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Existence and Convergence of Least-Energy

Solutions Involving the Logarithmic Schrödinger

Operator

Huyuan Chen, Rui Chen and Bobo Hua

Abstract

In this paper, we establish the first existence result for solutions to the crit-
ical semilinear equation involving the logarithmic Schrödinger operator with
subcritical logarithmic nonlinearities. Additionally, we present the first exis-
tence result for least-energy solutions to the Brezis-Nirenberg type problem for
the fractional pseudo-relativistic Schrödinger operator with subcritical and crit-
ical nonlinearities. Specifically, we demonstrate that the least-energy solutions
of the fractional pseudo-relativistic Schrödinger equation converge, up to a sub-
sequence, to a nontrivial least-energy solution of the limiting problem involving
the logarithmic Schrödinger operator. Furthermore, we provide regularity result
for solutions to the logarithmic Schrödinger equation with sublinear nonlineari-
ties. Our approach relies on uniform positive bounds for elements in the Nehari
manifold, least-energy solutions, the Mountain-pass structure, the Palais-Smale
condition, variational methods and asymptotic expansion.

Keywords:Logarithmic Schrödinger operator, Fractional pseudo-relativistic
Schrödinger operator, Brezis-Nirenberg problem, Variational method

1 Introduction and Main Results

In this paper, we aim to study the existence, uniqueness, and regularity of so-
lutions to the critical semilinear equation involving the logarithmic Schrödinger
operator with sublinear and subcritical logarithmic nonlinearities, i.e.

{
(I −∆)

ln
u = λu+ ku ln |u| in Ω,

u = 0 in R
N \ Ω,

(1.1)

where k < 4
N , λ ∈ R and Ω is an open bounded subset of RN with Lipschitz

boundary. Here, (I −∆)
ln
refers to the logarithmic Schrödinger operator, which

has the Fourier symbol ln(1 + |ξ|2).
In recent years, there has been considerable interest in boundary value prob-

lems involving both linear and nonlinear nonlocal integro-differential operators,
particularly the fractional Laplacian with the Fourier symbol |ξ|2s, as seen in
[1, 2, 3, 4, 5]. The logarithmic Laplacian with the symbol ln |ξ|2 emerged in the
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first-order term of the Taylor expansion of the fractional Laplacian (see (1.9)),
naturally sparking interest in its study. In 2019, the explicit integral expres-
sion for the logarithmic Laplacian was computed, and a maximum principle
was established in both weak and strong forms [6]. The existence of solutions
to boundary value problems corresponding to the logarithmic Laplacian was
first explored in [7]. In [8], authors investigated the optimal boundary regular-
ity of solutions to Dirichlet problems involving the logarithmic Laplacian and
presented a Hopf-type lemma. In [9], a classification of positive solutions for
the critical semilinear problem involving the logarithmic Laplacian was given,
showing that the equation

(−∆)
ln
u = ku lnu in R

N

has no positive solutions for k ∈ (0,∞) \
{

4
N

}
.

Another important class of operators in the theory of nonlocal differential

equations is the fractional power of the pseudo-relativistic operator
(
m2 −∆

) 1
2 ,

which plays a significant role in quantum mechanics, particularly in the de-
scription of the Schrödinger Hamiltonian. In this paper, we study a generalized
version of the operator (I −∆)s, which we refer to as the fractional pseudo-
relativistic Schrödinger operator. We recall that

(
−∆+m2

)s
−m2s is known

as the 2s-stable relativistic process, and (I −∆)
s
serves as a relativistic cor-

rection that captures long-range spatial interactions, reflecting the impact of
nonlocality on the dynamics [10, 11].

At first glance, one might suppose that (−∆)s and (I −∆)s can be treated
similarly. However, there are significant differences: (I −∆)

s
induces a norm in

Hs(RN ), whereas (−∆)
s
does not. In particular, (−∆)

s
is 2s-homogeneous un-

der dilations, meaning that (−∆)s uλ(x) = λ2s (−∆)s u(λx), uλ (x) := u (λx) ,
which is crucial for proving the Pohozaev identity, a property that does not hold
for (I −∆)

s
. While results for the fractional Laplacian are well-established,

those for (I −∆)
s
are still relatively scarce.

Our study focuses on the logarithmic Schrödinger operator with the symbol
ln(1+|ξ|2), which shares similarities with the logarithmic Laplacian, particularly
as it appears in the first-order term of the Taylor expansion of the fractional
pseudo-relativistic Schrödinger operator (see (1.2)). However, a key distinction
is that the logarithmic Schrödinger operator is positive definite, which allows
for stronger results in certain aspects. For instance, Feulefack proved that the
logarithmic Schrödinger operator satisfies the maximum principle [12, Theorem
6.1], whereas specific conditions must be met for the maximum principle to hold
for the logarithmic Laplacian [6, Proposition 4.1].

While the logarithmic Schrödinger operator has been extensively studied in
the literature from probabilistic and potential theoretic perspectives, see [13,
14, 15, 16]), there has been no study on the existence of solutions to equations
involving the logarithmic Schrödinger operator with logarithmic nonlinearities
to date.

The logarithmic Schrödinger operator (I −∆)ln has been introduced in [12]
in a Taylor expansion with respect to the parameter s of the operator (I −∆)s

near zero, i.e. for u ∈ Cα
(
R
N
)
, α > 0 and x ∈ R

N

(I −∆)su(x) = u(x) + s(I −∆)lnu(x) + o(s) as s→ 0+ (1.2)
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where the logarithmic Schrödinger operator (I −∆)ln appears as the first-order
term in (1.2) and (I −∆)

s
could be represented via hypersingular integral, see

[17, page 548] (also see [18])

(I −∆)su(x) = u(x) + dN,sp.v.

ˆ

RN

u(x)− u(x+ y)

|y|N+2s
ωs(|y|)dy, (1.3)

where dN,s = π−N
2 4s

−Γ(−s) is a normalization constant and the function ωs is given

by

ωs (|y|)) = 21−
N+2s

2 |y|
N+2s

2 KN+2s
2

(|y|) =

ˆ ∞

0

t−1+N+2s
2 e−t−

|y|2

4t dt. (1.4)

Here the function Kv is the modified Bessel function of the second kind with
index v > 0 and it is given by the expression

Kv(r) =
(π/2)

1
2 rve−r

Γ
(
2v+1

2

)
ˆ ∞

0

e−rttv−
1
2 (1 + t/2)v−

1
2 dt.

The normalization constant dN,s in (1.3) is chosen such that the operator
(I −∆)s with fourier symbol

(
1 + |ξ|2

)s
.

Following [12, Theorem 1.1], the logarithmic Schrödinger operator (I −∆)
ln

can be evaluated as

(I −∆)ln u (x) :=
d

ds

∣∣∣∣
s=0+

[(I −∆)su](x) =

ˆ

RN

(u (x) − u (x+ y))J (y) dy,

for x ∈ R
N , where dN := π−N

2 = lims→0+
dN,s

s and

J(y) = dN
ω(|y|)

|y|N
, ω(|y|) := 21−

N
2 |y|

N
2 KN

2
(|y|). (1.5)

The first motivation to study problem (1.1) comes from the fact that (I −∆)
ln

appears as a first-order expansion term of (I −∆)s. A natural question is to
explore the limit of solutions {us} of the following problem (1.6) as s→ 0+.

{
(I −∆)

s
u = τsu+ |u|ps−2u in Ω,

u = 0 on R
N \ Ω,

(1.6)

where

s ∈ (0, 1) , N > 2s, τs < λω1,s when 2 < ps < 2∗s :=
2N

N − 2s
; (1.7)

and
s ∈ (0, 1) , N ≥ 4s, 1 < τs < λω1,s when ps = 2∗s. (1.8)

λω1,s is defined in (2.6) and is greater than 1, see (2.8).

If p ∈ C1
([
0, N4

])
, combining

|u|ps−2u = u+ sp′ (0)u ln |u|+ o (s) as s→ 0+
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and
(I −∆)su(x) = u(x) + s(I −∆)lnu(x) + o(s) as s→ 0+

we can observe that the limit of solutions {us} in (1.6) is related to problem
(1.1).

Thus, a direct approach is to consider the limit of the nontrivial solutions of
problem (1.6) to prove the existence to problem (1.1). In fact, this can be done,
as shown in Theorem 1.4. However, we will independently present the first
existence result for nontrivial least-energy solution to problem (1.1) without
relying on limits.

Theorem 1.1. Let N ≥ 1, and Ω ⊂ R
N be a bounded open Lipschitz set.

Then:
(i) For every k ∈

(
0, 4

N

)
and λ ∈ R, the problem (1.1) has a Nehari least-

energy solution u ∈ Hln
0 (Ω) \ {0} and

Jln(u) = inf
v∈N

Jln(v) = inf
σ∈T

max
t∈[0,1]

Jln(σ(t)) > 0,

where T := {σ ∈ C0([0, 1],Hln
0 (Ω)) : σ(0) = 0, σ(1) 6= 0, Jln(σ(1)) ≤ 0}. Fur-

thermore, all least-energy solutions of (1.1) do not change sign in Ω.
(ii) For every k < 0 and λ ∈ R, the equation (1.1) has a global least-energy

solution u ∈ Hln
0 (Ω) \ {0}. Moreover, the global least-energy solutions of (1.1)

do not change sign in Ω.
In particular, the solution in (ii) is unique (up to a sign).

Here, Jln is defined in (2.4) and N is defined in (2.5).
In fact, for k = 0, solutions of equation (1.1) correspond to the eigenfunctions

of the following equation [12]:

{
(I −∆)

ln
u = λu in Ω,

u = 0 in R
N \ Ω.

For k ∈
(
0, 4

N

)
, we employ the Ekeland variational method, a consistent

lower bound for the elements in the Nehari manifold N (see Lemma 2.17) and
the Palais-Smale condition to prove the existence.

For k < 0, the proof is based on the coercivity, boundedness below and lower
semicontinuity of Jln. Uniqueness is established using convexity by paths.

It is worth noting that 4
N is critical, corresponding to the critical exponent

in the logarithmic Schrödinger equation with logarithmic nonlinearity. When
k = 4

N , using Pitt’s inequality (2.11), we see that the growth rate of the loga-
rithmic nonlinearity in (1.1) matches that of the principal term. Therefore, it
is not possible to deduce that the sequence {un} is bounded based solely on the
boundedness of the functional Jln(un), as shown in Proposition 3.4.

In [7], Alberto Saldana studied logarithmic Laplacian, analyzing small order
asymptotic behavior in nonlinear fractional problems. They provided the first
existence result for solutions with logarithmic nonlinear terms in the logarithmic
Laplacian framework for k ∈

(
0, 4

N

)
. However, they did not address whether a

solution exists for k ≥ 4
N . The existence of solutions for the critical logarithmic

Schrödinger equation with k ≥ 4
N also remains an open question.
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For compactly supported Dini continuous functions u : RN → R, the loga-
rithmic Laplacian (−∆)ln has the integro-differential formula defined in [6]

(−∆)lnu(x) = cN lim
ε→0

ˆ

RN\Bε(x)

u(x)1B1(x)(y)− u(y)

|x− y|N
dy + ρNu(x)

with the constants cN := Γ(N/2)

πN/2 and ρN = 2 ln 2 + ψ
(
N
2

)
− γ, where ψ = Γ′

Γ is
the Digamma function, γ = −Γ′ (1) is the Euler Mascheroni constant. It was
demonstrated in [6] that for s = 0, the following holds for u ∈ C3

c

(
R
N
)

(−∆)su(x) = u(x) + s(−∆)lnu(x) + o(s) as s→ 0+. (1.9)

where

(−∆)su(x) = cN,s lim
ε→0+

ˆ

RN\Bε(0)

u(x)− u(x+ y)

|y|N+2s
dy, (1.10)

where cN,s = 22sπ−N
2 s

Γ(N+2s
2 )

Γ(1−s) and Γ is the Gamma function, see e.g. [20].

After obtaining the existence of solutions, the next important issue is the
regularity of the solutions. When k < 0 and λ ∈ R, we present the following
result:

Proposition 1.2. If k < 0 and λ ∈ R, then the solution u of (1.1) satisfies
u ∈ C (Ω) ∩ L∞(Ω), and there exists a constant C = C(N,Ω) > 0 such that

sup
x,y∈B r

4
(0)

|u (x)− u (y) |

L (|x− y|)−β
≤ CL (r)

β ||u||∞ + CL (r)
β−1 ||f ||L∞ , r > 0

and
‖u‖L∞(Ω) ≤ C‖u‖L2(Ω),

where L (r) =
´ +∞

r
w(s)
s ds, f = λu+ ku ln |u|, β ∈ (0, 1) .

