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Abstract
In this paper, we study the following class of nonlinear equations:
—Au+V(z)u = [|z] "= (Q(z)F(u)] Q(z)f(u), z€R?

where V and @ are continuous potentials, which can be unbounded or vanishing at infintiy, f(s) is
a continuous function, F'(s) is the primitive of f(s), * is the convolution operator and 0 < p < 2.
Assuming that the nonlinearity f(s) has exponential critical growth, we establish the existence
of ground state solutions by using variational methods. For this, we prove a new version of the
Trudinger-Moser inequality for our setting, which was necessary to obtain our main results.

2010 Mathematics Subject Classification: 35J15, 35J25, 35J60.
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1 Introduction
This paper is concerned with the existence of solutions for nonlinear equations of the form
— 2
—Au+V(zlu = [[o] "« (Q(z)F ()] Q) f(u), =e€R?, (1.1)

where the nonlinear term f is allowed to satisfy the exponential growth by mean of the Trudinger-
Moser inequality, F' denotes its primitive, the radial potentials V' and @ can be unbounded, singular
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at the origin or decaying to zero at infinity and 0 < u < 2. Here, |z|™* % (Q(|z|)F(u)) denotes the
convolution between the Riesz potential |z|™# and Q(| - |)F(u(-)).
The study of Eq. (1)) is in part motivated by works concerning the equation

— Au+V(z)u= (|Jz| 7" * |[ufP) lulP~2u, zeRY, (1.2)

where N > 3,0 < u < N,V :RY — R is a continuous potential and p > 2. Eq. (L2) is generally
named as Choquard equation or Hartree type equation and appears in various physical contexts. For
example, in the case N =3, V(z) =1, p=2 and p = 2, Eq. ([[.2)) first appeared in the seminal work
by S. I. Pekar [34] describing the quantum mechanics of a polaron at rest. As mentioned by Lieb in
[23] and under the same case, Ph. Choquard used Eq. (L2) to model an electron trapped in its own
hole, as a certain approximation to Hartree-Fock theory of one-component plasma (see also [24] for
more physical background of ([2)). We point out that Eq. (2] is also known as the Schridinger-
Newton equation, see [10] [14], 28| B35, 41]. In [23], Lieb proved that the ground state solution of Eq.
([L2)) is radial and unique up to translations with © = 1, p = 2 and V is a positive constant. Later,
in [25], Lions showed the existence of a sequence of radially symmetric solutions. In [15] 27, 29], the
authors showed regularity, positivity, radial symmetry and decay estimates at infinity of ground states
solutions as well.

In the past two decades, Eq. (L[2)) has attracted a lot of interest due to the appearance of
convolution type nonlinearities. Many authors have used the variational methods to investigate the
nonlinear Choquard equation like (I2)) and involving general classes of nonlinearities, we refer the
readers to [I1, [0, 1T, 16}, 21 22|, 26l B0l B8] for the study of existence and multiplicity of different types
of solutions and [7], 8, BI] for the study of existence and concentration behavior of solutions. For the
convenience of the reader, we suggest [32] for a good review of the Choquard equation.

In dimension two, the case is very special and quite delicate, because as we know for bounded
domains 2 C R?, the Sobolev embedding theorem assures that H}(Q2) < LI(Q) for any g € [1,+0c0),
but H}(Q) #» L>®(2). Therefore, to fill this gap, the Trudinger-Moser inequality (which is stated in
([I3) below) cames as a replacement of the Sobolev inequality in the limiting case.

In order to address problems with exponential critical growth, one of the most important tools is
the Trudinger-Moser inequality (see [33, 42]), which says that if Q is a bounded domain in R?, then
for all @ > 0 and u € HZ (), it holds e ¢ L1(€2). Moreover

< 00, when a <4r
sup / e dx (1.3)
IVl 2y <1 /9 = 00, when a > 4.

In the whole space R?, the following version of Trudinger-Moser inequality was proved in [19] (see also
[12] for an equivalent version):

eolul” — 1 ¢ LY(R?*) forall uwe& H'(R?) and a>0.

Moreover, if o < 47 and |u|z2(r2) < M, there exists a constant C' = C'(M, ) such that

sup /2 (e“'“‘2 — 1) dex < C.
R

||V“||L2(R2)S1

We point out that, in recent years, many generalizations, extensions and applications of these results
have been made. We refer to [I8] for a general discussion on problems involving critical growth of
Trudinger-Moser type.



As far as we know, the nonlocal Choquard type equation involving critical exponential growth in
R? was first studied in [5, 0], where the authors considered the existence of ground state solution for
the following critical nonlocal equation with periodic potential:

— Au+W(z)u = (|o| ™"« F(u)) f(u), z€ R2. (1.4)
Under the set of assumptions on the functions W and f below:
(W1) W(x) > W for all z € R? and for some Wy > 0;
(W2) W(x) is a 1-periodic continuous function;

(fY 1) f(s)=0forall s <0 and 0 < f(s) < *™" for all s > 0; and
ii) there exist sg > 0, My > 0 and ¢ € (0, 1] such that

0 < s%F(s) < Myf(s), ¥s> so;

(f?) there exit p > Z_T” and Cp > 0 such that f(s) ~ CpsP as s — 0;

(f3) there exists 6 > 1 such that
0 [yt =0r(s) < fis)s. V=0,
0

(f*) there exists By > 0 large enough such that

. sf(s)F(s
SETOO % > fo,
they obtained the existence of ground state solution in H'(R?) for Eq. (IL4). The goal of the present
paper is to continue the study of nonlocal equations in R? as in (L4, by considering potentials W (z)
which can be singular at the origin and vanishing at infinity. Moreover, we deal with nonlinearities of
the form [|z| ™" * (Q(z)F(u))]Q(x) f (u), where Q(x) is a weight function and f behaves at infinity like
¢®s” for some a > 0.

Here, due to the presence of the weight function () in the nonlocal term, which can be singular
at the origin, we need to derive a new version of the Trudinger-Moser inequality for our context (see
Proposition in Section 2).

In this work, we impose the following hypotheses on the potential V' and the weight Q:

(V0) V e C(0,00), V(r) > 0 and there exist ag > —2 and a > —2 such that

174 Vv
lim sup (r) < oo and liminf (r)
root T r—too 14

> 0;

(Q0) @ € C(0,00), Q(r) > 0 and there exist by > —4_7“ and b < % such that

r r
lim sup % < oo and limsup %b) < 00.
rsot+ 10 r—4+o00 T



Hereafter, we say that (V,Q) € K if (V0) and (QO0) hold. According to the features of the functions V'
and @, our approach becomes more delicate when compared with the works [5, [@9]. In this direction,
we complement and improve the results in [5l [0], in the sense that we are leading with potentials can
be singular at the origin and vanishing at infinity.

In this work, we are also interested in the case where the nonlinear term f(s) has maximal growth
on s which allows us to treat problem (LI]) variationally. Explicitly, in view of the classical Trudinger-
Moser inequality (3] and following [3| [I7], we say that a function f(s) has «g-exponential critical
growth at +oo if
f(s)

lim f(sz) =0, Ya>ap, and lim > =400, Ya < . (1.5)
s—+o0 S s—+o0 S

Similarly we define exponential critical growth at —oco. Throughout this paper, the following
hypotheses on f(s) will be imposed:
(f1) f:Ry — R is continuous and lim,_,y+ f(s)/s%TH = 0;

(f2) there exists 6 > 1 such that
9/ ft)dt =0F(s) < f(s)s, Vs>0;
0
(f3) there exist ¢ > 1 and £ > 0 such that
F(s) > ¢&s?, Vse|0,1].

