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Abstract

This paper is concerned with the bifurcation from infinity of the

nonlinear Schrödinger equation

−∆u+ V (x)u = λu+ f(x, u), x ∈ R
N .

We treat this problem in the framework of dynamical systems by con-

sidering the corresponding parabolic equation on unbounded domains.

Firstly, we establish a global invariant manifold for the parabolic equa-

tion on R
N . Then, we restrict the parabolic equation to this invariant

manifold, which generates a system of finite dimension. Finally, we use

the Conley index theory and the shape theory of attractors to estab-

lish some new results on bifurcations from infinity and multiplicity of

solutions of the Schrödinger equation under an appropriate Landesman-

Lazer type condition.
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1 Introduction

In this paper we are concerned with the following nonlinear Schrödinger equa-
tion

−∆u+ V (x)u = λu+ f(x, u), x ∈ R
N , (1.1)
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where the potential V ∈ L∞(RN), N > 1, λ ∈ R is the bifurcation parameter,
and f is bounded and satisfies the following Landesman-Lazer type condition

lim inf
s→+∞

f(x, s) > f > 0, lim sup
s→−∞

f(x, s) 6 −f < 0 (1.2)

uniformly with respect to x ∈ RN (where f and f are independent of x).
We are basically interested in the bifurcation from infinity and multiplicity of
solutions of the equation.

The bifurcation and multiplicity of elliptic equations near resonance have
aroused much interest in the past decades. This topic can be traced back to
the earlier work of Mawhin and Schmitt [19], where the authors studied the
problem of elliptic equations of the following form

−∆u = λu+ f(x, u) (1.3)

on a bounded domain, where λ ∈ R and f satisfies an appropriate Landesman-
Lazer type condition. It was shown that if µk is an eigenvalue of odd multi-
plicity, then (1.3) has at least two distinct solutions for λ on one side of µk but
close to µk, and at least one solution for λ on the other side. Later Schmitt
and Wang [30] extended this result to the case when λ crosses each eigen-
value µk on bifurcations from infinity for operator equations to cover the case
of even multiplicity. Recently, Li, Li and Zhang [15] presented a dynamical
argument for Schmitt and Wang’s result on (1.3). The interested reader is
referred to [1, 4, 5, 8, 9, 17, 20, 22, 23, 29, 32], etc., on bifurcations from infinity
and multiplicity for elliptic equations under various boundary conditions.

The bifurcation from infinity of the equation (1.1) on unbounded domains
is also widely investigated; see [3, 10, 11, 14, 27, 28] and the references therein.
However, comparing to the case of bounded domains, the problem on un-
bounded domains is more difficult. The main reason is that the spectrum of
the operator A := −∆+V (x) is not discrete in general, and may be quite com-
plicated, which depends on the potential. Under some additional conditions
on the potential V and f , Kryszewski and Szulkin [14], using the degree the-
ory and a variational approach, considered the asymptotic linear Schrödinger
equation (1.1). They showed that if λ0 is an isolated eigenvalue for the lin-
earization at infinity, then there exists a sequence (un, λn) of solutions of (1.1)
such that

‖un‖ → ∞ and λn → λ0, as n→ ∞,

which extends the results of Stuart [27]. Later, by using degree theory and
Conley index theory, Ćwiszewski and Kryszewski [3] studied the bifurcation
from infinity of elliptic equations on RN , and proved that if the bifurcation
parameter is an eigenvalue of the Hamiltonian, then the bifurcation from in-
finity also occurs under some suitable conditions. Motivated by these works
mentioned above, in this paper we further study the bifurcation from infinity
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and multiplicity of the Schröding equation (1.1) near an isolated eigenvalue λ∗
of the operator A = ∆ + V (x). We will show that under some appropriate
conditions on f and the potential V , there exists θ > 0 such that for each
λ ∈ [λ∗ − θ, λ∗), (1.1) has at least three distinct solutions e1λ, e

2
λ and e3λ with

‖eiλ‖ → ∞, as λ→ λ−∗ , i = 1, 2, (1.4)

whereas e3λ remains bounded on [λ∗ − θ, λ∗). The “dual” version of our results
also holds true if, instead of (1.2), we assume that

lim sup
s→+∞

f(x, s) 6 −f < 0, lim inf
s→−∞

f(x, s) > f > 0 (1.5)

uniformly with respect to x ∈ R
N .

Our method in this work is arranged as follows. Instead of transforming
(1.1) into an operator equation and using the topological degree or variational
methods, we regard the problem as the stationary one of the following parabolic
equation

ut −∆u+ V (x)u = λu+ f(x, u), x ∈ R
N . (1.6)

Specifically, let Φλ be the semiflow generated by (1.6) and λ∗ be an isolated
eigenvalue of the operator A = −∆+V (x). Assume that the Lipschitz constant
Lf of f satisfies

FµLf < 1

for µ ∈ (1
4
β, 3

4
β) fixed, where Fµ and β > 0 are given by (4.4) and (3.2),

respectively. We first present an existence result on a global invariant manifold
M of the equation (1.6) for λ near λ∗. Then the equation (1.6) can be restricted
to this invariant manifold M, and therefore it is reduced to a system of finite
dimension. This allows us to apply the Conley index theory to the reduced
system. By virtue of the shape theory of attractors [13], it can be shown that
there exists θ > 0 such that for each λ ∈ [λ∗ − θ, λ∗), the system (1.6) can
bifurcate from infinity a compact invariant set S∞

λ , which takes the shape of a
sphere Sm−1, where m denotes the algebraic multiplicity of λ∗. Based on this
fact, one can further verify that S∞

λ contains at least two distinct equilibria e1λ
and e2λ of Φλ, which are actually solutions of (1.1) satisfying (1.4).

Besides, using the Landesman-Lazer type condition (1.2), we show a funda-
mental result on f (see Lemma 4.1), which plays a crucial role in establishing
our main results for (1.1). Then we prove that (1.1) has a solution e3λ for
λ belonging to a two-sided neighborhood Λ of λ∗, which remains bounded
on Λ. We remark that this lemma extends the result established in [15, 16]
(see [15, Lemma 5.2] or [16, Lemma 6.7]) to the case of unbounded domains,
and can be seen as a nontrivial extension. This is because it is very hard to
verify this result by directly using the techniques given in [15, 16]. To avoid
the difficulty caused by unbounded domains, we establish this lemma on some
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finite dimensional subspace of the phase space, which is inspired by the finite-
dimension property of the invariant manifold.

It is worth mentioning that we treat the problem (1.1) in the framework
of dynamical systems, and deal with it via the approach of a pure dynamical
nature, which is different from those in the literature. Moreover, the method
that we restrict the system (1.6) to the global invariant manifold can help us
avoid the verification of the compactness for the semiflow Φλ. In general, it is
not easy to verify that the semiflow is asymptotically compact for a parabolic
equation on unbounded domains.

This work is organized as follows. Section 2 is concerned with some pre-
liminaries. In Section 3 we first establish a global invariant manifold of the
equation (1.6) on RN , and then we reduce (1.6) to this invariant manifold.
In Section 4, we present a detailed discussion on dynamical behaviors of the
reduced system, and establish our main results on bifurcations from infinity
and multiplicity of solutions of the Schrödinger equation (1.1).

2 Preliminaries

In this section we first make some preliminaries.

2.1 Local semiflows

Let X be a complete metric space.
A local semiflow Φ on X is a continuous mapping from an open set D(Φ) ⊂

R+ ×X to X that satisfies the following properties

(1) For every x ∈ X , there is 0 < Tx 6 ∞, such that

(t, x) ∈ D(Φ) ⇐⇒ t ∈ [0, Tx);

(2) Φ(0, ·) = idX , and
Φ(t + s, x) = Φ(t,Φ(s, x))

for any x ∈ X and t, s ∈ R+ with t+ s 6 Tx.

