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ON CRITICAL DOUBLE PHASE PROBLEMS IN R
N INVOLVING VARIABLE

EXPONENTS

HOANG HAI HA AND KY HO

Abstract. We establish a Lions-type concentration-compactness principle and its variant at infinity
for Musielak-Orlicz-Sobolev spaces associated with a double phase operator with variable exponents.
Based on these principles, we demonstrate the existence and concentration of solutions for a class of
critical double phase equations of Schrödinger type in R

N involving variable exponents with various
types of potentials. Our growth condition is more appropriately suited compared to the existing
works.

1. Introduction

Given N ≥ 2, this paper is concerned with problems in R
N associated with a double phase operator

with variable exponents given by

− divA(x,∇u) + V (x)A(x, u), (1.1)

where A : RN × R
N → R

N , A : RN × R → R are defined as

A(x, ξ) := |ξ|p(x)−2ξ + a(x)|ξ|q(x)−2ξ, A(x, t) := |t|p(x)−2t+ a(x)|t|q(x)−2t, (1.2)

with a, p, q ∈ C0,1(RN ) such that a(·) ≥ 0, 1 < p(·) < q(·) < N , and 0 ≤ V (·) ∈ L1
loc(R

N ).
The main characteristic of the operator given in (1.1) is that its behavior switches continuously

between two sets {x ∈ R
N : a(x) = 0} and {x ∈ R

N : a(x) > 0}. This is the reason why it is called
double phase.

In the past decades, there has been a growing interest in studying problems related to the double
phase operator

div
(
|∇u|p−2∇u + a(x)|∇u|q−2∇u

)
(1.3)

and the associated energy integral

I(u) =

∫

Ω

(
|∇u|p

p
+ a(x)

|∇u|q

q

)
dx, (1.4)

where Ω is a domain in R
N . The functional I in (1.4) was originally introduced by Zhikov [60–62]

in the setting of homogenization of strongly anisotropic materials. The differential operator and the
energy functional given in (1.3) and (1.4), respectively, appear in several physical applications, for
instance, in transonic flows [3], quantum physic [6], reaction-diffusion systems [12] and non-Newtonian
fluid [44].

The functional I belongs to a class of integral functionals with an integrand f satisfying a non-
standard growth condition

C1|ξ|
p ≤ f(x, ξ) ≤ C2(1 + |ξ|q) for a.a. x ∈ Ω and for all ξ ∈ R

N ,

introduced by Marcellini in [47]. The regularity of local minimizers for such energy functionals has
garnered significant interest from many authors, see e.g., [10,15,16,19,26,55] and the references therein.

Lately, there have been a number of studies focusing on the existence results of elliptic problems
governed by the operator (1.3) when Ω is a bounded Lipschitz domain. We refer to [13, 23, 24, 29,
30, 43, 54] for some recent results on this topic. Very recently, Crespo-Blanco et al. [17] studied
problems involving the operator divA(x,∇u) in a bounded Lipschitz domain Ω. Based on results
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obtained in [21, 48], they explored the fundamental properties of the Musielak-Orlicz spaces LH(Ω)
and Musielak-Orlicz-Sobolev spaces W 1,H(Ω), where

H(x, t) := tp(x) + a(x)tq(x) for (x, t) ∈ Ω× [0,∞).

Some followed up papers studying the double phase problems with variable exponents in a bounded
domain can be referred to [33,38–40,50,56] and the references therein. On the contrast, existence results
for double phase problems in unbounded domains have been less discussed, even for the constant case of
exponents. To date, as far as we aware, publications on this topic have been limited to some references,
see [1,31,32,45,46,51]. It is likely due to the lack of compactness arising in connection with variational
methods. Motivated by the gap research on unbounded domains, in this paper we study problems in
R

N that involve the operator given in (1.1). We believe that our work is a significant contribution to
this research direction.

It is noteworthy that problems considered in most of existing works involve reaction terms whose

growth does not surpass the threshold p∗(·) (here and in the sequel, h∗(·) := Nh(·)
N−h(·) for h(·) < N).

In [1], the authors dealt with a nonlinearity including an arbitrary growth term of the form −|u|r(x)−2u,
but this negative term was actually treated as a component of the main operator. With a growth not
exceeding p∗(·), one easily obtains necessary embeddings in connection with variational methods since
W 1,H(Ω) →֒ W 1,p(·)(Ω) →֒ Lp∗(·)(Ω) (see Section 2 for the details). Nevertheless, |t|p

∗(x) obviously
does not capture the behavior for the critical term of Sobolev-type embedding on W 1,H(Ω), which
continuously switches order between p∗(·) and q∗(·). In fact, the general definition of the Sobolev
conjugate function of H is given implicitly, see [17], but it is a challenge to set up results on Sobolev
spaces with this implicit form. Therefore, Ho-Winkert [38] proposed the function

G∗(x, t) := tp
∗(x) + a(x)

q∗(x)
q(x) tq

∗(x) for (x, t) ∈ Ω× [0,∞),

as a critical term that captures the behavior of the Sobolev conjugate function of H, and showed that

W 1,H(Ω) →֒ LG∗

(Ω), (1.5)

when Ω is a bounded domain. Furthermore, they also discussed the optimality of G∗ among those

Ψ of the form Ψ(x, t) = |t|r(x) + a(x)
s(x)
q(x) |t|s(x) such that W 1,H(Ω) →֒ LΨ(Ω). With the aid of the

critical embeding (1.5), in our recent work [33], we established multiplicity results for a class of double
phase problems featuring the critical term G∗ in a bounded domain subject to the Dirichlet boundary
condition. Independently, a similar critical growth for double phase problems with constant exponents
was considered in [14]. These works seem to be the only existence results for double phase problems
with growths surpassing p∗(·). Once again, we emphasize that results in [14, 33] were obtained for
problems in a bounded domain. If one wants to develop such results for critical double phase problems
in unbounded domains, particularly using variational methods, it would be important to set up the
embedding (1.5) for an arbitrary domain. For this reason, our first objective in this paper is to prove
(1.5) for an open domain in R

N and then explore function spaces associated with the double phase
operator given in (1.1). This setting will enable us to study double phase problems in R

N not only
with a wider range of nonlinearities but also with a more appropriately suited critical term to the main
operator.

Critical problems are originated in geometry and physics, and the most notorious example is Yam-
abe’s problem [2]. The lack of compactness arising in connection with the variational approach due
to the unboundedness of RN and the critical term makes the critical problems in R

N delicate and in-
teresting. In order to address such problems with constant exponents, the concentration-compactness
principle (abbreviated by CCP) by Lions [42] and its variant introduced in [11] have been used as
a very effective tool. Using these CCPs, one can demonstrate the precompactness of Palais-Smale
sequences, a crucial step in proving existence results via variational methods. These CCPs have been
extended to the several types of Sobolev spaces in order to address problems involving an extension
of the p-Laplacian and critical growth, see e.g., [7, 8, 27, 35, 49]. A Lions-type CCP for W 1,H(Ω) with
a bounded Lipschitz domain Ω, in connection with the critical embedding (1.5), was established by us
in [33]. Motivated by this, our second objective in this paper is to establish a Lions-type CCP and its
variant at infinity for Musielak-Orlicz-Sobolev spaces associated with the double phase operator given
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in (1.1). This will be instrumental in handling double phase problems involving critical growths in the
entire space R

N in the future.

Upon acquiring these CCPs, we employ them to investigate the existence and concentration of
solutions to equations of Schrödinger-type involving the double phase operator (1.1) and a critical
growth, which is our last main objective in this paper. Precisely, let us consider critical double phase
equations of Schrödinger-type as follows:

− divA(x,∇u) + λV (x)A(x, u) = f(x, u) + θB(x, u) in R
N , (1.6)

where f(x, u) exhibits a subcritical growth while B(x, u) is a generalization of the critical term

c1|u|p
∗(x)−2u+ c2a(x)

q∗(x)
q(x) |u|q

∗(x)−2u, with c1 > 0, c2 ≥ 0, and λ, θ are positive real parameters.

Equations of Schrödinger-type have long been an interest research direction to mathematicians due
to their profound applications in the quantum physic. The class of equations related to problem
(1.6) can be seen as an extension. Our first question is regarding the existence result. In compar-
ison to aforementioned double phase papers in R

N , which only dealt with a potential V satisfying
infx∈RN V (x) > 0, our novelty is that we can handle problems with V holding infx∈RN V (x) = 0 . Our
second question is about a phenomena called solution concentration of problem (1.6). Our interest
stems from the work [4] by Bartsch et al. and the followed up papers it inspired, see e.g., [52,53,58,59]
and the references therein. Specifically, in [52] the authors considered the following model:

−

(
a

∫

RN

|∇u|2 dx+ b

)
∆u+ λV (x)u = f(x, u) in R

N , (1.7)

where a, b > 0, and 0 ≤ V (·) ∈ C(RN ) satisfies the following conditions:

(i) there exists K0 > 0 such that the set
{
x ∈ R

N : V (x) < K0

}
is nonempty and has finite

measure;
(ii) ΩV := int{V −1(0)} is a nonempty bounded smooth domain, and ΩV = V −1(0).

They showed that under some suitable conditions of f , when λ→ ∞, equation (1.7) has a sequence of
weak solutions {uλn}n∈N such that uλn → ū in Lr(RN ) for every r ∈ [2, 2∗), where ū is a weak solution
of the limit problem {

−
(
a
∫
RN |∇ū|2 dx+ b

)
∆ū = f(x, ū) in ΩV ,

ū = 0 on ∂ΩV .

This phenomena, known as the concentration of solutions near the bottom of the potential well, has
attracted the great attention from both mathematicians and physicists recently. We stress that all of
the referenced papers focused on problems governed by the Laplace operator. This raises a natural
question whether the concentration phenomena still holds for classes of equations controlled by another
type of operators in general or the double phase operator in particular. Finally, it is worth pointing
out that we aim to deal with a wider class of potentials compared to the referred papers on the
concentration, that is our potential may be a constant.

We organize the paper as follows. In Section 2, we explore the Musielak-Orlicz-Sobolev spaces,
which play as the solution space for problem (1.6). The critical embedding (Theorem 2.7) is the main
result of this section. In Section 3, we establish two CCPs (Theorems 3.1 and 3.2) that extend the
CCPs in [42] and [11] to the aformentioned solution spaces. Section 4 is devoted to results concerning
the existence and concentration of solutions to problem (1.6) (Theorems 4.1 and 4.2).

Notation. There are some notations that are used frequently throughout the paper, and for the
reader’s convenience, we make a list below:

• Ω represents an open domain in R
N , Ωc means the complement of Ω in R

N .
• m− := infx∈Ωm(x) and m+ := supx∈Ωm(x) for m ∈ C

(
Ω
)
.

• C+(Ω) :=
{
m ∈ C

(
Ω
)
: 1 < m− ≤ m+ <∞

}
.

• r′(·) := r(·)
r(·)−1 for r ∈ C+(Ω).

• For f, g ∈ C(Ω), we write f(·) ≪ g(·) if inf
x∈Ω

(g − f)(x) > 0.

• M(Ω) denotes the space of all Lebesgue measurable functions u : Ω → R.
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• For a measurable subset E ⊂ R
N , |E| stands for the Lebesgue measure of E.

• X →֒ Y indicates that the spaceX is embedded continuously into the space Y , whileX →֒→֒ Y

means that X is embedded compactly into Y .
• X∗ and 〈·, ·〉 respectively denote the dual space of a normed space X and the duality pairing
between X∗ and X .

• un → u (resp., un ⇀ u, un
∗
⇀ u) in X means un converges to u strongly (resp., weakly,

weakly-∗) in a normed space X as n→ ∞.
• Bǫ(x) denotes a ball in R

N centered at x with radius ǫ; if x is the origin, we write shortly Bǫ.
• The letters C, Ci stand for generic positive constants that may be different through lines and
depend only on the data.

2. Variable exponent spaces

In this section, we provide some properties of the function spaces essential to our approach. Through-
out this section, let Ω be an open domain in R

N with the cone property.

2.1. Variable exponent Lebesgue spaces.

Let z ∈ C+(Ω) and µ be a σ-finite and complete measure in Ω. We define the variable exponent

Lebesgue space L
z(·)
µ (Ω) as

Lz(·)
µ (Ω) :=

{
u : Ω → R is µ-measurable,

∫

Ω

|u(x)|z(x) dµ <∞

}
,

endowed with the Luxemburg norm

‖u‖
L

z(·)
µ (Ω)

:= inf

{
λ > 0 :

∫

Ω

∣∣∣u(x)
λ

∣∣∣
z(x)

dµ ≤ 1

}
.

Then, L
z(·)
µ (Ω) is a separable and uniformly convex Banach space (see [18]). When µ is the Lebesgue

measure, we write Lz(·)(Ω) and ‖ · ‖Lz(·)(Ω) in place of L
z(·)
µ (Ω) and ‖ · ‖

L
z(·)
µ (Ω)

, respectively.

Proposition 2.1 ( [18]). For any u ∈ L
z(·)
µ (Ω) and v ∈ L

z′(·)
µ (Ω), the following Hölder-type inequality

holds ∣∣∣∣
∫

Ω

uv dµ

∣∣∣∣ ≤ 2‖u‖
L

z(·)
µ (Ω)

‖v‖
L

z′(·)
µ (Ω)

.

Proposition 2.2 ( [18]). Let u ∈ L
z(·)
µ (Ω) and denote ρ(u) =

∫
Ω
|u(x)|z(x) dµ. It holds that

(i) ‖u‖
L

z(·)
µ (Ω)

< 1 (resp. > 1,= 1) if and only if ρ(u) < 1 (resp. > 1,= 1);

(ii) if ‖u‖
L

z(·)
µ (Ω)

> 1, then ‖u‖z
−

L
z(·)
µ (Ω)

≤ ρ(u) ≤ ‖u‖z
+

L
z(·)
µ (Ω)

;

(iii) if ‖u‖
L

z(·)
µ (Ω)

< 1, then ‖u‖z
+

L
z(·)
µ (Ω)

≤ ρ(u) ≤ ‖u‖z
−

L
z(·)
µ (Ω)

.

Consequently,

‖u‖z
−

L
z(·)
µ (Ω)

− 1 ≤ ρ(u) ≤ ‖u‖z
+

L
z(·)
µ (Ω)

+ 1, ∀u ∈ Lz(·)
µ (Ω).

In the next sections, we will frequently make use of the following elementary inequalities involving
variable exponents:

|ab| ≤
1

r(x)
ε|a|r(x) +

r(x) − 1

r(x)
ε
− 1

r(x)−1 |b|
r(x)

r(x)−1 ≤ ε|a|r(x) +
(
1 + ε

− 1

r−−1

)
|b|

r(x)
r(x)−1 (2.1)

and

|a+ b|r(x) ≤ (1 + ε)|a|r(x) +

(
1 +

1

(1 + ε)
1

r− − 1

)r+

|b|r(x) (2.2)

for all a, b ∈ R, ε > 0, x ∈ Ω, and r ∈ C+(Ω).
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2.2. A class of Musielak-Orlicz-Sobolev spaces.

Define Ψ : Ω× [0,∞) → [0,∞) as

Ψ(x, t) := w1(x)t
α(x) + w2(x)t

β(x) for (x, t) ∈ Ω× [0,∞), (2.3)

where α, β ∈ C+(Ω) with α(·) < β(·), 0 < w1(·) ∈ L1(Ω) ∪ L∞(Ω) and 0 ≤ w2(·) ∈ L1(Ω) ∪ L∞(Ω).
Define the modular ρΨ associated with Ψ as

ρΨ(u) :=

∫

Ω

Ψ(x, |u(x)|) dx.

