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Abstract

In this paper, we study a type of p-Kirchhoff equation

- <a + b/ [Vul? dm) Apu = MulP 2 u+ |[u| ?u,z € R
R3

1
(/ |u|pdm>p:c>0
R3

where a > 0,b > O,g <p<3p<qg<p = 37p,Apu = div (|Vu|p_2 Vu) is the p-Laplacian of
-D

with the prescribed mass

3
u, A € R is Lagrange multiplier. We consider both L”-subcritical , LP-critical and LP-supercritical

cases. Precisely, in the LP-subcritical and L”-critical cases, we obtain the existence and nonex-
istence of the normalized solutions for the p-Kirchhoff equation. In the LP-supercritical case, we
obtain the existence of radial ground sates and multiplicity of radial normalized solutions for the
p-Kirchhoff equation. Furthermore, we study the asymptotic behavior of normalized solutions when
b— 07. Besides, when g < p < 2, benefit from the uniqueness(up to translations) of optimizer for
Gargliardo-Nirenberg inequality, we show the existence and uniqueness of normalized solutions and

provide the accurate descriptions.
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1 Introduction and main results

In this paper, we study a type of p-Kirchhoff equation

— (a—i—b |Vu|pda:> Apu = MulP 2 u+ |u" ?u,z € R (1.1)
R3
with the prescribed mass
1
(/ [ul” dx) =c>0. (1.2)
R3
3 * 3p . p—2 B .
where a > 0,b > 0, 3 <p<3p<qg<pi= T,Apu = div (\Vu| Vu) is the p-Laplacian of u,
-Pp

A € R is Lagrange multiplier.
In rencent years, many researchers have focused on studying the p-Kirchhoff type problem, e.g. [T}

2, [3] and their references therein.

When p = 2, it reduces to the following general Kirchhoff equation
- <a+b/ |Vu|2dx) Au=du+ |ul' Pu,z eR® (1.3)
R3

which is first proposed by G. Kirchhoff in [4]. It shows the free vibration of elastic strings and describes
the motions of moderately large amplitude. Kirchhoff type problem has been widely studied since a

functional analysis approach is proposed in the significant work of J.L. Lions [5].

When a = 1,b = 0, equation(|1.1)) reduces to the following p-Laplacian equation
—Apu=XulP P u+ [u" P u,z € R (1.4)

The p-Laplacian operator A, has a strong physical significance. It can be used as models for various
physical problems. In fluid mechanics, the value 1 < p < 2 (resp.,p = 2 and p > 2) corresponds to a
pseudoplastic (resp.,Newtonian and diltant) fluid.

Recently, many researchers have focused on normalized solutions. Ye [6] studied the existence of
constrained minimizers for the Kirchhoff equation and obtained the sharp existence of normalized
solutions under different assumptions; Following [6], Zeng and Zhang [7] obtained the existence and
uniqueness of normalized solutions for equation . For the p-Laplacian equations , Lou and
Zhang [8] studied the multiplicity of normalized solutions under the L” mass constrant . For the
p-Kirchhoff equation , Ren and Lan [9] studied the existence of normalized solutions in the L2

supercritical case.



As far as we know, there are few works concerning with the p-Kirchhoff equation (1.1 with the L
mass constraint ((1.2). Thus we will explore Eqgs. ([1.1)-(1.2)) in this paper.

It is well known that the appearance of nonlocal term ( / [Vul? dx) Apu causes several mathe-
R3
matical difficulties and makes the problem different from the general p-Lapalcian case. By taking A as

a Lagrange multiplier, we consider critical points of the following C'-functional

2
1
I(u) := g/ |Vul? de + b (/ |Vul? dx) - f/ |u|” dx. (1.5)
P Jrs 2p \Jps q Jgs

S(c) = {u € WhP(R?) - (/R u|pda:> "> 0} ,

WhP(R?) .= {u € LP(R?): / |Vul? de < oo} :
R3

We know the critical points of I|g(.) are weak solutions to (1.1)-(1.2]) and define

constrained on

where

i(c) :== ueiréfc)f(u). (1.6)

In the LP subcritical and critical cases, we give the existence of normalized solutions to the p-Kirchhoff

Eqgs. (L.1)-(1.2):
2p?
Theorem 1.1. (1) Letp<qg<p-+ KR then

2
(i) whenp < ¢ <p+ %, i(c) has a minimizer for any ¢ > 0.
2 3
(ii) when q¢ = p + %, i(c) has a minimizer if and only if ¢ > a»® |Q|,, where | - |5 denote the norm

of L*(R?) and Q € W'P(R?) is a ground-state solution to the following equation

3(q - —3)(q— - -
—MAIJH (1+W> ul" " u = |u|" u,x € R,
p p

2 2 2
(i1i) when p + L <g<p+ %, there exist ¢* > 0 such that i(c) has a minimizer if and only if

3
 _ q—p ap bp
= |pldly <2p2—3q+3p)> (6pq—8p2>

2 2
Moreover, for any p < q < p+ % and ¢ > 0, if i(c) has a minimzer, then Egs. — has a

couple of solutions (u, \) € WHP(R3) x R such that u € S(c) and X\ < 0.
2 2
(2)When g =p+ %, i(c) has no minimizer for all ¢ > 0.

c>c*, where

5 0 — P2
2p®—3q+3p 3q—3p—p pq—3q+3p
P2 2



In the following three conclusions, we study the Egs.(L.1)-(1.2)) in the LP mass supercritical case.
In this case, the energy functional I constrained on S(c¢) is not bounded from below which leads to
many difficulties. In order to overcome the lack of compactness, we work on the radially symmetric

functionals space W,'*(R?) and consider the following minimization problem:

me):= inf I(u), (1.7)
where
M(c) := {u € S;(c) : P(u) =0},
Sp(e) = {lulp = c:u e WIP(R?)},
and

3(q —p)

P(u):=a |Vu\£ +b |Vu|12)p - |u\g =0

is associated Pohozaev identity of Eqs(1.1])-(1.2).

Definition 1.2. We call (u, A) is a ground-state solution to (1.1)-(L.2)), if (u, ) is a solution to (|L.1)-

(1.2) and w minimizes the energy functional I among all solutions of LP-norm.

2 2
Theorem 1.3. Let p + % < g < p*, for any ¢ > 0, — has a couple of solution (u,\) €

WHP(R?) x R with I(u) = m(c) and A\ < 0. Moreover, u is a radial ground state of —.

Next, we show the multiplicity of normalized solutions to (|1.1)-(1.2)):

2 2
Theorem 1.4. Letp+ % < q<p" andc>0. Then there exists a sequence {(un, A\n)} of solutions of

- such that u,, is radial and A, < 0 for any n € N*. Moreover, we have l[unllyyrr gy = 00

and I(u,) — +00 as n — +00.

Based on Theorem|1.4] we study the asymptotic behavior of normalized solutions to (1.1])-(1.2]) when
b — 07. We obtain the following result:

2 2
Theorem 1.5. Let p + % <q<p,c>0and {(ud,\2)} C S,.(c) x R™ is obtained in Theorem

1.4} Then, for any {b,} — 07 (n — +00), there is a subsequence {by,} such that for each n € NT,

uort = ud in WHP(R?) and Ay A in R as 1 — +oo, where {(ul,\0)} C S,.(c) x R™ is a sequence

n? n

of couples of weak solutions to the following equation
—alApu — AMulP~2u = |u|?u, in R (1.8)
As is well known, if 1 < p < 2, the ground state to (2.2)) is unique (up to translation), see [24].

However, if p > 2, the uniqueness have not been completely solved. When 1 < p < 2, we obtain an
2

accurate description of constrained minimizer of I for i(c¢) when p < ¢ < p+ % and a accurate solution

2 2
to |ilb when p + % < ¢ < p*, which is stated in the following two results.

