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CONCENTRATING BOUND STATES FOR KIRCHHOFF TYPE
PROBLEMS IN R? INVOLVING CRITICAL SOBOLEV EXPONENTS

YI HE, GONGBAO LI AND SHUANGJIE PENG

ABSTRACT. We study the concentration and multiplicity of weak solutions to the Kirch-
hoff type equation with critical Sobolev growth

—(52(1 +eb |Vu|2)Au +V(2)u= f(u) +u° in R3,
R3
u€ HY(R?), u >0 in R,

where ¢ is a small positive parameter and a,b > 0 are constants, f € C(R* R) is
subcritical, V : R?® — R is a locally Holder continuous function. We first prove that
for g9 > 0 sufficiently small, the above problem has a weak solution u. with exponential
decay at infinity. Moreover, u. concentrates around a local minimum point of V' in A
as ¢ — 0. With minimax theorems and Ljusternik-Schnirelmann theory, we also obtain
multiple solutions by employing the topology construct of the set where the potential
V (z) attains its minimum.
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1. INTRODUCTION AND MAIN RESULT

In this paper, we study the Kirchhoff type equation
—((52a + sb/ |Vu|2>Au FV(2)u = f(u) + ® in R,
R3
u € HY(R?), u >0 in R?,

(E:)

where ¢ is a small positive parameter, a, b > 0 are constants and f is a continuous subcritical
and superlinear nonlinearity. Such problems are often referred to as being nonlocal because
of the presence of the term ([, |Vu[?)Au which implies that problem (E.) is no longer
a pointwise identity. Problem (E.) is a variant type of the following Dirichlet problem of
Kirchhoff type

—(a + b/ |Vu|2)Au = f(z,u) in Q,
u=0on g@,
which is related to the stationary analogue of the equation
Uy — <a + b/ |Vu\2)Au = f(z,u) in §,
u =0 on 0, !

(1.1)

(1.2)
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proposed by Kirchhoff in [I4] as an existence of the classical D’Alembert’s wave equations
for free vibration of elastic strings. Kirchhoft’s model takes into account the changes in
length of the string produced by transverse vibrations. In (E.), u denotes the displace-
ment, f(z,u) the external force and b the initial tension while a is related to the intrinsic
properties of the string (such as Young’s modulus). We have to point out that nonlocal
problems also appear in other fields as biological systems, where u describes a process
which depends on the average of itself (for example, population density). After the pi-
oneer work of Lions [I8], where a functional analysis approach was proposed, Problem
(E-) began to call attention of several researchers. In [2], Arosio and Panizzi studied the
Cauchy-Dirichlet type problem related to (L2)) in the Hadamard sense as a special case
of an abstract second-order Cauchy problem in a Hilbert space. Ma and Rivera In [19]
obtained positive solutions of such problems by using variational methods. A nontrivial
solution of (I.I)) was obtained via Yang index and critical group by Perera and Zhang in
[25]. In [12], He and Zou obtained infinitely many solutions of (ILI]) by using local mini-
mum method and the fountain theorem. In [§], (1) was studied with concave and convex
nonlinearities by using Nehari manifold and fibering map methods, and multiple positive
solutions were obtained. For more result, we can refer to [2 [I, 19] and the references
therein.

We note that problem (E.) with b = 0 is motivated by the search for standing wave
solutions for the nonlinear Schrédinger equation, which is one of the main subjects in
nonlinear analysis. Different approaches have been taken to deal with this problem under
various hypotheses on the potentials and the nonlinearity (see [11], 20] 2], 22} 26| 9, 29, 23]
and so on).

For (E.) without the critical growth, it seems that the first existence result of concen-
tration solutions and multiple solutions for small £ was obtained by He and Zou in [13].
While for the critical growth, in [30], Wang, Tian, Xu and Zhang considered (F.) with
f(u) replaced by Af(u) and obtained some interesting results, where A > 0 is a large
parameter. It was proved in [30] that ground state solutions and multiple solutions ex-
ist for large A > 0 under the condition inf,cps V(2) < liminfj, . V(x). Moreover, if
inf,egs V() = liminf ;o V(z) = V> and V(v) # V', (E.) does not has ground state
solutions. We point out here that to overcome the obstacle due to the appearance of the
critical nonlinearity u°, the parameter A > 0 should be large enough in [30].

In this paper, we will consider (E.) (without the parameter A\ before f(u)) and study
the existence of concentration solutions in the case that V' (z) has local minimum points.
Our assumptions are as follows.

V' is a locally Holder continuous function satisfying for some positive constant «,

V(z) > a>0forall z € R? (V1)
and
1r[1fV < r%}\nV (V2)

for some open bounded set A.
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f € CH{RT R) satisfies:
(f1) f(s) = o(s’) as s — 07
(f2) The function % is strictly increasing for s > 0;
(f3) 3X > 0 such that f(s) > As? for some 3 < ¢; < 5 (If ¢; = 3, we require a sufficiently
large A, otherwise A can be fixed);
(fa) f(s) < C(1+s]971) for some C' > 0 where 4 < g < 6.

It follows from (f1), (f2) that
0 <4F(s) < f(s)s for all s > 0, (1.3)

where F(s) = [ f(T)dr.
As we are interested in positive solutions, we define f(s) =0 for s < 0.
We define

H— {u e H'(R?)| 3 V(i2)u? < oo.},

with the norm )

ul| s = (/R a|Vaul* + V(z)u2) ’

We call u € H a weak solution to (F.) if for any ¢ € H it holds that
(e%a+ €b/ [Vul?) / VuV +/ V(2)up = / (f(w) + ("))
R3 R3 R3 R3

For I € C'(H,R), we say that [ satisfies Palais-Smale condition ((P.S.) condition in short)
if any sequence {u,} C H with I(u,) bounded, I'(u,) — 0, has a convergent subsequence
in H.

Our main results are as follows:
Theorem 1.1. Suppose that the potential V satisfies (V1), (V) and f € C*(RT,R) satisfies
(f1)-(f1). Then there is an g > 0 such that problem (E.) possesses a positive weak solution

ue € H for all € € (0,e0]. Moreover, u. possesses a maximum z. € A such that V(z.) —
i%f V,ase— 0, and

Ue gaexp(—§|z—z€|>, 2z €R? and ¢ € (0,5, (1.4)
for some positive constants «, [3.
In order to get the multiple solutions for (E.), we need one more assumption:
Mi={zeA V() = 51€an3‘/(5)} £0. (V3)

We recall that, if Y is a closed set of a topological space of X, catx(Y) is the Ljusternik-
Schnirelmann category of Y in X, namely the least number of closed and contractible sets
in X which cover Y. We denote by

M; = {z € R?|dist(z, M) < 5}
the closed d-neighborhood of M, and we shall prove the following multiplicity result
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Theorem 1.2. Suppose that the potential V satisfies (V1), (V2), (V3), and f € C'(RT,R)
satisfies (f1)-(f1). Then, for any 6 > 0 given, there exists €5 > 0 such that, for any
e € (0,e5), the Equation (E.) has at least caty, (M) solutions. Furthermore, if u. denotes
one of these solutions and u. possesses a maximum z. € A\, then

(i) ll_f}f(l] V(z) = H/{f V;

(71) u. < ozexp(—§|z — 2.|) for all z € R3 and € € (0,&5) for some positive constants «, f3.

Remark 1.3. If we replace R® by €, where 2 is a smooth domain in R? (possibly un-
bounded), then Theorem [Tl and Theorem [[.2 remain true.