The corresponding Musielak-Orlicz space LΨ(Ω) is defined as

LΨ(Ω) := {u ∈M(Ω) : ρΨ(u) <∞} ,

endowed with the norm

‖u‖Ψ := inf
{
τ > 0 : ρΨ

(u
τ

)
≤ 1
}
.

Then, LΨ(Ω) is a separable, uniformly convex and reflexive Banach space (see [34, Theorems 3.3.7,
3.5.2 and 3.6.6]). Moreover, the following relation between the modular ρΨ and the norm ‖ · ‖Ψ can
be easily obtained in the same manner as [17, Proof of Proposition 2.13].

Proposition 2.3. Let u, un ∈ LΨ(Ω) (n ∈ N). Then, the following assertions hold:

(i) if u 6= 0, then ‖u‖Ψ = λ if and only if ρΨ(
u
λ) = 1;

(ii) ‖u‖Ψ < 1 (resp.> 1, = 1) if and only if ρΨ(u) < 1 (resp.> 1, = 1);

(iii) if ‖u‖Ψ < 1, then ‖u‖β
+

Ψ 6 ρΨ(u) 6 ‖u‖α
−

Ψ ;

(iv) if ‖u‖Ψ > 1, then ‖u‖α
−

Ψ 6 ρΨ(u) 6 ‖u‖β
+

Ψ ;
(v) ‖un‖Ψ → 0 as n→ ∞ if and only if ρΨ(un) → 0 as n→ ∞.

Corollary 2.4. For r, s ∈ C(Ω) satisfying 0 < r(·) ≪ α(·) and 0 < s(·) ≪ β(·), one has
∥∥∥w

r
α
1 |u|r

∥∥∥
L

α(·)
r(·) (Ω)

≤ 1 + ‖u‖r
+

Ψ and
∥∥∥w

s
β

2 |u|s
∥∥∥
L

β(·)
s(·) (Ω)

≤ 1 + ‖u‖s
+

Ψ , ∀u ∈ LΨ(Ω).

Proof. Let u ∈ LΨ(Ω) and set λ :=
∥∥∥w

r
α
1 |u|r

∥∥∥
L

α(·)
r(·) (Ω)

. If λ > 1, then by Proposition 2.3 one has

1 =

∫

Ω

∣∣∣∣∣
w1(x)

r(x)
α(x) |u|r(x)

λ

∣∣∣∣∣

α(x)
r(x)

dx ≤

∫

Ω

w1(x)

∣∣∣∣
u

λ
1

r+

∣∣∣∣
α(x)

dx ≤ ρΨ

(
u

λ
1

r+

)
.

By Proposition 2.3 again, one has λ
1

r+ ≤ ‖u‖Ψ. Thus, we obtain
∥∥∥w

r
α
1 |u|r

∥∥∥
L

α(·)
r(·) (Ω)

≤ 1 + ‖u‖r
+

Ψ , ∀u ∈ LΨ(Ω).

The remaining inequality is proved in the same fashion. �

We have the following extension of the Brezis-Lieb Lemma to the Musielak-Orlicz spaces LΨ(Ω).

Lemma 2.5. Let {fn}n∈N be a bounded sequence in LΨ(Ω) and fn(x) → f(x) for a.a. x ∈ Ω. Then
f ∈ LΨ(Ω) and

lim
n→∞

∫

Ω

∣∣∣Ψ(x, |fn|)−Ψ(x, |fn − f |)−Ψ(x, |f |)
∣∣∣ dx = 0. (2.4)

Proof. We have f ∈ LΨ(Ω) by Fatou’s lemma. To show (2.4), it suffices to prove that

lim
n→∞

∫

Ω

∣∣∣w1|fn|
α(x) − w1|fn − f |α(x) − w1|f |

α(x)
∣∣∣dx = 0

and

lim
n→∞

∫

Ω

∣∣∣w2|fn|
β(x) − w2|fn − f |β(x) − w2|f |

β(x)
∣∣∣ dx = 0.

The proof of these limits follows the lines of [57, Proof of Lemma 1.32], so we omit it. �
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The Musielak-Orlicz-Sobolev space W 1,Ψ(Ω) is defined as

W 1,Ψ(Ω) :=
{
u ∈ LΨ(Ω) : |∇u| ∈ LΨ(Ω)

}
,

endowed with the norm

‖u‖W 1,Ψ(Ω) := inf
{
τ > 0 : ρ̂Ψ

(u
τ

)
≤ 1
}
,

where ρ̂Ψ :W 1,Ψ(Ω) → R is the modular defined as

ρ̂Ψ(u) :=

∫

Ω

[
Ψ(x, |∇u|) + Ψ(x, |u|)

]
dx.

The space W 1,Ψ
0 (Ω) is defined as the closure of C∞

c (Ω) in W 1,Ψ(Ω). Then, W 1,Ψ(Ω) and W 1,Ψ
0 (Ω) are

separable, uniformly convex and reflexive Banach spaces (see [34, Theorem 6.1.4]). Note that when

Ψ(x, t) = tα(x), the spaces W 1,Ψ(Ω) and W 1,Ψ
0 (Ω) become the well-studied generalized Sobolev spaces

W 1,α(·)(Ω) and W
1,α(·)
0 (Ω), respectively (see [18, 20, 22]).

The next proposition gives the relation between the modular ρ̂Ψ and the norm ‖ · ‖W 1,Ψ(Ω). We also
omit the proof since it is similar to that of [17, Proposition 2.14].

Proposition 2.6. For any u ∈W 1,Ψ(Ω), we have

(i) if u 6= 0, then ‖u‖W 1,Ψ(Ω) = λ if and only if ρ̂Ψ(
u
λ) = 1;

(ii) ‖u‖W 1,Ψ(Ω) < 1 (resp.= 1, > 1) if and only if ρ̂Ψ(u) < 1 (resp.= 1, > 1);

(iii) if ‖u‖W 1,Ψ(Ω) < 1, then ‖u‖β
+

W 1,Ψ(Ω)
≤ ρ̂Ψ(u) ≤ ‖u‖α

−

W 1,Ψ(Ω);

(iv) if ‖u‖W 1,Ψ(Ω) > 1, then ‖u‖α
−

W 1,Ψ(Ω) ≤ ρ̂Ψ(u) ≤ ‖u‖β
+

W 1,Ψ(Ω)
.

Next, we present a general domain version of the critical embedding for Musielak-Orlicz-Sobolev
spaces associated with double phase functions established in [38].

For (x, t) ∈ Ω× [0,∞), define

H(x, t) := tp(x) + a(x)tq(x) (2.5)

and

G∗(x, t) := tp
∗(x) + a(x)

q∗(x)
q(x) tq

∗(x). (2.6)

We make the following assumptions.

(A) N ≥ 2, p, q ∈ C+(Ω) ∩ C0,1(Ω), p(x) < q(x) < N for all x ∈ Ω, q(·) ≪ p(·)
N + 1

N
, 0 ≤ a(·) ∈

L∞(Ω) ∩ C0,1(Ω).

Note that the conditions on exponents p, q in (A) imply

q(·) ≪ p∗(·) (2.7)

and
Nq(·)

N − q(·) + 1
≪ p∗(·). (2.8)

Theorem 2.7. Let (A) be satisfied. Then the following embedding holds

W 1,H(Ω) →֒ LG∗

(Ω).

Proof. We follow the idea of [20, Lemma 2.1]. Throughout this proof, with the data given by (A) we
denote by Ci (resp. Ci(t0)) a positive constant depending only on the data (resp. the data and t0).

Clearly, the conclusion follows if we can show that

∫

Ω

G∗(x, |u|) dx ≤ C1

[∫

Ω

H(x, |∇u|) dx +

∫

Ω

H(x, |u|) dx + 1

](q∗)+
, ∀u ∈W 1,H(Ω). (2.9)

We will prove (2.9) by showing the following claims.

Claim 1: (2.9) holds for all u ∈W 1,H
c (Ω) ∩ L∞(Ω), where

W 1,H
c (Ω) :=

{
u ∈W 1,H(Ω) : supp(u) is compact

}
.
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To this end, let u ∈
(
W 1,H

c (Ω) ∩ L∞(Ω)
)
\ {0}, and by using |u| if necessary, we may assume that

u(·) ≥ 0. We will obtain (2.9) by making use of the classical inequality:

‖v‖
L

N
N−1 (Ω)

≤ C2

∫

Ω

(
|∇v|+ |v|

)
dx, ∀v ∈W 1,1(Ω). (2.10)

Set

β := ‖u‖G∗ and f(x) :=

[
G∗

(
x,
u(x)

β

)]N−1
N

for a.a. x ∈ Ω.

Then it follows from Proposition 2.3 that
∫

Ω

[f(x)]
N

N−1 dx =

∫

Ω

G∗

(
x,
u(x)

β

)
dx = 1. (2.11)

Next, we verify that f ∈ W 1,1(Ω). It is clear that

f = |∇f | = 0 a.e. in {x ∈ Ω : u(x) = 0}. (2.12)

Set Ω+ := {x ∈ Ω : u(x) > 0}. Then, it holds that

|∇f(x)| ≤
N − 1

N

(
G∗

(
x,
u(x)

β

))− 1
N



∣∣∣∣∣∣

∂G∗
(
x,

u(x)
β

)

∂t

∣∣∣∣∣∣

∣∣∣∣
∇u

β

∣∣∣∣+
N∑

i=1

∣∣∣∣∣∣

∂G∗
(
x,

u(x)
β

)

∂xi

∣∣∣∣∣∣




≤
C3

β
I1(x) + C3I2(x) for a.a. x ∈ Ω+, (2.13)

where

I1(x) :=

(
G∗

(
x,
u(x)

β

))− 1
N ∂G∗

(
x,

u(x)
β

)

∂t
|∇u|

and

I2(x) :=

(
G∗

(
x,
u(x)

β

))− 1
N

N∑

i=1

∣∣∣∣∣∣

∂G∗
(
x,

u(x)
β

)

∂xi

∣∣∣∣∣∣
.

We estimate I1(·) and I2(·) as follows. By direct computations, it holds that
∣∣∣∣
∂G∗(x, t)

∂t

∣∣∣∣ ≤ C4
G∗(x, t)

t
, (2.14)

ℓ(x)
N − 1

N
=

ℓ(x)

q′(x)
+

1

q(x)
with ℓ(x) :=

q∗(x)

q(x)
, (2.15)

(
p∗(x)

N − 1

N
− 1

)
p′(x) = p∗(x), (2.16)

and (
q∗(x)

N − 1

N
− 1

)
q′(x) = q∗(x) (2.17)

for all x ∈ Ω and t ∈ (0,∞). From (2.14) and the elementary inequality:

|c+ d|
N

N−1 ≤ C5

(
|c|

N
N−1 + |d|

N
N−1

)
, ∀ c, d ∈ R,

we obtain

I1(x) ≤ C6

(
G∗
(
x,

u(x)
β

))N−1
N

u(x)
β

|∇u(x)|

≤ C7

[(
u(x)

β

)p∗(x)N−1
N −1

+ (a(x))ℓ(x)
N−1
N

(
u(x)

β

)q∗(x)N−1
N −1

]
|∇u(x)| for a.a. x ∈ Ω+.
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Then, by invoking (2.1), we derive from (2.15)-(2.17) that

I1(x) ≤ C8

[(
u(x)

β

)(p∗(x)N−1
N −1)p′(x)

+ a(x)ℓ(x)
(
u(x)

β

)(q∗(x)N−1
N −1)q′(x)

]

+ C8

(
|∇u(x)|p(x) + a(x)|∇u(x)|q(x)

)
for a.a. x ∈ Ω+,

i.e,

I1(x) ≤ C8G
∗

(
x,
u(x)

β

)
+ C8H(x, |∇u(x)|) for a.a. x ∈ Ω+. (2.18)

In order to estimate I2(·), we make use of the Lipschitz continuity of p(·) and q(·) to obtain

I2(x) ≤ C9I2,1(x) + C9I2,2(x) for a.a. x ∈ Ω+, (2.19)

where

I2,1(x) : =

[
G∗

(
x,
u(x)

β

)]− 1
N

((
u(x)

β

)p∗(x)

+ a(x)ℓ(x)
(
u(x)

β

)q∗(x)
) ∣∣∣∣ln

(
u(x)

β

)∣∣∣∣

=

[
G∗

(
x,
u(x)

β

)]N−1
N
∣∣∣∣ln
(
u(x)

β

)∣∣∣∣

and

I2,2(x) :=

[
G∗

(
x,
u(x)

β

)]− 1
N

N∑

i=1

∣∣∣∂(a(x)
ℓ(x))

∂xi

∣∣∣
(
u(x)

β

)q∗(x)

.

By (A), we have

ε0 :=
1

2
inf
x∈Ω

[
p∗(x)

N − 1

N
− p(x)

]
> 0.

Hence, we obtain

lim
t→0+

[G∗(x, t)]
N−1
N

tp(x)+ε0
= lim

t→0+
tp

∗(x)N−1
N −p(x)−ε0

(
1 + a(x)ℓ(x)tq

∗(x)−p∗(x)
)N−1

N

= 0, uniformly for x ∈ Ω. (2.20)

From (2.20) and the fact that lim
t→0+

tε0 ln t = 0 it holds that

C10(t0) := sup
0<t≤t0

x∈Ω

{
[G∗(x, t)]

N−1
N t−p(x)−ε0tε0 ln t

}
∈ (0,∞)

for each t0 > 0. Consequently, we have

I2,1(x) =

[
G∗

(
x,
u(x)

β

)]N−1
N
(
u(x)

β

)−p(x)−ε0 (u(x)
β

)ε0 ∣∣∣∣ln
(
u(x)

β

)∣∣∣∣
(
u(x)

β

)p(x)

≤ C10(t0)H

(
x,
u(x)

β

)
for a.a. x ∈ Ω+ with

u(x)

β
≤ t0. (2.21)

Let us put δ := 1
6C2

. By the fact that lim
t→∞

t−
(p∗)−

N ln t = 0 we can fix t0 > 1 such that t−
p∗(x)

N ln t ≤

t−
(p∗)−

N ln t ≤ δ
C9

for all (x, t) ∈ Ω× (t0,∞). Thus,

G∗(x, t)
N−1
N | ln t| ≤ G∗(x, t)t−

p∗(x)
N ln t ≤

δ

C9
G∗(x, t) for all (x, t) ∈ Ω× (t0,∞). (2.22)

Consequently, it holds that

I2,1(x) ≤
δ

C9
G∗

(
x,
u(x)

β

)
for a.a. x ∈ Ω+ with

u(x)

β
> t0. (2.23)
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Combining (2.21) with (2.23) gives

I2,1(x) ≤ C10(t0)H

(
x,
u(x)

β

)
+

δ

C9
G∗

(
x,
u(x)

β

)
for a.a. x ∈ Ω+. (2.24)

For estimating I2,2(·), we denote

Ω0 := {x ∈ Ω+ : a(x) = 0} and Ω1 := {x ∈ Ω+ : a(x) > 0} .