4



Theorem 1.6. We assume that g <p <2, then

2
(1) Whenp < ¢ < p+ %, i(c) has a unique minimizer (up to translations), which is the form of

3 1
p

»
t
Ue = %Q(uq;ﬂ), where pg = % with t, being the unique minimum point of the function
P
3(a—p)
b o 3(a—p)
) =2t 22— T 4T te (0, +00). (1.9)

P2 pQE?

2 3
(2) When ¢ =p+ %, if ¢ > ar? |Q|,, then i(c) has a unique minimizer (up to translations)

1 2

p2 pzil
cs —aplQly’
— =
bp| @y’

3 1
p p
cig

t
Ue = Q(uqx) where p, = -~ with t, =
1Qlp c

(1.10)

2 22\ °
b [cF —aplQly

Moreover, i(c) = ~2 =
bp|Qlp*

2 2
When ¢ > p+ %, Theorem tells that i(¢) has no minimizer. Thus, motivated by [7], we

investigate the mountain pass type critical points for I(-) on S(c).

Definition 1.7. Given ¢ > 0, the functional I(-) is said to have mountain pass geometry on S(c) if
there exists K (c) > 0 such that

1(e) = inf | mase I(h(1)) > max{I(h(0)). (h(1)) (L11)

holds in the set I'(c) = {h € C([0,1];S(c)) : h(0) € Ak(c), I(h(1)) < 0}, where Ag () = {u € S(c) :
[Vulpy < K(o)}-

3
Next, when 5 < p < 2, under the following assumption

3
2p? 2p2—3p
2p? 2p? b1Ql,°
q>p+—(—0or q=p+— and ¢c> | ——

1.12
3 3 5 : (1.12)

we investigate some properties of (1.11)) by some energy estimates. Moreover, we show that if u. € S(c)
is a critical point of I(-) on the level y(c), then it is a scaling of Q(x). Still let f,(-) be given by (1.9 and
note that it has a unique maximum point in (0, +00) when (1.12) holds. Then, we have the following

theorem.

3 _
Theorem 1.8. When 3 < p <2, assume (1.12) holds and let t, be the unique mazimum point of f(t)

3

t

R |

TP
in (0,400). Then y(c) = fq(ty) and it can be attained by G, = %Q(ﬁqz) where fi, = —. Meanwhile,
P

U 18 a solution of — for some A € R.

o



The paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we present some preliminary results. In Section 3,
we study the existence of minimizers for i(c¢) in the LP-subcritical and critical cases. In Section 4, we
show the existence of normalized ground state in the LP-supercritical case. In Section 5, we study the
multiplicity and asymptotic behavior of normalized solutions in the LP-supercritical case. In Section 6,

. . . . 3
we prove the existence and uniqueness of normalized solutions when 3 <p<2.

2 Preliminaries

In this section, we introduce various preliminary results.

. 3
Lemma 2.1. (Gagliardo-Nirenberg inequality of p-Laplacian type, [10]) For p € (573) and any q €
[p,p"), it holds that

1

g 1 ! 3a=p)  1_3(a=p)

qu<<p|Q|q_p> [Vl @ Jul, (2.1)
p

where |u|, is the norm of L'(R*) and up to translations, Q € WP(R?) is a ground-state solution to the

following equation([11)])

Ul (1 N W) P2 = Jul* 2w,z € RP. (2:2)
p p

Furthermore, when 1 < p < 2, the equality holds if and only if u(x) = aQ(Bz) for some a, f € R\{0}.

3
Lemma 2.2. Letp € (5,3), q < (p,p"), if (u,\) € WHP(R3) x R is a weak solution of —, then

the following identity

3(q —
P(u) = a|Vuly +b |Vu|§p _3la-p) lulg =0 (2.3)
holds. Moreover, it can be obtained that A < 0.
Proof. the proof is similar to the Lemma 2.3 of [I2] and Lemma 2.6 of [0], so we omit it. O

Next, we introduce a useful elementary inequality.

Lemma 2.3. There exists ¢, > 0 such that for any x,y € R,

<Iw|572$—|y|872y,x—y> >l =yl for 2<s<3,
R (2.4)
(ol + g)? > (Ja" 2 = [y oo —y) | Zelo—yf for 1<s<2,
where (-,-)gs denotes the standard inner product in R®.
For u,v € WHP(R3), it follows from ({2.4)) that ,for 2 < p < 3,
¢ / IV — VolPda < / (IVulP~2Vu — [VoP~2V0)V (u — v)da, (2.5)
RS RS



andforg<p<27

CE / |Vu — VoulPdx
R3

p(2

< [ @) (vl + [9o) 5 do (2.6)

P 2—p

< (/RS(Wulp_QVu—|Vv|p_2Vv)V(u—v)dx>2 (/RS(WuI-i-Vvadx) .

where

T (u,v) = <|Vu|p_2 Vu — |V’ % Vo, Vu — Vv> ;
R3
note that the domain of integration in (2.5)-(2.6) can be replaced by any open domain of R3.
Lemma 2.4. ([13],Lemma 3) Let I € C*(WP(R®),R). If {u,} C S(c) is bounded in W'P(R?), then
(Is@) (un) =0 in  (WYPR?) as n— oo

1 —
(I' (), ) P2 = 0 im (Wl’p(R3))/ as m — oo.

3 Proof of Theorem 1.1

2
In this section, we study the case when p < ¢ < p+ % We first give a few of important lemmas

before the proof of Theorem

2 2
Lemma 3.1. Assume that p < ¢ < p-+ %, then

(1) For each ¢ > 0, i(c) is well defined and i(c) < 0.
2
(2) pr<q<p+%, then i(c) < 0 for all ¢ > 0.
2
(3) Ifg=p+ %, then i(c) < 0 for each ¢ > a?’ |Ql, and i(c) =0 for each 0 < ¢ < a? Q-
2 2 2
(4) If p + % <qg<p+ %, then i(c) < 0 for each ¢ > ¢* and i(c) = 0 for each ¢ < ¢, where

2p2—39+3p b 3(1—312:7102 m
. _ q-p ap ! _ !
<= |pial <2p2—3q+3p)> <6pq—8p2>

Proof. (1) For any ¢ > 0 and u € S(c), by the Gagaliardo-Nirenberg inequality in Lemma it is

obtained that

_3(a—p)
c P 3(g=p)

—_— |VU| P (31)
plQ;™ "

a p, b 2p
) 2 £ 9uf + o [Vul2 -

3(q —
Since 0 < (9-7)

us € S(c) and

< 2p, I is bouned from below on S(c). Set u(z) := t%u(tx), t > 0, then

3(a=p) 1
» 7 |u|g —0 as t—0. (3.2)

: _wa p_ 20 2p
i(c) §I(ut)ftp;9|Vu|p+t p%|VU|p —t



Hence, i(c) <0 for all ¢ > 0.
p? 3(¢—p)
2)Ip<g<p+ 3 then 0 < ) < p, S0 1| implies that i(c) < 0 for all ¢ > 0.

