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Abstract: We study the Schrodinger equation:
—Du+V(X)u=f(x,u), ueHYRN),

whereV is periodic andf is periodic in thex-variables, 0 is in a gap of the spectrum
of the operato—A+V and f is asymptotically linear au| — +c. We prove that
under some asymptotically linear assumptions ffpthis equation has a nontrivial
solution. Our assumptions fdr are different from the classical assumptions raised
by Li and Szulkin.
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1 Introduction and statement of results
In this paper, we consider the following Schrodinger enpumat
—Au+V(X)u= f(x,u), ueHYRN), (1.1)

whereN > 1,V (x) is continuous and periodic i) for j=1,--- |N, Oisin a gap of the spectrum
of the operator-A+V andf € C(RN x R) is periodic inx; and asymptotically linear da| — oo.
Semilinear Schrodinger equations with periodic coeffitsehave attracted considerable at-
tention over the past decade. Because of its natural vametstructure (se€(2.4) in Section 2
of this paper), critical point theory is the main method atiteg solutions to Eq.(1]1). Whew
Is bounded below by a positive constant, the operatr-V is positive definite. In this case,
classical theorems in critical point theory, such as themtain pass theorem (see, for example,
[30Q]), can be used to obtain solutions to Eq.1.1) (see thssatal paper [4, 11] and the more
recent papel [16]). However, when 0 is in a gap of the spectiithe operato—A+V, this
operator has an infinitely dimensional negative space, lamdlassical linking theorems.§.,
[30]) can not be applied. To overcome this difficulty, somevnefinite-dimensional linking
theorems were developed (se& [6,/13,23, 27]). Using thesgezed linking theorems, many
results on the existence and multiplicity of nontrivialwobns for [1.1) have been obtained (see
[17,[14,[22] 26| 32, 33]). InN[13], Kryszewski and Szulkin yed that [1.1l) has a nontrivial
solution if f satisfies the Ambrosetti-Rabinowitz condition, and hasitgly many solutions if
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the additional assumption théis odd holds. In[[15], Li and Szulkin obtained a nontrivialtso
tion for (1.1) if f satisfies some asymptotically linear assumptions, andiDjég proved that

if fis odd, then, under the same assumptions as in [15], (1.4pfuaisely many geometrically
different solutions. In[[23] (see also [22]), Schechter Zod combined a generalized linking
theorem with the monotonicity methods of Jeanjean (seg.[THey obtained a nontrivial so-
lution of (1.1) whenf exhibts the critical growth. A similar approach was applsdSzulkin
and Zou to obtain homoclinic orbits of asymptotically linégamiltonian systems (see [27]).
Finally, we should point out that, although these genegdlitmking theorems have achieved
great success in strongly indefinite problems, there arer@jpproaches that can be used to
deal with [1.1) effectively. For instance, seel[l, 3,15, 9/1R[29] and the references therein.

L s s

In [15], Li and Szulkin studied Eq.(1.1) under the followiagsumptions:

(V). V € C(RN) is 1-periodic inx; for j =1,---,N and 0 is in a spectral gafu_1, 141) of
—A-+V. Denote

Mo :=min{—p 1,11 }.

(fp). f € C(RNN x R) is 1-periodic inx; for j =1,--- ,Nand f(x,t)/t — 0 ast — 0 uniformly
inxeR".

(f2). F(X,1) = Ve (Xt + fw(X,t), whereVe, andf, are 1-periodic irxj for j=1,--- N,
fo(X,t)/t = 0 uniformlyin x e RN as|t| — o,
andVw(x) > u for all xand someu > .
(f3). F(x,t) == 3tf(x,t) —F(x,t) > 0 forall (x,t) € RN x R, whereF (x,t) = [5 f(x,9)ds
(f4). There exists € (0, to) such that iff (x,t) /t > o — J, thenF (x,t) > J.

