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ON CRITICAL DOUBLE PHASE PROBLEMS IN R" 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 Schrédinger type in RY 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 associated with a double phase operator
with variable exponents given by

—div Az, Vu) + V(z)A(z, u), (1.1)
where A : RY x RN - RN, 4: RN xR — R are defined as
Az, &) = [P 72 + a(x)|€] 772, A, t) = [tPT) %t + a(x) ||t (1.2)

with a,p,q € C®'(RY) such that a(-) >0, 1 <p(-) <q(-) < N,and 0 < V(-) € L} (R").

The main characteristic of the operator given in (1.1) is that its behavior switches continuously
between two sets {z € RV : a(x) = 0} and {x € RY : a(z) > 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 (|Vul[P~?Vu + a(z)|Vu|?**Vu) (1.3)

and the associated energy integral

I(u) = /Q <¥ + a(z)@) dz, (1.4)

where Q is a domain in RY. 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

Ch€P < f(,€) < Ca(1+[€]7) for a.a. z € Q and for all € € RV,

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 Q 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 div.A(x, Vu) in a bounded Lipschitz domain 2. Based on results
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obtained in [21, 48], they explored the fundamental properties of the Musielak-Orlicz spaces L*(Q)
and Musielak-Orlicz-Sobolev spaces W17 (), where

H(z,t) = tPD + a(x)t?®  for (x,t) € Q x [0, 00).

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]. Tt 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
RY 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*(-) := J\J,Vf}g()) for h(-) < N).
In [1], the authors dealt with a nonlinearity including an arbitrary growth term of the form — |u|"(*)= 24,
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
WLH(Q) — WhPO(Q) — LP"()(Q) (see Section 2 for the details). Nevertheless, |t[P"(*) obviously
does not capture the behavior for the critical term of Sobolev-type embedding on W1 (), which
continuously switches order between p*(-) and ¢*(-). 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) =7 ®) 4 q(x) @ 17 (@) for (z,t) € Q x [0,00),

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

WhH(Q) — LI (Q), (1.5)
when 2 is a bounded domain. Furthermore, they also discussed the optimality of G* among those

s(x)

U of the form ¥(x,t) = [t|"®) + a(z)a® |¢|*@) such that WH(Q) — LY(). 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 [141]. 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 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 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 RY and the critical term makes the critical problems in RV 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., [7,8,27,35,19]. A Lions-type CCP for W1H(Q) with
a bounded Lipschitz domain , 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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n (1.1). This will be instrumental in handling double phase problems involving critical growths in the
entire space RY in the future.

Upon acquiring these CCPs, we employ them to investigate the existence and concentration of
solutions to equations of Schrédinger-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 Schrodinger-type as follows:

—div A(z, Vu) + AV (z)A(x,u) = f(z,u) + 0B(x,u) inRY, (1.6)
where f(z,u) exhibits a subcritical growth while B(z,u) is a generalization of the critical term
* a* (=) *
c1lulP” @) =2y + cga(x) 7@ |u|®) =2y, with ¢; > 0, ¢z > 0, and ), are positive real parameters.

Equations of Schrodinger-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 RY, which only dealt with a potential V satisfying
inf,cgny V(2) > 0, our novelty is that we can handle problems with V holding inf,cpy V(z) =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/ |Vu|? dz + b) Au+ \V(z)u = f(x,u) in RY, (1.7)
RN

where a,b > 0, and 0 < V(-) € C(R") satisfies the following conditions:

(i) there exists Ko > 0 such that the set {x eRN :V(x) < Ko} is nonempty and has finite
measure;
(ii) Qv = int{V"1(0)} is a nonempty bounded smooth domain, and Qy = V~1(0).
They showed that under some suitable conditions of f, when A — oo, equation (1.7) has a sequence of
weak solutions {uy, }nen such that uy, — @ in L™ (RY) for every r € [2,2*), where @ is a weak solution
of the limit problem

=0 on 0Ny .

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.

{— (a fon VA2 dz +b) Au = f(z,a)  inQy,

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 [12] 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:

* Q represents an open domain in RY, Q¢ means the complement of Q in RV .
* m™ :=inf, gm(z) and m" :=sup, gm(x) for m € C (Q).
s CL(Q):={meC(Q):1<m <m" <oo}.

o () = T(S'Zl for r € C4(Q).

For f,g € C(Q), we write f(-) < g(-) if infﬁ(g — (=) > 0.
zE

M (§2) denotes the space of all Lebesgue measurable functions u : Q@ — R.
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* For a measurable subset E C RY |E| stands for the Lebesgue measure of E.

* X — Y indicates that the space X is embedded continuously into the space Y, while X <—<— Y
means that X is embedded compactly into Y.

o X* and (-,-) respectively denote the dual space of a normed space X and the duality pairing
between X* and X.

o u, — u (resp., up, — u, U, — u) in X means u, converges to u strongly (resp., weakly,
weakly-#) in a normed space X as n — oo.

* B.(z) denotes a ball in RY centered at x with radius ¢; if = is the origin, we write shortly B..

* The letters C, C; 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  be an open domain in RY with the cone property.
2.1. Variable exponent Lebesgue spaces.

Let z € C;(Q2) and u be a o-finite and complete measure in 2. We define the variable exponent
Lebesgue space Lﬁ(')(ﬂ) as

LZ(')(Q) = {u : Q — R is p-measurable, |u(:v)|z(””) du < oo} )

Q

endowed with the Luxemburg norm

. _ u(x) |#(@)
el 2300 = mf{A>0 /Q’T du = 1}'

Then, LZ(')(Q) is a separable and uniformly convex Banach space (see [18]). When p is the Lebesgue

measure, we write L*()(Q) and || - =) (q) in place of LZ(')(Q) and || - respectively.

;0@
Proposition 2.1 ( [18]). For any u € LZ(')(Q) and v € LZ/(')(Q), the following Hélder-type inequality
holds

< z(- 2/(- °
’/ﬂ Uv du’ < 2HUHLH<)(Q)HUHLM()(Q)

Proposition 2.2 ( [18]). Let u € L:(Q) and denote p(u) = Jo lu(@)[F@ dp. It holds that

(i) ||u||Lz(.)(Q) <1 (resp.>1,=1) if and only if p(u) <1 (resp. >1,=1);
cey . 2 2t .
(”) if ||U‘HL;(')(Q) > 1, then ”u”LZ(‘)(Q) < p(u) < ”u”Lfb(‘)(Q)’

oy s z
(i) i [l 300y < 1 then o, oy < p(0) < 0o -

Consequently,

Z+
1< o) < Jull o,

lll} -0 gy = 1 < ot Vue LZO(Q).

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

1 —-1 _ (= 1 r(x
|ab| < @EMV@) -+ %g r(zl)—l |b|r(z()l1 < €|a|7“(1) + (1 +¢ r*lfl) |b|7‘(z()ll (2'1)
and
T+
1
la 40" < (14 ¢)|a|"™ + (1 + #> |b|"(®) (2.2)
14+¢e)— —

forall a,b € R, e >0,z €, and r € C, (Q).
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2.2. A class of Musielak-Orlicz-Sobolev spaces.
Define ¥ : Q2 x [0,00) — [0, 00) as
(x,t) = w (2)t*® + wy(x)tP @ for (z,t) € Q x [0, 00), (2.3)
where , 8 € C(Q) with a(-) < B(-), 0 < wy(-) € L}(Q) UL>®(Q) and 0 < wa(-) € L1(Q) U L>(9).
Define the modular pg associated with ¥ as
pw(u) = /Q U(z, |u(z)|) dz.
The corresponding Musielak-Orlicz space LY (Q) is defined as
LY(Q) :={ue M(Q): py(u) < oo},
endowed with the norm

lullw := inf {T >0: py (g) < 1} .

Then, L¥() 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 pg and the norm || - ||y can
be easily obtained in the same manner as [17, Proof of Proposition 2.13].

Proposition 2.3. Let u,u, € LY(Q) (n € N). Then, the following assertions hold:
(i) if u# 0, then ||ullw = X if and only if py (%) = 1;
(it) |ulle <1 (resp.>1, =1) if and only if py(u) <1 (resp.> 1, =1);
R . + -
(iii) if Jully <1, then |[ully < pu(u) < lull s
(iv) if |ullw > 1, then |[ull§ < pu(u) < [lully ;
(v) ||unlle = 0 as n — oo if and only if py(u,) — 0 as n — co.
Corollary 2.4. Forr,s € C(Q) satisfying 0 < r(-) < a(-) and 0 < s(-) < B(-), one has

s <1+ |uly, YueL¥(Q).

S
oy <14 uly and  |wg [ul®
L0 ()

L0 (Q)

r
Jef ful

Proof. Let u € LY(Q) and set \ := Hw1§|u|r‘

-/ do< [wn(o)

By Proposition 2.3 again, one has ATF < |lu|lw. Thus, we obtain

L%( . If A > 1, then by Proposition 2.3 one has

)
a(z)
dz < py < ul ) .
AT

oo <1+ ully, Vue LY(Q).

L7 (Q)

a(x)
r(x)
u

1

At

r(x)
wa () @ ")
A

[eof ur
The remaining inequality is proved in the same fashion. g

We have the following extension of the Brezis-Lieb Lemma to the Musielak-Orlicz spaces LY (£2).

Lemma 2.5. Let {f,}nen be a bounded sequence in LY () and fn(x) — f(x) for a.a. © € Q. Then
feLY(Q) and

n—oo

mn/kwmnw—wamfﬁw—wammm=o (2.4)
Q

Proof. We have f € LY(Q) by Fatou’s lemma. To show (2.4), it suffices to prove that

i [ Jur £l = wn[ o = 71— w717 d = 0
and
lim / ’w2|fn|3(w) —walfn — FIF@ — | f1P@ | dz = 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 WY (Q) is defined as
Wt (Q) == {ue LY(Q): |Vul € LY ()},
endowed with the norm
[ullwre ) := inf {T >0: pw (g) < 1} ;

where py : WHY(Q) — R is the modular defined as
po(u) = /Q [0, [Vul) + (s, [u])] da.

The space W, (Q) is defined as the closure of C2°(Q) in WY (). Then, WY () and Wy'" (Q) are
separable, uniformly convex and reflexive Banach spaces (see [34, Theorem 6.1.4]). Note that when
U(x,t) = t*®) the spaces WH¥(Q) and W(}\P(Q) become the well-studied generalized Sobolev spaces
whel)(Q) and Wol’a(')(ﬂ), respectively (see [18,20,22]).

The next proposition gives the relation between the modular py and the norm || - ||W1,\If(Q). We also
omit the proof since it is similar to that of [17, Proposition 2.14].

Proposition 2.6. For any u € WH¥(Q), we have

(i) if u # 0, then |lullw1v ) = X if and only if pu (%) = 1;
(i) |lullwre) <1 (resp.=1, > 1) if and only if py(u) <1 (resp.=1, > 1);

o + R o
(i) i [l < L then Jull s v oy < Po(w) < [ulunq);
. . a7 ~ +
(iv) if HUHWL‘I’(Q) > 1, then ||u||W1,\If(Q) < pw(u) < HU‘HII‘;/I,‘I’(Q)'

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 (z,t) € 2 x [0, 00), define

H(z,t) = tP@ 4 q(z)t9®) (2.5)
and X
G*(z, 1) = 17" () 4 q(z) T 9 @), (2.6)
We make the following assumptions.
_ _ — N+1
(A) N 22, p,q € CL (@) N CO@), pla) < a(x) < N for all 2 € 0, ¢) < p()=—, 0 < al) €

L>®(Q) N CoL(Q).
Note that the conditions on exponents p, ¢ in (LA) imply

q() <p*() (2.7)
and
N _N_qq((..))Jr 7 <P70): (28)

Theorem 2.7. Let (A) be satisfied. Then the following embedding holds
WhH(Q) — LY (Q).

