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POLYHARMONIC KIRCHHOFF PROBLEMS INVOLVING
EXPONENTIAL NON-LINEARITY OF CHOQUARD TYPE
WITH SINGULAR WEIGHTS.
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Abstract

In this work, we study the higher order Kirchhoff type Choquard equation (K C) involv-
ing a critical exponential non-linearity and singular weights. We prove the existence of
solution to (K C) using Mountain pass Lemma in light of Moser-Trudinger and singular
Adams-Moser inequalities. In the second part of the paper, using the Nehari manifold
technique and minimization over its suitable subsets, we prove the existence of at least
two solutions to the Kirchhoff type Choquard equation (Px aq) involving convex-concave
type non-linearity.
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1 Introduction

The main objective of this paper is to prove the existence of non-trivial weak solution of
the following Kirchhoff type Choquard equation with exponential non-linearity and singular

weights:
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where m € N, n = 2m, p € (0,n), 0 < a < min{5,n — p}, Q is a bounded domain in R"
with smooth boundary, M : RT — R™ and f: Q x R — R are continuous functions satisfying
suitable assumptions specified in details later. The function F' denotes the primitive of f with
respect to the second variable.

We also study the existence of weak solutions of a Kirchhoff type Choquard equation with

convex-concave sign changing non-linearity:

- M (/ |V 2 dm) A"y = Mh(z)|ul? e + </ L)a dy> f(qfl) in Q,
(Part) Q o [z —yl*lyl ]
u=Vu=---=V"ly=0 on 0,

where f(u) = ululPexp(Jul?),0< ¢ <1, 2<p,v€(1,2) and F(t) = fg f(s) ds. In this case,
we assume M (t) = at + b where a,b > 0 and h € L"(2) where r = % is such that h™ # 0.

The boundary value problems involving Kirchhoff term appear in various physical and biolog-
ical systems. In 1883, Kirchhoff observed these kinds of non-local phenomena in the study of
string or membrane vibrations to describe the transversal oscillations, by considering the ef-
fect of changes in the length of the string. In the case of Laplacian operator, problems having
Kirchhoff term arise from the theory of thin plates and describe the deflection of the middle
surface of a p-power like elastic isotropic flat plate of uniform thickness. Precisely, M (||u|[P)
represents the non-local flexural rigidity of the plate depending continuously on ||u||P of the

defection u in the presence of non-linear source forces.

Initially in [2], Alves et al. considered the following non-local Kirchhoff problem with Sobolev

type critical non-linearities
—M (|Vul*dz) Au= Af(z,u) + v’ in Q, u =0 on 9,

where Q C R? is a bounded domain with smooth boundary and f has sub-critical growth
at co. Using the Mountain-pass Lemma and the compactness analysis of local Palais-Smale
sequences, authors showed the existence of solutions for large A. Corréa and Figueiredo [§]
studied the existence of positive solutions for Kirchhoff equations involving p-laplacian oper-
ator with critical or super critical Sobolev type non-linearity. Later on, Figueiredo [II] and
Goyal et al. [14] studied the Kirchhoff problem with critical exponential growth non-linearity.
Recently in [5], authors have studied the Kirchhoff equation with exponential non-linearity

of Choquard type and established the existence and multiplicity of solutions.

Problems involving polyharmonic operators and polynomial type critical growth non-linearities
have been broadly studied by many authors till now, see [12], 13} [16] 22] for instance. In [22],

Pucci and Serrin have considered the following critical growth problem in an open ball of R"™:

(=AY 5y =M+ [u*uin B, u=Du=---= DKl =0o0n 0B,

where K — 1 € N, s = Zf%flg, n > 2K. They showed the existence of nontrivial radial

solutions to the above problem in a suitable range of A. In [12], Gazzola studied the exis-

tence result for the same critical exponent polyharmonic problem as above while considering
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a lower order perturbation term having a subcritical growth at infinity instead of *Au’. We
cite [15] 17, (18] 26] and references therein for existence results on polyharmonic equations
with exponential type non-linearity.

The multiplicity of solutions for elliptic partial differential equations involving polynomial
type non-linearity and sign-changing weight functions has been extensively studied in [4] [7}
10 241 25]) using the Nehari manifold technique. In [9], authors studied the existence of
multiple positive solutions of Kirchhoff type problems with convex-concave type polynomial
non-linearities having sub-critical growth using fibering map analysis and the Nehari manifold
method.

At this point, we remark that the study of polyharmonic Kirchhoff problems involving the
exponential type Choquard non-linearity with singular weights was completely open until
now. So our article establishes new results for such problems. We point out that the analysis
we use here is completely new for this class of problems with critical growth. The salient
feature of our problem (K C) is its doubly-non-local structure due to the presence of non-local
Kirchhoff as well as Choquard term which makes the equation (KC') no longer a pointwise
identity. The doubly non-local nature induces additional mathematical difficulties in the
use of classical methods of non-linear analysis. Additionally, we explore the existence and
multiplicity results for these kind of problems in the presence of singular weights.

The vectorial polyharmonic operator A" is defined by induction as

m

ANy =
m

VAN (VA | m 2VATT )} ifm =25 — 1,
AN (|A u|m =2 AT ) if m = 2j.

n

In our case, ;- = 2, the symbol V™u denotes the mtM-order gradient of v and is defined as

VA™=D2if m is odd,
V" =
A™2y, if m is even

where A and V denotes the usual Laplacian and gradient operator respectively and also
V™u.V™v denotes the product of two vectors when m is odd and product of two scalars
when m is even.

The study of elliptic equations with critical exponential type non-linearity in higher dimen-
sions is motivated by the following Adams-Moser inequality [I] and singular Adams-Moser
inequality [19]. We denote

when m is odd,

n—m
T (n_m) ) when m is even,
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where w,_1 = (n — 1)-dimensional surface area of S"~'. We use the framework of Hilbert
1
space Wén’2(Q) (or Hy*(92)) equipped with the natural Banach norm ||u|| o (Jo IV™ul? dz)>

associated to the inner product
(u,v) = / V"u.N"v dx.
Q

Then, we have the following important theorems.

Theorem 1.1 (D. Adams, 1988) Let Q be a smooth bounded domain in R™ and m is a
positive integer satisfying m < n. Then for all 0 < ¢ < (. we have

sup / exp((]u\ﬁ) dx < oo
weWs" ™ (@), Ju <17

where G @5 sharp.

Theorem 1.2 (Adams-Moser) For 0 < a < n, Q be a smooth bounded domain in R"™ and

m s a positive integer satisfying m < n we have

sup / exp(rful") dr < oo (1.1)
Q ||

m, 2L

ueWy "™ (Q),[luf|<1

for all0 <k < Ky = (1 — %) Cmon, where Ky, is sharp.

We recall that the embedding

n |u‘ﬁ
m,m e 1
Wy ™(Q) 3 u— PE e L (Q)
is compact for all 8 € [1, —"—) and continuous for 3 = —"—. In our case —— = 2.

Now we state the doubly-weighted Hardy-Littlewood-Sobolev inequality proved in [23].

Proposition 1.3 (Doubly weighted Hardy-Littlewood-Sobolev inequality) Let t,r > 1
and 0 < p < n with o+ > 0, %+‘L+++B+%:2,a< 7. B <5 fe LYR™) and
h € L"(R™), where t' and v’ denotes the Holder conjugate of t and r respectively. Then there

exists a constant C(«, B,t,n, u,r) > 0 which is independent of f,h such that

F@)h(y)
dady < C(a, B,t,n, p,r vy [P e gy - 1.2
|| s deay < o Wl gy (12)

Throughout the next sections, we assume the following conditions on M and f. The function

M : Rt — RT is a continuous function satisfying the following conditions:

(m1) There exists My > 0 such that M(t) > My and M(t+s) > M(t)+M(s), for all t,s >0
where M(t) = fg M (s) ds is the primitive of the function M vanishing at 0.
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(m2) There exist constants by, by > 0 and ¢ > 0 such that for some k € R
M (t) < by + byt®, for all t > .