Here, the number Tx is called the escape time of Φ(t, x). For simplicity, we
rewrite Φ(t, x) as Φ(t)x.

Given an interval J ⊂ R. A continuous mapping γ : J → X is called a
trajectory (or solution) of Φ on J if

γ(t) = Φ(t− s)γ(s), ∀t, s ∈ J, t > s.

We call a trajectory γ on R a full trajectory. The orbit of a full trajectory γ is
the set

orb(γ) = {γ(t) : t ∈ R},
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which is simply called a full orbit.
The ω-limit set ω(γ) and ω∗-limit set ω∗(γ) of a full trajectory γ are defined,

respectively, by

ω(γ) = {y ∈ X : there exists tn → ∞ such that γ(tn) → y},

ω∗(γ) = {y ∈ X : there exists tn → −∞ such that γ(tn) → y}.

LetN be a subset ofX . We say that Φ does not explode inN , if Φ([0, Tx))x ⊂
N implies that Tx = ∞.

Definition 2.1. [24] A set N ⊂ X is said to be admissible, if for every
sequences xn ∈ N and tn → ∞ satisfying Φ([0, tn])xn ⊂ N for all n, then the
sequence Φ(tn)xn has a convergent subsequence.

A set N is said to be strongly admissible, if it is admissible and moreover,
Φ does not explode in N .

Definition 2.2. Φ is said to be asymptotically compact on X, if every bounded
set B ⊂ X is strongly admissible.

A set S ⊂ X is said to be positively invariant (resp., invariant), if Φ(t)S ⊂
S (resp., Φ(t)S = S) for any t > 0.

A compact invariant set A ⊂ X is called an attractor of Φ, if it attracts a
neighborhood U of itself, that is,

lim
t→∞

dH (Φ(t)U,A) = 0.

2.2 Sectorial operators and spectral sets

Let X be a Banach space. A closed densely defined linear operator A : D(A) ⊂
X → X is called a sectorial operator, if there are real numbers φ ∈ (0, π/2), a ∈
R and M > 1 such that the sector

Sa,φ = {λ : φ 6 |arg(λ− a)| 6 π, λ 6= a}

is contained in the resolvent set of A, and

‖(λI −A)−1‖ 6M/|λ− a|

for each λ ∈ Sa,φ, where I denotes the identity on X.
Let A be a sectorial operator on X . By σ(A) we denote the spectrum of A.

If minz∈σ(A) Re z > 0, then one can define the fractional powers of A as follows:
for each α > 0,

A−α =
1

Γ(α)

∫ ∞

0

tα−1e−Atdt,

where Γ(s) =
∫∞

0
ts−1e−tdt is the Gamma function. Let Aα be the inverse of

A−α with D(Aα) = R(A−α).
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Let α > 0. Denote Xα = D(Aα
1 ) and equip Xα with the norm ‖ ·‖α defined

by
‖u‖α = ‖Aα

1u‖, u ∈ Xα,

where A1 = A+ aI, and a is a real number such that minz∈σ(A1)Rez > 0. It is
easy to see that Xα is a Banach space, which is called the fractional power of
X . For more notions and results on sectorial operators, the interested reader
is referred to Henry [12, Chapter I] for details.

Now let us briefly recall some notions on spectral sets; see [14] and [26],
etc., for details.

Let X, Y be (real) Banach spaces. A closed densely defined linear operator
L : D(L) ⊂ X → Y is called a Fredholm operator if the range R(L) is closed
and dimN(L) <∞, codimR(L) <∞, where N(L) is the kernel of L.

Definition 2.3. Let E be a real Hilbert space and L : D(L) ⊂ E → E be a
self-adjoint linear operator. The essential spectrum σe(L) of L is defined by
the set

{λ ∈ C : L− λI is not a Fredholm operator},

Remark 2.1. One may immediately deduce from the definition that σe(L) ⊂
σ(L) and that σ(L)\σe(L) consists of isolated eigenvalues of finite multiplicity;
see also [14].

2.3 Conley index

For the readers’ convenience, we finally recall the definition of Conley index;
see [7, 18] and [24], etc., for details.

Let Φ be a local semiflow on X . From now on we will always assume Φ is
asymptotically compact.

A compact invariant set S is said to be isolated, if there exists a neigh-
borhood N of S such that S is the maximal compact invariant set of Φ in N .
Correspondingly, the set N is called an isolating neighborhood of S.

Let B be a bounded closed subset of X . x ∈ ∂B is called a strict ingress
(resp., strict egress, bounce-off) point of B, if for each trajectory γ : [−τ, s] →
X with γ(0) = x, where τ > 0, s > 0, the following conditions are satisfied:

(1) there exists 0 < ε < s such that

γ(t) ∈ intB (resp., γ(t) 6∈ B, resp., γ(t) 6∈ B), ∀ t ∈ (0, ε);

(2) if τ > 0, then there is a number δ ∈ (0, τ) such that

γ(t) 6∈ B (resp., γ(t) ∈ intB, resp., γ(t) 6∈ B), ∀ t ∈ (−δ, 0).

By Bi (resp., Be, Bb), we denote the set of all strict ingress (resp., strict egress,
bounce-off) points of the closed set B, and write B− = Be ∪Bb.
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A set B ⊂ X is called an isolating block [24] if B− is closed and ∂B =
Bi ∪ B−.

Let N,E be two closed subsets of X . E is called an exit set of N , if the
following properties hold:

(1) E is N-positively invariant, that is, for each x ∈ E and t > 0,

Φ([0, t])x ⊂ N =⇒ Φ([0, t])x ⊂ E;

(2) for every x ∈ N, if Φ(t1)x 6∈ N for some t1 > 0, then there is t0 ∈ [0, t1]
such that Φ(t0) ∈ E.

Let S be a compact isolated invariant set of Φ. A pair of bounded closed
subsets (N,E) is said to be an index pair of S, if (1) N \ E is an isolating
neighborhood of S; (2) E is an exit set of N .

By [24], one can deduce that if B is a bounded isolating block, then (B,B−)
is an index pair of the maximal compact invariant set S in B.

Definition 2.4. Let (N,E) be an index pair of S. The homotopy Conley
index of S is defined to be the homotopy type [(N/E, [E])] of the pointed space
(N/E, [E]), denoted by h(Φ, S).

3 Invariant manifolds of nonlinear evolution

equations

In this section, we establish an existence result on global invariant manifolds
of the following nonlinear evolution equation

ut + Au = λu+ f(u) (3.1)

on a Banach space X , where A is a sectorial operator on X , λ ∈ R, and f is
a globally Lipschitz mapping from Xα to X for some 0 6 α < 1.

Let ‖ · ‖ and ‖ · ‖α denote the norms of X and Xα, respectively.

3.1 Prelimiaries

Denote σ(A) the spectrum of A and

Re σ(A) := {Re z : z ∈ σ(A)}.

Suppose λ0 is an isolated eigenvalue of A with finite multiplicity, and that the
spectrum σ(A) has a decomposition σ(A) = σ1 ∪ σ2 ∪ σ3 with

σ1 = σ(A) ∩ {Reλ 6 β1}, σ2 = {λ0}, σ3 = σ(A) ∩ {Reλ > β2},
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where β1, β2 are real numbers. It can be easily seen that

Re σ(A) ∩ (β1, β2) = {Reλ0}.