Proof. We follow the idea of [20, Lemma 2.1]. Throughout this proof, with the data given by (.A) we
denote by C; (resp. C;(tg)) a positive constant depending only on the data (resp. the data and ).
Clearly, the conclusion follows if we can show that

(a)7*
G*(z,|u])dx < Cy [ H(z, |Vu|) dx + / H(z, |u|) dz + 1} . Yu e WhHH(Q). (2.9)
Q Q Q
We will prove (2.9) by showing the following claims.
Claim 1: (2.9) holds for all u € W (Q) N L*°(Q), where
WhH(Q) = {u € WHH(Q) : supp(u) is compact}.
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To this end, let v € (WH(Q) N L>(Q)) \ {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:

loll < Cg/ (Vo] + |v]) dz, Vv e WHH(Q). (2.10)
LN-T(Q) Q
Set
NJ;l
=||ul]lg= and f(z):= [g* (a:, %)] for a.a. x € Q.
Then it follows from Proposition 2.3 that
/ [f(z)] M1 dy = / Gg* (w, M) dz =1. (2.11)
Q 0 B
Next, we verify that f € W(Q). It is clear that
f=|Vfl=0 ae in{zeQ: ux)=0} (2.12)
Set Q4 :={z € Q: u(z) > 0}. Then, it holds that
IVf(z)] < N_bfpf, uz) |99 (”3 ug)) Vu) | XN: il (x u;>)
VISTN 73 ot BT & o
Cs
< ?Il( z)+ Csly(x) for a.a. x € Oy, (2.13)
where ( )
~% 0G* (2,4
A RC)) B
Li(x) = <g (x, B )) 5 [Vul
and
-+ N |ag* (z M)
T N e G
=
We estimate I1(-) and I5(-) as follows. By direct computations, it holds that
0G*(z,1) G*(z,t)
=z | <o, 2 .
e ot o
N-1 (=) 1 ) q*(x)
Uz = + ith £(x) := , 2.15
7§ ASES M = 1)
(p 1) p'(z) = p*(2), (2.16)
and
70 = 1)) = @) (2.17)

for all z € Q and ¢ € (0,00). From (2.14) and the elementary inequality:
e+ d|¥T < Cs (|c|ﬁ + |d|ﬁ) , VedeR,

we obtain

(U(I>)p o + (a(z)) @) <u(x)>q*<x>NN11

5 |Vu(z)| for a.a. x € Q.
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Then, by invoking (2.1), we derive from (2.15)-(2.17) that

(" (x) Yt —1)p' () (q*(x)

I (ac) < Cy

B g
+ Csg (|Vu(:v)|p(m) + a(x)|Vu(:1c)|q<w)) for a.a. € Q4

NNl—l)q'(w)l

i.e,
I (z) < CsG” <x, %) + CsH(z, |Vu(z)|) for a.a. z € Q. (2.18)
In order to estimate I5(-), we make use of the Lipschitz continuity of p(-) and ¢(-) to obtain
I(z) < Cylz1(x) + Colao(x) for a.a. xz € Qy, (2.19)
where
ot = o (v "2)] ((%) TS (%) m) w (45

I
| —|
Q
*
7 N
=
£
@y
N—
N—
—
2

and <
s ()

By (A), we have

Hence, we obtain

* N1 N-—1
i @O @2 —p(a)—<o (1+ ala) @ @ @)

t—0+ tp(z)+eo t—0+
=0, uniformly for x € Q. (2.20)
From (2.20) and the fact that lim ¢°°In¢ = 0 it holds that

t—0+

Cio(to) := sup {[g*(:v,t)] N () —2oge0 lnt} € (0,00)
t<tg
zeQ

for each ¢ty > 0. Consequently, we have

Ba(o) = |6 (= %)]NT (%)WM ()

< Cro(to)H (I, %

) for a.a. x € Q4 with < tp. (2.21)

(p*

N Int = 0 we can fix tg > 1 such that t_pZ\(II) Int <

Let us put 6 := %. By the fact that lim ¢~
2 t—00

(p*

¥ Int < Cig for all (z,t) € Q x (tg,00). Thus,

—

p*(x)

G*(z, )"~ |Int| < G (z, )t~ "~ Int < Cig*(x,t) for all (z,t) € Q x (to, 0). (2.22)
9

Consequently, it holds that

Irq(z) < ig* (:v, %) for a.a. x € Q4 with %x) > to. (2.23)
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Combining (2.21) with (2.23) gives

Iq1(z) < Cro(to)H (x %) + —g* ( %) for a.a. z € Q.

For estimating I 2(-), we denote
Qo :={zeQy: alx) =0} and Q; := {x € Q4 : a(z) > 0}.
9(a*)

Since ——~ =0 a.e. in Q fori=1,..., N and

1
N _ =) g% (x)

[g*(x,t)} < a(z)" T+ foraa. z€Q andall t € (0,00),

it follows that
Iy 2(x) =0, fora.a. z € Q,

and
C1oa)) (u@)\?@F
f(z) E(m)
Ira(x) < alz)” ; (‘—’“n |+ p ’ ) (T)
N-1 u(x)\? @) R
< Clla(gc)f(w) 1 (7) for a.a. x € Qq,
where
N
Ci1:=su ‘—‘lnaa—i—f‘—’) (0,00
Ty
due to (LA) and the fact that lim ¢Int = 0. Thus, we obtain

t—0t

u(x) lf@)%
T) for a.a. x € Q4.

On the other hand, since 1 < £(-)2= and p(-) < ¢*(-) 22 it holds that

IQ)Q(:E) S Clla(!f)é(w)%_l (

a(:b)é(w)%_ltq @5 < Cha(to)H (z,t) for all (z,t) € Q x (0, o],

where

Cua(to) := sup a(@)"* T @5 ) g (0, 00).
t<tq
weﬁ

Applying (2.1) for r(z) = 11(1—13[—17 we obtain

N-—1

a(z)'® v~

@ 2 g (2)l0) R @) LR e (@) (MR )

11
From (2.8) and taking ¢o larger if necessary, it holds that
Nq(x) * 5 —
t P @) 7 forall (2,¢) € Q x (to, 00).
CoCiiCon (z,1) (to,00)
Combining (2.27) and (2.28) gives

- 4 . NG@) ey
a(x)l( z) Mt —144" (z yEF < e a(x)l(z)tq (z) +Clstzviqu(z)+1 P ( )t;D (z)
0 —
< *(x,t) for all (z,t) € Q x (ty, 00).
< CgC'ug (x,t) for all (z,t) X (g, 00)

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

Iz 2(x) < Cyato)H <33, %) + C%g* <33, %) for a.a. x € Q.

) x a(e —
< —a(zx) @@ 4 Cl3tNiVQ<(z))+1 for all (x,t) € Q x [0, 00).

(2.24)

(2.25)

(2.26)

(2.27)

(2.28)

(2.29)

(2.30)
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By using (2.24) and (2.30), we deduce from (2.19) that

I(z) < Ci5(to)H (a:, %x)) +26G* (:1:, %) for a.a. z € Q. (2.31)
Collecting (2.12), (2.13), (2.18) and (2.31) altogether we obtain

IV f(z)| < C;;‘“’ {g< %) H(z, |Vu(z )|)} + Cy5(to)H @%) +20G* @%) (2.32)

for a.a. x € Q.

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

N—-1

G (2,1) N =G* (2,8) 7 tP@P@) < CL(to)H (1) for all (z,t) € 8 x (0, o],

where
N—-1
Cir(to) == sup G"(w,)" ™ 7)€ (0,00)
t€(0,t0]
z€EQ
and
G* (z,t) ~ < G* (z,1) (z,t) for all (z,t) € Q x (tg, 00).

From these facts and (2.12), we obtain

|f()] = [g* (x %)} - < Chir(to)H (x %) + 0G* (x %) for a.a. z € Q. (2.33)

By (2.32) and (2.33), we infer f € W11(Q). Then, applying (2.10) for v = f and then using (2.11),

(2.32), (2.33), we arrive at
1< % {1 + [ H(z, |Vu(a:)|)dx] + 019(150)/ H <3:, %) dz + 3C590.
Q Q

Note that § = 60 , and we could choose Ci9(tg) to depend only on the data. Hence, for 8 > 1, the
last inequality implies that

%g % [1—}-/97-{(90,|Vu(x)|) }+%/H(x%””)> dz.

B =lullg- < (14 2Cs) [1 —i—/QH(:E, [Vul) dz + /Q’H(x,u) dx} , VB>1, (2.34)

So, we obtain

Obviously, (2.34) holds with ||u||g- < 1. Thus, we obtain (2.34) for all w € WL *(Q) N L>=(2). This
fact and Proposition 2.3 yield Claim 1.

Claim 2: (2.9) holds for all w € WHH(Q) N L>(9).

Indeed, let u € W1 (Q) N L°°(Q) be given and arbitrary. For each n € N, let 1, € C>°(RY) be such
that

1 if |2] <,

Un(z) =0 if |x| > 3n,

Yn(z) €10,1]  for all x € RY,

|Vipn(z)] <1 for allz € RN
and define u, (x) := ¥, (z)u(z) for z € Q. Clearly, u,, has compact support, and furthermore, |u,| < |u|
and |Vuy,| < |u| + |Vu| a.e. in Q. Thus, u, € W () N L>=(22); hence, by Claim 1 we have

(a)*
G*(z, |up|) dz < Cy [ H(z, |Vul|) dx + / H(z, |u|)dz + 1
Q Q
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Since u, — u a.e. in ) as n — oo, by passing to the limit as n — oo in the last inequality we obtain

(a)7*
/g*(% luf) de < U H(x,|Vu|)d;v—|—/ H(w, [u) dz + 1] (2.35)
Q Q Q
in view of Fatou’s lemma. That is, Claim 2 has been proved.
Claim 3: (2.9) holds for all u € WHH(Q).
Indeed, let u € W1 #(Q) be given and arbitrary. For each n € N, define
ey (@@ <n,
nsgnu(z) if [u(z)] > n.
It is clear that |v,| = min {Ju|,n} and |Vv,| < |Vu| a.e. in Q; hence, v, € WLH(Q) N L>°(Q). Thus,
by means of Claim 2 it holds that

(a)7*
G*(z, |vp|) do < Cy {/ H(z, |V, |)dz + | H(z,|v,|)dz + 1}
Q Q Q

(a9
<y {/ H(:C,|Vu|)dx+/ H(z, |u|)dx+1} .
Q Q

By passing to the limit as n — oo in the last estimate, noticing v, — u a.e. in {2, Claim 3 follows in
view of Fatou’s lemma again. The proof is complete. O

Remark 2.8. When a(-) = 0, Theorem 2.7 becomes the critical embedding for WP()(Q), 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(z,t) = e1(2)t"@ + ca(2)a(z) T 5@ for a.a. = € Q and all £ € [0, 00), (2.36)
where 7, s € C(Q) and c1,c2 € M(Q) satisfying ¢1(z) > 0 and co(z) > 0 for a.a. x € Q.
Theorem 2.9. Let (LA) hold, and let B be defined as in (2.36) with c1,ca € L*=(2). Then, the following

assertions hold:
(i) if p(x) < r(x) < p*(z) and q(z) < s(x) < ¢*(x) for all x € Q, then WHH(Q) — LB(Q);
(i1) if Q is a bounded Lipschitz domain, r(x) < p*(x), and s(:z:) < ¢*(x) for all x € Q, then
WLH(Q) s LB(Q).