The proof is based on variational method. The main difficulties lie in the appearance of
the non-local term and the lack of compactness due to the unboundedness of the domain R?
and the nonlinearity with the critical Sobolev growth. As we will see later, the competing
effect of the nonlocal term with the nonlinearity f(u) and the lack of compactness of the
embedding prevent us from using the variational methods in a standard way.

To complete this section, we outline the sketch of our proof.

Define f(s) =0 for s < 0. We will work with the following equation equivalent to (E;)

—<a+b |Vu|2)Au+V(Ez)u: f(u) + v’ in R, .
R? (E:)
u € H'Y(R?), u >0 in R®.

~

The energy functional corresponding to (FE.) is

a 1 b 2 1
Lw =75 | Vul® + §/R3V(5z)u2 + Z( 3 \vu\z) . /R (F(u) + 6<u+)6), e H.,

where H, := {u € H'(R?)| [5s V(e2)u® < 00.} endowed with the norm

lull. = (a/R |Vu|2+/RBV(5z)u2>%. (1.5)

Unlike [13] and [30], where the minimum of V'(x) is global and the mountain-pass lemma
can be used globally, here in the present paper, the condition (V3) is local, hence we need
to use a local mountain-pass argument introduced in [23], which also helps us to overcome
the obstacle caused by the non-compactness due to the unboundedness of the domain. To
this end, we should modify the nonlinear terms.

For the bounded domain A given in (V3), k > 2, @’ > 0 such that f(da’) 4+ (¢/)®> = &’
where « is mentioned in (V}), we consider a new problem
—(a +b |Vu|2)Au + V(ez)u = g(ez,u) in R? (E")
R3

where

9(z,5) = x(2) () + (57 ) + (1 = x(2)) f(5)
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with

f(s)+ (st ifs <d,
J(s) = Yoifs>d

k

and x(z) is a smooth function such that x(z) =1 on A, 0 < x(z) <1 on A"\A, x(z) =0

on R*\A’, where A’ is a suitable open set satisfying A C A’ and V(z) > éng V(¢) for all
€

z € N\A. Tt is easy to see that under the assumptions (f1)-(f1), g(z, s) is a Caratheodory
function and satisfies the following assumptions:

(g1) g(z,8) = o(s®) near s = 0 uniformly on z € R3;

(92) 9(z,8) < f(s) + (s7)%

(g93) 0 < 4G(z,8) < g(z,s)sforall z€ A, s >0o0r 2 € R3\A, s<d;

(g4) 0 < 2F(s) < f(s)s < Las? < 1V(z)s? for all s > 0 with the number k satisfying
k > 2, where F(s) = [; f()dr.

In particular, 0 < 2G(z,s) < g(z,s)s < $V(z)s* for all z € R¥\A',s > 0, where
G(z,s) = [, g(z,7)dr.

The energy functional corresponding to (E!) is

w) =3 2 1

Using a standard method, we can prove that .J. possesses a mountain-pass energy c.. To
deal with the difficulty caused by the non-compactness due to the the critical growth, we
should estimate precisely the value of c. and give a threshold value (see Lemma 2.1l below)
under which the (P.S.).. condition for .J. is satisfied. Moreover, to verify the critical point
ve of J. at the level ¢, is indeed a solution of the original problem (E.), we need to establish
a uniform estimate on L*°-norm of v, (with respect to £) by using the idea introduced by
Li in [I5]. We should point out that the non-local term makes it much more complicated
to estimate the threshold value.

The proof of Theorem is mainly based on Ljusternik-Schnirelmann theory (see [13|
24], for example). Firstly, we apply the penalization method to modify the nonlinearity
f(u) + (uT)5 such that the energy functional of the modified problem satisfies the (P.S.)
condition on an appropriate manifold. Secondly, using the technique due to Benci and
Cerami [4], we establish a relationship between the category of the set M and the number
of solutions for the modified problem. Finally, we prove that, for € > 0 small, the solutions
for the modified problem are in fact solutions for the original problem.

Summarily, the novelty of our results lies in two aspects. Firstly, differently from [13]
and [30], where only the ground states concentrating at the global minimum point of V(z)
were obtained, we can construct a bound state which concentrates exactly at one point
of any prescribed set consisting of local minimum points of V(z). Hence the solutions
obtained in Theorem [[LT] may not be the ground state solution. Secondly, we obtain the
precise threshold value under which the (P.S.) condition for J. is satisfied. So we can get
rid of the large factor A of f(u) in [30].

1 2
=2 v+ —/ V(ez)u? + 9( |w|2) — | G(ez,u), ue H.. (1.6)
R3 R3 R3 R3
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This paper is organized as follows, in Section 2, we give some preliminary results and
obtain a (P.S.) sequence. In Section 3, we will prove that the (P.S.) sequence will converge
in H. to a solution of (E.), which can complete the proof of Theorem [[.Il In Section 4,
we will use the Ljusternik-Schnirelmann theory to prove Theorem

2. PRELIMINARIES

Taking ¢ = 1 for simplicity, we consider the equation
. <a +b \qu)Au +V(2)u = gz, u) in R®. (2.1)
R3
The energy functional associated to (2.1]) is given by

1 b 2
\Vul® + —/ V(2)u® + —< |Vu|2> - / G(z,u), ue H
R3 2 R3 4 R3 R3

_a
)

and J € C'(H,R).

J(u)

Clearly J possesses the mountain-pass geometry construct i.e. de € H, r > 0, such that
lle||g > r and

inf J(u) > J(0) > J(e).

llull =7
Hence, by the mountain pass theorem without (P.S.) condition (see [3]), we obtain a
sequence {u,} such that

J(un) = ¢ >0, J'(u,) =0, as n — oo, (2.2)
where c¢ is the minimax level of functional J given by

¢ = inf sup J(v(t)).
7€l ¢e(0,1)

Here I' = {y € C([0,1], H)|v(0) = 0 and J(v(1)) < 0}.
Moreover, as in [9, 23, 26], we can prove

c= inf supJ(tu) = inf J(u) > 0.
weHu#0 5 we H\{0},(J" (u),u)=0
For the constant ¢, we have the following estimate
Lemma 2.1.
c<tapsty s L <b2S4 + 4aS)%
4 24 24 ’
where S is the best Sobolev constant for the embedding D*?(R?) — L°(R3).

Proof. Without loss of generalities, we assume that 0 € A. Choose R > 0 such that
Byr(0) C A and ¢ € C§°(Bagr(0)) satisfying ¢ = 1 on Bg(0) and 0 < ¢ <1 on Byg(0).
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Given ¢ > 0, we set Vs(z) := p(2)ws(z), where

1 1
(6 + [2]%)*

satisfies

Vws|? = [ |ws|® = 2. (2.3)
R3 R3

We see

/ IViss|> = O(62), as § — 0. (2.4)
R3\Br(0)

Let X5 = [as [Vos|’, where vs := 05/ ([, ) [¥5]° ). We find

X5§S+O< ) as & — 0. (2.5)

There exists t5 > 0 such that sup J(tvs) = J(tsvs). Hence d‘](w‘s li—t, = 0, that is
>0

2
at;s |vw\2+t5/ V(z)|v5|2+bt§(/ Vsl —/ (F(tsvs) + (15095 = 0,
R3 R3 R3 R3
which implies

# b2 (aX5+/ V(z)m\z) <0.
R3

Hence
;
bX2 + <b2X4 +4<aX5 + [ VI(2) 5] ))
0<t< 5 = Ty.
Denote ¢; = bXZ, ¢y = aXs + ng |v(5| then
J(t5U5)
< 1p 2 2\, ba 2\?_ 1 @+
< —t3 a|Vus|” + V(2)|vs|” ) + =5 |Vos|” )] —=ts —CX [ (tsvs)
2 R3 4 R3 6 R3
1 b 2 1
< —To/ (alVesl” + V)lusl) +—T02(/ Vusl?) ——Tg’—m/ (t505) ™!
2 R3 4 R3 6 R3
1 1 1
= =T <aX5 + / V(z)\1)5|2> + ST20XE — =T3¢ — CA / (tsvs) ™t
2 3 4 6 R3

1 1 1 -
= 21 (Cl + 402) + ﬂC? + 10102 —CX /RS (t5U5)q + .