Correspondingly, the space X can be decomposed as

X = X1 ⊕X2 ⊕X3,

and the space X2 is finite dimensional. In addition, we assume the space X1

is also finite dimensional. Denote

Pi : X → X i, i ∈ {1, 2, 3}

the projection from X to Xi.
Pick a positive number β with

β < min{Reλ0 − β1, β2 − Reλ0}, (3.2)

and write J = (Reλ0 −
1
4
β,Reλ0 +

1
4
β). Let Aλ = A − λI, λ ∈ J and denote

Ai = Aλ|Xi. Then by the basic knowledge on sectorial operators (see e.g., [12,
Theorems 1.5.3, 1.5.4]), one deduces that there exists M > 0 (depending on
A) such that for each α ∈ [0, 1),

‖Λαe−A1t‖ 6 Me
3

4
βt, ‖e−A1t‖ 6 Me

3

4
βt, t 6 0, (3.3)

‖Λαe−A2t‖ 6 Me
1

4
β|t|, ‖e−A2t‖ 6Me

1

4
β|t|, t ∈ R, (3.4)

‖Λαe−A3tP3Λ
−α‖ 6Me−

3

4
βt, ‖Λαe−A3t‖ 6Mt−αe−

3

4
βt, t > 0, (3.5)

where Λ = A + aI, and a is a positive number such that Reσ(Λ) > 0. The
first estimates in (3.3) and (3.4) hold true as the spaces X1 and X2 are finite
dimensional.

For a given µ > 0, we define a space by

Xµ =
{
u ∈ C(R;Xα) : sup

t∈R
e−µ|t|‖u(t)‖α <∞

}
, (3.6)

which is equipped with the following norm

‖u‖Xµ
= sup

t∈R
e−µ|t|‖u(t)‖α <∞.

Then it can be easily seen that Xµ is a Banach space.
Now we rewrite the equation (3.1) as

ut + Aλu = f(u). (3.7)

It is well-known that the Cauchy problem of (3.7) is well-posed in Xα; see
e.g., [12, Theorem 3.3.3]. Specifically, for each u0 ∈ Xα, there exist T > 0 and
a (unique) continuous function u : [0, T ) → Xα with u(0) = u0 such that the
equation (3.7) is satisfied on (0, T ).

Denote Φλ the semiflow generated by the equation (3.7).
Let us start with a fundamental result on the solution of (3.7).
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Lemma 3.1. Let µ ∈ (1
4
β, 3

4
β). Assume u ∈ Xµ. Then u is a full solution of

(3.7) if and only if u satisfies

u(t) =e−A2tP2u(0) +

∫ t

0

e−A2(t−s)P2f(u(s))ds+

∫ t

−∞

e−A3(t−s)P3f(u(s))ds

−

∫ ∞

t

e−A1(t−s)P1f(u(s))ds. (3.8)

Proof. Assume u ∈ Xµ. Let u be a full solution of (3.7). Then

u(t) = u1(t) + u2(t) + u3(t), t ∈ R, (3.9)

where ui(t) = Piu(t), i ∈ {1, 2, 3}. It is easy to see that ui(t) can be expressed,
respectively, as

u2(t) = e−A2tu2(0) +

∫ t

0

e−A2(t−s)P2f(u(s))ds, t ∈ R, (3.10)

u1(t) = e−A1(t−t0)u1(t0) +

∫ t

t0

e−A1(t−s)P1f(u(s))ds, t 6 t0, (3.11)

u3(t) = e−A3(t−t0)u3(t0) +

∫ t

t0

e−A3(t−s)P3f(u(s))ds, t > t0. (3.12)

By (3.3) (note that t 6 t0), one deduces that

‖e−A1(t−t0)u1(t0)‖α 6Me
3

4
β(t−t0)‖u(t0)‖α

=Me
3

4
βte−( 3

4
β−µ)t0

(
e−µt0‖u(t0)‖α

)

6Me
3

4
βte−( 3

4
β−µ)t0‖u‖Xµ

→ 0 as t0 → ∞.

Moreover, we infer from (3.5) that

‖e−A3(t−t0)u3(t0)‖α 6Me−
3

4
β(t−t0)‖u(t0)‖α

=M e−
3

4
βte(

3

4
β−µ)t0(eµt0‖u(t0)‖α)

6Me−
3

4
βte(

3

4
β−µ)t0‖u‖Xµ

→ 0 as t0 → −∞.

Letting t0 → ∞ and t0 → −∞ in (3.11), (3.12), respectively, we conclude from
(3.9)-(3.12) that the integral equation (3.8) holds.

On the other hand, if (3.8) holds, then one can easily check that u(t) is a
full solution of (3.7).

3.2 Existence of global invariant manifolds

In this subsection, we state and prove the existence result of global invariant
manifolds for the equation (3.7). For this purpose, we consider the space Xµ

for µ ∈ (1
4
β, 3

4
β) being fixed, which is defined by (3.6).
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Henceforth we always assume that the following condition on f holds true.

(A) The Lipschitz constant Lf of f satisfies

FµLf < 1,

where

Fµ =M
[ ∫ ∞

0

e−(µ− 1

4
β)sds+

∫ ∞

0

(1 + s−α)e−( 3
4
β−µ)sds

]
.

Set
Xα

i = X i ∩Xα, Xα
i,j = Xα

i ⊕Xα
j ,

where i, j = 1, 2, 3, i 6= j. Then we have the following result.

Theorem 3.1. Let the assumption (A) hold and µ ∈ (1
4
β, 3

4
β) be fixed. Then

there exists a Lipschitz continuous mapping ξλ from Xα
2 to Xα

13 for λ ∈ J ,
such that for each λ ∈ J, the system (3.7) has a global invariant manifold Mλ,
which is represented as

Mλ = {w + ξλ(w) : w ∈ Xα
2 }.

Proof. Let λ ∈ J and w ∈ Xα
2 . We use the integral equation (3.8) to define a

mapping G := Gλ,w on Xµ by

G(u)(t) =e−A2tw +

∫ t

0

e−A2(t−s)P2f(u(s))ds+

∫ t

−∞

e−A3(t−s)P3f(u(s))ds

−

∫ ∞

t

e−A1(t−s)P1f(u(s))ds.

Let us first verify that G : Xµ → Xµ. Assume u ∈ Xµ. Since f(u) is globally
Lipschitz continuous, there exists Cf > 0 such that

‖f(u)‖ 6 Cf(‖u‖α + 1).

By (3.3)-(3.5), we have

‖G(u)‖α 6Me
1

4
β|t|‖w‖α +M

∫ t2

t1

e
1

4
β|t−s|Cf(‖u(s)‖α + 1)ds

+M

∫ t

−∞

(t− s)−αe−
3

4
β(t−s)Cf(‖u(s)‖α + 1)ds

+M

∫ ∞

t

e
3

4
β(t−s)Cf(‖u(s)‖α + 1)ds, (3.13)

where
t1 := min{t, 0}, t2 := max{t, 0}.
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In what follows we consider the second term on the right-hand side of the
above inequality. If t > 0, then

e−µ|t|M

∫ t2

t1

e
1

4
β|t−s|Cf(‖u(s)‖α + 1)ds

=e−µtM

∫ t

0

e
1

4
β(t−s)Cf(‖u(s)‖α + 1)ds

=MCf

∫ t

0

e−(µ− 1

4
β)(t−s)e−µs(‖u(s)‖α + 1)ds

6MCf

∫ t

0

e−(µ− 1

4
β)(t−s)

(
e−µs‖u(s)‖α + 1

)
ds. (3.14)