Proof. Suppose that p(z) < r(z) < p*(x) and q( ) < ( ) < ¢*(z) for all z € Q. Then, it holds
Bla,t) = 1 (@)t + es(x) (ale) )

<) (¢ + 7t eso) | (o))" + (atwytre)

< CH(z,t) + G (z,1)], VY(z,t) €Qx[0,00).
From this and Theorem 2.7, we easily obtain (7). The assertion (i) is from [38, Proposition 3.7]. O

2.3. The Musielak-Orilcz-Sobolev spaces W‘l,’H(RN) and Xy.

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 Q = RV,
and let V € L{ (RY) be such that V(-) > 0 and V # 0. We define the space WH(RY) as

Wy RYN) = {u e Wl ®Y) 1 py(u) < oo},
where the modular py is defined as

pv(u) == /RN H(x, |Vu|)dz + /]RN V(z)H (x,u])dz  for u € WEHRM).
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Then, W‘l,’H (RY) is a normed space with the norm

[l == inf{T>O pv( ) < 1} (2.37)
see, e.g. [18, Theorem 2.1.7]. As Proposition 2.6, on this space we have
v <ﬁ> =1, Yue WHHRY)\ {0}, (2.38)
and
win {7} < pv (o) < mas {7} v e WEREY). (23

Clearly, if essinf,cpny V(2) > 0, then VV‘l,’H (R™) is a separable reflexive Banach space (a proof is
similar to that of Theorem 2.12 below). Furthermore, it holds that

WEHRN) — WEHRN), (2.40)
i.e., there exists a constant C' > 0 such that
Jullwroegny < Cllull,  Yu € W™ (RY). (2.41)

In order to obtain (2.40) with a larger class of potentials V', we make the following assumption:
(V1) V € L. (RY) satisfies V(-) > 0 and V # 0, and one of the following two conditions holds:
(a) there exists Ko > 0 such that the set By := {z € RY : V(z) < Ko} # 0 and |Ey| < oo;
(b) there exists Ry > 0 such that ess inszB%O Viz)=Vy > 0.

Remark 2.10. The condition (V1)(a) was initially introduced in [5] for the case H(z,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 € L} . (RN ) guarantees that C°(RY) C VV‘l,’H (RY). Moreover, we have the following.

Lemma 2.11. Let (LA) and (V1) hold. Furthermore, for the case of essinf crn V(z) = 0, we assume
in addition that

(P) The function p satisfies the log —Hdoder decay condition, i.e., there exists poo € (1, N) such

that
sup [p(x) — poo|log(e + [z[) < o0
z€ERN
Then, there exists a constant C' > 0 such that
llullwrr@yy < Cllull, Vue C>(RM). (2.42)

Proof. 1t is clear that the conclusion holds for the case of essinf,cgy V() > 0 in view of (2.41). For
the case of essinf,cgy V(z) = 0 with (A) and (P) being assumed, we note that

5 : [IVull oo @)

S = LR S, (2.43)
weo= NN} [[ull o ()(RN)
see [18, Theorem 8.3.1]. First, we consider the case of (V1)(a). Let u € C°(RY), we have
/ H(zx, |u|) dx—/ H(z, |u|) dx—l—/ H(x, |u|) dz
< [ M+ - / V()R ful) da
Ev
1
< H(x,|u])de + —pv (u). (2.44)
By Ko
Invoking Propositions 2.1-2.2 and Corollary 2.4, it follows from (2.7) and (2.43) that
L) e <2l g
Ev L »C) (Ev) Lp() p()( v)
2 p* (- 1
2l el s s
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<G (1+ || ||Lp *C)(By) + H HLP ()(Ev))

<O (14 577 IVullt oy + 57 NIVl v, )

pt at
<Oy |1+ (/ V() d;v) " (/ V[P dx) ;
RN RN
at
< Cs [1+pv( )" } (2.45)
Using (2.44) and (2.45) one can find Cy > 1 such that
qt
H (z, |Vul) d:c—i—/ H(z,|u|)de < Cy [1 + pv(u )} , Yu € CX(RYN), (2.46)
RN

Now, for each u € C2°(RY)\ {0}, we apply (2.46) for v = %= and use the relation (2.38) to obtain

[u]

qt

[ [0 + #a o] ao < s [ 14 pr(0) | =200

RN
which implies (2.42).

The proof for case of (V1)(b) is the same as above, except that Ey and K are replaced by Bpg,
and Vjp, respectively. O

It follows that
Vo

1

(2Cy) >~

dz <1,

1

(204) P

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, g, a satisfy (LA) while V satisfies (V1). Furthermore, p additionally fulfills (P)
when essinf,cgy V(z) = 0.

Let Xy denote the closure of C2°(RY) in W‘l/’H(RN ). We have the following result.

Theorem 2.12. Xy is a separable reflexive Banach space. Furthermore, one has
Xy — WHH(RN), (2.47)
Proof. We begin the proof by showing
HU”WL’"(RN) < CH’UH, Yo € Xy. (248)
Let u € Xy, by the definition of Xy, there exists {u, }neny C C°(RY) such that u, — u in Xy. Up
to a subsequence, we have
Up =~ u  a.e. in {V #0} (2.49)
and
Vu, — Vu ae. in RY. (2.50)
Obviously, {u, }nen is a Cauchy sequence in Xy, and thus, in W1 #(RY) thanks to Lemma 2.11. By

the completeness of W1 (RYN), there exists u € WH7(RY) such that u,, — @ in WH?(RY). Hence,
along a subsequence we have

Up — @ a.e. in RY, (2.51)
and
Vu, — Vi ae. in RY. (2.52)
From (2.50) and (2.52), we obtain @ = u + ¢ for some constant ¢. Combining this with (2.49) and
(2.51), noticing [{V # 0}| > 0, we infer ¢ = 0, i.e. 4 = u. Thus, u € WHH(R"), and by applying
(2.42) for u = uy,, and passing to the limit as n — oo we obtain (2.48) for v = u. Thus, (2.47) has been
proved.
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Next, we aim to show the completeness of Xy . Let {uy}nen be a Cauchy sequence in Xy . Then,
by invoking (2.39), for a given € > 0 we find N, € N such that

H (x,|Vuy, — Vuy|) dz + V(2)H (z, |um — up|)dz <e, Vm,n> N.. (2.53)
RN RN
On the other hand, in view of (2.48), {u,}nen is also a Cauchy sequence in WHH*(RYN). As before,
there exists u € WH(RYN) such that, up to a subsequence,

u, - u and Vu, - Vu a.e. in RN,

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

N

H (z,|Vum — Vul]) dz +/ V()H (x, |um —u|)dx <e, Vm > N..
RN R

It follows that u € W&’H(RN) and u, — u in W‘I/’H(]RN); hence, Xy is complete.
Finally, we show the separability and reflexivity of Xy,. Define

Y = LF(RY) x (LHRV))Y = LPRY) x LH(RY) x -« x LH(RY),

endowed with an equivalent norm

N 1/2
[[(wo, u, -+ un)|ly = [luolle + (Zﬁ) ;
=1

H

where ¢(z,t) := (1 4+ V(z)) H(z,t). By (2.48), we can show that

lully = llulle + [|[Vulll,,
is an equivalent norm on Xy . Hence,

O (Xvs |- ) = (Y- Mly)

(I)(u) = (uuumu to 7umN)
is a linear isometric operator. By a standard argument, we can show that ® (X ) is closed in Y
(see e.g., [37, Proposition 2.4]). Clearly, L¥(RY) and L*(R") are separable reflexive Banach spaces
(see [34, Theorems 3.3.7, 3.5.2 and 3.6.6]), and so is Y. Thus, ® (Xy) is also separable reflexive, and
so is Xy by the linear isometry of ®. The proof is complete. 0

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,co € L¥(RY). It holds that
(i) if p(z) < r(x) < p*(z) and q(z) < s(z) < ¢*(x) for all z € RN, then one has
Xy — LBRY); (2.54)
(i) if r(z) < p*(x) and s(x) < ¢*(x) for all x € RN, then one has
Xy = LB _(RMY).
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(-) € ¢*(-), c1 € L%(RN) and
c2 € L%(RN). Then, one has
Xy —< LBRY). (2.55)
Proof. By Theorem 2.12, it suffices to prove that
WIHRYN) s LB(RY). (2.56)
To this end, let G* be defined as in (2.6). By Theorem 2.7, we find C. > 0 such that
G < Collull, Yue WHHRN). (2.57)

[l
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By invoking Proposition 2.1, Corollary 2.4 and (2.57), for any u € WL*(RY), we have

[ Baluds<2lal ol o F2el o bl o

RN L ()=70) (RN) L' TCY (RN) LT () =sC) (RN) L0 (RN)
<Oy (1+ ullg: + lulg )
<204 (1 + ||’u,| (gq:)+>

. )+
< Oy (1 + Oéq )+||u||§/;1/1),H(RN)) .

Consequently, in view of Proposition 2.3 it holds
1

- 1

1

||u||3§1+(/ B(x,|u|>dx>’"s1+<2cm (14 OOl gy ) Y € W RY),
RN

From this, we derive W1H(RN) — LB(RN).
Finally, we will show (2.56). To this end, let u,, — 0 in WM (R"), and we aim to show that u,, — 0
in LB(RY), which is equivalent to
lim B(x, |up|)dz =0 (2.58)
n—oo JpN
in view of Proposition 2.3. By Theorem 2.9, we get that uw, — 0 a.e. in RY. Thus, by the Vitali
convergence theorem (see e.g., [25, Theorem 2.24]), (2.58) follows if we can show that for any & > 0,
there exist 6 = d(¢) > 0 and R = R(g) > 0 such that
(19) for any measurable subset E C RY with |E| < 4, it holds [, B(x,|un|)dz < ¢ for all n € N;
(29) fB?z B(z, |un|)dz < e for all n € N.

p* () g* ()
Indeed, let € € (0,1) be arbitrary and given. Since ¢; € L»*0—0 (RY) and ¢y € L7000 (RY), there
exist § = 6(¢) > 0 and R = R(¢) > 0 such that for any measurable subset £ C RY with |E| < §, we
have

t
p*(x) q* (z) e
e {/E (@) da, /E lea{@) T dx} = (2(2 O T Cg‘*)> (2:59)

t
p* (x) q* (z) €
max c1(z)|P"@-r@ du, co(z)| @@ dr » < , 2.60
{/B ) /Bf{| ) }— <2(2+C;*+C:*)) 200

c
R

and

_ « \ T « \ T
where ¢ := max { (pffr) , (qfis) } Since {uy }nen is bounded in W1 #(RY), we may assume that

||un||W1,H(RN) <1, VneN.
Then, by invoking Propositions 2.1-2.2, Corollary 2.4, (2.57) and (2.59), we obtain
/ B(z, [un|)de <2fer]| _peer  Alun|"l] o0
E LP =70 (E) L) (E)

+2llea]| o ‘ a* ()
L O—=0) (E) L O (B)

) 1/t
p* ()
<2 ( [ e dx> (1+ ")
E

q* (z) 1/t
+2 (/ |co(z) | T@—@ d:z:> (1 + |lun]
E
S+
5)

+ + + +
(2+ C unliyrm ey + C2 lnll i e )

2 s
a’|uy| H ()

st
)
9
2+Crt 4+ C5")
9
2+Cr" +C57)
<e VnéeN.

+
<7 (2 + llunllg" + lunl

<
—(
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Thus, we have shown (1°). By replacing £ with B and using (2.60) in the preceding estimate, we
easily show (2°). 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 [11, Theorem 4.1] (and see also [17, Theorem
3.3]), we have the following.

Lemma 2.15. Ifu, — u in Xy and

lim sup /RN [A(z, Vu) - V(u, —u) + V(z) Az, u)(u, —u)]dz <0,

n—00

then u, — u in Xy.
We close this section with the following remark for the space W‘l/’H(]RN ).

Remark 2.16. Let (A) hold, and let V € LL_(RY) satisfy essinf,cgnx V(2) > 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 Xy is substituted with VV‘l,’H (RM).