Since
∂(aℓ)
∂xi

= 0 a.e. in Ω0 for i = 1, . . . , N and

[
G∗(x, t)

]− 1
N

≤ a(x)−
ℓ(x)
N t−

q∗(x)
N for a.a. x ∈ Ω1 and all t ∈ (0,∞),

it follows that

I2,2(x) = 0, for a.a. x ∈ Ω0,

and

I2,2(x) ≤ a(x)−
ℓ(x)
N a(x)ℓ(x)

N∑

i=1

(∣∣∣ ∂ℓ
∂xi

∣∣∣| ln a|+ ℓ

a

∣∣∣ ∂a
∂xi

∣∣∣
) (

u(x)

β

)q∗(x)N−1
N

≤ C11a(x)
ℓ(x)N−1

N −1

(
u(x)

β

)q∗(x)N−1
N

for a.a. x ∈ Ω1,

where

C11 := sup
x∈Ω

N∑

i=1

(∣∣∣ ∂ℓ
∂xi

∣∣∣| ln a|a+ ℓ
∣∣∣ ∂a
∂xi

∣∣∣
)

∈ (0,∞)

due to (A) and the fact that lim
t→0+

t ln t = 0. Thus, we obtain

I2,2(x) ≤ C11a(x)
ℓ(x)N−1

N −1

(
u(x)

β

)q∗(x)N−1
N

for a.a. x ∈ Ω+. (2.25)

On the other hand, since 1 ≪ ℓ(·)N−1
N and p(·) ≪ q∗(·)N−1

N it holds that

a(x)ℓ(x)
N−1
N −1tq

∗(x)N−1
N ≤ C12(t0)H (x, t) for all (x, t) ∈ Ω× (0, t0], (2.26)

where

C12(t0) := sup
0<t≤t0

x∈Ω

a(x)ℓ(x)
N−1
N −1tq

∗(x)N−1
N −p(x) ∈ (0,∞).

Applying (2.1) for r(x) = N
q(x)−1 , we obtain

a(x)ℓ(x)
N−1
N −1tq

∗(x)N−1
N = a(x)ℓ(x)

q(x)−1
N tq

∗(x) q(x)−1
N tq

∗(x)(N−1
N − q(x)−1

N )

≤
δ

C11
a(x)ℓ(x)tq

∗(x) + C13t
Nq(x)

N−q(x)+1 for all (x, t) ∈ Ω× [0,∞). (2.27)

From (2.8) and taking t0 larger if necessary, it holds that

t
Nq(x)

N−q(x)+1
−p∗(x)

<
δ

C9C11C13
for all (x, t) ∈ Ω× (t0,∞). (2.28)

Combining (2.27) and (2.28) gives

a(x)ℓ(x)
N−1
N −1tq

∗(x)N−1
N ≤

δ

C9C11
a(x)ℓ(x)tq

∗(x) + C13t
Nq(x)

N−q(x)+1
−p∗(x)

tp
∗(x)

≤
δ

C9C11
G∗ (x, t) for all (x, t) ∈ Ω× (t0,∞). (2.29)

Utilizing (2.26) and (2.29), we derive from (2.25) that

I2,2(x) ≤ C14(t0)H

(
x,
u(x)

β

)
+

δ

C9
G∗

(
x,
u(x)

β

)
for a.a. x ∈ Ω+. (2.30)
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By using (2.24) and (2.30), we deduce from (2.19) that

I2(x) ≤ C15(t0)H

(
x,
u(x)

β

)
+ 2δG∗

(
x,
u(x)

β

)
for a.a. x ∈ Ω+. (2.31)

Collecting (2.12), (2.13), (2.18) and (2.31) altogether we obtain

|∇f(x)| ≤
C16

β

[
G∗

(
x,
u(x)

β

)
+H(x, |∇u(x)|)

]
+ C15(t0)H

(
x,
u(x)

β

)
+ 2δG∗

(
x,
u(x)

β

)
(2.32)

for a.a. x ∈ Ω.

In order to estimate |f |, we argue as those leading to (2.21) and (2.22) to obtain for a t0 larger if
necessary that

G∗ (x, t)
N−1
N = G∗ (x, t)

N−1
N t−p(x)tp(x) ≤ C17(t0)H (x, t) for all (x, t) ∈ Ω× (0, t0],

where

C17(t0) := sup
t∈(0,t0]

x∈Ω

G∗ (x, t)
N−1
N t−p(x) ∈ (0,∞)

and

G∗ (x, t)
N−1
N ≤ G∗ (x, t) t−

p∗(x)
N ≤ δG∗ (x, t) for all (x, t) ∈ Ω× (t0,∞).

From these facts and (2.12), we obtain

|f(x)| =

[
G∗

(
x,
u(x)

β

)]N−1
N

≤ C17(t0)H

(
x,
u(x)

β

)
+ δG∗

(
x,
u(x)

β

)
for a.a. x ∈ Ω. (2.33)

By (2.32) and (2.33), we infer f ∈ W 1,1(Ω). Then, applying (2.10) for v = f and then using (2.11),
(2.32), (2.33), we arrive at

1 ≤
C18

β

[
1 +

∫

Ω

H(x, |∇u(x)|) dx

]
+ C19(t0)

∫

Ω

H

(
x,
u(x)

β

)
dx+ 3C2δ.

Note that δ = 1
6C2

, and we could choose C19(t0) to depend only on the data. Hence, for β ≥ 1, the
last inequality implies that

1

2
≤
C20

β

[
1 +

∫

Ω

H(x, |∇u(x)|) dx

]
+
C20

βp−

∫

Ω

H

(
x,
u(x)

β

)
dx.

So, we obtain

β = ‖u‖G∗ ≤ (1 + 2C20)

[
1 +

∫

Ω

H(x, |∇u|) dx +

∫

Ω

H(x, u) dx

]
, ∀β ≥ 1, (2.34)

Obviously, (2.34) holds with ‖u‖G∗ < 1. Thus, we obtain (2.34) for all u ∈ W 1,H
c (Ω) ∩ L∞(Ω). This

fact and Proposition 2.3 yield Claim 1.

Claim 2: (2.9) holds for all u ∈W 1,H(Ω) ∩ L∞(Ω).

Indeed, let u ∈ W 1,H(Ω) ∩ L∞(Ω) be given and arbitrary. For each n ∈ N, let ψn ∈ C∞
c (RN ) be such

that 



ψn(x) = 1 if |x| ≤ n,

ψn(x) = 0 if |x| > 3n,

ψn(x) ∈ [0, 1] for all x ∈ R
N ,

|∇ψn(x)| ≤ 1 for all x ∈ R
N

and define un(x) := ψn(x)u(x) for x ∈ Ω. Clearly, un has compact support, and furthermore, |un| ≤ |u|
and |∇un| ≤ |u|+ |∇u| a.e. in Ω. Thus, un ∈W 1,H

c (Ω) ∩ L∞(Ω); hence, by Claim 1 we have

∫

Ω

G∗(x, |un|) dx ≤ C1

[∫

Ω

H(x, |∇u|) dx+

∫

Ω

H(x, |u|) dx+ 1

](q∗)+
.
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Since un → u a.e. in Ω as n→ ∞, by passing to the limit as n→ ∞ in the last inequality we obtain

∫

Ω

G∗(x, |u|) dx ≤ C1

[∫

Ω

H(x, |∇u|) dx+

∫

Ω

H(x, |u|) dx+ 1

](q∗)+
(2.35)

in view of Fatou’s lemma. That is, Claim 2 has been proved.

Claim 3: (2.9) holds for all u ∈W 1,H(Ω).

Indeed, let u ∈W 1,H(Ω) be given and arbitrary. For each n ∈ N, define

vn(x) =

{
u(x) if |u(x)| ≤ n,

n sgnu(x) if |u(x)| > n.

It is clear that |vn| = min {|u|, n} and |∇vn| ≤ |∇u| a.e. in Ω; hence, vn ∈ W 1,H(Ω) ∩ L∞(Ω). Thus,
by means of Claim 2 it holds that

∫

Ω

G∗(x, |vn|) dx ≤ C1

[∫

Ω

H(x, |∇vn|) dx+

∫

Ω

H(x, |vn|) dx+ 1

](q∗)+

≤ C1

[∫

Ω

H(x, |∇u|) dx+

∫

Ω

H(x, |u|) dx+ 1

](q∗)+
.

By passing to the limit as n → ∞ in the last estimate, noticing vn → u a.e. in Ω, Claim 3 follows in
view of Fatou’s lemma again. The proof is complete. �

Remark 2.8. When a(·) ≡ 0, Theorem 2.7 becomes the critical embedding for W 1,p(·)(Ω), which was
proved in [20, Lemma 2.1].

In applications, we will employ Theorem 2.7 in a more general form as follows. Define

B(x, t) := c1(x)t
r(x) + c2(x)a(x)

s(x)
q(x) ts(x) for a.a. x ∈ Ω and all t ∈ [0,∞), (2.36)

where r, s ∈ C+(Ω) and c1, c2 ∈M(Ω) satisfying c1(x) > 0 and c2(x) ≥ 0 for a.a. x ∈ Ω.

Theorem 2.9. Let (A) hold, and let B be defined as in (2.36) with c1, c2 ∈ L∞(Ω). Then, the following
assertions hold:

(i) if p(x) ≤ r(x) ≤ p∗(x) and q(x) ≤ s(x) ≤ q∗(x) for all x ∈ Ω, then W 1,H(Ω) →֒ LB(Ω);
(ii) if Ω is a bounded Lipschitz domain, r(x) < p∗(x), and s(x) < q∗(x) for all x ∈ Ω, then

W 1,H(Ω) →֒→֒ LB(Ω).

Proof. Suppose that p(x) ≤ r(x) ≤ p∗(x) and q(x) ≤ s(x) ≤ q∗(x) for all x ∈ Ω. Then, it holds

B(x, t) = c1(x)t
r(x) + c2(x)

(
a(x)

1
q(x) t

)s(x)

≤ c1(x)
(
tp(x) + tp

∗(x)
)
+ c2(x)

[(
a(x)

1
q(x) t

)q(x)
+
(
a(x)

1
q(x) t

)q∗(x)]

≤ C [H(x, t) + G∗(x, t)] , ∀(x, t) ∈ Ω× [0,∞).

From this and Theorem 2.7, we easily obtain (i). The assertion (ii) is from [38, Proposition 3.7]. �

2.3. The Musielak-Orilcz-Sobolev spaces W
1,H
V (RN ) and XV .

In this subsection, we define and explore Musielak-Orlicz-Sobolev spaces associated with the double
phase operator given in (1.1). In the sequel, let H be given by (2.5) and satisfy (A) with Ω = R

N ,

and let V ∈ L1
loc

(
R

N
)
be such that V (·) ≥ 0 and V 6= 0. We define the space W 1,H

V (RN ) as

W
1,H
V (RN ) :=

{
u ∈W

1,1
loc (R

N ) : ρV (u) <∞
}
,

where the modular ρV is defined as

ρV (u) :=

∫

RN

H (x, |∇u|) dx+

∫

RN

V (x)H (x, |u|) dx for u ∈W
1,1
loc (R

N ).
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Then, W 1,H
V (RN ) is a normed space with the norm

‖u‖ := inf
{
τ > 0 : ρV

(u
τ

)
≤ 1
}
, (2.37)

see, e.g. [18, Theorem 2.1.7]. As Proposition 2.6, on this space we have

ρV

(
u

‖u‖

)
= 1, ∀u ∈ W

1,H
V (RN ) \ {0}, (2.38)

and
min

{
‖u‖p

−

, ‖u‖q
+
}
≤ ρV (u) ≤ max

{
‖u‖p

−

, ‖u‖q
+
}
, ∀u ∈W

1,H
V (RN ). (2.39)

Clearly, if ess infx∈RN V (x) > 0, then W
1,H
V (RN ) is a separable reflexive Banach space (a proof is

similar to that of Theorem 2.12 below). Furthermore, it holds that

W
1,H
V (RN ) →֒ W 1,H(RN ), (2.40)

i.e., there exists a constant C > 0 such that

‖u‖W 1,H(RN ) ≤ C‖u‖, ∀u ∈ W
1,H
V (RN ). (2.41)

In order to obtain (2.40) with a larger class of potentials V , we make the following assumption:

(V1) V ∈ L1
loc

(
R

N
)
satisfies V (·) ≥ 0 and V 6= 0, and one of the following two conditions holds:

(a) there exists K0 > 0 such that the set EV :=
{
x ∈ R

N : V (x) < K0

}
6= ∅ and |EV | <∞;

(b) there exists R0 > 0 such that ess infx∈Bc
R0
V (x) = V0 > 0.

Remark 2.10. The condition (V1)(a) was initially introduced in [5] for the case H(x, t) = t2. Ob-
viously, this condition does not cover the case of constant potentials, and the alternative condition
(V1)(b) complements this deficiency.

The condition V ∈ L1
loc

(
R

N
)
guarantees that C∞

c (RN ) ⊂W
1,H
V (RN ). Moreover, we have the following.

Lemma 2.11. Let (A) and (V1) hold. Furthermore, for the case of ess infx∈RN V (x) = 0, we assume
in addition that

(P) The function p satisfies the log−Höder decay condition, i.e., there exists p∞ ∈ (1, N) such
that

sup
x∈RN

|p(x)− p∞| log(e+ |x|) <∞.

Then, there exists a constant C > 0 such that

‖u‖W 1,H(RN ) ≤ C‖u‖, ∀u ∈ C∞
c (RN ). (2.42)

Proof. It is clear that the conclusion holds for the case of ess infx∈RN V (x) > 0 in view of (2.41). For
the case of ess infx∈RN V (x) = 0 with (A) and (P) being assumed, we note that

S̄ := inf
u∈C∞

c (RN )\{0}

|||∇u|||Lp(·)(RN )

‖u‖Lp∗(·)(RN )

> 0, (2.43)

see [18, Theorem 8.3.1]. First, we consider the case of (V1)(a). Let u ∈ C∞
c (RN ), we have

∫

RN

H(x, |u|) dx =

∫

EV

H(x, |u|) dx+

∫

Ec
V

H(x, |u|) dx

≤

∫

EV

H(x, |u|) dx+
1

K0

∫

Ec
V

V (x)H(x, |u|) dx

≤

∫

EV

H(x, |u|) dx+
1

K0
ρV (u). (2.44)

Invoking Propositions 2.1-2.2 and Corollary 2.4, it follows from (2.7) and (2.43) that
∫

EV

H(x, |u|) dx ≤ 2
∥∥|u|p

∥∥
L

p∗(·)
p(·) (EV )

‖1‖
L

p∗(·)
p∗(·)−p(·) (EV )

+ 2
∥∥a
∥∥
L∞(RN )

∥∥|u|q
∥∥
L

p∗(·)
q(·) (EV )

‖1‖
L

p∗(·)
p∗(·)−q(·) (EV )
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≤ C1

(
1 +

∥∥u
∥∥p+

Lp∗(·)(EV )
+
∥∥u
∥∥q+
Lp∗(·)(EV )

)

≤ C1

(
1 + S̄−p+

|||∇u|||p
+

Lp(·)(RN )
+ S̄−q+ |||∇u|||q

+

Lp(·)(RN )

)

≤ C2


1 +

(∫

RN

|∇u|p(x) dx

) p+

p−

+

(∫

RN

|∇u|p(x) dx

) q+

p−




≤ C3

[
1 + ρV (u)

q+

p−

]
. (2.45)

Using (2.44) and (2.45) one can find C4 > 1 such that
∫

RN

H (x, |∇u|) dx+

∫

RN

H(x, |u|) dx ≤ C4

[
1 + ρV (u)

q+

p−

]
, ∀u ∈ C∞

c (RN ). (2.46)

Now, for each u ∈ C∞
c (RN ) \ {0}, we apply (2.46) for v = u

‖u‖ and use the relation (2.38) to obtain

∫

RN

[
H(x, |∇v|) +H(x, |v|)

]
dx ≤ C4

[
1 + ρV (v)

q+

p−

]
= 2C4.

It follows that
∫

RN

[
H

(
x,

∣∣∣∣∣
∇v

(2C4)
1

p−

∣∣∣∣∣

)
+H

(
x,

∣∣∣∣∣
v

(2C4)
1

p−

∣∣∣∣∣

)]
dx ≤ 1,

which implies (2.42).
The proof for case of (V1)(b) is the same as above, except that EV and K0 are replaced by BR0

and V0, respectively. �

In light of Lemma 2.11, henceforth in this paper, unless explicitly stated otherwise, we consistently
adopt the following assumption on the main operator:

(O) The functions p, q, a satisfy (A) while V satisfies (V1). Furthermore, p additionally fulfills (P)
when ess infx∈RN V (x) = 0.