2
B)Ifg=p+ %, similar to || we see that

2
a b 9 T
I(u) > 5|VU|Z+%|VU|J)— - [Vl .
plQL?
2
b op @ » c'T
=—|Vul " +—|Vull | 1 - 5
2p Pp P B
a @l

Thus, when 0 < ¢ < v’ |Q|,, we have i(c) > 0. By i(c) < 0, it is obtained that i(c) = 0 for all
3
0<c<ar|Q,

By (2.2) and corresponding Pohozaev identity, we have

p
VeI, =1Ql, = p QI3 - (3-3)
When ¢ > ap% |Q|p7 set
Qu(z) == ﬁt%Q(m), t>0, (3.4)
P
hence, Q¢(z) € S(c). By (3.3), we have
a b citp
1(Q) = =(ct)? + —(ct)? — ———
(@)= §let + gt o
a(ct)P & (3:5)
= ( t)zp + 1 2
P alQl,’

Thus, I(Q:) < 0 as t — 0. Since i(c) < I(Q¢), we conclude that i(¢) < 0 when ¢ > av Q-
2 2 2
(4) Ifp+ % <qg<p+ %, similar to 1} we have

a b c? 3(a=p)
I(@Q1) = —(ct)? + - (ct) — ——— (3.6)
) P 2p ) plQL"
By Young’s inequality, we have
p1 P2 p1 D2
ety + ﬁ(ct)2p > (acptp> (bc2pt2p) _ ¢p+pP2 DD <a> ( b ) ’ (3.7)
P 2p Pp1 2pp2 pp1 2pp2
b
where 0 < p1,p2 < 1, p1 +p2 = 1 and the equality holds if and only if - 2—0217752”. Choosing
pp1 Pp2
3(q — 3(q — 2 2p?
P1 :2—M and py = ((172;0)—1. Sincep+% <q<p+%, we have 0 < p1,p2 < 1 and
p p



p1 + p2 = 1. Then, by (3.6)), we have

I(Qy)

2p2 —3q+3p 3¢—3p—p?

3(a=p) 3(a—p) ap » bp »? c? 3(a=p)
> Tt sy P — T
2p? — 3q + 3p) 6pg — 8p rlQl;

3(q7p)t3((rp)
P P 3(g— 3(g—
_ cC - [(C*)q_ (qP p) _ - (qp p)} '
plQ
* : p_ 2p2a a b oo
If ¢ > ¢*, choosing th = such that —cPtP = ——c“Pt“P. Then,
Pp1b pp1 2pp2

3(¢—p) 3(a—p)

» (4=p) (a=p)
i(e) < 1(Qu) = “— i [(e) T e <
plQl,

If 0 < ¢ < ¢*, then for any u € S(c), by Lemma[2.1] and (3.7)), we have
b _3(a—=p) amp)
a 2 I P q—p

I(u) > = |Vull + — |Vu[l — ——— |Vl *

(w) = Z [Vl + 50 [Vul, G [V,

1 3(a—p) 3(a=p) 3(a=p)
>———|Vu| » [(c*)‘k =T } >0
pll; ™" F
Thus i(c) > 0, combining with i(¢) < 0, we conclude that i(c) = 0.
O
22\ e
2p2 . b |Q|p3 .
Lemma 3.2. If ¢ = p+ ER then i(c) = —oo when ¢ > — and i(c) = 0 when
2 423,
e,
- 2
22\ ZPoa
b1Q|,?
Proof. When ¢ > Tp , similar to (3.5]), we have
a b catp
I(Qt) = *(Ct)p + 7(Ct)2p e
p 2p PRI
2
b 275"
= Lty 4 ?(Ct)% 1— 07322 ’
p p =
b|Q,*
Thus I(Q:) — —oc0 as t — oo, which implies i(c) = —o0.
22\ 2ioa
b1Ql,?
When ¢ < Tp , for any u € S(c¢), by Lemma [2.1{ we have
_3(@—p)
c P 3(¢g=p)

a b 2
I(u) > = |[Vul? + — |Vu|! — ———— |V
p P2 p p|Q|Z p P

2p2 —3p

a b 9 2¢™ ¢
= ;; |Vu|£ + % |VUJ\pp 1-— 2 > 07

o | =
b1Ql,?



2

2
which implies that i(c) > 0. Since 1) still holds when ¢ = p + %, we have i(c) < 0 for any ¢ > 0.

So we conclude that i(c) = 0.

O

2

2
Lemma 3.3. For eachp < q<p+ %, the function ¢+ i(c) is continuous on (0, 400).

Proof. The proof follows from Lemma [3.1] (1) and is similar to the Lemma 3.3 of [I2], so we omit it. [J

2 2
Lemma 3.4. For eachp<qg<p+ %, if ¢ satisfies the following condition:

2

c>0, when p<q<p+%,
2
3
c>ar|Q|,, when q=p+%, (3.8)
2 2
x p 2p
c>c, when p+§<q<p+?,

where c* is defined in Lemmal[3.1], then
i(c) <i(a) +i(¥eP —aP), for any 0 < a <c.
Proof. We first claim that
i(fc) < 0%i(c), for any 6 > 1. (3.9

By Lemma we have i(c) < 0 when c satisfies (3.8)). Let {u,} C S(c) be a minimizing sequence for
i(c). For any 6 > 1, set u’, = u(0~5x), then v’ € S(fc) and

1) = 671 () + (ep—”s - 9p> 2 [ualp + <92p_2z _ 9p> IVl
< OPI(uy,).

Let n — oo, we have i(6c) < 0Pi(c), with equality if and only if |Vun|g — 0 as m — oco. By 1’
we have |up|] — 0 when |Vu,|? — 0 as n — oo. Then we obtain I(u,) — 0 as n — oo which

contradicts i(c) < 0. Thus, we have i(6c) < 6Pi(c). For any 0 < o < ¢, apply 1) with § = < > 1 and
a

c
0 = ——— > 1 respectively, we get

{;/ cP — P

i) = %:z <§a) + ¢ C_po‘pi (ﬁm) < i(a) + (P —ap).

O

2 2
Lemma 3.5. For eachp < q<p+ % and any ¢ > 0, let {w,} C S(c) be a minimizing sequence for

i(c), then i(c) possesses another minimizing sequence {v,} C S(c) such that

v, — wn||W1,p(R3) — 0, (I|S(c))’(vn) —0 as n— oo.

10



2

2
Proof. When p < q<p+ %, by Lemma 3.1 (1), we know that I is bounded from below on S(c). By
Ekeland’s variational principle([14], Theorem 2.4), we can get a new minimizing sequence {v,} C S(c)

for i(c) such that ||v, —wp||w1.rrsy — 0, which is also a Palais-Smale sequence for I|g(c). O

Proof of Theorem[I.1,. We complete the proof in four parts.
2

At fist, we study the case when p < ¢ <p+ %:
2
(I) Forp<g<p+ %, by Lemma we have i(c) < 0 for any ¢ > 0. Let {w,} C S(c) be a

minimizing sequence for i(c). By Lemma there exists a minimizing sequence {v,} C S(c) for i(c)
such that
(I|s(e)) (vn) =0 as n — oco. (3.10)

Since i(c) < 0, it can be obtained that {v,} is bounded in W'?(R?). In fact, for n sufficiently large,
by Lemma we have

a p b 9p T 3(a=p)
0 Z I(Un) Z ]; |V’Un|p + % |V1}n‘p - W ‘V’Un|p P
a qu 3(4;1-7) ( ,
a—p
2 Vonl, = — o Vol 7
p p|Ql;
. . . . . 1,p 3 . . 3((1 - P) p2
which indicates |Vvy|, is bounded in W**(R”) since there is ———— <p when p <¢ <p+ 3

Set

o := lim inf sup/ |vp|Pda.
n=F00yeRr3 J B (y)

If o = 0, then by vanishing lemma (see[T4], Lemma 1.21), u,, — 0 in L*(R®) for any p < s < p*. Hence,

n—-+4oo

b
0< lim (; |an|g + % |an|12)p> = i(c) < 0, which is impossible. Therefore, we must have o > 0,

and then, there exists a sequence {y,} C R® such that

/ |vp, |Pdz > 0.
B (yW)