Under assumptio(fy), the zero functiom = 0 is obviously a trivial solution of (111). There-
fore we focus on finding nontrivial solutions, namely sausu of (T.1) such thati # 0 in RN.
In [15], Li and Szulkin obtained a nontrivial solution of eajion [1.1) under the above assump-
tions by applying the generalized linking theorem (see [d3]30, Chapter 6]). After[[15],
conditions similar to(f4) have become classical assumptions for strongly indefimgblems
with asymptotically linear nonlinearities (see, for exdeg] and [7]).

We consider Ed.(1l11) under assumptions differer{tzp More precisely, we assume:

(V'). 0is not in the spectrum of the operator
To: L2RN) = L2(RN), u— —Au+ (V —Vio)u, (1.2)
with domain D(Ty) := {u e L2RN) | TLue L3(RN)}.
(f}). There exisk > 0 andv € (0, tp) such that, for everyx,t) € RN x R with |t| < k,
Fx D)<Vt (1.3)
and for every(x,t) € RN x R with |t| > k,

F(x,t) > 0. (1.4)
(fe). F(x,t) > 0 forall (x,t) € RN x (R\ {0}).

Our main results are as follows:



Theorem 1.1. Supposev), (V'), (f1) — (f3), and(f},) are satisfied. Then E@.{1.1) has a non-
trivial solution.

It is easy to verify tha{f;) and the assumption thdi{x,t)/t — 0 ast — 0 uniformly in
x € RN imply (f;). Therefore, we have the following corollary:

Corollary 1.2. Supposév), (V'), (f1), (f2), and(f) are satisfied. Then E@.(1.1) has a nontrivial
solution.

Remark 1.3. There are many functions satisfyirif},) or (f5) that do not satisfy(fs). An
example of such a function f can be constructed as followssb keR be such tha%b Za(Ty)
and%b > U1, wherea(T,) denotes the spectrum of the operated€fined by((1]2). Let

o2 1 / 2h 1 bt?sgnt
F(x,t) = ?(1— m) and f(x,t) = R (x,t) = §t<l— 1+ M)g) + (1+t])4

It is easy to verify that

~ b|t|3
F(X,t) = -y

%= 2t e
for all (x,t) € RN x (R\ {0}). However, ast| — +oo, f(x,t)/t — 2b > o and F(x,t) — O.
Therefore, f satisfiedr), but does not satisff,).

>0

We use the generalized linking theorem for a class of pammuspendent functionals (see
[23, Theorem 2.1] or Propositidn 2.2 in this paper) to ob&isequence of approximate so-
lutions for (1.1). Then, applying the main theorem|in![10fF pwrove that these approximate
solutions are bounded in®(RY) andHY(RN) (see Lemm& 3]1 arid 3.3). These are the two
most important steps in our proof. Finally, using the comigdgion-compactness principle, we
obtain a nontrivial solution of (111).

Notation. By(a) denotes the open ball of radiusand centela. For a Banach spade, we
denote the dual space &f by E’, and denote strong and weak convergenck iny — and
—, respectively. Forp € C1(E;R), we denote the Fréchet derivative ¢fat u by ¢’(u).
The Gateaux derivative af is denoted by(¢’(u),v), Yu,v € E. LP(RN) denotes the standard
LP space(1 < p < »), andH(RN) denotes the standard Sobolev space with nguffy,: =
(Jen (| Oul?+ u?)dx) /2. We useO(h), o(h) to mean/O(h)| < C|h|, o(h)/|h| — 0 as|h| — O.