Noting (2.5) and inequality
(a+b)*<a*+ala+b)*'h, a>1, ab>0,
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8
we conclude that
J(tgv(s)
1 1
q@ﬁ%+M%P+CAJ4)§+—§ —&%+CAJ%W§
. C)\tgl—l-l / ,Ug1+1
]R3
3
2 ]. 3 1 6
+§f(5+0®ﬂ> (2.6)

q1+1

<o <b2 (5 + 0(5%))4 + 4a(s + 0(5%)))
Ys

1 3

trab(s+0(H) 0 [ Vg - onp /

4 R3 R3

1 1 :
—§§+Zw§+0®ﬂ

L o 3
— 4
(b°S* 4+ 4aS)2 + 2
. C}\tg1+lvg1+1)'

up to a subsequence, we have ts, vs, — 0 in H as n — oo. Therefore
J(t(;n’l}(;n) — J(O) = O,

0 < ¢ <supJ(tvs,)
£>0

" / V()
R3
We can assume that there is a positive constant t, such that ts > t; > 0, V6 > 0
Otherwise, we could find a sequence 9,, — 0 as n — oo such that t5, — 0 as n — co. Now

which is a contradiction
From (2.6]), to complete the proof, it suffices to show that
lim - / (CV ()02 — OXMET8 ) = o 2.7)
0=0% 52/ Br(0)
(2.8)

1
/ (CV(2)v? — CMET2th < ©
E3\ Bp(0)

and
§—0t )2
In fact,
1 C 52
[ oveso [ Scom
52 JBr) 62 JBr(0) 0 + |2|
and
q1+1
il)\/ tgl+lvg1+1 > C_l)\/ wg1+1:C_1)\ (S 4
02 JBgr(0) 02 JBgr(0) 2 JBr) (8 + 122"
> CNTE

1

If 3 <q <5, ([27) holds, while if ¢, = 3, we choose A = 1/0, (2.7) also holds
2
52

/ CV ()} < O(R),
B>r(0)\Br(0)

Since
eV - ot <
02 JR3\BR(0)
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then (2.8) holds. O
Lemma 2.2. Every sequence {u,} satisfying ([2.2) is bounded in H.

Proof. Observing (g3) and (g4), we have

1
J(un) — Z<J/(un)vun>
1, o, 1
= —lunlly + (9(z, un)uy — 4G(2, uy))
4 1 Jps
1, 1 . i 1
> —unlly + 5 (1 =) (f (un)un — 4F (un)) + (9(2, un)un — AG(2, uy))
4 4 ANA 4 R3\A’
1, ., 1 i 1
2l =5 (1 =x)F(un) = 5 Gz, un)
ANA R3\A/
> =5 [ a-ved- o [ v
=T foa s X T n
1 1
> (1-— —) Il
> (1= 1) Il
By the choice of k, we get the upper bound of ||u,|| 4. O

Lemma 2.3. There is a sequence {z,} C R> and R >0, 3> 0 such that

/ u? > B,
BR(Zn)

where {u,} is the sequence given by Lemma[2.2.

Proof. Suppose by contradiction that the lemma does not hold. Then by the Vanishing
Theorem (Lemma 1.1 of [16]) it follows that

/ |u,|® — 0, asn — oo forall 2 < s <6
R3

and then
/ F(u,) — 0, f(un)u, — 0 as n — oo.
R3 R3

This implies that

1 1
Gl < ¢ | W) g | ()
R3 6 Jautzjun<a’} 6 J(An\A) {2 [un>ar} (2.9)
Q o )
+— u? + (1 —x)u? 4+ o(1)
2k Jm3\an{zlun>a} 2k Jana)ngzlunsay
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and
+46 +1\6
9(z, un)u, = (up )™ + X(uy)
R3 AU{z|un<a'} (AM\A)N{z|lup>a'} (2 10)
a a
+E/ ui+E/ (1 —x)uZ + o(1).
(RN {zlun >0’} (A\M)N{zlun>a'}
Hence, using (J'(u,),u,) = o(1), we conclude that
« « 2
Junll =7 [ -7 (1= +b( [ V)
(R3\A)N{z|un>a’} (AM\A)N{z|un>a’} R3 (2.11)
— [ wre () +o(1).
AU{z|un<a'} (AM\A)N{z|un>a'}
Let [; > 0, Iy > 0 be such that
Junll =% [ w-7f G- —h  (212)
kJ@nanngzlun>al k Janangzlun>a}
and
2
b< |Vun|2> — Iy as n — oo. (2.13)
R3

It is easy to check that {; > 0, otherwise ||u,|lg — 0 as n — oo which contradicts ¢ > 0.

From (211), [@212), @I3), we get

L/' (u;>6+1/’ X’ =1y + 1y (2.14)
AU{z|un<a} (A\A)N{z|un>a}
By 239), 12), @I4) and J(u,) = ¢+ o(1) we have
1 1
> — — 5. .
C =~ 3l1+1212 (2 15)

Now, using the definition of the constant S, we have

o) o
el = —

/ -7 -~
kJEa\a)ngztun>a) k Joanantzlun>at

1
sas([ @+ | (w)’)’
AU{z|un<a'} (AM\A)N{z|un>a'}
2

2 2 2 +16 163
b( [ IVual?) =08 ( (u)’ + w(w))"
R3 AU{z|un<a'} (A\MN{z|un>a’}

Taking the limit in the above two inequalities, as n — oo, we achieve that

I > aS(ly + )3

and

and
Iy > bS?(Iy + 1,)5.
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Hence
L bST+ (VS + 4aS)%
(I + )5 > 5

and 1 1 1 1

C 2 §l1 + —lg Z —aS(l1 + lg)% + —b52(l1 + lg)%

1 3

> “abS3 4 —p3SE & 2 o 3

_4abS 2465 24(65 + 4aS)2,
which contradicts Lemma 2.1] U

Lemma 2.4. The sequence {z,} given in Lemmal2.3 is bounded in R3.

Proof. For each p > 0 consider a smooth cut-off function 0 < ¢, <1 such that

0if |z| < p, C
= < —.
vel) {1 it 22, VIS

Using (J'(uy), ¢¥,un) = o(1), we obtain

a/RS|Vun|2¢p+a/Rg (Vun-pr)un+b/[RS|Vun|2</Rg |wn|2wp+/Rg (V- Vi),

V(2)u?
= [ vy,
— /RS 9(z, un)un), + o(1).