Similarly, for t 6 0, we have

e−µ|t|M

∫ t2

t1

e
1

4
β|t−s|Cf (‖u(s)‖α + 1)ds

=eµtM

∫ 0

t

e
1

4
β(s−t)Cf(‖u(s)‖α + 1)ds

=MCf

∫ 0

t

e−(µ− 1

4
β)(s−t)eµs(‖u(s)‖α + 1)ds

6MCf

∫ 0

t

e−(µ− 1

4
β)(s−t) (eµs‖u(s)‖α + 1) ds. (3.15)

Thus it follows from (3.14) and (3.15) that for t ∈ R,

e−µ|t|M

∫ t2

t1

e
1

4
β|t−s|Cf(‖u(s)‖α + 1)ds

6MCf

∫ t2

t1

e−(µ− 1

4
β)|t−s|

(
e−µ|s|‖u(s)‖α + 1

)
ds

6MCf

∫ ∞

0

e−(µ− 1

4
β)sds · (‖u‖Xµ

+ 1). (3.16)

We observe that

e−µ|t| = e−µ|t−s+s|
6 e−µ|s|eµ|t−s|, t ∈ R,

from which it can be seen that

e−µ|t|M

∫ t

−∞

(t− s)−αe−
3

4
β(t−s)Cf(‖u(s)‖α + 1)ds

6MCf

∫ t

−∞

(t− s)−αeµ|t−s|e−
3

4
β(t−s)

[
e−µ|s|(‖u(s)‖α + 1)

]
ds

6MCf

∫ t

−∞

(t− s)−αe−( 3
4
β−µ)(t−s)

(
e−µ|s|‖u(s)‖α + 1

)
ds

6MCf

∫ ∞

0

s−αe−( 3
4
β−µ)sds · (‖u‖Xµ

+ 1), (3.17)
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and

e−µ|t|M

∫ ∞

t

e
3

4
β(t−s)Cf(‖u(s)‖α + 1)ds

6MCf

∫ ∞

t

eµ|t−s|e
3

4
β(t−s)e−µ|s| (‖u(s)‖α + 1) ds

6MCf

∫ ∞

t

e(
3

4
β−µ)(t−s)

(
e−µ|s|‖u(s)‖α + 1

)
ds

6MCf

∫ ∞

0

e−( 3
4
β−µ)sds · (‖u‖Xµ

+ 1). (3.18)

Thus one can conclude from (3.13), (3.16), (3.17) and (3.18) that

e−µ|t|‖G(u)‖α 6Me−(µ− 1

4
β)|t|‖w‖α + e−µ|t|M

∫ t2

t1

e
1

4
β|t−s|Cf(‖u(s)‖α + 1)ds

+ e−µ|t|M

∫ t

−∞

(t− s)−αe−
3

4
β(t−s)Cf(‖u(s)‖α + 1)ds

+ e−µ|t|M

∫ ∞

t

e
3

4
β(t−s)Cf(‖u(s)‖α + 1)ds

6M‖w‖α +MCf

∫ ∞

0

e−(µ− 1

4
β)sds · (‖u‖Xµ

+ 1)

+MCf

∫ ∞

0

s−αe−( 3
4
β−µ)sds · (‖u‖Xµ

+ 1)

+MCf

∫ ∞

0

e−( 3
4
β−µ)sds · (‖u‖Xµ

+ 1)

6M‖w‖α + FµCf(‖u‖Xµ
+ 1) <∞, ∀t ∈ R.

That is ‖Gu‖Xµ
<∞, which implies Gu ∈ Xµ.

Next we show that G is a contraction mapping on Xµ. Indeed, for each
u1, u2 ∈ Xµ, we have

e−µ|t|‖G(u1)−G(u2)‖α 6 e−µ|t|‖

∫ t

0

e−A2(t−s)P2

(
f(u1)− f(u2)

)
ds‖α

+ e−µ|t|‖

∫ t

−∞

e−A3(t−s)P3

(
f(u1)− f(u2)

)
ds‖α

+ e−µ|t|‖

∫ ∞

t

e−A1(t−s)P1

(
f(u1)− f(u2)

)
ds‖α. (3.19)

Similar to the derivation of (3.16), it can be easily shown that

e−µ|t|‖

∫ t

0

e−A2(t−s)P2

(
f(u1)− f(u2)

)
ds‖α

6MLf

∫ t2

t1

e−(µ− 1

4
β)|t−s|

(
e−µ|s|‖u1 − u2‖α

)
ds. (3.20)

12



By some computations, we obtain that

e−µ|t|‖

∫ t

−∞

e−A3(t−s)P3

(
f(u1)− f(u2)

)
ds‖α

6MLf

∫ t

−∞

(t− s)−αe−( 3
4
β−µ)(t−s)

(
e−µ|s|‖u1 − u2‖α

)
ds, (3.21)

e−µ|t|‖

∫ ∞

t

e−A1(t−s)P1(f(u1)− f(u2))ds‖α

6MLf

∫ ∞

t

e(
3

4
β−µ)(t−s)

(
e−µ|s|‖u1 − u2‖α

)
ds. (3.22)

Then it follows from (3.19)-(3.22) that

e−µ|t|‖Gu1 −Gu2‖α 6 MLf

∫ t2

t1

e−(µ− 1

4
β)|t−s|

(
e−µ|s|‖u1 − u2‖α

)
ds

+MLf

∫ t

−∞

(t− s)−αe−( 3
4
β−µ)(t−s)

(
e−µ|s|‖u1 − u2‖α

)
ds

+MLf

∫ ∞

t

e(
3

4
β−µ)(t−s)

(
e−µ|s|‖u1 − u2‖α

)
ds

6 FµLf‖u1 − u2‖Xµ
. (3.23)

Therefore
‖Gu1 −Gu2‖Xµ

6 FµLf‖u1 − u2‖Xµ
.

That is, G is a contraction mapping on Xµ.
Now by virtue of the Banach contraction mapping principle, G has a fixed

point uw := uλ,w ∈ Xµ, which is a full solution of (3.7) with P2uw(0) = w and
satisfies

uw(t) =e−A2tw +

∫ t

0

e−A2(t−s)P2f(uw(s))ds+

∫ t

−∞

e−A3(t−s)P3f(uw(s))ds

−

∫ ∞

t

e−A1(t−s)P1f(uw(s))ds. (3.24)

Define
Γ(w) = uw(0), w ∈ Xα

2 .

We claim that Γ(w) is Lipschitz continuous with respect to w. Indeed, let
w1, w2 ∈ Xα

2 . Then by (3.24) and using the same estimation of (3.19), we

13



obtain that

e−µ|t|‖uw1
(t)− uw2

(t)‖α

6Me−(µ− 1

4
β)|t|‖w1 − w2‖α +MLf

∫ t2

t1

e−(µ− 1

4
β)|t−s|

(
e−µ|s|‖uw1

− uw2
‖α
)
ds

+MLf

∫ t

−∞

(t− s)−αe−( 3
4
β−µ)(t−s)

(
e−µ|s|‖uw1

− uw2
‖α
)
ds

+MLf

∫ ∞

t

e(
3

4
β−µ)(t−s)

(
e−µ|s|‖uw1

− uw2
‖α
)
ds

6M‖w1 − w2‖α + FµLf‖uw1
− uw2

‖Xµ
, t ∈ R,

from which it can be seen that

‖uw1
− uw2

‖Xµ
6M‖w1 − w2‖α + FµLf‖uw1

− uw2
‖Xµ

.

