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MULTIPLE SOLUTIONS FOR A CLASS OF NONHOMOGENEOUS
FRACTIONAL SCHRODINGER EQUATIONS IN RY

VINCENZO AMBROSIO AND HICHEM HAJAIEJ

ABSTRACT. This paper is concerned with the following fractional Schrédinger equation

(=A)u +u = k(z)f(u) + h(z) in RY

w e H*RY), u>0in RV,
where s € (0,1), N > 2s, (—A)® is the fractional Laplacian, k is a bounded positive function,
helL? (]RN)7 h # 0 is nonnegative and f is either asymptotically linear or superlinear at infinity.
By using the s-harmonic extension technique and suitable variational methods, we prove the exis-
tence of at least two positive solutions for the problem under consideration, provided that |h|2 is
sufficiently small.

1. INTRODUCTION

In this paper we deal with the existence of positive solutions for the following nonlinear fractional
equation
(—A)su +u = k(z)f(u) + h(z) in RV
s(RN N (1.1)
uwe H¥(RY), u>0in RY,
with s € (0,1), N > 2s, k is a bounded positive function, h € L2(RY), h > 0, h # 0, and
the nonlinearity f : R — R is a smooth function which can be either asymptotically linear or

superlinear at infinity. Here, (—A)* is the fractional Laplacian which can be defined for v : RN — R
belonging to the Schwartz space S(RY) of rapidly decaying C*°-functions in RY, by setting

(—A)Su(x) — _C(];fv 8) /RN U(LL‘ + y) +’;‘(J§+;8y) — ZU(x) dy (J} e RN)

C(N S) = / L COS( 1) d$ ! .
’ N |x|N+2s ’
see for instance [17].

A Dbasic motivation to study (1.1), comes from the nonlinear fractional Schrodinger equation
N

11— =
ot

when we are interested in standing wave solutions, namely solutions of the form (¢, x) = u(z)e

Indeed, it is easily observed that a function (¢, x) of this form satisfies (1.2) if and only if u is a
solution of

where

(=AY + V(x)y — gz, |[¢]) (t,z) e R xRY, (1.2)

—act

(=A)u+V(x)u = g(x,u) in RY (1.3)
with V(z) = 14 ¢ and g(x,u) = k(x) f(u) + h(z).
The equation (1.2) has been proposed by Laskin in [32, 33] and it is fundamental in quantum
mechanics, because it appears in problems involving nonlinear optics, plasma physics and condensed
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matter physics.
When s = 1, the equation (1.3) becomes the classical Schrodinger equation

—Au+ V(2)u = g(r,u) in RY,

which has been widely investigated by many authors, particularly on the existence of ground state
solutions, positive solutions, sign-changing solutions and multiplicity of standing wave solutions.
Since we cannot review the huge bibliography here, we just mention the works [0, 7, 8, 23, 40].
Recently, a considerable attention has been focused on the study of problems involving fractional
and non-local operators. This interest is motivated by both the theoretical research and the large
number of applications such as phase transitions, flames propagation, chemical reaction in liquids,
population dynamics, American options in finance, crystal dislocation, obstacle problems, soft thin
films, semipermeable membranes, conservation laws, quasi-geostrophic flows, and so on.
Since the current literature is really too wide to attempt any reasonable account here, we derive
the interested reader to [17, 37], where an elementary introduction to this topic is given.
Concerning the fractional Schrodinger equation (1.3), in the last decade, many several existence
and multiplicity results have been obtained by using different variational methods.
Felmer et al. [21] dealt with the existence and the symmetry of positive solutions for (1.3) with
V(z) = 1 and involving a superlinear nonlinearity g(x,u) satisfying the Ambrosetti-Rabinowitz
condition. Secchi [41] obtained via minimization on Nehari manifold, the existence of ground state
solutions to (1.3) when the nonlinearity is superlinear and subcritical, and the potential V' (z)
satisfies suitable assumptions as || — oo. Chang and Wang [12] (see also [3]) investigated the
existence of nontrivial solutions to (1.3) with V(x) = 1, ¢ is autonomous and verifies Berestycki-
Lions type assumptions. Frank et al. [24] showed uniqueness and nondegeneracy of ground state
solutions for (1.3) with V(z) = 1 and g(xz,u) = |u|%u for all admissible exponents g. Cho et
al. [14] obtained the existence of standing waves using the method of concentration-compactness
by studying the associated constrained minimization problem, and showed the orbital stability of
standing waves which are the minimizers of the associate variational problem. Pucci et al. [38]
established via Mountain Pass Theorem and Ekeland variational principle, the existence of multiple
solutions for a Kirchhoff fractional Schrodinger equation involving a nonlinearity satisfying the
Ambrosetti-Rabinowitz condition, a positive potential V(x) verifying suitable assumptions, and in
presence of a perturbation term. Figueiredo and Siciliano [22] established a multiplicity result for a
fractional Schrodinger equation via Ljusternick- Schnirelmann and Morse theory. We also mention
the papers [1, 2, 4, 13, 14, 20, 29, 30, 31, 36, 42, 44] where further results related to (1.3) are given.

After an accurate bibliographic review, we have realised that there are only few papers concerning
the existence and the multiplicity of solutions for nonhomogeneous problems in non-local setting
[16, 43, 47], and this is surprising, because, in the classic framework, such type of problems have
been extensively investigated by many authors [5, 11, 25, 45, 49, 50].

Strongly motivated by this fact, the purpose of this work is to investigate the existence and the
multiplicity of positive solutions for the nonhomogeneous equation (1.1), under the effect of a small
perturbation h € L2(RN ), and requiring suitable assumptions on the nonlinearity f.