Choose p large enough such that A" C B,(0), we have

(1-7) [ Ve,

<—a/ (Vu, - Vi,)u / |V, |? / (Vu, - Vp,)u, + o(1)

< ¢ / Vunllu] + £ / Vi / Vetalun] + 0(1)

<—+0 (1).
p

Hence we get

C
/ uz < —+o(1).
|21>2p P

If {2,} is unbounded, Lemma [2.3] and the above estimate give that

0<p<Z
p

which leads to a contradiction for large p. 0
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Using standard argument, up to a subsequence, we may assume that there is u € H such

that
U, — uin H,

n— uin L]

loc

(R?) for all 1 < s < 6, (2.16)
u, — u a.e. in R
By Lemma 2.3 and Lemma 2.4] u is nontrivial. Moreover, for any ¢ € H, we get

Vu -V + / V(z)up+bA | Vu- -V — / g(z,u)p =0, (2.17)
R3

R3 R3 R3

where A := lim [o, |Vu,|* and Jas |Vu|*> < A. Taking ¢ = u, we get
n—oo

(J'(u),u) <0.
Now, we prove that

(J'(u),u) = 0. (2.18)
Assuming the contrary, if (J'(u),u) < 0, there is a unique 0 < ¢ < 1 such that

(J'(tu), tu) = 0.

So,

¢ < J(tu) — i(J’(tu),tw

:§<a ‘VU‘QJF/RB /R3 legz tu) tu—G(z,tu))
/ |Vul? +/ (2)u / ig (z,u)u — G(z,u)) (2.19)
nlggo Z< |Vl + /R 3V(z>u3;) + /R 3 Gg(z,unm—c:(z,un))

— H%O{J(un) — i<J'(un),un>} =,

which causes a contradiction. Hence, (2.I8) follows and A = [o, |[Vu|*. Using (2.19) again
with ¢t = 1, we conclude J(u) = c.
Hence, we indeed prove

/\

| N

Proposition 2.5. The functional J. possesses a nontrivial critical point v. € H. such that

J. (v, nf sup J. = 1nf sup J; inf Je(u), 2.20
(ve) =i s (v(1)) _Inf | Sup (Tu) = et b o () (2.20)

where I' = {v € C([0, 1], H.)|y(0) =0 and Je(fy(l)) < 0}.



KIRCHHOFF TYPE PROBLEMS WITH CRITICAL SOBOLEV EXPONENTS 13
Now, we consider the following equation
—(a + b/ |Vu|2)Au +Vu = f(u) +u® in R?,
R3
u€ H'Y(R?), u>0in R?

(2.21)

where V is a positive constant. The functional corresponding to ([Z.21]) is

g _a 2 1 1/,,2 é 22_/ 1_4_6
o) =5 [ IVu +2/]Rgvu +4( Ra\Vu\) ; (F(u>+6(u ).

Proposition 2.6. Suppose that f(u) satisfies (f1)-(f1), then (Z21)) has a positive ground-
state solution w € H'(R?) N C2*(R?), such that Ii-(w) = ¢ > 0, where

loc

cy = inf Iy (u)
14

and
Ny = {u e H'(R?)|u # 0, (I'y(u), u) = 0}

18 the Nehari manifold of Iz. Moreover, I7=(w) = inf sup I#(7u).
f f Iy 7(w) we LR (0) 7213 (Tu)

Proof. Similar to the proof of Proposition 2.5, we can get the existence of a w € H'(R?)
such that I'y(w) = 0 and It+(w) = ¢ > 0. By elliptic regularity theory, w € C%(R?).
Since f(s) = 0 for s < 0, w > 0. By the strong maximum principle, w > 0. Similar to

Proposition = inf sup I+ (1u).
P 23 ev weHI B\ (0} 50 v(Tu)

OJ
For Vj := mj&n V', let w be a ground-state solution to the equation
— (a +b |Vw|2>Aw +Vow = f(w) + (w')® (2.22)
R3
satisfying

I = inf I =y, 2.23
Vo (w) veHll(%%\{O} iglg Vo (TU> Cvy ( )

Lemma 2.7.
Jo(ve) < eyy + o(1). (2.24)
Proof. The proof is similar to what was done in [23]. Let zy € A be such that V(z9) = Vp

£z—20

and u.(z) = n(T)w(”E;ZO) where 7 is a smooth cut-off function with 0 <n <1, n=1
on B;(0), n = 0 on R3\ By(0), |[Vn| < C. Since w > 0, by the arguments as in the proof of

Lemma 2.]], there is a unique ¢, > 0 such that stlilo) J:(tus) = Jo(t-u.) and %ngtg =0,
i.e.

2
at. / Vu]? + t. / V(gz)u§+bt§( \Vu€|2> . / <f(t€u€)u€+t§ug>:0. (2.25)
R3 R3 R3 R3
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We claim that there exist ty, Ty > 0 such that 0 < ¢ty < t. < Ty which will be proved later.
Let 2" = =20 we see

2
at. / V() + t. / V(e + 20)(w(=)) + bt / Vu())
B4 (0) B_1 (0) B_1 (0)

Ve Ve v

— w2 )w(Z) — 10 w('))’ = o(1).
Lk@ﬂt())(> ték@((» (1)

Since 0 < tg < t. < Tj, going if necessary to a subsequence, t. — T > 0, then
2
T | |Vu())?+ T/ Vo(w(2)? + bT3</ t|Vw(z')|2>
R3 R3 R3
FTuE)u) - 1° [ () =0
R3

Since w is a weak solution to (2.22), we get

e o ) (18 e

y (f2), t- = T = 1. Direct calculations show that

sup J.(tu,)
>0

= J.(teu.)
at2 bt 2\ 2 ts 6
5t [ [ ) [ e [ o

- /Iv Py [ ([ val) = [ P =g [ ut o)

= CVO + 0(1)
Thus (2.:24)) follows.

At last, we prove the claim that 0 < ty < t, < Ty. Assuming the contrary that . — 0,
then by (f1), (f1), we get that
2
Yl + ta/ V(es)u? + bt (/ Y l?)
R3 R3 RS
f(tou)u. + ti/ ul < thj/ u? + Ct;j/ ul.
RS R3 R3 R3

Direct computations yield

ta(a R3|Vw|2+/RS Vow2+0(1)) +t§(b( 3 |Vw|2)2+0(1)>

< thj(/Rg w4+o(1)) +Ct§(/Raw6+o(1)),

(2.26)

RS

(2.27)
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which leads to a contradiction.

If t. — oo, then
2
ata/ V| +t5/ V(ez)u? + bt </ |Vua|2)
R3 R3 R3

Y / Wb > 17 / o
R3 R3

R3

2
a/ \Vw\2+/ Vow2+t§b</ \Vw|2> Zti(/ w6—|—0(1)>,
R3 R3 R3 R3

which is a contradiction.

Since (J'.(v:),v:) = 0, we have, from (2.24) that

a 2 1 2 b 22
¢ Pr= | v hd X
2/R$|VU| +2/RS ()02 + 5 ( R3|W|>

< ey +o(l) + . G(ez,v.)
R

< C+/ G(ez,v.) +/ G(ez,ve) +/ G(ez,ve)
Ale (A7 /e)\(A/e) R3\ (A /e)

1 1
<ol / glez v + / V() (F(v.) + D).
AJe (A /e)\(A/e)

1 1
+/ (1—X(5z))—V(az)v€2 —i—/ —V(az)vf
(A /(A /2) 2k Ra\(A/e) 2K
1 1
<C+ —/ glez, v )v. + —(a/ V.| +/ V(az)vf)
4 ]R3 2]{7 ]R3 ]R3

2
<c4l (a/ |w5|2+/ V(ez)v3+b(/ V) )
R3 R3 R3

which gives that

Hence,

G . %) <a 5 IVo.|? + /R V(az>vf) <C.