To further explore the relationship between the solutions {us} of problem
(1.6) and (1.1) as s → 0+, we first give the existence of nontrivial least-energy
solutions to problem (1.6).

Theorem 1.3. Let N ≥ 1 and Ω ⊂ R
N be bounded Lipschitz domain. The

problem (1.6) has a Nehari least-energy nonnegative solution u ∈ Hsω (Ω) \ {0}
and

Jω,s (u) = inf
Nω,s

Jω,s = inf
σ∈T s

w

max
t∈[0,1]

Jω,s(σ(t)) > 0, (1.11)

where T sw := {σ ∈ C0([0, 1],Hsω(Ω)) : σ(0) = 0, σ(1) 6= 0, Jω,s(σ(1)) ≤ 0}.

Here Jω,s is defined in (2.1) and Nω,s is defined in (2.2).
Note that in problem (1.6), τs can be less than or equal to 0 when 2 <

ps < 2∗s, whereas in problems (1.14) and (1.15), λ must be greater than 0. This
is because τs > 0 is crucial for showing that the solution is nontrivial in the
critical case. However, we obtain a uniform positive lower bound for elements
in the Nehari manifold combined with Ekeland’s variational method to prove
this result. In the critical case i.e. ps = 2∗s, we need τs ∈ (1, λω1,s) to show that
u is nontrivial. This is different from the critical fractional Laplacian equation.

5



Alberto Saldana proved a similar result without the term τsu for the frac-
tional Laplacian [7], considering only the subcritical case. Equation (1.11) shows
that (1.6) also has a mountain pass structure and u is a Nehari least-energy so-
lution.

The key to proving the subcritical case was obtaining the mountain pass
structure and a consistent lower bound for elements in the Nehari manifold Nω,s
(see Lemma 2.15 and Proposition 3.3), and then applying Ekeland’s variational
method to obtain a convergent sequence of functionals Jω,s(un) and J ′

ω,s(un),
where un ∈ Nω,s is important. It is more difficult to prove that the solution is
nontrivial in the critical case due to the lack of compactness. We prove this by
contradiction, using the mountain pass structure (Lemma 3.1), the geometry of
the functional Jω,s, and [3, Theorem 4] to derive a contradiction.

So far, L∞ bounds, as well as the uniqueness or multiplicity properties of
solutions are not known for logarithmic Laplacian problems in the superlinear
regime (k > 0). These problems also remain open for logarithmic Schrödinger
operator.

Finally, we consider the limit of the solutions {us} to problem (1.6) as s→
0+. We prove the following theorem:

Theorem 1.4. Let N ≥ 1 and Ω ⊂ R
N be a bounded open Lipschitz set.

Let (sk)k∈N
⊂ (0, s0] such that limk→∞ sk = 0, where s0 < min

{
1, N4

}
. Let

usk ∈ H
sk
w (Ω) be least-energy solutions of problem (1.6) where ps := p (s) ∈

C1 ([0, s0]) ,

2 < p(s) < 2∗s :=
2N

N − 2s
, s ∈ (0, s0) , p

′(0) /∈

{
0,

4

N

}
, (1.12)

and

τs := τ (s) ∈ C1 ([0, s0]) , τ (s) ∈
(
−∞, λω1,s

)
, τs = o (s) , s→ 0+, (1.13)

then there is a least-energy solution u ∈ Hln
0 (Ω)\{0} satisfying problem (1.1)

with λ = 0, k = p′ (0) such that passing to a subsequence, limk→∞ usk = u in
L2
(
R
N
)
. Moreover,

lim
k→∞

1

sk
Jω,sk (usk) = J (u) =

p′ (0)

4
||u||22 and lim

k→∞
‖usk‖ω,sk = ‖u‖2 .

There exist functions p(s) and τ(s) that satisfy the above conditions, such
as

p(s) = 2λ+ (1− λ)2∗s, λ ∈ (0, 1), τ(s) = sα, α > 1.

In fact, the above assumptions imply that p′(0) ∈
(
0, 4

N

)
. The condition

p′(0) 6= 0 is crucial, as shown in Lemma 2.15 and Lemma 2.16. On the other
hand, in the critical case where p′(0) = 4

N , we cannot apply Pitt’s inequality,

and the condition p′(0)N4 < 1 is vital in the proof of Theorem 1.4. Moreover,
the assumption ps < 2∗s is important to demonstrate that u is nontrivial. The
main idea of the proof is to use the expansion

(I −∆)sϕ = ϕ+ s(I −∆)lnϕ+ o(s) in L∞(Ω),

and the expansion of |t|ps−2t.
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It is worth mentioning that the nontrivial solution to problem (1.1) is also
obtained through the limit process. However, when proving that this solution is
the Nehari least-energy solution, the existence of the solution to problem (1.1)
is used.

Another motivation for studying problems (1.1) and (1.6) comes from the
Brezis-Nirenberg problem. In 1983, Brezis and Nirenberg made significant
progress in studying positive solutions for nonlinear elliptic equations involv-
ing the critical Sobolev exponent of the Laplace operator, which is known as
the Brezis-Nirenberg problem. They considered the following critical equation:

{
−∆u− λu = |u|2

∗−2u in Ω,
u = 0 on R

N \ Ω,
(1.14)

where 2∗ = 2N
N−2 . They [21] proved that:

(1) For n ≥ 4, problem (1.14) has a positive solution if λ ∈ (0, λ1(−∆)).
(2) For n = 3, there exists a constant λ∗ ∈ (0, λ1(−∆)) such that for any

λ ∈ (λ∗, λ1(−∆)), problem (1.14) has a positive solution.
(3) In the case when Ω is a ball, for n = 3, problem (1.14) has a positive

solution if and only if λ ∈
(
λ1(−∆)

4 , λ1(−∆)
)
.

Here, λ1(−∆) is the first eigenvalue of the Laplacian with homogeneous Dirichlet
boundary conditions.

Later, Servadei and Valdinoci studied this problem in the framework of the
fractional Laplacian, extending the existence results of the Brezis-Nirenberg
problem to the fractional Laplacian [1, 3], which triggered a series of subsequent
research [2, 5, 22]. They considered the following fractional critical equation:

{
(−∆)su− λu = |u|2

∗−2u in Ω,
u = 0 on R

N \ Ω,
(1.15)

where 2∗ = 2N
N−2s and s ∈ (0, 1). They proved that:

(1) For N ≥ 4s, λ > 0 is not an eigenvalue of (−∆)s with homogeneous
Dirichlet boundary data, and then problem (1.15) admits a nontrivial weak
solution.

(2) For 2s < N < 4s, there exists λs > 0 such that for any λ > λs (dif-
ferent from the eigenvalues of (−∆)s), problem (1.15) admits a nontrivial weak
solution.

There are relatively few results for the fractional pseudo-relativistic Schrödinger
operator (I −∆)s. We provide the first existence result of least-energy solutions
to the Brezis-Nirenberg type problem (1.6) for subcritical and critical exponents.
By [26, Theorem 2], we know that the best Sobolev constant for the fractional
pseudo-relativistic Schrödinger operator in Theorem 2.1 is not attained, whereas
the extremal function exists for the fractional Laplacian, which is crucial for the
critical fractional Laplacian equation [3].

Lastly, we provide some comments to analyze subtle problems in this paper.

Remark 1.5. (i) The nonlinearity term u ln |u| does not belong to Lp(Ω), but
Pitt’s inequality compensates for this shortcoming, which is very important in
many aspects, such as ensuring that Jln ∈ C1 (Lemma 2.11) and proving that
Jln satisfies the Palais-Smale condition at level c (Proposition 3.5).
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(ii) To prove that Jln ∈ C1, more technical analysis is required. For the
reader’s convenience, we provide detailed analysis (Lemma 2.5 and Lemma 2.6).

(iii) Note that t2 ln t2 is bounded in (0,M), where M is a positive constant,
and limt→0 ln t = −∞. These are important (such as Lemma 2.17, Lemma 3.2).

(iv) If we take the nonlinearity term u ln(1 + u2), although t ln(1 + t) is
bounded in (0,M) where M is a positive constant, limt→0 ln(1 + t) = 0 6= −∞,
so many of the conclusions here no longer hold true (such as Lemma 3.2).

The paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we establish some prelim-
inaries. We begin by introducing essential definitions and notations, followed
by a crucial Pitt’s inequality and convergence properties to demonstrate that
Jln ∈ C1. Additionally, we present the Brezis-Lieb type lemma and derive uni-
form bounds for elements in the Nehari manifold and least-energy solutions,
which play a significant role in the subsequent proof. In Section 3, we establish
the Mountain-Pass structure for problems (1.6) and (1.1), the Palais-Smale con-
dition for (1.1), the geometry of the functional Jω,s, and then we prove Theorem
1.3, Theorem 1.1 and Proposition 1.2. In Section 4, we prove the main result,
Theorem 1.4.

2 Preliminaries

In this section, we introduce the necessary definitions, notations and results that
will be used in the subsequent discussion.

2.1 Definitions and Notations

Firstly, in order to settle the corresponding functional analytic framework to
consider the existence of solution in problem (1.6), we introduce (see [17, 23])

Hs
ω

(
R
N
)
=

{
u ∈ L2

(
R
N
)
:

ˆ

RN

ˆ

RN

|u(x)− u(y)|2

|x− y|N+2s
ωs(|x − y|)dxdy < +∞

}

with corresponding norm given by

‖u‖Hs
ω(R

N ) =

(
‖u‖2L2(RN ) +

dN,s
2

ˆ

RN

ˆ

RN

|u(x)− u(y)|2

|x− y|N+2s
ωs(|x− y|)dxdy

) 1
2

=

(
ˆ

RN

(
1 + |ξ|2

)s
|F(u)(ξ)|2dξ

) 1
2

,

where the function ωs is given by (1.4).
The natural Hilbert space associated to problem (1.6) is

Hsw(Ω) :=
{
u ∈ Hs

ω

(
R
N
)
: u = 0 in R

N\Ω
}
,

We say that u ∈ Hsw(Ω) is a weak solution of problem (1.6) if

Eω,s (u, ϕ) =

ˆ

Ω

|u|ps−2
uϕdx+ τs

ˆ

Ω

uϕdx for all ϕ ∈ Hsw(Ω),

8



where

Eω,s(u, ϕ) :=

ˆ

RN

(
1 + |ξ|2

)s
F(ϕ)(ξ)F(u)(ξ)dξ

is a scalar product in Hilbert space Hsw(Ω) with norm ‖u‖ω,s := Eω,s(u, u)
1
2 .

Note that for the fractional Laplacian we have Es (u, u) =
´

RN |ξ|
2s|F(u)(ξ)|2dξ,

so in fact Hsω (Ω) = H
s
0 (Ω) , where

Hs0(Ω) :=
{
u ∈ Hs

(
R
N
)
: u = 0 in R

N\Ω
}
,

and Hs
(
R
N
)
is the usual fractional Sobolev space.

The energy functional associated to problem (1.6) is given by

Jω,s : H
s
ω (Ω)→ R, Jω,s (u) :=

1

2
||u||2ω,s −

||u||psps
ps

−
1

2
τs||u||

2
2. (2.1)

It is easy to calculate that for ϕ ∈ Hsω (Ω) ,

〈
J ′
ω,s (u) , ϕ

〉
= Eω,s(u, ϕ)−

ˆ

Ω

|u|ps−2uϕdx− τs

ˆ

Ω

uϕdx.

Note that all nontrivial solutions of problem (1.6) belong to the set

Nω,s :=
{
u ∈ Hsω(Ω)\{0} : ‖u‖

2
ω,s = ||u||

ps
ps + τs||u||

2
2

}
. (2.2)

We call solution u ∈ Nω,s is Nehari least-energy solution of (1.6) if

Jω,s(u) = inf
v∈Nω,s

Jω,s(v).

Next, we introduce the following space to consider the existence of solutions
in problem (1.1) :

H ln
(
R
N
)
=
{
u ∈ L2

(
R
N
)
: Eω (u, u) <∞

}

the bilinear form considered here is given by

Eω(u, v) :=
1

2

ˆ

RN

ˆ

RN

(u(x)− u(y))(v(x) − v(y))J(x − y) dxdy.

where with J as in (1.5). According to [12, Lemma 2.3], H ln
(
R
N
)
is a Hilbert

space endowed with the scalar product

(u, v)→ 〈u, v〉Hln(RN ) = 〈u, v〉L2(RN ) + Eω(u, u),

where 〈u, v〉L2(RN ) =
´

RN u(x)v(x) dx with corresponding norm

‖u‖Hln(RN ) =
(
‖u‖2L2(RN ) + Eω(u, u)

) 1
2

.