Let XV denote the closure of C∞
c (RN ) in W 1,H

V (RN ). We have the following result.

Theorem 2.12. XV is a separable reflexive Banach space. Furthermore, one has

XV →֒W 1,H(RN ). (2.47)

Proof. We begin the proof by showing

‖v‖W 1,H(RN ) ≤ C‖v‖, ∀v ∈ XV . (2.48)

Let u ∈ XV , by the definition of XV , there exists {un}n∈N ⊂ C∞
c (RN ) such that un → u in XV . Up

to a subsequence, we have

un → u a.e. in {V 6= 0} (2.49)

and

∇un → ∇u a.e. in R
N . (2.50)

Obviously, {un}n∈N is a Cauchy sequence in XV , and thus, in W 1,H(RN ) thanks to Lemma 2.11. By
the completeness of W 1,H(RN ), there exists ū ∈ W 1,H(RN ) such that un → ū in W 1,H(RN ). Hence,
along a subsequence we have

un → ū a.e. in R
N , (2.51)

and

∇un → ∇ū a.e. in R
N . (2.52)

From (2.50) and (2.52), we obtain ū = u + c for some constant c. Combining this with (2.49) and
(2.51), noticing |{V 6= 0}| > 0, we infer c = 0, i.e. ū = u. Thus, u ∈ W 1,H(RN ), and by applying
(2.42) for u = un and passing to the limit as n→ ∞ we obtain (2.48) for v = u. Thus, (2.47) has been
proved.



14 H.H.HA AND K. HO

Next, we aim to show the completeness of XV . Let {un}n∈N be a Cauchy sequence in XV . Then,
by invoking (2.39), for a given ε > 0 we find Nε ∈ N such that

∫

RN

H (x, |∇um −∇un|) dx+

∫

RN

V (x)H (x, |um − un|) dx < ε, ∀m,n ≥ Nε. (2.53)

On the other hand, in view of (2.48), {un}n∈N is also a Cauchy sequence in W 1,H(RN ). As before,
there exists u ∈W 1,H(RN ) such that, up to a subsequence,

un → u and ∇un → ∇u a.e. in R
N .

Then, invoking Fatou’s lemma we derive from (2.53) that
∫

RN

H (x, |∇um −∇u|) dx+

∫

RN

V (x)H (x, |um − u|) dx ≤ ε, ∀m ≥ Nε.

It follows that u ∈W
1,H
V (RN ) and un → u in W 1,H

V (RN ); hence, XV is complete.
Finally, we show the separability and reflexivity of XV . Define

Y := Lϕ(RN )×
(
LH(RN )

)N
= Lϕ(RN )× LH(RN )× · · · × LH(RN ),

endowed with an equivalent norm

‖(u0, u1, · · · , uN )‖Y = ‖u0‖ϕ +

∥∥∥∥∥∥

(
N∑

i=1

u2i

)1/2
∥∥∥∥∥∥
H

,

where ϕ(x, t) := (1 + V (x))H(x, t). By (2.48), we can show that

‖u‖1 := ‖u‖ϕ +
∥∥|∇u|

∥∥
H

is an equivalent norm on XV . Hence,

Φ : (XV , ‖ · ‖1) → (Y, ‖ · ‖Y )

Φ(u) = (u, ux1, · · · , uxN )

is a linear isometric operator. By a standard argument, we can show that Φ (XV ) is closed in Y

(see e.g., [37, Proposition 2.4]). Clearly, Lϕ(RN ) and LH(RN ) are separable reflexive Banach spaces
(see [34, Theorems 3.3.7, 3.5.2 and 3.6.6]), and so is Y . Thus, Φ (XV ) is also separable reflexive, and
so is XV by the linear isometry of Φ. The proof is complete. �

The next result is a direct consequence of Theorems 2.9 and 2.12.

Theorem 2.13. Let B be defined as in (2.36) with c1, c2 ∈ L∞(RN ). It holds that

(i) if p(x) ≤ r(x) ≤ p∗(x) and q(x) ≤ s(x) ≤ q∗(x) for all x ∈ R
N , then one has

XV →֒ LB(RN ); (2.54)

(ii) if r(x) < p∗(x) and s(x) < q∗(x) for all x ∈ R
N , then one has

XV →֒→֒ LB
loc(R

N ).

For the subcritical case, we also have the following compact embedding result by employing the idea
of [36, Lemma 4.1].

Theorem 2.14. Let B be defined as in (2.36) with r(·) ≪ p∗(·), s(·) ≪ q∗(·), c1 ∈ L
p∗(·)

p∗(·)−r(·) (RN ) and

c2 ∈ L
q∗(·)

q∗(·)−s(·) (RN ). Then, one has

XV →֒→֒ LB(RN ). (2.55)

Proof. By Theorem 2.12, it suffices to prove that

W 1,H(RN ) →֒→֒ LB(RN ). (2.56)

To this end, let G∗ be defined as in (2.6). By Theorem 2.7, we find Ce > 0 such that

‖u‖G∗ ≤ Ce‖u‖, ∀u ∈ W 1,H(RN ). (2.57)
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By invoking Proposition 2.1, Corollary 2.4 and (2.57), for any u ∈W 1,H(RN ), we have
∫

RN

B(x, |u|) dx ≤ 2‖c1‖
L

p∗(·)
p∗(·)−r(·) (RN )

‖|u|r‖
L

p∗(·)
r(·) (RN )

+ 2‖c2‖
L

q∗(·)
q∗(·)−s(·) (RN )

∥∥∥a
s
q |u|s

∥∥∥
L

q∗(·)
s(·) (RN )

≤ C1

(
1 + ‖u‖r

+

G∗ + ‖u‖s
+

G∗

)

≤ 2C1

(
1 + ‖u‖

(q∗)+

G∗

)

≤ C2

(
1 + C(q∗)+

e ‖u‖
(q∗)+

W 1,H(RN )

)
.

Consequently, in view of Proposition 2.3 it holds

‖u‖B ≤ 1 +

(∫

RN

B(x, |u|) dx

) 1
r−

≤ 1 + (2C1)
1

r−

(
1 + C(q∗)+

e ‖u‖
(q∗)+

W 1,H(RN )

) 1

r−

, ∀u ∈W 1,H(RN ).

From this, we derive W 1,H(RN ) →֒ LB(RN ).
Finally, we will show (2.56). To this end, let un ⇀ 0 inW 1,H(RN ), and we aim to show that un → 0

in LB(RN ), which is equivalent to

lim
n→∞

∫

RN

B(x, |un|) dx = 0 (2.58)

in view of Proposition 2.3. By Theorem 2.9, we get that un → 0 a.e. in R
N . Thus, by the Vitali

convergence theorem (see e.g., [25, Theorem 2.24]), (2.58) follows if we can show that for any ε > 0,
there exist δ = δ(ε) > 0 and R = R(ε) > 0 such that

(10) for any measurable subset E ⊂ R
N with |E| < δ, it holds

∫
E B(x, |un|) dx < ε for all n ∈ N;

(20)
∫
Bc

R
B(x, |un|) dx < ε for all n ∈ N.

Indeed, let ε ∈ (0, 1) be arbitrary and given. Since c1 ∈ L
p∗(·)

p∗(·)−r(·) (RN ) and c2 ∈ L
q∗(·)

q∗(·)−s(·) (RN ), there
exist δ = δ(ε) > 0 and R = R(ε) > 0 such that for any measurable subset E ⊂ R

N with |E| < δ, we
have

max

{∫

E

|c1(x)|
p∗(x)

p∗(x)−r(x) dx,

∫

E

|c2(x)|
q∗(x)

q∗(x)−s(x) dx

}
≤

(
ε

2(2 + Cr+
e + Cs+

e )

)t̄

(2.59)

and

max

{∫

Bc
R

|c1(x)|
p∗(x)

p∗(x)−r(x) dx,

∫

Bc
R

|c2(x)|
q∗(x)

q∗(x)−s(x) dx

}
≤

(
ε

2(2 + Cr+
e + Cs+

e )

)t̄

, (2.60)

where t̄ := max

{(
p∗

p∗−r

)+
,
(

q∗

q∗−s

)+}
. Since {un}n∈N is bounded in W 1,H(RN ), we may assume that

‖un‖W 1,H(RN ) ≤ 1, ∀n ∈ N.

Then, by invoking Propositions 2.1-2.2, Corollary 2.4, (2.57) and (2.59), we obtain
∫

E

B(x, |un|) dx ≤ 2‖c1‖
L

p∗(·)
p∗(·)−r(·) (E)

‖|un|
r‖

L
p∗(·)
r(·) (E)

+ 2‖c2‖
L

q∗(·)
q∗(·)−s(·) (E)

∥∥∥a
s
q |un|

s
∥∥∥
L

q∗(·)
s(·) (E)

≤ 2

(∫

E

|c1(x)|
p∗(x)

p∗(x)−r(x) dx

)1/t̄ (
1 + ‖un‖

r+

G∗

)

+ 2

(∫

E

|c2(x)|
q∗(x)

q∗(x)−s(x) dx

)1/t̄ (
1 + ‖un‖

s+

G∗

)

≤
ε

(2 + Cr+
e + Cs+

e )

(
2 + ‖un‖

r+

G∗ + ‖un‖
s+

G∗

)

≤
ε

(2 + Cr+
e + Cs+

e )

(
2 + Cr+

e ‖un‖
r+

W 1,H(RN ) + Cs+

e ‖un‖
s+

W 1,H(RN )

)

≤ ε, ∀n ∈ N.
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Thus, we have shown (10). By replacing E with Bc
R and using (2.60) in the preceding estimate, we

easily show (20). The proof is complete. �

The next lemma is the so-called (S)+ property of the Fréchet derivative of the energy funtional
associated with the main operator of problem (1.6), which is essential for obtaining the compactness
in the next sections. By using a similar argument to [41, Theorem 4.1] (and see also [17, Theorem
3.3]), we have the following.

Lemma 2.15. If un ⇀ u in XV and

lim sup
n→∞

∫

RN

[A(x,∇u) · ∇(un − u) + V (x)A(x, u)(un − u)] dx ≤ 0,

then un → u in XV .

We close this section with the following remark for the space W 1,H
V (RN ).

Remark 2.16. Let (A) hold, and let V ∈ L1
loc

(
R

N
)
satisfy ess infx∈RN V (x) > 0. Then, in view of

Theorem 2.9 and (2.40), it is evident that Theorem 2.13, Theorem 2.14, and Lemma 2.15 hold true

when XV is substituted with W 1,H
V (RN ).

3. The concentration-compactness principles

In this section, we extend the concentration-compactness principle by Lions [42] and its variant at

infinity in [11] to W 1,H
V (RN ) and XV . Our results offer a tool for studying critical double problems

driven by the operator given in (1.1) via variational methods.

3.1. Statements of the concentration-compactness principles.

Let Cc(R
N ) be the set of all continuous functions u : RN → R whose support is compact, and let

C0(R
N ) be the completion of Cc(R

N ) relative to the supremum norm ‖ · ‖∞. We denote by R(RN ) the
space of all signed finite Radon measures on R

N endowed with the total variation norm. By the Riesz
representation theorem (see e.g., [25, Section 1.3.3]), we can identify R(RN ) with the dual of C0(R

N ),
that is, for each µ ∈ [C0(R

N )]∗, there exists a unique element in R(RN ), still denoted by µ, such that

〈µ, f〉 =

∫

RN

f dµ, ∀f ∈ C0(R
N ).

We can also identify L1(RN ) with a subspace of R(RN ) through the linear mapping T : L1(RN ) →
R(RN ) defined as

〈Tu, f〉 =

∫

RN

uf dx, ∀u ∈ L1(RN ), ∀f ∈ C0(R
N ).

Let p, q, a, V verify (O), and let H and B be defined as in (2.5) and (2.36) with Ω = R
N , respectively.

For obtaining our main results, we make the assumption on B as follows:

(C) 0 < c1(·) ∈ L∞(RN ), 0 ≤ c2(·) ∈ L∞(RN ), and r, s ∈ C+(R
N ) such that q(·) ≪ r(·) ≤ p∗(·),

q∗(x)− s(x) = p∗(x)− r(x) for all x ∈ R
N , and

C :=
{
x ∈ R

N : r(x) = p∗(x), s(x) = q∗(x)
}
6= ∅.

Let XV be defined as in Subsection 2.3. Then, in view of Theorem 2.13 we infer

S := inf
φ∈XV \{0}

‖φ‖

‖φ‖B
> 0. (3.1)

The next theorem is a Lions-type concentration-compactness principle.

Theorem 3.1. Let (O) and (C) hold. Let {un}n∈N be a bounded sequence in XV such that

un ⇀ u in XV , (3.2)

H(·, |∇un|) + VH(·, |un|)
∗
⇀ µ in R(RN ), (3.3)

B(·, |un|)
∗
⇀ ν in R(RN ). (3.4)
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Then, there exist {xi}i∈I ⊂ C of distinct points and {νi}i∈I , {µi}i∈I ⊂ (0,∞), where I is at most
countable, such that

ν = B(·, |u|) +
∑

i∈I

νiδxi , (3.5)

µ ≥ H(·, |∇u|) + VH(·, |u|) +
∑

i∈I

µiδxi , (3.6)

Smin

{
ν

1
p∗(xi)

i , ν
1

q∗(xi)

i

}
≤ max

{
µ

1
p(xi)

i , µ
1

q(xi)

i

}
, ∀i ∈ I, (3.7)

where δxi is the Dirac mass at xi.

The next result elucidates the possible loss of mass at infinity.

Theorem 3.2. Let (O) and (C) hold, and let {un}n∈N be the same sequence as that in Theorem 3.1.
Set

µ∞ := lim
R→∞

lim sup
n→∞

∫

Bc
R

[
H(x, |∇un|) + V (x)H(x, |un|)

]
dx (3.8)

and

ν∞ := lim
R→∞

lim sup
n→∞

∫

Bc
R

B(x, |un|) dx. (3.9)

Then

lim sup
n→∞

∫

RN

[
H(x, |∇un|) + V (x)H(x, |un|)

]
dx = µ(RN ) + µ∞ (3.10)

and

lim sup
n→∞

∫

RN

B(x, |un|) dx = ν(RN ) + ν∞. (3.11)

Moreover, assume in addition that

(E∞) For each h ∈ {p, q, r, s}, there exists h∞ ∈ (0,∞) such that

lim
|x|→∞

h(x) = h∞.

Then it holds

Smin

{
ν

1
r∞
∞ , ν

1
s∞
∞

}
≤ max

{
µ

1
p∞
∞ , µ

1
q∞
∞

}
. (3.12)

When ess infx∈RN V (x) > 0, we can replace XV by W 1,H
V (RN ) in Theorems 3.1 and 3.2 as follows.

Theorem 3.3. Let (A), (C) and (E∞) hold, and let V ∈ L1
loc

(
R

N
)
satisfy ess infx∈RN V (x) > 0.

Then, the conclusions of Theorems 3.1 and 3.2 remain valid with W 1,H
V (RN ) in place of XV .

3.2. Proofs of the concentration-compactness principles.

In order to prove Theorems 3.1-3.3, we will need the following auxiliary results.

Lemma 3.4 ( [36]). Let ν, {νn}n∈N be nonnegative and finite Radon measures on R
N such that νn

∗
⇀ ν

in R(RN ). Then, for any m ∈ C+(R
N ) it holds

lim
n→∞

‖φ‖
L

m(·)
νn (RN )

= ‖φ‖
L

m(·)
ν (RN )

, ∀φ ∈ Cc(R
N ).