Consider the following equation
— <a+b |Vu|2>Au+Vn(z)u = fu(z,u) in R?
R3

where {V,,} (n =1,---) satisfies

Vi(2) > a >0 for all z € R?,

15

(2.28)

(2.29)

(2.30)
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and f,(z,t) is a Carathedory function such that for any ¢ > 0, there exists C. > 0 and
|fo(z,0)| < elt] + CLJt|°, ¥(z,t) € R® x R. (2.31)

Lemma 2.8. Assume that v, are weak solutions to [2.30) satisfying ||vs| m@sy < C for
n e N. If {|v,|°} is uniformly integrable near co, i.e. ¥6 > 0, 3R > 0, for any r > R,
Jes\s.0) 0,|® < 8, then

lim v,(2) = 0 uniformly for n. (2.32)

|z]—00

Proof. Following [I5], for any R > 0,0 <r < £ let n € C*(R"), 0 < n < 1 with

1if |z| > R,
_{Oif|z|§R—r,

V| < €. Set (v,), = min(vy, L) where L > 0. Taking o = 77221”(21”)%(5_1) forf>1asa
test function in (2.30). Considering (2.31]), we see that for Ve > 0, 3C. > 0, such that

(a +b \an\2> / Vv, Vv —i—/ Vo(2)v,0 < 5/ v, 0 + C. V2.
R3 R3 R3 R3 R3

Taking ¢ = a, we get
(a +b |an|2> / Vu,Vu < C’/
R3 R3

For simplicity, we denote by A, := (a +b fRS |an|2>. We rewrite the above inequality as

A2 [ (90 Vim0 + [ 190,030
205 -1) [ VL)) <€ [ o)
By Young’s inequality ,we have
/\wn| ()27 1 (8 —1/\vvn P ()300)

<cA, / V2o (0) 20D 4 ¢ / 72 (02D,

It is clear that a < A,, < a* for some a* > 0. Therefore We can rewrite the above inequality
as

[ 19u P+ 03 =1 [ V)P

(2.33)
< [ Vil e [ o),
R3 R3
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Let W, = nvn(vn)(LB D by Sobolev’s inequality and (233), we have
Wil < [ 1w’
R3
< [ 1Vl 4 0 [ v
R3 R3
+O(5 -1 / 79 (0), (o)

<c( [ b+ [ dvare)).
R3 R3
We claim that there exists R > 1, independent of n, such that
v, is bounded in L'®{|z| > R}. (2.35)
In fact, let 5 = 3 and use (2Z34]), we have

([ tmate)’)’
<o(f i) (f ) +e [ waii;

6 %
<C( [ 0ma@)’) Toallsquizn + € [ 190PeE 01
R3 R3
6

Since ¢ is uniformly integrable near infinity, 3 R > 1, such that for any R > R,

1
4
vallz6gz>Rm/2) < Yok

(2.34)

Hence we get

(/|Z|ZR (vn(vn)%)ﬁ>é < </RS (Uvn(vn)%)ﬁ)é < C’/RS (V202 (v,) < %/Rg W8,

Taking r = %, we have
1
([ ) <o [ ot
|2[>R R3

Letting L — oo, we get that
/ vy < C,
l2[>R
which gives (2.35)).

Let t = 2, suppose v, € L¥/(=V{|z| > R — r} for some 3 > 1, ([234), [2.35) give that

1)\ 11/t 1-1/t
Wil < ca(f - am )T e)
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+Cﬁ2 (R3 _ (R . r)?’)l/t </ (Uiﬁt/(t_l)))l_l/t
|z|>R—r

r2

< (e[, )

Letting L — oo, we obtain

3/t

R
anniésﬁ{\z\zR} < Cﬁ2<1 +

2
7,2 >||Un||L52ﬂt/(t—1){‘z‘2R}'
If we set x =3(t —1)/t, s =2t/(t — 1), then

R3/t
[0nll Loxsgzismy < CYPBMYP(1 + 7)1/26||Un||L»BS{|z|2R—r}-

Let 6 =x™, m=1,2,..., then we get

R3/tN\ 1/(2x™)
) [Vl Lxms 2> R=r} - (2.36)

||Un||LXm+1S{\z\2R} S CX*mexfm <1 + 7‘2
If 7, = 2™V R, then (Z.36) implies

<

ol et 1212y o ll 1 1215 R

m

S CZ?L X*iXZ?Q ix " exp (Z ln(22(i+1)>/(2xi)> HUnHLXS{\z\ZR—rl}
i=1

< CllvnllLsgizi>r/2) -
Letting m — oo, we get
vnll oo qz1>Ry < Cllvnll Lo21>Rr/2}-

Since {v%} is uniformly integrable near infinity, (2.32)) follows. O

3. PROOF OoF THEOREM [I.1]

For € > 0, let v, be the mountain-pass solution to (E!) given by Proposition For any
sequence {&,} satisfying ¢,, — 07, denote by v, :=v.,, J, := J., and H,, := H. . Then v,
satisfies

— (a +0b \an|2> Av, +V(en2)vn = g(enz,v,) in R, (3.1)
R3

Hence v, is a critical point of the following functional J,, and by (229)), v, is bounded in
H,.
Similar to Lemma 23, we have

Lemma 3.1. There is a sequence {y,} C R® and R > 0, 8 > 0 such that

/ vh > .
Br(yn)

Lemma 3.2. ¢,y, is bounded in R®. Moreover, dist(¢,yn, ') < e, R.
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Proof. For § > 0, define K; = {z € R¥|dist(z,A’) < §}. We set ¢., (z) = ¢(g,2) where
¢ € C>=(R3,[0,1]) is such that

, 2 & K,
cb(Z):{l PR g <

= Q

0, ze /N,

Taking v, ., as a test function in (3.1]), using (g4) and the fact that suppe., N(A'/e,) =0,

we get
a(1 - %) /R Unden < (1 - %) /R Vienz)vnde,
< —<a +0b |an|2) / Un(Ve, - Vuy)
R3 R3

€ €
< C—"/ o[ Vo] < CZ2
5 R3 5
If there is a subsequence &,, — 07 such that

BR(ynJ) m {Z E R3,€njz E K&} = @’

1 Ens
a(l — —) / vij <(C—2,
k BR(ynj) 5

which contradicts Lemma[3.Il Thus, for all small e, there is a 3/, such that ,y/,, € Ks and
[, — yn| < R. It is easy to verify that dist(e,y,, A’) < e,R + ¢ and by the arbitrariness
of 9, we complete the proof. O

then

From Lemma [3.2] we can assume that €,y, € A’ for all £, small enough. Otherwise, we
can replace y, by e, 'z, where z,, € A’ and |y, — ¢, x,| < R. Thus

0<p< / vh < / vn
BR(yn) B2R(5ﬁlxn)

and if we replace R by 2R in Lemma 3.1, we have our claim.

Lemma 3.3.
lim V(eyn) = V. (3.2)

n—oo

Proof. Since €,y, € N, up to a subsequence, €,y, — 1o € N, we shall prove that V(zq) =
Vo. We have already known that V(xg) > V. Let we set w,(z) = v,(z + y,), from (BT
and Lemma 3.1l we have

/ w? > B> 0 for all n,
Br(0)

— (a +b \an|2> Aw, + V(enz + enn)wn = g(enz + EnYn, Wy)
]R3



20 YI HE, GONGBAO LI AND SHUANGJIE PENG

and ||wy ||z = ||vn||gr is bounded. Up to a subsequence, 3w € H'(R3)\{0}, such that

w, — w in H'(R?),
w, — w in L (R?) for all 1 < p < 6,

Wy, — W a.e.

and denote by A := lim [g, |an|2, it is clear that [pq |Vw|2 < A
n—o0
Taking ¢ € C5°(R?) as a test function in (B.1)), by (B.3]), we have

(a+bA) [ VwVe+ /

R3 R3

Viawe = [ atw)e Ve € (),
where G(w) = x(z0)(f(w) + w®) + (1 — x(z0)) f(w). By density, we get

(a+bA) | VwVe+ /

R3 R3

V(wo)wp = / g(w)p Vo € H'(R).