In order to state our main results, we need to introduce some notations. L*(R?), for 1 < s < oo,
denotes the Lebesgue space with the norms

1/s
uls = ( / |u|5d:c>
R2

and we shall use the notation [|u||zs(q) for the norm in the Lebesgue space L*(£2), for 1 < s < oo and
any Q C R2. If 1 < ¢ < oo we define the weighted Lebesgue spaces

LY(R% Q) = {u : R? - R : u is measurable and /R2 Q|z|)|ul? dx < oo}

and

L*R%LV) = {u :R? - R : uis measurable and [ V(|z|)u?dz < oo} ,

RZ

endowed, respectively, with the norms

L 1
q 2
[uloreiq) = </R2 Q(fz|)|ul? dx) and  |ur2gev) = </R2 V(|z[)u? dx) :

We also define the functional space

Y = {u € L% (R?) : |Vu| € L*(R?) and / V(|lz)u? dz < oo}
R2



endowed with the norm ||u| := \/(u,u) induced by the scalar product
(u,v) = / (Vu - Vo + V(|z|)uv) dz. (1.6)
R2

The proof that (Y, ||-]|) is a Hilbert space is not direct. Thus, in the next section, we present its proof.
Furthermore, the subspace
Yiad :={u € Y : u is radial}

is closed in Y and thus it is a Hilbert space itself.
Let Cgo(Rz) be the set of smooth functions with compact support. We say that u : R? - R is a
weak solution for (L)) if v € Y and it holds the equality

[ a6+ Vahuoyds — [ el x @) F@)] Qahfods =0, (17
R2 R2

for all ¢ € C§°(R?). Now, our main results read as follow.

Theorem 1.1. Assume that 0 < p < 2, (V,Q) € K and f(s) satisfies (LH), (f1) — (f3) with & > 0,
given in (f3), verifying

QI ) ong/(g—1)] @D/
LB 1) <%1>

4— 2b, w(6—1)
o (1 + ﬁ) 20

{ > max q &,

where )
[T+ IV s)2

QL1 (B, )

1:=

Then, Eq. (LI)) has a nontrivial weak solution in Yiaq.

Theorem 1.2. Under the conditions of Theorem [ and supposing that f(s)/s is increasing for s > 0,
then the solution obtained in Theorem [I1] is a ground state.

For our second existence result, we replace condition (f3) by the following conditions:

(f1) there exist sg > 0, My > 0 and ¥ € (0,1] such that

0 < s"F(s) < Myf(s), Vs> so;

(fs) timinf 26— gy~ g

s—4o00 0

Theorem 1.3. Assume that 0 < u < 2, (V,Q) € K and f(s) satisfies (LA), (f1), (f2), (f1) and (f5).
If we also assume that limé&lfQ(r)/rhO > 0, then Eq. (L) has a nontrivial weak solution in Yiaq.
r—

We emphasize that conditions (f3) and (f5) are usually used to estimate the minimax level of the
energy functional associated to the problem and, therefore, we study two situations. The second one,
by using (f5), is more delicate and we do not require a constraint on the positive constant Sy.

To conclude this introduction, we would like to say that compared with the local equation

—Au+V(z)u=Q(z)f(u), z¢cR?



our main difficulty is that there exists the nonlocal term |z|™* % (Q(x)F(u)) in (ILI]), which leads to
more complex computations, causes some mathematical difficulties and makes the problem rough and
particularly interesting.

The outline of the paper is as follows: in Section 2, we show some useful preliminary results which
will be used later on. In Section 3, we establish our variational setting. In Section 4, we check the
geometric conditions and we prove some properties on the Palais-Smale sequences of the associated
functional. Moreover, we get a more precise information about the minimax level obtained by the
mountain-pass theorem. In Section 5, we prove Theorems [[.1] and The final section offers the
proof of Theorem [I.3]

2 Some useful preliminaries

In this section, we introduce some useful results that will be used in our proofs. We start by
proving that Y is a Hilbert space. Hereafter, positive constants (possibly different) will be denoted
by C,Cy,Cq,Co,--- and to indicate that a constant depends on other quantities we list them in
parentheses: C(...). Furthermore, we denote the open ball centered at the origin with radius R > 0
by Bg.

Proposition 2.1. The space (Y, || -||) is a Hilbert space.

Proof. Let (u,) C Y be a Cauchy sequence. Hence, (%’;), i = 1,2, and (V'/?u,) are both Cauchy
sequences in L?(R?). Thus,

ouy, .
al'i

u' (i=1,2) and VY%u, — v in L}(R?), (2.1)

as n — 400. S0, up to subsequence,

ouy, .
8:Ei

u (i=1,2) and u, — V%0 =1w ae. inR? (2.2)

as n — +oo. Notice that

/ V(|z))w? dz :/ v?dzx < oo.
R2 R2

On the other hand, for each R > 0, let ¢ be in C§°(R?) satisfying supp(¢) C Bry1 and ¢ =1 in Bg.
Thus, by the Poincaré inequality we reach

/ lty, — iy |2 dar < / (ot — )2 d < Cy / IV (ot — )2 dz
Bgr BR+1

Bpr+1

< C'z/ (V|2 |tun — Um|? dz + / lo2| Vg, — Vg, |? dz
Bry1\Br Bri1

2
Mp Br+1\Br Br1

< C(R)|un — UmH27
(2.3)
where Mg = min,ecp,, \p, V(|z]) > 0, and so (uy) is also a Cauchy sequence in L?(Bg). Hence, for
each R > 0, there exists ug € L?(Bg) such that

Uy — Up in L2(BR) and wu, — ur a.e. in Bpg, (2.4)



as n — +oo. Due to (Z2) and (24)), we conclude that ugp = w in Br. Now, let ¢ € C§°(R?) and
R > 0 such that supp(¢) C Bg. For each n € N, we have

0 0
/ un—(pdx:— u"godx, i=1,2.
R2 8$2 R2 &TZ

From (2Z])) and (2.4]) and since ur = w in Bpg, we infer that

0 .
/ w (’Ddx:—/ u'edr, i=1,2.
R2 8$Z R2

Hence, w has weak derivative and dw/dx; = u' € L?(R?), i = 1,2, which implies that |Vw| € L?(R?).
Furthermore, from ), ||[Vw — Vu,|[3 — 0 as n — +o00. Now, since ur = w in Bg, we deduce that
w € L2 (R?) and, again from (2.1)),

loc

2
/ V(\x!)]un—wlzdx:/ ‘V1/2(\x])un—v dz — 0, as n — +o0,
R2 R2

concluding that w € Y and u,, — w in Y. This finishes the proof of the proposition. O

Remark 2.2. Equivalently, we can show that the functional space Y can be regarded as the completion

of C§°(R?) under the norm |jul| := \/{u,u) (see (LG)).