Lemma 3.5 ( [36]). Let µ, ν be two finite and nonnegative Radon measures on R
N , such that there

exists a positive constant C holding

‖φ‖
L

t(·)
ν (RN )

≤ C‖φ‖
L

s(·)
µ (RN )

, ∀φ ∈ C∞
c (RN ),

for some s, t ∈ C+(R
N ) satisfying s(·) ≪ t(·). Then, there exist an at most countable set {xi}i∈I of

distinct points in R
N and {νi}i∈I ⊂ (0,∞), such that

ν =
∑

i∈I

νiδxi .
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Lemma 3.6. Let (O) hold, and let un ⇀ u in XV . Let φ ∈ C∞
c (RN ) be such that 0 ≤ φ ≤ 1, |∇φ| ≤ 2

in R
N , φ ≡ 1 on B1/2 and supp(φ) ⊂ B1. For each xi ∈ R

N and δ > 0, define φi,δ(x) := φ
(
x−xi

δ

)
for

x ∈ R
N . Then, we have

lim
δ→0+

lim
n→∞

∫

RN

H (x, |un∇φi,δ|) dx = 0. (3.13)

Proof. By Theorem 2.13 (ii), it holds

lim
n→∞

∫

RN

H(x, |un∇φi,δ|) dx = lim
n→∞

∫

Bδ(xi)

H(x, |un∇φi,δ|) dx =

∫

Bδ(xi)

H(x, |u∇φi,δ|) dx. (3.14)

Let G∗ be given in (2.6). Then by Theorem 2.13 (i), u
∣∣∣
Bδ(xi)

∈ LG∗

(Bδ(xi)). Using this fact and

Proposition 2.1 we can estimate
∫

Bδ(xi)

H (x, |u∇φi,δ|) dx =

∫

Bδ(xi)

[
|u∇φi,δ|

p(x) + a(x)|u∇φi,δ|
q(x)
]
dx

≤ 2 ‖|u|p‖
L

p∗(·)
p(·) (Bδ(xi))

‖|∇φi,δ|
p‖

L
N

p(·) (Bδ(xi))

+ 2 ‖a|u|q‖
L

q∗(·)
q(·) (Bδ(xi))

‖|∇φi,δ |
q‖

L
N

q(·) (Bδ(xi))
. (3.15)

Meanwhile, for m ∈ {p, q} it holds

‖|∇φi,δ |
m‖

L
N

m(·) (Bδ(xi))
≤ 1 +

(∫

Bδ(xi)

|∇φi,δ(x)|
N dx

)m+

N

= 1 +

(∫

B1

|∇φ(y)|N dy

)m+

N

in view of Proposition 2.2. From this and (3.15), we deduce

lim
δ→0+

∫

Bδ(xi)

H (x, |u∇φi,δ |) dx = 0,

i.e., (3.13) holds. �

Lemma 3.7. Let (O) hold, and let un ⇀ u in XV . Let ψ ∈ C∞(RN ) be such that 0 ≤ ψ ≤ 1,
|∇ψ| ≤ 2 in R

N , ψ ≡ 0 on B1 and ψ ≡ 1 on Bc
2. For each R > 0, define φR(x) := ψ

(
x
R

)
for x ∈ R

N .
Then, we have

lim
R→∞

lim
n→∞

∫

Bc
R

H (x, |un∇φR|) dx = 0. (3.16)

Proof. By Theorem 2.13 again, it holds

lim
n→∞

∫

Bc
R

H (x, |un∇φR|) dx =

∫

B2R\BR

H(x,
∣∣u∇φR

∣∣) dx.

As in the proof of Lemma 3.6, we have that u ∈ LG∗

(RN ) and
∫

B2R\BR

H(x,
∣∣u∇φR

∣∣) dx ≤ 2
∥∥|u|p

∥∥
L

p∗(·)
p(·) (B2R\BR)

∥∥|∇φR|p
∥∥
L

N
p(·) (B2R\BR)

+ 2
∥∥a|u|q

∥∥
L

q∗(·)
q(·) (B2R\BR)

∥∥|∇φR|q
∥∥
L

N
q(·) (B2R\BR)

. (3.17)

Meanwhile, for m ∈ {p, q} by Proposition 2.2 we obtain

‖|∇φR|
m‖

L
N

m(·) (B2R\BR)
≤ 1 +

(∫

B2R\BR

|∇φR|
N dx

)m+

N

≤ 1 +

(
2

R
|B2R \BR|

1/N

)m+

≤ C, ∀R > 0,

where C depends only on N , p+ and q+. Combining this with (3.17) we get

lim
R→∞

∫

B2R\BR

H(x,
∣∣u∇φR

∣∣) dx = 0,

i.e, (3.16) holds. �
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We are now in a position to prove main results of this section.

Proof of Theorem 3.1. Set vn := un − u for n ∈ N. Then,

vn ⇀ 0 in XV , (3.18)

and hence, by Theorem 2.13 (ii), up to a subsequence we have

vn(x) → 0 a.a. x ∈ R
N . (3.19)

Using this and Lemma 2.5, we obtain

lim
n→∞

∫

RN

∣∣∣B(x, |un|)− B(x, |vn|)− B(x, |u|)
∣∣∣dx = 0.

From this and (3.19) we deduce

lim
n→∞

∫

RN

[
φB(x, |un|)− φB(x, |vn|)

]
dx =

∫

RN

φB(x, |u|) dx, ∀φ ∈ C0(R
N ).

Hence

ν̄n := B(·, |vn|)
∗
⇀ ν̄ := ν − B(·, |u|) in R(RN ). (3.20)

On the other hand, it is clear that the sequence of µ̄n := H(·, |∇vn|) + VH(·, |vn|) (n ∈ N) is bounded
in L1(RN ). Thus, up to a subsequence, we have

µ̄n
∗
⇀ µ̄ in R(RN ), (3.21)

for some nonnegative finite Radon measure µ̄ on R
N . We claim that there is C > 0 such that

‖φ‖
L

r(·)
ν̄ (RN )

≤ C‖φ‖
L

q(·)
µ̄ (RN )

, ∀φ ∈ C∞
c (RN ). (3.22)

To this end, let φ ∈ C∞
c (RN ) be arbitrary but fixed. If ‖φ‖

L
r(·)
ν̄ (RN )

= 0, then (3.22) holds automati-

cally. If ‖φ‖
L

r(·)
ν̄ (RN )

> 0, then by

lim
n→∞

‖φ‖
L

r(·)
ν̄n

(RN )
= ‖φ‖

L
r(·)
ν̄ (RN )

(3.23)

(see Lemma 3.4), we may assume that ψn := ‖φ‖
L

r(·)
ν̄n

(RN )
> 0 for all n ∈ N. Clearly, φvn ∈ XV for all

n ∈ N, and thus, by (3.1), we have

S‖φvn‖B ≤ ‖φvn‖, ∀n ∈ N. (3.24)

From the boundedness of {vn}n∈N in XV and Theorem 2.13, it holds that

L := 1 + max

{
sup
n∈N

∫

RN

B(x, |vn|) dx, sup
n∈N

∫

RN

[H(x, |∇vn|) + V (x)H(x, |vn|)] dx

}
∈ [1,∞). (3.25)

Thus, by using Proposition 2.2, (2.1) and (3.25) of L, we find CL > 1 such that

1 =

∫

RN

∣∣∣∣
φ

ψn

∣∣∣∣
r(x)

dν̄n =

∫

RN

∣∣∣∣
φ

ψn

∣∣∣∣
r(x) (

c1(x)|vn|
r(x) + c2(x)a(x)

s(x)
q(x) |vn|

s(x)
)
dx

≤

∫

RN

c1(x)

∣∣∣∣
φvn

ψn

∣∣∣∣
r(x)

dx+

∫

RN

c2(x)a(x)
s(x)
q(x) |vn|

s(x)

(
1

2L
+ CL

∣∣∣∣
φ

ψn

∣∣∣∣
s(x)
)
dx

≤ CL

∫

RN

B

(
x,

∣∣∣∣
φvn

ψn

∣∣∣∣
)
dx+

1

2
, ∀n ∈ N.

Consequently, it holds
∫

RN

B

(
x,

∣∣∣∣∣
(2CL)

1

r− φvn

ψn

∣∣∣∣∣

)
dx ≥ 1, ∀n ∈ N.

By Proposition 2.3, the last inequality yields

0 < (2CL)
−1

r− ‖φ‖
L

r(·)
ν̄n

(RN )
≤ ‖φvn‖B, ∀n ∈ N.
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From this and (3.23) we obtain

0 < (2CL)
−1

r− ‖φ‖
L

r(·)
ν̄ (RN )

≤ lim inf
n→∞

‖φvn‖B. (3.26)

Let βn := ‖φvn‖ for n ∈ N. Obviously, {βn}n∈N is bounded in R; hence, along a subsequence we
have

lim
n→∞

βn = β̄. (3.27)

By (3.24) and (3.26), it holds β̄ > 0; hence we may assume that βn > 0 for all n ∈ N. In view of (2.38)
we have

1 =

∫

RN

H

(
x,

∣∣∣∣
vn∇φ+ φ∇vn

βn

∣∣∣∣
)
dx+

∫

RN

V (x)H

(
x,

∣∣∣∣
φvn

βn

∣∣∣∣
)
dx

≤ 2q
+

∫

RN

H

(
x,

∣∣∣∣
φ∇vn
βn

∣∣∣∣
)
dx+ 2q

+

∫

RN

H

(
x,

∣∣∣∣
vn∇φ

βn

∣∣∣∣
)
dx+

∫

RN

V (x)H

(
x,

∣∣∣∣
φvn

βn

∣∣∣∣
)
dx. (3.28)

Note that we have

|t|p(x) ≤ ε+
(
1 + ε−(q−p)+

)
|t|q(x), ∀ε > 0, ∀t ∈ R, ∀x ∈ R

N ,

and therefore,

H(x, |tη|) ≤ ε|t|p(x) +
(
1 + ε−(q−p)+

)
|η|q(x)H(x, |t|), ∀ε > 0, ∀t, η ∈ R, ∀x ∈ R

N . (3.29)

By means of (3.29), we find C̃L > 1 depending only on L and data such that
∫

RN

H

(
x,

∣∣∣∣
φ∇vn
βn

∣∣∣∣
)
dx ≤

1

2q++2L

∫

RN

|∇vn|
p(x) dx+ C̃L

∫

RN

∣∣∣∣
φ

βn

∣∣∣∣
q(x)

H (x, |∇vn|) dx

and
∫

RN

V (x)H

(
x,

∣∣∣∣
φvn

βn

∣∣∣∣
)

dx ≤
1

4L

∫

RN

V (x)|vn|
p(x) dx+ C̃L

∫

RN

∣∣∣∣
φ

βn

∣∣∣∣
q(x)

V (x)H (x, |vn|) dx

for all n ∈ N. Utilizing the last two inequalities and recalling (3.25), we derive from (3.28) that

1

2
≤ 2q

+

C̃L

∫

RN

∣∣∣∣
φ

βn

∣∣∣∣
q(x)

dµ̄n + 2q
+

∫

RN

H

(
x,

∣∣∣∣
vn∇φ

βn

∣∣∣∣
)
dx. (3.30)

Fixing R > 0 such that supp(φ) ⊂ BR, one has
∫

RN

H

(
x,

∣∣∣∣
vn∇φ

βn

∣∣∣∣
)
dx ≤ max

{
1

β
p−

n

,
1

β
q+
n

}(
1 + ‖ |∇φ| ‖q

+

L∞(RN )

)∫

BR

H(x, |vn|) dx. (3.31)

Invoking Theorem 2.13 (ii) and (3.18), we obtain

lim
n→∞

∫

BR

H(x, |vn|) dx = 0.

From this, (3.27) and (3.31) we deduce

lim
n→∞

∫

RN

H

(
x,

∣∣∣∣
vn∇φ

βn

∣∣∣∣
)
dx = 0. (3.32)

Passing to the limit in (3.30) as n→ ∞ and using (3.21), (3.27) and (3.32), we obtain

1

2
≤ 2q

+

C̃L

∫

RN

∣∣∣∣
φ

β̄

∣∣∣∣
q(x)

dµ̄,

and thus,
∫

RN

∣∣∣∣∣
φ

(2q++1C̃L)
− 1

q− β̄

∣∣∣∣∣

q(x)

dµ̄ ≥ 1.

Hence, by Proposition 2.2 we arrive at

0 < β̄ = lim
n→∞

‖φvn‖ ≤ (2q
++1C̃L)

1

q− ‖φ‖
L

q(·)
µ̄ (RN )

. (3.33)
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Invoking (3.24), (3.26) and (3.33) we deduce (3.22); hence, (3.5) follows in view of Lemma 3.5.
Next, we show that {xi}i∈I ⊂ C . Suppose contrarily that there exists xi ∈ R

N \ C for some i ∈ I.

Thanks to the closedness of C we find δ > 0 such that B2δ(xi) ⊂ R
N \ C . Then by (C), we have that

r(x) < p∗(x), s(x) < q∗(x) for all x ∈ Bδ(xi). Using Theorem 2.13 (ii) and (3.2) we obtain

lim
n→∞

∫

Bδ(xi)

B(x, |un|) dx =

∫

Bδ(xi)

B(x, |u|) dx.

Using this and applying [25, Proposition 1.203], we have

ν (Bδ(xi)) ≤ lim inf
n→∞

∫

Bδ(xi)

B(x, |un|) dx =

∫

Bδ(xi)

B(x, |u|) dx.

On the other hand, taking into account (3.5) we infer

ν (Bδ(xi)) ≥

∫

Bδ(xi)

B(x, |u|) dx+ νi >

∫

Bδ(xi)

B(x, |u|) dx,

a contradiction. So {xi}i∈I ⊂ C .
Next, we aim to prove (3.7) when I 6= ∅. Fix i ∈ I and take δ > 0. Let φi,δ be as in Lemma 3.6,

and for a function h ∈ C+(R
N ), denote

h+δ := sup
x∈Bδ(xi)

h(x) and h−δ := inf
x∈Bδ(xi)

h(x).

Since φi,δun ∈ XV , by (3.1) we have

S‖φi,δun‖B ≤ ‖φi,δun‖. (3.34)

Applying Proposition 2.3 gives

‖φi,δun‖B ≥ min





(∫

Bδ(xi)

B(x, |φi,δun|) dx

) 1

r
−
δ

,

(∫

Bδ(xi)

B(x, |φi,δun|) dx

) 1

s
+
δ





≥ min





(∫

Bδ/2(xi)

B(x, |un|) dx

) 1

r
−
δ

,

(∫

Bδ/2(xi)

B(x, |un|) dx

) 1

s
+
δ



 .

It follows from the last inequality, (3.4) and [25, Proposition 1.203] that

lim inf
n→∞

‖φi,δun‖B ≥ min

{
ν(Bδ/2(xi))

1

r
−
δ , ν(Bδ/2(xi))

1

s
+
δ

}
.

Thus, by the continuity of r and s, we have

lim inf
δ→0+

lim inf
n→∞

‖φi,δun‖B ≥ min

{
ν

1
r(xi)

i , ν
1

s(xi)

i

}
. (3.35)

On the other hand, by using (2.38) and the fact that supp(φi,δ) ⊂ Bδ(xi) we obtain

‖φi,δun‖ ≤ max

{
(In,δ)

1

p
−
δ , (In,δ)

1

q
+
δ

}
, (3.36)

with

In,δ :=

∫

Bδ(xi)

[
H (x, |φi,δ∇un + un∇φi,δ|) + V (x)H(x, |φi,δun|)

]
dx.