More precisely, along the paper, we assume that f satisfies the following conditions:
(f1) f € CHR,RT), f(0) =0 and f(t) =0 for t <0;
(f2) tlim () =0;

-0t ¢t )
: s . f(t
(f3) there exists p € (1, 3£22) such that tligloo ST 0;
t
there exists [ € (0,00] such that lm ——= =/[.
(f4) th ists [ € (0, o0 h th tl' 1) l

—+4oo T




MULTIPLE SOLUTIONS 3
Let us note that (f1)-(f3), yield that for any € > 0 there exists C; > 0 such that
€ 1
|F(t)] < 5752 + m05|t|p+1 for all ¢ € R, (1.4)

while (f4) implies that f is asymptotically linear if [ < oo, or superlinear when [ = co.
Then, under the above assumptions, we are able to prove the existence of weak solutions to (1.1).
We recall that the precise meaning of solution to (1.1) is the following:

Definition 1.1. We say that u € H*(RYN) is a weak solution to (1.1) if verifies the following
condition

//R?N %(w(x) —o(y)) dxdy + /

updr = / [k(z)f(u) + h(x)]pdz
RN RN

for any ¢ € H*(RN).

Here

N+2s
[z —y| 2
is the fractional Sobolev space [17, 37]; see Section 2 below.

Due to the presence of the fractional Laplacian, which is a nonlocal operator, we prefer to analyze
(1.1) by using the s-harmonic extension method [10]. This procedure is commonly used to study
fractional problems, since it allows us to write a given nonlocal equation in a local way and to adapt
known techniques of the Calculus of Variations to these kind of problems.

Hence, instead of (1.1), we can consider the following degenerate elliptic equation with a nonlinear
Neumann boundary condition

{ div(y'=2*VU) =0 in Rf;l n {(z,y) e RN xR:y >0}
% = ks[-U 4+ k(z)f(U) + h(z)] on dRY T =RYN x {0} '
where kg is a suitable constant; see [10]. Taking into account this fact, we are able to resemble

some variational techniques developed in the papers [27, 35, 46, 48], dealing with asymptotically or
superlinear classical problems, by introducing the following functional

[(U) = %[;{;1 / /R . 2|V U2 dady+ /R U0 de] - [ K@ FU@0)do= [ h(a)U.0)da

H*(RN) = {u e LX(RY) |u(z) — u(y)| c Lz(RzN)}_

(1.5)

defined on the weight Sobolev space X* (]Rf 1) consisting of functions U : ]Rf 1 5 R such that
// y' 2|\ VU|? dedy +/ Ul(x,0)? dz < oco.
R+ RN

Clearly, this functional simplification creates some additional difficulties to overcome such as, for
instance, some weighted embedding are needed (see Theorem 2.2) to obtain some convergence results
(compare with Lemma 3.1). Moreover, the arguments used in [27, 35] to prove the non-existence
of solutions for certain eigenvalues problems, have to be handled carefully in order to take care the
trace of the involved functions (see Lemma 3.5).

Now, we state our first main result concerning the existence of positive solutions to (1.1) in the
asymptotically linear case, that is [ < oc.

Theorem 1.1. Let s € (0,1) and N > 2s. Assume that h € L*(RN), h(z) > 0, h(z) # 0 and
k€ L® (RN ,R,) verifies the following condition:
(K ) there exists Ry > 0 such that

Sup{@:t>0}<inf{ﬁ:|x|2Ro}. (1.6)
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Let us suppose that f verifies (f1)-(f4) and p* € (I,00) where

w* = inf {/ ((=A)zul]® + v?) dx : u € H¥(RY), k(x)u® dx = 1} : (1.7)
RN RN
Let us assume that
|h|2 < m = max |:<1 - E|k|Loo(RN)> t— &Sf+ltp|k|Loo(RN):| 5 (1.8)
t>0 2 2 p+1

where ¢ € (0, ‘k’Z;(RN)) is fired and S, is the best Sobolev constant of the embedding H*(R™) C

L% (RN). Then, the problem (1.1) possesses at least two positive solutions uy,us € H*(RN) with
the property that E(uy) < 0 < E(ug). Here E : H*(RY) — R is the energy functional associated to
(1.1), that is

1 s

Blu) = —/ ((—AYsuP + 02 ds— | k@) F)de— [ hz)uds.

2 RN RN RN
Remark 1.1. The assumption on the size of h is a necessary condition to find a solution to (1.1).
In fact, proceeding as in [11], one can obtain a non-existence result to (1.1) when |h|y is sufficiently
large.

The proof of the above theorem goes as follows: under the assumption [ < oo, we first use the
Ekeland variational principle to prove that for |h|2 small enough, there exists a positive solution to
(1.5) such that I(Up) < 0. Then, we use a variant of Mountain Pass Theorem [19], to find a Cerami
sequence which converges strongly in X*(RY™) to a solution Uy of (1.5) with I(U) > 0. Clearly,
these two solutions Uy and U; are different.

Our second result deals with the existence of positive solutions to (1.1) in the superlinear case
[ = oo0.

Theorem 1.2. Let s € (0,1) and N > 2s. Assume that f verifies (f1)-(f4) with | = co. We also
suppose that k(z) =1, h € CYRN) N L2(RY) is a radial function such that h(z) >0, h(z) #Z 0 and
(H) x-Vh(z) € L'RY) N L>®°(RY) and

x-Vh(z) >0 for all z € RY.

Let us assume that

1 ¢ C.
h = ———)t- pHlgp 1.
|hl2 < my I?%[(Z 2>t P : (1.9)
where € € (0,1) is fived. Then, (1.1) admits two positive solutions uz,us € HE(RN) such that
E(U3) <0< E(U4)

Due to the presence of radial functions k(z) = 1 and h = h(|z|), we work in the subspace

X (Rﬂ\: 1) of the weight space Xs(Ri\_] 1), involving the functions which are radial with respect to
x € RN, We point out that the methods used to study the asymptotically linear case do not work
any more. Indeed, to prove that a Palais-Smale sequence converges to a second solution different
from the first one, we have to use the concentration-compactness principle which seems very hard
to apply without requiring further assumptions on k(z) and f(t).
This time, we use the compactness of X3(RY ™) into LI(RY) for any ¢ € (2,2%), and the Ekeland
principle, to get a first solution to (1.5) with negative energy, provided that |h|s is sufficiently small.
The existence of a second solution with positive energy is obtained by combining a generic result
due to Jeanjean [26], which allows us to prove the existence of bounded Palais-Smale sequences for
parametrized functionals, the Pohozaev identity for the fractional Laplacian and the assumption
(H), which guarantee the existence of a bounded Palais-Smale sequence for I, which converges to
a radial positive solution to (1.5).
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The plan of the paper is the following: in section 2 we give some preliminaries which will be useful
along the paper. In section 3 we consider the asymptotically linear case and we prove the existence
of two positive solutions via mountain pass theorem. In section 4 we study the superlinear case,
and we provide the proof of Theorem 1.2. Finally, as applications of our results, we present some
concrete examples.