RS
Choose ¢ = w, then
(Jo,(w),w) <0,

where, G (s) = [; g ()dr and

1

2
_a J—
2" Jas

o ) 1/ 2, 1 )
Topw) = Val'+5 | Vi +70( 3 [Vl

Moreover, with the same argument to prove (2.19), we conclude

and

/ Vuw|” = A = lim/ \Vw,|?,
R3 n—oo R3

which implies that w > 0 is a critical point of .J,,.

Now we prove V(zg) = Vi. Assuming to the contrary that V' (zg) > V. Denote by

= inf  sup Iy (uy)(Tu).

V@) = e R (0} 190

(3.3)

G(w), ue H' (R?).
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Let ¢,, be the mountain-pass energy of J,,. Then c,, > CV (ap) Since T (u) > Iy (o) ().
Hence

_ 1 -
CV(:(:O) < Cxg < ']wo(w> - Z(Jxo(w>7w>

-1 /R Vol + V(zou? + /R (9t - Gta)

1
< lim - a\an\z + V(enz + 5nyn>wr2z

e (3.4)
+/ (—g(enz + Enlns Wn) Wy — G(en2 + EnYn, wn)>
s \4
.1 2 2 1
= lim — alVu,|” + V(e 2)vi + <—g(5nz,vn)vn — G(enz, vn)>
n—00 R3 R3 4
1
= lim J,(v,) — = {(J'n(vn), v) < cyp.
n—00 4

Denote w' be a critical point of Iy (,,) with minimal energy, there exists a ¢’ > 0 such
that

Iy, (t'w") = sup Iy, (tw').
>0

Since V(xg) > Vi, we have

su%) Iy, (tw') = Iy, (t'w') < Tz (t'w') < sug) Iy (z0) (") = Ty (g0) (W) = Cv(ay),
> >

then cy, < ¢y (g), which contradicts (3.4), thus (B.2) follows. O
Proof of Theorem L1l Since V(xg) = Vj, then ¢y, = cy(y,). Combining with (3:4)), we

get
lim/ \an\Zz/ YVl
n—oo R3 R3

From Sobolev’s inequality, {|w,|} is uniformly integrable near infinity. Lemma 2.8 yields

| l|im wy,(2) = 0 uniformly for n. (3.5)
Z|—00

which implies that there is a p such that w,(z) < o for all |z| > p and large n, that is
— (a +b |an\2>Awn + V(enz + enYn)wn = flwy,) +w? in |z| > p.
R3

On the other hand, if |2] < p, by Lemma B3] we get B:, ,(e,y,) C A for all e, small
enough. So g(£,2 + enyn, wy) = f(wy,) + w3 and

— (a + b/ \an|2> Aw, + V(g2 + epyn)w, = f(wy,) +w? in R (3.6)
R3

Combining with the arbitrariness of {¢,}, we have obtained the existence of solutions v,

A

for (E.), which is equivalent to the existence of solutions w. for problem (E.).
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Now we claim that if P, is a maximum of w,,, then
wy(Py) > d

for all n.
Indeed, if w,(P,) < @', taking w, as a test function for (3.6]), we get

/ V(enz + enyn)w? < f(wy)w, +ws,
]R3 R3

which gives

Oé/ wi < f(wnwn‘l"w /'w wi)
R3 R3 R3

< [Lu(X <a’>4>=g/ng2

where k > 2. Hence we got a contradiction.

By B.3), P, must be bounded. Denote z,, = €, P,,+€,Yy, it is clear that z, is a maximum
of u.,. Combining with Lemma B.3] and the arbitrariness of {¢,}, we have obtained the
concentration result in Theorem [I.1]

To complete the proof, we only need to prove the exponential decay of u.. Since the
proof is standard (see [23], B0], for example), we omit it here. O

4. MULTIPLICITY OF SOLUTIONS TO (E.)

Suppose that V be a Banach space, V be a C'-manifold of V and I : V — R a C*-
functional. We say that |, satisfies the (P.S.) condition at level ¢ ((P.S.). in short) if
any sequence {u,} C V such that I(u,) — ¢ and |I'(u,)|« — 0 contains a convergent
subsequence. Here ||I'(u)||« denotes the norm of the derivative of I restricted to V at the
point v € V.

Proposition 4.1. The functional restricted to N satisfies (P.S.). condition for each ¢ €
<O, 2abS?® + 5 b* S0 + o (5" + 4aS)%> , where
Nz = {u € HA{O}{J'<(u), u) = 0}.
Proof. Let {u,} C N be such that
Je(up) = c and ||J'o(un)]]« — 0 as n — oo. (4.1)
There exists {\,} C R such that
J'e(un) = An¢'c(un) + 0(1),

where

(1) = (J'<(u), u).

Since {u,} C N, we have that
0= (J'c(tn), un) = Al o (un), un) + o(1) [ .
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Direct calculations show that {u,} is bounded in H., we have that
U, — uin H,,
u, —uin Ly 1 <s <6, (4.2)

loc

U, — U €.

(42) and the fact (fs(:f))’ > 0, (f(ss))’ > 0 for all s > 0 imply that
(¢'(un), un)

2
:2/(MV%f+V@@MQ+M(/|me>—i/(j@AWMﬁ+g@@uQ%)
R3 R3 R3

= —2@/ |V, |* — 2/ V(ez)u? +/ (3g(e2, un)uy — ¢’ (22, up)u?)
R3 R3

— 2 /RS Vu,|* — 2 /RS V(ez)ul + /RS x(e2) <3f(un)un — [ (un)ul, — 2(“:)6)
[ =) (3 = )

< 9% / Va2 / Vel + / 2(1 — x(e2)) Fun)un

R3

< —Qa/ |Vun|2—2/ V(ez)ui%—g/ V(ez)u?
R3 R3 k Jgrs
1 2 2
< _ _Z
< 2(1 k> [CL/R3 |V, —i—/}R3 V(az)un]

= 21 ) .

We may suppose that (¢, (u,),u,) — | < 0. Hence the above expression shows that
An — 0 and therefore we conclude that J'.(u,) — 0 as n — oo in the dual space of H..
Now, we claim that, for each § > 0, there exists R > 0 such that

lim (a|Vun|* + V(ez)u?) < . (4.3)

"% SR\ BR(0)
In fact, first, we may assume that R is chosen so that (A’/e) C Bpg/2(0). Let ng be a
smooth cut-off function such that ng = 0 on Br/»(0), ng = 1 on R*\Bg(0), 0 < nr < 1
and |Vng| < &. Since {u,} is a bounded (P.S.) sequence, we have
(J'(un), nrun) — 0 as n — oo.
Thus
o [ (Vu) Vo) + [ VeEzn+b [ 1Val [ (9 (Tomu)
R R R

RS

1
z/g@WMWw+dDS—/¥%wﬁw+dU
R3 k R3
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We conclude that
1

a/ |V, |” + <1 - —) / V(ez)u?
R3\ BR(0) k7 Jr3\Br(0)

C C
< RlIVunll s llwnll2@s) + 1 Vtnllzs) [unllves) +o(1),

and (4.3) follows.
We claim that

/RS glez,un)u, — [ g(ez, u)u. (4.4)

R3
In fact, we can use ([AL.2) and Dominated Convergence Theorem to show that

/B XS [ )

Br(0)
and

/B o (1= x(£2) f (n)un — (1= x(e2)) f(w)u.