(m3) The function MT(t) is non-increasing for ¢ > 0.

Using (m3), one can easily deduce that the function

1 1
(m3)’ éM(t) — EM(t)t is non-negative and non-decreasing for ¢ > 0 and 6 > 4.

Example 1 An ezample of a function satisfying (m1), (m2) and (m3) is M(t) = My + bt?
where My, > 0, B <1 andb > 0. Also M(t) = My+log(1+t) with My > 1 verifies (m1)-(m3).

The function f : @ x R — R which governs the Choquard term is given by f(z,t) =
h(z,t) exp(t?), where h € C(2 x R) satisfies the following growth conditions:

(h1) h(x,t) =0 for all t <0 and h(z,t) > 0 for ¢t > 0.

(h2) For any € > 0, tlgglo sup,eq h(z,t) exp(—et?) = 0 and lim inf, . h(z,t) exp(et?) = oco.

t—o00

(h3) There exists £ > max{1, k + 1} such that % is increasing for each ¢ > 0 uniformly in

x € Q, where k is specified in (m2).

(h4) There exist T, Ty > 0 and vy > 0 such that 0 < t"°F(x,t) < Ty f(z,t) for all |t| > T and
uniformly in z € €.

The condition (h3) implies that @ is increasing in ¢ > 0 and lim

= 0 uniformly
t—0t

f(z,t)
t

inx € Q.

Example 2 A typical example of f satisfying (h1) — (h4) is f(x,t) = 7T exp(tP) exp(t?) for
t>0 and f(z,t) =0 fort <0 where 0 <p <2 and  >1—1.

Furthermore, using (h1) — (h3) we obtain that for any € > 0, r > 5y + 1 where 0< fy </,
there exist constants C7,Cy > 0 (depending upon €,n,m) such that for each = € Q

0 < F(x,t) < C1[t[PoF! + Cylt|” exp((1 + €)t?), for all t € R. (1.3)

For any u € Wg”’2(Q), by virtue of Sobolev embedding we get that v € LI(2) for all ¢ € [1, 00).
This also implies that F(z,u) € L1(f2) for any ¢ > 1. The problem (KC) has a variational
structure and the energy functional J : W;" 2(Q) — R associated to (KC) is given by

T () = gM(Jul?) ~ 5 /Q ( /Q wﬁfi’f)wdy) Ffj;“) dz. (L.4)

The notion of weak solution for (KC') is given as follows.
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Definition 1.4 A weak solution of (KC) is a function u € W0m’2(Q) such that for all ¢ €
Wgn’z(Q), it satisfies

M(Hu”2)/QVmu.Vm<p dw:/ﬂ</ﬂ |y|f|(£/f‘)y|udy> f|(;c|’a“)(p dz. (1.5)

In section 2, we establish the following main result concerning the problem (KC').

Theorem 1.5 Let (m1)-(m3) and (h1)-(h4) holds. Assume in addition

lim sf(x,s)F(x,s)

S exp (259 = oo, uniformly in x € Q. (1.6)

Then the problem (KC') admits a non-trivial weak solution.

In section 3, we consider the problem (P a¢). The energy functional Jy s : Wy" 2(Q) — R
associated to the problem (P a¢) is defined as

_1 O e L F) O\ F)
Taelu) = SM () el a5 [ ([ i) o a

q+1 Jg 2 |z — y|#|y|® ||

where F' and M are primitive of f and M respectively vanishing at 0 and f(s) = s|s|? exp(|s|?).

Definition 1.6 A function u € Wén’2(Q) is said to be a weak solution of (Pxm) if for all
¢ € WJ"(Q), it satisfies

M(HuH2)/QVmu.Vm¢ da;:A/Qh(a;)yu\q—luqs da:—i—/Q (/Q F(u) dy> f(”)qs dz.

|z — yl#fy| ||

We prove the following theorem concerning (Px ).

Theorem 1.7 There exists a \g > 0 such that for v € (1,2) and X € (0, o), (Px.m) admits

atleast two solutions.

Turning to the layout of the paper: In section 2, we prove the existence result (Theorem
[LH) for the problem (KC') and in section 3, we prove the existence and multiplicity result
(Theorem [L7)) for the problem (Px ay).

2 Existence result for (K(C)

In this section, we establish the existence of a nontrivial weak solution for the problem (KC).
To prove this we study the mountain pass geometry of the energy functional J and using
the properties of the non-local term M and the exponential growth of f, we prove that every
Palais Smale sequence is bounded. To study the compactness of Palais Smale sequences for
J, we obtain a bound for the mountain pass critical level with the help of Adams functions

and establish the convergence of weighted Choquard term for Palais-Smale sequences.
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2.1 Mountain pass geometry

In the following result, we show that the energy functional J possesses the mountain pass
geometry around 0 in the light of Adams-Moser and doubly weighted Hardy-Littlewood-

Sobolev inequality.

Lemma 2.1 Under the assumptions (m1), (m2) and (h1)-(h3) the following assertions hold:
(i) there exists Ry > 0,m > 0 such that J(u) >n for all u € W0m’2(Q) such that ||u|| = Ry.
(ii) there exists a v € Wgn’z(Q) with ||v]| > Ry such that J(v) < 0.

Proof. Using Proposition with ¢ = r and 8 = a and (LL3)), we obtain that for any € > 0
and u € W;" ’2(9), there exist constants C; > 0 depending upon € such that

L(@ T @>F@mdwémmwawmaww .

ly|*|z — y[* || PRI
2n—(2ac+y)

2n(8g+1) 2rn 2n(1
<C'1 | oy 02/ |u| TGt exp <MW2>>
Q Q 2n — (200 + )

1
_2n(Bo+1) rn 2 2 3
Cy / | B 4 Cy|uf| T / exp [ 2 Ellul” ( M)
: o P\ 20—+ \Tul

4n(1 + €)|ul/?
2n — (2a + )

IN

2n—(2a+p)

IN

For small € > 0 and u such that < (m,2m, using Theorem [[LT], we obtain

2n—(2a4p)

F F 2n(Bg+1) 2rn n
/ </ a(y,u) dy> (x,au) dr < Cy <Hu||2n(2a+u) + ||uH2n(2a+u)>
a \Ja ly[*z —y[* || (2.1)

< Ca([[ul PP + [lu*").

N[

Then for |lul| < p= <Cm72m4(72l?1—+(62)a+ﬂ))> , (m1) and 1)) gives

e

T (u) > Myt = Callul P+ — Clful”

So we choose ||u]| = Ry small enough so that J(u) > n for some n > 0 (depending on Ry)

and hence (i) follows. Furthermore (m2) implies that

b2tk+1

bo +bit + ——, k# —1
My < T T R
bo—l—blt—l-bglnt, k=—-1
for t > ¢ where
. Fh+1
M(t) —bit—0 , k£ -1,
by = (0 =it =bagmg K7
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Under the assumption (h3), there exists K1 > max{1,k + 1}, ¢1,co > 0 such that F(z,s) >

c15%1 — ¢y for all (z,5) € Q x [0,00). Therefore for v € Wgn’z(Q) such that v > 0 and |jv]| =1

we get

Kl _ Kl —

/</ I*;(y,tv) d> a;jv s >// c1(tv) c2)(eq (b)) (z) — ¢2) dedy
a Yl !w—y!“ !w\ \y! \fc! \fc—y\“
t2K1// x) d$dy—26162tK1// dxdy

QMIMIM yl" Qw|@|@ yl"

+c // dxdy.
* Ja Q’y\a’l’\a’l’—y’“

Then using above estimates in ([4]) for k # —1, we obtain

T (tv)< e3 + cqat? + ext2 BT 0 1250 4 e

and for k = —

T (tv) < ez + eat? + c5 In(t?) — gt 4 et
where ¢}s are positive constants for i = 3,...,6. Now by choosing ¢ large enough, we obtain
that there exists a v € W0m’2(Q) with [|v]| > Ry such that J(v) < 0. |

Lemma 2.2 FEvery Palais Smale sequence of J is bounded in Wéﬂg(Q).