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 VV‘l,’H (RY) and Xy . 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 C.(RY) be the set of all continuous functions u : R — R whose support is compact, and let
Co(RY) be the completion of C.(RY) relative to the supremum norm || - || .. We denote by R(R™) the
space of all signed finite Radon measures on RY endowed with the total variation norm. By the Riesz
representation theorem (see e.g., [25, Section 1.3.3]), we can identify R(RY) with the dual of Co(RY),
that is, for each pu € [Co(RY)]*, there exists a unique element in R(R™), still denoted by pu, such that

e f) = [ £ VF € CoRY)

We can also identify L'(RY) with a subspace of R(RY) through the linear mapping 7' : L*(RY) —
R(RYN) defined as

(Tu, f) = /RN ufdz, Yu € LYRY), Vf € Co(RYN).

Let p, q,a, V verify (O), and let H and B be defined as in (2.5) and (2.36) with Q = RY respectively.
For obtaining our main results, we make the assumption on B as follows:

(C) 0 <ci(r) € L¥(RY), 0 < co(-) € L®(RY), and r, s € C(RY) such that ¢(-) < r(-) < p*(+),
q*(x) — s(x) = p*(x) — r(x) for all x € RY and
¢ = {z eRY : r(z) = p*(2), s(z) = ¢*(x)} #0.
Let Xy be defined as in Subsection 2.3. Then, in view of Theorem 2.13 we infer

— i lloll '
beXv\{0} ||¢]5

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

(3.1)

Theorem 3.1. Let (O) and (C) hold. Let {uy}nen be a bounded sequence in Xy such that
u, — u in Xy, (3.2)

H(, [Vun|) + VA, Jun]) = 5 in RRY),
B(,|us) = v in R(RY).
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Then, there exist {x;}icr C € of distinct points and {v;}icr, {iitier C (0,00), where I is at most
countable, such that

- B(a|u|)+zul5zﬂ (35)

i€l
p= M, Vul) + VHE, [ul) + D pada,, (3.6)
iel
a1 I
S min {Vp oyt } < max {,uf(’”) T } , Viel, (3.7)

where §,, is the Dirac mass at x;.
The next result elucidates the possible loss of mass at infinity.

Theorem 3.2. Let (O) and (C) hold, and let {u,}nen be the same sequence as that in Theorem 3.1.
Set

Hoo 1= hm hmsup/ [’H(x, |Vuy|) + V(z)H(x, |un|)} dz (3.8)
R—oo posoco <
and
Voo i = hm lim sup B(x, |uy|) d. (3.9)
R—o0 npnooo B,
Then
lim sup/ [H(:E, [Vuy|) + V(z)H(x, |un|)} dz = p(RY) + pe (3.10)
n—00 RN
and
lirnsup/ B(z, [u,]) dz = v(RY) + v (3.11)
n—00 RN

Moreover, assume in addition that
(Ex) For each h € {p,q,r, s}, there exists hoo € (0,00) such that

lim A(z) = heo
|| =00
Then it holds
1 1 1 1
S min {ygow L USS® } < max {,ué’g" , s } . (3.12)

When essinf, cpny V() > 0, we can replace Xy by W&,’H (R™) in Theorems 3.1 and 3.2 as follows.

Theorem 3.3. Let (A), (C) and (Ex) hold, and let V € L, (RY) satisfy essinf,cgny V(z) > 0.
Then, the conclusions of Theorems 3.1 and 3.2 remain valid with W‘l/’H(RN) in place of Xy .

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 v, {v, }nen be nonnegative and finite Radon measures on RN such that v,, — v
in R(RN). Then, for any m € Cy(RY) it holds

I 6] ey vy = 0]l o gy, V6 € Ce(RY).

Lemma 3.5 ( [30]). Let p,v be two finite and nonnegative Radon measures on RY | such that there
exists a positive constant C' holding

||¢HL3(')(RN) < CH¢|

for some s,t € C;(RYN) satisfying s(-) < t(-). Then, there exist an at most countable set {x;}icr of
distinct points in RN and {v;}ier C (0,00), such that

V= ZV“S“'

icl

Vo € C(RY),

LZ(')(RN)’
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Lemma 3.6. Let (O) hold, and let u,, — u in Xy. Let ¢ € C°(RY) be such that 0 < ¢ <1, |Ve| <2
in RN, ¢ =1 on By)s and supp(¢) C Bi. For each x; € RN and § > 0, define ¢;5(x) := ¢ (£5%) for
x € RN. Then, we have

lim lim H(z, |un Vi s])de = 0. (3.13)

§—=0t n—oo JpN

Proof. By Theorem 2.13 (ii), it holds

lim H(z, |[un Vi s|) de = lim H(x, |lun Vi s|)de = / H(x, |uVis|)dx. (3.14)

n—oo [pN n— 00 Bs(z:) Bs(z:)

€ LY (Bs(z;)). Using this fact and

Bs (i)

Let G* be given in (2.6). Then by Theorem 2.13 (i), u

Proposition 2.1 we can estimate

/ H (z, [uV¢is|) dr = / [|uV¢i)5|p(””) + a($)|uv¢i76|q(w)} da
BS(wl) B(;(;El)

< 2 |[|lulP|| »c Vois|P||
N [\ P,
2 U o= Vi s|? . 3.15
2l o VGl (313)
Meanwhile, for m € {p, ¢} it holds
mt mt
m N N Y
960171, 2 oy <14 ([ o as) =1 ([ vewa)
L™ (Bs(x4)) Bs(x4) By
in view of Proposition 2.2. From this and (3.15), we deduce
li H (z,|[uVe; s|)de =0,
Jir(rﬂ Bs () (33 |U ¢6|) !
i.e., (3.13) holds. O

Lemma 3.7. Let (O) hold, and let u, — u in Xy. Let v € C®(RY) be such that 0 < ¢ < 1
V| <2 in RN, 4 =0 on By and ) =1 on BS. For each R > 0, define ¢g(x) := ¢ (%) for x € RV,
Then, we have

lim lim H (x, |[un,Vor|) de = 0. (3.16)

R—00 n—o0 Be
R

Proof. By Theorem 2.13 again, it holds

lim H(z, |unVor|)de = / H(z, |uVor|) da.
B2r\Br

n— 00 ¢
Bg

As in the proof of Lemma 3.6, we have that u € L9 (RY) and

/ H(x,
Bar\Br

uVon|)do < 2H|u|pHLp5<(f>) (BQR\§R>H|V¢R|pHL%<BzR\§R)

q * q
+2|alu| HL‘{)TS)(B2R\§R)H|V¢R| s oy @17

Meanwhile, for m € {p, ¢} by Proposition 2.2 we obtain

Vor™| ~ <1+ Vor|Nd
I¥6al™, s o S ( [ e )

where C' depends only on N, p* and ¢*. Combining this with (3.17) we get

mt
N

+

9 . m
<1+ (E'BQR\BRP/N) <C,VR>0,

lim - H(w,
R—o0 Bar\Br

i.e, (3.16) holds. O

uVor|)dz =0,
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We are now in a position to prove main results of this section.

Proof of Theorem 3.1. Set v, := u,, —u for n € N. Then,
v, = 0 in Xy, (3.18)
and hence, by Theorem 2.13 (ii), up to a subsequence we have
vp(z) = 0 aa xeRY. (3.19)

Using this and Lemma 2.5, we obtain

lim ‘B(:c, lun) — B(z, |on]) — B(a, |u|)‘ da = 0.

n—oo [pN

From this and (3.19) we deduce

tim [ (6B Junl) ~ 9B, [on)] do = [ 6Ba.Juldz. V6 € Co(®)
n—o0 ]RN RN
Hence
Uy o= B(, |vg]) > 7 :=v —B(-|u]) in RRY). (3.20)
On the other hand, it is clear that the sequence of fi,, := H(-,|Vu,|) + VH(:, |vn|) (n € N) is bounded
in L'(RY). Thus, up to a subsequence, we have
fin — [ in R(RY), (3.21)
for some nonnegative finite Radon measure i on RY. We claim that there is C' > 0 such that
61l - @y < C||¢||L%(‘)(RN)7 Vo € C°(RY). (3.22)

To this end, let ¢ € C°(RY) be arbitrary but fixed. If ||¢||L“i(‘)(RN
cally. If ||¢HL;<')(RN) > 0, then by

y =0, then (3.22) holds automati-

nh_)ngo ||¢||L;(TL')(RN) = ||¢||L;(')(RN) (3'23)
(see Lemma 3.4), we may assume that v, := H(ZS”LT(')(]RN) > 0 for all n € N. Clearly, ¢v,, € Xy for all
n € N, and thus, by (3.1), we have !

S||dvnlls < ||pvnll, ¥n € N. (3.24)
From the boundedness of {v,, }nen in Xy and Theorem 2.13, it holds that

L:=1+ max { rsllelll\)l/]RN B(x, |v,|) dz, leellliI/RN [H(z, Vo) + V(2)H(z, |vn])] dx} €[1,00). (3.25)

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

¢ " & / ¢ (@) eI
1= —_— d i — — " Tz @ |uy, s(z)) q
/RN L1 = [ (@@l + co@at@) ) da
r(z) s(w)
" o= 1
S/ c1(z) ) dx—i—/ ca(z)a(x) 06 o [5@) | — + O L2 dz
RN n RN 2L wn

Pvn

Un

[ .5 (

By Proposition 2.3, the last inequality yields

< CL/ B (:Eu
RN

Consequently, it holds

1
>d$+§, Vn € N.

1

(20[,) T (]5’1}”

n

)del, Vn € N.

=1

0< (2CL)T ||¢||L;£L')(]RN) < H(bvnHBv vn € N.
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From this and (3.23) we obtain

0< (20L)— ||¢)||LT< @yy S hmlnf lpvn || 5 (3.26)
Let 8, := ||¢vn]|| for n € N. Obviously, {8, }nen is bounded in R; hence, along a subsequence we
have B
lim 8, = 8. (3.27)
n—oo

By (3.24) and (3.26), it holds 8 > 0; hence we may assume that 3,, > 0 for all n € N. In view of (2.38)

we have
v, Vo + ¢V,
>d“/RN Vo < B >

1:/RNH<9”’ n
)dx+2q+/RN (;v )dw—i— )H(

< 2q+/ Y (,’E, ¢V’Un
RN B
60 <t (1470 o), ve >0, Ve e R, Vo € RY,

Pun
B

Un

) z. (3.28)

Note that we have

and therefore,
Mz, tn]) < e|tP@ + (1 + e*<H>*) 9% @H(z, |t]), Ve >0, Vt,n € R, Vo e RV, (3.29)

By means of (3.29), we find GL > 1 depending only on L and data such that
¢an 1 / - / ¢ q(x)
H | =, dz < ——— [ |Vo,P@ dz +C
/RN (I Bn r= 2qt+27, RN | v | ztlr RN
12

B H (x,|Vu,]|) dx
Vi) (;v i} ) dz < = [ V@)™ de + GL/
1B T AL Jpw " rY |8

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

_ q(z)
1 < 2q+OL/ ¢ dity, + 2q+/ H (x, Vo ) dx. (3.30)
2 RN RN

Bn Bn
Fixing R > 0 such that supp(¢) C Bg, one has

Bn
nV 1 1 +
/RN H <33 vﬁf > d < max{ﬁT, ?} (14 11V ) ) /BR H(w, Jval)de.  (3.31)

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

and
q(=)
V(z)H (z,|v,]) da

RN

lim H(z, |v,|)dz = 0.

n—oo BR

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

lim H | x, dz = 0. 3.32

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

1 - q(z)
- < 2q+CL/ 2 d_a
2 RN
and thus,
q(=)
/ O | a1
RN (2q++1CL) = 3

Hence, by Proposition 2.2 we arrive at

_ . + ~ 1
0< 8= lim [lgvall < @7 +'CL)7 6] 0 vy (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 {x;};c; C €. Suppose contrarily that there exists x; € RY \ ¢ for some i € I.
Thanks to the closedness of € we find § > 0 such that Bas(z;) C RY \ €. Then by (C), we have that
r(z) < p*(z), s(z) < ¢*(x) for all x € Bs(z;). Using Theorem 2.13 (ii) and (3.2) we obtain

lim B(x, |un|)dx=/ B(z,|ul) da.
Bs(z:) B (x4)

n—oo

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

v (Bs(z;)) < liminf B(z,|uy|) dz = B(z,|u]) dx
=0 JBs () Bs(x:)

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

v(Bs(z;)) > / Bz, |u|) de + v; > / B(x, |u|) dx
Bs(z:) Bjs(x4)

a contradiction. So {z;}icr C €.
Next, we aim to prove (3.7) when I # (). Fix ¢ € I and take 6 > 0. Let ¢; s be as in Lemma 3.6,

and for a function h € C(RY), denote

hi:= sup h(x) and h; := inf h(x).
0 z€Bs(x;) ( ) 0 z€Bs(x;) ( )

Since ¢; sun € Xv, by (3.1) we have
Sli¢isunlls < [|disunl|- (3.34)
Applying Proposition 2.3 gives

1
T‘g s
l|¢i,6unl|s > min (/ B(x, |¢i,5un|)d$> ; </ B(x, |¢i,5un|)d$>
Bs(zi) Bs(x:)
1
Tg s;
> min (/ B(z, |un|)dx> , </ B(x, |un|)dx>
Bsya(xi) Bs/a(x4)

It follows from the last inequality, (3.4) and [25, Proposition 1.203] that
a a
i 61 s > i { (B a0 (Bal) ¥ }.