2. PRELIMINARIES

In this section, we briefly recall some properties of the fractional Sobolev spaces, and we introduce
some notations which we will used along the paper.
For any s € (0,1), we define D*2(R") as the completion of C§°(RY) with respect to

[u(z) —uy)|® .
//R2N |z — y|N+2s dx dy = ‘(_A)ZUI%Z(RN%

D2RY) = {u6L2 RY) : []<oo}.

Now, let us introduce the fractional Sobolev space

HS(RN) — {UEL2(RN) ’u( ) u( )‘ €L2(R2N)}

that is

N+2s
[z —y| 2

endowed with the natural norm

lall sy = \/Tul? + Tl .
For the convenience of the reader we recall the following fundamental embeddings:

Theorem 2.1. [17] Let s € (0,1) and N > 2s. Then there exists a sharp constant S, = S(N,s) >0
such that for any u € H*(RYN)
< S, [u)?. (2.1)

Moreover H*(R™N) is continuously embedded in LY(RN) for any q € [2, 2] and compactly in L] (RY)
for any q € [2,2%).

2
”U,‘ng (RN)

loc

We also define the space of radial functions in H*(RY)
HERY) = {u e HSRY) : u(z) = u(|z])} .
Related to this space, the following compactness result due to Lions [34] holds:

Theorem 2.2. [34] Let s € (0,1) and N > 2. Then H:(RYN) is compactly in LI(RYN) for any
€(2,2%).

We also state the following useful result obtained in [12]:

Lemma 2.1. [12] Let (X, ||-||) be a Banach space such that X is embedded respectively continuously
and compactly into LYRN) for ¢ € [q1,q2] and q € (q1,q2), where q1,q2 € (0,00). Assume that
() C X, u:RYN — R is a measurable function and P € C(R,R) is such that

o P®
o |t\—>0 |t|a =0
(i7) lim P(t) =0,

|t|—oo |t|2

(iii) supHunHX < 00,

(iw) lim P(u,(x)) = u(z) for a.e. x € RY.

n—oo
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Then, up to a subsequence, we have
Jim [|P(up) = ull gy = 0.

Now, let us denote by D(Rf +1 y1=25) the completion of (O (Rﬂ\: 1) under the norm

2 _ 1-2s 2
0o oy = ] o IO

It is known [10] that for any U € D(Rf“, y1=2%), its trace U(z,0) belongs D*2(RY) and that it is
possible to define a trace continous map

06,0 < ClUpgayss o (2.2
By combining (2.1) and (2.2), we can derive the following Sobolev inequality
VG0l @) < OV et yroan (23)

for any U € D(Rf“,yl_%).
Then, as proved in [10], for any u € D%2(RY) there exists U € D(Rf“, y'=29%), called the s-harmonic
extension of u, such that

div(y'=2*VU) =0 in RY ™ (2.4)
U(z,0) = u(x) on RV ’
Moreover,
ou 1.2:0U s
oul—2s ylﬂ%ﬂ Yy oy (—A)*u(x)
and

1-2s 2 _ 2
/RN“ y VU dody = Kslulp. gy

+
Therefore, we can reformulate (1.1) in a local way, and we can investigate the following extended
problem in ]Ri\_[ +1

{ div(y'=2VU) = 0 in RY* (2.5)

% = ks[~U(z,0) + k(z)f(U(z,0)) + h(z)] on RN

Qualitatively, the result of [10] states that one can localize the fractional Laplacian by adding an
additional variable. This argument is fundamental to apply known variational methods.
At this point, we introduce the following functional space

XRYTY = {U e DRI,y 2 . /RN \U(z,0)* dz < oo}

endowed with the norm

2 _ 1-2s 2 2
0oy = |, o 75 IVUP oy + |, a0 d.

We recall that X*(RY ™) is locally compactly embedded in the weight space L*(RY ™! 4172%) en-
dowed with the norm

— 1-2 2
||U||L2(Rf+1,y1*2s) = /RN+1 y U dady.
+

More precisely, we have
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Lemma 2.2. [18] Let R > 0 and let T be a subset of D(Rf“,yl_%) such that

sup // y' 72|\ VU|? dedy < oo.
veT JJRYT!

Then T is pre-compact in L*(Bj,y'=%°), where By = {(z,y) € RY ™ : |(z,y)| < R}.
There exists a constant Cy > 0 such that for all U € D(Rf“,yl_zs) it holds

1 1
3y 2
1-2s 2 < 1-2s 2
<//M“ y|U| d:ndy) <y <//M“ y | VU] dmdy)

wherevzl—l—ﬁ.

Remark 2.1. With abuse of notation, we will denote by u the trace of a function U € D(Rf“, yt=2).
Moreover, we denote by |ul, the LP-norm of a function u belonging to LP(RY),
In what follows, for simplicity, we will omit the constant ks appearing in the extended problem (2.5).

3. ASYMPTOTICALLY LINEAR CASE: PROOF OF THEOREM 1.1

In this section we discuss the existence of positive solutions to (1.1) under the assumption that f is
asymptotically linear. Taking into account the results presented in Section 2, we can consider the
following degenerate elliptic problem

div(y'=2VU) =0 in RY*
% = —u+k(z)f(u) + h(z) on RN

where k(z) is a bounded positive function, h € L2(RY), h > 0 (h # 0) and f satisfies (f1)-(f4)
with [ < +o0.

Since the proof of Theorem 1.1, consists of several steps, we first collect some useful lemmas.
We begin proving the following result:

Lemma 3.1. Suppose that (f1)-(f4) with | < +oo hold. Let h € L*(RY), k satisfies (1.6), and
{U,} C XS(RJJ\:H) be a bounded (PS) sequence of I. Then {U,} has a strongly convergent subse-
quence in XS(R?_]H).