Proof. Let {uy} C Wy" 2(Q) be a Palais Smale sequence for 7 at level ¢ (denoted by (PS).
for some ¢ € R) i.e.
J (ug) — cand J'(uy,) — 0 as k — oo.

Then from (I4]) and (1)), we obtain
1 F F
“M([Jug|?) = 5 / </ Wy, ) dy> (|Z’|:k) dr — cas k — oo,
)

2 ly|*|e —y|# (2)
‘M (Jlug %) / VU V™ — / (/ Fly, ur) dy> T ) ool < el
a ly[*z —y|* ||
for any ¢ € Wgn’z(Q), where €, — 0 as k — co. By substituting ¢ = u;, we get
m F(y,u T, UL )U
'M(Hukn% [k~ [ ( [t udy) f@wue g | ol (@3
Q a \Ua [yl*z —y| ||

Using assumption (h3), we get that there exists a 6 > 2 such that 0F(x,t) < tf(x,t) for any
t > 0 and x €  which implies

o [ (] ) Pt e [ () pet) S a0
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Now using [2.2), [2.3), 24) and (m3)’, we get

1 1 1
T (ur) = 54 4T (k) uk) = 5 MIlugll*) = 55 M (oe]*) k]|
1 /</ F(y, ug) >F(l’=uk) 1 /(/ F(y, uy) >f(9€,uk)uk >
- = dy dr + — dy dx
2 ( o \Ja ly[*lz —y|* || 20 Jo \Ja ly|*|lz —y|* ||
1 9 1 9 9 1 1 9
> = - — > - - — .
> 3 M)~ Mol = (5 - 55 ) Mol
(2.5)
Also [22]) and 23)) yields
1 U
Ttw) - g5 ) <€ (1+ a2l 2:6)
for some C' > 0. Therefore (23] and (2.6]) gives us the desired result. ]

2.2 Mountain pass critical level

To obtain bound for the mountain pass critical level in this section, we use Adams functions
to construct a sequence of test functions. Let B denotes the unit ball and B; is the ball with
center 0 and radius [ in R™. Without loss of generality, we can assume that B; C 2, then
from [I7, Lemma 5, p. 895], we have the following result- For [ € (0,1), there exists

Uy € {ue W (Q) : ulg, =1} (2.7)
such that C
IT0? = Con 2 (Bi; B) < =227
nlog (%)
where Cy, 2(K, E) is the conductor capacity of K in E whenever E is an open set and K is

relatively compact subset of E and Cy, 2(K; E) def inf{|jul|? : u € C§(E),ulx = 1}.

Let & € Q and R < Ry = dist(#, Q). Then the Adams function A, is defined as

1
nlog (£)? r—T _
- — T Ux if |x — <R,
Arfa) = ( o) v (7 ke

0 if o — % >R

where 0 <7 < R, Ui~z is as in 27) and H/L,H <1
Let 0 > 0 (to be chosen later), =0, R = ¢ and r = ¢ for k € N, then we define
log(k) \ 2
n%(» U

def % ( <E> if |z| < o,
Ak(az) = A% (a;) = (m,2m a
0 if |z| > 0.

I



Polyharmonic Kirchhoff Choquard equation with singular weights 10

1
Then Aj(0) = (mo—gw) “and || A < 1.

Cm,2m
We define the mountain pass critical level as

I* = inf 9(1)). 2.8
iuk gy T =

where I' = {9 € C([0, 1],W6n’2(§2)) : 9(0) =0, J(W(1)) < 0}. Now we analyze the first

critical level and study the convergence of Palais-Smale sequence below this level.

Theorem 2.3 Under the assumption (L),

| 2n — (2a+ p)
0<l*< 5/\/1 <T<m,2m> . (29)

Proof. We have observed in Lemma 2] for u € W(;n’2(Q) \ {0}, J(tu) — —o0 as t — oo and
I* < maxyeoq) J (tu) for u € Wg’lZ(Q)\{O} satisfying J(u) < 0. So it is enough to prove that
there exists a £ € N such that

te[0,00) 2n

max J(tAg) < %M <W§m72m> .

We establish the above claim by contradiction. Suppose this is not true, then for all £ € N
there exists a t; > 0 such that

max J(tAy) = J (trAk) > %M <w%,zm>

t€[0,00) 2n (2.10)
d
and E(j(tAk))’t:tk = 0.
From Lemma 21l and (2I0]), we obtain {t;} must be a bounded sequence in R and
1. (2n— (2a+p) 1.,
. —ar e ) < Mt 2.11
2M< o Cm,2 ><2M(k) (2.11)
Then monotonicity of M implies that
2n — (20 + )
2
——(mom | - 2.12
i (22 L) (2.12)
Consequently, by using (ZI0) and choosing o, k such that B, /k C €, we obtain
F(y,t A T, t A )tk A
Ml = [ ([ SR, ) ARt o
o \Ja [y[*lz -yl ||
(2.13)

2,

For a positive constant C,, depending on p and n, we obtain (see equation (2.11), page.

115 1 dzd 2n— (2004 12)
xdy 0\ 2n—(20+p
> Cun (2 .
/%/% lylofz|olz —ylr = 7 <k‘>

(/ F(y,tpAg) dy) [, tpAp)ti Ay, .
B

o \JB, lYl*lz —yl* ]
kE k
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From (L6), we know that for each p > 0 there exists a s, > 0 such that
sf(x,s)F(x,s) > pexp (232) , whenever s > s,,.

Using this in ([2.13)), we obtain, for some C' > 0

2
2ntk

S O R~ en—(octw)

o ) 2n—(2a+p)

M(ltxAr?)EE 2 pexp (26 Ak O)?) Crun (7

Now from (2.12)), it follows that taking k large enough, we arrive at a contradiction. This
completes the proof of the result. [ |

Lemma 2.4 Let {uy} C Wén’2(Q) be a Palais Smale sequence for J at ¢ € R then there
exists a ug € Wgn’2(Q) such that as k — 0o (up to a subsequence)

L) S e [ ([ e pen) e @

for all ¢ € C(9).