By applying (2.2), for any given ε > 0 we find Cε > 1 independent of n and δ such that

In,δ ≤ (1 + ε)

∫

RN

φi,δ

[
H(x, |∇un|) + V (x)H(x, |un|)

]
dx+ Cε

∫

RN

H(x, |un∇φi,δ|) dx. (3.37)

This and (3.3) yield

lim sup
n→∞

In,δ ≤ (1 + ε)

∫

RN

φi,δ dµ+ Cε lim
n→∞

∫

RN

H(x, |un∇φi,δ|) dx

≤ (1 + ε)µ
(
Bδ(xi)

)
+ Cε lim

n→∞

∫

RN

H(x, |un∇φi,δ |) dx.
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Using this and Lemma 3.6, we derive from (3.36) that

lim sup
δ→0+

lim sup
n→∞

‖φi,δun‖ ≤ (1 + ε)max

{
µ

1
p(xi)

i , µ
1

q(xi)

i

}
, (3.38)

with µi = µ({xi}). Gathering (3.34), (3.35), (3.38) and the fact that {xi}i∈I ⊂ C we infer

Smin

{
ν

1
p∗(xi)

i , ν
1

q∗(xi)

i

}
≤ (1 + ε)max

{
µ

1
p(xi)

i , µ
1

q(xi)

i

}
.

From this we obtain (3.7) since ε > 0 was chosen arbitrarily. In particular, {xi}i∈I are atoms of µ.
We complete the proof by showing (3.6). Clearly, for any φ ∈ C0(R

N ) with φ ≥ 0, the functional
u 7→

∫
RN φ(x) [H(x, |∇u|) + V (x)H(x, |u|)] dx is convex and differentiable on XV . Hence, it is weakly

lower semicontinuous and therefore
∫

RN

φ(x)
[
H(x, |∇u|) + V (x)H(x, |u|)

]
dx

≤ lim inf
n→∞

∫

RN

φ(x)
[
H(x, |∇un|) + V (x)H(x, |un|)

]
dx =

∫

RN

φdµ.

Thus, µ ≥ H(·, |∇u|) + VH(·, |u|). Since µ∗ :=
∑

i∈I µiδxi and µ∗∗ := H(·, |∇u|) + VH(·, |u|) are
orthogonal, (3.6) follows. The proof is complete. �

Proof of Theorem 3.2. Let R > 0 and n ∈ N. Let φR be as in Lemma 3.7, and define

Tn(x) := H(x, |∇un|) + V (x)H(x, |un|) for x ∈ R
N .

Then, we decompose
∫

RN

Tn(x) dx =

∫

RN

φ
p(x)
R Tn(x) dx +

∫

RN

(1− φ
p(x)
R )Tn(x) dx. (3.39)

By estimating
∫

Bc
2R

Tn(x) dx ≤

∫

RN

φ
p(x)
R Tn(x) dx ≤

∫

Bc
R

Tn(x) dx,

we obtain

lim
R→∞

lim sup
n→∞

∫

RN

φ
p(x)
R Tn(x) dx = µ∞. (3.40)

On the other hand, (3.3) and the fact that 1− φ
p(x)
R ∈ Cc(R

N ) give

lim
n→∞

∫

RN

(
1− φ

p(x)
R

)
Tn(x) dx =

∫

RN

(
1− φ

p(x)
R

)
dµ. (3.41)

Note that lim
R→∞

∫
RN φ

p(x)
R dµ = 0 in view of the Lebesgue dominated convergence theorem. Thus, (3.41)

yields

lim
R→∞

lim
n→∞

∫

RN

(
1− φ

p(x)
R

)
Tn(x) dx = µ(RN ). (3.42)

Using (3.40) and (3.42), we obtain (3.10) by taking limit superior as n→ ∞ and then taking limit as
R→ ∞ in (3.39).

In the same manner, we decompose
∫

RN

B(x, |un|) dx =

∫

RN

φ
s(x)
R B(x, |un|) dx+

∫

RN

(
1− φ

s(x)
R

)
B(x, |un|) dx. (3.43)

Similar arguments to those leading to (3.40) and (3.42) give

lim
R→∞

lim sup
n→∞

∫

RN

φ
s(x)
R B(x, |un|) dx = ν∞ (3.44)

and

lim
R→∞

lim
n→∞

∫

RN

(
1− φ

s(x)
R

)
B(x, |un|) dx = ν(RN ). (3.45)

Making use of (3.43)–(3.45), we obtain (3.11).
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Finally, we claim (3.12) when (E∞) is additionally assumed. Let ǫ ∈ (0, p∞) be arbitrary and fixed.
Then by (E∞), we find R0 > 0 such that

|h(x)− h∞| < ǫ, ∀x ∈ Bc
R0

(3.46)

for each h ∈ {r, s, p, q}. Obviously, φRun ∈ XV , then by (3.1) we have

S‖φRun‖B ≤ ‖φRun‖. (3.47)

For R > R0, using (3.46) and Proposition 2.3 we have

‖φRun‖B ≥ min





(∫

Bc
R

φ
s(x)
R B(x, |un|) dx

) 1
r∞−ǫ

,

(∫

Bc
R

φ
s(x)
R B(x, |un|) dx

) 1
s∞+ǫ



 .

From this and (3.44), we obtain

lim inf
R→∞

lim sup
n→∞

‖φRun‖B ≥ min

{
ν

1
r∞−ǫ
∞ , ν

1
s∞+ǫ
∞

}
. (3.48)

On the other hand, for R > R0, from (2.39) it holds that

‖φRun‖ ≤max

{
(In,R)

1
p∞−ǫ , (In,R)

1
q∞+ǫ

}
, (3.49)

with In,R :=

∫

Bc
R

[
H(x, |∇(φRun)|) + V (x)H(x, |φRun|)

]
dx. Using (2.2) again, we find Cǫ > 1 inde-

pendent of n,R such that

In,R =

∫

Bc
R

[
H(x, |un∇φR + φR∇un|) + V (x)H(x, |φRun|)

]
dx

≤ (1 + ǫ)

∫

Bc
R

φ
p(x)
R

[
H(x, |∇un|) + V (x)H(x, |un|)

]
dx+ Cǫ

∫

Bc
R

H(x, |un∇φR|) dx,

i.e.,

In,R ≤ (1 + ǫ)

∫

Bc
R

φ
p(x)
R Tn(x) dx + Cǫ

∫

Bc
R

H(x, |un∇φR|) dx. (3.50)

Using (3.40) and Lemma 3.7, we derive from (3.50) that

lim sup
R→∞

lim sup
n→∞

In,R ≤ (1 + ǫ)µ∞.

By this and (3.49), we obtain

lim sup
R→∞

lim sup
n→∞

‖φRun‖ ≤ (1 + ǫ)
1

p∞−ǫ max

{
µ

1
p∞−ǫ
∞ , µ

1
q∞+ǫ
∞

}
. (3.51)

From (3.47), (3.48) and (3.51) we derive

Smin

{
ν

1
s∞+ǫ
∞ , ν

1
r∞−ǫ
∞

}
≤ (1 + ǫ)

1
p∞−ǫ max

{
µ

1
p∞−ǫ
∞ , µ

1
q∞+ǫ
∞

}
.

Hence, (3.12) follows since ǫ ∈ (0, p∞) was taken arbitrarily. The proof is complete. �

We conclude this section by proving Theorem 3.3.

Proof of Theorem 3.3. We define S as in (3.1) with XV replaced by W
1,H
V (RN ). Then, by Re-

mark 2.10, it holds S ∈ (0,∞). It is straightforward to verify that the proofs of Theorems 3.1 and 3.2

remain valid when XV is replaced by W 1,H
V (RN ). �

4. The existence and concentration of solutions

In this section, we will establish the existence and concentration of solutions to problem (1.6) using
variational methods. The concentration-compactness principles, obtained in Section 3, play a decisive
role in our approach.
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4.1. Statements of main results.

Let the assumptions (O), (C) and (E∞) hold. Consider the following problem

− divA(x,∇u) + λV (x)A(x, u) = f(x, u) + θB(x, u) in R
N , (4.1)

where A, A are given by (1.2); f , B are defined as

f(x, t) := b1(x)|t|
ℓ1(x)−2t+ b2(x)a(x)

ℓ2(x)

q(x) |t|ℓ2(x)−2t, (4.2)

B(x, t) := c1(x)|t|
r(x)−2t+ c2(x)a(x)

s(x)
q(x) |t|s(x)−2t; (4.3)

and λ, θ are positive parameters. We assume further on the nonlinear term f that

(S) 0 < b1(·) ∈ L
p∗(·)

p∗(·)−ℓ1(·) (RN ) and 0 ≤ b2(·) ∈ L
q∗(·)

q∗(·)−ℓ2(·) (RN ), where ℓ1, ℓ2 ∈ C+(R
N ) such that

ℓ1(·) < ℓ2(·), ℓ1(·) ≪ p∗(·) and ℓ2(·) ≪ q∗(·).

For each λ > 0, we denote by (Xλ, ‖ · ‖λ) the space obtained by replacing V with λV in (XV , ‖ · ‖).
By a weak solution of problem (4.1) we mean a function u ∈ Xλ such that

∫

RN

A(x,∇u) · ∇v dx+

∫

RN

λV (x)A(x, u)v dx

=

∫

RN

f(x, u)v dx+ θ

∫

RN

B(x, u)v dx, ∀v ∈ Xλ.

Note that this definition is well defined in views of Theorems 2.13 and 2.14. The existence of weak
solutions to problem (4.1) with λ fixed is as follows.

Theorem 4.1. Assume that (O), (C), (E∞) and (S) are satisfied with q+ < min{ℓ−1 , r
−}. Then, for

λ > 0 given, there exists θ0 > 0 such that for each θ ∈ (0, θ0), problem (4.1) has a nontrivial weak
solution.

As mentioned earlier, we are interested in the concentration of weak solutions at the bottom of the
potential V when λ→ ∞. For this purpose, we assume further that

(V2) V ∈ C(RN ), ΩV := int
(
V −1(0)

)
is a nonempty bounded smooth domain, and ΩV = V −1(0).

The limit problem associated with problem (4.1) is the following:
{
− divA(x,∇u) = f(x, u) + θB(x, u) in ΩV ,

u = 0 on ∂ΩV .
(4.4)

By a weak solution of problem (4.4) we mean a function u∗ ∈W 1,H(ΩV ) ∩W
1,1
0 (ΩV ) such that

∫

ΩV

A(x,∇u∗) · ∇v dx =

∫

ΩV

f(x, u∗)v dx+ θ

∫

ΩV

B(x, u∗)v dx, ∀v ∈ C∞
c (ΩV ).

Our last main result on the concentration of weak solutions is stated as follows.

Theorem 4.2. In addition to the hypotheses of Theorem 4.1, assume that (V2) holds. Then, there
exists θ0 > 0 such that for each given θ ∈ (0, θ0) and any λ > 0, problem (4.1) has a nontrivial weak
solution uλ. Furthermore, if λn → ∞, then uλn → u0 along a subsequence in XV , with u0 = 0 a.e. in
Ωc

V and u0
∣∣
ΩV

being a nontrivial weak solution of the limit problem (4.4).

4.2. Proofs of Theorems 4.1 and 4.2.

Let the assumptions of Theorem 4.1 hold, and let λ, θ > 0. Define Â, F : RN × [0,∞) → R and

F̂ , B̂ : RN × R → R as

Â(x, t) :=
tp(x)

p(x)
+ a(x)

tq(x)

q(x)
,

F (x, t) := b1(x)t
ℓ1(x) + b2(x)a(x)

ℓ2(x)

q(x) tℓ2(x),

F̂ (x, t) :=

∫ t

0

f(x, τ) dτ = b1(x)
|t|ℓ1(x)

ℓ1(x)
+ b2(x)a(x)

ℓ2(x)

q(x)
|t|ℓ2(x)

ℓ2(x)
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and

B̂(x, t) :=

∫ t

0

B(x, τ) dτ = c1(x)
|t|r(x)

r(x)
+ c2(x)a(x)

s(x)
q(x)

|t|s(x)

s(x)
.

Note that by Theorem 2.14, we have

Xλ →֒→֒ LF (RN ). (4.5)

In order to determine weak solutions to problem (4.1), we define J : Xλ → R as

J(u) :=

∫

RN

Â(x, |∇u|) dx +

∫

RN

λV (x)Â(x, |u|) dx −

∫

RN

F̂ (x, u) dx− θ

∫

RN

B̂(x, u) dx, u ∈ Xλ.

By applying a standard argument utilizing Theorem 2.13 and the embedding (4.5), we can readily
demonstrate that J is of class C1, and its Fréchet derivative J ′ : Xλ → (Xλ)

∗ is given by

〈J ′(u), v〉 =

∫

RN

A(x,∇u) · ∇v dx+

∫

RN

λV (x)A(x, u)v dx

−

∫

RN

f(x, u)v dx− θ

∫

RN

B(x, u)v dx, ∀u, v ∈ Xλ. (4.6)

It is clear that a critical point of J is a weak solution of problem (4.1). The following result is useful
for finding critical points of J .

Lemma 4.3. For any θ > 0 and λ > 0, the functional J satisfies the (PS)c condition with c ∈ R

satisfying

c <

(
1

q+
−

1

r−

)
min {Sτ1 , Sτ2}min

{
θ−σ1 , θ−σ2

}
, (4.7)

where S is given in (3.1), τ1 :=
(

ps
s−p

)−
, τ2 :=

(
qr
r−q

)+
, σ1 :=

(
p

s−p

)−
, and σ2 :=

(
q

r−q

)+
.

Proof. Let λ, θ > 0, and let c ∈ R satisfy (4.7). Let {un}n∈N be a (PS)c-sequence for J in Xλ, namely,

J(un) → c and J ′(un) → 0 as n→ ∞. (4.8)

Putting α := min{ℓ−1 , r
−} and employing estimate (2.39), we have that for n large,

c+ 1 + ‖un‖λ ≥ J(un)−
1

α
〈J ′(un), un〉

≥

(
1

q+
−

1

α

)[∫

RN

H(x, |∇un|) dx+

∫

RN

λV (x)H(x, |un|) dx

]

≥ C1

(
‖un‖

p−

λ − 1
)
.