(3.1)

Proof. Firstly, we show that for any € > 0, there exist R(¢) > Ry (where Ry is given by (K)) and
n(e) > 0 such that

// y' 72|\ VU,|? dedy +/ updr <e, VR> R(e) and n > n(e). (3.2)

Let U € COO(RiYH) be a smooth function such that 0 < ¥p <1,

Up(z,y) = { 0 wy)e B% (3.3)
1 (z,y) ¢ BY,.
and
VU R(z,y)| < % for all (z,y) € RY ! (3.4)

for some positive constant C' independent of R.
Then, we can observe that for any U € Xs(Ri\_] *1) and all R > 1, there exists a constant C; > 0
such that

||\I’RUHXS(Rf+1) < CIHUHXS(]RfH)'
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Indeed, by using Young inequality and Lemma 2.2, we can see that
// Yy 2| V(UVR)| dody + / lupg|® dz
R$+1 RN
< 2// yl_zs\VU]2\I/%%da;dy+2// y' 72| VR PU? da;dy—l—/ lul? dz:
Rf+1 R{ZJA RN

2C
< 2// Y72\ VU |? dedy + —2// y'T2U? d:pdy—l—/ lu|? da
RY* R JJBj\B3, RN
2

2 1
< 2// y 72|V U |2 dedy —i—/ lul? dx + _(;<// ylI=2 | VU | dxdy) g <// yl=2s dxdy)
RY+1 RN R B:\B, BE\EL
2z 2

where we used the facts

-1 2
// y1_25 dxdy < CRN*2725 and 7 = .
2

Since I'(U,,) — 0 as n — oo and {U,} is bounded in X*(RY ™), we know that, for any ¢ > 0, there
exists n(e) > 0 such that

(I'(U,), ¥ gU,) < C’IHI’(Un)HHUnHXS(RfH < —, for n > n(e).

)

Equivalently, for all n > n(e), we get

// y1_2s|VUn|2\IfRdxdy—|—/ ulipg dx
RYH! RN

< [ K@)+ rmnde— [[ 0Ty 5 @9

Now, by using (f1) and (1.6), we obtain that there exists 0 < 6 < 1 such that
E(x)f(un)u, < 0u?  for |z| > Ry. (3.6)

Since h € L*(R"Y) and HU”HXS(Rf“) < C for some constant C' > 0, it follows from (3.3) there exists
R(g) > Ry such that

h(z)upr dr < |h(z)Yg|2|unl2 <

, for R> R(e). (3.7)
RN

=] M

Due to the boundedness of {U,} in X* (Rf“), we may assume, up to a subsequence, that there
exists U € XS(RJJ\:H) such that U, — U in XS(R?_]H), un, — uwin L} (RN) for any ¢ € [2,2}) and
Uy — u a.e. in RV,

y—1
~
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Therefore, (3.4), ||Un| y @Y+ < €, Holder inequality and Lemma 2.2 yield
+

lim limsup
—00  n—oo

< lim hmsup— // Y1728V U, |? dzdy // y' =25 |U, | dedy
2

1
2

/ / y BV U, VU RU, dady
RY*!

D=
D=

L 31

o Y125 |2
z%lféoR //B+\B+ (UI ddy
2~ 2y

lim — // y U dady // y 2 dady
7

1

2y

< C lim // y B |U P dedy | = 0. (3.8)
B{\BE,

R—o0

Then, putting together (3.5), (3.6), (3.7) and (3.8), we have for any R > R(e) and n > n(e)
sufficiently large

// y' 72|\ VU, PV R dedy + / (1 —0)uippdr <e. (3.9)
R<1Z+1 RN

From 6 € (0,1) and (3.3), we can deduce that (3.9) implies (3.2).
Now, we exploit the relation (3.2) in order to prove the existence of a convergent subsequence for
{U,}. By using the fact that I'(U,) = 0 and {U,} is bounded in X*(RY ™), we can see that

I(U,), //NH =2)yy, |2d:13dy—|—/ " d:n—/RN k‘(x)f(un)undzn—/ h(@)un dz = o(1)

]RN
(3.10)
and

(I'U,),U) = //M“ y' 7#VU, VU dxdy—l—/RN Upudr — o k‘(x)f(un)udzn—/RN h(z)udz = o(1).

(3.11)
Hence, in order to prove our Lemma, it is enough to prove that HU””XS(Rf“) — ||UHXS(R§+1) as

n — oo. In view of (3.10) and (3.11), this is equivalent to show that

/ E(x)f(un)(uy — u) de + / h(z)(u, —u)dx = o(1). (3.12)
RN

RN

Clearly, by using the facts &k € L¥(RY), h € L>(R") and u,, — u in L?(Bg) for any R > 0, we can
see that

/ E(x)f(un)(uy — u) de + / h(x)(un — u) dx = o(1). (3.13)
Br

Br
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On the other hand, by using (3.2), we know that for any ¢ > 0 there exists R(¢) > 0 such that

/ k(x)f(un)(un —u) de + / h(z)(upn — u) dx
lz|>R(e) RN

< k()| f(up)|? dz ’ k(x)|u, — u|® dz
N </x2R(€) (@) (an) ) </w2R(e) w | )

1
2 2
+ (/ ()2 d:n) (/ iy, — ul? dm)
|z|>R(e) |z|>R(e)
1 1 1
2 2 2
<C (/ | |2 dm) (/ |ty — u]zda:> + |h2 </ |, — u]zda:>
lz|>R(e) |z|>R(e) lz|>R(e)

<Ce (3.14)

D=

for n large enough. By combining (3.13) and (3.14) we obtain (3.12). This concludes the proof of
lemma.

0

In the next Lemma we show that I is positive on the boundary of some ball in XS(RJJ\: +1), provided
that |h|y is sufficiently small. This property will be fundamental to apply Ekeland’s variational
principle.

Lemma 3.2. Let us assume that (f1)-(f3) hold, h € L*(RY) such that (1.8) is satisfied, and
k€ L®(RYN). Then there exist p,a,m > 0 such that I(U)| )=, = >0 for |h|s < m.

Proof. Fix € € (0, |k:|zio(RN)). Then, in view of Theorem 1.2 and (1.4), we get

C(e)
p+1

1
101 |(5 - re) W - Co@UTP — vt

1(U)

v

1 €
§HU||2 - §|k|L°°(]RN)||UH2 - || oo @y SETHIUPFY — [B2 U]

(3.15)

where ©)
1 C(e 1
01 = §|k|Loo(RN) and 02(6) = b+ 1 |k|Loo(RN)Sf+ .