Set un(-) := vn(- + Yn), and then, {u,} is still a bounded Palais-Smale sequence for I|g () on the level
i(c). We may assume that for some u € WP (R?),

U, —u#0, in WHP(R3),

Up — U, in L (R®),s € [p,p*), (3.11)

un(z) = u(z), ae. in R3,

Hence, a := |ul, € (0, c]. Next, we try to prove u € S(c) and suppose to the contrary that a € (0, ¢).
At first, we verify that, up to subsequence, Vu,(z) — Vu(z) a.e. z € R3.
We follow some ideas of [15] and [I6]. By (3.10) and Lemma we have

I' () = Ap Jtn P 2 up = 0 in (Wl’p(R?’))/ as n— oo. (3.12)

11



1
where A, = — (I'(un),up). Since {u,} is bounded in WP (R?), we suppose that, up to subsequence,
c

lim [Vu,[l=A>0, lim A, =\ (3.13)
n—-+oo n—-+00
Hence, by , we have
J(tn) = —(a + bA) Aptiy, — [tn|? 2ty — A |tn|” % un — 0 (3.14)

in (WHP(R3))" as n — co. Meanwhile, it is easy to see that
J(u) = —(a+bA)Apu — |uf2u — A|u|" > u e (WHP(R?)). (3.15)

Let n € C5°(R?,[0,1]) satisfy 5|, = 1 and supp n C Bag, where Bg = {x € R® : |2| < R}. From

(3.14), (3.15) and (u, —u)n — 0 in WP (R?), we obtain
(J(upn) — J(w)[(up, — u)n] — 0. (3.16)
By Holder inequality and (3.11)), we conclude that

/ (|un|s_2un — |u|s_2u)(un —w)ndx = 0,(1),Vp < s < p*, (3.17)
RS

/RS (|Vun P2V, — |[Vu|P2Vu)Vn(u, — u)de = o,(1). (3.18)
By —, we conclude that
/RB (IVtn P2Vt — | VP2V )V (1, — w)da = on (1),
Using and , we infer that
lim |V, — VulPdr = 0.
n—oo Jp,
Taking into account of the arbitrariness of Bog, we conclude that
Vu,(r) = Vu(z) ae. x€R>.
Then, by the Brezis-Lieb Lemma (see[I4], Lemma 1.32), we have
(V) = [Vun, — Vulb + [Vl 4 0, (1), [un[h = [un — ulb + ulb 4 0, (1). (3.19)

By (3.19), it can be obtained that

i(c) = lim I(u,)>1I(u)+ lim I(u, —u) > i(a)+i(YcP? —aP),

n—-+oo n—-+oo

which contradicts to Lemma So, |ul, = ¢ and u,, — u in LP(R?). We conclude from Lemma

that u,, — u in LY(R?). Then, we have

i(c) <I(u) < lim I(u,)=1i(c).

n—-+oo
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Thus, u € S(c) is a minimizer of i(c), and then, u is a critical point of I|g (. Therefore, by Lemma

there exists A < 0 such that (u, \) is a couple of solution to (1.1]) and (1.2).
2

Secondly, we study the case when ¢ = p + p—:

3
2 s 2
(2) For ¢ =p+ %, when ¢ > ar? |Q|p, we have i(c) < 0. Similar to the case when p < ¢ < p + %,
we can get a minimizer for i(¢) and thus get a couple of solution (u, A) to (1.1 and (1.2).

3
When 0 < ¢ < a?® |@Q|,, suppose that there exists a minimizer u € S(c) such that I(u) = i(c) =0,

p’
then
b 1 cé a
a
—|Vulb + o= [Vul;? = ~[u]§ < — |Vul, < = [Vuly,
P " op P q 22 P=p P
p|Q|}
which implies that \Vu|12)p = 0. Hence u = 0, which is impossible.
v 2p?
Next, we study the case when p + 3 <qg<p+ T:

2
(3) When ¢ > ¢*, we have i(c) < 0. Similar to the case when p < ¢ < p+ %, we can get a minimizer

for i(c) and thus get a couple of solution (u, ) to (1.1)) and (1.2).
When ¢ < ¢*, suppose that there exists u € S(c) such that I(u) = i(c) = 0. Similar to the proof of
Lemma choose § = & > 1 and set u’ = w(@~5x). Then u’ € S(fc) and
c

i(c*) < I(u®) < 6PI(u) =0,

which contradicts that i(c¢*) = 0.

1
When ¢ = ¢*, set ¢, = ¢* + —. For each n, there exsists {v,} C S(c) such that
n
I(v,) =i(cp) < 0. (3.20)

By Lemma we can deduce that {v,} is bounded in W*'¥(R?). Moreover, by Lemma we see
that
I(v,) —i(c") =0.
b
If |v,|? — 0, then 4 Vo) + o |an|z2)p — 0. Hence, |Vv,|) — 0, by Lemma [2.1) we see that I(v,) >0
p p

for n large enough which contradicts to (3.20). Therefore, similar to part (1), there exists {y,} C R?
and u € WP (R3)such that

U, —=u#0, in WHP(R3),
Uy — U, in Lj _(R%),s € [p,p*),

loc

un(z) = u(z), ae. in R3,

where u,(+) := v (- + Yn)-
We claim that u € S(c*) and suppose to the contrary that |ul, = « € (0,c"). For each n, note that

I(un) = I(vy) = i(c,) < 0, hence u, is also a minimizer for i(c,) and {u,} is bounded in W?(R?).

13



By the Lagrange multipliers rule([I7], Corollary 4.1.2), there exists {)\,} C R* such that
I'(un) = A unP 2w, =0 in (WHP(R?))

Obviously, {\,} is bounded in R since {u,} is bounded in W'?(R?). Similar to (3.13), suppose that,
up to subsequence,

lim |[Vu,[)=A42>0, ll)IJ'I_l An = A\

n——+0oo
By a similar arugment in part (1), we obtain that Vu,(z) — Vu(z) a.e. on € R®. Thus by the

Brezis-Lieb Lemma, we have
[Vunlp = [Vun — Vulp + [Vulp + on (1), [un|p = |un — ulp + [uff + on(1),

moreover,

0= lim I(up)>I(u)+ lm I(u,—u).

n—-+oo n—-+4oo

By Lemma i(a) = i({/(c*)P — a?) = 0. Because lim |u, —ulh = (")’ — o, we have
n—oo

lim I(up, —u) > i({/(c*)P —aP) =0,

n—oo

which implies 0 = I'(uy) > I(u) + I(un —u) > I(u) > i(a) = 0. Hence v is a minimizer of i(«a), but,
by Lemma there is no minimizer for a € (0,¢*) . So we have u € S(c¢*) and u, — u in LP(R?).
Meanwhile, by Lemma u, — u in LY(R?). So we have

0= lim I(u,) > I(u) >i(c") =0.

n—00

We conclude that v is a minimizer for i(¢*). Similar to part (1), there exists a A < 0 such that (u, A) is

a couple of solution to (1.1)-(1.2).

2 2
Finally, we study the case when ¢ = p + %:
2 3
b\ . . .
(4) When ¢ > — , by Lemma [3.2} we have i(c) = —oo so that i(c) has no minimizer.
22\ 705
b|Ql,”° : .

When ¢ < — , suppose that there exists a u € S(c) such that I(u) =i(c) = 0. Then

a b 2 1 qu 3(‘12;17) 3(¢a—p) b 2

—|Vulp + —|Vu|,! = ~Jull < ———|Vul, 7 < ~|Vu[,’.

p 2p q p|QI 2p

So |Vul} = 0, which is impossible.
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4 Proof of Theorem 1.3

2 2
In this section, we consider the minimization problem 1) in the case p + % <qg<p'.