Thus

‖Γ(w1)− Γ(w2)‖α = ‖uw1
(0)− uw2

(0)‖α 6 ‖uw1
(t)− uw2

(t)‖Xµ

6M(1 − FµLf )
−1‖w1 − w2‖α,

which shows that Γ(w) is Lipschitz continuous in w.
Define a mapping ξλ : Xα

2 → Xα
13 by

ξλ(w) =

∫ 0

−∞

eA
3sP3f(uw(s))ds−

∫ ∞

0

eA
1sP1f(uw(s))ds, w ∈ Xα

2 . (3.25)

Let t = 0 in (3.24). Then we have

Γ(w) = uw(0) = w + ξλ(w), w ∈ Xα
2 . (3.26)

Clearly, one can deduce from (3.26) that ξλ : Xα
2 → Xα

13 is Lipschitz continuous
in w.

Set
Mλ = {w + ξλ(w) : w ∈ Xα

2 }.

ThenMλ is a global invariant manifold for the semiflow generated by (3.7).

Remark 3.1. By (3.25), one can easily deduce that if f is bounded, then there
exists Mf > 0 depending on f such that

‖ξλ(w)‖α 6MMf

∫ ∞

0

(1 + s−α)e−
3

4
βsds, w ∈ Xα

2 ,

that is, ξλ is bounded.
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4 Bifurcation from infinity of Schrödinger equa-

tions

In this section we study the bifurcation from infinity of the Schrödinger equa-
tion (1.1). For this purpose, let us first consider the following parabolic equa-
tion {

ut −∆u+ V (x)u = λu+ f(x, u), x ∈ RN ;

u(0, x) = u0(x), x ∈ RN .
(4.1)

where λ ∈ R, V ∈ L∞(RN), N > 1, and f is bounded and satisfies the
Landesman-Lazer type condition (1.2). We will apply the global invariant
manifold established in Section 3 to discuss the dynamic bifurcation from in-
finity of (4.1).

4.1 Mathematical setting

Let X = L2(RN) and Y = H1(RN). Denote (·, ·) and | · | the usual inner
product and norm on X , respectively. The norm ‖ · ‖ on Y is defined by

‖u‖ =
( ∫

RN

|∇u|2dx+

∫

RN

V (x)|u|2dx
)1/2

, u ∈ Y.

For simplicity, from now on we use BX(R) and BY (R) to denote the balls in
X and Y , centered at 0 with radius R, respectively.

In the following we assume that the conditions on the potential V and
nonlinearity f hold true.

(A1) There exist positive numbers a1, a2 and V∞ such that

0 < a1 6 V (x) 6 a2, 0 < V∞ := sup
x∈RN

V (x) = lim
|x|→∞

V (x) <∞.

(A2) The nonlinear term f : RN × R → R satisfies

|f(x, s)− f(x, t)| 6 l(x)|s− t|, ∀s, t ∈ R, x ∈ R
N ,

where l(x) = l1(x) + l2(x), l1 ∈ L∞(RN), and l2 satisfies

l2 ∈ Lp(RN), p > 2 if N = 1, p > 2 if N = 2, p > N if N > 3.

(A3) The function f satisfies the Landesman-Lazer type condition (1.3) in
Section 1, and

|f(x, s)| 6 g(x), ∀s ∈ R, x ∈ R
N

for some function g ∈ L2(RN) ∩ L∞(RN).
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Denote by A the operator −∆ + V (x). Then under the assumptions on
V (x), the Schrödinger operator A = −∆+V (x) : H2(RN ) → L2(RN) is selfad-
joint and bounded from below. Furthermore, it follows from [2,21,35] that the
interval [V∞,∞) is the essential spectrum of A and the discrete spectrum of A
on the interval (−∞, V∞) appears. Namely, for each a < V∞, σ(A) ∩ (−∞, a)
consists of at most finitely many eigenvalues of A. Hence

σ(A) = σp ∪ σe,

where σp consists of isolated eigenvalues with finite multiplicity, and σe =
[V∞,∞) is the essential spectrum.

Now we convert (4.1) into an abstract form on Y

ut + Au =λu+ f̃(u), (4.2)

u(0) =u0, (4.3)

where f̃(u) is the Nemitski operator from Y to X defined by

f̃(u)(x) = f(x, u), u ∈ Y.

It is well known that the Nemitski operator f̃ is well defined. Moreover, by
(A2), one can easily verify that f̃ is Lipschitz continuous with a chosen Lips-
chitz constant denoted by Lf . Note that A is a sectorial operator. Then the
Cauchy problem of (4.2)-(4.3) is well-posed; see [12, Theorem 3.3.3]. Denote
Φλ the semiflow generated by (4.2)-(4.3). Then Φλ is a global semiflow on Y .

Let Aλ∗
= A − λ∗, where λ∗ ∈ σp. Then the space X can be decomposed

into the orthogonal direct sum of its subspaces X1, X2, X3 corresponding to
the negative, zero and positive eigenvalues of Aλ∗

, respectively. Denote Pσ(σ ∈
{1, 2, 3}) the projection from X to Xσ. It can be easily seen that X1 and X2

are finite-dimensional.
Set

Y σ = Y ∩Xσ, σ ∈ {1, 2, 3}.

Then from the finite dimensionality of X1 and X2, one concludes that Y 1 and
Y 2 coincide with X1 and X2, respectively. Also, it holds that

Y = Y 1 ⊕ Y 2 ⊕ Y 3,

and m := dimY 2 > 1. Since λ∗ is an isolated eigenvalue of A, one can take
the same positive number β as that in Section 3.1. Let J = (λ∗−

1
4
β, λ∗+

1
4
β).

Henceforth we always assume that the Lipschitz constant Lf of f satisfies
the following condition.

(F) For each fixed µ ∈ (1
4
β, 3

4
β),

FµLf < 1,
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where

Fµ =M
( ∫ ∞

0

e−(µ− 1

4
β)sds+

∫ ∞

0

(1 + s−
1

2 )e−( 3
4
β−µ)sds

)
, (4.4)

and M is a positive number depending on A. Then one can immediately
conclude from Theorem 3.1 that the following result holds true.

Theorem 4.1. Let the assumptions (A1)-(A3) and (F) hold. Then there
exists a Lipschitz continuous mapping ξλ from Y 2 to Y 13 for λ ∈ J , such that
for each λ ∈ J, the system (4.2)-(4.3) has a global invariant manifold Mλ,
which is represented as

Mλ = {w + ξλ(w) : w ∈ Y 2},

where Y 13 = Y 1 ⊕ Y 3.

4.2 Preliminaries

Given a function w on RN , we use w± to denote the positive and negative
parts of w, respectively. Specifically,

w± = max{±w(x), 0}, x ∈ R
N .

Then w = w+ − w−.

Lemma 4.1. Let the assumption (A3) hold. Then for any R > 0, ε > 0, there
exists s0 > 0 such that if s > s0,

∫

RN

f(x, v + sw)wdx >
1

2

∫

RN

(f̄w+ + fw−)dx− ε.

for all v ∈ B̄X(R) and w ∈ B̄X2(1), where X2 is a finite-dimensional Banach
space.

Proof. Fix a positive integer n sufficiently large. Denote Ωn a ball in RN

centered at 0 with radius n. Let

I =

∫

Ωn

f(x, v + sw)wdx−
1

2

∫

Ωn

(f̄w+ + fw−)dx.

Noticing that w = w+ − w−, we can rewrite I as I = I+ − I−, where

I+ =

∫

Ωn

(f(x, v + sw)− f̄ /2)w+dx, I− =

∫

Ωn

(f(x, v + sw) + f/2)w−dx.