Remark 2.3. By the estimates obtained in (23], we observe that, for each open ball B C R?, the
space Y is continuously immersed in H'(BR), because by the definition of Y it is sufficient to verify
that if u € Y, then u € L?(Bgr). Thus, in particular, Y is continuously immersed in LI(Bg) for all
qg=>1.

Next, we recall a variant of the well-known Radial Lemma (see [40]) due to W. A. Strauss [39].
Hereafter, Br \ B, denotes the annulus with interior radius r and exterior radius R. For any set
A C R?, A¢ denotes the complement of A.

Lemma 2.4. Suppose that condition (V0) holds. Then, there exist Ry > 0 and C > 0 such that for
all u € Yiaq Y
lu(@)| < Cllulllz[~ 1, forall |z[ > Ry.

We need the following embedding result:

Lemma 2.5. Suppose that (V,Q) € K. Then the embeddings Yiaq — LI(R?;Q) are compact for all
2<qg<o0.

Lemma 2.6. Suppose that (V,Q) € K and let 0 < r < 1/2 and R > Ry > 1, where Ry is given by
Lemma[27). Then, for all ¢ > 45“, it holds

/ Q) u|7F da
R2

4b _4b _ ,_ (at2)(_4a _
<c (m*wf‘z " / jufi% do + REn () (2 2>uuu4“‘$>, (2:5)
RrR\Br

for all w € Yy,q and for some C > 0 and o > 1 be such that byo > —A‘_T“.



Proof. Let R > Ry > 1. By the hypotheses (VV0) and (Q0), there exists Cy > 0 such that
Q(|z]) < Colz® and V(|z|) > Col|z|®, for all |z| > R. (2.6)
Next, we estimate the integral on the complement of the ball Br. From Lemma[Z4 and (Z6]) we have
| Qe ul % e < G [l da
R

R

G
ey

a+2 4
<o [ v e (ol o) a
By

— Co

R ol 5

' ab _,_(a+2)( 4q _
= Cyu| 752 / ) o B () v (e de

Bg

Sincea>—2,b<wandqz4 , we have that——a— a42) (49 _ 9) < (. Thus, we get
1 — 2 7

4b a+2 4q
[ Qs uf% o < comai R (27)
Bi

On the other hand, again by hypothesis (Q0), there exists Cp > 0 such that
Q(|z|) < Colz|™, for all 0 < |z| < ro. (2.8
4

Now we shall estimate the integral on the ball B,.. For that aim, consider ¢ > 1 such that byo > —
and a radial cut-off function ¢ € C§°(R?) verifying

0<e<1inR? ¢=1in Byja, supp(p) C By and [V¢| < 1in R2.
By (2.8), Holder’s inequality and the continuous embedding H}(B;) < L*(By), for all s > 1, we have

_4 _4q_ 4bg _4q_
/ Q)77 [u| ™ dx < O / 12|75 ol 7 de
B, B

e . 490 0771
<C3 </ || =5 dx) </ |u| T=m =D dx)

o—1
< 047“4 u ( |(’pu|(4 I»")(O' 1) d$>

2q

4bg | 2 i
< Cyri-utsz ( V(pu)|? d:z:>

2q

i
= Cyri—u hts (/ [uV p|? dz + / loVu)|? dx)
B1\By 2 B1

_2q_

A—p
< Cgri-u ot —/u dx +/ |Vau|? dz
31\31/2 C By
2q

_+Z 2 =n
< Crrt=n’e V(|z|)u? do + |Vu|® da
Bi\By 2 By

4b 2 4
< Cgrnte |Jufis, (2.9)



where C' = minyjo<4<; V(t). Next we shall estimate the integral on Bg \ B,. Denoting by

M, p = t t
R TI;%Q( ), we ge

T S Vi gy T (2.10)
R T R T

Hence, joining the estimates (2.7)), (2.9) and (Z.I0) the result readily follows considering an appropriate
positive constant C'. O

Corollary 2.7. Under the conditions of Lemma 2.0, if u, — u weakly in Yiaq then
4 4
/ Q(|z]) =+ |u, — u|ﬁ dz — 0, as n — 4o0.
R2

Proof. Given any ¢ > 0, fix R > Ry large enough and 0 < r < 1/2 small enough such that

Abg 4 2 Ab _, (at2 (4_q_2)
ri=it7 <¢ and R () (% <e.

Since u,, — u weakly in Y;.q, we have that ||u, — u|] < Cy for all n € N and, by Lemma [Z3],

4.
/ ]un—ulﬁdx—)O,
BR\B’I‘

as n — +oo. Hence, by estimate (2.3])

4,

_4q _4q
/ Q(|x|)ﬁ|un — u|‘é_qﬂ de < C (6014“ +onp(1) + 6C’f“> ,
R2

and so
4 4q _4q _4q_
limsup/ Q|z|) =+ |uy — ult—r dox < eC (Cf“ + Cf“)
n—4+oo JR2
which shows the result. U

Another consequence of Lemma 2.0] and (Z10)) is the following:

Corollary 2.8. Under the conditions of Lemmal2.0, there exists C' > 0 such that, for each q > 4_7“,
we have

_4 _4q _4q
/ Q) 7 [u] 5 dz < Cllu| 5,
RZ
for all u € Yiaq.

Inspired by the papers [2, 12 13, B3] 37, 42] and in order to study equation (LII), we establish
a new version of the Trudinger-Moser inequality for functions in Y;,q which will plays an important

role in our arguments. In [2], the authors have obtained a singular version of the Trudinger-Moser
inequality. More precisely, they proved that if Q is a bounded domain in R? containing the origin,
u € H(Q) and B € [0,2), then there exists a positive constant C = C(«, 8,) such that

sup / |:E|_Beo‘“2 dz < C (2.11)
”vu”LQ(Q)Sl Q

if and only if 0 < a < 4w(1 — 3/2). On the other hand, in [I3] Proposition 1.1], the authors have
proved that if u € H&,rad(Bl) and > 0, then there exists a positive constant C' = C(p, ) such that

sup / |:17|B(ep“2 —1-puHdz < C (2.12)
IVull 25,y <1/ By

if and only if 0 < p < 4nw(1+ 3/2).
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Proposition 2.9. Suppose that (V,Q) € K. Then, for any u € Yiaq and a > 0, we have that
4

Q(|z]) ™7 (e — 1) € L*(R?). Furthermore, if 0 < a < 4w (1 + %) then

2

4
sup Q(|z[) ™+ (™
UEVraa, [[ull<1 JR2

—1)dz < oc.