2 2
Lemma 4.1. Let p+ % < q < p*, then I is not bounded from below on S,.(c) for any ¢ > 0.

Proof. For any ¢ > 0 and any u € S,(c), set u(z) := t%u(tx), t > 0, then u; € S(c) and

_ p@ P 2 b 2p 3(a-p) 1 q
I(ut)—tp;|Vu|p+tp%|Vu|p —t P §|u|q
2p? 3(q—
Because p + % <qg<p, M > 2p. Hence, I(u;) — —o0 as t = +o0. O

2 2
Lemma 4.2. Let p+ % < g < p*, then I is bounded from below and coercive on M(c) for any ¢ > 0.

Moreover, there exists a constant Cy > 0 such that I(u) > Cy for all uw € M(c).

Proof. Since P(u) = 0 for all u € M(c), we have

p
I(u) =1(u P(u
(1) = 1) = 5P
1 P 1 P 2 1)
=a|l-—7—7—— Vup—i—b(—) Vulr.
(p 3(q—p)> b 2p 3(¢—p) Vedy
1 p 1 p 2p? . . :
Note that — — > — — > 0 when p + —— < ¢, we obtain that I is coercive on M(c).
2p 3(g-p)  p 3(g—p) 3
By Lemma 2.1 and P(u) = 0,
3(¢=p)
3(g — 3(g — - (a—p)
bIVU\ip < a|Vu|5+b|Vu|12)p — M lul? < (g—p)c qpﬁp | u|; -
pq p o plQf;

3(q —
Since 2p < M, we infer that |Vu|p has a positive lower bound. Hence, by 1D there exists a
p
constant Cy > 0 such that I(u) > Cj for all u € M(c).

By Lemma [£.2] we know that m(c) > Cy > 0.

2 2
Lemma 4.3. Let p + % < g <p* andc> 0, for any u € S.(c) and u(x) = t%u(tx) (t > 0), there

exists a unique to > 0 such that I(us,) = Tg()a:](ut) and uz, € M(c). In particular, we have
t0<1(:)P(u)<O,t0:1<:)P(u):0.
Proof. For any u € S,.(c), let

a b 2 3(a—p 1
ht) =1 =tP— |[VulP +t*— |Vu|? =t » —|u|?, Vt>0.
(t) = I(ut) pl ul, + 2pl ul, qIUIq

Differentiate h(t) with respect to ¢, we obtain

2 3(a=p) 3(g—
:tpa|Vu|Z+t2pb|Vu|pp—t 7 ) [uly _ Plu)

t t

W)
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3(q —p)

Since > 2p > p, h'(t) > 0 when ¢ > 0 sufficiently small and . ligl h'(t) = —oo. Similar to [18],
—+o00
P
we infer that h(¢) has a unique maximum at some point ¢q > 0. Therefore, h'(tg) = @ = 0, which
0

implies that uy, € M(c).
Next, we prove the last two statements. We first claim that P(u) < 0 = ¢y < 1. Just suppose that

to > 1, by using h'(to) = 0 and P(u) < 0, we obtain the following contradiction

B |Vul’ 1 20 [Tuf2 — g 7 MRy
=2 p 0 P 0 ap q

3(g—p)

ty ©
(g —
< a|Vulp + b|Vu|f)p - w lulg <0,
So tg < 1. If P(u) =0, then

P Py 42p 2 P 3 p) | 1
toa |Vul, + "0 [Vul " =ty 7 =5 July
3(a—p)

ty ©

=0

3(q —
=a|Vul) +b \Vu|;p — % lulg ,

which implies that neither ¢g > 1 nor to < 1 could occur since |Vu|, # 0. Thus P(u) =0 =ty = 1.
Next, we show that g < 1= P(u) <0and tg =1= P(u) =0. If {; < 1, then

tha |Vul? + £2Pp |Vu|2p — tw 3la=p) ||
_ 0 p "0 p 0 qp q

3(a—p)
ty *©
3(¢ —p)
q

> a|Vulf) +b|Vul? — ul? = P(u).

Also, tg = 1 implies P(u) = P(u,) = 0. 0

2

2
Lemma 4.4. Letc > 0 and p+ % < q < p*. Then M(c) is a natural C*-manifold and each minimizer

of I\nr(e) is a critical point of I|g, (c).-

Proof. For any u € M(c), we have P(u) = 0. Set Q(u) := |u[b — ¢” = 0. Obviously, P, Q are both of

C* class. In order to prove that M(c) is a manifold, we only need to verify that, for any v € M(c),
(P'(u), Q' (u)) : WHP(R?) — R? is surjection.

Assume by contradiction that P’(u) and @Q'(u) are linearly dependent for some u € M(c), i.e., there
exists a constant [ € R, such that for any ¢ € W,'P(R?), we have P’(u)i = (Q'(u)y that is

3g—p _ _
—(a+20|Vulp) Apu — (pQ)|u|q 2y = l|ulP~2u. (4.2)
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By the Nehari identity and Pohozaev identity of (4.2]), we obtain

9 _ 2
p? (a|Vu|§ + 2b|Vu|12,p) = 7@ P)

Julg,

combining with P(u) = 0, we have

(M - 1) alVulb + <3(qp2p) - 2> b|Vul2P = 0.

p2

3(q —p)

Since 5— — 2 >0, we conclude that |Vu|} = 0 which is impossible.
p

Next, we prove the last statement. Suppose that u is a minimizer of |/, then P(u) = 0. By the

Lagrange multiplier rule, there exist two Lagrange multipliers A and p such that
I'(w) = AulP~2u — pP'(u) = 0 in (WP(R?)). (4.3)

By the Nehari identity and Pohozaev identity of (4.3]), we obtain

3(q — p)?

2
a\Vu|g + b|Vu\pp — 0’

2
luld — p |ap|Vulh + 2bp|Vul P —

3 —
(¢ —p) 2] = 0.
q

Recalling that P(u) = a [Vul) +b |Vu|§p —

3a—p) ul§ = 0, we have
p

3(qg — 2
1 {ap|Vu|§ + 2bp|Vu|12)p - (qqﬁ‘m|fu|g] =0.

Using P(u) = 0 again, we obtain
3(q — 3(q —
1 Kp - (qpp)> a|Vul? + <2p - <qpp)) b|vu|§}>] = 0.

3(q —p)

(g —
(9-p) < 2p — ———= < 0, we conclude that p = 0. O]
p

Since p —

2 2
Lemma 4.5. For each p + % < q < p*, the function ¢ — m(c) is strictly decreasing for ¢ > 0.

Proof. For any 0 < ¢1 < ¢g, by ¥(c1) > 0 and Lemma there exists {u,} C M(c1) such that
1
= < —
I(un) = maxI((un)e) < mlcr) + .