Br(0)
In order to get (4.4]), we just need to prove that

/ We)w)’ = [ e (4.5)
Br(0) Br(0)

Since {u,} is bounded in H'(R?), we may suppose that
Vo> — |Vu'|? + pand Juf|® — |ut|® + v,
where ;1 and v are bounded nonnegative measure in R3. By the Concentration Compactness

Principle II (Lemma 1.1 of [I7]), we obtain an at most countable index set I', sequence
{z;} C R3 and {u;}, {v;} C (0,0) such that
> Z,uiémi, v = Z v;0,, and S(Vi)% < ;. (4.6)
i€l =
It suffices to show that {z;}ier N {z|x(ez) > 0} = 0. Suppose, by contradiction, that
x(ex;) > 0 for some ¢ € I'. Define, for p > 0, the function ¢,(z) := ¢(=*) where ¥ is
a smooth cut-off function such that v» = 1 on B;(0), ¥ = 0 on R*\B,(0), 0 < ¢ < 1 and
|Vip| < C. we suppose that p is chosen in such a way that the support of v, is contained
in {z|x(ez) > 0}. We see
(J'(un), Ypurt) — 0 as n — oo,
ie.

o [ uiPe,va [ (Fur-veur+ [ Vs,

+b( ; |Vun|2)< 3 |Vu:|2wp) +b(/RS|Vun|2> (/R (vu;-wp)u;) (4.7)
- [ sz, = o)
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Since

Tim ‘ / VY, )u
n—o0 R3

<o [ wivuf) < o( /B » ([ » v l)’

1

SC’(/ u6>g—>0asp—>0,
Bap(i)

n—o0

lima/ |Vuf{\21/1p > a/ \Vu+|21pp + ap; = ap; as p — 0,
R3 R3

Tad( [ 190) ([ 1vaife,) = Te( [ 9ufe,)

2
zb</ |Vu+|2¢p+m) — b as p — 0,
R3

Tm [ V(ez)(u)) e, = / V(ez)(uh)*p, — 0 as p — 0,
R3

n—oo R3

and similarly,

lim g(ez, un)ul v,
n—o0 R3

= [ e+ [ 0= xenfu,+ [ xe v+ e

— x(ex;)v; as p — 0,
we obtain from (4.7) that
ap; + b < x(ex;)v;.

Combining with ([4.6]), we have

bS? + Vb25* + 4aS

QX(EZL'Z)

wl=

(i)

>

T ([ 1val) - ([ aave?)’

25
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On the other hand,
c+o(1)

.
1 (J'e(un), un)

> ia/[R3 Vul ]’ + i /R3 Viez)(uh)? + /R3 (ig(sz,un)un — G(sz,un)>
=0 [ v+ 1 [ veawd? s [ xen (e - Fw)

= J-(un) —

1 1~ -
o [xe) + [ = (G - Fu)
RS
1 1 N
1 / V] + / Viez) ) + = / Ve — L / (1 — v(e2)) F(un)
= ¢ 12 Js 2 Jus
1 2 1 2 1 6
S = + < + . +
>0 [ Vil [ Ve + 55 [ v
1 + 2
-7 L =)
1 9 1 6
> + il +
> 30 [ Va5 [ v
1 1
> Zaq L — Y
> 4@/% + 12)((5@)1/2 +0o(1),
and hence
1 1
c > 4aS(I/Z)3 + 12)((5@)%
- 1 SbSQ+\/b2S4+4a e ')<sz+\/b2S4—|—4aS)3
=4 2x(ex;) 12 i 2x(ex;)
- 1 Sb52 + vb25% + 448 L1 <652 +/b25% + 4aS>3
- 4 2 12 2
1 1 3
= Zang + ﬂngG (b254 + 4aS) 2

This leads to a contradiction, hence (4.5]) holds, then (4.4]) follows.
Since (J'-(uy), un) — 0, then

2
a2 +5( [ 190a)" = [ glezsuan 05 0 - oc. (48)
R3 R3

By (4.2]), u satisfies
—(a+bA)Au+V(ez)u = g(ez,u),
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where A := nh_)n;() Jas IV, | > Jas |Vu|?. Then

l|u||? + bA/ Vi, |” — / glez,u)u = 0. (4.9)
R3 R3
Combining ([44), ([A8) with ([4.9), we get

u, — uin H, as n — 0o.

Proposition 4.2. For any 6 > 0, there exists e5 > 0 such that for any ¢ € (0,¢e5), the
Equation (EL) has at least caty, (M) solutions.

Before proving this proposition, we need some lemmas.

Lemma 4.3. (See Chapter II, 3.2. of [1]) Let I be a C*-functional defined on a C-Finsler
manifold V. If I is bounded from below and satisfies the (PS) condition, then I has at least
caty(V) distinct critical points.

Lemma 4.4. (See Lemma 4.3 of [4]) Let I', QF, Q~ be closed sets with Q= C Q*t. Let
O:Q =T, B:T — QF be two continuous maps such that S o ® is homotopically equiva-
lent to the embedding Id : Q= — Q. Then catr(T) > catg+(27).

From Proposition 2.6, denote by w € H'(R?) such that I'y,(w) = 0 and Iy, (w) = cy,
where Iy, ¢y, have been mentioned in (2.23)).

Let us consider § > 0 such that Ms; C A and a smooth cut-off function n with 0 < n <1,
n=1on B;(0), n =0 on R3\By(0), |Vn| < C. For any y € M, we define the function

ez —y ez —y
bt (R 2
and t. > 0 satisfying max Je(ttpey) = J=(t-1):,) and %\t:%w =0.
Define @, : M — N by

(I)e(y) = tewe,y-
As we prove Lemma 2.7, we have

Lemma 4.5. Uniformly for y € M, we have
lim J.(®.(y)) = cv,- (4.10)

e—0t

Consider 6 > 0 such that Ms C A and choose p = p(6) > 0 satisfying M; C B,(0). Let
T : R® — R3 be defined as T(z) := z for |z] < p and Y(2) := pz/|z| for |z| > p, and
consider the map . : N. — R? given by

Y (e2)u?
Be(u) == 7IR3 .

fR3 u?
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Moreover, we conclude that

lim 5.(®.(y)) = y uniformly for y € M. (4.11)

e—0t

In fact, Let 2’ = =¥, we see

L Jw (TE +y) yﬁf(v520uﬂ(%)_

B€((I)€(y)> f377 \/72 'LU2( )

Direct calculations show that,

/ (Ve Yw*(2) — | w?>0ase—0.
R3

R3
Since y € M and M is compact,

[ e ) = (V)
< / T ) = T

NG

< 0(1)/ w?(2') — 0 as € — 0 uniformly for y € M.
B3 (0)

Hence (@IT]) holds.

Lemma 4.6. Let ¢, — 0% and u, € N, such that J., (u,) — cy,. Then there exists
{yn} C R® such that the sequence u,(z + y,) has a convergent subsequence in H'(R3).
Moreover, up to a subsequence, €,y, — y € M.