Proof. Let Ry > 0 such that Lemma [2.4] be valid for |z| = R;. Fixing R > R;, we recall that by the
hypothesis (Q0) there exists C; > 0 such that

Q(|z|) < Cy|z[°, for all |z| > R, and Q(|z|) < Cy|z|*, for all |z| < R (2.13)

and we set
hiew) = [ QUa)™w (¢~ 1) de,  I(a,u) = / Q)™ (e — 1) da.
Br Bg

Thus,
/ Q(!w\)ﬁ (eo‘uz - 1) doe = I (o, u) + Ia (o, ).
R2

Now, we are going to estimate I7(c,u) and Iy(a, ). First, using ([2.I3]) and Corollary 2.8 (or (2.7)))
with ¢ = A‘_T”, for u € Y;aq, one has

2j

1SN ol
hlo) = [ Qa5 Y s

Jj=1

© I 27
— [ Qe S S drva [ QUah Tt ds
BS, J: B,

i=2
< (Cy /
BC

R

> o .
:C’QZO[T/ lz|™=ru® dz 4 aC(R)||ul?.
i=— ) /B

b N adu? 9
EE=Y i dz 4+ aC(R)||ul
j=2

On the other hand, by virtue of Lemma [2.4] and using the fact that a > —2 and & -7 “T” +2 <
4b

m—a<0,forallj22,weget

J

ab S b at2
Y dx§27r(CHuH)2j/ T g
% R

4b _jat2 S ay
REGTIH on (Clul)¥ R
- a+2 4b — 4b ’

IS a2 =g,

and consequently

4b ;

2rCyRT 7" X (aC?[ul?)’
4b q]

T j=2

L(a,u) < +04C(R)Hu|]2

a —

= 03I 1 o C(R)||ul)?,
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where C5 = Cs(a,b, R, p). Hence, Io(a,u) < 400, V u € Y;aq. Moreover,

sup Ir(a,u) < +oo, Va>0. (2.14)
ue}/}adv ||u||§1

Since u € HL (Bg), we denote u(z) = u(R) for |[z|] = R. Let v : B — R defined by
v(z) = u(x) — u(R). With this we have that v € Hé,rad(BR) and ||[Vv|2 = [|[Vull2. Now, we can

take € > 0 such that

2bg
1 <4rm (1 .
a(l+e) 7r< t- N>
Using Young’s inequality and Lemma 2.4] for x € By, we have

w(r) < (L+e)v’(@) + (1+ é)uQ(R) < (1+e)o*(@) + (L+ 5)023—%”.

_a+2
Furthermore, we can choose R > 0 large enough such that e(1+e)C?R™ 2 < 1. In order to estimate
the integral I (o, u), we have two cases to analyze:

Case 1: by > 0. In view of (ZI3]), there exists a positive constant Cy depending on R such that

hlau) <Cq [ a5 (e~ 1)da
Br

< 04/ 20T [0 1 o(1 4 £)0?lde + Caa(l —i—&?)/ e Edr (2.15)
Br

Br
4 4 4
< @R*’OH”/ Flick=r [ea<1+€>w2 “1—a(l+ s)wﬂ dz + Csa(l + e)R"Ts,
By
where w(z) = v(Rz), x € Bi, and we also have used a suitable change of variables, the Poincaré
inequality and [[w|[z2(p,) = [|v][z2(B,)- Hence, we can apply the Trudinger-Moser inequality ([2.12]) to
deduce that

L(a,u) < +00, ¥V u € Yiag,
and since a(1 +¢) < 4m(1+ 2bg/(4 — p))

2b
sup Il(a,u)<+oo,V0<a<47r<l+ 0 >
UEYaq, [|ull<1 4 —

Case 2: —4_7“ < bp < 0. Again by ([ZI3) and the singular Trudinger-Moser inequality due to
Adimurthi and K. Sandeep (2.I1]) we have

eau2 -1 ea(l+£)v2
Il(a,u)gCﬁ/ ﬁdngﬁ/ ———dx < 00, V u € Yiaq,
B

B o] 0T o fo]

a(l+e)

—bho-2
since = + 0247" <leal+e) <4n(l+ %). Moreover,

2b
sup Li(o,u) < 400, VO < a<A4Arn(l+ 0
u€Yraq, [|ufl<1 4—p

Thereby, from (2I4]) and (2I6) we conclude that

). (2.16)

4
sup Q(lz]) ™ (2 — 1) da < o0,
UEYraq, [[ul|<1 /R

and this ends the proof of the theorem. O
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3 The variational setting

Using assumption (f;) we have f(0) = 0 and we may assume, without loss of generality, that f(s) =0
for all s < 0. In what follows, we establish the necessary functional framework where solutions are
naturally studied by variational methods. From (f1) and given € > 0, if f(s) satisfies (LT, then for
a > ap and p > 1 there exists C7 = Cy(e,p, ) > 0 such that

F(s) <els|™=* + CyslP~ (e — 1), VseR. (3.1)
Hence, there exists Cy = Cy(e, p, ) > 0 satisfying

F(s) < s 4 C’2|8|p(eo‘s2 —-1), VseR. (3.2)

| ™

The Euler-Lagrange functional associated to equation (L) is given by
1 1 1 _
J(u) = —/ ]VUF dx + —/ V(!x\)uz dr — —/ [\x! H o (Q(\x!)F(u))] Q(|z])F(u) dz.
2 Jpe 2 JRre2 2 Jgre

In order to control the nonlocal term [p, [|z|™* * (Q(|z])F'(u))] Q(|x|)F(u) dz, we need the well known
Hardy-Littlewood-Sobolev inequality.

Lemma 3.1 (Hardy-Littlewood-Sobolev inequality). Let 1 < 7t < oo and 0 < pu < N with
%—i—% +% =2. Ifge LY(RYN) and h € L"(RY), then there exists a positive sharp constant C(t, N, u,r),
independent of g and h, such that

RN JRN |:E_y|ﬂ

If N =2 andt:r:ﬁ, then

LT (1—4
Ot N.pur) = Ol = et 2)

where T'(+) is the usual Gamma function.

Remark 3.2. We can observe that the Hardy-Littlewood-Sobolev inequality still holds for N = 2. so,
motivated by this fact, it seems to be interesting, at least from the mathematical point of view, to ask if
the existence of nontrivial solution for [ILI)) still holds for nonlinearities f with exponential subcritical
(or critical) growth in R2.

Next, we shall verify that J is well defined on the space Y;,q. Notice that by the Hardy-Littlewood-
Sobolev inequality with t = r = ﬁ, we have

/R2 [l 7+ (QU2) F ()] Q) F (w) dz| < ClQ(l2))F(u)]?+

—c( [ QeI as)

A—p

2

By (B.2]) we have

/ Q)™ |F(w)| 77 dz < C / Q)™ dx + € / QUl) =7 [ufP (2 — 1) da.
R2 R2 R2
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4
From Lemma with ¢ = ﬁ, we infer that the integral [p. Q(|z|)T#u?dx is finite. Hence,

Q(!x\)\ul% € Lﬁ(R2). The second integral can be estimated as follow. By Holder’s inequality,
we have

(NI

[t e < ([ Qe dx)% ([ Qlahs@ ~1ar)” <o,

4
since Lemma and Proposition hold. Consequently, Q(|z|)F(u) € Li-#(R?). Thus, J is well
defined on Y;,q and using standard arguments we can show that J € C!(Y;.q, R) with derivative given
by

J'(u)¢ = /RZ(Vu-V¢+V(|:n|)u¢) dz — /]Rz [+ (Q(lz)) F(w))] Q) f (u)¢ dx.
In the following, we will need the next lemma.