Thus, by the continuity of  and s, we have

1
hm 1nf hm 1nf |p:.5un |l > min {VT(I“ N7 } . (3.35)
On the other hand, by using (2.38) and the fact that supp(¢;s) C Bs(z;) we obtain
a a
615 < o { () (F5)F . (3.30

with
g = / {H (@, 65,5 Vn + unVis|) + V(2)H(z, |¢i,5un|)} dz
Bs(x:)

By applying (2.2), for any given ¢ > 0 we find C. > 1 independent of n and § such that

Ins <(1+4¢) /]RN Dis {H(x, [Vun|) + V(x)H(z, |un|)} da + C: /RN H(x, |un Vi s|) de. (3.37)

This and (3.3) yield

limsup I, 5 < 1—|—5/ ¢is dp + Cs hm H(z, [un Ve s|) da

n—00 RN

<1+ (Ba(xl))+0 hm/ H(z, [unVeis|) da
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Using this and Lemma 3.6, we derive from (3.36) that

1
s s | < (1 -+ &) {7777 (3.39)

S§—0+ n—oo

with p; = p({z;}). Gathering (3.34), (3.35), (3.38) and the fact that {z;}ic; C € we infer
S T 1 1
S min {VP () Viq*(zi) } < (1 4 E) max {‘uzp(%) uiQ(zi) } )

From this we obtain (3.7) since € > 0 was chosen arbitrarily. In particular, {z;};cs are atoms of p.

We complete the proof by showing (3.6). Clearly, for any ¢ € Co(RY) with ¢ > 0, the functional
u— fon ¢(x) [H(z,|Vul) + V(2)H(z, |u])] dz is convex and differentiable on Xy . Hence, it is weakly
lower semicontinuous and therefore

/ o(x) {H(I, |Vul) + V(z)H(z, |u|)} dz
RN
< lim inf /sz O() [z, |} + V(@) H (e, Jun)] dir = /RN bdu.

n—00

Thus, p > H(-, |Vul) + VH(-, |u]). Since pu := Y ;o) pidz; and pra. = H(-, [Vul|) + VH(:, u]) are
orthogonal, (3.6) follows. The proof is complete. O

Proof of Theorem 3.2. Let R > 0 and n € N. Let ¢r be as in Lemma 3.7, and define
Ty (%) = H(z, |Vun|) + V(z)H(z, |u,|) for x € RV,

Then, we decompose

/ To(z)dz = [ ¢2 T, (x )dx+/ (1 — 2N, () da. (3.39)
RN RN RN

J

By estimating

To(z)dz < / P, () da < / To(z) dz,
S RV :
we obtain

lim limsup (bp To(z) dz = poo- (3.40)

R—00 p—so0o RN

On the other hand, (3.3) and the fact that 1 — ¢%") € C,(R) give
. p(x) _ o p(x)
Ji | ( — g ) o (z) de = /RN (1 oA )du. (3.41)

Note that Rlim Jen ¢>%(z) dp = 0 in view of the Lebesgue dominated convergence theorem. Thus, (3.41)
— 00
yields
lim lim ( ¢W>) () dz = p(RY). (3.42)
RN

R—o0n—o0
Using (3.40) and (3.42), we obtain (3.10) by taking limit superior as n — oo and then taking limit as
R — oo in (3.39).
In the same manner, we decompose

/RN B(z, |up|) dz = / #359 B(z, |up|) do +/ (1 - ¢;§I>) B(z, |un|) da. (3.43)

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

hm lim sup/ QSS(I)B s un]) dz = veo (3.44)

R—oo posoco

and
lim lim (1 - ¢j§w>) B(, [un|) dz = v(RN). (3.45)
RN

R—0c0o n—o0

Making use of (3.43)—(3.45), we obtain (3.11).
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Finally, we claim (3.12) when (£ ) is additionally assumed. Let € € (0, poo) be arbitrary and fixed.
Then by (£x), we find Ry > 0 such that

|h(2) — hoo| <€, Va € By, (3.46)
for each h € {r, s, p,q}. Obviously, pru, € Xy, then by (3.1) we have
Sll¢runls < [l¢runl- (3.47)

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

|¢rUn]5 = min </ Sn7 B, [un])d ) (/ o1 B, |unl) d >

From this and (3.44), we obtain
1
lim inf lim sup || ¢gun || > min{u&?" 250N } (3.48)
R—oo pooco
On the other hand, for R > Ry, from (2.39) it holds that

1 1
6l SmaX{ (Lo )7 (L) = } (3.49)

with I,, g := / [ (2, |V (prun)|) + V(z)H(z, |¢Run|)} dz. Using (2.2) again, we find C. > 1 inde-

pendent of n, R such that

I = [ [H JunVon+ 0rVual) + V@, 6rua])] do

<+ [ o [ Vual) + V@ ua)] do+ o [ W, 0 Tor]) da
R By
ie.

In.r < (1+6)/

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

POT, (2) da + ce/ H(z, |unVor|) dz. (3.50)
B,

c
R

limsuplimsup I,z < (1 + €)fioo-

R—o0 n—oo
By this and (3.49), we obtain
limsuplim sup [[¢gun| < (1 + €)7= =+ max {u&"" Wicag } . (3.51)
R—oco n—o0

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

T L 1 1
Smin{ugg’“ Vi 5} < (1+€)po—s max{ugg" < pdete }

Hence, (3.12) follows since € € (0,po) was taken arbitrarily. The proof is complete. O
We conclude this section by proving Theorem 3.3.

Proof of Theorem 3.3. We define S as in (3.1) with Xy replaced by W&’H(RN). Then, by Re-
mark 2.10, it holds S € (0, 00). It is straightforward to verify that the proofs of Theorems 3.1 and 3.2
remain valid when Xy is replaced by W&’H(RN ). O

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 (@), (C) and (€ ) hold. Consider the following problem
—div A(z, Vu) + AV (z)A(x,u) = f(z,u) + 0B(z,u) in RN, (4.1)
where A, A are given by (1.2); f, B are defined as

F(,8) = b (@) [HE D72 4 by (w)a() T 102, (4.2)

Bz, t) = c1 () [t @72t + ea(x)alz) 07 1502 (4.3)
and )\, # are positive parameters. We assume further on the nonlinear term f that
() ()
(8) 0<bi() € L7050 (RM) and 0 < by(+) € L7560 (RY), where 1,03 € C(RY) such that
6() <Lo(), £2() < p*() and £o(-) < ().

For each A > 0, we denote by (X,| -||x) the space obtained by replacing V' with AV in (Xv, | -|)-
By a weak solution of problem (4.1) we mean a function u € X such that

Az, Vu) - Vv dz —|—/ AV (z)A(z, u)v dx

RN RN

= fz,u)v dz 40 B(z,u)v dz, Yve X,.
RN RN
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 A fixed is as follows.

Theorem 4.1. Assume that (O), (C), (Ex) and (8) are satisfied with ¢* < min{¢7,r~}. Then, for
A > 0 given, there exists 6y > 0 such that for each 6 € (0,60), 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 A — oco. For this purpose, we assume further that

(V2) V e C(RY), Qy :=int (V~1(0)) is a nonempty bounded smooth domain, and Qy = V=1(0).
The limit problem associated with problem (4.1) is the following;:

{— div A(xz, Vu) = f(z,u) + 0B(z,u) in Qy,

(4.4)
u=20 on 00Ny .

By a weak solution of problem (4.4) we mean a function u, € W5 (Qy) N W, (Qy) such that

Az, Vuy) - Vv dr = flz,u)v de + 6 B(z,us)v dz, Vv e C(Qy).
Qv Qv Qv
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 0o > 0 such that for each given 6 € (0,00) and any X > 0, problem (4.1) has a nontrivial weak
solution uy. Furthermore, if A, — 00, then ux, — up along a subsequence in Xy, with up =0 a.e. in
Qf and u0|QV 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 A,# > 0. Define A\,F RN x [0,00) = R and
F,B:RY xR—Ras
tp() ( )t‘I(m)
— ta(xr)——,
p(x) q(z)
)

F(x,t) == by (z)t"® + bg(:v)a(x)%téz(w),

Fla, ) ;:/0 F@,7)dr = bi(2)

Az, t) =

|t|f1($) Lo (2) |t|f2(1)

61 (I)
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and

t r(z) s(z) |t s(z)
Tl

8

Bz, t) :z/0 B(z,7)dr = ¢1(x)

Note that by Theorem 2.14, we have
Xy —— LFRMY). (4.5)
In order to determine weak solutions to problem (4.1), we define J : X — R as

~

J(u) ::/ /Al(x,|Vu|)d:17—|—/ AV (z) Az, |u|)dx—/ F(z,u) dx—@/ B(z,u)dz, ue€ X).
RN RN RN RN

By applying a standard argument utilizing Theorem 2.13 and the embedding (4.5), we can readily
demonstrate that J is of class C', and its Fréchet derivative J' : X\ — (X))* is given by

(J'(u),v) = A(z,Vu) - Vo dz +/ AV (2)A(z, u)v dz
RN RN

- flz,u)v dz—0 B(z,u)v dz, VYu,ve Xy. (4.6)
RN RN
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 0 > 0 and X\ > 0, the functional J satisfies the (PS), condition with ¢ € R
satisfying

1 1
e (= LY mingsm 57 min oo 070, ()
_ + - +
where S is given in (3.1), 11 = (Spfp) , Tg = (%) , 01 1= (Sfp) , and 03 = (%) .

Proof. Let A\,0 > 0, and let ¢ € R satisfy (4.7). Let {uy,}nen be a (PS)_-sequence for J in X, namely,
J(up) = ¢ and J'(up) — 0 asn — oo. (4.8)

Putting o := min{¢; ,r~ } and employing estimate (2.39), we have that for n large,

1
¢t 14 llunlln = J(un) = = (I (un), un)

> (qé - é) [/RN H(z, |Vun|) dz + /RN AV (2)H(, [un|) dz

> G (Jlually —1).