By (4.1) and Lemma there exists k; > 0(i = 1,2, 3,4) indenpendent of n such that

1—-3
Let v, := <62> Up, (Clx), then v, € S,.(c2) and
C1 C2
a(p—3) +3
Co p
(Vo [b = [Vun b, [va]d = (q) |t |2 (4.5)
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Moreover, by Lemma there exists ¢, > 0 such that (v,);, € M(c2) and I((vy)e,) = ngd((“n)t)'
Since {(vn)t, } € M(c2), by Lemma {IV(vp)t,, [} has a positive lower bound which indenpendent

V(v |P
of n. Combining with [Vv, [l = [Vu,|?, lb and ¢f = W), we conclude that there exists a
vn b
constant C7 > 0 such that
«_ 9P
for any n. Hence, by ¢ < p* = 3 and (4.4)-(4.6), we have
—-p
a(p—3) 3(a—p)
C2 TS tn " q
mlez) < I((n)e,) = I{(un)en) = | { -1 |tnlg
ap=3) L 3 3la=p) (47)
1 Co P Cl P
<m(e)+——| = -1 ki
n c1 q
which implies that m(c2) < m(cy), by letting n — +oo. O

Proof of Theorem[1.3. For ¢ > 0, let {v,} C M(c) be a minimizing sequence for m(c). If |v,|? — 0,
then by P(v,) = 0, we deduce that |[Vv,[b — 0 which contradicts with Lemma Thus, similar to
the proof of Theorem there exists {y,,} C R® such that

/ |vp [Pdz > 0.
Bl(yn)

Denote uy,(+) := v, (- + yp), then {u,} C M(c) is still a minimizing sequence for m(c). By (4.1)), {u,} is
bounded in W"?(R?). Hence, up to subsequence, we may assume that there exists u € W ?(R?) such

that
Up = u#0, in WHP(R?),

Up, — U, in L*(R?),s € (p,p"), (4.8)
un(z) — u(r), ae. in R3.
Then, a := |u|, € (0,c]. Next, we show that u is a minimizer of I|y;) for m(c). By and
un € M(c), we obtain that P(u) < nBrJIrlOOP(un) = 0. Hence, by Lemma there exists to € (0, 1] such
that uy, € M(c). Thus, we have

m(e) < I(ug) = I(ug,) — ﬁp(um)

1 D 2 1 D
:tpa(_) vuum(_) Tl
“\p 3(@-p [Vl +to 2p  3(q—p) Vuly
1 p ) (1 b ) 2
<al=——L )V |Vup+b— - 2 ) |Vu>
(p 3(g —p) IVl 2p  3(q—p) Vuly

<liminf |al| - —=—— | |Vu,P+b — — —— | [Vu,|??
n—r+00 [ (p 3(¢ —p) Vunly 2p 3(g—p) Vunly

R p
< I%Lniirég (I(un) - 3(q_p)P(un)> =m(c) < m(a),
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which means m(«) = m(c) and ¢y = 1. By Lemma and « € (0,c], it must have @ = ¢. Thus,
u € M(c) and I(u) = m(c), i.e. I|p(c) attains its minimum at u. By Lemma and Lemma we
conclude that there exists A < 0 such that (u, \) € W,2P(R?) x R is a couple of solution to —‘
Moreover, if (v,u) € WEP(R?) x R is also a couple of solution for ¢. Then, by Lemma we have
P(v) = 0 wich implies that v € M(c). Since I(u) = m(c) = wei}\l/ff(c)l(w) < I(v), we see that u is a radial

ground state of (|1.1)-(L.2). O

5 Proof of Theorem 1.4 and Theorem 1.5

In this section, we study the multiplicity and asymptotic behavior of normalized solutions to —
in the LP supercritical case. Fisrtly, we give some lemmas which are important for our proof of
Theorem We follow some ideas of [19].

Let {e/,}°2, be a Schauder basis of W'?(R3)([20]). Set

en = / ! (9(x))disg,
O(N)

where O(N) denotes the orthogonal group on R* and dpu, is the Haar measure on O(N). Then going
if necessary to select one in identical elements, we see that {e,}°°, is a Schauder basis of W7 (R?).

Without loss of generality, we assume that |e,,| = 1 for any n > 1. Vn € N, denote

V,, := span{ey, ...,en }, Vi :=span{e; : i > n + 1}.

Clearly, W} P(R?) = V,, ® V,; for any n € NT.

2

, 2
Lemma 5.1. ([19], Lemma 6.1) Let p + % < q<p* and c> 0, then there holds

‘ [Vulp
fn = inf 5
u€V, NS, (c) |ulg

— +00, as n — +00.

For n € N*, we define
1

Pn = (a(ﬂg)p> _ ’

P aq
I e maxE DY
z>0 2941

Let B, := {u € V"N S,(c) : |Vul, = pn}. We have

where

Lemma 5.2.

Brn = inf I(u) = 400, as n — +oo.
u€ By,
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Proof. Yu € By, by Lemma [5.1]

ul? < gt Vulp < pn (| Vul +1).

Then,
a b 1
I _ 2 Py 2p _ |09
(0) = 21Vuly + 50 VU = L jul
a P 1 P »
> —|Vulp - 7 (IVulb +1)
p q(pin)?
L
> 4Vl - —— (|Vulf + 1)
p (pn) ™
_a o L g L
(pn) 7 (Pn) q
p q(pn)? q(pn)?
1 1 L
= < - ) a(pn)? — q
p q Q(Mn)p
1 1 L
Thus 8, > ( — ) a(pn)? — ( )q . By Lemma and definition of p,, we obtain that 3, — +oo
p4q q(pn)?®
O

as n — +00.

Lemma 5.3. There exits 0 < py < po such that

sup I(u) < Bo == inf I(u).
u€Syr(c),|Vulp<pj u€Sr(c),|Vulp=po

Moreover, 5y > 0.

Proof. Since u € S,(c), by Lemma we have

_3(a—p)
cC P 3(a—p)
P

— |V
plR;™ *

a b 9
< I(u) < = |Vull + = |Vu|P.
< (u)_p\ u\p Qp‘ u|p

a p b 2p
% 1Vulp + 5 [Vl

Note that M > 2p, we conclude that there exits pg > 0 small enough such that gy > 0. Meanwhile,

we can choose 0 < pj < po small enough such that

sup I(u) < bo < Bo.
uES,(0),|Vul,<p) 2

O
By Lemma without loss of generality, we assume that 3, > By for any n € NT.
Next we begin to set up our min-max procedure. First we introduce the map
k:WHP(R?) x R — WHP(R3) 5.1)
5.1

(u,0) = k(u,0) := egeu(e%).

20



Then for any given u € S,(c), we have k(u,0) € S,(c) and

3(a—p)

Vk(u,0)[5 = e |Vulb, k(u,0)[¢ = “luld, (5.2)
and
q p 1
(k{1 0)) = P2 ul + 270 2 [Tul2? = 50l (5.3)
3
Note that (g = » P) > 2p, we conclude from ) that
|VEk(u,0)|p — 0,1(k(u,0)) — 0, 0 — —oo,

|VEk(u,0)|) — +o0, I(k(u,0)) = —oc0, 6 — +o0.

Since V,, is finite dimensional, it follows that for each n € N, there exists 6,, > 0 such that

9n € C([0,1] x (Sr(c) N V3), Sr(€) : Gt u) = K(u, (2t —1)0y) (5-4)
satisfies
|V§n(07u)‘§ < (po)” < (pn)?, |V§n(1,u)|§ > (pn)”, (5.5)
I(gn(oau)) <max{50’6ﬂ}7 I(?n(Lu)) < Bn,
for all w € S-(c) N V,,. Now we define
I :i={g € C([0,1] x (5r(c) N V), Sr(c)) = g(t, —u) = —g(t, u),
(5.6)

g(o,u) = ?n(07u)79(17u) = gn(l,u),Vu € (ST(C) n Vn)}

Clearly g,, € I',,. We introduce the following linking property:

Lemma 5.4. ([21], Lemma 2.8) For each g € T, there exists (t,u) € [0,1] x (Sr(c) N V,,) such that
g(t,u) € By,

Following Lemma [5.4] we have

Lemma 5.5. For each n € NT,

Tn(c) = inf maz I(g(t,u)) = Bn.

geT, (t,u)€[0,1] X (Sr(c)NVy)

On the other hand, Vg € T',,,Yu € S,(c) NV, by (5.5), we have
|v9(05u)|10 = |v§n(07u)|P < p6 < Pns

IVg(Lu)lp = VG, (1, u)lp > pn > po.