In what follows we first estimate I+ for v ∈ B̄X(R) and w ∈ B̄X2(1).
Write {|v| > σ} = {x ∈ Ωn : |v| > σ}. Since

R2
>

∫

RN

|v|2dx >

∫

Ωn

|v|2dx >

∫

{|v|>σ}

|v|2dx > σ2|{|v| > σ}|,
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one can deduce that |{|v| > σ}| → 0 as σ → ∞ uniformly with respect to
v ∈ B̄X(R). Thus we can pick a σ > 0 sufficiently large so that

|{|v| > σ}|1/2 < δ := ε/
(
8f∞(|Ωn|+ 1)

)
,

where f∞ = supx∈RN ,s∈R |f(x, s)|.
For each v ∈ B̄X(R) and w ∈ B̄X2(1), let Dn = {|v| < σ}∩{w+ > δ}. Then

Ωn = Dn ∪ {|v| > σ} ∪ {w+ 6 δ}.

Therefore

I+ >

∫

Dn

(f(x, v + sw)− f̄ /2)w+dx−

∫

{|v|>σ}

|f(x, v + sw)− f̄/2|w+dx

−

∫

{w+6δ}

|f(x, v + sw)− f̄/2|w+dx

>

∫

Dn

(f(x, v + sw)− f̄ /2)w+dx− 2f∞
( ∫

{|v|>σ}

w+dx+

∫

{w+6δ}

w+dx
)
.

It is easy to see that
∫

{|v|>σ}

w+dx 6
( ∫

{|v|>σ}

w2
+dx

)1/2
|{|v| > σ}|1/2 6 |w|δ 6 δ.

Note that ∫

{w+6δ}

w+dx 6 |Ωn|δ.

Thereby

I+ >

∫

Dn

(f(x, v + sw)− f̄ /2)w+dx− 2f∞(|Ωn|+ 1)δ

=

∫

Dn

(f(x, v + sw)− f̄ /2)w+dx−
ε

4
. (4.5)

Since z + sη → +∞ (as s → +∞) uniformly with respect to z ∈ [−σ, σ] and
η > δ, there exists s1 > 0 (independent of n) such that if s > s1,

f(x, z + sη)− f̄ /2 > −
ε

4|Ωn|1/2
, z ∈ [−σ, σ], η > δ.

Let s > s1. Then by the definition of Dn (note that w = w+ on Dn), we deduce
that

∫

Dn

(f(x, v + sw)− f̄ /2)w+dx > −
ε

4|Ωn|1/2

∫

Dn

w+dx

> −
ε

4|Ωn|1/2
|Dn|

1/2(

∫

Dn

|w|2dx)1/2 > −
ε

4
.
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It follows from (4.5) that if s > s1,

I+ >

∫

Dn

(f(x, v + sw)− f̄/2)w+dx−
ε

4
> −

ε

2
, (4.6)

uniformly with respect to the positive integer n.

Define gn(x) = χn(x)[(f(x, v + sw)− f̄/2)w+], where

χn(x) =

{
1, x ∈ Ωn;

0, x ∈ R
N\Ωn.

Then
lim
n→∞

gn(x) =
(
f(x, v + sw)− f̄ /2

)
w+.

Noticing that

I+ =

∫

Ωn

(f(x, v + sw)− f̄ /2)w+dx =

∫

RN

χn(x)[(f(x, v + sw)− f̄ /2)w+]dx,

by (4.6) we have
∫

RN

χn(x)[(f(x, v + sw)− f̄ /2)w+]dx > −
ε

2
, (4.7)

provided s > s1, uniformly with respect to n. Since the norm ‖ · ‖L1(RN ) and
that of X = L2(RN) are equivalent on X2, one easily sees that

sup{‖w‖L1(RN ) : w ∈ X2, |w| = 1} <∞.

Therefore∫

RN

|χn(x)[(f(x, v + sw)− f̄ /2)w+]|dx 6 2f∞

∫

RN

|w|dx

6 2f∞‖w‖L1(RN ) <∞.

Thanks to the Lebesgue dominated convergence theorem and letting n → ∞
in (4.7), we conclude that if s > s1,

∫

RN

(f(x, v + sw)− f̄ /2)w+dx > −
ε

2
.

Similarly, it can be shown that there exists s2 > 0 (independent of n) such
that ∫

RN

(f(x, v + sw) + f̄ /2)w−dx 6
ε

2
,

as long as s > s2.

Set s0 = max{s1, s2}. Then if s > s0, we have
∫

RN

(f(x, v+ sw)− f̄ /2)w+dx−

∫

RN

(f(x, v+ sw)+ f̄ /2)w−dx >−
ε

2
−
ε

2
= −ε

for all v ∈ B̄X(R) and w ∈ B̄X2(1). The proof of the Lemma is complete.
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Remark 4.1. In [15], the authors used the Landesman-Lazer type condition
to give a fundamental result on f (see [15, Lemma 5.2]), which plays an im-
portant role in establishing their main results on bifurcations from infinity and
multiplicity of solutions of parabolic equations on bounded domains. Lemma
4.1 significantly extends this result to the case of unbounded domains.

Now we restrict the system (4.2)-(4.3) to the global invariant manifold Mλ

given by Theorem 4.1. Then

wt + A2w = P2f̃(w + ξλ(w)), w ∈ Y 2, (4.8)

where w = P2u, A
2 = Aλ|X2 , λ ∈ J . Denote φλ the semiflow generated by

(4.8). For each 0 < a 6 b 6 ∞, write

B2[a, b] = {w ∈ Y 2, a 6 |w| 6 b}.

Lemma 4.2. Let the assumptions (A1)-(A3) and (F) hold true. Then there
exist R0 > 0, c0 > 0 such that the following assertions hold.

(1) For λ ∈ [λ∗, λ∗+
1
4
β), if w(t) is a solution of (4.8) in B2[R0,∞], we have

d

dt
|w(t)|2 > c0|w(t)|. (4.9)

(2) If R > R0, then there exists 0 < η 6
1
4
β such that for each λ ∈ [λ∗ −

η, λ∗), (4.9) holds true for any solution w(t) of (4.8) in B2[R0, R].

(3) There exists θ1 > 0 such that if λ ∈ [λ∗ − θ1, λ∗), then the equation (4.8)
has a positively invariant set B2[rλ, Rλ] with rλ, Rλ → ∞, as λ→ λ−∗ .

Proof. Taking the inner product of (4.8) with w in X , we have

1

2

d

dt
|w|2 + ‖w‖2 = λ|w|2 + (f̃(w + ξλ(w)), w). (4.10)

Note that ‖w‖2 = λ∗|w|
2. Then it follows from (4.10) that

1

2

d

dt
|w|2 = (λ− λ∗)|w|

2 + (f̃(w + ξλ(w)), w). (4.11)

We first estimate the last term in (4.11). Since the norm ‖ · ‖L1(RN ) of L
1(RN)

and that of X = L2(RN) are equivalent in Y 2, one easily sees that

min{‖v‖L1(RN ) : v ∈ Y 2, |v| = 1} := m > 0. (4.12)

Choose a positive number δ with δ < 1
2
min{f̄ , f}. By virtue of Remark 3.1,

we see that ‖ξλ(w)‖ 6 R1 for some R1 > 0. Thanks to Lemma 4.1, there exists
s0 > 0 such that if s > s0,

(f̃(h+ sv), v) =

∫

RN

f(x, h+ sv)v dx >
1

2

∫

RN

(
fv+ + fv−

)
dx−

1

2
mδ (4.13)
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for all h ∈ BX(R1) and v ∈ BX2(1). Now we rewrite

w = sv, where s = |w|.