Proof. Direct calculations show that {u,} is bounded in H'(R?), the same arguments
employed in Lemma 23] provides a sequence {y,} C R3 and positive constants R, 3 such

that
/ lun|* > 8 > 0.
BR (yn)

Denote by 4, (2) = u,(z + y,), going if necessary to a subsequence, we can assume that
i, — 4 # 0 in H'(R?). (4.12)
Let t, > 0 be such that t,u, € Ny,, where Ny, := {u € H (R*)\{0}|(I"y,(u),u) = 0}. By
the definition of Iy, cy,, we obtain
cvy < Iy (tptiy) = Ty, (thun) < Je, (thuy,) < Jo, (uy) = ey, + o(1),

from which it follows that Iy, (t,@,) — cy,.

We claim, up to a subsequence, that ¢,, — to > 0. Direct computations show that {¢,a,}
is bounded in H'(R?). Since , does not converge to 0 in H'(R?), there exists a &' > 0
such that ||t,| g ®sy > & > 0. Therefore, 0 < #,0" < ||tptn|lmwsy < C. Thus {t,} is
bounded and we can suppose that ¢, — tg > 0. If {5 = 0, in view of the boundedness
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of {u,} in HY(R?), we have t,1u, — 0 in H*(R?®). Hence Iy(t,4,) — 0, which contradicts
Cy, > 0.
Denote by i, := t,u,, u = tyt, we have
Iy, (i) = cvpy, Ty — @ in HY(RY). (4.13)

In fact, by the Ekeland’s Variational Principle in [10], there exists a sequence {w,} C Ny,
satisfying

Wy, — Uy — 0in HY(R?), Iy, (W) — cvy, [Ty (0n) | — 0. (4.14)
Using the same arguments as in the proof of Proposition L1l we get that
I'y, (,) = 0 as n — oo. (4.15)
By (@.13), (.14,
W, — 0 in H'(R?). (4.16)
Using the same arguments as in the proof of (2ZI8)), we conclude that @ € Ny,. Hence
. . 1 RN
v < D) = Tu(@) - (T (@), )

— 1 [ @virsvian + [ (Gr@a-ra)+ g [ @
< lim (a\vwn|2+%(wn)2>+43<

n—o00 R3

Sy
=
s
&
s
3
|
g
s
&
N—
_l’_
T
&
s
%

) . 1 A
= lim Iy, (w,) — Z(l’vo(wn),wn) = cyp-
n—oo

Thus
[ @V + ot [ @i+ V@) as - o,
R3 R3
which combined with (£I4) and ([£I6) yields
i, — @ in H'(R?). (4.17)

Now, we are going to prove that €,y, — y € M. First, as we prove Lemma B.2] we
can prove that {e,y,} is bounded and ¢,y, — y € A’. Hence it suffices to show that
Viy)=Vy:= inf V. Arguing by contradiction again, we assume that V' (y) > V4. Recalling

([E17), we get that

= Iy(a
< —a/ Vil + / )(a)ﬁib(/ vil?) 2—/ F(a)+%(a+>6)

Cv,

1 1 2
< lim L |V, |? + / V(enz + €nyn) (i) +—b( |van|2)
n—oo R3 2 R3 4
1
- [ (P + 5@
R3 6
< lim J., (tyu,) < lim J;, (uy) = ey,

n—o0 n—oo
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which does not make sense, thus V(y) = V; and the proof is completed.

Define _
Nz = {u € N|Jo(u) < ey, + h(e)},

where h(e) := sup |J.(P.(y)) — cv,|. we can deduce from Lemma that, h(e) — 0 as
yeM

e — 0. By the definition of h(e), we know that, for any y € M and € > 0, ®.(y) € N.

and N, # 0.

Lemma 4.7. For any 6 > 0, we have

lim sup dist(B:(u), M) = 0.

+ ~
e—0 UENE

Proof. Let {e,} C R be such that e, — 07. By definition, there exists u,, € /Van such that

dist (8., (un), Ms) = sup dist(B., (u), Ms) + o(1).
ueﬁsn

Thus it suffices to find a sequence {g,} C M;s such that
| B (un) = | = o(1).
Since u,, € X/;n C MN.,, we can use the definition of N’an to obtain

oy < inf T, (u) < e (un) < oy, + h(en),

(4.18)

therefore, J., (u,) — cy,. By Lemma LG, we can get a sequence {y,} and v € H'(R3)\{0}

such that

Un (2 + yp) — @ in H'(R?).
Moreover, up to a subsequence,

Un = Enlyn — Yy € M C M

By direct computations,

. fRa (T(enz + Un) = Un)Un (2 + yn)
Peultn) =t [RRIERS |

By (4.19), we have
/ ui(z+y,) — [ @ >0
R3 R3
and {u?(z + y,)} is uniformly integrable near oo, i.e. ¥§’ > 0, 3R > 0 such that

/ uZ(z +yn) < ' /4p.
R3\BRr(0)

(4.19)
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Thus

’/]I@\B 0 (T(é‘nz + ﬂn) — ﬂn)ﬂi(z -+ yn) < 2p- (5//40) _ 5,/2.

Since {g,} C Ms and Mjs is compact, then

J RGO AR AT TR

(0)
— ‘/B o (Y(enz + Gn) — Y(Gn)) @2 (2 + yn)
1

Sd)l%mﬁ@+%oédw<&ﬂ

for all n large enough. Hence (AI8) follows, the lemma is proved. O

Proof of Proposition Given § > 0 such that Ms C A, we can use Lemma [£5]
Lemma (L7 and ([@IT]) to obtain e5 > 0 such that for any ¢ € (0, ¢5), the diagram
MEB N5 M
is well defined. In view of (£.I1]), for € small enough, we can denote by f.(®.(y)) = y+6(y)
for y € M, where |0(y)| < ¢’/2 uniformly for y € M. Define S(t,y) = y + (1 —t)0(y).
Thus S : [0,1] x M — Mjs is continuous. Obviously, S(0,y) = B-(®.(y)) and S(1,y) =y
for all y € M. That is, 5. o ®. is homotopically equivalent to Id : M — Mjy. By Lemma
4.4, we obtain that N
cat g (NZ) > catag, (M).

Since cy, < $abS® + 5 b*S% + L (V2S5 + 4aS)?, we can use the definition of N and Propo-
sition 1] to conclude that J. satisfies the (P.S.) condition in A for all small ¢ > 0.
Therefore, Lemma [£.3] proves at least cat g (N:) critical points of J. restricted to N.. Us-
ing the same arguments as in the proof of Proposition .1} we can conclude that a critical
point of the functional J, on N, is in fact, a critical point of the functional J. in H, and
therefore a weak solution for the problem (E’), the theorem is proved. O

Proof of Theorem 1.2l For any sequence {¢,} C R satisfying £, — 07, denote v., €
N, C N., by a weak solution of (E. ), we can use the definition of N to obtain

n

vy < uérjiff Jen () < I, (ve,) < ey + hien),

therefore, J. (v.,) — cy,. By Lemma L6, we can get a sequence {y,} C R* and v €
H'(R?)\{0} such that
ve, (2 +y,) — 0 in H'(R?). (4.20)
Moreover, up to a subsequence,
EnYn — Yy € M.
(4.20) and the Sobolev’s Theorem show that

ve, (2 +yn) — U in LO(R?).
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Thus, {|v., (z +v,)|°} is uniformly integrable near co. By Lemma 27 we get that

lim v., (2 4 y,) = 0 uniformly for n.

|z]—o0
Proceeding as we prove Theorem [T, we can complete the proof. O]
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