Proof. 1If {uy} is a Palais Smale sequence at I* for J satisfying ([2.2)) and (2.3). From Lemma
221 we obtain that {uy} is bounded in W;" 2(Q) so there exists a ug € Wy () such that
up to a subsequence uy — uy weakly in Wy" ’2(9), strongly in L(Q) for all ¢ € [1,00) and
pointwise a.e. in Q as k — oco. Let ' CC Q and ¢ € C°(R2) such that 0 < p <1 and p =1
in Q' then by taking ¢ as a test function in (22]), we get the following estimate

F(y,u) >f(x7wc) < F(y,u) )f(wawf)so
/Qf </Q|y|a|x—y|udy o d“/g /Q|y|a|x—y|udy e

< e loll + M ([lurl®) /Q VTup. V™ dr < ellol| + Cllullllell

By using |luk|| < Cpy for all k, we obtain the sequence {wy} := {(fQ e ‘yxu’;w > fﬂi"zk)} is
bounded in Llloc(Q) which implies that up to a subsequence, wy — w in the weak*-topology
as k — oo, where w denotes a Radon measure. So for any ¢ € C2°(Q2) we get

1 d dr = dw, ¥ P (Q).
[, pretpy) tte de= o o voccr@

k—o00 9]

Since uy, satisfies (2.2]), for any measurable set £ C Q and ¢ € C2°(Q2) such that supp ¢ C E
we get that

. Y, uy) [z, u)
— dw = 1 d d
Jodw=pm [ [ (G o o) Cetto as
_kli)ngo// (!y\ m_y,ﬂdy) 2 ’ M do = hmM | ug||?) /V u. V"o dx

< C’l/ V"™"u.N"¢ dz
E
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where we used (m2) in the last inequality and weak convergence of uy to u in Wy" 2(Q)
This implies that w is absolutely continuous with respect to the Lebesgue measure. Thus,
Radon-Nikodym theorem establishes that there exists a function g € Ll () such that for
any ¢ € C(Q), [ ¢ dw = [, ¢g dx. Therefore for any ¢ € C°(Q) we get

1 d dx dx = d d
e Q< ool =) Rl Lo / bg de = /Q o olole — ™) T 2

which completes the proof. [ |

Lemma 2.5 Let {u} C Wg”’2(Q) be a Palais Smale sequence of J at ¢ € R and (h4) holds.
Then there exists a u € Wén’2(Q) such that, up to a subsequence, uy, — u weakly in Wén’2(Q)

(e tn) i = (e gpt) T @) e

as k — oo.

and

Proof. Let {uy} C W;" 2(Q) be a Palais Smale sequence of J at level ¢ then from Lemma
we know that {ug} must be bounded in Wgn’z(Q). Thus there exists a u € Wén’2(Q) such
that uy — u weakly in Wgn’z(Q), ur — u pointwise a.e. in £ and uy — wu strongly in L9(£2),
for each ¢ € [1,00) as k — oo. Also from ([22), (Z3)) and Z4) we get that there exists a
constant C' > 0 such that

F(y,ug) > F(x,uy) ( F(y,ug) > Jx, ug)ug
d d C d d C.
/Q</Q el —ypr @) T rsC /Q /er\arx—yw V)T e S

(2.15)

Consider

J, UL e ) et ao = [, ey ) e
F(y,up) — F(y,u F(x,u

<|[ (L o) ot e

[ (/Q F(y,u) dy) F(z,uy) — F(z,u) i

lylofx =yl ||

Using the semigroup property of the Riesz potential we can write

e ([ ([ Fom s ) Fe) ria
e o) S d””)é' (216)

e ([ o) o)
’ </ﬂ </Q Iylfl(jsz/w dy> F|(5|’au) d:f:>§ (2.17)

dﬁf I + Is.

_|_
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Therefore, by using (ZI6) and (2.I7)) we obtain,
1

\y! !l’—y\“ |z
where we used ([2I0) to get the last inequality. Now the proof of ([2I4) follows similarly as
the proof of equation (3.19) of Lemma 3.4 in [5]). |

Now we define the associated Nehari manifold as
N = {u e Wg"*(2)\ {0} : (J'(u),u) = 0}
and ™ = inf,en T (u).
Lemma 2.6 If (m3) and (h3) holds then I* < [**.
Proof. For u € N, we define a map h : (0,+00) — R such that h(t) = J(tu). Then

() = Mol e - | ( / Fly, tu) dy) flo.tuju

lyl*|e =yl ||

and since u € N, therefore

M(ltl?) M(Jul)
() = |lu 4t3< -
O =1l 2~ Jul
y u f(x u) F(y,tu) f (z,tu)

Su(z u?(z)
+ 3 / / ——dy — Pufz) dy dx
ly|® Iw -y~ o lyl*lz —yl# ||

From (h3), we get

tlf(l‘,tl) — 2F(l‘,t1) < tlf(l‘,tl) — 2F(l‘,t2) + 2

F0212) (3 2) < a0, t) — 2P (0, t2)

2
for 0 < t; < ta. Using this we get that ¢f(x,t) — 2F(x,t) > 0 for t > 0 and for any = € ,
t — tf(x,t) — 2F(x,t) is increasing on RT, which further implies that t w
decreasing for ¢t > 0. Therefore for 0 < ¢t < 1 and x € Q, we get w < F(x,u) and (h3)
gives that @ > w then

wl? ul?

[tul]? Jul?

o | (Fon =25 et (ﬁ:% e

This gives that h/(t) > 0 for 0 < ¢ < 1 and similarly we can show that h'(t) < 0 for ¢ > 1.
Hence J(u) = max;>o J (tu). Now we define ¢ : [0,1] — W0m’2(Q) as g(t) = (tou)t where
to > 1 is such that J(tou) < 0. So g € I', where I' is as defined in the definition of [*.

Therefore,

is non-

I* < max J(g(t)) §1r£1§0xj(tu) = J(u).

t€[0,1]
and since u € N is arbitrary, so we get [* < [**. [ |

Now we recall the following higher integrability Lemma from [20]( also refer Lemma 1 of [I7]).
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Lemma 2.7 Let {v;} be a sequence in W0m’2(Q) such that ||vg|| = 1 converging weakly to a
non zero v € Wéﬂg(Q). Then for every p < W’

SI;p/ exp (p(m,2m|vk|2) < 4o00.
Q

Proof of Theorem Let {ur} be a (PS);» sequence at the critical level I* and hence
considered as a minimizing sequence associated to the variational problem (28]). Then by
Lemma 23] there exists a ug € Wy" 2(Q) such that up to a subsequence u; — wug weakly in

wy" 2(Q) as k — oo. First we claim that g is non-trivial. So if up = 0 then using Lemma

2.5 we infer that
F F
/ (/ (y, ur) dy> (z, u) dx — 0 as k — oo.
a \Ja ly[*z —y[* ||«

l*

Therefore limy_, 0 J (u) = %limk—mo M(||uk”2) =

23] gives
2n — (2o +
M) < M (2=, ).

and then for large enough & Theorem

Then by monotonicity of M, we obtain

2n 9
PO —— < .

Now, this implies that we can choose a ¢ > m such that supy, [o, | f (2, u)|? de < +oc.
Using Proposition [[L3] Theorem [T and the Vitali’s convergence theorem we conclude that

/ </ F(y,uy) dy> f(z, ug)uy dr — 0as k — oco.
o \Ja Jylefa — yl¥ |

Hence limy o0 (T (ug), ug) = 0 which gives limy_, o M (||ug||?)||u||* = 0. From (m1) we then

obtain limy_,o ||uz||> = 0. Thus using Lemma 7 it must be that limy_,o J(uz) = 0 = I*
which contradicts [* > 0. Thus ug # 0. Now we show that ug > 0 in . From Lemma 2.2] we
know that {uj} must be bounded. Therefore there exists a constant p > 0 such that up to a
subsequence |lug| — p as k — co. Let ¢ € Wom’2(Q) then by Lemma [2.4] we have

F(y,u) >f( ( (y,u0) >f( o)
/Q</Q |y|a|$—y|udy [ @d$—>/ /Q|y| |$_y|udy 2l ¢ dz as k — .