2 Existence of approximate solutions for Eq((1]1)

Under the assumptior{s), (f1), and(f,), the functional

d(U) = %/RN|Du|2dx—|—%/RNV(x)uzdx—/RNF(x,u)dx 2.1)

is of classC! on X := HY(RN), and the critical points ob are weak solutions of (1.1).
Assume thatv) holds, and leS= —A+V be the self-adjoint operator acting aA(RN)
with domainD(S) = H2(RN). By virtue of (v), we have the orthogonal decomposition

L2=12RN) =L +L"

such thatS is negative (resp.positive) ib—(resp.inL™). As in [6, Section 2] (see alsal[7,
Chapter 6.2]), leX = D(|S%/2) be equipped with the inner product

(uv) = (|S%u,1S72v) 2
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and norm||u|| = |||SY/2u]| 2, where(-,-) 2 denotes the inner product bf. From(v),
X =HYRN)

with equivalent norms. Therefor¥,continuously embeds it (RN) forall 2< g < 2N/(N—2)
if N> 3 and for allg> 2 if N = 1,2. In addition, we have the decomposition

X=Xt X",

whereX* = X NL* is orthogonal with respect to both,-), > and(-,-). Therefore, for every
ue X, there is a unique decomposition

u=u"+u-, uteX*
with (ut,u”)=0and
/RN |Du|2dx—|—/RNV(x)u2dx: [uH2= ju || ueX.
Moreover,
HoalluT[|E < [lulf?, VueX, (2.2)
and
pa| Ut [[E2 < [Jut|f?, vueX. (2.3)

The functionakd defined by[(2.11) can be rewritten as
1 _
¢(U)=§(||U+||2—|Iu 12)— W), (2.4)

whereW(u) = [pn F (X, u)dx.
Let {;} be the total orthonormal sequenceXf. Let P: X — X~, Q: X — X be the
orthogonal projections. We define

[ee] 1 _
I1ull| = max{ |Quil > gl Pus )1}
J:
on X. The topology generated b - ||| is denoted byr, and all topological notation related to

it will include this symbol.

Definition 2.1. Lety € CY(X;R). A sequencéu,} C X is called a Cerami sequence at level ¢
((C)c-sequence for short) fap, if Y(u,) — cand(1+ ||un|)||¢ (un)||x+ — 0 as n— oo.

ForK > 1 andA € [1,K], let

®, (U) = %/RN(|DU|2+V+(x)u2)dx—)\ (%/RN VP W), ueX,  (25)

whereV. (x) = max{£V (x),0}, vx € RN, Itis easy to verify that a critical point of @, is a
weak solution of

—Au+V, (Xx)u=Af(xu), ue X, (2.6)

whereV), =V —AV ™.
LetR>r > 0 andup € X with ||up|| = 1. Set

N={ueX"[[lul=r}, M={ue X" ®R"u | [|u]| <R}.
Then,M is a submanifold oK~ & R up with boundarydM.
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Proposition 2.2 (Theorem 2.1 of([23]) Let K > 1. The family of G-functional {H, } has the
form

H)(u)=1(u)—AJ(u), ue X, A € [1,K]. (2.7)
Assume
(a) J(u) >0,Vue X,
(b) [I(u)|+J(u) — 400 @s||u|| — oo,
(c) forall A € [1,K], H, is t-sequentially upper semi-continuous, jif |||u, — u||| — O, then

limsupH, (up) < H, (u),

n—oo

and H; is weakly sequentially continuous. Moreovey, Haps bounded sets to bounded
sets,

(d) there exist g € X\ {0} with ||up|| = 1, and R>r > 0 such that for allA € [1,K],

|nf H) > supH,.
oM

Then there exists E [1,K] such that the Lebesgue measureloK] \ E is zero and for every
A € E, there exist ¢ and a boundedC), -sequence for i, where g satisfies

supH, > supc, > inf c, > meA (2.8)

Using this proposition and following the same argument aspitoof of Corollary 3.4 of
[27], we have the following lemma:

Lemma 2.3. Suppose thatv) and (f;) — (f3) hold. Then, there exist,K> 1 and EC [1,K,]
such that the Lebesgue measuréloK, |\ E is zero and, for every € E, there exist ¢ and a
boundedC), -sequence fo, , where ¢ satisfies

+00 > supc, > inf c;\ > 0.
A€E A€

Proof. Foru € X, let
| (u) :}/ (J0U2 4V, ()P dx
2 JrRN
and
1 2
= —/ V_ (X)u“dx+ W(u).
2 JrRN