This implies that {un}n∈N is bounded in Xλ since p− > 1. Then, according to Theorems 3.1 and 3.2,
it holds, up to a subsequence, that

un(x) → u(x) a.a. x ∈ R
N , (4.9)

un ⇀ u in Xλ, (4.10)

H(·, |∇un|) + λVH(·, |un|)
∗
⇀ µ ≥ H(·, |∇u|) + λVH(·, |u|) +

∑

i∈I

µiδxi in R(RN ), (4.11)

B(·, |un|)
∗
⇀ ν = B(·, |u|) +

∑

i∈I

νiδxi in R(RN ), (4.12)

Smin

{
ν

1
r(xi)

i , ν
1

s(xi)

i

}
≤ max

{
µ

1
p(xi)

i , µ
1

q(xi)

i

}
, ∀i ∈ I, (4.13)

and

lim sup
n→∞

∫

RN

[
H(x, |∇un|) + λV (x)H(x, |un|)

]
dx = µ(RN ) + µ∞, (4.14)

lim sup
n→∞

∫

RN

B(x, |un|) dx = ν(RN ) + ν∞, (4.15)
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Smin

{
ν

1
r∞
∞ , ν

1
s∞
∞

}
≤ max

{
µ

1
p∞
∞ , µ

1
q∞
∞

}
. (4.16)

We claim that I = ∅. Suppose contrarily that there is i ∈ I. For each δ > 0, let φi,δ be defined as in
Lemma 3.6. For any n ∈ N, it is clear that φi,δun ∈ Xλ; hence,
∫

RN

φi,δ

[
H(x, |∇un|) + λV (x)H(x, |un|)

]
dx = 〈J ′(un), φi,δun〉+ θ

∫

RN

φi,δB(x, |un|) dx

+

∫

RN

φi,δF (x, |un|) dx−

∫

RN

A(x,∇un) · ∇φi,δun dx. (4.17)

Let ǫ > 0 be arbitrary. Invoking (2.1), we have
∫

RN

∣∣∣A(x,∇un) · ∇φi,δun

∣∣∣dx ≤

∫

RN

|∇un|
p(x)−1|∇φi,δ||un| dx+

∫

RN

a(x)|∇un|
q(x)−1|∇φi,δ||un| dx

≤ ǫ

∫

RN

H(x, |∇un|) dx+ Cǫ

∫

RN

H(x, |∇φi,δun|) dx

≤ ǫM + Cǫ

∫

RN

H(x, |∇φi,δun|) dx, (4.18)

where Cǫ > 0 is independent of n and δ, and

M := sup
n∈N

∫

RN

[H(x, |∇un|) + λV (x)H(x, |un|)] dx ∈ (0,∞) (4.19)

due to the boundedness of {un}n∈N in Xλ. Utilizing (4.18) and the fact that supp(φi,δ) ⊂ Bδ(xi), we
derive from (4.17) that

∫

RN

φi,δ

[
H(x, |∇un|) + λV (x)H(x, |un|)

]
dx ≤ 〈J ′(un), φi,δun〉+ θ

∫

RN

φi,δB(x, |un|) dx

+

∫

Bδ(xi)

φi,δF (x, |un|) dx + ǫM + Cǫ

∫

Bδ(xi)

H(x, |∇φi,δun|) dx. (4.20)

Clearly, {φi,δun}n∈N is bounded in Xλ; hence, (4.8) implies that

lim
n→∞

〈J ′(un), φi,δun〉 = 0. (4.21)

By invoking (4.5), it follows from (4.10) that

lim
n→∞

∫

Bδ(xi)

φi,δF (x, |un|) dx =

∫

Bδ(xi)

φi,δF (x, |u|) dx. (4.22)

Also, as obtained in (3.14) we have

lim
n→∞

∫

Bδ(xi)

H(x, |∇φi,δun|) dx =

∫

Bδ(xi)

H(x, |∇φi,δu|) dx. (4.23)

Passing to the limit as n→ ∞ in (4.20) and employing (4.11)–(4.12), (4.21)–(4.23) we arrive at
∫

RN

φi,δ dµ ≤ θ

∫

RN

φi,δ dν +

∫

Bδ(xi)

φi,δF (x, |u|) dx+ ǫM + Cǫ

∫

Bδ(xi)

H(x, |∇φi,δu|) dx. (4.24)

The fact that F (·, |u|) ∈ L1(RN ) gives

lim
δ→0+

∫

Bδ(xi)

φi,δF (x, |u|) dx = 0. (4.25)

On the other hand, applying Lemma 3.6 yields

lim
δ→0+

∫

Bδ(xi)

H(x, |∇φi,δu|) dx = 0. (4.26)

By letting δ → 0+ in (4.24) and using (4.25)–(4.26) we have

µi ≤ θνi + ǫM. (4.27)
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This leads to
µi ≤ θνi, (4.28)

since ǫ > 0 was chosen arbitrarily. From (4.28) and (4.13) we obtain

Smin
{
(θ−1µi)

1
r(xi) , (θ−1µi)

1
s(xi)

}
≤ max

{
µ

1
p(xi)

i , µ
1

q(xi)

i

}
.

This yields

µi ≥ S
ηiβi

βi−ηi θ
−

ηi
βi−ηi , (4.29)

where ηi ∈ {p(xi), q(xi)} and βi ∈ {r(xi), s(xi)}. It is not difficult to see that
(

ps

s− p

)−

≤
p(xi)s(xi)

s(xi)− p(xi)
≤

ηiβi

βi − ηi
≤

q(xi)r(xi)

r(xi)− q(xi)
≤

(
qr

r − q

)+

and (
p

s− p

)−

≤
p(xi)

s(xi)− p(xi)
≤

ηi

βi − ηi
≤

q(xi)

r(xi)− q(xi)
≤

(
q

r − q

)+

.

The last two inequalities jointly with (4.29) and (4.27) imply

θνi ≥ µi ≥ min {Sτ1 , Sτ2}min
{
θ−σ1 , θ−σ2

}
, (4.30)

where

τ1 :=

(
ps

s− p

)−

, τ2 :=

(
qr

r − q

)+

, σ1 :=

(
p

s− p

)−

and σ2 :=

(
q

r − q

)+

. (4.31)

On the other hand, since q+ < min{ℓ−1 , r
−}, it follows from (4.8) and (4.15) that

c = lim
n→∞

[
J(un)−

1

q+
〈J ′(un), un〉

]

≥

(
1

q+
−

1

r−

)
θ lim sup

n→∞

∫

RN

B(x, |un|) dx =

(
1

q+
−

1

r−

)
θ
[
ν(RN ) + ν∞

]
. (4.32)

Taking into account (4.12), (4.30) and (4.32) we obtain

c ≥

(
1

q+
−

1

r−

)
θνi ≥

(
1

q+
−

1

r−

)
min {Sτ1 , Sτ2}min

{
θ−σ1 , θ−σ2

}
. (4.33)

This is in contrast to (4.7); in other words, I = ∅.
Next, we aim to show that ν∞ = µ∞ = 0. To this end, we claim

µ∞ ≤ θν∞. (4.34)

Indeed, for each R > 0 let φR be defined as in Lemma 3.7. It follows that
∫

RN

φR

[
H(x, |∇un|) + λV (x)H(x, |un|)

]
dx =

〈
J ′(un), φRun

〉
+

∫

RN

F (x, |un|)φR dx

+θ

∫

RN

B(x, |un|)φR dx−

∫

RN

A(x,∇un) · ∇φRun dx. (4.35)

From the boundedness of {φRun}n∈N in Xλ and (4.8), it follows that

lim
n→∞

〈
J ′(un), φRun

〉
= 0. (4.36)

Using the same arguments leading to (3.40) and (3.44), we obtain

µ∞ = lim
R→∞

lim sup
n→∞

∫

RN

φR

[
H(x, |∇un|) + λV (x)H(x, |un|)

]
dx, (4.37)

and

ν∞ = lim
R→∞

lim sup
n→∞

∫

RN

φRB(x, |un|) dx. (4.38)

In view of the compact embedding (4.5), it follows from (4.10) that

lim
R→∞

lim
n→∞

∫

RN

F (x, |un|)φR dx = lim
R→∞

∫

RN

F (x, |u|)φR dx = 0. (4.39)
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Similar arguments to those leading to (4.18) give, for an arbitrary ε > 0,
∫

RN

∣∣∣A(x,∇un) · ∇φRun

∣∣∣ dx ≤ εM + Cε

∫

RN

H(x, |∇φRun|) dx, (4.40)

with M given by (4.19) and Cε > 0 independent of n and R. Using Lemma 3.7 we have

lim
R→∞

lim sup
n→∞

∫

RN

H(x, |∇φRun|) dx = 0. (4.41)

Taking limit superior in (4.35) as n → ∞ and then taking limit as R → ∞ with taking into account
(4.36)-(4.41), we obtain

µ∞ ≤ θν∞ + εM.

Hence, (4.34) holds since ε > 0 is small arbitrarily. Now, suppose on the contrary that ν∞ > 0. From
(4.16) and (4.34), we have

Smin
{
(θ−1µ∞)

1
s∞ , (θ−1µ∞)

1
r∞

}
≤ max

{
µ

1
p∞
∞ , µ

1
q∞
∞

}
.

This leads to

µ∞ ≥ S
η∞β∞

β∞−η∞ θ−
η∞

β∞−η∞ , (4.42)

with η∞ ∈ {p∞, q∞} and β∞ ∈ {r∞, s∞}. Note that the assumptions on exponents yield p∞ ≤ q∞ <

r∞ ≤ s∞. We have
(

ps

s− p

)−

≤
p(x)s(x)

s(x) − p(x)
≤

q(x)r(x)

r(x) − q(x)
≤

(
qr

r − q

)+

, ∀x ∈ R
N .

Thus, (
ps

s− p

)−

≤
p∞s∞

s∞ − p∞
≤

q∞r∞

r∞ − q∞
≤

(
qr

r − q

)+

. (4.43)

On the other hand, for η∞ ∈ {p∞, q∞} and β∞ ∈ {r∞, s∞} we have

p∞s∞

s∞ − p∞
≤

η∞β∞

β∞ − η∞
≤

q∞r∞

r∞ − q∞
. (4.44)

Combining (4.43) with (4.44) gives
(

ps

s− p

)−

≤
η∞β∞

β∞ − η∞
≤

(
qr

s− p

)+

.

Similarly, it holds that (
p

s− p

)−

≤
η∞

β∞ − η∞
≤

(
q

r − q

)+

.

The last two estimates, together with (4.34) and (4.42), imply that

θν∞ ≥ µ∞ ≥ min {Sτ1 , Sτ2}min
{
θ−σ1 , θ−σ2

}
,

with τ1, τ2, σ1 and σ2 given in (4.31). From this and (4.32), we obtain

c ≥

(
1

q+
−

1

r−

)
θν∞ ≥

(
1

q+
−

1

r−

)
min {Sτ1, Sτ2}min

{
θ−σ1 , θ−σ2

}
,

a contradiction. Thus, ν∞ = µ∞ = 0. By this and the fact that I = ∅, we deduce from (4.12) and
(4.15) that

lim sup
n→∞

∫

RN

B(x, |un|) dx =

∫

RN

B(x, |u|) dx. (4.45)

By (4.9) and Fatou’s lemma, we obtain
∫

RN

B(x, |u|) dx ≤ lim inf
n→∞

∫

RN

B(x, |un|) dx.

Combining this with (4.45) gives

lim
n→∞

∫

RN

B(x, |un|) dx =

∫

RN

B(x, |u|) dx.
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From this and Lemma 2.5 we obtain

lim
n→∞

∫

RN

B(x, |un − u|) dx = 0,

and thus, in view of Proposition 2.3, it holds

un → u in LB(RN ).

Finally, analysis similar to that in the last part of [33, Proof of Lemma 5.1], taking into account
Lemma 2.15, shows that un → u in Xλ. The proof is complete. �

The next lemma provides a Mountain Pass geometry of the functional J .

Lemma 4.4. Let λ > 0 and θ > 0. Then, the following assertions hold.

(i) There exist δ ∈ (0, 1) and ρ > 0 such that J(u) ≥ ρ if ‖u‖λ = δ.
(ii) There exists v ∈ Xλ independent of θ such that ‖v‖λ > 1 and J(v) < 0 for all θ > 0.
(iii) If (V2) is additionally assumed, then there exists v ∈ XV independently of λ and θ such that

‖v‖λ > 1 and J(v) < 0 for all λ > 0 and θ > 0.

Proof. Let θ, λ > 0. By (2.54) and (4.5), we find C1 > 1 such that

max{‖u‖B, ‖u‖F} ≤ C1‖u‖λ, ∀u ∈ Xλ. (4.46)

For any u ∈ Xλ with ‖u‖λ = δ ∈
(
0, C−1

1

)
, we apply Proposition 2.3, together with (2.39) and (4.46),

to obtain

J(u) ≥
1

q+

∫

RN

[
H(x, |∇u|) + λV (x)H(x, |u|)

]
dx−

1

ℓ−1

∫

RN

F (x, |u|) dx −
θ

r−

∫

RN

B(x, |u|) dx

≥
1

q+
‖u‖q

+

λ −
1

ℓ−1
(C1‖u‖λ)

ℓ−1 −
θ

r−
(C1‖u‖λ)

r−
=

1

q+
δq

+

−
C

ℓ−1
1

ℓ−1
δℓ

−
1 −

Cr−

1 θ

r−
δr

−

:= ρ.

Since q+ < min{ℓ−1 , r
−}, we can choose δ > 0 small enough such that ρ > 0, and thus, (i) has been

shown.
In order to get (ii), let us fix φ ∈ Xλ \ {0}. For any τ > 1 we have

J(τφ) ≤
τq

+

p−

∫

RN

[
H(x, |∇φ|) + λV (x)H(x, |φ|)

]
dx−

τ ℓ
−
1

ℓ+2

∫

RN

F (x, φ|) dx → −∞ as τ → ∞.

Thus, by taking v = τφ with τ > 0 large enough, it holds ‖v‖λ > 1, and J(v) < 0 for all θ > 0.
Clearly, v is independent of θ.

Finally, for showing (iii), let us fix φ0 ∈ C∞
c (ΩV ) with ‖φ0‖ = 1; hence, it holds ‖φ0‖λ = 1 for all

λ > 0. For any τ > 1 we have

J(τφ0) ≤
τq

+

p−

∫

RN

H(x, |∇φ0|) dx −
τ ℓ

−
1

ℓ+2

∫

RN

F (x, φ0|) dx→ −∞ as τ → ∞.

Thus, by taking v = τφ0 with τ > 0 large enough, the conclusion of (iii) follows. The proof is complete.
�

Let ρ and v be determined in Lemma 4.4 (i)-(ii). Define

cλ := inf
γ∈Γλ

max
06τ61

J(γ(τ)), (4.47)

where

Γλ := {γ ∈ C ([0, 1], Xλ) : γ(0) = 0, γ(1) = v} . (4.48)

From Lemma 4.4 (i), the definition of cλ, and the fact that γ(τ) = τv ∈ Γλ, we have

0 < ρ ≤ cλ ≤ max
0≤τ≤1

J(τv). (4.49)

For all 0 ≤ τ ≤ 1, we have

J(τv) ≤
τp

−

p−

∫

RN

[
H(x, |∇v|) + λV (x)H(x, |v|)

]
dx−

τ ℓ
+
2

ℓ+2

∫

RN

F (x, |v|) dx
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≤ a0τ
p−

− b0τ
ℓ+2 := g(τ),

where

a0 :=
1

p−

∫

RN

[
H(x, |∇v|) + λV (x)H(x, |v|)

]
dx > 0 and b0 :=

1

ℓ+2

∫

RN

F (x, |v|) dx > 0.

Thus,

0 < cλ ≤ max
τ∈[0,1]

g(τ) = g (d0) = a0d
p−

0 − b0d
ℓ+2
0 . (4.50)

where d0 := min

{
1,
(

a0p
−

b0ℓ
+
2

) 1

ℓ
+
2 −p−

}
.

Proof of Theorem 4.1. Let λ > 0 be given. Note that with v found in Lemma 4.4 (ii), g(d0) is
independent of θ. Thus, we find θ0 > 0 such that

0 < g(d0) <

(
1

q+
−

1

r−

)
min {Sτ1 , Sτ2}min

{
θ−σ1 , θ−σ2

}
, ∀θ ∈ (0, θ0). (4.51)

Let θ ∈ (0, θ0). From (4.50) and (4.51), it holds that

0 < ρ ≤ cλ <

(
1

q+
−

1

r−

)
min{Sτ1, Sτ2}min{θ−σ1 , θ−σ2}. (4.52)

By invoking [28, Lemma 3.1], we infer from the Mountain Pass geometry of J obtained in Lemma 4.4
that there exists a (PS)cλ-sequence {un}n∈N for J in Xλ. Then, by (4.52) and Lemma 4.3, we have

that un → uλ along a subsequence in Xλ; hence, J
′(uλ) = 0 and J(uλ) = cλ > 0. Thus, uλ is a

nontrivial weak solution to problem (4.1). The proof is complete. �

Next, we aim to prove Theorem 4.2 when (V2) is additionally assumed. Define

X0 := {u ∈ XV : u = 0 a.e. in Ωc
V }.