This implies that {u, }nen is bounded in X since p~ > 1. Then, according to Theorems 3.1 and 3.2,
it holds, up to a subsequence, that

un(z) = u(z) aa. zeRY, (4.9)
un —u in X)u (410)
H [Vun]) + AVH( [un]) 2 = H, [Val) + AVH Jul) + Y pids, in RRY), (4.11)
iel
B(, lun|) = v =B, [ul) + Y vids, in R(RY), (4.12)
iel
Smin{uim,l/im}Smax{uf(T”,uf(T”}, Viel, (4.13)
and
1irnsup/ [ () + AV (@) )] o = p(BY) + i (4.14)
n—o00 RN
lim sup B(z, |u,]) dz = v(RY) + v, (4.15)

n—00 RN



26 H.H.HA AND K. HO

1 1 1 1
S min {ugg’ S } < max {u&"" , ds } . (4.16)

We claim that I = (). Suppose contrarily that there is ¢ € I. For each § > 0, let ¢; 5 be defined as in
Lemma 3.6. For any n € N, it is clear that ¢; su, € Xy; hence,

/ @is [’H(x, [Vun|) + AV (2)H(x, |un|)} do = (J'(un), ¢i sun) + 9/ bisB(x, |uy|) dz
RN RN

+ / Gi o F(x, lun|) do — / Az, Vuy,) - Vi su, do.  (4.17)
]RN ]RN

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

/ ‘A(x, V) - Vi sun
RN

d;vg/ |Vun|p(z)*1|v¢i75||un|dx—|—/ 0(2) |Vt |1 [V b5 [ | die
RN RN

<e [ Ha Vunhdo+C [ He, [Forsua])da
RN RN

<eM + Ce/ H(z, Vi sunl|) de, (4.18)
RN
where C, > 0 is independent of n and 4, and
M := sup/ [H(zx, |Vuy|) + AV (2)H(x, |u,|)] dz € (0, 00) (4.19)
neEN JRN

due to the boundedness of {u,}nen in Xy. Utilizing (4.18) and the fact that supp(¢;s) C Bs(xi), we
derive from (4.17) that

[ 01 [P V) 4 AV (@M )] o < (). Gi0) 46 [ 61580 Jual)
RN RN

+ / i sF(z, |uy|)dz 4+ eM + C. / H(z, Vi sunl|) da. (4.20)

Bs (i) Bs(zi)

Clearly, {¢i stn Inen is bounded in Xy; hence, (4.8) implies that
ILm (J'(wn), ¢i sun) = 0. (4.21)

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

lim b6 F (2, [un]) dz =/ bi o F(,|ul) dz. (4.22)
90 JBs(xi) Bs(z:)
Also, as obtained in (3.14) we have
Jim H(w, [V r sun|) da = / H(w, [V n sul) dz. (4.23)
"0 JBs (2) Bs(z:)
Passing to the limit as n — oo in (4.20) and employing (4.11)—(4.12), (4.21)—(4.23) we arrive at
/ Gi5 i < 0 / Gisdv+ / G615 F (2, |u]) dz + eM + C. H(w, Vo sul)dz.  (4.24)
RN RN Bg(ml) B&(II)
The fact that F(-, |u|) € LY(RY) gives
lim ¢isF(x,|u])dz = 0. (4.25)
0—=0% JBs(2:)
On the other hand, applying Lemma 3.6 yields
lim H(x, |Visu|)dx = 0. (4.26)

0=0% JBs(2:)
By letting 6 — 0% in (4.24) and using (4.25)-(4.26) we have
i < Ov; + eM. (4.27)
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This leads to
wi < Ov,
since € > 0 was chosen arbitrarily. From (4.28) and (4.13) we obtain

) 1 TR U
S min {(971%‘)@, (971/%)5(7“} < max {umm VT } :
This yields
By M4
i > SH g
where n; € {p(x;),q(x;)} and B; € {r(z;),s(z;)}. It is not difficult to see that
- . . . . . . +
( ps ) < P(%)S(%) < Thﬁz < q(,TZ)T‘(JJl) < ( qr )

s—p) T s(xi)—px) T Bi—m ~ r(zi) —qlzi) ~ \r—q

(%) : s(xf;(fiz)am) < S r(azj(fi;m) = ( . q>+'

The last two inequalities jointly with (4.29) and (4.27) imply
Ov; > p; > min {S™, §7} min {0~ 0772},

and

where

-(5) o () e () me ()
T1 = , To 1= , 01 i = | — and O (= | — .
§—D r—q §—Dp r—q

On the other hand, since ¢* < min{¢;,r~}, it follows from (4.8) and (4.15) that

)]

q

n—oo

c= lim [J(un) -

q gt 7

Taking into account (4.12), (4.30) and (4.32) we obtain
1 1 1 1
c> <— - —_) Ov; > (— - —> min {S7, 5™} min {67,672} .
r

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

n—oo RN

Poo < OV
Indeed, for each R > 0 let ¢ be defined as in Lemma 3.7. It follows that

/RN O [H(x, (Van|) + AV (2)H(z, |un|)] dr = <J’(un), ¢>Run> n /RN F(z, [un])dr dz

-H9/ B(x, |up|)dpr dz — / Az, Vuy,) - Voru, dz.
RN RN
From the boundedness of {¢run tnen in X and (4.8), it follows that

lim <J/(un), ¢Run> =0.

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

Hoo = hm hmsup/ or [’H(x, [Vug|) + AV (2)H(x, |un]) | dz,
—00 n—oo RN

and

Voo = hm lim sup orB(z, |u,|) da
R—o0o nooo RN

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

lim lim F(z,|up|)pr dx = hm/ z, |u|)pr dz = 0.

R—oon—oo [pN

> (é — Ti) 0 limsup | B(z,|u,|)dz = (i — i) 0 [v(RY) + voo] -

27

(4.28)

(4.29)

(4.30)

(4.31)

(4.32)

(4.33)

(4.34)

(4.35)

(4.36)

(4.37)

(4.38)

(4.39)
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Similar arguments to those leading to (4.18) give, for an arbitrary € > 0,

/]RN }A(I, Vug) - Vérun

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

de <eM + CE/ H(z, |Vorun|) dz, (4.40)
RN

lim lim sup H(z, |Voruy|) dz = 0. (4.41)

R—oo nooo JRN

Taking limit superior in (4.35) as n — oo and then taking limit as R — oo with taking into account
(4.36)-(4.41), we obtain
oo < Ovse + M.

Hence, (4.34) holds since € > 0 is small arbitrarily. Now, suppose on the contrary that vo, > 0. From
(4.16) and (4.34), we have
1 1 1 1
S min {(9_1;100)%, (H_IMOO)E} < max {ué’g" TS } .

This leads to

Moo Boo Moo

Moo > S Boo—100 @ Boo—noo , (442)

With 9o € {Poos @oo } aNd Boo € {reo, Soo}- Note that the assumptions on exponents yield pe < oo <
Too < Soo. We have

( ps )< p(x)s(z)  _ q(wr(w))§< gr >+7 Ve e RV

s—p) = s(x)—px) " r(z) - qlz r—q

— +
<p5> < PooSeo _ decToo S( q7"> _ (4.43)

§—=Pp Sco =~ Poo Too = doo r—q
On the other hand, for 7s € {Poo, oo} a0d Loy € {roo, Soo } We have

PooSco < Noo Boo < GooT o0 -
Soo — Poo Boo — Moo Too = oo
Combining (4.43) with (4.44) gives

(55) <)
§—=Pp _600_7700_ s—=p .

- +
(2) <o ()
§—D Boo — Moo r—q
The last two estimates, together with (4.34) and (4.42), imply that
Voo > oo > min {S™, ST} min {97‘71 , 97‘72} ,

with 71, 72, 01 and o3 given in (4.31). From this and (4.32), we obtain

c> (i _ i) OV > (i — i) min {S™, 5™} min {6‘_01,9_02} ,

gt T

Thus,

(4.44)

Similarly, it holds that

a contradiction. Thus, Voo = pieoc = 0. By this and the fact that I = @, we deduce from (4.12) and
(4.15) that
limsup/ B(z,|uy|)dz = / B(z, |u]) dz. (4.45)
n—oo JRN RN

By (4.9) and Fatou’s lemma, we obtain
B(z,|ul)dx < liminf/ B(z,|uy|) dz.
RN n—oo RN
Combining this with (4.45) gives

lim B(x, |un|)dx=/ B(z,|ul) da.
RN

n—00 RN
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From this and Lemma 2.5 we obtain

lim B(z,|un —u|)dz =0,

n—oo Jgn
and thus, in view of Proposition 2.3, it holds

u, = u in LBRN).
Finally, analysis similar to that in the last part of [33, Proof of Lemma 5.1], taking into account
Lemma 2.15, shows that u,, — u in X. The proof is complete. ]

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

Lemma 4.4. Let A > 0 and 0 > 0. Then, the following assertions hold.
(i) There exist § € (0,1) and p > 0 such that J(u) > p if |ul|x = 4.
(ii) There exists v € Xy independent of 0 such that ||v||x > 1 and J(v) < 0 for all 6 > 0.
(iii) If (V2) is additionally assumed, then there exists v € Xy independently of A and 0 such that
lollx > 1 and J(v) <0 for all A\ >0 and 6 > 0.

Proof. Let 6, > 0. By (2.54) and (4.5), we find C; > 1 such that
max{||ul|s, ||Jullr} < Cillullx, Yu € Xy. (4.46)

For any u € X with [[ul[x =& € (0,C; "), we apply Proposition 2.3, together with (2.39) and (4.46),
to obtain

1 1 0
J(u) > — / [H(:E, [Vul|) + AV (z)H(z, |u|)} dz — = / F(z,|u|)de — — / B(z,|u|)dz
q RN 1 JRN r RN
‘ei —
1 + 1 - 0 - 1 .+ C8 - C 06—
> q _ 1 To_ _— sq¢ _ 1 X1 T . .
> ol = (@)~ ol = o = Qs - e

Since ¢t < min{¢;, 7"}, we can choose § > 0 small enough such that p > 0, and thus, (i) has been
shown.
In order to get (i7), let us fix ¢ € X \ {0}. For any 7 > 1 we have
+

7o) < 2 [ e 90 + AV @t o) ao - T [ Ploo s o <00 as 7o

Thus, by taking v = 7¢ with 7 > 0 large enough, it holds ||v]]x > 1, and J(v) < 0 for all 6 > 0.
Clearly, v is independent of 6.
Finally, for showing (4i%), let us fix ¢g € C°(Qy) with ||¢o|| = 1; hence, it holds ||¢o]|x = 1 for all

A > 0. For any 7 > 1 we have

ra* '

swon) < T [ Hia Fonhdo - T [ Fagnl)do > —o0 as 7o .

p RN 62 RN

Thus, by taking v = 7¢g with 7 > 0 large enough, the conclusion of (iii) follows. The proof is complete.

O
Let p and v be determined in Lemma 4.4 (7)-(i¢). Define

ey = inf max J(y(1)), (4.47)

YyET) 0<7<1

where
Ty = {y € C([0,1], X») : 7(0) = 0,7(1) = v}. (4.48)
From Lemma 4.4 (4), the definition of ¢y, and the fact that v(7) = 7v € Ty, we have
< < . .
0<p<en< Jnax, J(Tv) (4.49)

For all 0 <7 <1, we have

- +
Ttz

o

P

J(rv) < T /RN [ [90]) + AV (@) o])] de

/RN F(z,|v]) dx



30 H.H.HA AND K. HO

<agr? —byr'? = g(7),

where
1 1
ag := T/ [’H(x, [Vo|) + AV (z)H(z, |v|)} dz >0 and by := —+/ F(z,|v])dz > 0.
P RN £2 RN
Thus,
0< ey < max g(1) = g(do) = apdy — bod?. (4.50)

T€[0,1]

1
. -\ T
where dy := min {1, (%) 2P }
bol]

Proof of Theorem 4.1. Let A > 0 be given. Note that with v found in Lemma 4.4 (ii), g(do) is
independent of 6. Thus, we find 6y > 0 such that

0 < g(do) < (q% - ri_) min {S™, 5™} min {677,072}, VO € (0,6p). (4.51)

Let 6 € (0,00). From (4.50) and (4.51), it holds that
O<p<en< <qi+ - TL_) min{S™, 5™} min{6~,072}. (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), -sequence {uy}nen for J in X). Then, by (4.52) and Lemma 4.3, we have
that w, — wuy along a subsequence in Xy; hence, J'(uy) = 0 and J(uy) = ¢y > 0. Thus, uy is a
nontrivial weak solution to problem (4.1). The proof is complete. |

Next, we aim to prove Theorem 4.2 when (V3) is additionally assumed. Define
Xo:={ueXy: u=0 ae inQf}.