By using (1.8) and (3.15), we can infer that there exist p, @ > 0 such that I(U)||y|=, > o provided
that |hl2 < m.

O

For p given by Lemma 3.2, we denote B, = {U € X*(RY™) : |U| < p} the ball in X*(RY ™)
with center in 0 and radius p. As a consequence of Ekeland’s variational principle and Lemma 3.1,
we can see that I has a local minimum if |kl is small enough.

Theorem 3.1. Assume that (f1)-(f4) with | < +oo hold, h € L>(RN), h > 0 (h # 0) and k
satisfies (1.6). If |hla < m, m is given by Lemma 3.2, then there exists Uy € XS(RJJ\:H) such that

I(Up) =inf{I(U) : U € B,} <0,
and Uy is a positive solution of problem (3.1).

Proof. Since h(z) € L*(RY), h > 0 and h # 0, we can choose a function V € X*(RY*!) such that

h(z)v(z)dz > 0. (3.16)
RN
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For all ¢t > 0, we can note that

vy =2

2 RN

Rf“ RN RN

2
< %HVH2 - t/ h(z)v(z)dx < 0 for ¢t > 0 small enough.
RN

Then
co :=inf{I(U):U € B,} <0.
By applying the Ekeland’s variational principle, we know that there exists {U,} C B, such that

(i) co < I(Uy) < co+ 2,

(i1) I(W) > 1(Uy,) — 2|W — U, for all W € B,,
Now, our claim is to prove that {U,} is a bounded (PS) sequence of I.

Firstly, we show that ||U,|| < p for a n large enough. If ||U,|| = p for infinitely many n, then we
may assume that ||U,| = p for all n > 1. Hence, by Lemma 3.2, we can see that I(U,) > a > 0.
Taking the limit as n — oo and by using (i), we can deduce that 0 > ¢y > « > 0, which is a
contradiction.

Now, we show that I'(U,) — 0. Indeed, for any U € X*(RY™) with ||U]|| = 1, let W,, = U, +tU.
For a fixed n, we have |W,| < ||U,| +t < p when ¢ is small enough. By using (i7), we deduce that

10W,) > 1(U) ~ U]

that is

.ol _
t - n '

Taking the limit as ¢t — 0, we deduce that (I'(U,),U) > —21, which means [(I'(U,),U)| < %

for any U € X*(RY™) with |[U| = 1. This shows that {U,} is a bounded (PS) sequence of I.

Then, by using Lemma 3.1, we can see that there exists Uy € XS(RfH) such that I'(Up) = 0 and

I(Up) = ¢o < 0.

1
n

O

In what follows, we show that problem (3.1) has a mountain pass type solution. In order to do this,
we use the following variant of version of Mountain Pass Theorem which allows us to find a so-called
Cerami sequence {U,}. Since this type of Palais-Smale sequence enjoys of some useful properties,
we are able to prove its boundedness in the asymptotically linear case.

Theorem 3.2. [19] Let X be a real Banach space with its dual X*, and suppose that I € C*(X,R)
satisfies

max{[(0),1(e)} <p<a< ”i}'laipl(x),

for some p < a, p>0 and e € X with |le|]| > p. Let ¢ > « be characterized by

— inf T(~(t
¢ = Inf max (v(t)),

where
I'={y € C([0,1], X) : 7(0) = 0,7(1) = e}.
Then, there exists a Cerami sequence {x,,} C X at the level ¢ that is

I(zn) — ¢ and (1 + ||za|) | (z0) ]|« — O
as n — 0o.

The below lemma, shows that I possesses a mountain pass geometry.
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Lemma 3.3. Suppose that (f1)- (f4) hold and p* € (I,+00) with u* given by (1.7). Then there
exists V € XS(RJJ\:H) with ||V|| > p, p is given by Lemma 3.2, such that I(V') < 0.

Proof. Being | > p*, we can find a nonnegative function W € Xs(Rf +1), such that
k(x)w? dz = 1 such that / Yy 72IVW P dady + / w? dx < 1.
RN RYH! RN
By using (f4) and Fatou’s lemma, we can see that
I(tW)

. 1 9 . F(tw) 1 1 9
= — — — — < — —_
Jim 5 = S = i [ k(@) =G de = Jim ¢ [ h@ela)de < SOWIE D) <0
Then, we take V' = tgW with ¢y large enough.
g

Putting together Lemmas 3.2 and Lemma 3.3, we can see that the assumptions of Theorem 3.2 are
satisfied. Then, we can find a sequence {U,,} C XS(RJJ\: 1) with the following property

I(U,) = ¢>0and ||[I'(U)||(1 + ||Unl) — 0, (3.17)
Let U
W, = ——.
Ul

Obviously, {W,,} is bounded in Xs(RfH), so there exists a W € XS(RfH) such that, up to a
subsequence, we have

W, = W in X*(RYT),
w, — w a.e. in RY, (3.18)
w,, — w strongly in L2 (RY).

With the notation above introduced, we prove the following lemma.

Lemma 3.4. Assume that (f1)-(f4) and (K) hold. Let h € L*(RY) and pu* € (I, +00) for u* given
by (1.7). If |Uy,|| — oo, then W given by (3.18) is a nontrivial nonnegative solution of

{ div(y'=2*VIW) = 0 in RY T

% = —w+Ilk(z)w on RN (3:.19)

Proof. Firstly, we show that W # 0. We argue by contradiction, and we assume that W = 0.
By using the Sobolev embedding, we can see that w, — 0 strongly in L?(Bg,) where Ry is given
by (K). On the other hand, by (f1), (f4) and | < +o00, we can find C' > 0 such that

4
Q < (C, forall t € R. (3.20)
Therefore, we can deduce that
/ /<;(a:)f(u")u),21 dx < C]k\oo/ w2 dx — 0. (3.21)
|| < Ro Un || <Ro
By the condition (K'), we can find n € (0, 1) such that
f(t) . 1
— fo—: > .22
Sup{ " t>0p <nin ) |x| > Ro ¢, (3.22)

so, for all n € N, we get

/ k‘(x)anF dx < 77/ lw,|?dz < n < 1. (3.23)
j2|>Ro l|>Ro

Un,
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Putting together (3.21) and (3.23), we have

lim sup/ k(m)Mw% dr < 1. (3.24)
RN

Now, by using the fact that ||U,| — oo and (3.17), we can see that

(U0
A

that is
o(1) = |[W % — / k@) 2 2 4o =1 [ g 282 gy
RN Un

RN Unp, "
which yields a contradiction in view of (3.24). Then, we have proved that W # 0.
In what follows, we will show that W is nonnegative, that is W > 0. Let W (z) = max{—W,(x), 0},
and we observe that {W,} is bounded in X*(RY ™).