Clearly v ∈ ∂BX2(1). Hence if s > s0, we deduce from (4.13) that

(f̃(w+ξλ(w)), w) = s(f(x, sv+ξλ(w)), v) > s

(
1

2

∫

RN

(
fv+ + fv−

)
dx−

1

2
mδ

)
.

Note that

1

2

∫

RN

(
fv+ + fv−

)
dx−

1

2
mδ > δ

∫

RN

|v|dx−
1

2
mδ

> (by (4.12)) >
1

2
mδ.

Thereby

(f̃(w + ξλ(w)), w) >
1

2
mδs =

1

2
mδ|w|. (4.14)

It follows from (4.11) and (4.14) that

d

dt
|w(t)|2 > 2 (λ− λ∗) |w|

2 +mδ|w(t)| (4.15)

as long as |w(t)| > s0.

Now we pick R0 = s0, c0 = mδ/2. Then if λ ∈ [λ∗, λ∗ +
1
4
β), we infer from

(4.15) that
d

dt
|w(t)|2 > mδ|w(t)| > c0|w(t)|

at any point t where |w(t)| > R0. Therefore the assertion (1) holds.
Assume R > R0 and let λ < λ∗. Take an η > 0 such that ηR2 < mδs0/4.

Then for each λ ∈ [λ∗ − η, λ∗), if w(t) is a solution of (4.8) in B2[R0, R], we
conclude from (4.15) that

d

dt
|w(t)|2 > −2|λ− λ∗|R

2 +mδ|w(t)|

> c0|w(t)|+
(
c0|w(t)| − 2ηR2

)

> c0|w(t)|+
(
c0s0 − 2ηR2

)
> c0|w(t)|,

which justifies the second assertion (2).
Finally, we verify that the assertion (3) holds. Take a sequence Rm >

R0 (m = 1, 2, · · · ) such that R0 < R1 < R2 < · · · < Rm < · · · and Rm → ∞
as m→ ∞. Then for each fixed m, we conclude from assertion (2) that there
exists a sequence ηm > 0 (m = 1, 2, · · · ) with

η1 > η2 > · · · > ηm > · · · , ηm → 0 (m→ ∞),
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such that if λ ∈ [λ∗ − ηm, λ∗), (4.9) holds for any solution w(t) of (4.8) in
B2[R0, Rm]. Furthermore, by the choice of ηm and (4.9), we deduce that if
λ ∈ [λ∗ − ηm, λ∗), the set B2[Rm,∞] is positively invariant for the semiflow φ
generated by (4.8).

On the other hand, let λ < λ∗. As the norm ‖ · ‖L1(RN ) of L
1(RN) and that

of X = L2(RN) are equivalent in Y 2, one has

(
f̃(w + ξλ(w)), w

)
=

∫

RN

f(x, w + ξλ(w))wdx 6 f∞‖w‖L1(RN ) 6 C1|w|

6
λ∗ − λ

2
|w|2 +

1

2(λ∗ − λ)
C2

1 , (4.16)

where C1 > 0 depends on f∞. Combining (4.11) and (4.16), it yields

d

dt
|w(t)|2 6 (λ− λ∗)|w|

2 +
C2

1

λ∗ − λ
.

Hence it follows from the Gronwall’s inequality that

|w(t)|2 6 e−(λ∗−λ)t|w(0)|2 +
(
1− e−(λ∗−λ)t

) C2
1

(λ∗ − λ)2
, t > 0. (4.17)

Set

Rλ =
C1

λ∗ − λ
.

Then one can deduce from (4.17) that the set {w ∈ Y 2, |w| 6 Rλ} is positively
invariant for φ.

Recalling that ηm → 0 as m→ ∞, one can deduce that

[λ∗ − η1, λ∗) =
⋃

m>1

[λ∗ − ηm, λ∗ − ηm+1).

We pick θ1 = η1. Then for each λ ∈ [λ∗−θ1, λ∗), there exists some m > 1 such
that λ ∈ [λ∗ − ηm, λ∗ − ηm+1). It is easy to see that

Rm → ∞ as λ→ λ−∗ .

Hence if we choose rλ = Rm, then one can conclude from the above argument
that B2[rλ, Rλ] is the desired positively invariant set of the semiflow φ for
λ ∈ [λ∗ − θ1, λ∗). The proof of this lemma is complete.

4.3 dynamic bifurcation from infinity

Now we study the bifurcation from infinity of (4.2)-(4.3) near λ∗.
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Definition 4.1. [15] We say that the system (4.2)-(4.3) bifurcates from infin-
ity at λ = λ∗ (or, (∞, λ∗) is a bifurcation point), if for every ε > 0, there exist
λ ∈ R with |λ− λ∗| < ε and a bounded full solution uλ = uλ(t) of (4.2)-(4.3)
such that

‖uλ‖∞ > 1/ε,

where ‖uλ‖∞ = supt∈R ‖uλ(t)‖.

Let U ⊂ Y 2 and denote K∞(φλ, U) the union of all bounded full orbits in
U . For simplicity, if U = Y 2, we write K∞(φλ, Y

2) = K∞(φλ). Given a set
K ⊂ Y 2 × J and λ ∈ J , write

K[λ] = {x : (x, λ) ∈ Y 2 × J}.

K[λ] is called the λ-section of K.

In the following we first give a result on bifurcations from infinity of the
reduced system (4.8).

Theorem 4.2. Let the assumptions (A1)-(A3) and (F) hold true, and λ∗ ∈
σp. Then (∞, λ∗) is a bifurcation point of (4.8). Specifically, there exist a
sequence λn with λn → λ∗ (n → ∞) and a bounded full solution un = uλn

(t)
of (4.8) such that

‖un‖∞ → ∞, as n→ ∞.

Moreover, there exists a neighborhood Λ of λ∗ such that for each λ ∈ Λ \ {λ∗},
(4.8) has a bounded full solution vλ, which remains bounded on Λ.

Proof. Consider the system

wt + A2w = P2f̃(w + ξλ(w)), w ∈ Y 2, (4.18)

where A2 = P2Aλ = P2(A − λI), λ ∈ J = (λ∗ −
β
4
, λ∗ +

β
4
). Let us study the

following linear equation
dw

dt
+ A2w = 0. (4.19)

Pick two numbers ε1, ε2 with ε1 ∈ (λ∗−
β
4
, λ∗) and ε2 ∈ (λ∗, λ∗+

β
4
), respectively.

Then if λ = ε1, ε2, the trivial solution {0} is an isolated invariant set for
the semiflow ψλ generated by equation (4.19) in Y 2. By [24] (see Chapter I,
Corollary 11.2) we know that there is a positive integer p such that

h(ψε1 , {0}) = Σ0, h(ψε2 , {0}) = Σp. (4.20)

(p is actually the algebraic multiplicity of the eigenvalue λ∗ of A2.)
Now we consider the nonlinear equation

dw

dt
+ A2w − νP2f̃(w + ξλ(w)) = 0, (4.21)
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where ν ∈ [0, 1] is the homotopy parameter. By appropriately modifying the
argument in the proof of [24, Chapter II, Theorem 5.1] (see also the proof
of [33, Theorem 3.2]), one can verify that for each ε > 0 with

ε1 < λ∗ − ε < λ∗ + ε < ε2,

there exists Rε > 0 such that if uλ(t) is a bounded full solution of (4.21) for
λ ∈ [ε1, λ∗ − ε] ∪ [λ∗ + ε, ε2] and ν ∈ [0, 1], then

‖uλ‖∞ < Rε. (4.22)

Denote ψν
λ the semiflow generated by the equation (4.21). By the continuation

property of the Conley index, we deduce that

h (φλ, K∞(φλ)) = h (ψ1
λ, K∞(ψ1

λ))