Then,l andJ satisfy assumption&) and(b) in Proposition 2.2, and, by (2.5R, (u) = I (u) —
Ad(u).
From (2.5), foru € X,

D, (u) = %/RNQDU\ZJFV( dx——/ X)uPdx— )\/ (x,u)d

= urp-d SIIu2- /v de—/\/ F (x, u)dx (2.9)
2 RN



Letu, € X and{u,} C X be such thafj|u, — u,||| — O. It follows thatu} — u;, u; — u;, and
un — U,. In addition, up to a subsequence, we can assumaithatu, a.e. in RN. Then, we
have
2 2
U 112 = [lui |5,
o —112 —112
>
liminf [Juy |17 > [Ju; |1

n—oo

liminf V 2dx>/ V_(x)u?dx (by the Fatou lemmpa

By the definitions of andF, it is easy to verify that, for allx,t) € (RN x (R \ {0}),
£<F(x,t)) 2R (xt)
oty t2 /8

Together withf (x,t) = o(t) as|t| — 0 and(f3), this implies thaf (x,t) > 0 for all x andt. By
the Fatou lemma,

I|m|nf F X, Un dx>/ F(x,u,)d

n—oo

Then, by [(2.8), we obtain

limsup®, (up) < P, (uy).

n—o

This implies thatb, is t-sequentially upper semi-continuous.
If up — u, in X, then, for any fixedp € X, asn — oo,

(@ ().9) = [ (OwOp+Vyund)dx—A [ f(xum)pdx

- /RN(DU*D(I) +VAu*¢)dX—/\/RNf(X,U*)¢dX
= (@) (), 9).

This implies that®) is weakly sequentially continuous. Moreover, it is easyde that®,
maps bounded sets to bounded sets. Therefyyesatisfies assumptig(e) in Proposition 2.2.
Finally, we shall verify assumptiofd) in Propositio 2.2 forb, .
From (2.9), we have

®, (U) = D(U) — A—;l [ V- (@dx— (A~ 1) /RN Fxudx WueX.  (2.10)

From [15] (see also [6, Lemma 3.1 and Lemma 3.2]), we know tivader assumptions) and
(f1) — (f3), there existig € X\ {0} with ||up|| = 1, 8 > 0, andR > r > 0 such that

qu) >pB and supb<O0. (2.11)
M

LetK, > 1 be chosen such that

(K*—l)ﬁeu’\ﬁ)(%/RNV(x)uzdx+/RNF(x,u)dx> <B/2.

Then, by [2.1D) and iRf® > B, we have that

inf®y >B/2, VA €[LK]. (2.12)
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Moreover, by[(2.110) and syg @ < 0, we have that

supd, <0, VA >1.
oM

Together with [(2.1R), this implies thak, satisfies assumptiofd) in Propositior 2.2 ifA
[1,K.]. Therefore, fon € [1,K,], ®, satisfies assumptioria) — (d) in Proposition 2.2. Then,
the results of this lemma follow immediately from Propasil@.2. O

Lemma 2.4. Suppose thatv) and (f1) — (f3) are satisfied. Led € [1,K,] be fixed, where K
is the constant in Lemma 2.3. {¥,,} is a boundedC). sequence fo, with c+# 0, then for
every ne N, there exists ac ZN such that, up to a subsequenceg; Vn(- +an) satisfies

Up— Uy #0, ®,(uy)<c and @) (uy)=0. (2.13)

Proof. The proof of this lemma is inspired by the proof of Lemma 3.J2if]. Becaus€v,} is
a bounded sequence X up to a subsequence, either

(@) liMn e SUReRN [, y) [Vn|?dX= 0, or
(b) there exisp > 0 anda, € ZN such thatfg, 5 ) [Vn|?dx> p.