Since ||Uy|| — oo, we obtain that

(I'(Un), W,y)
= 0(1)7
[T

which gives

— W = / k(a:)f(un)w; dx + o(1). (3.25)
RN [[n|
Taking into account (f1), we know that f(¢) =0 for all ¢ <0, so (3.25) implies that

lim [[W, || = 0,
n—00

which gives W~ =0 a.e. = € RN, that is W > 0.
Finally, we prove that W is a solution to (3.19). By using (3.17) and ||U,]|| — oo, we get

!
% = 0(1), for any & € C°(RY),
or explicitly
Rf+1 RN RN Un,

where we have used the notation ¢ = @(-,0). Since W,, — W in XS(RfH) and w, — w in L7 (RY),
we can deduce that

// y1—2sVanq§ dxdy + / wpodr = k(z) f(u")wn¢ dzr + o(1). (3.27)
Rfﬂ RN RN Un

As a consequence, to prove that W solves (3.19), it is suffices to show that

k:(:n)f(un)wn(x)qS(x) dr — lk(x)w(x)p(x) dx. (3.28)

RN Un, RN
Firstly, we note that by (3.20) and |W,|| = 1 we get

o v
.

Un,
that is {%n”)wn} is bounded in L?(RY).
Now, let us define the following sets

Qy ={z eRY :w(zx) >0} and Q= {z € RY : w(z) = 0}.

wp ()

de < c/ w2 dz < C| W% = C
RN
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In view of (3.18), it is clear that u,(x) — +o0 a.e. in € Q1 . Then, by (f4), it follows that

Unp

wp(x) = lw(x) ae. inz e Qy. (3.29)

Since w, — 0 a.e. in & € Qp, from (3.20) we obtain that

” wp(z) = 0 =lw(z) a.e. inz € Q. (3.30)
Putting together (3.29) and (3.30), we can deduce that
fgiu")wn(m) — Jw(z) in L*(RY). (3.31)

Now, by using the facts ¢ € C5°(RY) and k € L= (RY), we can see that z(z) = k(x)p(z) € L2(RY),
and this together with (3.31) implies that

Tn) )ate) > [ tw@)(z)do as n— o,
RN Up RN

that is (3.28) holds.
U

Lemma 3.5. If k € L®(RY,RY) and let p* be defined by (1.4) with | € (u*,+00). Then, (3.19)
has no any nontrivial nonnegative solution.

Proof. Since [ > p*, there is a constant § > 0 such that pu* < pu* 4+ < [. By the definition of p*,
there exists V5 € X*(RY ") such that Jan K(z)vi(z)de =1 and

pr < Vsll? < p* + 6.

Since C§°(RY ™) is dense in X*(RY™), we may assume V5 € C°(RY ™). Let R > 0 be such that
supp Vs C BE and define

0
R FR

pr = inf {// y' 72|\ VU|? dedy +/ u? dr : K(z)u?*(z)dr =1,U € H%ABE)} ,
BE 70 R

where we used the following notations
B ={(z,y) eRY*' 1y > 0,|(z,y)| < R},
Ih={(z.y) e RV 1y >0,|(2,y)| = R},
I'% = {(z,0) € ORY ™ : |z < R},
and
HIEE(BE) ={VeH B}y *):V=0onT}}.
Since V5 = 0 on I'};, we can infer that Vj € HIEE(BE) and

pr < ||VslI> < p*+6 <1 (3.32)
By the compactness of the embedding HIL (Bf) € L*(I'%), it is not difficult to see that there exists

R

Wg € H%;(BE) \ {0} with Wx > 0 and ff% K (z)w%(x) de = 1 such that

div(y!=2VWg) =0 in B},
% = —wpr + prk(x)wg on F% (3.33)

wWh=0 on FE.
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It follows from the strong maximum principle [9] that Wr > 0 on BE. We extend Wi = 0 in
Rﬂ\rf“ \ B}, so that Wg € XS(RfH). Therefore, if U #0, U € XS(RfH) is a nonnegative solution
of (3.19), then

,uR/ k(x)wgpudx = // y " BVWRVU dxdy —l—/ wWRY dx
T B T (3.34)
= l/ k(z)uwg dx.
I
Using u > 0 and u # 0, we may choose R > 0 large enough such that fp% K(z)uwg dx > 0.
Then, (3.34) implies that pur = [, which is a contradiction in view of (3.32). O

Proof of Theorem 1.1. By using Lemmas 3.4 and 3.5, it is obvious that the situation ||U,|| — oo
cannot occur. Therefore, the sequence {U,} is bounded in X* (]Rf 1), Taking into account Lemma
3.1 and the Harnack inequality [9], we can deduce that problem (3.1) admits a positive solution
Uy e X (Rﬂ\: 1) with I(U;) > 0. Then, the thesis of theorem follows by Theorem 3.1.

O

4. SUPERLINEAR CASE: PROOF OF THEOREM 1.2

This section is devoted to the proof of Theorem 1.2. For simplicity, we consider problem (2.5)
with k(z) = 1, that is
div(y'=2*VU) = 0 in RY*
U _uh f(w) + h(z) on RN (4.1)
ovl—2s —
where h(z) = h(|z]) € CLRN)NLERY), h(x) > 0, h(x) Z 0 and f satisfies (f1)-(f4) with [ = +oo0.
Since we assume that k(x) = 1 and h(z) is radial, it is natural to work on the space of the function
belonging to X* (Rﬂ\: 1) which are radial with respect to z, that is

KRN = {U e X ®Y*): Ule,y) = Ullal ) }
We begin proving the following preliminary result

Theorem 4.1. Suppose that h(z) = h(|z|) € L?(RM), h(z) > 0, h(x) # 0 and conditions (f1)-(f3)
holds, then there exist mi > 0 and Uy € Xi(RfH) such that I'(Uy) = 0 and I1(Uy) < 0 if |h|a < m;.