Since J'(ux) — 0 and uy, — ug weakly in Wom’z(Q), we get

M(pz)/ V.V da;:/ (/ Fa(y,uo) dy> f(x,:o)(p dx,
Q o \Ja lyl*|z —yl# ||

as k — oo. In particular, taking ¢ = u; in the above equation we get M (p?)||ug ||* = 0 which

implies together with assumption (m1) that v, = 0 a.e. in Q. Therefore ug > 0 a.e. in .
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Claim (1): M(Jluol)l[uol® = fi, (Jo, el dy) L0 da.

y[¥z—y|# [z]*

Arguing by contradiction, suppose that

F
el < [ ([ G2 ) e 4

which implies that (J'(up),up) < 0. For t > 0, using the map ¢t — tf(x,t) — 2F(x,t) is

increasing on R*, we have

(T (to), wo) = M (tuo] >tuuo|!2—— / < Ll )dy) fe o,

!y\ !w—yl” ||
t t t
y a:—y T

Since (h3) gives that
e
&

t—0t

= 0 uniformly in z € Q, for all v € [0, 1],

we can choose ¢ > 0 sufficiently small so that (7' (tug), uo) > 0. Thus there exists a t, € (0,1)
such that (J'(tsug),up) = 0 i.e. tyug € N. So using Lemma [2Z6] and (m3)" we get

1
I < = < j(t*UO) = j(t*UO) - Z<j/(t*u0)7t*u0>

:M_l/ (/ F(y,tuo) dy> F(x,tup) de
2 2 Jo \Ja ly|*|z — y[* EE
1 1 F(y, teu x, teug )t
gVl + 3 [ ) TR
o \Jo

[ylefz — gl ER
M(lwl?) 1
< SO M (ol o

+1/ (/ f(yﬂﬁo) dy) f (@, up)uo —a2F(9€7uo) da
4 Jo \Ja ly*|lz —yl* ||

— liminf <j(uk) - i(j'(uk),uw) _r

k—00

This gives a contradiction and hence Claim (1) holds.
Claim (2): J(ug) =1".
From Lemma [2.5] we know that

J (et n) Tt 4= [ (L pepe) "

and by using the weakly lower semicontinuity of norms in limg_, J(ur) = I*, we obtain
T (ug) < 1*. If J(ug) < I* then it must be limy_;o0 M(||ug||?) > M(||ug||?) which implies that

limg o0 [|ur|? > ||uol|?, since M is continuous and increasing. From this we get p? > [jugl|?.

Moreover we have

w67 = (o [ ) i ) 2
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Now we define the sequence v, = ”Z—:” and vy = “70 such that vy — vg weakly in VVOm 2(Q)

and |lvg]| < 1. Then from Lemma 277 we obtain

Cm 2m
sup/ exp (p|ug|?) < +oo, for p < —=__ (2.19)
kel Jo ( ) (1 = [[vol[?)

Also from (m3)’, Claim (1) and proof of Lemma [Z6] we obtain

1 1
T (ug) = QM(||U0||2) - ZM(\|U0H2)HU0||2

1 F(y,up) > (f (z,up)ug — 2F (x,up))
"1 /Q </Q ylale — g ¥ ER =0

Using this with (ZI8]) and Theorem 23] we get that

2n — (20 + )

M(p?) = 21" = 27 (ug) + M(||uo|]?) < M ( om

Cm72m> + M(”U0”2)
which implies together with (m1) that

Cm 2m <2n—(22a+u)>
) n
1 — [wol?

p* <

Thus it is possible to find a p, > 0 such that for £ € N large enough

Cm,2m (2n — (200 + p))
2n(1 —llwo?)

lur® < pi <

Then we choose a ¢ > 1 but close to 1 such that

2n
2n — (2a+ p)

2n ps < Cm,2m
2n — (20 + p) (1= J[voll*)

glluxl® <
Therefore from (Z19) we conclude that

2n 9
_ < .
frew (rtaaint) <€ 20

for some constant C' > 0. Using (220 and ideas similar as in Lemma [2.5] we obtain

F(y,ug) > I (2, ug)ug < F(y,uo) > Iz, up)ug
[ () 2ot do [ (f ey ) et e

We conclude that ||ug| — |lug|| and we get a contradiction to the fact that J(ug) < I* .

Hence J(ug) = I* = limy_, 00 J (ug) and |lug| — p implies p = ||ug||. Then finally we have,

F(y,u T, U
Mlual?) [ 70w o= [ ([ g ) ) g
Q o \Ja ly|*|lz —y|» |z|

for all ¢ € W™*(€) and which completes the proof of Theorem ]
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3 The problem (P) )

In this section, we consider the problem (P, ;) with Kirchhoff non-linearity of the form
M(t) = at + b where a,b > 0. We observe that Jy ps (defined in Section 1) is unbounded
on Wy" 2(€2) but bounded below on suitable subsets of wy" 2(€). To show the existence of
weak solutions to (Py aq), we establish the existence of minimizers of 7y »s under the natural
constraint of the Nehari Manifold which contains every solution of (P ar). So we define the

Nehari manifold as
Nar o= {u € Wg*(Q) \ {0} (T3 ps (), ) = 0}

where (. ,.) denotes the duality between Wg”’2(Q) and W=™2(Q) i.e. u € Ny if and only if

Jull (Jul®) = A [ h@laltt do~ [ (/Q Flu) dy> fo o —o. @)

|z — yl#ly| ]

For u € W" ’2(9), we define the fiber map @, 5s introduced by Drabek and Pohozaev in [10]
as @, : RT — R such that @, 3 (t) = Ty (tu). Thus we get

n(t) = el (e?) - 3 [ nofurtt e [ ([ 20 ay) T g,

|z —y[#y|* ||

and

By, 0 (1) = 267l Mt |?) + [l M ([ftul|?) = Aqt?~"! /Q h(@)[u|™ do

L ) (] ) 2

Since the fiber map introduced above are closely related to Nehari manifold by the relation

tu € Ny iff (13;7 u(t) = 0, so we analyze the geometry of the energy functional on the

following components of the Nehari Manifold:
Ny = u € Naar: (1) > 03 = {tu € W"2(@) \ {0} : @, (1) = 0.} 5, (1) > 0},

Nyar = {u € Naar: @ (1) <0} = {tu € Wi () \ {0} : &, () = 0, @, /() < 0},
N{ar = {u € Naar s @, (1) = 0} = {tu € W™ () \ {0} : @, 5, () = 0,8, 5

Due to presence of sign changing non-linearity in (P as), we also decompose W" 2(Q) into the
following sets to study the behavior of fibering maps ®,, 17 We define H (u) = [, h(x)|

and
HY = {uec WJ"*(Q) : H(u) > 0},

Hy = {u e WJ"*(Q) : H(u) < 0}.
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3.1 Fiber Map Analysis

In this section, we study the geometry of J) ps on the Nehari manifold. We split the study
according to the decomposition of Ny j; and the sign of H(u). Define ¢ : Rt — R such that

) = (el - o0 [ ([ S ay) T 0

|z — y|rly|*

Case 1: ue H; \ {0}

Since
B 00(t) = 06(0) = X [ W@l da),
so tu € Ny py iff t > 0 is a solution of ¥, () = A [, h(z)|u|7™ dz. We have

Vo) = (1= q) =M (|[tull)[Jul]? + 2620 ([ tu]]?) u]*

SNVt fl(mlb)u o=t [ (e ) o
F(tu "(tu)u
oL ULt ) T ]

(3.2)
Due to the presence of exponential non-linearity, for large t we have 1, (t) < 0 and since
u € Hy, there exists a unique t* > 0 such that 1, (t*) = X [ h(x)[u|?"dz, i.e. t*u € Ny .
Suppose there exists an another point ¢ (t* < t1) such that ¢, (t1) = A fQ x)|u|9tt <0, ie.
1—q 2 2 2 —q tl’LL f t1u
At + ol < 67 [ (| ) (53)
! boa g lz = yltlyle ||

and v, (t1) > 0. Then from [B3) and by using f/(tyu)tiu > (p+1)f(t1u), f(t)t > (p+2)F(t)
we obtain,

it < =) | el + ol - [ ([ gy ) T g <o

which is a contradiction. Also for 0 < ¢ < t*, @/ (t) = t(1hu(t) — X [, h(z)[u? dz) > 0.