Here and the following we identify the space Lp(Ω) with the space of func-
tions u ∈ Lp(RN ) with u ≡ 0 on R

N \ Ω. We denote by Hln
0 (Ω) the completion

of C∞
c (Ω) with respect to the norm ‖ · ‖Hln(RN ). By [12, Lemma 2.3], we have

for bounded Ω with Lipschitz boundary that the space Hln
0 (Ω) can be identified

9



by
Hln

0 (Ω) =
{
u ∈ H ln(RN ) : u ≡ 0 in R

N \ Ω
}
.

and it is a Hilbert space endowed with the scalar product Eω (v, w) and the
corresponding norm ||u||Hln

0 (Ω) =
√
Eω (u, u).

By [12, Lemma 2.3], the embedding Hln
0 (Ω) →֒ L2(Ω) is compact.

According to [12, Theorem 1.1], it holds that

Eω(u, u) =

ˆ

RN

ln
(
1 + |ξ|2

)
|û(ξ)|2 dξ for all u ∈ C∞

c (Ω),

where û denotes the Fourier transform of u given by

û(ξ) =
1

(2π)
N
2

ˆ

RN

e−ix·ξu(x) dx, ξ ∈ R
N .

Moreover, for ϕ ∈ C∞
c (Ω), we have that (I −∆)

ln
ϕ ∈ Lp

(
R
N
)
and

Eω(u, ϕ) =

ˆ

Ω

u (I −∆)ln ϕdx, u ∈ Hln
0 (Ω).

Hence, we say that u ∈ Hln
0 (Ω) is a weak solution of (1.1) if

Eω(u, ϕ) = λ

ˆ

Ω

ϕudx+ k

ˆ

Ω

ϕu ln |u| dx, ∀ϕ ∈ Hln
0 (Ω). (2.3)

The following Lemma 2.3 ensures (2.3) is well-defined.
The energy functional associated to (1.1) is given by Jln : Hln

0 (Ω)→ R where

Jln (u) =
1

2
Eω(u, u)−

λ

2

ˆ

Ω

u2dx+
k

4

ˆ

Ω

u2dx−
k

4

ˆ

Ω

u2 lnu2dx. (2.4)

By Lemma 2.3, we know that Jln is well defined in Hln
0 (Ω). Moreover, we show

in Lemma 2.11 that Jln is of class C1 in Hln
0 (Ω).

All nontrivial solutions of (1.1) belong to the set

N :=

{
u ∈ Hln

0 (Ω)\{0} : Eω(u, u) = λ

ˆ

Ω

u2dx+ k

ˆ

Ω

u2 ln |u| dx

}
. (2.5)

A solution u ∈ N is a Nehari or global least-energy solution of (1.1) if

Jln(u) = inf
v∈N

Jln(v) or Jln(u) = inf
v∈Hln

0 (Ω)
Jln(v).

Lastly, we introduce the eigenvalue of operators. Recall the first Dirichlet
eigenvalue of (I −∆)s in Ω by [12]

λω1,s (Ω) = inf
u∈C2

c (Ω)\{0}

Eω,s (u, u)

||u||2L2(Ω)

= inf
u∈C2

c (Ω)
||u||L2(Ω)=1

Eω,s (u, u) > 0. (2.6)

Noticing that
(
1 + |ξ|2

)s
≥ |ξ|2s for s ∈ (0, 1) and ξ ∈ R

N , we have via the
Fourier transform of the functional Eω,s(·, ·) for (I − ∆)s and Es(·, ·) for the

10



fractional Laplacian (−∆)s that

λωk,s(Ω) = Eω,s (ψk,s, ψk,s) ≥ Es (ψk,s, ψk,s) ≥ inf
v∈C2

c (Ω)
||v||L2(Ω)=1

Es (v, v) = λ1,s(Ω),

where ψk,s is a L
2 -normalized eigenfunction of (I−∆)s corresponding to λωk,s(Ω)

and λ1,s(Ω) is the first Dirichlet eigenvalue of the fractional Laplacian (−∆)s.
By [12, Lemma 4.3] we have

lim
s→0+

λωk,s = 1, ∀k ∈ N. (2.7)

In fact, λωk,s ≥ λω1,s > 1, s ∈ (0, 1) . According to (2.6), this can be obtained
from the following formula

λω1,s = 1 +
dN,s
2

inf
u∈Hs

ω(Ω)\{0}

´

RN

´

RN

(u(x)−u(y))2

|x−y|N+2s ωs(|x − y|)dxdy

‖u‖2L2(Ω)

> 1. (2.8)

2.2 Fractional Schrödinger Sobolev Inequality and Pitt’s

Inequality

Firstly, we derive the sharp fractional pseudo-relativistic Schrödinger Sobolev
inequality by utilizing the fractional Sobolev inequality.

Theorem 2.1. Let N ≥ 1, s ∈ (0, N2 ) and 2∗s :=
2N
N−2s . Then

||u||22∗s ≤ κN,s‖u‖
2
ω,s for all u ∈ Hs

ω(R
N ),

where

κN,s = 2−2sπ−sΓ(
N−2s

2 )

Γ(N+2s
2 )

(
Γ(N)

Γ(N2 )

) 2s
N

. (2.9)

Proof: By [25, Theorem 1.1], we obtain that ||u||22∗s ≤ κN,s‖u‖
2
s for all u ∈

Hs(RN ). By [26, Section 5] we see that

inf
u∈Hs(RN )\{0}

´

RN |ξ|
2s||û(ξ)|2dξ

(´
RN |u|2

∗
sdx
) 2

2∗s

= inf
u∈Hs

ω(RN )\{0}

´

RN

(
1 + |ξ|2

)s
|û(ξ)|2dξ

(´
RN |u|2

∗
sdx
) 2

2∗s

,

so the desired inequality holds.
Observe that the best Sobolev constant κN,s is well as s→ 0+ and

lim
s→0+

κN,s = 1, lim
s→0+

κ
1
s

N,s =
1

4π

(
Γ (N)

Γ
(
N
2

)
) 2

N

e−2ψ(N
2 ) (2.10)

where ψ = Γ′

Γ is the digamma function.
Next, we must mention a crucial inequality, known as Pitt’s inequality [24],

which was first proposed by Beckner in 1995. In that work, Pitt’s inequality was
proved for the Schwarz function. However, Alberto Saldana, in 2022, extended
this result to the space H(Ω) [7, Proposition 2.8]. In fact, this inequality also
holds for Hln

0 (Ω), as shown in Proposition 2.2.
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Proposition 2.2. For every u ∈ Hln
0 (Ω), we have

4

N

ˆ

Ω

u2 ln |u|dx ≤ Eω(u, u) +
4

N
||u||22 ln ||u||2 + aN ||u||

2
2, (2.11)

where

aN :=
2

N
ln

(
Γ(N)

Γ
(
N
2

)
)
− ln(4π)− 2ψ

(
N

2

)
.

and ψ is the digamma function.

Proof: Let u ∈ C∞
c

(
R
N
)
\ (0) and f (s) = ||u||22∗s , it is easy to see that f (0) =

||u||22 and

f ′ (0) =
d

ds

∣∣∣
s=0

exp

{
2

2∗s
ln

ˆ

RN

|u|2
∗
sdx

}

=||u||22

{
−

4

N
ln ||u||2 +

4

N
||u||−2

2

ˆ

RN

u2 ln |u|dx

}

=
4

N

(
ˆ

RN

u2 ln |u|dx− ||u||22 ln ||u||2

)
.

By (2.10) we deduce that κN,s = 1 + saN + o (s) as s→ 0+ where

aN = lim
s→0+

κN,s − 1

s
= lim
s→0+

d

ds
κN,s

=
2

N
ln

(
Γ(N)

Γ
(
N
2

)
)
− ln(4π)− 2ψ

(
N

2

)
.

Furthermore, by [12, Lemma 4.2], we have that

||u||2ω,s = ||u||
2
2 + sEω (u, u) + o (s) , s→ 0+.

Thus, by Theorem 2.1 we obtain that

||u||22 + s
4

N

(
ˆ

RN

u2 ln |u|dx− ||u||22 ln ||u||2

)
+ o (s)

≤ (1 + saN)
{
||u||22 + sEω (u, u)

}
+ o (s) .

Let s→ 0+, which yields that

4

N

(
ˆ

RN

u2 ln |u|dx− ||u||22 ln ||u||2

)
≤ Eω(u, u) + aN ||u||

2
2.

For u ∈ Hln
0 (Ω) , there exists {un} ⊂ C∞

c (Ω) such that un → u in Hln
0 (Ω) . By

[12, Lemma 2.3], un → u in L2 (Ω) . Therefore, it sufficies to show that, up to a
subsequence

ˆ

Ω

u2 ln |u|dx ≤ lim
n→∞

ˆ

RN

u2n ln |un|dx,

which is already proven in Lemma 2.7.
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2.3 Convergence Properties

To guarantee (2.3) is well-defined, we give the following lemma.

Lemma 2.3. For u, ϕ ∈ Hln
0 (Ω), ϕu ln |u| ∈ L1 (Ω) .

Proof: ∀M > 1, it is easily to see that

ˆ

Ω

|ϕu ln |u|| dx =

ˆ

Ω∩{x:|u|≤M or |ϕ|≤M}

|ϕu ln |u|| dx+

ˆ

Ω∩{x:|u|>M and |ϕ|>M}

|ϕu ln |u|| dx.

Since x lnx is bounded in (0,M ] , there exists C > 0 such that

ˆ

Ω∩{x:|u|≤M or |ϕ|≤M}

|ϕu ln |u|| dx ≤ C.

Set Ω̃ = Ω ∩ {x : |u| > M, |ϕ| > M} , then Ω̃ = Ω̃1 ∪ Ω̃2 where

Ω̃1 = Ω ∩ {x : |u| > M, |ϕ| > M} ∩ {x : |u| ≤ |ϕ|}

and
Ω̃2 = Ω ∩ {x : |u| > M, |ϕ| > M} ∩ {x : |u| > |ϕ|} .

Note that
ˆ

Ω̃

|ϕu ln |u|| dx =

ˆ

Ω̃1

|ϕu ln |u|| dx+

ˆ

Ω̃2

|ϕu ln |u|| dx

≤

ˆ

Ω̃1

|u|
√
ln |u||ϕ|

√
ln |ϕ|dx+

ˆ

Ω̃2

u2 ln |u| dx.

By Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, we have

ˆ

Ω̃

|ϕu ln |u|| dx ≤

(
ˆ

Ω̃1

u2 ln |u|dx

) 1
2
(
ˆ

Ω̃1

ϕ2 ln |ϕ|dx

) 1
2

+

ˆ

Ω̃2

u2 ln |u| dx.

By (2.11) we obtain that

ˆ

{x:|u|>M}

u2 ln |u| dx < +∞, for u ∈ Hln
0 (Ω) .

Note that Ω̃i ⊂ {x : |u| > M} ∩ {x : |ϕ| > M} , so
´

Ω
|ϕu ln |u|| dx < +∞.

Next we give some technical lemmas to prove J ∈ C1.

Lemma 2.4. If un → u in Hln
0 (Ω), then for any subsequence {wn} of {un},

there exists a subsequence {vn} of {wn} and v ∈ Hln
0 (Ω) such that

vn (x)→ u (x) a.e.; |vn (x)| ≤ v (x) , |u (x)| ≤ v (x) .

Proof: Since Hln
0 (Ω) →֒ L2(Ω) is compact, going if necessary to a subsequence,

wn → u a.e. in Ω and there exists subsequence (vn) of {wn} satisfying

‖vj+1 − vj‖ ≤ 2−j , j ≥ 1.
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Define v (x) = |v1 (x)| +
∞∑
j=1

|vj+1 (x)− vj (x)| , it is clear that |vn (x)| ≤ v (x) ,

so |u (x)| ≤ v (x) and v ∈ Hln
0 (Ω).

Lemma 2.5. If ϕn → ϕ in Hln
0 (Ω), u ∈ Hln

0 (Ω), then we have

ˆ

Ω

ϕnu ln |u|dx→

ˆ

Ω

ϕu ln |u|dx, n→∞.