= h (ψ0
λ, K∞(ψ0

λ)) = h(ψε1 , {0}) = Σ0
(4.23)

for λ ∈ [ε1, λ∗ − ε] and

h (φλ, K∞(φλ)) = h (ψ1
λ, K∞(ψ1

λ))

= h (ψ0
λ, K∞(ψ0

λ)) = h(ψε2 , {0}) = Σp
(4.24)

for λ ∈ [λ∗ + ε, ε2]. Moreover, we infer from (4.22) that for the ε > 0,

K∞(φλ)[λ] ⊂ BY 2(Rε), λ ∈ [ε1, λ∗ − ε] ∪ [λ∗ + ε, ε2],

where BY 2(Rε) denotes a ball in Y 2 centered at 0 with radius Rε. Hence, we
conclude from [15, Theorem 3.5] that there is a sequence λn → λ∗(n → ∞)
and a sequence of bounded full solutions un = uλn

(t) of (4.8) for λ = λn such
that

‖un‖∞ → ∞, n→ ∞. (4.25)

On the other hand, we infer from Lemma 4.2 that there are R0, c0 > 0 such
that for each λ ∈ [λ∗, λ∗ +

1
4
β), if w(t) is a bounded full solution of (4.8) in

B2[R0,∞], then (4.9) holds true. Therefore

K∞(φλ) ⊂ B2[0, R0], λ ∈ [λ∗, λ∗ +
1

4
β). (4.26)

Since ε1 ∈ (λ∗ −
β
4
, λ∗), ε2 ∈ (λ∗, λ∗ +

β
4
) and ε can be arbitrary, we deduce

from (4.23) and (4.24) that

h(φλ, K∞(φλ)) =

{
Σ0, λ ∈ (λ∗ −

β
4
, λ∗);

Σp, λ ∈ (λ∗, λ∗ +
β
4
).

(4.27)

Thus it follows from (4.26) that

h(φλ∗
, K∞(φλ∗

)) = Σp.

24



Now we pick a bounded isolating neighborhood N of K∞(φλ∗
). Then there

exists δ > 0 such that N is an isolating neighborhood of φλ for λ ∈ [λ∗−δ, λ∗+
δ]. Thus

h(φλ, Kλ) = Σp, λ ∈ [λ∗ − δ, λ∗ + δ].

where Kλ = K∞(φλ, N). Choose a full solution vλ in Kλ and write Λ =
[λ∗ − δ, λ∗ + δ]. Then ‖vλ‖∞ remains bounded on Λ.

By virtue of Lemma 4.2, we can present our dynamic bifurcation results
from infinity for the system (4.2)-(4.3).

Theorem 4.3. Let the assumptions (A1)-(A3) hold. Assume the Lipschitz
constant Lf of f satisfies (F). Then there exists θ1 ∈ (0, 1

4
β) such that for each

λ ∈ Λ1 := [λ∗ − θ1, λ∗), the system Φλ has a compact invariant set S∞
λ , which

takes the shape of (m− 1)-dimensional topological sphere Sm−1, and

lim
λ→λ−

∗

min{‖w‖ : w ∈ S∞
λ } = ∞. (4.28)

Moreover, there exists a two-sided neighborhood Λ of λ∗ such that for each
λ ∈ Λ, Φλ has a compact invariant set Kλ, which remains bounded on Λ.

Proof. Let θ1 be given in Lemma 4.2. By virtue of Lemma 4.2 (3), we see that
for each λ ∈ Λ1, the semiflow φλ generated by (4.8) has a positively invariant
set Bλ := B2[rλ, Rλ]. Note that Y2 is finite dimensional. Then one can conclude
from the attractor theory (see e.g., [6, 31]) that the set

A∞
λ =

⋂

s>0

⋃

t>s

φλ(t)Bλ

is a global attractor of the semiflow φλ restricted on Bλ.
By the basic knowledge on algebraic topology, it can be easily seen that

Bλ has the homotopy type of an (m−1)-dimensional topological sphere. Thus
Bλ enjoys the same shape of Sm−1. Thanks to the shape theory of attractors
(see [13, Theorem 3.6] or [25, 34]), we conclude that A∞

λ ⊂ Bλ has the shape
of Sm−1.

Set
S∞
λ = {w + ξλ(w) : w ∈ A∞

λ }.

Then S∞
λ ⊂ Mλ is a compact invariant set of the system Φλ generated by

(4.2)-(4.3), which takes the shape of an (m − 1)-dimensional sphere. By the
construction of Bλ, we see that rλ, Rλ → ∞ as λ → λ−∗ , from which one can
conclude that (4.28) holds true.

Let Λ be obtained in Theorem 4.2. Then we infer from the proof of Theorem
4.2 that for each λ ∈ Λ, φλ has a compact invariant set Kλ, which remains
bounded on Λ. Similarly, set

Kλ = {w + ξλ(w) : w ∈ Kλ}.
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Clearly, Kλ is the desired compact invariant set of Φλ for λ ∈ Λ. The proof of
the theorem is complete.

As a consequence of Theorem 4.3, we can obtain our main results on bifur-
cations from infinity and multiplicity of the Schrödinger equation (1.1).

Theorem 4.4. Let the assumptions (A1)-(A3) hold and λ∗ ∈ σp. Assume
the Lipschitz constant Lf of f satisfies (F). Then there exists θ ∈ (0, 1

4
β) such

that for each λ ∈ Λ2 := [λ∗−θ, λ∗), the Schrödinger equation (1.1) has at least
three distinct nontrival solutions e1λ, e

2
λ, e

3
λ with

‖eiλ‖ → ∞, as λ→ λ−∗ , i = 1, 2,

whereas e3λ remains bounded on Λ2.

Proof. Let θ1 and Λ be given in Theorem 4.3. Pick a positive number θ such
that θ < min{θ1, δ}, where δ > 0 is chosen in the proof of Theorem 4.2. By
virtue of Theorem 4.3, we deduce that for each λ ∈ [λ∗ − θ, λ∗), the system
Φλ has a compact invariant set S∞

λ . In what follows we show that S∞
λ has at

least two distinct nontrivial stationary solutions e1λ and e2λ, which are actually
the solutions of (1.1).

Observing that S∞
λ has the shape of Sm−1 and m > 1, we deduce that S∞

λ

has at least two distinct points u and v. If u and v are equilibria, then the
result holds true. Now we suppose that u is not an equilibrium. Then there
exists a full solution γ = γ(t) of Φλ in S∞

λ such that γ(0) = u. Since Φλ is a
gradient system, we conclude that

ω(γ) ∩ ω∗(γ) = ∅.

Noticing that ω(γ) and ω∗(γ) consist of equilibrium points, one can see that
Φλ has two distinct equilibria in S∞

λ . Recalling that S∞
λ satisfies (4.28), we

conclude that the equation (1.1) has two distinct nontrivial solutions e1λ and
e2λ with

‖eiλ‖ → ∞, as λ→ λ−∗ , i = 1, 2.

Theorem 4.3 also asserts that for each λ ∈ Λ = [λ∗ − δ, λ∗ + δ], the system Φλ

has a compact invariant set Kλ, which remains bounded on Λ. Thus Φλ has at
least one equilibrium e3λ in Kλ. Therefore e

3
λ is the solution of the Schrödinger

equation (1.1) fulfilling the requirements of the theorem for λ ∈ Λ2. The proof
of the theorem is complete.

Remark 4.2. The “dual” version of all our results holds true if, instead of
(1.2), we assume that (1.5) is fulfilled.
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