Proof. Arguing as in the proof of Theorem 3.1, by applying the Ekeland’s variational principle, we
can obtain the existence of a bounded (PS) sequence {U,} C X3(RY ™) such that

1(U,) — & = inf{I(U) : U € X;(RY™) and U] = p} <0,

where p is given by Lemma 3.2. We claim that such infimum is achieved.
By using Theorem 2.2, we may assume that there exists Uy € Xf,(RiY Jrl) such that U, — U in
XE(RYTY), @, — @i in LPHH(RN).

Taking into account (f1)-(f3), Theorem 2.1, and by exploiting the fact that {U,} is bounded in
X3 (RYT), we can see that

f(ap)(ty, — ap) dz

N < et la|tin — dol2 + Celinlyyy |in — tolpr1 < Ce+CeCliy — tolpt1
R

Hence

(i) (it — i) dz| < C'e
RN

lim
n—oo
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and by the arbitrariness of £, we deduce that
f(ap)(ay, — o) de — 0.
RN
Putting together (f1)-(f3) and by using Lemma 2.1, we can obtain that
f(ﬂn)ﬁn dr — f(ﬂ())ﬂ() dx.
RN RN
Then we can infer that
/ (f(tn) = f(0))uo dv = / (f(tn )ty — f(uo)uo) do — [ f(tn)(Un — to) dz — 0.
RN RN RN
On the other hand, @, — @ in L?(R"), so by using the fact that h € L?(R"), we also have
h(x)ty, doe — h(z)ug dx.
RN RN
Then, by combining (I( 7.),Up) — 0, (I'(TUy,), Uy) — 0, and the above relations, it follows that
U, — Uy strongly in X5(RY ).
Therefore, we get

I(U(]) =¢yp < 0 and I/(ﬁo) = 0.
g

Now, in order to prove that (4.1) has a mountain pass type solution, we use the following abstract
result due to Jeanjean [20]:

Theorem 4.2. [26] Let (X, || -||) be a Banach space and J C Ry be an interval. Let (Zx)xeg be a
family of C' functionals on X of the form

Ix(u) = A(u) — AB(u), for A€ J,
where B(u) > 0 for all w € X, and either A(u) — oo or B(u) — 00 as |lul| — oo.

We assume that there exist vi,v9 € X such that

¢y = inf max Z)(y(t)) > max{Zy(v1),Zx(v2)}, VA€ J
vel't€]0,1]

where
['={yeC([0,1], X) : 7(0) = v1,7(1) = v2}.
Then, for almost every A € J, there is a sequence (v,) C X such that
(i) (vy) is bounded;
(’l"i) I)\(Un) — C);
(iii) Tx(vp) — 0 on X1
Moreover, the map X\ — ¢y is continuous from the left hand-side.

For any A € [3,1], we introduce the following family of functionals I : X (RY*) — R defined by

I\(U) = L [// y' 72 |VU|? dedy +/ u? dm] - )\/ (F(u) + h(z)u) dz.
2 RfJfl RN RN
for any U € an(Ri\_]H).

Next, our claim is to show that I verifies the assumptions of Theorem 4.2.

Lemma 4.1. Assume that (f1)-(f4) with | = +o0 hold. Then,
(i) There exists V € X3(RYT)\ {0} such that I,(V) < 0 for all X € [, 1].
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(ii) For my > 0 given in Theorem 4.1, if |hly < mq, then

. _ 1
ey = ’lerlgtIél[g’}li] In(y(t)) > max{I,(0),I\(V)} VA€ [5, 1} ,

where T = {7 € C((0,1], XSRY+1)) - 7(0) = 0,7(1) = 7).
Proof. (i) For any ¢ > 0, we can find V € X3(RY™1)\ {0} and V > 0 such that

// yl_2s|VV|2 dr < 5/ vidz.
Rf+1 RN
This is lawful due to

inf {// Yy T2EIVU P de U € Xf,(RiYH) and |uly = 1} =0
RYT!

(via the Pohozaev identity, one can see that (—A)® has no eigenvalues in H*(R™)). By using (f4)
with [ = 400, and by applying Fatou’s lemma, we can deduce that

lim ng) dx > (1+ 5)/ v? da.

t—-+o0 RN RN

Hence, for any A € [%, 1], we get

I(t IL(@tV)
lim ALV < lim -2 < = Yy =2V 2 dedy — 6 lv|>dz | < 0.
t—+oo 12 t—+oo 12 2 Rf+1 RN

Take t; > 0 large enough such that I1(¢;V) < 0, and we set V = t;V. Then, we can see that
_ _ 2

(V) < I%(V) < 0, that is the condition (7) is satisfied.
(74) It is clear that, for any \ € [%, 1] and U € X;‘;’(Rf“), we have

INGEE [/ y1_2S|VU|2d:z:dy+/ u2dm} —/ Flu)dz — [hlsluls = J(U).
2 ]RN ]RN ]RN

Then, we can proceed as in the proof of Lemma 3.2, to deduce that

inf J(v(t)) >0
inf max (v(t)) >0,

provided that |h|e < mq, with m; given by Theorem 4.1. Then, for any A € [%, 1], we can see that

¢y = inf max I\(v(t)) > inf max J(v(t)) > max{I,(0), I[(V)}.
vel't€]0,1] ~vel' te[0,1]

This ends the proof of the lemma.

By using Lemma 4.1 and Theorem 4.2, we can infer that there exists {)\;} C [3, 1] such that

(1) A\j = 1 as j — +oo;

(ii) Ix; has a bounded (PS) sequence {UJ} at the level Ch,-
In view of Theorem 2.2, we deduce that for each j € N, there exists U; € Xf,(Rf *1) such that
U} — U, strongly in Xi(RfH) and Uj is a positive solution of

ou;

div(y'=25VU;) =0 in RY T
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Proceeding as in [1, 12], it is easy to see that each U; satisfies the following Pohozaev identity:

N — 2s
2

// y1_2s|VUj|2 dxdy—l—ﬁ/ u? dxr = N)\J (F(u])—l—huj)d!E—F)\] Vh(:E):puj dx.
Rf+1 2 RN RN

RN
(4.2)
In the next lemma, we use the condition (H) to prove the boundedness of the sequence {U;}.