Proof: It suffices to prove that for any subsequence {ϕ̃n} of {ϕn}, there exists
a subsequence {ψn} of {ϕ̃n} such that the following limit relation holds

ˆ

Ω

ψnu ln |u|dx→

ˆ

Ω

ϕu ln |u|dx, n→∞.

By Lemma 2.4, there exists {ψn} of {ϕ̃n} and ψ ∈ Hln0 (Ω) such that

ψn (x)→ ϕ (x) a.e.; |ψn (x)| ≤ ψ (x) , |ϕ (x)| ≤ ψ (x) .

Since |ψn − ϕ| |u| ln |u| ≤ 2ψu ln |u| ∈ L1 (Ω) , we can apply the dominated
convergence theorem to obtain the desired result.

Lemma 2.6. If un → u in Hln
0 (Ω), ψ ∈ Hln

0 (Ω), then we have

ˆ

Ω

ψun ln |un|dx→

ˆ

Ω

ψu ln |u|dx, n→∞.

Proof: It suffices to prove that for any subsequence {wn} of {un}, there exists
a subsequence {vn} of {wn} such that the following limit relation holds

ˆ

Ω

ψvn ln |vn|dx→

ˆ

Ω

ψu ln |u|dx, n→∞.

By Lemma 2.4, there exists a subsequence {vn} of {wn} and v ∈ Hln
0 (Ω) such

that
vn (x)→ u (x) a.e.; |vn (x)| ≤ v (x) , |u (x)| ≤ v (x) .

Since |ψvn ln |vn| − ψu ln |u|| ≤ |ψ| (|u| ln |u|+ v ln v + C) ∈ L1 (Ω) , where C is
a positive constant. We can apply the dominated convergence theorem to obtain
the desired result.

Similarly, we give the following Lemma, whose proof is silimar to Lemma
2.6.

Lemma 2.7. If un → u in Hln
0 (Ω) , then we have

ˆ

Ω

u2n lnu
2
ndx→

ˆ

Ω

u2 lnu2dx, n→∞.

It is noted that Lemma 2.4 also holds for all Lp (Ω) , p > 1. In particular,
for p = 2, by combining the proof of Lemma 2.6, we can derive the following
Lemma, we omit specific proof details here.

Lemma 2.8. If un → u in L2(Ω), ψ ∈ C∞
c (Ω), {ηn} ⊂ [0, s0) satisfying ηn → η
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as n→∞, where s0 is defined in Lemma 1.4. Then we have

ˆ

Ω

ψun|un|
ηn ln |un|dx→

ˆ

Ω

ψu|u|η ln |u|dx, n→∞.

The following lemma establishes a connection between the || · ||ω,s and || · ||.

Lemma 2.9. Let 0 < t < s < 1 and u ∈ Hsω (Ω), the following inequality holds:

∣∣||u||2ω,t − ||u||22 − t||u||2
∣∣ ≤ t2

s− t
||u||2ω,s.

Proof: Note that

∣∣||u||2ω,s − ||u||22 − t||u||2
∣∣ =
ˆ

RN

[(
1 + |ξ|2

)t
− 1− t ln

(
1 + |ξ|2

)]
|û (ξ)|2 dξ.

Set g (t) =
(
1 + |ξ|2

)t
, then g (0) = 1 and

g′ (t) =
(
1 + |ξ|2

)t
ln
(
1 + |ξ|2

)
, g′′ (t) =

(
1 + |ξ|2

)t
ln2
(
1 + |ξ|2

)

So ∣∣∣
(
1 + |ξ|2

)t
− 1− t ln

(
1 + |ξ|2

)∣∣∣ = |g (t)− g (0)− tg′ (0)| .

Therefore,

∣∣∣
(
1 + |ξ|2

)t
− 1− t ln

(
1 + |ξ|2

)∣∣∣ =
∣∣∣∣
ˆ t

0

g′′ (τ) (t− τ) dτ

∣∣∣∣

≤ ln2
(
1 + |ξ|2

) ˆ t

0

(
1 + |ξ|2

)τ
|t− τ |dτ

≤t2 ln2
(
1 + |ξ|2

) ˆ 1

0

(
1 + |ξ|2

)tτ
|1− τ |dτ

≤t2 ln2
(
1 + |ξ|2

) (
1 + |ξ|2

)t

Set f (r) = 1
s−tr

s−t − ln r, r > 1 then

f ′ (r) =
1

r

(
rs−t − 1

)
> 0, r > 1.

Thus, ∣∣∣
(
1 + |ξ|2

)t
− 1− t ln

(
1 + |ξ|2

)∣∣∣ ≤ t2

s− t

(
1 + |ξ|2

)s
,

then ∣∣||u||2ω,s − ||u||22 − t||u||2
∣∣ ≤ t2

s− t
||u||2ω,s.

Lemma 2.10. For u ∈ Hln
0 (Ω), we have |u| ∈ Hln

0 (Ω) and

Eω (|u|, |u|) ≤ Eω(u, u).

Moreover, equality holds iff u does not change sign.
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Proof: This is directly obtained from the expression of Eω (u, u):

Eω(u, v) =
1

2

ˆ

RN

ˆ

RN

|u(x)− u(y)|2J(x− y) dxdy

≥
1

2

ˆ

RN

ˆ

RN

||u|(x)− |u|(y)|2J(x− y) dxdy.

So equality holds iff |u(x)−u(y)| = ||u|(x)−|u|(y)|, x, y ∈ R
N a.e. Thus, equality

holds iff u does not change sign.

2.4 Differentiability of Energy Functional

We start to show the differentiability of Jln.

Lemma 2.11. Jln is of class C1 in Hln
0 (Ω) and

〈J ′
ln (u) , ϕ〉 = Eω(u, ϕ)− λ

ˆ

Ω

ϕudx− k

ˆ

Ω

ϕu ln |u| dx.

In particular, J ′
ln (u) ∈ B

(
Hln

0 (Ω),R
)
and J ′

ln : Hln
0 (Ω) → B

(
Hln

0 (Ω),R
)
is also

continuous.

Proof: For u ∈ Hln
0 (Ω), ϕ ∈ Hln

0 (Ω), it is not hard to see that

lim
t→0

Jln (u+ tϕ)− Jln (u)

t
=Eω(u, ϕ)− λ

ˆ

Ω

ϕudx+
k

2

ˆ

Ω

ϕudx

−
k

4
lim
t→0

ˆ

Ω

(u+ tϕ)2 ln (u+ tϕ)2 − u2 lnu2

t
dx.

Note that
∣∣∣∣∣
∂ (u+ tϕ)2 ln (u+ tϕ)2

∂t

∣∣∣∣∣ ≤ 2 (|u|+ |ϕ|) |ϕ| ln (|u|+ |ϕ|)2+2 (|u|+ |ϕ|) |ϕ| ∈ L1,

Then by the dominated convergence theorem we have

lim
t→0

ˆ

Ω

(u+ tϕ)
2
ln (u+ tϕ)

2 − u2 lnu2

t
dx = 2

ˆ

Ω

ϕu lnu2dx+ 2

ˆ

Ω

ϕudx.

Thus we obtain

〈J ′
ln (u) , ϕ〉 = Eω(u, ϕ)− λ

ˆ

Ω

ϕudx− k

ˆ

Ω

ϕu ln |u| dx.

By lemma 2.5 and lemma 2.6 we have

lim
n→∞

|〈J ′
ln (u) , ψn〉 − 〈J

′
ln (u) , ψ〉| = 0 as ψn → ψ inHln0 (Ω)

and
lim
n→∞

|〈J ′
ln (un) , ψ〉 − 〈J

′
ln (u) , ψ〉| = 0 as un → u inHln0 (Ω) .

Thus, we complete the above proof.
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2.5 The Brezis-Lieb Type Lemma

The following Brezis-Lieb type lemma for u2 lnu2 is important.

Lemma 2.12. Let {un} be uniform bounded sequence in Hln
0 (Ω) such that

un → u a.e. in R
N . Then u2 lnu2 ∈ L1

(
R
N
)
and

lim
n→∞

ˆ

RN

[
u2n lnu

2
n − |un − u|

2 ln |un − u|
2
]
dx =

ˆ

RN

u2 lnu2dx. (2.12)

To prove lemma 2.12, we need the following Brezis-Lieb’s lemma, see Theo-
rem 2 and example (b) in [27].

Lemma 2.13. Suppose that j : R → R is a continuous, convex function with
j(0) = 0 and let fn = f + gn be a sequence of measurable functions from
R
N → R such that
(i) gn → 0 a.e. in R

N .
(ii) j(Mf) is in L1

(
R
N
)
for every real M .

(iii) There exists some fixed k > 1 such that {j (kgn)− kj (gn)} is uniformly
bounded in L1

(
R
N
)
. Then

lim
n→∞

ˆ

RN

|j (f + gn)− j (gn)− j(f)| dx = 0.

Proof of Lemma 2.12:
Define

F (s) =

{
−s2 ln s2, if 0 6 s 6 e−2,
4s2, if s > e−2,

andG(s) = s2 ln s2 + F (s).

Obviously, F,G are continuous nonnegative, convex, increasing functions on
(0,+∞) with F (0) = 0, G(0) = 0 and there exist C > 0 such that

max {|F (s)|, |G(s)|} 6 C
(
1 + s2 ln s2

)
. (2.13)

Since {un} is bounded in Hln
0 (Ω), by (2.11) we deduce that {G (|un|)} and

{F (|un|)} are bounded in L1
(
R
N
)
. According to Fatou’s lemma, we have

ˆ

RN

F (|u|)dx 6 lim
n→∞

ˆ

RN

F (|un|) dx,

ˆ

RN

G(|u|)dx 6 lim
n→∞

ˆ

RN

G (|un|) dx.

Thus,
ˆ

RN

u2 lnu2dx =

ˆ

RN

G(|u|)dx −

ˆ

RN

F (|u|)dx < +∞.

This implies that u2 lnu2 ∈ L1
(
R
N
)
. Since s2 ln s2 = G(s)−F (s), it is enough

to apply the Brezis-Lieb’s lemma 2.13 to the functions F and G.
Note that by (2.13) that F,G satisfying (ii) of Lemma 2.13. Since {F (|un|)} ,

{G (|un|)} are bounded in L1
(
R
N
)
, it follows by (2.13) again that Lemma 2.13

(iii) hold for F,G with k = 2. Note that G (s) = G (|s|) , F (s) = F (|s|), so

lim
n→∞

ˆ

RN

|F (|un|)− F (|un − u|)− F (|u|)| dx = 0;
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and

lim
n→∞

ˆ

RN

|G (|un|)−G (|un − u|)−G(|u|)| dx = 0.

So the desired equality (2.12) follows.

Lemma 2.14. Let {un} be uniform bounded sequence in Hln
0 (Ω) such that

un → u a.e. in R
N , then up to a subsequence, it holds that

¨

x,y∈RN

|un(x) − un(y)|2

|x− y|N
ω (|x− y|) dx dy

=

¨

x,y∈RN

|un(x) − u (x)− un(y) + u(y)|2

|x− y|N
ω (|x− y|) dx dy+

¨

x,y∈RN

|u(x)− u(y)|2

|x− y|N
ω (|x− y|) dx dy + o (1) .

Proof: The proof is a direct corollary of [27, Theorem 1].

2.6 Uniform Bounds for Elements in the Nehari Maniford

Next we give some uniform estimates for every u ∈ Nω,s. In particular, we
show in Proposition 2.23 that all least-energy solutions of (1.6) are uniformly
bounded.

Lemma 2.15. Let ps, τs are defined in (1.7) (1.8) satisfying (1.12) (1.13) when
2 < ps < 2∗s. Then there exists a constant C1 = C1(p,N,Ω) > 0, C2 =
C2(p,N,Ω) > 0 such that ||u||ps ≥ C1, ‖u‖ω,s ≥ C2 for all u ∈ Nω,s and
s ∈ (0, s0] .

Proof: Let Gs : Hsω (Ω) \ {0} → R be given by

Gs (u) = ‖u‖
2
ω,s − ||u||

ps
ps − τs||u||

2
2.

Firstly we consider τs ∈
(
0, λω1,s

)
, by (2.6) and Theorem 2.1, we have

Gs (u) ≥‖u‖
2
ω,s − ||u||

ps
ps −

τs
λω1,s
||u||2ω,s

≥
1

κN,s

(
1−

τs
λω1,s

)
||u||22∗s − ||u||

ps
ps

≥
1

κN,s

(
1−

τs
λω1,s

)
|Ω|

2(ps−2∗s)
2∗sps ||u||2ps − ||u||

ps
ps

=‖u‖2ps

(
1

κN,s

(
1−

τs
λω1,s

)
|Ω|

2(ps−2∗s)
2∗sps − ||u||ps−2

ps

)
.

