constants C,o > 0 given there. Hence, if
1 3
e (— )
Nk
1
then also A < (W) * and therefore v is radial by (i). The proof is finished. O

Next we provide uniform energy estimates for least energy nodal solutions of (5.1).

Lemma 5.3. Let p > 2. There exist constants ¢,C > 0 with the property that
c< E\(u)<C (5.4)
for every A > 0 and every least energy nodal solution uw € H of (5.1).

Proof. The lower bound is obtained by choosing ¢ = ¢ as defined in (4.4), since
E)(u) = sup E)(tu) > sup E,(tu) > ¢
>0 >0
for every A > 0 and every nontrivial solution u € H of (5.1).

For the upper bound, we first remark that the existence of radial nodal solutions of (1.13)
is well known, see for instance Theorems 4 and 5 in [19]. Let @& € H'(R?) be a fixed radial
nodal solution of (1.13) and set C' = E.(u). For every A > 0, the function @ € H is then also
a nodal solution of (5.1), and therefore

Ex(u) < Ex(4) = Eu(a) = C
for every least energy nodal solution v € H of (5.1). O

The proof of Theorem 1.2 is now completed by deriving Part (i) of this theorem as follows.

Let C' > 0 be given by Lemma 5.3, and let w € H be a least energy solution of (5.1) for
some A > 0. Then we have E)(u) < C. Applying Theorem 5.2 with ¢ = C' and considering
Ao := min{A., Ag} with Ag > 0 given as in Theorem 1.2(ii), we then deduce that 0 < \g < Ag,
and w is radial if A < Ag. The proof of Theorem 1.2(i) is thus finished.
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APPENDIX A.
We give the proof of Lemma 2.5, which we restate here for the reader’s convenience.

Lemma A.1. Let A > 0 and let w € H be a weak solution of

— Au— 2 qu +u=|ulP?u in R (A1)

Then u € L>(R?). Furthermore, there exist constants C,o > 0, depending on p > 2 but not
on u and A\, such that

|u|oo < CHUHO]—{I(RQ) (AQ)

Proof. The proof is based on Moser iteration, c¢f. Appendix B in [20] and the references
therein.
We fix L,s > 2 and consider auxiliary functions h, g € C*(]0,00)) defined by

t t
h(t) := s/ min{7*~1, L1} dr and g(t) == / (W (7))? dr
0 0
‘We note that
h(t)=1t% fort <L and  g(t) <tg'(t) =t(W(t))* fort >0, (A.3)

since the function ¢ + h/(t) = smin{t*~!, L*~!} is nondecreasing. We shall now show that
w:=ut € L®(R?), and that ||w||s is bounded by the r.h.s. of (A.2). Since we may replace
u with —u, the claim will then follow.

We note that w € H and ¢ := g(w) € H with
Vw = 14,50y Vu, Vo =g (w)Vuw, pw = 11,5010pu, e = g (w)Opw.

This follows from the boundedness of ¢’ and the estimate g(t) < s%t2*~! for ¢ > 0. Testing
(A.1) with ¢ gives

/ <Vu Ve + 2 (Bgu Ogp) + ucp dx = / luP~2up di,
]R2
from where we estimate,

L () + 5@nh(w))? + wyw))ds = [ (o't >(\wa2 (O + ug(w) ) d

= [ lr~2ugtw

P(W (w))? da. .
< [ wtw)ya (A4

Here we used (A.3) in the last step. We now fix r > 1 with (pr_%l)r > 2 and ¢ > 4r.
Combining (A.4) with Sobolev embeddings, we obtain the inequality

~h)l2 = )+ [ wgtw)ds < [ wr((w)P da (A5)

with a constant ¢y = ¢p(g) > 0. Since

2

t
ht)=t°, K(t)=st*"' and g(t)= 52/ 52 dr = 2 1 i 17528_1 fort <L,
0 s =
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we may let L — oo in (A.5) and apply Lebesgue’s theorem to obtain
2

Lo ( S 2 2/ 25—2 2
- - 1) I3 < P22y <
Co|w g + Y w5 < s . w x<s |w|(pr 21)T|w|2rs

Since s > 2, we have 25 > 1, and we thus obtain the inequality

N

1
[Wlag < (c15)Flolors with €1 = (colwl?2,)) (A.6)

r—1
Next we note that the choice of r and ¢ only depends on p but not on s > 2. We may therefore
consider s = s, = p" for n € N with p := gL > 2, so that
251 = q and 28p11m = qs, forn € N.

Iteration of (A.6) then gives

i T . SN ipi
[w|prg = |W]s,q < |wlg H(clpj) < ealwl, forall n with ¢ = p&i=t < 0.
j=1
It follows that N
[wloeo = 7}1_{20 [wlpng < ef™" ealwlg. (A7)

Moreover, by Sobolev embeddings, we have

p
o < ol < Allullfige  and  fuly < @wlm < Eullm e

with constants ¢}, ¢ > 0 depending only on p,r and ¢. It thus follows from (A.7) that

(p— 2)p+1 ,
[wleo < Cllu HIQ{(f [[é%) with C = cy(c))rTé.

The proof is thus finished. O

Remark A.2. Let A > 0 and p € (2,00). By a variant of the Moser iteration argument given
above, we can also show that every weak solution u € HT of

— Au— 32 Bgu = [u[P"?u in R%, u=0 ondR% (A.8)
satisfies u € L>(R2). To see this, we replace, with the help of Corollary 3.1 and (A.8), the
inequalities (A.4) and (A.5) by

1 _ 2

=|h(w)[g < Ih(w)I3 0 = / JulP~?ug(w) dz < / w? (B (w))” da

& R2 R3
with a constant ¢ > 0 depending on ¢ and A. We can then complete the argument as above,
noting that in this case the constants depend on A > 0.
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