If (a) occurs, using the Lions lemma (see, for example, [30, Lemi2&[)l a similar argu-
ment as for the proof of [27, Lemma 3.6] shows that

. o . j: o
nlmo o F(x,vh)dx=0 and nI_|>r0£1 o f(X,Vn)Vy dx=0. (2.14)
It follows that
Amo RN(ZF(X’V”) — f(X,Vn)Vn)dx=0. (2.15)

On the other hand, gsi} is a(C)c.—sequence oP, , we have(®) (vq), V) — 0 and®, (vy) —
c # 0. It follows that

/N(ZF(x,vn) — f(X,Vn)Vn)dx
R
= 2@, (Vn) — (P} (Vn),Vh) = 2¢#0, n— oo (2.16)
This contradicts(2.15). Therefore, c4s¢ cannot occur.
If case(b) occurs, let, = vy (- +an). For everyn,

/ lUn|2dx> p. (2.17)
B1(0)

Because/ andF (x,t) are 1-periodic in every;, {un} is still bounded inX,

lim ®, (u)) <c and @) (up) =0, Nn— . (2.18)
Up to a subsequence, we assume that u, in X asn — co. Sinceup — Uy in LFOC(RN), it fol-
lows from (2.17) thati) # 0. Recall that) (un) is weakly sequentially continuous. Therefore,

) (Un) — @} (uy) and, by ZIB)®) (uy) =0. 0



Lemma 2.5. There exist K. > 1 and n > 0 such that for anyA € [1,K..], if u # 0 satisfies
@) (u) = 0, then||u]| > n.

Proof. We adapt the arguments of Yarg [32, p. 2626] and Liu [17, Ler2r@& Letq=
(2N—-2)/(N—2)if N>3 andg=4if N =1,2. Note that by(f;) and(f,), for anye > 0, there
existsCe > 0 such that

[f(x,1)] < eft| +Celt|9

Let u £ 0 be a critical point ofp, . Then, by [Z.) and®, (u),u™) = 0, we have that
2 = +(A —1)/Nv_(x>uuidxi/\/Nf(x,u)uidx (2.19)
R R
< (A-Dsupr [ ul-|utdx
RN RN
+£/ |u|-|ui|dx+cg/ 10[9L|u* [dx
RN RN
< Cu((A =1)+&)|jull - [|u]| +Col ful[P~H|u=],

whereC; andC; are positive constants related to the Sobolev inequalaes supnV_. From
the above two inequalities, we obtain

[Jull? = [Ju [+ [|u™||* < 2C1((A — 1) + &) |ul|* + 2G| |ul[P. (2.20)

Becausep > 2, this implies that|u|| > n for somen > 0 if € > 0 andK,. —1 > 0 are small
enough and € [1,K,,]. The desired result follows. O

LetK = min{K,,K..}, whereK, andK,. are the constants that appeared in Lerimk 2.3 and
Lemmd 2.5, respectively. Combining Lemnia8-2[2.5, we obtain the following lemma:

Lemma 2.6. Supposév) and (f;) — (f3) are satisfied. Then, there exigt> 0, {An} C [1,K],
and{un} C X such thatA\, — 1,

sup®,, (Un) <40, |[un||>n, and @) (un) =0.
n

3 Boundedness of approximate solutions and proofs of the
main results

In this section, we show that the sequence of approximateigns{u,} obtained in Lemma
2.8 is bounded ixX. We then give the proofs of Theorém11.1 and Corollary 1.2.