Let g(t, s) := 1
κN,s

(
1− τs

λω
1,s

)
|Ω|

2(ps−2∗s)
2∗sps − tps−2 where κN,s is given in (2.9).

Then

g(t, s) > 0 if t <

{
1

κN,s

(
1−

τs
λω1,s

)} 1
ps−2 (

|Ω|
2(ps−2∗s)

ps2∗s (ps−2)

)
.
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Note that

2∗s − ps
2∗s (2− ps)

= −
4

(N − 2s)2∗s
´ 1

0 p
′(τs)dτ

+
1

2∗s
→

1

2
−

2

Np′(0)
, s→ 0,

therefore

lim
s→0
|Ω|

2(ps−2∗s)
ps2∗s (ps−2) = |Ω|

1
2−

2
Np′(0) > 0.

Furthermore, by (2.10),

lim
s→0

κ
1

ps−2

N,s = lim
s→0

(
κ

1
s

N,s

) s
ps−2

=


 1

4π

(
Γ(N)

Γ
(
N
2

)
) 2

N

e−2ψ(N
2 )




1
p′(0)

> 0.

For τs ∈
(
0, λω1,s

)
, by (2.7) we yield

lim
s→0

(
1−

τs
λω1,s

) 1
ps−2

= lim
s→0

exp

{
1

ps − 2
ln

(
1−

τs
λω1,s

)}
= 1.

As a consequence, there is C1 = C1(p,N,Ω) > 0 such that Gs(u) > 0 if ‖u‖ps ∈
(0, C1), and then ‖u‖ps ≥ C1 for all u ∈ Nω,s and s ∈ (0, s0] . Note that

||u||psps ≤ |Ω|
2∗s−ps

2∗s ||u||ps2∗s ≤ |Ω|
2∗s−ps

2∗s κ
ps
2

N,s||u||
ps
ω,s,

thus

||u||ω,s ≥ ||u||ps |Ω|
ps−2∗s
2∗sps κ

− 1
2

N,s ≥ C1|Ω|
ps−2∗s
2∗sps κ

− 1
2

N,s.

Since

0 ≥
ps − 2∗s
2∗sps

≥
1

2

(
1−

2∗s
ps

)
≥

1

2

(
1−

2∗s
2

)
=

s

2s−N
≥ −

1

2
, s ∈ (0, s0] ,

there exists C2 = C2 (p,N,Ω) > 0 such that ||u||ω,s > C2.
For τs ≤ 0, the proof process is exactly the same as τs ∈

(
0, λω1,s

)
.

Note that the above result holds uniformly for any s ∈ (0, s0] . In particular,
for fixed 2 < p ≤ 2∗s, τ < λω1,s, the above result also holds.

Lemma 2.16. For u ∈ Hsω(Ω)\{0}, let ps, τs are defined in (1.7) (1.8) satisfying
(1.12) (1.13) when 2 < ps < 2∗s. Define

tsu =

(
Eω,s(u, u)− τs||u||22

||u||psps

) 1
ps−2

(2.14)

and let αu(η) := Jω,s(ηu). Then, α′
u(η) > 0 for 0 < η < tsu and α′

u(η) < 0 for
η > tsu. In particular, η 7→ Jω,s(ηu) achieves its unique maximum at η = tsu,
tsuu ∈ Nω,s and

lim
s→0+

tsu = t0u = exp

{
Eω (u, u)− p′ (0)

´

Ω
|u|2 ln |u|dx

p′ (0) ‖u‖22

}
> 0.
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In particular, sups∈[0,s0] t
s
u <∞.

Proof: By a direct computation.

α′
u(η) = η

(
Eω,s(u, u)− τs||u||

2
2 − η

ps−2||u||psps
)
.

By Lemma 2.9, we obtain that ||u||2ω,s = ||u||
2
2 + sEω (u, u) + o (s) , s → 0+. On

the other hand, ||u||psps = ||u||22 + sp′(0)
´

Ω
|u|2 ln |u|dx + o(s). Let a−1 = ||u||22,

then

lim
s→0

tsu = lim
s→0

(
1 + asEω(u, u)− τs + o(s)

1 + sap′(0)
´

Ω |u|
2 ln |u|dx+ o(s)

) 1
ps−2

=


 lims→0 (1 + asEω(u, u)− τs + o(s))

1
s

lims→0

(
1 + sap′(0)

´

Ω
|u|2 ln |u|dx+ o(s)

) 1
s




1
p′(0)

=




exp
{
aEω(u,u)−τ ′(0)

1−τ(0)

}

exp
{
ap′ (0)

´

Ω
|u|2 ln |u|dx

}




1
p′(0)

=exp

{
Eω (u, u)− p′ (0)

´

Ω |u|
2 ln |u|dx

p′ (0) ‖u‖22

}
> 0.

This implies that the map s 7→ tsu has a continuous extension on [0, s0] .
Hence sups∈[0,s0] t

s
u <∞.

Next we give the version of Lemma 2.15 and Lemma 2.16 for the logarith-
mic Schrödinger operator in Hln

0 (Ω) . We first prove that functions in N are
uniformly far from the origin. In the following we always suppose k ∈

(
0, 4

N

)
.

Lemma 2.17. There exists C1, C2 > 0 such that ‖u‖2 ≥ C1, ‖u‖ ≥ C2, ∀u ∈ N .

Proof: Let k = 4
N η for some η ∈ (0, 1) . For u ∈ Hln

0 (Ω), we take

G (u) = Eω (u, u)− λ

ˆ

Ω

u2dx −
2

N
η

ˆ

Ω

u2 lnu2dx.

By (2.11), we have

G (u) ≥ (1− η) Eω (u, u)−

(
2

N
ln ||u||22 + aN +

λ

η

)
η||u||22.

By [12, Theorem 1.3], we have

λ1 := min
{
Eω(u, u) : u ∈ H

ln
0 (Ω), ||u||2 = 1

}
> 0.

Thus,

G (u) ≥

(
1− η

η
λ1 −

2

N
ln ||u||22 − aN −

λ

η

)
η||u||22 > 0

if ||u||2 < exp
{

1−η
4η Nλ1 −

N
4 aN −

λN
4η

}
:= C1 > 0.

Hence, for u ∈ N , ||u||2 ≥ C1. By the Poincaré inequality in [12, Lemma
2.3], there exists C > 0 such that ||u|| ≥ C||u||2 ≥ C2 > 0.
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Lemma 2.18. For u ∈ Hln
0 (Ω)\{0}, define

t0u = exp

(
Eω(u, u)− λ

´

Ω
w2dx− k

´

Ω
u2 ln |u|dx

k||u||22

)

and let αu(s) := J(su). Then, α′
u(s) > 0 for 0 < s < t0u and α′

u(s) < 0 for
s > t0u. In particular, s 7→ Jln(su) achieves its unique maximum at s = t0u and
t0uu ∈ N .

Proof: Note that

α′
u(s) =

(
Eω(u, u)− λ

ˆ

Ω

u2dx−
k

2

ˆ

Ω

u2 ln |su|2dx

)
s.

The claim now follows by a direct computation.

Lemma 2.19. N ∩ C∞
c (Ω) is dense in N .

Proof: For any v ∈ N , since C∞
c (Ω) is dense in Hln

0 (Ω), there exists {vn} ⊂
C∞
c (Ω) such that vn → v in Hln

0 (Ω) .
By Lemma 2.18 we obtain that t0vnvn ∈ N and passing to a subsequence we

have t0vn → 1. Thus we complete the proof.

2.7 Uniform bounds for all Nehari least-energy solutions

Next we show all Nehari least-energy solutions of (1.6) is uniform bounded in
Hln

0 (Ω) , then we can take convergent subsequence in the proof of Theorem 1.4.

Lemma 2.20. Let u ∈ Hsω(Ω) for some s ∈ (0, 1), then u ∈ Hln
0 (Ω) and

Eω(u, u) ≤
1

s
‖u‖2ω,s.

Proof: Note that

Eω(u, u) =

ˆ

RN

ln
(
1 + |ξ|2

)
|û(ξ)|2dξ

=
1

s

ˆ

RN

ln
(
1 + |ξ|2

)s
|û(ξ)|2dξ ≤

1

s
‖u‖2ω,s.

Thus if there exists s0 > 0 and C > 0 such that ||u||ω,s ≤ C, s ∈ (s0, 1) ,
we yield that ||u|| ≤ 1

s0
C. So for s far away from zero, we can control the

boundedness of Eω (u, u) through the uniform boundedness of ||u||ω,s. So we
need the boundedness of Eω (u, u) for s near zero. To prove this, we first present
an “intermediate” logarithmic-type Sobolev inequality.
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Lemma 2.21. Let s ∈ (0, s0] and v ∈ Hsω (Ω) , it holds that

ˆ 1

0

4N

(N − 2sτ)2

ˆ

Ω

|v|2
∗
sτ ln |v|dxdτ

≤

ˆ 1

0

k′ (sτ) ||v||
2∗sτ
ω,sτdτ +

ˆ 1

0

k (sτ)
2N

(N − 2sτ)2
||v||

2∗sτ
ω,sτ ln ||v||

2
ω,sτdτ

ˆ 1

0

k (sτ)
N

N − 2sτ
||v||

2∗sτ−2
ω,sτ

ˆ

RN

(
1 + |ξ|2

)sτ
|v̂ (ξ) |2 ln

(
1 + |ξ|2

)
dξdτ

where k (s) := κ
2∗s
2

N,s. Moreover, if ||v||2ω,s ≤ C for every s ∈ (0, s0] where C is a
positive constant, then there exists C1 = C1 (C,Ω) > 0 such that

ˆ 1

0

4N

(N − 2sτ)
2

ˆ

Ω∩{|v|≥1}

|v|2
∗
sτ ln |v|dxdτ

≤C1 +

ˆ 1

0

k (sτ)
N

N − 2sτ
||v||

2∗sτ−2
ω,sτ

ˆ

RN

(
1 + |ξ|2

)sτ
|v̂ (ξ) |2 ln

(
1 + |ξ|2

)
dξdτ.

Proof: By Theorem 2.1, we obtain ||v||
2∗s
2∗s
≤ κ

2∗s
2

N,s||v||
2∗s
ω,s. Set

H (s) = k (s) ||v||
2∗s
ω,s − ||v||

2∗s
2∗s
, k (s) := κ

2∗s
2

N,s,

then H (s) ≥ 0 for s ∈ (0, s0] and H ∈ C
1 (0, s0] with H (0) = 0. Note that

H ′ (s) =k′ (s) ||v||
2∗s
ω,s −

4N

(N − 2s)
2

ˆ

Ω

|v|2
∗
s ln |v|dx+

k (s)
2N

(N − 2s)
2 ||v||

2∗s
ω,s ln ||v||

2
ω,s+

k (s)
N

N − 2s
||v||

2∗s−2
ω,s

ˆ

RN

(
1 + |ξ|2

)s
|v̂ (ξ) |2 ln

(
1 + |ξ|2

)
dξ.

Since
´ 1

0
H ′ (sτ) dτ = 1

s (H (s)−H (0)) ≥ 0, we obtain the desired identity.
If ||v||2ω,s ≤ C for every s ∈ (0, s0], since k (s) ∈ C1 (0, s0] , then there is

C2 > 0 such that

ˆ 1

0

k′ (sτ) ||v||
2∗sτ
ω,sτdτ +

ˆ 1

0

k (sτ)
2N

(N − 2sτ)2
||v||

2∗sτ
ω,sτ ln ||v||

2
ω,sτdτ ≤ C2.

Thus, we complete the proof.

Lemma 2.22. Let vs ∈ Nω,s be such that ||vs||2ω,s ≤ C0, s ∈ (0, s0] where
C0 > 0 is a constant that does not depend on s. ps and τs are defined in
(1.12)(1.13). Then there is C = C (C0,Ω) > 0 such that

||vs||
2 = Eω (v, v) < C, s ∈ (0, s0] .

22



Proof: By Taylor expansion we obtain that

G :=
‖vs‖2ω,s − ||vs||

2
2

s
=

ˆ 1

0

ˆ

RN

(
1 + |ξ|2

)sτ
ln
(
1 + |ξ|2

)
|v̂s(ξ)|

2dξdτ. (2.15)

Since vs ∈ Nω,s, by Taylor expansion we have

G =
||vs||psps + τs||vs||22 − ||vs||

2
2

s
=
||vs||psps − ||vs||

2
2

s
+
τs
s
||vs||

2
2

≤

ˆ 1

0

p′ (sτ)

ˆ

{|vs|≥1}

|vs|
2∗sτ ln |vs|dxdτ +

τs
s
||vs||

2
2.