By the continuity of |Vg(t, u)|, with respect to ¢, there exits ¢ € (0,1) such that |Vg(t,u)|, = po. Then

(t}u)e[O,ﬂa{ér(c)ﬁVn)I(g(t u)) > Bo. Since g € T, is arbitrary, we deduce that

Yn(c) = Bo > 0. (5.7)
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Fix an arbitrary n € N* from now on. We adopt the approach developed by Jeanjean[22]. First,

we introduce the auxiliary functional

I:8.(c) xR =R, (u,0) = I(k(u,0)),

where k(u, 0) is given in (5.1)). Set

L, :={g € C([0,1] x (Sr(c) N V), Sr(c) x R) = g(t, —u) = —g(t,u),

(5.8)
k(g(0,u)) =7,(0,u), k(g(1,u)) =g, (1, u),Vu € (S:(c) N V,)},
and
Yn(c) := inf max I(G(t,w)),
n(©) Ger, (tu)€[0,1]x (Sr(c)NVy) (5(t,u))
we have

Lemma 5.6.

Tn (C) = Tn (C) .

Proof. Tt follows immediately from the definition of 4,,(c) and ~,(c) along with the fact that the maps

¢:T, =Ty g— 0(g) = (g,0)

and

¢5Fn_>rn7§_>7/}(§) =kog

satisfy

Therefore, it follows from (5.7]), Lemma and Lemma that
Fn(€) = yn(c)
Z max{ﬁna 60}

13, (0.4)) f(gnu,u))} |

> max{ max R max
(t,u)€[0,1]x (Sr(c)NVn) (t,w)€[0,1]x (Sr(c)NV2)

Lemma 5.7. There exists a Palais-Smale sequence {uy} C Sy(c) for I|g (o) at level v,(c) such that
P(ui) — 0, as k — +o0.

Proof. Our proof is similar to the Lemma 6.8 of [19], so we omit it. O

Lemma 5.8. Let {uy} C S-(c) be the Palais-Smale sequence obtained in Lemma . Then there exist
u € WHP(R3) and {\} C R such that up to a subsequence, as k — +00
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(i) up — u # 0 in WHP(R3);

(i) \e = A < 0 in R;

(i) [Vuily = [Vuly;

(iv) —(a + b|Vur|) Apup — k| >u, — A lug|” 2 ugp — 0 in (er’p(R?’))/;
(v) —(a+bVul2) Apu — Jult™2u — MulP > u =0 in (WEP(R?))';

(vi) up, — u in WHP(R?).

Proof. Since I(uy) — yn(c) and P(uy) — 0 as k — 400, we have

(€)= I(ux) + o(1)

—a 1 _ p urlP i _ p wl? 4o

Thus {uy} is bounded in W,2?(R?). So, up to a subsequence, there exist u € W,''?(R?) such that
up — u, in WhHP(R?),
ug — u, in LY(R?), (5.9)
up(x) = u(z), a.e. in R3.
If u = 0, we have |ug|{ = o(1). Thus we obtain [Vug|p = o(1) because P(uy) = o(1). As a consequence,
I(ui) = o(1), which contradicts with (5.7). Thus (i) is obtained. By Lemma [2.4] we have
—(a + b|Vug[P) Apug, — |ug| 7 2ug, — Mg JugP ™2 ug, — 0
in (er’p(]R?’))l as k — 400, where

1
(a|Vuk|§ + b\Vukﬁ)p — |uk\g) , (5.10)

)\k == 67]7
then (iv) is proved. Since {us} is bounded in WP (R?), there exits A € R such that A\, — X as k — 400

up to a subsequence. Furthermore,

A= lim /\k

k—+o00
1 )
=t L (alTul o9 )

~ k—+ooCP q

1 _
< lim — <a|Vuk|Z + b|Vuk\12f - S(qqpp)|uk|q> (5.11)

. 1
= 0.
Since |ug|d — |u[d # 0, we obtain A < 0. Thus (ii) is proved. Next we prove that (iii) holds. Suppose

that lim [Vug[b = A > 0. Then, from (ii) and (iv), we have
k—40c0

—(a+bA)Apug — |ug|? 2up — A lug” 2 up = 0 in (W}’p(R?’))/, as k — +oo. (5.12)
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Similar to the Proof of Theorem [1.1] we can obtain that

Vug — Vu ae. on R (5.13)

In view of the uniqueness of weak limit, using Proposition 5.4.7 of [23], by (5.9), (5.12) and (5.13)), we

have

—(a+bA)Apu — |u|?2u — Nu|P 2w =0 in (W'P(R?)). (5.14)
From (5.12) and (5.14)), we have
(a+bA)|[Vuglh — |ug|d — Muglh = o(1), (5.15)

and

(a+bA)[Vulh — [ulf — Aulh = 0. (5.16)
Combining (5.15)) with (5.16]), we obtain
(a+bA)(|Vurlp — Vulp) = Mluwlp — |ulp) = (Jurlg — uld) + o(1).
Since uy, — u in LI(R?),
(@ +bA)([Vurly — [Vulp) = AJurly — [uff) = o(1).
Since A < 0, by the weakly lower semicontinuity of norm, we obtain
[Vug|p = [Vulp = o(1), [ur[f — uff = o(1). (5.17)

Thus (iii) is proved and (v) is easily deduced by (5.14) and (5.17). Finally, by (5.9) and (5.17)), we have

up — u in WHP(R?) as k — +oo. O

Proof of Theorem[I.J By Lemma we get that for any fixed ¢ > 0, (1.1)-(1.2) has a sequence of
couples of normalized solutions {(un,\,)} C Sy(c) x R™ with I(u,) = 7,(c) for each n € N*. By

Lemma we know that P(u,) = 0 for each n € N*. Thus we have

Yn(c) = I(un) = I(uy) — P(uy)

_pr
3(q —p)

1 P ) » < 1 P ) 2
(p 3(g —p) [Vualy 2p  3(q—p) Vi,

Since Yn(c) = Bn — 400 as n — 400, we conclude that [|un||y1.0gs) = +00 and I(uy) — +oo as

n — +o0. ]

Next, we study the asymptotic behavior of solutions obtained in Theorem when b — 0. Fix a

¢ > 0 from now on. Since b is a variable in this case, we replace I, P, v,(c) by I, Py, 72 (c), respectively.
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For b > 0, we denote {(u’,\%)} C S,(c) x R™ as a sequence of couples of weak solutions which we

obtained in Theorem Then, it follows that, for any n € NT,

L(uy,) = 7 (c). (5.18)
Recalling the proof of Lemma[5.2] we see that (3,, is independent of b. Thus, we have

Yo (e) = Bn >0, (5.19)
for any b > 0.