Lemma 3.1. Supposév), (V'), and(f1) — (f3) are satisfied. Lefu,} be the sequence obtained
in Lemmd 2.6. Theru,} ¢ L°(RN) and

SngunHL”(RN) < oo (3.1)
Proof. From q)j‘n(un) = 0, we deduce that, is a weak solution of (2]16) with = A, i.e,,

—Aun+Vy, (X)Un = Anf(x,up) in RN (3.2)

Becausef € C(RN x R) and it is asymptotically linear, we can use the bootstrapraegt of
elliptic equations to deduce thag € L*(RN) and is Holder continuous. For eveayc ZN,



un(- +a) is still a solution of [(3.2), and so, without loss of gendyalive assume that for every
n € N, there exists, € RN with |x,| < 1 such that

|Un(Xn)[ = Max|un(X)| = [[Un|[L=(rN).- (3.3)
xeRN

If (8.1) were not true, thefUn|| =gn) — +co. Denotevn = Un/||Un|| =®n). Then, for every
x € RN, |va(x)| < 1, and for everyn, |vn(Xs)| = 1. Moreover,v, satisfies

f )
—Avn-i—VAn(x)vn:)\nwW, in RN, (3.4)

n

AS SURepN nen [Va, (X)| < 400, and SURcN ey An| f (X, Un(X))[/|un(X)| < +o0 (by (f1) and(f3)),
we use tha P-estimate of elliptic equations (see, for example, [8]) éddce that for anp > 2
andR > 0, there existCr > 0 such that

| [Vn| w2 p(Br(0)) < CRIIVnl|Lr(Bg,1(0))- (3.5)

For anyx € RN, |vy(X)| < 1, which implies that|Va||Lp(gg,,(0)) < |Br+1(0)|*/P, where|A| de-
notes the Lebesgue measure of assetRN. Therefore, for anR > 0, there exist®g > 0 such
that

[ IVl w2p(Br(0)) < Dr- (3.6)

Takingp > N in (3.8), from the Sobolev embedding theorem (see, for edaniy Chapter 4]),
we deduce that there existg > 0 such that

Vil < ChllVel wzp(en(o)) < CHDR. (3.7)

wherea = 1— N/p. For everyR > 0, the embeddin@? (Br(0)) — C*(Br(0)) is compact,
and so we can use the diagonal process to deduce that thera sxibsequender,, } of {vn}
andv € C1(RN), such that, for everit € N,

Vn, =V in CY(B(0)), as m—s oo (3.8)
It follows that
Vo, =V, ae in RN, as m— . (3.9)

Becauselvn, (X)| < 1, Vx € RN, 3.9) implies thatlv(x)| < 1, ¥x € RN. In addition, from
IV, (Xn)| = 1 and|xq | <1, m= 1,2 ---, we deduce that there exists € RN with |xo| <1
such that, up to a subsequengg, — Xo asm— o and|v(xp)| = 1.

As the sequencéh,} defined by

fin(X) = { (f),(x, Un(X)) /Un(X), E:g; 70 (3.10)

is bounded i (RN), andL®(RN) is the dual space df'(RN), the Banach-Alaoglu theorem

(see, for example| [20, Theorem 3.15]) implies that, up talzsequencdy, converges in the
weak topology to some functioh € L*(RN), i.e., for anyg € LY(RN),

/hn(x)g(x)dx—>/ h(X)g(x)dx, n— co.
RN RN
9



Then, byvn, — vin CL (RN) (see[[3.B)), we have that, for agye CJ(RN), asm — oo,

’/ hnmvnm¢dx—/ hvgdlx

RN RN

< / |hnm\.\vnm—v|~|¢|dx+’/ hnmv¢dx—/ hvpdx| =0,
suppp RN RN

wheresuppp denotes the support gf. For any¢ € C5°(]R{N), we have

/ Dvan¢dx+/ V,\nm(x)vnmd)dx:)\nm/ hn, (X) Vi, @ dX
RN RN RN

As m— o, we have

Ang — 1,

/Dvan¢dx—>/ OvOgdx,
RN RN
[ Va0 px = [ V(xvpa
RN T RN
and therefore,
/ Dde)dx—i—/ V(x)v¢dx:/ hoovedx, Ve € CT(RN). (3.11)
RN RN RN
It follows thatv solves the linear problem
—Av+V(x)v=h(x)v in RN (3.12)