Note that ||vs||22 ≤
1
λω
1,s
||vs||2ω,s, lim

s→0
λω1,s = 1 and τs = o (s), there exists C1 > 0

such that

G ≤

ˆ 1

0

p′ (sτ)

ˆ

{|vs|≥1}

|vs|
2∗sτ ln |vs|dxdτ + C1.

Since p′ (0) < 4
N , there exists δ ∈ (0, 1) and s̃0 ∈ (0, s0) satisfying

p′ (sτ) ≤ δ
4N

(N − 2sτ)
2 , s ∈ (0, s̃0) , τ ∈ (0, 1) .

By Lemma 2.21, there is C2 = C2 (C0,Ω) > 0 such that

G ≤

ˆ 1

0

δk (sτ)
N

N − 2sτ
||vs||

2∗sτ−2
ω,sτ

ˆ

RN

(
1 + |ξ|2

)sτ
|v̂s (ξ) |

2 ln
(
1 + |ξ|2

)
dξdτ + C2.

For τ ∈ (0, 1) and σ ∈ (0, s̃0] , let

ϕσ(τ) := 1− δk (στ)
N

N − 2στ
||vs||

2∗στ−2
ω,στ ,

where k (s) is given in Lemma 2.21. Note that δ ∈ (0, 1) and k (στ) → 1 as
σ → 0+. Thus there is s1 ∈ (0, s̃0) such that for s ∈ (0, s1) ,

η := min
τ∈(0,1)

ϕs(τ) ∈ (0, 1).

By (2.15) we obtain

ˆ 1

0

ˆ

RN

ϕs(τ)
(
1 + |ξ|2

)sτ
|v̂s(ξ)|

2 ln
(
1 + |ξ|2

)
dξdτ ≤ C2.

Thus there exists C = C (C0,Ω) > 0 such that

Eω (vs, vs) =

ˆ

RN

ln
(
1 + |ξ|2

)
|v̂s(ξ)|

2dξ

≤
1

η

ˆ 1

0

ˆ

RN

ϕs(τ)
(
1 + |ξ|2

)sτ
ln
(
1 + |ξ|2

)
|v̂s(ξ)|

2dξdτ ≤ C.

For s ∈ [s1, s0) , the result follows from Lemmas 2.20.

Proposition 2.23. Let us ∈ Nω,s be least-energy solutions of (1.6), ps and τs
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are defined in (1.12)(1.13). There is C = C (Ω) > 0 such that

||us||
2 = Eω (us, us) < C, for all s ∈ (0, s0] .

Proof: Let ϕ ∈ C∞
c (Ω) \ {0} , note that

Jω,s (us) =

(
1

2
−

1

ps

)
||us||

ps
ps

By Lemma 2.16 we obtain

||us||
ps
ps = inf

v∈Nω,s

||v||psps ≤
(
tsϕ
)2
||ϕ||psps ≤ sup

s∈(0,s0]

(
tsϕ
)2
||ϕ||psps := C0.

Since

‖us‖
2
ω,s = ||us||

ps
ps + τs||us||

2
2, ||us||

2
2 ≤ ||us||

2
ps (m (Ω))

1− 2
ps ≤ C1.

Finally, the desired result follows from Lemma 2.22.

3 Existence of a least-energy solution

In this section, we first establish the Mountain-Pass structure for problems (1.6)
and (1.1). Using this structure, we demonstrate the uniform boundedness of the
sequence {un} through the functional sequence. Furthermore, we prove that
the functional Jln satisfies the Palais-Smale condition at the level c. With these
results in hand, we proceed to prove Theorem 1.3, Theorem 1.1 and Proposition
1.2.

3.1 The Mountain Pass structure and PS condition

Lemma 3.1. It holds that

inf
Nω,s

Jω,s = inf
σ∈T s

w

max
t∈[0,1]

Jω,s(σ(t)) := cωs > 0, (3.1)

where T sw := {σ ∈ C0([0, 1],Hsω(Ω)) : σ(0) = 0, σ(1) 6= 0, Jω,s(σ(1)) < 0}.

Proof: For every v ∈ Nω,s, there exists rv > tsv > 0 such that Jω,s (rvv) < 0. Set
σv(t) := trvv ∈ T sω . By lemma 2.16 we obtain maxt∈[0,1] Jω,s(σv(t)) = Jω,s(t

s
vv).

Note that for v ∈ Nω,s, we have tsv = 1, so

inf
σ∈T s

ω

max
t∈[0,1]

Jω,s(σ(t)) ≤ inf
v∈Nω,s

max
t∈[0,1]

Jω,s(σv(t)) = inf
v∈Nω,s

Jω,s(v).

On the other hand, let Γ : Hsω(Ω)→ R be given by

Γ(v) := exp
(
τs||v||

2
2 + ||v||

ps
ps − Eω,s(v, v)

)

so Γ is continuous at v = 0. Note that Γ (v) = 1 iff v ∈ Nω,s. Furthermore,
if v 6= 0 and Jω,s (v) ≤ 0, then Γ (v) > 1. Since for every σ ∈ T sω ,Γ (σ (0)) =
0,Γ (σ (1)) > 1, there exists t0 ∈ (0, 1) such that Γ (σ (t0)) = 1, so σ (t0) ∈ Nω,s.
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This yields that

max
t∈[0,1]

Jω,s(σ(t)) ≥ Jω,s(σ(t0)) ≥ inf
Nω,s

Jω,s,

Therefore,
inf
σ∈T s

ω

max
t∈[0,1]

Jω,s(σ(t)) ≥ inf
Nω,s

Jω,s.

It is obvious that csω ≥ 0, suppose csω = 0, then there exists a sequence
{un} ⊂ Nω,s such that Jω,s (un)→ 0. Note that,

Jω,s (un) =

(
1

2
−

1

ps

)
||un||

ps
ps → 0,

so ||un||2 → 0, thus ||un||ω,s → 0, this is inconsistent with Lemma 2.15.

Lemma 3.2. It holds that

inf
N
Jln = inf

σ∈T
max
t∈[0,1]

Jln(σ(t)) := c > 0,

where T := {σ ∈ C0([0, 1],Hln
0 (Ω)) : σ(0) = 0, σ(1) 6= 0, Jln(σ(1)) < 0}.

Proof: For every v ∈ N , there exists rv > t0v > 0 such that Jln (rvv) < 0. Set
σv(t) := trvv ∈ T . By lemma 2.18 we obtain maxt∈[0,1] Jln(σv(t)) = Jln(v), so

inf
σ∈T

max
t∈[0,1]

Jln(σ(t)) ≤ inf
v∈N

max
t∈[0,1]

Jln(σv(t)) = inf
v∈N

Jln(v).

On the other hand, let Γ : Hln
0 (Ω)→ R be given by

Γ(v) :=

{
exp

(
λ
´

Ω
v2dx+k

2

´

Ω
v2 ln v2dx−Eω(v,v)

||v||22

)
, if v 6= 0,

0, if v = 0.

By (2.11), we have

λ
´

Ω
v2dx+ k

2

´

Ω
v2 ln v2dx− Eω(v, v)

||v||22
≤

4

N
ln ||v||2 + aN + λ,

so Γ is continuous at v = 0. Note that Γ (v) = 1 iff v ∈ N . Furthermore, if v 6= 0
and Jln (v) ≤ 0, then Γ (v) > 1. Since for every σ ∈ T ,Γ (σ (0)) = 0,Γ (σ (1)) >
1, there exists t0 ∈ (0, 1) such that Γ (σ (t0)) = 1, so σ (t0) ∈ N . This yields
that

max
t∈[0,1]

Jln(σ(t)) ≥ Jln(σ(t0)) ≥ inf
N
Jln,

Therefore,
inf
σ∈T

max
t∈[0,1]

Jln(σ(t)) ≥ inf
N
Jln.

It is obvious that c ≥ 0, suppose c = 0, then there exists a sequence {un} ⊂
N such that Jln (un)→ 0. By lemma 2.17 we obtain ||un||2 ≥ C1 > 0. However,

Jln (un) =
k

4
||un||

2
2 ≥

k

4
C1 > 0,
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which is a contradiction, thus we have c > 0.

Proposition 3.3. If {un} ⊂ Nω,s and supn∈N Jω,s (un) ≤ M for some M > 0,
then {un} is uniformly bounded in Hsω(Ω).

Proof: Since {un} ⊂ Nω,s and supn∈N Jω,s (un) ≤M ,

Jω,s (un) =

(
1

2
−

1

ps

)
||un||

ps
ps ≤M.

By (2.6), for τs ∈
(
0, λω1,s

)
we obtain

Jω,s (un) ≥
1

2
||un||

2
ω,s −

1

ps
||un||

ps
ps −

τs
2λω1,s

||un||
2
ω,s

Thus we get that

M ≥ Jω,s (un) ≥
1

2

(
1−

τs
λω1,s

)
||un||

2
ω,s −

1

ps
||un||

ps
ps ,

For τs ≤ 0, we have

M ≥ Jω,s (un) ≥
1

2
||un||

2
ω,s −

1

ps
||un||

ps
ps .

Thus we complete the proof.

Proposition 3.4. If {un} ⊂ N and supn∈N Jln (un) ≤ M for some M > 0,
then {un} is bounded in Hln

0 (Ω).

Proof: Since{un} ⊂ N and supn∈N Jln (un) ≤M

Jln (un) =
k

4
||un||

2
2 ≤M.

By (2.11), we obtain that

Jln (un) ≥

(
1

2
−
kN

8

)
Eω(un, un)+

(
k

4
−
λ

2
−
kN

8
aN

)
||un||

2
2−

k

4
ln
(
||un||

2
2

)
||un||

2
2.

There exists positive constant C such that

(
k

4
−
λ

2
−
kN

8
aN

)
||un||

2
2 −

k

4
ln
(
||un||

2
2

)
||un||

2
2 ≤ C,

since k ∈
(
0, 4

N

)
, {un} is bounded in Hln

0 (Ω).

Proposition 3.5. If k ∈
(
0, 4

N

)
, then Jln satisfies Palais-Smale condition at

level
c = inf

v∈N
Jln(v)

where c is defined in Lemma 3.2.

Proof: Since Jln (un) → c, J ′
ln (un) → 0, by lemma 3.4 {un} is bounded in

Hln
0 (Ω). Hence up to a subseuqnece, suppose un ⇀ u in Hln

0 (Ω), un → u in
L2 (Ω) , un → u a.e. in Ω.
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For any ϕ ∈ C∞
c (Ω) , we have

〈J ′
ln (un) , ϕ〉 = Eω(un, ϕ)− λ

ˆ

Ω

unϕdx − k

ˆ

Ω

ϕun ln |un|dx→ 0.

As un ⇀ u in Hln
0 (Ω), so Eω(un, ϕ)→ Eω(u, ϕ), using Lemma 2.8, we have

〈J ′
ln (u) , ϕ〉 = 0, ∀ϕ ∈ C∞

c (Ω) .

By [12, Lemma 2.3], C∞
c (Ω) is dense in Hln

0 (Ω), so for ϕ ∈ Hln
0 (Ω), there exists

ϕn ∈ C∞
c (Ω) satisfying ϕn → ϕ in Hln

0 (Ω), by Lemma 2.5 then

〈J ′
ln (u) , ϕ〉 = lim

n→∞
〈J ′

ln (u) , ϕn〉 = 0.

According to the definition of weak solution, we know that u is a weak solution
of (1.1). Since {un} is bounded, by Lemma 3.2 and Lemma 2.5

Jln (un)−
1

2
〈J ′

ln (un) , un〉 =
k

4

ˆ

Ω

u2ndx→ c > 0.

As un → u in L2 (Ω) , so u 6= 0, i.e. u is a nontrivial solution and u ∈ N . Note
that Jln (u) =

k
4

´

Ω
u2dx = limn→∞

k
4

´

Ω
u2ndx = c.

By lemma 2.12 and lemma 2.14, we obtain that

Jln (un) =
dN
4

¨

x,y∈RN

|un(x) − u (x)− un(y) + u(y)|2

|x− y|N
ω (|x− y|) dx dy

+
dN
4

¨

x,y∈RN

|u(x)− u(y)|

|x− y|N
ω (|x− y|) dxdy −

1

2
λ

ˆ

Ω

u2dx +
k

4

ˆ

Ω

u2dx

−
k

4

ˆ

Ω

u2 lnu2dx−
k

4

ˆ

Ω

(un − u)
2
ln (un − u)

2
dx+ o (1)

= Jln (u) +
1

2
||un − u||

2 −
k

4

ˆ

Ω

(un − u)
2 ln (un − u)

2 dx+ o (1) .