Note that for any u ∈ X0 it holds that u
∣∣
ΩV

∈ W 1,H(ΩV ) ∩W
1,1
0 (ΩV ). Indeed, for u ∈ X0, it holds

u ∈ W 1,H(RN ) due to Theorem 2.12. This implies that u
∣∣
ΩV

∈ W 1,H(ΩV ) and u ∈ W 1,p−

(RN ).

Hence, by [9, Proposition 9.18] we infer u
∣∣
ΩV

∈W
1,1
0 (ΩV ).

Let us consider J̃ : X0 → R defined as

J̃(u) :=

∫

ΩV

Â(x,∇u) dx−

∫

ΩV

F̂ (x, u) dx− θ

∫

ΩV

B̂(x, u) dx, u ∈ X0.

Obviously, J̃ = J
∣∣
X0

and its critical points are weak solutions to problem (4.4).

With ρ and v being determined in Lemma 4.4 (i) and (iii), we define cλ and g(d0) as in (4.47) and
(4.50), respectively. Furthermore, define

c∗ := inf
γ∈Γ(ΩV )

max
06τ61

J̃(γ(τ)), (4.53)

where

Γ(ΩV ) := {γ ∈ C ([0, 1], X0) : γ(0) = 0, γ(1) = v} . (4.54)

Note that X0 ⊂ Xλ for all λ > 0, thus we obtain

0 < ρ ≤ cλ ≤ c∗, ∀λ > 0, ∀θ > 0. (4.55)

Since V ≡ 0 on ΩV , arguing as that obtained (4.50) we have

c∗ ≤ g (d0) . (4.56)

It is worth emphasizing that g(d0) is now independent of both λ and θ.
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Proof of Theorem 4.2. Let θ0 > 0 be such that

g(d0) <

(
1

q+
−

1

r−

)
min{Sτ1, Sτ2}min{θ−σ1 , θ−σ2}, ∀θ ∈ (0, θ0). (4.57)

Let θ ∈ (0, θ0) be given. From (4.55)-(4.57), it holds that

0 < ρ ≤ cλ ≤ c∗ < Dθ :=

(
1

q+
−

1

r−

)
min{Sτ1, Sτ2}min{θ−σ1 , θ−σ2}, ∀λ > 0. (4.58)

Then, by Lemmas 4.3 again, for each λ > 0 problem (4.1) admits a nontrivial weak solution uλ , which
is a critical point of J corresponding to the critical value cλ.

Next, let λn → ∞, and thus we may assume λn > 1 for all n ∈ N. For each n ∈ N, by denoting
un := uλn we have

J ′(un) = 0 and J(un) = cλn . (4.59)

Since cλn ≤ c∗ < Dθ, up to a subsequence, we have

cλn → c0 ≤ c∗ < Dθ. (4.60)

Thus, {un}n∈N is a (PS)c0-sequence for J in XV . We claim that {un}n∈N is bounded in XV . Indeed,

by putting α = min{ℓ−1 , r
−} again, it follows from (2.39) and (4.58) that

Dθ > cλn = J(un)−
1

α
〈J ′(un), un〉 ≥

(
1

q+
−

1

α

)(
‖un‖

p−

λn
− 1
)
, ∀n ∈ N.

Thus, there exists Cθ > 0 independent of n such that

||un‖ ≤ ‖un‖λn ≤ Cθ, ∀n ∈ N. (4.61)

Then, by Theorems 3.1 and 3.2 again, we have

un(x) → u0(x) a.a. x ∈ R
N , (4.62)

un ⇀ u0 in XV , (4.63)

H(·, |∇un|) + VH(·, |un|)
∗
⇀ µ ≥ H(·, |∇u0|) + VH(·, |u0|) +

∑

i∈I

µiδxi in R(RN ), (4.64)

B(·, |un|)
∗
⇀ ν = B(·, |u0|) +

∑

i∈I

νiδxi in R(RN ), (4.65)

Smin

{
ν

1
r(xi)

i , ν
1

s(xi)

i

}
≤ max

{
µ

1
p(xi)

i , µ
1

q(xi)

i

}
, ∀i ∈ I, (4.66)

and

lim sup
n→∞

∫

RN

[
H(x, |∇un|) + V (x)H(x, |un|)

]
dx = µ(RN ) + µ∞, (4.67)

lim sup
n→∞

∫

RN

B(x, |un|) dx = ν(RN ) + ν∞, (4.68)

Smin

{
ν

1
r∞
∞ , ν

1
s∞
∞

}
≤ max

{
µ

1
p∞
∞ , µ

1
q∞
∞

}
. (4.69)

We claim that

u0 ∈ X0. (4.70)

Indeed, by Fatou’s lemma with taking into account (2.39), (4.61) and (4.62), we obtain

0 ≤

∫

RN

V (x)|u0|
p(x) dx ≤ lim inf

n→∞

∫

RN

V (x)|un|
p(x) dx = lim inf

n→∞

1

λn

∫

RN

λnV (x)|un|
p(x) dx

≤ lim inf
n→∞

1 + ‖un‖
q+

λn

λn
= 0.

Thus,
∫
RN V (x)|u0|p(x) dx = 0; hence, u0 = 0 a.e. in Ωc

V . So, (4.70) has been proved.
Next, we aim to show that

un → u0 along a subsequence in XV . (4.71)
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To this end, we will first prove that

un → u0 in LB(RN ). (4.72)

As in the proof of Lemma 4.3, this will be done if we can show that I = ∅ and µ∞ = ν∞ = 0. Suppose,
on the contrary, that there exists i ∈ I. For each δ > 0, let φi,δ be as in Lemma 3.6. Note that
∫

RN

φi,δ

[
H(x, |∇un|) + V (x)H(x, |un|)

]
dx ≤

∫

RN

φi,δ

[
H(x, |∇un|) + λnV (x)H(x, |un|)

]
dx

= 〈J ′(un), φi,δun〉 −

∫

RN

A(x,∇un) · ∇φi,δun dx+

∫

RN

φi,δF (x, |un|) dx+ θ

∫

RN

φi,δB(x, |un|) dx.

Similar arguments to those leading to (4.28) and (4.33) give µi ≤ θνi, and then, c0 ≥ Dθ, which
contradicts (4.60). So, we have shown that I = ∅.

In order to show µ∞ = ν∞ = 0, let φR be as in Lemma 3.7. Since
∫

RN

φR(x)
[
H(x, |∇un|) + V (x)H(x, |un|)

]
dx ≤

∫

RN

φR(x)
[
H(x, |∇un|) + λnV (x)H(x, |un|)

]
dx

=
〈
J ′(un), φRun

〉
+

∫

RN

F (x, |un|)φR dx+ θ

∫

RN

B(x, |un|)φR dx−

∫

RN

A(x,∇un) · ∇φRun dx,

we argue similarly to those in Lemma 4.3 to obtain µ∞ = ν∞ = 0. Hence, (4.72) has been proved.
Now, we make use of (4.72) to prove (4.71). From Proposition 2.1 and the boundedness of {un} in

LB(RN ), we have
∫

RN

∣∣∣B(x, un)(un − u0)
∣∣∣ dx

≤

∫

RN

[
c1(x)|un|

r(x)−1 + c2(x)a(x)
s(x)
q(x) |un|

s(x)−1
]
|un − u0| dx

≤ 2
∥∥∥c

1
r′

1 |un|
r−1
∥∥∥
Lr′(·)(RN )

∥∥∥c
1
r
1 |un − u0|

∥∥∥
Lr(·)(RN )

+ 2

∥∥∥∥
(
c2a

s
q

) 1
s′

|un|
s−1

∥∥∥∥
Ls′(·)(RN )

∥∥∥∥
(
c2a

s
q

) 1
s

|un − u0|

∥∥∥∥
Ls(·)(RN )

≤ C2‖un − u0‖B, ∀n ∈ N.

Combining this with (4.72) yields

lim
n→∞

∫

RN

B(x, un)(un − u0) dx = 0. (4.73)

We derive from (4.5) and (4.63) that

un → u0 in LF (RN ). (4.74)

Using this and arguing as that leading to (4.73), we obtain

lim
n→∞

∫

RN

f(x, un)(un − u0) dx = 0. (4.75)

On account of (4.59), (4.73), and (4.75), we infer

lim
n→∞

[∫

RN

A(x,∇un) · ∇(un − u0) dx +

∫

RN

λnV (x)A(x, un)(un − u0) dx

]
= 0. (4.76)

Note that for any h ∈ C+(R
N ), one has

(
|ξ|h(x)−2ξ − |η|h(x)−2η

)
· (ξ − η) ≥ 0, ∀ξ, η ∈ R

N , ξ 6= η.

Using this, we obtain

0 ≤

∫

RN

[
A(x,∇un)−A(x,∇u0)

]
· ∇(un − u0) dx

+

∫

RN

V (x)
[
A(x, un)−A(x, u0)

]
(un − u0) dx
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≤

∫

RN

[
A(x,∇un)−A(x,∇u0)

]
· ∇(un − u0) dx

+

∫

RN

λnV (x)
[
A(x, un)−A(x, u0)

]
(un − u0) dx.

Thus,

0 ≤

∫

RN

A(x,∇un) · ∇(un − u0) dx+

∫

RN

λnV (x)A(x, un)(un − u0) dx

−

∫

RN

A(x,∇u0) · ∇(un − u0) dx−

∫

RN

λnV (x)A(x, u0)(un − u0) dx. (4.77)

On account of (4.63), we infer

lim
n→∞

∫

RN

A(x,∇u0) · ∇(un − u0) dx = 0. (4.78)

Since u0 = 0 a.e. in Ωc
V and V = 0 on ΩV , we have

∫

RN

λnV (x)A(x, u0)(un − u0) dx =

∫

ΩV

λnV (x)A(x, u0)(un − u0) dx = 0, ∀n ∈ N. (4.79)

Gathering (4.76), (4.78) and (4.79), we derive from (4.77) that

lim
n→∞

{∫

RN

[
A(x,∇un)−A(x,∇u0)

]
· ∇(un − u0) dx

+

∫

RN

V (x)
[
A(x, un)−A(x, u0)

]
(un − u0) dx

}
= 0.

Utilizing (4.78) and (4.79) again, the last limit yields

lim
n→∞

∫

RN

[
A(x,∇un) · ∇(un − u0) dx+ V (x)A(x, un)(un − u0)

]
dx = 0.

Thus, (4.71) follows in view of Lemma 2.15.
Next, we will show that u0

∣∣
ΩV

is indeed a weak solution to the limit problem (4.4), namely,
∫

ΩV

A(x,∇u0) · ∇v dx =

∫

ΩV

f(x, u0)v dx+ θ

∫

ΩV

B(x, u0)v dx, ∀v ∈ C∞
c (ΩV ). (4.80)

To this end, let v ∈ C∞
c (ΩV ) be arbitrary. We claim that

lim
n→∞

∫

ΩV

A (x,∇un) · ∇v dx =

∫

ΩV

A (x,∇u0) · ∇v dx. (4.81)

Indeed, by (4.71) we have

lim
n→∞

∫

RN

H (x, |∇un −∇u0|) dx = 0.

Therefore, in view of [9, Theorem 4.9] it holds that

∇un → ∇u0 a.e. in R
N (4.82)

and

|∇un|
p(x) + a(x)|∇un|

q(x) ≤ h(x) for a.a. x ∈ R
N and all n ∈ N, (4.83)

with some h ∈ L1(RN ). Utilizing these facts, we apply the Lebesgue dominated convergence theorem
to obtain

lim
n→∞

∫

ΩV

∣∣∣|∇un|p(x)−2∇un − |∇u0|
p(x)−2∇u0

∣∣∣
p′(x)

dx = 0 (4.84)

and

lim
n→∞

∫

ΩV

a(x)
∣∣∣|∇un|q(x)−2∇un − |∇u0|

q(x)−2∇u0

∣∣∣
q′(x)

dx = 0. (4.85)
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Furthermore, by Proposition 2.1 we have
∫

ΩV

a(x)
∣∣∣|∇un|q(x)−2∇un − |∇u0|

q(x)−2∇u0

∣∣∣ |∇v| dx

≤ 2
∥∥∥a

1
q′
∣∣|∇un|q−2∇un − |∇u0|

q−2∇u0
∣∣
∥∥∥
Lq′(·)(ΩV )

∥∥∥a
1
q |∇v|

∥∥∥
Lq(·)(ΩV )

, ∀n ∈ N.

By Proposition 2.3 (v), it follows from the last estimate and (4.85) that

lim
n→∞

∫

ΩV

a(x)
[
|∇un|

q(x)−2∇un − |∇u0|
q(x)−2∇u0

]
· ∇v dx = 0.

In the same manner, we obtain

lim
n→∞

∫

ΩV

[
|∇un|

p(x)−2∇un − |∇u0|
p(x)−2∇u0

]
· ∇v dx = 0.

Combining the last two limits yields (4.81). Similarly, we obtain

lim
n→∞

∫

ΩV

B(x, un)v dx =

∫

ΩV

B(x, u0)v dx (4.86)

and

lim
n→∞

∫

ΩV

f(x, un)v dx =

∫

ΩV

f(x, u0)v dx. (4.87)

Using (4.59) and the fact that supp(v) ⊂ ΩV , we have
∫

ΩV

A(x,∇un) · ∇v dx =

∫

ΩV

f(x, un)v dx+ θ

∫

ΩV

B(x, un)v dx. (4.88)

Passing to the limit as n→ ∞ in (4.88), using (4.81), (4.86) and (4.87), we derive (4.80).
Finally, we will show u0 6= 0. To this end, we first note that by (2.54) and (4.5) again we can take

C3 > 1 (independent of λn) such that

max{‖u‖B, ‖u‖F} ≤ C3‖u‖ ≤ C3‖u‖λn , ∀u ∈ XV , ∀n ∈ N. (4.89)

For each n ∈ N, it follows from (4.59) that
∫

RN

H(x, |∇un|) dx+

∫

RN

λnV (x)H(x, |un|) dx =

∫

RN

F (x, |un|) dx+ θ

∫

RN

B(x, |un|) dx. (4.90)

If ‖un‖λn ≤ 1, then by (2.39) and (4.90) it holds that

‖un‖
q+

λn
≤ (1 + θ)Cs+

3 ‖un‖
ℓ−1
λn
.

From this and the fact that un 6= 0 we obtain that

‖un‖λn ≥
(
(1 + θ)Cs+

3

) 1

q+−ℓ
−
1 . (4.91)

If ‖un‖λn > 1, then (4.91) holds automatically.
From the above analysis, we find C4 ∈ (0, 1) independent of λn such that

‖un‖λn ≥ C4, ∀n ∈ N.

This and (4.90) imply
∫

RN

F (x, |un|) dx+ θ

∫

RN

B(x, |un|) dx ≥ min
{
‖un‖

p−

λn
, ‖un‖

q+

λn

}
≥ C

q+

4 . (4.92)

Passing to the limit as n→ ∞ in the last estimate, using (4.72) and (4.74) we arrive at
∫

RN

F (x, |u0|) dx+ θ

∫

RN

B(x, |u0|) dx ≥ C
q+

4 > 0.

From this we obtain u0 6≡ 0. The proof is complete. �
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[28] J. Garćıa Azorero, I. Peral Alonso, Multiplicity of solutions for elliptic problems with critical exponent or with a
nonsymmetric term, Trans. Amer. Math. Soc. 323 (2) (1991) 877–895.

[29] L. Gasiński, N.S. Papageorgiou, Constant sign and nodal solutions for superlinear double phase problems, Adv.
Calc. Var. 14 (4) (2021) 613–626.
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