Lemma 3.3. Let o > 0 and 0 < p < {/2Z(1+ %). If p > 1 and ||u|]| < p, then there exists C > 0
such that

/ Q) T ufP (™ — 1) dz < Cull?.
R2

Proof. From Holder’s inequality, Corollary 2.8 and Proposition 2.9 we have

[t urte ~nas < ([ ey da:>é ([, Qe ~1)as)

2

< culul? ([ Qal) 5 @@ o )
R2
< Cllul”,
since that 2a/|u|? < 2ap? < 47(1 + %). O

Next, we shall justify that a critical point of the functional J is exactly a weak solution of the
problem (ILT]). For this we will need the following result:

Proposition 3.4. Assume that (V,Q) € K, (L3]) and (f1) hold. Then, for each u € Y;aq, there exists
C = C(bo, ||ul]) > 0 such that

< Cllw||, for allw €Y.

/R2 [z~ + (Q(l=) F (w))] Q) f (w)w dz

Proof. Let w € Y. By the Hardy-Littlewood-Sobolev inequality with t = r = % we have

_u7

VR (|27 Q=) F (w))] Q(2])f (w)w dz

< GOz F(w)]_ 1Q(lz) f(w)wl o .

Now, let us to estimate the term |Q(|z|)f(u)w| 4 . From @I with p =1, we get
A—p

[ Q)5 7wyl 5 da

2(2

_4 —K) _4 _4 2 _4 _4
<0 / Q) TFu T jw|TF dz +Cs / Q)T (e — 1) |w| 77 da.
R2 R2

I I



14

Let us to analyze the integrals I; and I>. Fixing R > 0, we have

2(2—p) 2(2—p)

h= [ Qe R drs [ Qe Rl e
Br B

I} 12

Using the assumptions (V0), (Q0) and Holder’s inequality, one has

2 _4b 2(2—p) 4 2(2—p) 4
Il S C/ |$|4*Mu 4—p |’UJ|47M dx S C |:Ij|au 4—p |w|47u d,ﬁU
Bg B
2(2—p) 4
< C4/ V(|lz))u =+ |w|i-# da
Bx
2-p 2
d—p 4—p
< Cy V(|z|)u® dz V(|z))w? dz
B% B,
2—p
4—p 4
g@( vwmwa ]| =7 (3.3)
By

Now, let p > 1 sufficiently close to 1 such that pby > —4_7“. Thus, using again Holder’s inequality,
Corollary 2.8 with ¢ = 4_7“ and the hypothesis (Q0), we get the following estimate to I 11

. = L =
Hs( @WWuﬁm) ( @mmuwm)
Br Br
2
4bgp 7 2p pTTI =
/ |x| T+ dx / |w|P=T dx
Br Br
P
(/ mw%w> ,
Bagr

where ¢ is a radial cut-off function in C§°(R?) verifying

< C([lul))

< C([full, B)

0<p<1inR? p=1in Bg, p=0in B, and |Vy| < C in R%
Hence, pw € Hj(Bag). Denoting by mg := min,ep, .\ g, V(|z]) > 0, it follows from the last inequality
and the embedding H} (Bsg) < L7-1(Bag) that
2

2 A—p
4—
Il < Cs </ \V(cpw)]zda:> " <oy / ]ngp\2da:+Cg/ |Vw|? da
Bar Bar\Br Bar

2
A—p
< Cs (i/ V(|:13|)w2d:1:—|—06/ |Vw|2d:1:> < Cyllw| ™. (3.4)
Bar\Br R2

mpg
Thereby, from ([B.4]) and (B3]), we get the following estimate for the integral I;:

4
L=1I + I < O(|lull, R)||w]| "=+ (3.5)
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Next, we shall analyze I5. Fixed again R > 0, by Holder’s inequality and Proposition we get

2

L< [ QUe)™r (e — Diw|™r de+ [ QUlal) ™7 (55" — Diw| 7 da

Br B
2op 2
4 4o 2 d—p _4 9 4—pn
s( Q) 77 (¢ 75 —1>dm) ( Q) 7w d;z:)
Br Br
2—p 2

+< Q(|x|)ﬁ(ef—“u“2—1)dx> i ( Q(le)ﬁdex> 7
B% BS

<Cy ( @(\x!)ﬁw2dx)“+</ Q(\x,mwm) B
Br B¢

Similar to the estimate of I 11, there exists Cy > 0 such that

4 4—p _4
([ Qahurar) "™ < caful .
Br
On the other hand, by assumptions (V0) and (Q0) we reach

4 4b
Q(lz))Trw?dz < C lz| =rw?de < C |z|%w? dz < C V(|z|)w? dz.
By By B By

Consequently, we obtain the following estimate to Is:

2

d—p
I < Cyl|w|| ™7 +C ( / V(|2 ])w? dm> < COw||T7 + Cllw| ™7 = Cllw|TF.  (3.6)

By

Therefore, from (B.1) and (3.6) we deduce that
4 4 4 4
/2 Qz) =+ [f (ww|*r da < Coli + C3Iy < Cr([Jull, R)lJw]|F=# + Co([|ull, R)[|w]|*,
R

and so
4—p

4 4 D
([, ehe 1w ar) * < cqlul )l
and the proof of the proposition is complete. O

The next proposition shows that Y;,q actually is, in some sense, a natural constraint for finding
weak solutions of problem (LI)).

Proposition 3.5. If u € Y,.q is a critical point of J, then u is a weak solution of problem (LII), that
is, it holds the equality (LT).

Proof. Firstly, due to Proposition B.4] the linear functional T}, : Y — R defined by

Tu(w):= [ Vu-Vwde+ /R V(| do - /}R [l (QUa) F())] Q) f (u)w d

R2

is well defined and continuous on Y, since

Tu(w)| < Julllw]l + Cllwll = (jull + C)|lw], for all w e Y.
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Now, taking into account that u € Y;,q is a critical point of J, we infer that T}, (w) = 0, for all w € Y;.q.
So, by the Riesz Representation Theorem in the space Y with the inner product (L), there exists
a unique @ € Y such that Ty, (4) = ||@]|?> = ||Ty|ly’, where Y’ denotes the dual space of Y. Let O(2)
denote the group of orthogonal transformations in R%2. Then, by using change of variables, one has
for each w €Y
Tu(gw) = Ty (w) and |gw| = ||w||, forall g € O(2),

whence, applying with w = 4, one deduces, by uniqueness, gt = u, for all ¢ € O(2), which
means that & € Yi,q. Hence, since T,(w) = 0 for all w € Yj,q, one has T, (4) = 0, that is,
ITullyr = 0 & T,(w) = 0, for all w € Y, and therefore (7)) ensues. This concludes the proof of
the proposition. O

4 The mountain pass structure

In a standard way, one can check in the next lemma that the functional J has the geometric structure
required by the Mountain-Pass Theorem.