Becauser € C1(RN) and|v(xo)| = 1, we can deduce that# 0. Moreover, as € L*(RN), by
the regularity theorem of elliptic equations (see, for epan|[8]), we have that € Wl(z;cz(RN).
Then, by the strong unique continuation property (asin Tt&orem 6.3])y(x) # 0 a.e. in RN,
which implies|un,(X)| — 4+, a.e. in RN. Hence, from(f,), we have thaby_(X) — Vw(X) a.e.
in RN,

We now prove thah = V... It suffices to prove that, for any C5°(]R{N),

/RN hodx= /Rvacpdx (3.13)

By the Egoroff theorem (see, for example,|[21]) angl(X) — Vo (X) a.e. in RN, we deduce
that, for anye > 0, there exists a measurable &tC suppp such thaisuppp \ E¢| < € and
hn,, converges uniformly t&,, on E¢. This implies that

lim / Iy, — Vool - []dX= 0
Ee

M—co

and

sup [ i, — Vel - 9]
suppb\Ee

m

< (suplINnlungan) + [Vollioem) [ [pldx<Ce,
m su =

pRp\
whereC > 0 is a constant independentrof Therefore,

limsup
n—-oo

[P =V - 9
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< limsup [ |hn, — Vel - |@]dX

n—-oo Ee

+limsup |Nny — Voo - [@|dX < Ce.

n—o Jsuppp\Ee

Letting € — O, we get [3.1B). Therefore; € L*(RN) nC(RN) is a nonzero solution of the
linear problem

—Au+(V(X) —Vu(X))u=0 in RN (3.14)
For 1< p <o, let T, be the operator

To: LP(RN) — LP(RN),  urs —Au+(V —Vao)u,
with domain D(Tp) := {u € LP(RN) | Tou e LP(RV)}.

Because&/ —V,, € L*(RN), it was proved in[10] thaw (Tp), the spectrum ofy, is independent
of p € [1,+c0]. In particular, we haver(Tz) = 0(Tw). Assumption(v) implies that 0Z o (T>).
Consequently, & o(T.). However, ass € L*(RN) is a nonzero solution of (3.14), we de-
duce that 6= 0(Te). This induces a contradiction. Therefore, $iph|| «®n) < 4+, which
completes the proof. O

Remark 3.2. From Theorem 1.2 in_[24] or Theorem C.4.2 in [25], we can algaldce that if
(3.12) has a nonzero solutionavL™ (RN) NCL(RN), then0 € o (Ty).

Lemma 3.3. Suppose thatv), (V'), (f1) — (f3), and(f}) are satisfied. Lefun} be the sequence
obtained in Lemma?2.6. Then

0 < inf{|un|| < supl|un|| < +oo. (3.15)
n

Proof. As @, (un) = 0 andun # 0, Lemmd2.b implies that if un|| > O.

To prove sup||un|| < 4+, we apply an indirect argument, and assume by contradittizn
[|Un|| = 0.

Since®) (un) =0, by (2.19) andf (X, un)| < C|un| for some constar@ > 0 (see(fz)), we
have

0 = i||uni||2—(/\n—1>/RNv_(x>unuﬁdx—/\n/RNf(x,un)ufdx
= jElluﬂlz—/RN £ (%, Un) Uy X+ (An — 1)O(|[un| ).
It follows that
lunl 2= [ 06 un) (Ut = ylx
= ||Uﬁ||2+||U'n||2—/RN f (%, Un) (Uy — Uy )dx= (An— 1)O(|[un|[%). (3.16)
Setw, = un/||un||. Then by [(3.15),

(1= [, 22— g i) = (A= )0l )

And by A — 1 asn — o, we have that

/N w(wﬁ — W, )WpdX— 1, n—co. (3.17)
R n

11



From Lemma 26,
Co :=sup®d,_(un) < +oo.
n

Then, by®} (un) = 0 and fgn F (X, Un)dx= O(||un||?), we obtain
Co > 2®) (un)— (P} (Un),un)
= 2)\n/ IE(x, Un)dXx
RN
_ (An—1)0(||un||2)+2/RN F (%, Un)dx