Consequently, ®,, )/ is increasing in (0,¢*) and also decreasing on (t*,00). Therefore t* i

unique critical point of ®, s which is also a point of global maximum. Furthermore, since
(171 (5) — 4}, (1))
ta

U (t) =

, therefore t*u € N M-

Case 2: uc HT

In this case, we establish that there exists a \g > 0 and a t, > 0 such that for A € (0, \o),
®,, has exactly two critical points ¢ (u) and t2(u) such that ¢ (u) < t.(u) < ta(u) where t1(u)
is local minimum point and #3(u) is local maximum point. To prove this, we require further

analysis and a priori estimates.
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3.2 Preliminary Results for Case-2

For small ¢ > 0, ¢, (t) > 0 and 9, (t) — —oo as t — oo for u € HT. Then there exists at least
one point ¢* such that ¢;(t*) =0, i.e.

_ _ F(tiu tou)u
Bl + 0= g+ [ ([ 2 ) Lt g,

|z — ylifyl ||

! 2
_poa [ / ( / F(tu) dy) fau? / < / f(tw)u dy) f(tw)u dsg]'
o \Ja |z —yl#y|* || o \Ja |z —yl+y|* ||
So by AM-GM inequality we obtain 2/(3 — ¢) ab (1 — q)||t.ul|®* < B(t.u) where

s = [ ([, =y ) T e [ (e ) S e

Using v, (t,) = 0, we replace the value of a||t,ul[* in the definition of ¢, (t) to obtain

o o ([ ) B ]

Lemma 3.1 Let

I {u € WD) ulP < o jﬁilu —q>}'

Then there exists a N\g > 0 such that for every X € (0, \o), T'p > 0 holds where

Iy:= inf [B(u) — 3/Q </Q % dy) f‘(ﬁu dz + 2b|ul|* = X (3 — q) H(u)|.

uel\{0}NH+

Proof.  We establish the proof through various steps.

Step 1: Claim: inf,cp\ foynm+ [ull > 0.

We argue with contradiction, suppose there exists a sequence {ug} C T\{0} N H' such that
|lug|| — 0. Then using Proposition [[L3] and putting the value of f(u) = u|ulP exp(|u|?) as well
as f'(u) = ((p+ 1) + ~|u|?) |u[? exp(|u|") we obtain

S UL i o) Fit oo (L 7w ) S

2n—(2a+p) 2n—(2a+u)

gca( / (lux P2 exp(lux ")) =557 d:c> o ( / (F(wy)) 7=t dm)
Q Q

| B(ur)| =

2n—(2a4p)
2n

) (/ (((+ 1) + e ) g 2 exp(ug 7)) F7=Em dx) ,
Q
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where C, Cy are positive constants independent of ug. Now (p+2)F(t) < tf(t) and Holder’s
inequality implies that
2n—(2a+p) 2n—(2a+p)

B < [ wmdEm ) T N L
U up. | 2n—Ratw) dr X e L R P — T
i<l ) (Lo (1w 5r=as) )

2n—(2a+p) 2n—(2a+p)

o (/’ ‘Znsé(pw)) J )T (/ <‘ " 2no > g >T
+ U | 2n—Rotr) qr X ex uUg| ' —m—— X X
A/ ATy ()

, 2n—(2a+p) 2n—(2a+p)
2nd’ (p+2) 2né’ 2n5 2né
|ug|2n=Catiw) dx X exp | Jug|! =———— | dx
Q 0 2n — (2a + p)
—(2a+p) 2n—(2a4p)

2n
2ns’ (p+v+2) — 2ns’ 210 ~ 2ns
+ ug| 2n—Catn) dx X /ex <u 7—) d:z:> ,
< Q|k| > <Q p | fusl 2n — (2 + p)

where § > 1 (which depends on k) and §’ denotes its Holder conjugate. Using Moser-Trudinger

inequality for uj with large enough k such that %HukﬂV < (m,2m (such k can be

chosen because ||ug|| — 0 as k — oco) and vy, = HZ—ZH’ we obtain
2n—(2a4p) 2n—(2a+u)
2ns’ (p+2) T né’ — ns
|B(ug)| < C’1</ |up,| Tty d$> X ( sup /exp(|vk|7§m,2m) dm)

lokll<1/Q

2n—(2a4p) 2n—(2a+u)

M 2ns’ no
+ O2< |uk|2n7(2a+“) d$> X ( sup / exp(|vk|ﬁ/<m,2m) dﬂ?) X

Q loklI<1/Q

2n—(2a+p) 2n—(2a+p)
2ns’ (p+2) T 2ns 2nd’ (p+v+2) T2nd
|uk‘| 2n—(2a+p) d:E + |uk‘| 2n—(2a+p) d:E
Q Q

Finally the Sobolev embedding gives the following upper bound.
|B(ug)| < Ca([luwg] PP + [jug]| P2 (g | P+ 4 [fuge | PFH2)) < Cluag]| PP+ 4 [y | P2+,

Using up € T\{0} we get 1 < C(flug] @V + |lug]|?+ 2+ which is a contradiction as

[ur| — 0 as k — co. Therefore we have inf,cp\ joynp+ [Ju] > 0.
uu exp([ul)[ufP*?

Step 2: Claim: 0 < inf,, +{//<7dy> p—2+qu))) ————— dx .

eM\{o}nH |IE — y|”|y|a ( ’ ‘ ) |$|a

Since F'(s) < ];(j_);, then by the definition of I' and from Step 1, we obtain 0 < inf,cp\ joyng+ B(u)

i.e.

O er\Binrs {/Q (/Q \x—szﬁl)\ma dy) r( \)a wi | </Q \xf(ﬁw dy) f\(ur)u d””}
= e\ By {/Q (w2 ) = )urz\fa( = dx}

p+2 v v
_ g {/ (/ f(u)u dy> [ulP*2exp(|ul )<1+ (p+1) + 7|yl )}
wer\{o}na+ | Jo \Ja |z —yl#|y|® |z[ p+2
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Since p > 2, we infer

| F(w)u > exp(u")|ul?+?
0< inf //<7 p—2+7u?) ———=———dx ;.
uer\{o}nm{ o Jo \fg—ypipge ) @~ 2T =

Step 3: Claim: I'g > 0. Firstly, we have

() = [l < ([ mw)”p( / yu\<1+q>p'>”” <l (35)

where | = ||h|[1r(q) and p > 1 will be specified later. Choosing

2b
A< ——My:= A 3.6
where My = inf,ep\joynm+ lull'™7 > 0, we get that Al (3 —q) [[ul['T¢ < 2bu|/* for any
uw e \{0} N H* . Then for u € T\{0} N H" and p > 2,

B(u) + 2bJu)? — 3/ </Q Flu) dy> JOu N3 ) Hw

0 |z =yl ly|* ||

=, (/Q B —Fﬁw dy) f/(U)uwaff(U)u | </Q B i(ﬁﬁbyw dy) ﬁgf)u e

+ 2b||ul|? — (3 — q) \H (u) > 0.