Note that for any v € X it holds that U‘Qv € WhH(Qy) N Wy ' (Qv). Indeed, for u € X, it holds
u € WHH(RM) due to Theorem 2.12. This implies that u’QV € WH*(Qy) and u € WP (RY).
Hence, by [9, Proposition 9.18] we infer u|QV e Wy (Qy).
Let us consider J : Xy — R defined as
J(u) = Az, Vu) dz — / F(z,u)dz — 0 B(z,u)dz, ue Xo.
Qv Qv Qv

Obviously, J=1J ’ Xo and its critical points are weak solutions to problem (4.4).

With p and v being determined in Lemma 4.4 (i) and (ii7), we define ¢y and g(dp) as in (4.47) and
(4.50), respectively. Furthermore, define

¢« := Inf max J(v(r , 4.53
nt max T6() (4.5)

where
T(Qy) = {7 € C (0,1}, Xo) : 7(0) = 0,7(1) = v} . (4.54)
Note that Xo C X for all A > 0, thus we obtain

O0<p<cy<ci,, VA>0,V0>0. (4.55)
Since V' = 0 on Qy, arguing as that obtained (4.50) we have
e < g(do). (4.56)

It is worth emphasizing that g(dp) is now independent of both A and 6.
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Proof of Theorem 4.2. Let 6y > 0 be such that

1 1
g(dp) < <q—+ — r__) min{S™, 57} min{6~, 6772}, VO € (0,6)). (4.57)
Let 6 € (0,6y) be given. From (4.55)-(4.57), it holds that
1 1
O0<p<er<c <Dy:= e —_> min{S™, S} min{0~,0772}, VA > 0. (4.58)

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

Next, let A, = oo, and thus we may assume A, > 1 for all n € N. For each n € N, by denoting
Up, 1= uy, we have

J'(up) =0 and J(uy,) = cy, - (4.59)
Since ¢y, < ¢« < Dy, up to a subsequence, we have
e, = co < ¢ < Dg. (4.60)

Thus, {t,}nen is a (PS)CO—sequence for J in Xy. We claim that {u,}nen is bounded in Xy . Indeed,
by putting o = min{¢7, 7~} again, it follows from (2.39) and (4.58) that
1 1 1 -
D> er, = J(un) = & (Vundvun) 2 (25 = 1) (Il —1) e
Thus, there exists Cy > 0 independent of n such that

[lun|l < ||unllr, < Co, VneN. (4.61)
Then, by Theorems 3.1 and 3.2 again, we have
un(z) = up(x) a.a. x€RY, (4.62)
Up — up in Xy, (4.63)
iel
B(-s[un]) = v = B(, [uo|) + D vid, in R(RY), (4.65)
il
1 1 1 _1
S min {Vir(z“ v } < max {,uip(z“ T } , Viel, (4.66)
and
1imsup/ [H(x, Vun|) + V(z)H(, |un|)} dz = p(RY) + fioc, (4.67)
n—00 RN
limsup/ B(z, [u,]) dz = v(RY) + v, (4.68)
n—00 RN
a1 a1
S min {ugg’ LSS } < max {ué’o"" , e } . (4.69)
We claim that
ug € Xp. (470)

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

1
0< / V(z)|uoP® dz < lim inf/ V(@) |un [P dzz = lim inf — AV ()|t [P da
RN n—oo  JrN A

n—oo n JRN

1t [un 12
< liminf ——"» _

n—00 n

Thus, [pn V(@)|uo/P™ do = 0; hence, ug = 0 a.e. in Q. So, (4.70) has been proved.
Next, we aim to show that

un — up along a subsequence in Xy . (4.71)
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To this end, we will first prove that
u, — ug in LBRN). (4.72)

As in the proof of Lemma 4.3, this will be done if we can show that I = () and poo = Voo = 0. Suppose,
on the contrary, that there exists ¢ € I. For each 6 > 0, let ¢; 5 be as in Lemma 3.6. Note that

/RN s [H(x, Vaun|) + V(z)H(z, |un|)] dz < /RN b5 [H(x, IVaun) + AV (2)H(z, |un|)] dz

= (J' (un), i sun) — Az, Vuy,) - Vi su, dz + / @isF (z, |uy|) dz + 9/ ¢isB(x, |uy|) de.
RN RN

RN
Similar arguments to those leading to (4.28) and (4.33) give p; < Ov;, and then, ¢g > Dy, which
contradicts (4.60). So, we have shown that I = (.
In order to show oo = Voo = 0, let ¢r be as in Lemma 3.7. Since

[ on@) [ [V ual) 4 V@, un)] do < [ omo) (WG [Fual) + AV (@M, )] da
RN RN

= (7w onn) + [ Flolualonda+0 [ Blolual)onds = [ A Vun) - Vonu, da.

RN
we argue similarly to those in Lemma 4.3 to obtain piec = Voo = 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 {u,} in
LB(RYN), we have

/ ‘B(x,un)(un - uo)‘ dx
RN

< / {cl () up |"® 1 + CQ(.’L')(I(,’E)% |un|s(1)_1} |tr, — ug| dz:
RN

1 1
<o lle7 oy 171 H Tl ‘
= 2‘01 |tn| L O (RY) ef |un — ol L) (RN)
7 N
+2 ’ (02a§> T (02a§> |ter, — ug
LS,(‘)(RN) LS(‘)(RN)
< Collun —uolls, ¥n €N,
Combining this with (4.72) yields
lim B(z,un)(un — ug) de = 0. (4.73)
n—oo JpN
We derive from (4.5) and (4.63) that
u, — up in LF(RY). (4.74)
Using this and arguing as that leading to (4.73), we obtain
lim fzyun)(un —up) dz = 0. (4.75)
n—oo RN
On account of (4.59), (4.73), and (4.75), we infer
lim [ Az, Vuy) - V(up, — up) do + / MV (2)A(z, up) (up — ug)dz| = 0. (4.76)
n—00 RN RN

Note that for any h € C(RY), one has
(Ig/h@=2¢ — =)=2) - (€ =) 2 0, VEmERN,E £,

Using this, we obtain

0< /]RN [.A(x, Vu,) — Az, Vuo)] -V (up —up) dz

+ /RN V(x) [A(:c,un) - A(:c,uo)} (Un — ug) dz
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< / [A(a:, Vaun) — Az, vuo)} Y (un — uo) dz
RN

+ /RN A V() [A(x, uy) — A, uo)} (un — ) dz.

Thus,
0< Az, Vuy) - V(un, — up) do + / MV () Az, up,) (un — ug) da
RN RN
- Az, Vug) - V(up — up) do — / MV (z) Az, uo) (un, — up) de. (4.77)
RN RN
On account of (4.63), we infer
lim Az, Vug) - V(up — ug)da = 0. (4.78)
n—oo RN
Since ug = 0 a.e. in Qf, and V' = 0 on Qy, we have
/ AV (@) Az, uo) (un — up) dz = / AV (2)A(z, uo)(un, —ug)dz =0, Vn eN. (4.79)
RN QV

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

lim { /RN [A($, Vu,) — Az, Vuo)} -V (up — uo) da

n—oo

+ / V(zx) {A(x,un) — Az, uo)} (un, — up) dx} =0.
RN
Utilizing (4.78) and (4.79) again, the last limit yields
lim [.A(I, V) - V(up, —uo) doe + V(z) Az, un) (un — uo)] dz = 0.
n—oo RN

Thus, (4.71) follows in view of Lemma 2.15.
Next, we will show that u0| oy is indeed a weak solution to the limit problem (4.4), namely,

A(z, Vug) - Voda = f(z,up)vdr + 9/ B(z,up)vdz, Yve CX(Qy). (4.80)
Qv Qv Qv

To this end, let v € C2°(Qy) be arbitrary. We claim that
lim A(z,Vuy,) - Vo de = A (z, Vug) - Vo dz. (4.81)
n—o0 Qv Qv

Indeed, by (4.71) we have
lim H (x,|Vuy, — Vug|) dz = 0.

n—oo JpN

Therefore, in view of [9, Theorem 4.9] it holds that
Vu, — Vuy ae. in RY (4.82)

and
|V, |P@ + a(z)|Vu, | < h(z) for a.a. z € RY and all n € N, (4.83)

with some h € L'(RY). Utilizing these facts, we apply the Lebesgue dominated convergence theorem
to obtain

’

()
lim ’|Vun|p(:”)_2Vun - |Vu0|p(w)_2Vu0‘p dz =0 (4.84)
and
()
lim a(x) ‘|Vun|q(m)72Vun — | Vuo|?®) =2V, ar=o. (4.85)

n—oo Jo.
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Furthermore, by Proposition 2.1 we have

/ a(z) ‘|Vun|q(m)72Vun - |Vu0|q(z)72Vuo‘ |Vo|dz
Qv

1
§2‘aq'

|Vun|q_2Vun — |VUQ|q_2VUO‘ ‘

a%|Vv|‘ , VneN.
L7 (Qy)

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

L1 (Qy)

lim a(z) [|Vun|q(z)72Vun - |Vu0|‘I(m)72Vu0} -Vou dz =0.

n—oo Jo.

In the same manner, we obtain

n—oo

lim [|Vun|p(m)72Vun - |Vu0|p(z)72Vuo} -Vv dz =0.
Qv
Combining the last two limits yields (4.81). Similarly, we obtain

lim B(x,un)vd;v:/ B(z,up)vdz
Qv

n—oo Jo.

and
lim flz,up)vda = f(z,ug)vda.
o JQy Qv
Using (4.59) and the fact that supp(v) C Qy, we have
Az, Vuy,) - Vodr = f(z,up)vdz + 6 B(z, up)vde.
Qy Qv Qv
Passing to the limit as n — oo in (4.88), using (4.81), (4.86) and (4.87), we derive (4.80).

(4.86)

(4.87)

(4.88)

Finally, we will show ug # 0. To this end, we first note that by (2.54) and (4.5) again we can take

C3 > 1 (independent of \,) such that
max{||ul|g, ||[u]|r} < Cs||ul] < Cs||u|lr,, Yue Xy, ¥neN.
For each n € N, it follows from (4.59) that

/ H(x, |Vuy|)dz + / AV (2)H(z, |uy]) de = / F(z, |u,|)dz + 9/ B(x, |uy|) dz.
RN RN RN

RN
If ||un||lx, <1, then by (2.39) and (4.90) it holds that

+ ot o
[unll}, < @ +0)C5 [lunlly -
From this and the fact that u,, # 0 we obtain that

1

lunlln, > (@ +0)c57) "

If ||unllr, > 1, then (4.91) holds automatically.
From the above analysis, we find Cy € (0,1) independent of A, such that

[unllx, = Cs, YneN.
This and (4.90) imply
[ Fatuhd+0 [ B unl)do = win {Jun 5 )} = €5
Passing to the limit as n — oo in the last estimate, using (4.72) and (4.74) we arrive at
/ F(z, uo|) dz + 9/ B(z, [uo|) dz > € > 0.
RN RN
From this we obtain ug # 0. The proof is complete.

ACKNOWLEDGMENT

Ky Ho was supported by the University of Economics Ho Chi Minh City (UEH), Vietnam.

(4.89)

(4.90)

(4.91)

(4.92)



(1]
2]
(3]

(4]

[27]
[28]
[29]
[30]
31]
[32]
[33]

[34]

CRITICAL DOUBLE PHASE PROBLEMS IN RY 35

REFERENCES

A. Arora, G. Dwivedi, Existence of weak solutions for Kirchhoff type double-phase problem in RN, Math. Meth.
Appl. Sci. 47 (2024) 4734-4755.