Lemma 4.1. Assume that (V,Q) € K and f satisfies (LI)), (f1) and (f2). Then
i) there exist p,y > 0 such that
J(u) =, for all |ul = p;

i1) there exists ex € Yiaa, with ||ex|| > p, such that J(e,) < 0.
Proof. i) Again by the Hardy-Littlewood-Sobolev inequality with ¢t = r = ﬁ and ([3.2)), we have

4—p

) > gl = ([ Qa5 i@ ar)

> gl - cie ([ e euras) o [ @UapTupen - as) ©

Now, using Corollary 2.8 with ¢ = —“ and Lemma B3 with p > = “, we get

1
T(w) = 3 ul* = Cazul® -

—-—-C%&) HuH2 Ch

p(4—p)

——C3€>,02—C'4P 2,

/\/_\

since 0 < p < %’r(l + %). Now, taking 0 < e < ﬁ and p > 0 small enough, we deduce

p(4—p)

B = <1—036>,02—C4,0 2 >0,

because @ > 2 and the item is proved.
In order to verify i), fix ug € Yiaq \ {0} with ug > 0 in R2. For each t > 0, we set
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where

From (f3), it follows that
v = (i)
tu tu bu
- ze/w 7 (@tebr (i) ) @t <Hu00|!> Tooll
> 27% /]Rz [|x|_u * (Q(|$| (Htuoo|!> } (Ht:j—OOH> o

which yields

26
> - for all t > 0. (4.1)
Integrating (£1]) over [1,t||uo|], with ¢t > 1/|luo]||, we get

I(tug) > Cst?,

where C5 =1 ( ) l|luo)|?°. Hence

Tuol
(tu0) < 5 uol]* — Cs®”.

Since # > 1, we conclude that I(tug) — —oo as t — +oo. Therefore, setting e, := tuy with ¢ large
enough, the proof of the lemma is finished. O

Now, we recall that (u,) C Yi.q is a Palais-Smale sequence at level ¢ € R for the functional J,
(PS), shortly, if
J(up) —c¢ and J'(u,) — 0, as n — +oo0.

We say that J satisfies the (PS). compactness condition if any (PS). sequence has a convergent
subsequence. The next lemma is an important tool in our analysis.

Lemma 4.2. Let ¢ € R and (uy,) C Yiaq be a (PS). sequence for J. Then (uy,) is bounded in Yiaq and

[|un|® < i c+on(1). (4.2)

0 —
Proof. Let (uy) C Yiaq be a (PS), for the functional J. Thus,

1

ol =5 [ Dl = QU Pl ))] Q) i) da =

and

[ /R2 (|7 * (Q(Jz ) F (un))] Q(|2]) f (un )un dz — 0,
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as n — —+oo. From the above convergences, assumption (f2) and taking into account that § > 1, we
deduce that

¢+ 0n(1) + ol () unll > T (un) — o
— (5= 95) VualP+ 55 [ [l QU F ()] QU {F ) — OF ()]

11 )
> (2

which implies that (u,) is bounded in Y;,4. For the second part, by the last inequality, the boundedness
of (uy) in Yiaq and since J'(uy,) — 0 as n — +o0, it follows that
0—1
20

lun]|* < €4 0n(1) + CllJ (un)|| = ¢+ 0n(1),

which achieves the desired estimate and we conclude the proof. O

5 Proof of Theorems [I.1] and

To prove Theorems [[.T] and [[.2], we need to establish the following compactness result:

Proposition 5.1. The energy functional J satisfies the (PS). condition for all ¢ € R satisfying

4—p 2bp \ (0 —1)
= 1 .
c < ¢ o ( +4—M> 20

Proof. Let ¢ < ¢y and (u,) C Yiaq be a (PS), sequence for J. From Lemma 2] (u,) is bounded in
Yiaa. Without loss of generality, we may assume that u, — u weakly in Y;.q. We will prove that,
going if necessary to a subsequence, u, — u strongly in Y;,q. By the convexity of the functional
W (u) == %||ul|%, we obtain

Dl = L2 = 9w — )
2 2
= Vun-V(u—un)dx+/ V(|x])un(u — up) dz
R2 R2

= J" (un) (1 — up) + /11@2 [z (QUz) F(un))] Q) f (un) (w — ) da.

Now, we claim that

/11&2 Ua:\_“ * (Q(]a;\)F(un))] Q(|z|) f (un)(u — up) dx — 0, as n — +oo. (5.1)

Assuming (B.1)) as true, we get |luy||? < |Ju||? + 0, (1) and therefore

limsupHunH2 < HuH2 (5.2)
n—-+4oo

On the other hand, by the weak convergence

2 < lim3i 2
[l < Tim inf {fu, |7,
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which together with (5.2) yields that ||u,||?> — |lu|?>. So 4, — u in Y;.q and this concludes the proof.
Now, let us to prove (B]). By the Hardy-Littlewood-Sobolev inequality with ¢t = r = ﬁ, we have

< C1lQ(lz) F (un )l |Q(a) f (un) (un —u)]_+_.

[l < @ )] @l )~ )i
Writing Al = |Q(|x|)F(un)|4% and A2 = |Q(|z|)f(un)(up — u)|4%, we shall prove that Al <

C, for all n € N and for some positive constant C, and A2 — 0 as n — +o0. From (32)), Holder’s
inequality and Lemma 2] we get

ATE <0y | QUa))Tru de + C T | T (7 — 1) d
s | Qe T, z + 3R2Q(|<E|) |un | %= (e ) z

1

4q’ 4qo q
< Cillunl? + CsJun |+ ( [, Qa5 (eF5 il ) dx)
R2

1
< Cy+Cr ( [ QUalysts (et ) da:)q ,
R2
w(0—1)

where ¢ > 1 is close to 1 and ¢’ = Ll From ([2) and since ¢ < =4 <1 + 7 2bo. > 55— there exist
ng € N and § > 0 such that

4 — 2b,
\|un||2sa—“<1+4 0M>7r—5, V> o,
0

For ¢ > 1 close to 1 and a > «aq close to ag we will still have for some 5 > 0 that

4 2, .
9@, |? < <1+ 0)4%—(5, Y 1> no.
4—pu 4—pu

Hence, from our version of the Trudinger-Moser inequality in Proposition 229 we obtain
4 4qa 2 2
Q(‘Z”)‘l*“ (643M||u7l|| (un/llunl)? 1) dz < CS; (53)
2

which implies that AL < C. In what follows, we will show that A2 — 0, as n — +oo. From (B,
Hélder’s inequality, Lemma [£.2] and (5.3]), we have

94 4 2(2—p) 4 4 4 a2 4
AV < Co | QUal) T unl 7w — | da + Cro | QUlal) T fug — T (e — 1) T de
R2 R2

Sl d o i, — uf2d >4”
< ([Latab™ar) ™ ([ Qe hu, - uf as

+010</ Q’x‘ u<e4u”—1 > </ Q‘x’4u‘u —u’4 ud$>
< Cnp </ Q|z|)* #\un—u\ da:) ) + Cho </ Q(|z|)* u]un—u\‘i udx)

From Corollary 2.7,

U=

U=

4 4 4q’
/ Q(|z))™# |up — u|?* dz — 0 and / Q(|x|) =+ |uy — u|ﬁ dz — 0, as n — +oo.
R2 R2

Therefore, A2 — 0 as n — 400, and the proof is completed. O
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We have checked in Lemma [4.]] that the functional J satisfies the mountain-pass geometry. Thus,
the minimax level can be characterized by

*x s
0<C~—£&gﬁJW@»

where the set of paths I' is defined as
I'={y € C([0,1], Yraa) : 7(0) = 0 and J(y(1)) < 0}.
Next, we obtain an estimate for the minimax level ¢* which will be crucial in our arguments.