Lemma 4.2. Assume that (f1)-(f4) with | = 400 hold, and h satisfies (1.5) and |h|2 < my for my
given in Theorem 4.1. Then {U;} C X3(RY ™) is bounded.

Proof. By using Theorem 4.2, we know that the map A — ¢, is continuous from the left. Then, by
Lemma 4.1 (7i), we can deduce that Iy, (U;) =c);, = c1 >0as \j — 1.

Hence, we can find a constant K > 0 such that I,(U;) < K for all j € N. By combining this,
(4.2), uj > 0 and (H), we can see that

KN ) KN
// y' FIVU P dedy < — = =L | Vh(z) - zuyde < —,
Y Tt )

which together with the Sobolev inequality (2.3), implies that

|wj|ox < S, <//RN+1 y1_23|VUj|2d:Edy> < C. (4.3)
¥

Now, from I,,(U;) < K for all j € N, it follows that

N

1
- Yy TE|\VU Pdedy + | widx| — N [ (F(uj) + h(z)u;) dz < K. (4.4)
2 Rf+1 RN J RN

On the other hand, by using (f2), (f3), we can see that there exists a constant C' > 0 such that

1 *
/ F(uj)d$§—/ u?dx—l—C’ u? dr,
]RN 4 ]RN ]RN

where 27 = N2iV28

Substituting this inequality into (4.4), and by using (4.3), (2.3), we deduce that

1/ u?dazg)\j/ (F(uj) + h(z)uj) de + K
2 RN

RN
1 2 23
< 2 lujla + Clugla: + [hl2lujlz + K
1 _
< Z’uj’% + O + |hf2|ugl2 + K.
Then
1 _
—/ ug dz < C + |h|2|ujl2,
4 ]RN
that is

ujlo < C for all j € N| 4.5
J

for some positive constant C' independent of j. Putting together (4.3) and (4.5), we can conclude
the proof of this lemma.
]

Lemma 4.3. Under the assumptions of Lemma 4.2, the above sequence {U;} is also a (PS) sequence
of 1.
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Proof. From the definitions of I and I); we can deduce that

TU) = Dy U) + Oy =1) [ (Play)+ hlajuy) de (4.6
By using Theorem 4.2, we obtain
I,(Uj) =cy;, 7 >0as \j — 1.
Hence, by applying Lemma 4.2 and (4.6), we get I(U;) — ¢; > 0. Being I)\ (U;) =0, we can infer
that, for any ¥ € C’(C)’O(Ri\_fﬂ),

(1)9) = (1, W) 0) + O =1) [ (Flag)+ i) do =0,

that is I'(U;) — 0 as j — oo in the dual space of Xi(RﬂYH).

Finally, we give the proof of the main result of this section:

Proof of Theorem 1.2. Taking into account Theorem 4.1, we know that (4.1) admits a positive
solution Uy € X5(RY ™) such that I(Up) < 0. On the other hand, by Lemma 4.3 and Theorem 2.2,
we know that problem (4 1) has a second positive solution U; € XS(RN Y with I(U1) = ¢; > 0.
As a consequence Uy # Uy, and this ends the proof.

5. SOME EXAMPLES

In this last section we provide some examples of functions f, k and h for which our main results
are applicable.

Example 5.1. Let Ry > 0 and let us define
1 - R, t2 .
k)= 4 T TlRI<Bo e { T >0
T+ Ro if |x| > Ro 0 ift <O0.

It is clear that |kl = 1, and f satisfies (f1)-(f3) and (f4) with | = Ry. Moreover, we note that
(K) holds because of

t 1
sup M:t>0 =Ry<Ry+1=infq—:|z| >Ry,

t k(x)
Now, to verify that | > u*, we have to choose a special Ry > 0. For R > 0, we take ¢ € C(‘)X’(]RN)
such that ¢(z) =1 if [z| < R, ¢(z) = 0 if |z| > 2R and |Ve(z)| < G for all z € RY.

Since ¢ € HY(RN) € H*(RY), we can see that
61 as @y < Cllgl g @y
On the other hand, for any Ry > 2R, we have
f]RN ¢*dx < Jen *dx

fRN 2)P2dr — H—%RfRN P2dr =14+2R
and
fRNIWIZdw - @Bonl _ G@Bonl _ . 1+ R)
fRN x)p*dx fBR k(x)dr — 1J+R|BR| 1= o
Therefore
190z < CM?{“RN < 02—(1+R) + C5(1 + 2R)

fRN x)p*dx fRN x)p?dx R?
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where Cy,C3 > 0 are constants independent of R.

Choosing R > 0 such that C’g(l;gf) < O3, we can infer that p* < 2C35(R 4+ 1). Then, taking

Ry =2C5(R+ 1)+ 2R, we have

Y (ORI )
O
Now, fir e € (0,1), and let h € L2(RY) such that
— L e Ce p+14p
]h\2<m.—1%1>ag<[<2 2>t p—i—lS* I

Then, all assumptions of Theorem 1.1 are satisfied, and we can find at least two positive solutions
to (1.1).

Example 5.2. Fize € (0,1), and let us consider the following functions

{O if |z] < V3V |z| > 2

hiw) = C(lz> = 2)%(|z? — 3)(|=]* —4)? if V3 <z <2

and _
f(t):{ glog(l—i—t) Zizg

where C > 0 is a constant such that

1 ¢ C.
h = S iy )
[l < m T§§[<2 2> p+ 17

It is clear that f satisfies (f1)-(f3) and (f4) with | = oo, and h € C*(RYN) N L2(RY).
Moreover, for any /3 < |z| < 2, we have

&+ Vh=4C [leP(al? - 2) (e - 3)(jal — 4)(Blal* — 22/a> +26)] > 0,

sox-Vh >0 on RN, In particular, x - Vh € LI(RN) for any q € [1,00]. Then, we can apply
Theorem 1.2 to deduce that the problem (1.1) admits at least two positive solutions.
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