T. Aubin, Equations différentielles non linéaires et probléme de Yamabe concernant la courbures calaire, J. Math.
Pures et Appl. 55 (1976) 269-293.

A. Bahrouni, V.D. Radulescu, D.D. Repovs, Double phase transonic flow problems with variable growth: nonlinear
patterns and stationary waves, Nonlinearity 32 (7) (2019) 2481-2495.

T. Bartsch, A. Pankov, Z.-Q. Wang, Nonlinear Schrodinger equations with steep potential well, Commun. Contemp.
Math. 3 (2001) 549-569.

T. Bartsch, Z.-Q. Wang, Existence and multiplicity results for superlinear elliptic problems on R, Comm. Partial
Differential Equations 20 (1995) 1725-1741.

V. Benci, P. D’Avenia, D. Fortunato, L. Pisani, Solitons in several space dimensions: Derrick’s problem and infinitely
many solutions, Arch. Ration. Mech. Anal. 154 (4) (2000) 297-324.

J.F. Bonder, A. Silva, Concentration-compactness principle for variable exponent spaces and applications, Electron.
J. Differential Equations 141 (2010) 1-18.

J.F. Bonder, N. Saintier, A. Silva, The concentration-compactness principle for fractional order Sobolev spaces in
unbounded domains and applications to the generalized fractional Brezis-Nirenberg problem, Nonlinear Differential
Equations Appl. 25 (2018) 1-25.

H. Brezis, Functional analysis, Sobolev spaces and partial differential equations, vol. 2, Springer, 2011.

S.-S. Byun , J. Oh, Regularity results for generalized double phase functionals, Anal. PDE. 13 (5) (2020) 1269-1300.
J. Chabrowski, Concentration-compactness principle at infinity and semilinear elliptic equations involving critical
and subcritical Sobolev exponents, Calc. Var. Partial Differential Equations 3 (4) (1995) 493-512.

L. Cherfils, Y. I’yasov, On the stationary solutions of generalized reaction diffusion equations with p&g-Laplacian,
Commun. Pure Appl. Anal. 4 (1) (2005) 9-22.

F. Colasuonno, M. Squassina, Eigenvalues for double phase variational integrals, Ann. Mat. Pura Appl. 195 (6)
(2016) 1917-1959.

F. Colasuonno, K. Perera, Critical growth double phase problems, preprint, arXiv:2306.04762, (2023).

M. Colombo, G. Mingione, Bounded minimisers of double phase variational integrals, Arch. Ration. Mech. Anal.
218 (1) (2015) 219-273.

M. Colombo, G. Mingione, Regularity for double phase variational problems, Arch. Ration. Mech. Anal. 215 (2)
(2015) 443-496.

A. Crespo-Blanco, L. Gasiniski, P. Harjulehto, P. Winkert, A new class of double phase variable exponent problems:
Existence and uniqueness, J. Differential Equations 323 (2022) 182-228.

L. Diening, P. Harjulehto, P. Hast6, M. Ruzi¢ka, Lebesgue and Sobolev spaces with variable exponents, Springer,
2011.

L. Esposito, F. Leonetti, G. Mingione, Sharp regularity for functionals with (p, ¢) growth, J. Differ. Equ. 204 (2004)
5-55.

X. Fan, J. Shen, D. Zhao, Sobolev embedding theorems for spaces Wk’p(””)(ﬂ), J. Math. Anal. Appl. 262 (2) (2001)
749-760.

X. Fan, An imbedding theorem for Musielak—Sobolev spaces, Nonlinear Anal. 75 (4) (2012) 1959-1971.

X. Fan, D. Zhao, On the spaces LP(*) (Q) and W™P()(Q), J. Math. Anal. Appl. 263 (2001) 424-446.

A. Fiscella, G. Marino, A. Pinamonti, S. Verzellesi, Multiple solutions for nonlinear boundary value problems of
Kirchhoff type on a double phase setting, Rev. Mat. Complut. 37 (2024) 205-236.

A. Fiscella, A. Pinamonti, Existence and multiplicity results for Kirchhoff type problems on a double phase setting,
Mediterr. J. Math. 20 (2023) 33.

I. Fonseca, G. Leoni, Modern Methods in the Calculus of Variations: LP Spaces, Springer, 2007.

1. Fonseca, J. Maly, G. Mingione, Scalar minimizers with fractal singular sets, Arch. Ration. Mech. Anal. 172 (2004)
295-307.

Y. Fu, X. Zhang, Multiple solutions for a class of p(x)-Laplacian equations in involving the critical exponent, Proc.
R. Soc. Lond. Ser. A Math. Phys. Eng. Sci. 466 (2118) (2010) 1667-1686.

J. Garcia Azorero, 1. 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.

L. Gasinski, N.S. Papageorgiou, Constant sign and nodal solutions for superlinear double phase problems, Adv.
Calc. Var. 14 (4) (2021) 613-626.

L. Gasinski, P. Winkert, Sign changing solution for a double phase problem with nonlinear boundary condition via
the Nehari manifold, J. Differential Equations 274 (2021) 1037-1066.

B. Ge, P. Pucci, Quasilinear double phase problems in the whole space via perturbation methods, Adv. Differential
Equations 27 (2022) 1-30.

B. Ge, W.-S. Yuan, Quasilinear double phase problems with parameter dependent performance on the whole space
Bull. Sci. Math. 191 (2024) 103371.

H.H. Ha, K. Ho, Multiplicity results for double phase problems involving a new type of critical growth, J. Math.
Anal. Appl. 530 (2024) 127659.

P. Harjulehto, P. Hasto, Orlicz Spaces and Generalized Orlicz Spaces, Springer, Cham, 2019.



36

[35]
[36]
37]
[38]
[39]
[40]
[41]

[42]

H.H.HA AND K. HO

K. Ho, Y.-H. Kim, The concentration-compactness principles for Ws’p("')(RN) and application, Adv. Nonlinear
Anal. 10 (2021) 816-848.

K. Ho, Y.-H. Kim, I. Sim, Existence results for Schrodinger p(-)-Laplace equations involving critical growth in RN,
Nonlinear Anal. 182 (2019) 20-44.

K. Ho, I. Sim, Existence results for degenerate p(z)-Laplace equations with Leray-Lions type operators, Sci. China
Math. 60 (1) (2017) 133-146.

K. Ho, P. Winkert, New embedding results for double phase problems with variable exponents and a priori bounds
for corresponding generalized double phase problems, Calc. Var. Partial Differential Equations 62 (8) (2023) 227.
K. Ho, P. Winkert, Infinitely many solutions to Kirchhoff double phase problems with variable exponents, Appl.
Math. Lett. 145 (2023) 108783.

L.H. Kim, Y.-H. Kim, M.W. Oh, S. Zeng, Existence and multiplicity of solutions to concave-convex type double-phase
problems with variable exponent, Nonlinear Anal. Real World Appl. 67 (2022) 103627.

V.K. Le, On a sub-supersolution method for variational inequalities with Leray-Lions operators in variable exponent
spaces, Nonlinear Anal. 71 (2009) 3305-3321.

P.L. Lions, The concentration-compactness principle in the calculus of variations. The limit case, Part 1, Rev. Mat.
Iberoamericana 1 (1) (1985) 145-201.

W. Liu, G. Dai, Existence and multiplicity results for double phase problem, J. Differential Equations 265 (9) (2018)
4311-4334.

W. Liu, G. Dai, Three ground state solutions for double phase problem, J. Math. Phys. 59 (12) (2018) 121503.

W. Liu, G. Dai, Multiplicity results for double phase problems in RN, J. Math. Phys. 61 (2020) 091508.

W. Liu, P. Winkert, Combined effects of singular and superlinear nonlinearities in singular double phase problems
in RN J. Math. Anal. Appl. 507 (2022) 125762.

P. Marcellini, Regularity of minimizers of integrals of the calculus of variations with nonstandard growth conditions,
Arch. Rational Mech. Anal. 105 (3) (1989) 267-284.

J. Musielak, Orlicz Spaces and Modular Spaces, Springer-Verlag, Berlin, 1983.

G. Palatucci, A. Pisante, Improved Sobolev embeddings, profile decomposition, and concentration-compactness for
fractional Sobolev spaces, Calc. Var. Partial Differential Equations 50 (3) (2014) 799-829.

N.S. Papageorgiou, F. Vetro, P. Winkert, Sequences of nodal solutions for critical double phase problems with
variable exponents, Z. Angew. Math. Phys. 75 (2024) 95.

R. Stegliniski, Infinitely many solutions for double phase problem with unbounded potential in RY , Nonlinear Anal.
214 (2022) 112580.

J. Sun, T.-F. Wu, Ground state solutions for an indefinite Kirchhoff type problem with steep potential well, J.
Differential Equations 256 (2014) 1771-1792.

J. Sun, T.-F. Wu, Steep potential well may help Kirchhoff type equations to generate multiple solutions, Nonlinear
Anal. 190 (2020) 1-23.

K. Perera, M. Squassina, Existence results for double-phase problems via Morse theory, Commun. Contemp. Math.
20 (2) (2018) 175023.

M.A. Ragusa, A. Tachikawa, Regularity for minimizers for functionals of double phase with variable exponents,
Adv. Nonlinear Anal. 9 (1) (2020) 710-728.

F. Vetro, P. Winkert, Constant sign solutions for double phase problems with variable exponents, Appl. Math. Lett.
135 (2023) 108404.

M. Willem, Minimax Theorems, Birkhauser, Boston, 1996.

Q. Xie, S. Ma, Existence and concentration of positive solutions for Kirchhoff-type problems with a steep well
potential, J. Math. Anal. Appl. 431 (2015) 1210-1223.

L. Yang, Z. Liu, Multiplicity and concentration of solutions for fractional Schrédinger equation with sublinear
perturbation and steep potential well, Comput. Math. Appl. 72 (2016) 1629-1640.

V.V. Zhikov, On Lavrentiev’s phenomenon, Russian J. Math. Phys. 3 (1995) 249-269.

V.V. Zhikov, On some variational problems, Russian J. Math. Phys. 5 (1997) 105-116.

V.V. Zhikov, S.M. Kozlov, O.A. Oleinik, Homogenization of differential operators and integral functionals, Springer,
Berlin, 1994.

Hoanc HAr HA

DEPARTMENT OF MATHEMATICS, FACULTY OF APPLIED SCIENCE , HO CHI MINH CiTY UNIVERSITY OF TECHNOLOGY
(HCMUT), 268 Ly THuonNG KIET STREET, DisTrRICT 10, Ho Cui MiNu CITY, VIET NAM
VIETNAM NATIONAL UNIVERSITY HO CHI MINH CITY, LINH TRUNG WARD, HO CHI MINH CITY, VIET NAM

Email address: hoanghaiha@hcmut.edu.vn

Ky Ho

INSTITUTE OF APPLIED MATHEMATICS, UNIVERSITY OF Economics Ho Cur MinH CiTy, 59C, NGUYEN DINH CHIEU
STREET, DisTrRICT 3, HO CHI MINH CITY, VIET NAM

Email address: kyhnQueh.edu.vn



	1. Introduction
	2. Variable exponent spaces
	2.1. Variable exponent Lebesgue spaces
	2.2. A class of Musielak-Orlicz-Sobolev spaces
	2.3. The Musielak-Orilcz-Sobolev spaces W1,HV(RN) and XV

	3. The concentration-compactness principles
	3.1. Statements of the concentration-compactness principles
	3.2. Proofs of the concentration-compactness principles 

	4. The existence and concentration of solutions
	4.1. Statements of main results
	4.2. Proofs of Theorems 4.1 and 4.2

	Acknowledgment
	References