Therefore,

||un − u||
2 −

k

2

ˆ

Ω

(un − u)
2
ln (un − u)

2
dx→ 0.

Up to a subsequence, suppose ||un − u||
2 → L ≥ 0, then

ˆ

Ω

(un − u)
2
ln (un − u)

2
dx→

2

k
L.

By Pitt’s inequality, we obtain that
(

4
Nk − 1

)
L ≤ 0, then L ≤ 0, so L = 0.

3.2 Geometry of the functional Jω,s

In this section, we give two lemmas of geometric feature of Jω,s to prove that
the solution of problem (1.6) is nontrivial when ps = 2∗s.

Lemma 3.6. There exists e ∈ Hsω (Ω) such that Jω,s (e) < 0.
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Proof: Choose u ∈ Hsω (Ω) such that ||u||ω,s = 1. Let t > 0, we see that

Jω,s (tu) =
t2

2
||un||

2
ω,s −

tps

ps
||u||psps −

τs
2
t2||un||

2
2.

Since λω1,s||u||
2
2 ≤ ||u||

2
ω,s = 1,

Jω,s (tu) ≤
1

2
t2 −

tps

ps
||u||psps +

1

2
t2
|τs|

λω1,s
.

Note that ps > 2, passing to the limit as t→ +∞ we get that Jω,s (tu)→ −∞,
so taking e = tu with t sufficiently large.

Lemma 3.7. For ps = 2∗s and u ∈ Hsω (Ω) \ {0} the following relation holds
true:

sup
t≥0

Jω,s (tu) =
s

N
κ̂

N
2s

N,s (u) ,

where

κ̂N,s (u) =
||u||2ω,s − τs||u||

2
2

||u||22∗s
.

Proof: By Lemma 2.16 we obtain that supt≥0 Jω,s (tu) = Jω,s (t
s
uu). By directly

calculation we have

Jω,s (t
s
uu) =

(
1

2
−

1

2∗s

)
||tsuu||

2∗s
2∗s

=
s

N
(tsu)

2∗s ||u||
2∗s
2∗s

=
s

N
κ̂

N
2s

N,s (u)

since tsuu ∈ Nω,s by Lemma 2.16.

3.3 The proof of main result

We are ready to show Theorem 1.3, Theorem 1.1 and Proposition 1.2.
Proof of Theorem 1.3:

Let ϕ : Hsω (Ω) \ {0} → R be given by

ϕ (u) = ||u||2ω,s − ||u||
ps
ps − τs||u||

2
2,

then Nω,s = ϕ−1 (0) and for u ∈ Nω,s

〈ϕ′ (u) , u〉 = 2Eω,s(u, u)− 2τs

ˆ

Ω

u2dx− ps

ˆ

Ω

|u|psdx = (2− ps) ||u||
ps
ps < 0,

thus ϕ′ (u) 6= 0, Jω,s (u) =
(

1
2 −

1
ps

)
||u||psps > 0, u ∈ Nω,s. Moreover, Jω,s is

Fréchet differentiable and ϕ ∈ C1, so by Ekeland’s variational principle [28,
Theorem 3.1] (case of one constraint), there are {un} ⊂ Nω,s, {ξn} ⊂ R such
that

0 ≤ Jω,s (un)− inf
Nω,s

Jω,s ≤
1

n2
, ||J ′

ω,s (un)− ξnϕ
′ (un) ||B(Hs

ω ,R)
≤

1

n
.
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Then

1

||un||ω,s

(〈
J ′
ω,s (un) , un

〉
− ξn 〈ϕ

′ (un) , un〉
)
= ξn (ps − 2)

||un||psps
||un||ω,s

→ 0.

By Lemma 2.15 and Proposition 3.3, there exists C1, C2 > 0 such that
||un||

ps
ps

||un||2ω,s
≥

Cps
1

C2
> 0, so ξn → 0, n→∞. Thus ||J ′

ω,s (un) ||B(Hs
ω,R)
→ 0.

Since {un} is bounded in Hsω (Ω), up to a subseuqnece, there is u ∈ Hsω (Ω)
such that un ⇀ u in Hsω(Ω), un → u in Lq (Ω) , q ∈ (1, 2∗s) and un → u0 a.e. in Ω.

For any ϕ ∈ Hsω (Ω) , we have Eω,s (un, ϕ)→ Eω,s (u, ϕ) . Silimarly, by Lemma
2.4 we obtain that there is v ∈ Lps−1 (Ω) such that |un (x) | ≤ v (x) , x ∈ Ω. By
the dominated convergence theorem, we have

ˆ

Ω

|un|
ps−2unϕdx→

ˆ

Ω

|u|ps−2uϕdx as n→∞.

Note that

0←
〈
J ′
ω,s (un) , ϕ

〉
=Eω,s(un, ϕ)− τs

ˆ

Ω

unϕdx−

ˆ

Ω

|un|
ps−2unϕdx

=Eω,s(u, ϕ)− τs

ˆ

Ω

uϕdx−

ˆ

Ω

|u|ps−2uϕdx,

that is u is a solution of (1.6). Next we show that u is a nontrivial solution.
Suppose, by contradiction, that u ≡ 0. Since ||J ′

ω,s (un) ||B(Hs
ω,R)

→ 0 and
{un} is bounded in Hsω (Ω), we deduce that

0←
〈
J ′
ω,s (un) , un

〉
=Eω,s(un, un)− τs

ˆ

Ω

u2ndx−

ˆ

Ω

|un|
psdx

=Eω,s(un, un)−

ˆ

Ω

|un|
psdx.

If ps ∈ (2, 2∗s) , then ||un||ps → 0, which contradicts Lemma 2.15. If ps = 2∗s,
then there exists L ≥ 0 such that up to a subsequence we have

Eω,s(un, un)→ L,

ˆ

Ω

|un|
2∗sdx→ L, n→∞.

Since Jω,s (un)→ csω and

Jω,s (un) =
1

2
||un||

2
ω,s −

1

2∗s
||un||

2∗s
2∗s
−

1

2
τs||un||

2
2,

we obtain that csω =
(

1
2 −

1
2∗s

)
L = s

NL. By Theorem 2.1, we see that LκN,s ≥

L
2
2∗s , thus csω ≥

s
N κ

− N
2s

N,s . Next we show that csω <
s
N κ

− N
2s

N,s .
Define

Ss,λ(v) =

´

RN×RN

|v(x)−v(y)|2

|x−y|n+2s dxdy − λ||v||22

||v||22∗s
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and

Ss = inf
v∈Hs(RN )\{0}

´

RN×RN

|v(x)−v(y)|2

|x−y|n+2s dxdy

||v||22∗s

By (1.10) we see that

ˆ

RN×RN

|v(x)− v(y)|2

|x− y|n+2s
dxdy = 2c−1

N,s||v||
2
s,

thus

Ss,λ(v) =
2c−1
N,s||v||

2
s − λ||v||

2
2

||v||22∗s
, Ss = 2c−1

N,sκ
−1
N,s.

By [3, Theorem 4] we obtain that there exists u ∈ Hsω (Ω) \ {0} such that

Ss,λ (u) < Ss, N ≥ 4s, λ > 0.

Since N ≥ 4s, τs > 1 when ps = 2∗s, for λ = 2(τs−1)
cN,s

> 0, there exists uλ ∈

Hsω (Ω) \ {0} such that Ss,λ (uλ) < Ss, thus we get that

||uλ||2s − (τs − 1) ||uλ||22
||uλ||22∗s

< κ−1
N,s,

By Lemma 3.6 there exists tuλ
> 0 such Jω,s (tuλ

uλ) < 0. Take σ (s) =
stuλ

uλ, then by the definition of cωs in (3.1) we obtain that

csω ≤ sup
t≥0

Jω,s (tuλ) =
s

N
κ̂

N
2s

N,s (uλ) .

Note that

κ̂N,s (uλ) ≤
||uλ||2s − (τs − 1) ||uλ||22

||uλ||22∗s
< κ−1

N,s,

so csω <
s
N κ

− N
2s

N,s , which leads to a contradiction.
Note that passing to a subsequence, we have

inf
Nω,s

Jω,s = lim
n→∞

Jω,s (un) =

(
1

2
−

1

ps

)
lim
n→∞

||un||
ps
ps

≥

(
1

2
−

1

ps

)
||u||psps = Jω,s (u) ≥ inf

Nω,s

Jω,s,

so u is a Nehari least-energy solution of (1.6).
Finally, let ts|u| be given by (2.14), then ts|u||u| ∈ Nω,s. Since t

s
|u| ≤ 1,

Jω,s (u) ≤ Jω,s
(
ts|u||u|

)
=

(
1

2
−

1

ps

)(
ts|u|

)ps
||u||psps ≤ Jω,s (u) ,

which yields that ts|u| = 1 and |u| is a nehari least-energy solution of (1.6).

Proof of Theorem 1.1 (1):
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Let ψ : Hln
0 (Ω) \ {0} → R be given by

ψ (u) = ||u||2 − λ

ˆ

Ω

u2dx − k

ˆ

Ω

u2 ln |u| dx,

then N = ψ−1 (0) and for u ∈ N

〈ψ′ (u) , u〉 = 2||u||2 − (2λ+ k)

ˆ

Ω

u2dx− 2k

ˆ

Ω

u2 ln |u|dx = −k||u||22 < 0,

thus ψ′ (u) 6= 0, Jln (u) =
k
4 ||u||

2
2 > 0, u ∈ N . Moreover, Jln is Fréchet differen-

tiable and ψ ∈ C1, so by Ekeland’s variational principle [28, Theorem 3.1] (case
of one constraint), there are {un} ⊂ N , {ξn} ⊂ R such that

0 ≤ Jln (un)− inf
N
Jln ≤

1

n2
, ||J ′

ln (un)− ξnψ
′ (un) ||B(Hln

0 ,R) ≤
1

n
.

Then
1

||un||
(〈J ′

ln (un) , un〉 − ξn 〈ψ
′ (un) , un〉) = kξn

||un||22
||un||

→ 0.

By Lemma 2.17 and Proposition 3.4, there exists C1, C2 > 0 such that
||un||

2
2

||un||2
≥

C1

C2
> 0, so ξn → 0, n→∞. Thus ||J ′

ln (un) ||B(Hln
0 ,R)

→ 0.

By Proposition 3.5 there is a subsequence {unk
} such that unk

→ u in
Hln

0 (Ω) . Thus Jln (u) = c > 0, so u is a nontrivial Nehari least-energy solution.
Finally we argue that u does not change sign. By Lemma 2.10, |u| ∈ Hln

0 (Ω)
and Eω (|u| , |u|) ≤ Eω (u, u) . Furthermore, the equality holds if and only if u
does not change sign. Let t0|u| be given by lemma 2.18 with w = |u| , then

t0|u| |u| ∈ N , combining with u ∈ N , then

Eω (u, u) = λ

ˆ

Ω

u2dx+
k

2

ˆ

Ω

u2 lnu2dx

and

(
t0|u|

)2
Eω (|u| , |u|) = λ

(
t0|u|

)2 ˆ

Ω

u2dx+
k

2

(
t0|u|

)2 ˆ

Ω

u2 ln
(
t0|u|u

)2
dx.

Thus by Eω (|u| , |u|) ≤ Eω (u, u) , we obtain that
∣∣∣t0|u|

∣∣∣ ≤ 1. So

Jln (u) ≤Jln
(
t0|u|u

)
=
k

4

(
t0|u|

)2
||u||22

≤
k

4
||u||22 = Jln (u) .

Thus t0|u| = 1, so u does not change sign in Ω by Lemma 2.10.

Next we consider k ∈ (−∞, 0) , λ ∈ R.

Lemma 3.8. lim
‖u‖ → ∞
u ∈ Hln

0 (Ω)

Jln(u) =∞.
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Proof: Note that

Jln (u) =
1

2
||u||2 −

1

2
λ

ˆ

Ω

u2dx+
k

4

ˆ

Ω

u2dx−
k

4

ˆ

Ω

u2 lnu2dx.

Therefore, there exists C = C (N,Ω, λ) > 0 such that

Jln (u) ≥
1

2
||u||2 − C||u||22 −

k

4

ˆ

Ω

u2 lnu2dx.