Therefore I'g > 0. [ |

Next we move on the proof of the claim made in Case 2. From Lemma[BTland (34]), we notice
that for u € HT\{0}, there exists a t, > 0, local maximum of 1, verifying ¢, (t.) — AH (u) > 0
since tyu € '\ {0} N HT. From ¢,(0) = 0, ¥y, (tx) > AH(u) > 0 and limy_,o0 ¢y, (t) = —o0,
there exists t1 = t1(u) < t. < ta(u) = ta such that 1, (t1) = X [, h(z)|u|TT do = by (t2)
with ¢/ (t1) > 0,4 (t2) < 0. Therefore, tju € NIM and tou € Ny ;. Now we show that
tiu € N ;r u and tou € N AN are unique. Suppose not, then there exists t3 > 0 such that
tau € NIM and t.. such that to <t < t3, ¥ (tw) = 0 and ¥, (tw) < AH(u). Our Lemma
B then induces that if ¢/ (t.) = 0 then vy, (t.w) > AH (u) which is a contradiction. We will

denote t, as the smallest critical point of v, in the sequel.
Lemma 3.2 If A € (0, \g) then NRM = 0.

Proof. Let u € Ng’ s then u satisfies

aljul|* + bl|ul/?> = XH (u) + /Q/Q <|$ _Fy(ﬁ?|y|ady> J(wu dr and (3.7)

kg

3a|ul[* + b||u||?> = A\gH (u) + B(u). (3.8)
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Letue HT N NRM, then substituting the value AH (u) from B7) into (B8], we obtain

2/(3 —q) (1 — q) abl|ulP® < B(u)

which implies u € T\{0} N H+. Again substituting the value of allu||* from B into B3,

we obtain
_ F(u) > flu).u 2 - B
u) 3/9/9 <|$ SEYTE dy EC dx + 2b|jul[* = A (3 —q) H(u) =0

which contradicts Lemma Bl If uw € Hy N NY,, then Case 1 implies that ”1” is the only
critical point of ®, ps and CID;;M(l) < 0 which is a contradiction to the fact that u € NY ,,. m

3.3 Energy functional estimates

In this section we prove that J) ps is bounded below on N s and achieves its minimum, with

the help of some estimates on 6, where 6 = inf,cpn, ,, I (w).

2
Theorem 3.3 7,y is bounded below and coercive on Ny pr. Moreover 8 > —CA1-9 where
C depends on q,b.

Proof. Let u € Ny t.e. @;’M(l) = 0. Then,

Fart) =alulf (255 ) +ollP (5 )~ A ) )

3o, <|:c —Fy(ﬁl)w dy) F<u>|;|ap+2 o

Since 0 < F(u) < I%f(u)u and ¢ < 1, (B5) and Sobolev embedding implies that 7y s is

coercive on N) ps that is as [ju|| = oo,

p—2 p p+1l—g q
T () > GHUH4<4(p T 2)> + bffu? <m> - Al(m) [ T — oo

Similarly, we have

Tt = gl ~ e~ [ (s ) T
r(+ [ (e ) T - o)
> ol = A( 5 - 1) .

Then for v € Hy , we get Jy a(u) > 0 and for u € H, the Sobolev embedding implies

bz = 28=0) g s Ve - 2B avan g,)
Foar(w) > Fhul? = 0L = Pl - 0T ([ a0 ao

= bsl|ull* — balul| !




Polyharmonic Kirchhoff Choquard equation with singular weights 23

where b3 = g and by = %. So by finding the minimum of function g(z) = b3z? — byt
we can conclude that 7y ps is bounded below on Ny j/. ]

Lemma 3.4 There exists a constant Cy > 0 such that 6 < —CY.

Proof. Letu € HT, then from the fibering map analysis we know that there exists a t1(u) > 0
such that tyu € Ny, NHT and ¢y a(t1) = AH (u). Since ‘I’;,M(tl) > 0, from ([32)) we obtain

(/Q F(tu) dy) fhwtiu (3.9)

|z — y|*ly|*

q_

3
aHt1u|]4< (1—9q) thluH2 — B(tiu) + q/Q

Using (I>;L7M(t1) = 0, we get that

= L (Gt ) =3 [ ([ ) o
jA,M(tlu) =3 <2||t1uH + b”tlUH > 2 Jo ( o |l’ — y|“|y|a dy |l’|a dx
1 , ) / </ F(tiu) ) fthw)tiu >
— ——\ al|ltyul||® + b||t1ul|® — d dz |.
q+1<H1H ™= o \ o e =gblyle @) ™ ale

In that case, by ([39) we obtain,

__(1_Q) F(tiu) 44q f(hu)tiu
it = ayant®« [ (] 2= ) (b

_1F(tu) f/(tlu)(tu)2> g — L /Q</Q fwtiu ) fwtiu

2 |zle 4(g+1)|z[* 4q+1) |z — y[r|y[e ER

—(1—4q) F(tiu) 4+q (p+2)

< St | (/Q T gy dy) <4<q+ DRRCES)
_ b+t o1 F(tiu) Ftiw)
4<q+1>> e 2/Q</Q gyl dy) e

Since 1 4+ ¢ — 2p < 0 therefore § < infueN;MmH+ Inm(u) < —Cp < 0. ]

Using Theorem [B.3] and Ekeland variational principle, we know that there exists a sequence
{ur }ken C N ar such that

1
I (ug) <0+ 7
(3.10)

1
I (v) > Tno(ug) — Euuk —v|, VYve& Nyum.

Then by ([810) and Lemma [3.4] we have for large k,

C
AMwws—gu (3.11)

Also since ug, € Ny pr we have

p—2 P p+1—gq
Frartn) =l (20 ) ol (55 ) - My ) Hw)

1 F(ug) F(ug) — 2f§ﬁf%uk
- = dy dx.
2 Ja \Ua |z —yl#y|* ||
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This together with (BI1]) gives

pt+l-—g Co Colp+2)(1 +4q)
AN ————— |H <—=—=H > >0
Q1+®@+2J (k) = =5 (i) 2 2Mp+1—q)
i.e.
H(u) > C >0, for large k and uy € Ny NH™. (3.12)

The following result shows that minimizers for J) ps in any subset of the decomposition of
Ny ar are critical points of Jy s and the proof follows from the Lagrange multipliers rule (see
Lemma 4.7 in [5]).

Lemma 3.5 Let u be a local minimizer for Jx ar on any subsets of Ny ar such that u & Ng’M.
Then w is a critical point of Ty -

Lemma 3.6 Let A > 0 satisfies (B.6). Then for any uw € Ny r\{0}, there exists a € > 0 and
a differentiable function & : B(0,¢€) C Wén’2(Q) — R such that

£(0) =1 and {(w)(u —w) € Ny
for all w € WJ"*(Q). Moreover

- 2(2al|ull® +b) [, V™"u.V™w dz — (g + 1) [o h(z)|u]" uw dz — (S(u), w)

(€0, w) = aB ) Tal 5 (1 —q) [a]? + R
where
B F) Y\ ofw) — S f(u)u fp
R<“>‘[2</52\x—y\u\yra> O /Q</Qra:—ywry\a dy) e ¢
and

(St = | </Q B dy) f/(u)f;\if(u)wd”/g </Q PR dy) T

Proof. For u € Ny js, we define a continuous differentiable function G, : R x Wgn 2(Q) —R
such that

Gu(t,v) = at> 9 u — v||* + bt*7||u — v||® — 1 /Q </Q F(t(u—v)) dy) fFtu—v)(u—v) dx

ta |z — yl#ly| ||

- /\/ h(z)|u — | da.
Q

Then G,(1,0) = ®/,(1) = 0 and %Gu(l,O) = ¢'(1) # 0. Hence by the implicit function
theorem, there exists € > 0 and a differentiable function £ : B(0,e) € W" 2(Q) — R such
that £(0) = 1 and Gu(§(w),w) = 0 Vw € B(0,€) which is equivalent to (7} 5, (§(w)(u —
w)),{(w)(u —w)) =0 V w € B(0,e). Thus, {(w)(u — w) € Ny and differentiating
Gu(&(w),w) = 0 with respect to w, we obtain the required claim. ]
Similarly, by following the proof of Lemma 4.9 of [5] and using Lemma B.6] we have the

following result.
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Lemma 3.7 Let A\ > 0 satisfies [B.6) then given any u € N, ,,\{0}, then there exists € > 0
and a differentiable function &~ : B(0,€) C Wén’2(Q) — R such that

£7(0) =1 and £ (w)(u —w) € Ny
and for all w € Wén’z(Q)

_ 22al|ul®* +b) [o V™u.V™w dz — Xq + 1) [o h(z)|u]"  uw dz — (S(u), w)

(0w a3 =) [l + b (1= ) el + Rw)

where R(u) and S(u) are as in lemma 30

Now we prove the following result.