Proposition 5.2 (Minimax estimate). Suppose that (f3) is satisfied with
(g—1)/2

2

4— 2bp \ m(0—1) ’
ZTH <1 _|_ <% ) -

@Q

umuu%qu_l)<§>wm—n
£ > max ¢ &1, :

where )
[+ [[VIz1isy)?

1QIL1(B, )

1=

Then, c* < ¢.

Proof. First, we are going to consider a function ¢ € Orad(R2) given by po(z) = 1 if |z] < 1/2,
wo(z) = 0if |2| > 1, 0 < pg(x) < 1 for all z € R? and |Vyo(z)| < 1 for all 2 € R2. By (f3) we infer
that if £ > &; then

1 1
Too) < 5 [ 1900l + Vilahgdlde 5 [ il 5 (@) Figo)] QD) Figo) d
B1
2
<Gt gVl = [ el QUed] Qe ds

1

< Lt W) = L1001, = 0

In particular,
| 190l + Vilahed] do < 1Q1 i, - (5.9

According to the definition of g, (54]) and the hypothesis on &, a simple computation shows that

t2 2
et < ma Tlogo) < e |2 [ 1l + V(s z) = S1Q1 s,

t€[0,1] tef0,1] | 2 2
2
< max é||Q\|L ot — S PQI,
te[0,1] 1/2 2 L(By2)
1QI21 5,
/2 2,2 2,2
s omerlar - et

Calculating the above maximum, we obtain

2 _
o - ||Q‘|L1(Bl/2) 1 ( B 1) % q/(q—1)
2 e/ q ‘
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Thus, if
- HQH%;BUQ) — >q/<q—1> =/
S () Y
then ¢* < ¢y and proof of the proposition is done. O

Proof of Theorem [I1l By using Mountain-Pass Theorem without the Palais-Smale condition (see [4]),
there exists a (PS)q+ sequence (uy,) C Yiaq for J. From Lemma 2] (u,) is bounded in Y;.q, then,
up to a subsequence, there exists uy, € Y;aq such that u, — u, weakly in Y;.q4. Since, by Proposition
6.0 the energy functional J satisfies the (PS).+ condition, then u, — wu, strongly in Y;.q. Therefore,
J'(uy) =0 and J(uy) = ¢* > 0. This ends the proof of Theorem [Tl O

Now, we proceed to prove Theorem

Proof of Theorem [[.2. By a ground state solution of equation (LI]) we mean a nontrivial solution
U € Yiaq of () such that

J(u) = min{J(u) : u# 0, u € Yiaq is a critical point of J}.

So, let

M* := min J(u),
ueN

where A is the Nehari manifold
N :={J(u) : u € Yiaq \ {0} is a critical point of J}.

For this aim, it is sufficient to prove that ¢* < M*. The Nehari manifold N is closely linked to the
behavior of the function h,, : t — J(tu) for t > 0. Such map is known as fibering map that dates back
to the fundamental works [20] [36]. If © € N then

1

Jull? =5 [, llal = (@UaDF )] @(lal) Fitu) da.

£2
T2

0 = thl® = [ [lel ™+ QU P(tw)] QU ftauct

hu(t)

Since J'(u)u = 0, as a direct consequence, we deduce

(F(U)f(U) - F(tu)f(t@t)ﬂ Ql])u? dz,

tu

ey =t [ |lel #+ @)

for t > 0. Taking into account that f(s)/s is increasing for s > 0 and f(s) > 0 for all s € R,
we infer that M is also increasing for s > 0. Hence, b/, (t) > 0 for t € (0,1) and hl,(t) < 0 for
t € (1,00). Hence, observing h/,(1) = 0, we conclude that J(u) = max;>o J(tu). Setting v(t) := (tou)t,
for t € [0,1], where ty > 1 is sufficiently large such that J(tpu) < 0, we have v € I' (I" was given in
the definition of ¢*), and so

* < < = .
c_g%ﬂwm_%gﬂw J(u)

Therefore, since u € N is arbitrary, ¢* < M*. O
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6 Proof of Theorem [1.3

In this section, we present the proof of our second existence result. We recall that, in this case,
condition (f3) is replaced by conditions (fs4) and (f5). In this context, we need to prove a new
estimate for the minimax level ¢*. For this aim, we consider the Moser sequence

Viegn, 0<|z] <L

- 1 log
Op(r) = —=¢ 21l 1 1<
n /27'(' \/m? n |':U| = 5
0, |z| > 1.

Next, we prove some useful properties of the Moser’s sequence (W) C Yiaq, which will be important
in the sequel.

Lemma 6.1. Assuming condition (V0), it holds ||@y||*> < 1+ 6,, where

2M
: and 0< My = sup V(|z|)/|z]* < oo.

6p >0, d,logn —
" " (ap + 2)? 0<|z|<1

Proof. First, since |V[log(1/|z])]|?> = 1/|z|*> and by using polar coordinates we have

. . 1t
/ V&, [* de = / IV&,|? dz = —/ —dr=1. (6.1)
R2 B logn Ji/m 7

Now, let us to estimate the integral I, := [po V(|z])@2 dz. According to condition (V0), we have
0 < My < oo. Thus,

o2 RA— My [t 4 (1 L
I < Ml/ |2|*w;, do < My logn/ raotldy 4 —/ log <—> reotl qr
B 0 logn 1/n r

logn 1 My ! A
=M log? ( = | rttdr =: §,.
1nao+2ao+2+logn/1/n e \r)" " "

Making the change of variable ¢ = log (%) and integrating by parts twice, we get

1 1 logn
/ log? <—> raotl qr = / t2e—(@0+2)t 4y
1/n r 0

B 2 2 1 2 logn 1 log’n
(ao + 2)3 (CLO + 2)3 nao+2 (ao + 2)3 nao+2 ag + 2 pao+2

and therefore

Gl s _ M1 2M, 1 oMy 1
"= (ap+2)3logn (ag +2)3nw0t2logn  (ag + 2)3 naot2
and
5. logn —» 1
ogn — ————.
nOE T g+ 2p
Moreover,

ol = [ (V3o + 1 <146,
By

and this completes the proof. O
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Proposition 6.2. If we also assume that limiEfQ(r)/rbO > 0, then mountain pass level ¢* satisfies
r—0

4—,u 2b0 ™
* 1 —-. 2
< o < +4—M> 5 (6.2)

the estimate

Proof. If we define
wWp = wWn/\ 1+ p, (6.3)

then, by Lemma [6.1] ||&,]| < 1. To prove (6.2)), it suffices to show that there exists some ng € N such

that ) A )
t — U 2bg T
7 1 Z
%{2 <twno>}< o (+4_M)27

where the functional I was defined in Lemma 1] and wy,,, is the normalized Moser’s sequence term
given by (63). In fact, taking e, = towp,, with to > 0 sufficiently large such that J(e,) < 0, and
defining o (t) := (town,)t, then we have vy € I' and

* : t2
= ;2% max J(v(t) < nax J((t) < max J(twn,) = max {5 -1 (twno)}
4 — 1% 2b0 ™
1 .
< ) < + 4 — u) 2