Let Ω̃ =
{
x ∈ Ω : lnu2 (x) > − 4C

k

}
, then

−
k

4

ˆ

Ω̃

u2 lnu2dx ≥ C

ˆ

Ω̃

u2dx,

Thus,

Jln (u) ≥
1

2
||u||2 − C

ˆ

Ω\Ω̃

u2dx−
k

4

ˆ

Ω\Ω̃

u2 lnu2dx,

since lim
t→0

t2 ln t = 0, there exists C1 > 0 such that

Jln (u) ≥
1

2
||u||2 − C1,

which yields the result.

Proof of Theorem 1.1 (2):
There is a minimizing sequence {un} such that

lim
n→∞

Jln (un) = inf
Hln

0 (Ω)
Jln := c̃.

By Lemma 3.8, {un} is bounded in Hln
0 (Ω), then up to a subsequence,

un ⇀ u0 in Hln
0 (Ω), un → u0 in L2 (Ω) , un → u0 a.e. in Ω.

In particular, ||u0||2 ≤ lim inf
n→∞

||un||
2. By Fatou’s lemma we deduce that

ˆ

Ω

u20 lnu
2
0dx ≤ lim inf

n→∞

ˆ

Ω

u2n lnu
2
ndx.

Thus we have Jln (u0) ≤ lim infn→∞ Jln (un) = c̃, so u0 is a global least energy
solution. To see that u0 is nontrivial, let ϕ ∈ C∞

c (Ω) \ {0} , then

Jln (u0) ≤ c̃ ≤ Jln (tϕ)

=
t2

2

(
Eω(ϕ, ϕ) − λ

ˆ

Ω

|ϕ|2 dx+
k

2

ˆ

Ω

|ϕ|2 dx−
k

2

ˆ

Ω

ϕ2 ln t2ϕ2dx

)
< 0

for t > 0 is sufficiently small, so u0 6= 0.
By Lemma 2.10, Eω (|u0| , |u0|) ≤ Eω (u0, u0) , since u0 is a global minimizer,

this yields that Eω (|u0| , |u0|) = Eω (u0, u0) , so u0 does not change sign.
Finally, we show the uniqueness (up to a sign) of global least energy solution.
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Otherwise, there are two nontrivial solutions u, v such that u2 = v2. Set

σ (t, u, v) :=
[
(1− t)u2 + tv2

] 1
2 , t ∈ [0, 1] .

It is not difficult to show that the function

t→ Jln (σ (t, u, v))

is strictly convex in [0, 1], silimar to the proof [30, Theorem 6]. Since a strictly
convex function cannot have two global minimizers, we obtain the uniqueness
of least-energy solutions.

Proof of Proposition 1.2:
We prove it with the δ-decomposition of the nonlocal operators as described

in [31, Theorem 3.1].
Take δ ∈ (0, 1), let Jδ := 1Bδ

J andKδ := J−Jδ. Note that for u, v ∈ Hln
0 (Ω),

Eω(u, v) =E
δ
ω(u, v) +

1

2

ˆ

RN

ˆ

RN

(u(x)− u(y))(v(x) − v(y))Kδ(x− y)dxdy

=Eδω (u, v) + κδ 〈u, v〉L2(RN ) − 〈Kδ ∗ u, v〉L2(RN )

where

(u, v) 7→ Eδω(u, v) =
1

2

ˆ

RN

ˆ

RN

(u(x)− u(y))(v(x) − v(y))Jδ(x− y)dxdy

and the constant κδ is κδ =
´

RN Kδ(z)dz.

By [12, (1.9)] Kδ ∈ L1
(
R
N
)
and there exists C0 > 0 such that

κδ > C0

ˆ

B1\Bδ

1

|z|N
dz = −C0

∣∣SN−1
∣∣ ln δ → +∞ as δ → 0.

Next, let c > 0 be constant to be chosen later. Consider the function wc =
(u− c)+ : Ω→ R, then wc ∈ H

ln
0 (Ω) by Lemma 2.10. Moreover, for x, y ∈ R

N ,

(u(x)− u(y)) (wc(x)− wc(y))

=([u(x)− c]− [u(y)− c]) (wc(x)− wc(y))

=[u(x)− c]wc(x) + [u(y)− c]wc(y)− [u(x)− c]wc(y)− wc(x)[u(y) − c]

=w2
c (x) + w2

c (y)− 2wc(x)wc(y) + [u(x)− c]−wc(y) + wc(x)[u(y) − c]
−

≥w2
c (x) + w2

c (y)− 2wc(x)wc(y) = (wc(x)− wc(y))
2
.
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This implies that

Eδω (wc, wc) =
1

2

ˆ

RN

ˆ

RN

(wc(x)− wc(y))
2
Jδ(x− y)dxdy

≤
1

2

ˆ

RN

ˆ

RN

(u(x)− u(y)) (wc(x) − wc(y)) Jδ(x− y)dxdy

=Eω (u,wc)− κδ 〈u,wc〉L2(Ω) + 〈Kδ ∗ u,wc〉L2(Ω)

≤ (λ− κδ) 〈u,wc〉L2(Ω) + ‖Kδ ∗ u‖L∞(RN ) 〈1, wc〉L2(Ω) + k

ˆ

Ω

uwc ln |u|dx.

Note that κδ → +∞, so we fix δ > 0 such that λ−κδ < −1.Moreover, note that
for sufficiently large c we have u(x)wc(x) ≥ cwc(x), uwc ln |u| ≥ (c ln c)wc (x)
for x ∈ Ω, we conclude that

Eδω (wc, wc) ≤

ˆ

Ω

(
‖Kδ ∗ u‖L∞(RN ) − c+ kc ln |c|

)
wcdx

By [12, (1.9)] there is a constant C = C (N, δ) > 0 such that

‖Kδ ∗ u‖L∞(RN ) ≤ C||u||L2(RN ).

Therefore,

Eδω (wc, wc) ≤

ˆ

Ω

(
C||u||L2(RN ) − c+ kc ln |c|

)
wcdx

By taking c > C||u||L2(RN ) we obtain Eδω (wc, wc) = 0. So wc = 0 in Ω, thus
u (x) ≤ C||u||L2(RN ), replacing the above argument by −u we obtain that

||u||L∞(Ω) ≤ C||u||L2(RN ).

It is not difficult to verify that K (x, y) := dN |y|−Nw (|y|) satisfying condi-
tion (K0) and (A1) in [32]. Thus, by carefully examining the proof process, we
find that the regularity result [32, Theorem 3] of Kassmann and Mimica also
holds for operator Lu where

Lu :=

ˆ

RN\{0}

(u (x+ y)− u (x))J (y) dy.

So by standard approximation argument we obtain that u ∈ C (Ω) and

sup
x,y∈B r

4
(0)

|u (x)− u (y) |

L (|x− y|)−β
≤ CL (r)

β ||u||∞ + CL (r)
β−1 ||f ||L∞ , r > 0

where L (r) =
´ +∞

r
w(s)
s ds, f = λu+ ku ln |u|, β ∈ (0, 1) .

4 Convergence of solutions

Finally, we show that the least-energy solutions of the fractional Schrödinger
operator (I −∆)

s
converge, up to a subsequence, to a nontrivial least-energy
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solution of the limiting problem associated with the logarithmic Schrödinger
operator.
Proof of Theorem 1.4:

Let (sk)k∈N
⊂ (0, s0] such that limk→∞ sk = 0, let usk ∈ H

sk
w (Ω) be a least-

energy solution of (1.6). The existence of such sequence is given by Theorem
1.3. By Proposition 2.23 {usk} is uniformly bounded in Hln

0 (Ω) . So passing to
a subsequence, there is u ∈ Hln

0 (Ω) such that

usk ⇀ u in Hln
0 (Ω), usk → u in L2(Ω), usk → u a.e. as k →∞.

Set f (s) = |t|ps−2t, then f ′ (s) = p′ (s) t|t|ps−2 ln |t| and

f (s) = f (0) + s

ˆ 1

0

f ′ (sξ) dξ.

Let ϕ ∈ C∞
c (Ω) , by the Parseval identity we have

ˆ

Ω

usk (I −∆)
sk ϕdx = Eω,s (usk , ϕ) =

ˆ

Ω

(
|usk |

psk−2usk + τskusk
)
ϕdx

=

ˆ

Ω

(
usk + τskusk + sk

ˆ 1

0

p′ (skξ) |usk |
p(skξ)−2usk ln |usk |dξ

)
ϕdx.

Note that (I −∆)
sk ϕ = ϕ+ sk (I −∆)

ln
ϕ+ o (sk) in L

∞ (Ω) , so

ˆ

Ω

usk (I −∆)
ln
ϕdx + o (1)

=

ˆ

Ω

ˆ 1

0

p′ (skξ)ϕ|usk |
p(skξ)−2usk ln |usk |dξdx +

ˆ

Ω

τskuskϕdx

By the dominated convergence theorem and Lemma 2.8 we have

lim
k→∞

ˆ

Ω

ˆ 1

0

p′ (skξ)ϕ|usk |
p(skξ)−2usk ln |usk |dξdx = p′ (0)

ˆ

Ω

ϕu ln |u|dx.

Therefore, by τsk → 0, we conclude that

Eω (u, ϕ) = p′ (0)

ˆ

Ω

ϕu ln |u|dx, ∀ϕ ∈ C∞
c (Ω) .

Then by Lemma 2.5 and C∞
c (Ω) is dense in Hln

0 (Ω) , we obtain that u is a
solution of (1.1) with λ = 0, k = p′ (0).

Next we show that u is nontrivial. Let

λk =
p (sk)− 2

2∗s − 2
∈ (0, 1)

then

lim
k→∞

λk =
sk
´ 1

0 p
′ (skξ) dξ

sk
4

N−2sk

= p′(0)
N

4
∈ (0, 1).
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By Lemma 2.15, there exists C1, C2 > 0 such that

C1 < ||usk ||
2
ω,sk =

ˆ

Ω

|usk |
psk dx+ τsk

ˆ

Ω

u2skdx

=

ˆ

Ω

|usk |
2(1−λk)|usk |

λk2
∗
sk dx+ τsk

ˆ

Ω

u2skdx

≤ ||usk ||
2(1−λk)
2 ||usk ||

2∗sk
λk

2∗sk
+ τsk ||usk ||

2
2.

Since ||usk ||2∗sk
≤ κ

1
2

N,sk
||usk ||ω,sk , by Lemma 2.23 and (2.10) , there exists

C2 > 0 such that ||usk ||
2∗sk

λk

2∗sk
≤ C2. Thus we obtain

C1 < C2||usk ||
2(1−λk)
2 + o (sk) ,

so

||u||2 = lim
k→∞

||usk ||2 ≥

(
C1

C2

) 1

2(1−N
4

p′(0))
> 0,

which yields that u 6= 0, so u ∈ N .
Next we show that u is a Nehari least-energy solution of the limiting problem.

Note that

lim
k→∞

1

sk

(
1

2
−

1

psk

)
=
p′ (0)

4
, Jω,sk (usk) =

(
1

2
−

1

psk

)
||usk ||

psk
psk
,

Let ck := 1
sk

(
1
2 −

1
psk

)
||usk ||

psk
psk
, by Proposition 2.23, so passing to a subse-

quence, lim
k→∞

ck = c0.

By Fatou’s Lemma, we get that

c ≤
p′ (0)

4
||u||22 ≤

p′ (0)

4
lim inf
k→∞

ˆ

Ω

|usk |
psk dx = c0.

On the other hand, by Theorem 1.1 with k = p′ (0) there is v ∈ N such that
J (v) = c. By Lemma 2.19, we can take sequence {vn} ⊂ C∞

c (Ω)∩N such that
vn → v in Hln

0 (Ω) . By Lemma 2.16 and vn ∈ N we obtain that

lim
k→∞

tnk = 1, for every n; where tnk =

(
Eω,sk(vn, vn)− τsk ||vn||

2
2

||vn||
psk
psk

) 1
psk

−2

.

Note that tnkvn ∈ Nω,s, we have

c0 = lim
k→∞

ck = lim
k→∞

1

sk
Jω,sk (usk) ≤ lim

k→∞

1

sk
Jω,sk (t

n
kvn)

= lim
k→∞

1

sk

(
1

2
−

1

psk

)
||tnkvn||

psk
psk

=
p′ (0)

4
||vn||

2
2.

So p′(0)
4 ||v||

2
2 = c ≥ c0. Thus Jln (u) =

p′(0)
4 ||u||

2
2 = c, which completes the proof.
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