Proposition 3.8 Let A > 0 satisfies B.0) and uy, € Ny a satisfies BI0). Then Hj;\M(uk)H* —
0 as k — oo.

Proof. Step 1: liminfg_ o |Juk|| > 0.

We know that {uy} satisfies (B.12) for large k, thus H(ug) > C > 0 for large k. So by using
Holder inequality we obtain C' < H(ug) < Cy|lug||7T.

Step 2: We claim that

dx — B(ug)| > 0.

i |3 - a) |+ 01 ) hunfP g [ ([ T ) L0

lz —yllyl*) el

Without loss of generality, we can assume that u, € N ;’  (if not replace uy by t(ug)ug).
Arguing by contradiction, suppose that there exists a subsequence of {uy}, still denoted by
{ug}, such that

0< <3—q>auuku4+b<1—q)HukH%q/Q

</Q F(uy,) ) Flug)w Blug) = ox(1).

z—yllyl*) =]
From Step 1 and the above equation we obtain that lim infy_,., B(ux) > 0 and
(3 —q) allugl[* + b (1 — q) [lur||* < B(us)

i.e. up, € I'\{0} for all large k.
Since uy, € NIM, we get

bl ]2+ A (3 — q) Hug) +3 /Q

(/Q F(uy,) > flug)ug Blw) = ox(1)

[z —ylrfyle) el

which is a contradiction since I'g > 0. The remaining proof follows similarly as the proof of
Proposition 4.10 of [5]. |
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3.4 Existence of local minimum of 7,y in N,y

Theorem 3.9 Let 1 < v < 2 and X\ > 0 satisfies B4). Then there exists a weak solution
uy € N;:MHHJF to (Pam) such that Ty apr(un) = infuen, 0y Iam(uw) and uy € N;fMﬁHJr
is a local minimum for Jx pr in W(;n’z(Q).

Proof. Let {uy} C N be a minimizing sequence satisfying Jy a(ug) — 6 as k — oo and
I (v) > Toomlug) — £llug, — v||, Yo € Ny (as in (3I0)). Then by Theorem B3] we obtain
{ux} is a bounded sequence in W(" (). Also there exists a subsequence of {uy} (denoted by
same sequence) and uy such that up — u) weakly in Wom’z(Q), up — wy strongly in L"(Q)

for 7 > 1 and up — uy ae. in Q as k — oco. Then using f(t) < C..exp(et?) for € > 0
small enough and Theorem [[.T] with n = 2m, we obtain that f(ug) and F'(uy) are uniformly
bounded in L%(Q2) for all ¢ > 1. Then by Proposition [[.3] and Vitali’s convergence theorem,

we obtain

/Q</Q F(uk) dy> PO r =0 ol g as = oo

|z —y[#|y* ||

Thus by Proposition B.8] we have <k7)/\7M(uk), (ur —uy)) — 0. Then we conclude that
M([[ug]]?) /Q Ve V™ (g, — 113) d — 0 a8k — 00, (3.13)
On the other hand, using u;, — uy weakly and by boundedness of M (||uy|?) we have
M(||lug|?) /Q V7u). V™ (up — uy) de — 0 as k — oo. (3.14)
Substracting (B14) from BI3]), we get,
M(JJux?) /Q(vmuk V)V (g — 1) d — 0 as k — o0,

which gives
M(|]uk|]2)/ |V, — V™ uy|> dz — 0 as k — oo.
Q

Since M(t) > My, we obtain uy — wuy strongly in Wg”’2(Q). By Lemma [2.4]
/(/ F(ug) dy> f(uk)¢da:—>/</ F(uy) dy) OV
o \Ja |z —yl#y|* Ed o \Ja |z —y[ly|* |z

/h(w)]uk\q_lukqﬁ dr — / h(@)|u|? M urg da
Q Q

and also

for all ¢ € Wg”’2(Q). Therefore, uy satisfies (Py ar) in weak sense and hence uy € Nj p.
Moreover, 6 < Jy ar(uy) < liminfy_ o Ty am(ug) = 6. Hence uy is a minimizer for Jy as in

Ny wm-
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Using [B12), we have [, h(z)|uy |9 > 0. Then there exists a ¢1(uy) > 0 such that ¢ (uy)uy €
N;:M. We now claim that ¢1(uy) =1 i.e. uy € NIM. Suppose not then t3(uy) =1 and uy €
N>:M. Now Ty ar(t1(un)uy) < Txam(uy) < 0 which yields a contradiction, since t1(uy)uy €
N . The proof for uy being a local minimum for 7y s in W)" 2(Q) follows exactly as the
proof of Theorem 4.12 in [5]. ]

Theorem 3.10 Let 1 <y <2 and A > 0 satisfies [B.0). Then Jxnr achieves its minimizer
on Ny -

Proof. Let u € Ny - Then

B (L
Fl(u "(w)u
‘/Q</Q |x—z§|u)|y|a dy) f|(x|)a <0

This along with [B.1]) gives us
F(u u.U
=l + 0=l o [ ([ i) Tt o

—ylHfyl ||

e ) e ) P o

This implies that N, ,, € I' and then following step 1 of Lemma [B.I] we get that 3 ¢ >
0, ||ul]| = ¢ > 0 for any u € N, ,, from which it follows that N, , is a closed set. Also this

gives infueN;NI\{o} B(u) > ¢ > 0. Therefore, for A < )¢ small enough,

inf  B(u)+ 2b||ul]> — (3 — q) \H (u) — 3/Q </Q % dy> "](;Ti” dz > 0.

weN, ,,\{0}
Now let 6~ = min, N0} Ixym(u) > —oo then from Ekeland variational principle, we

know that there exist {v }ren a minimizing sequence such that

. 1 1 _
I (vg) < eljlvlf I (u) + % and Iy v (u) > Ixwr(vi) — EHUk —ul| Yue Ny,
UEINN M

From Jya(vx) = 0~ as k — oo and vy € N p, it is easy to prove that ||vg]| < C (as in
Lemma [2.2]). Indeed,

F(v Vg )V
ol + oottt — [ ([ Il ) 0t g,
o \Ja lz —yl*lyl ]

= o([lurll)

and
1 b
C +o([Jvkll) = Innm(vx) — 1(~7A,M(Uk)avk> > ZH%H% — C(\)[Jvg)**

implies that [|vg]| < C. Thus we get ||S(vg)||« < C;1 and from ([B.4) we have ||, (0)|« < Co.
Now the rest of the proof follows as in the proof of Theorem with the help of Lemma 3.7
(refer Theorem 4.13 of [5]). |
Proof of Theorem [I.7]: The proof follows from Theorem and Theorem [
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