Together with(f3), this implies

(An—2)O(]|un|[?) +Co > Z/RN F (X, Un)dx > 2/{ F (X, Un)dx (3.18)

X | b>[un(x)|>K}
where
b:= SEpHUnHLW(RN)-

From Lemmd 311, we have < +o. As the continuous functiok is 1-periodic in every;
variable, we deduce frori (1.4) that there exists a con§tant0 such that

F(xt)>C't?, forall k<|t{<b and xeRN (3.19)
Combining [(3.1B) and (3.19) leads to
(An=1)O(unl[?) +Co > 2¢" | Wl
{x | b=[un(x)|=K}

Dividing both sides of this inequality byuy,||? and sending — o, we obtain

lim w2dx=0. (3.20)

=% J{x | b=|un(x)|>K}

From (1.3),[(2.P), and_(2.3), we have that

/ f(X,un)
{x ] Jun(¥)[<k}

(W — W, )wp|dx
Un

< v/ Wi — w2 )Wn|dx

=Y i i 0V e

< v [0 g el
RN

v v
< vlwallZ < =|lwnl]2= = < 1. 3.21
< V| n|||_2_u0H nl| o (3.21)

Becauseéf (x,up)| < Clup| for some constar@ > 0 (see(f,)), (3.20) gives

/ F(, tn) (Wi — Wy, )wp [dX
{x] b>|un(x)|>Kk} Un
< C |(WE — Wy, Ywh|dx

{x| b=|un(x)[>K}

1/2
Gl —we / wad
I —wy ez x| B2l [2k) ")
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1/2
< C||wn|||_2(/ wﬁdx) 20 now (3.22)
X | b=[un(9 2K}

Combining [3.21) and (3.22) yields
limsup ‘M(wn+ — W, )Wh |dX
n—o JRN Un
< Iimsup/ f(x,n) (W — Wi )Wy |dx
n—o J{x| [un(x)|<k}! Un
_ f(X,un) _
+limsu — (W —wy )W dx < 1.
o i bz | 0 R
This contradictd(3.17). Thereforgy,} is bounded irX. O

Proof of Theorem[1.1. Let {u,} be the sequence obtained in Lemmd 2.6. From Lefmmia 3.3,
{un} is bounded ifX. Therefore, up to a subsequence, either

(@) liMn e SUReRN f, (y) [Un|?dX =0, or
(b) there exisp > 0 andy, € ZN such thatfg . [un|?dx> p.

According to [2.14), if caséa) occurs,

. + o
r!mo o f (X, up)uydx=0.

Then, by [[2.1B) and,, — 1, we have

1P = +(a-1) [

V_ (X)upud dx+ An/ f(x, un) U dx
RN RN

< C()\n—l)HunHEerK’/RNf(x,un)unidx‘—>O. (3.23)

This contradicts inf||un|| > O (see[(3.15)). Therefore, caéa) cannot occur. As casg)
therefore occurs, the proof of Lemrhal2.4 implies that thetist®y, € ZN such thatw, =
Un(- +Yn) satisfiesn, — ug # 0. BecauseP) (un) = 0 (by Lemmd 2.6), we hav@)_(wn) = 0.
From (2.10), we have that, for agye X,

<q)/)\n<Wn)a ¢>
= (@), )~ (Aa=1) [ V-(9wngax—(An=1) [ T(xn)gax
R R
Together Withcbj\n (Wn) = 0 andAp — 1, this yields
(@' (Wh),¢) —0, V¢ eX.

Finally, by w, — ug # 0 and the weakly sequential continuity ®f, we have thatb’(ug) = 0.
Thereforeug is a nontrivial solution of Eq.(1l1). This completes theqgdro O

Proof of Corollary [.2l Assumption(fs) and the assumption thd{x,t)/t — 0 uniformly in
x € RN ast — 0 imply (). Thus, this corollary follows immediately from Theoréml1.1 OJ
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