Proof of Theorem [1.3, Firstly, we claim that for any {b,,} — 07 (m — +00), {(u’" }pmen+ C Si(c) is
bounded in W P(R?). Without loss of generality, we suppose that b,, < 1 for any m € N*. Since V,,
is finite-dimensional, we obtain that for each n € NT,

b .
Yo (c) := inf max Iy, (g(t,
" <C) QIGFW,(t,u)E[O,l]X(ST(c)l Vi) bm( ( u))

< inf I (g(t, = oy < +00.
S B e o 1B W) = an < 400

Since {(ulm, \b")} € S,.(¢) x R™ is a sequence of couples of weak solutions to (1.1)-(1.2) with b = b,

n

and

1
= L (W + bl Vel 2 — el (520

By Lemma we deduce that P, (ub™) = 0. Then

b b

o (e) = Iy, (ulm) = Iy, (ulr) — —L— Py, (ubm)

g—p) "

1 p ) b, |P (1 p ) b, |2P
—a-——— )|V [P+ b = - ——— ) [Vuir |7,
a(P 3(g —p) [vu ”’ 2p  3(qg—p) Ve ’p

we conclude from 72" (¢) < +oo that {(u?™)},,en+ is bounded in WP(R3). Combining P, (ub™) = 0

with (5.20), {\>"} is bounded in R. Then there exists a subsequence of {b,,}, still denoted by {b,,},

and A% < 0 such that as m — +oo, Ao — X0 and

ubm — 0, in WhP(R?),
ubr — u?, in LY(R?), (5.21)

ubr () = ul(z), ae. in R

Since {(ubm, A\’)} is a sequence of couples of weak solutions to (1.1)-(1.2), by b, — 0 and Xom — A0

as m — +00, we have
bom bon [4=2, b 3O [, b |P—2, b _
7aAPun - ‘un |q Up™ — )‘n|un |p U™ = Om(l) (522)
Similar to the proof of Theorem we can get, as m — 00,

Vulr (z) — Vul (x),a.e.in R (5.23)
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In view of the uniqueness of weak limit, using Proposition 5.4.7 of [23], by (5.21)), (5.22) and (5.23]), we

have

—aApud — [ul 77 2ul — A2 |l P20l = 0. (5.24)
By (5.22) and (5.24)), we have
bm bm bm |p —
alvun |g - |un |g - >‘9L|un |§ - Om(1)7
and
aITI5 — 41~ Al =0

Thus we obtain
a(|Vupr B = [Vud ) = A% (Jupr [ = [ug[2) = Julm |2 = [uf) |2+ 0 (1),

by we have

AVl |f — [Vud ) = A% (a5~ [uS2) = om(1): (5.25)

Since A2 < 0, by the weakly lower semicontinuity of norm, we have
[Vl [P — |Vup [B = 0, (1). (5.26)

If A% = 0, by (5.24), u2 is a weak solution to —aA,ul, = |[u%|?"?u. By the Nehari and Pohozaev

n

identities, we infer that u2 = 0. Then, by (5.21)), (5.26), as m — +oo, we have

0 < Bn < A2 () = I, (ubm) — In(ul) =0,

n

which is a contradiction. Thus A\ < 0 and according to 1) we have |ubm I — |u2|§ = 0, (1) so that
u® € S,.(c). Together with (5.21)) and (5.26), we conclude that u’" — u in W P(R?) as m — +oo.
Moreover, by ((5.24)), {u2, A2} C S,.(c) x R™ is a sequence of couples of weak solutions to the following
equation

—alApu — MulP~2u = |u|?7 u, in R®,

The proof is completed. O

6 Proof of Theorem 1.6 and Theorem 1.8

2

Proof of Theorem[1.6, (1) Since ¢ < p+ %7 we can easily check that f,(t) (0, +00) attains its minimum

at a unique point, denoted by t,. Therefore, similar to (3.1]), by Lemma we obtain

i(c) = I(u) > tiggfq(t) = fq(tq), (6.1)
u€S(c)
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by setting ¢ = [VulP. On the other hand, set

3
P

cp
up () = == Q(ux),
8 1Qlp
where p > 0 will be determined later. Then, u, € S(c) and
a b 9y €17 s 3(a—p)
I(u,) = —(cu)? + —(ep)™ = ——(c o= cp)P). 6.2
(un) p( 14) 2p( 14) QLT (cu) fa((ep)?) (6.2)

o»
Choosing p1 = % i.e., (cu)? = tg, it follows from 1| that i(c) < I(u,) = fq(tq). Together with 1)
c

we deduce that

i(c) = fq(tq) = inffy(¢), (6.3)

t>0

1
and u. = u, with g = t is a minimizer of i(c).

Next, we show that, up to translations, w. is the unique minimizer of i(c). Indeed, if ug € S(c) is
a minimizer, it then follows from that I(ug) > f,(to), with to = [Vuglp, where the equality holds
if and only if ug is an optimizer of . This and (6.3) imply that to = ¢, and f;(to) = I(ug). Thus,

by Lemma up to translations, ug must be the form of ug = aQ(Bz). Using |ug|h = ¢, [Vuolh) =1,

3

1\ » 1
and (3.3), we obtain that a = L and = ﬁ. Hence, up = u.

Qlp c
2
(2) When ¢ =p+ pf,

3 pz
fo) == [a— )t by (6.4)
P plQl* b

Ife< a?’ |@Ql,,» by Theorem i(c) has no minimizer. If ¢ > a?’ |Q|,, from 1| we know that f,(t)
2 2
¢ —aplQly’
2

bp| Q|7

3 1
p

cur t
of parts (1), we can prove that up to translations u. = ﬁé)(um) with = -% is the unique minimizer
p c

t € (0,400)) attains its minimum at the unique point ¢, = . Similar to the arguments
( q g

2 22\ 2
b v —ap|Qly

2 2
P bp|Qly*
Proof of Theorem[1.8 Firstly, similar to Lemma[5.3] from Definition we can prove that there exists

of i(c¢). Moreover, we have i(c) = — O

K(¢) > 0 which can be chosen small enough such that, I(-) admits mountain pass geometry on S(c) if
(1.12) holds. We assume that K(c) < &,.
For any h(s) € I'(c), by Lemma [2.1] we have

I(h(s)) = fo(IVh(s)[}), (6.5)
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where equality holds if and only if h(s) € S(c) is an optimizer of (2.1)), i.e., up to translations,

3

P

(h(s))(x) = |Q\p

Since h(0) € Ak (s with K(c) < t,, and note that f,(t) > 0 for any t € (0,%,], we have

Q(ux) for some p > 0. (6.6)

IVR(0)[F <t < [VR(1)]. (6.7)

By the continuity of [Vh(s)[} respect to s, we deduce from (6.5) and (6.7) that

max 1((s)) = £,(%) = maxf, (1) (6.8)
Thus,
= inf I(h > f,(t,). 6.9
@) =, intma 1(h(s)) > £,(8) (6.9
3 Ei
On the contrary, let u,(z) = \Q| Q(pr) with p = 1, = %. Set h(s) = sp%uu(six), then we can
p— — p — ~ —
check that [Vh(s)|) = ;s and I(h(s)) = fy(fys). Choosing 0 < f; < f, small enough such that
— (1 .- e . — t, 1y
h (q> € Ag(c), and ty > t, such that T (h (q ) = fq(ty) < 0. Let h(s) = h ((1 — s) + s+ >
tq tq tg g
_ /1 .
) € Ag(ey and I(h(1)) =1 (h (;)) = f,(ty) < 0. This indicates that h € I'(c),
q

= f4(tq) and T, = u,(x) = x| €8(c)is a

v
3 |w
|
o ‘@mH

Qlp

Next, we prove that %, satisfies (1.1)-(1.2)) for some A € R™. In view of f;(Z,) = 0 and |Vz,|} =1,

we have

3(qg—0p ™7 p _ 3la-p) 4 _ -
( p222|qp (tg) »? =a+bty = a+b|Vilh. (6.10)
P
3
1\ p
P
‘ <t;i> &
tp
Moreover, since Q(z) is a solution of (2.2, by u. = TQ Lz 1, it follows that 7, satisfies
» c
3(a—p)
3(g—p)ct™ " r  _ 8w 4 o
- | P2|22|qp (tq) Aplic — [ue|* .
P
-3 _ C(q—p)(l—%) _ 3(g—p)
_ (1+ (p )gq P)) — T) 7 |uelP” 17,
p Qlp

This together with (6.10) indicates that . is a solution of (1.1])-(1.2) with

(-3 —p)) e S
A=—(1+ By
( p? QI (fa)
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