Arguing by contradiction, suppose that for each n € N there is t,, > 0 such that

b 3 [ el @l Ftuin)] QU Pty > =2 (14 20 ) 2,
Since F'(s) > 0 for all s € R, we have
4 — 2b ™
£2 > ao” <1 + 4—0u> 3 (6.4)
One can easily check that at ¢t = t,,,
d (¢ 1 -
S (5 -3 L el Qe F(tan)] Qb Fn) ) =0
or equivalently
= [ el 5 QUalF (o)) QUi bt (6.5)
From (f3) and (f4), for all 0 < e < f3y, there exists R = R(e) > 0 such that
sf(s)F(s) > My ' (Bo — e)s"+1e®*%*, Vs> R. (6.6)

By the condition added concerning the behavior of ) near 0, there exists a positive constant Cy such
that

Q(z]) > Cylz|™, ¥V 0 < |z| < ro. (6.7)
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Thus, for n large such that By, C By, we obtain

2> / Q("T‘)F(tnwn)Q(’y‘)f(tnwn)tnwn dz dy
I |z — yl~

QUyD 4
|z —y|»

> My (B — )t w0l [ Qe de /
Bl/n Bl/n
_ 2, 2 ny\H~
> M5! (5o - o)t g e ()" / Q)Q(ly]) da dy
By/n
> CaMg (60 — et [ [ el azay
Bl/n Bl/n

2 Mﬂ- 1 4+2bg— 1
:C’gMo_l(ﬁ )tﬂ+1 19+le2a0t2 w? ( >

(24b9)? \n
19 —
:C;J,M_l(/@ )Mtﬁ—i—l (ﬂ) +1 eaonflt%(pﬂsn)*llogn <1>4+2b0 I
’ (2 + bo)? Va2r/I+o, - .

Thus, we deduce
22—u 2

e

[aowflt%(l—l—én)’l —(4+2b0—,u)] log n+% log(logn) (6 8)
, .

£2 > Cy My (B — om(1+6,))" % £+

X e

which yields that (¢,) is bounded. Indeed, it follows from (6.8]) that
92— (112

(24 bo)?
+ [aon MR (14 8,) "t — (44 20 — p)] log m,

2 > log 2 > log [csMalwo o) (2n(1 + 5@)”2“]

and consequently

1 1 22=Hy? _ 9+l
> — — -
1> 2 log [CgMO (Bo —e) CEADE 2m(1+9,)) 2 ]
+ [aom N (14 6,) 7" — £,2(4 + 2bp — p)] log n. (6.9)

Thus, if t, — 400 as n — 400, the right hand side of ([6.9]) goes to infinity when n — 400, which
leads a contradiction. Thereby, (¢,) is bounded. Hence, passing to a subsequence if necessary, we infer

that A o
lim 2 = _M<L% 0>m
n—-4oo (o)) 4 — 1%

Furthermore, as a by-product of (6.8]), there exists Cy > 0 such that

1
[om M2 (1 +6,) 71— (4 + 2bp — p)] logn + L

log (log n) < C

which can be rewritten as

aopm My — (44 2bo —p)  n(4+ 200 — )
149, 146,

1
logn + v log (logn) < Cy4
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and by using (6.4]) we conclude

(44 2bg — p) v+1
—_ 5,1
5o on logn +

log (logn) < Cy.

Since, by Lemma [611 6, logn — 2M; /(ao + 2)® and log(logn) — +o00, we obtain a contradiction and
this concludes the proof. O

Next we prove Theorem For this aim, we will check that the limit of a Palais-Smale sequence
for J yields a weak solution to (L.

Proof of Theorem [I.3. From the mountain-pass theorem without Palais-Smale condition [4] there
exists a (PS).+ sequence (vy,) C Yiaq for J, ie.,

1

ol =5 [ D™ = @) F(0.))] Qi) P(on) d

as well as

lonl|* /R2 (|7 * Q=) F (vn))] Q(l]) f (v )vn dz — 0,

as n — +oo. From Lemma [£2] (v,) is bounded in Y.q, then, up to a subsequence, there exists
Uy € Yiaq such that v, — v, weakly in Y;,q. Moreover, from the boundedness of (v,) and the above
convergences, we have

[, lal s QUab P )] @UelF(v) o < €. [ [lal ™ @) F(0,))] Qel) (s o < C.

(6.10)
with the positive constant C' independent of n. Next, we split the proof in some claims.

Claim 6.3.
/ (| (Q(|z]) F (vn))] Q(|z])F(vy) Az —>/ [~ % (Q(|z) F(vi))] Q(|]) F (vy) da,
R2 R2

as n — +o0.

Verification: We have seen soon after Remark that if vy € Y.q, then
[|2[~# # (Q(|z[) F (v.)] Q(Jz])F(vs) € L' (R?).
Thus,
lim [z~ % (Q(lz) F(vi))] Qz]) F(vi) dz = 0.

M=F00 J{ju.| =M}
Let C' > 0 and 9 € (0, 1], My, so > 0 be the constants given by (G.I0) and (f) respectively. From the
1
above limit, for any 6 > 0 given, we can choose M > max{(CMy/d)7+T , so} such that

0< [ [l QD) @) Flw) da <
{lvx|>M}
By using (6I0), (f4) and the choice on M, we derive
0< [ el < (QUaDF(0))] QU Flen) da
{lvn|>M}

< Mo/M?+! / (]~ % Q) F(vn))] Q(|])vn f (vn) dz < 6.

{lvn|=M}
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This way, for any Q CC R?, we have

‘/ 27+ (QUI2) F (vn))] Q(IwI)F(vn)dw—/Q[le_“*(Q(lwl)F(v*))] Q=) F(vy) dz

<25+ [ ol 5 QU P ()] Q) F(v) do

- /Q [l % (QUa) F(0,))] Q) F(v,) da|,

where Qp7,, = QN {|v]| < M}, v € Yiaq. At this point, the proof reduces to establishing that

/ 2™+ (@12 F(vn))] Q) F (o) dr — / [l2]# # (QU)F(v))] QU F(vs) da,
Qat,0m

(6.11)
as n — oo, for any fixed M > 11[1&}({(CM0/(5)19_+1 ,So}. For this, we begin noticing that as K — oo,

(ly)F(vi(y))
/u <M /|v <K [ | — |u } dy Q(|z]) F(vi(z))xq dx
— [Jz] 7" % Q(|z])F (vx)] Q(|z])F(vs)xe dz,

[ve| <M

where yq is the characteristic function corresponding to the set (. Choose K >
1
max {(C’Mo/é)W1 ,so} such that

[ [ gy el o o)) as < 6
ol <M o> K \fc— !
Considering (6.10]), (f4) and the choice on K, it follows that

[ P R el I e

< My/EOH / [ (lyDen(y “’“(y))}dy Qla]) F (v (2))xe de
|on|<M J|vp|>K

|z — y!“

911 |y| 'Un (Un(y)) T v (1 T
< Mo/ K / /R [ (whF ]d Q) on (@) f (vn()) dz
/K [ el (@ <|:c|> <vn>>} QU))f (v ) dz < &

Therefore, we obtain

[ = ))]dyQ(\xDF(vn(x))xde

o [ 4y @ty (e | < 25
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So, (6.I1)) will be proved if

‘/CM<NT/ZH<K’[ = (‘M())]dyCQQxD (vn(z))xodz

/|v*|<M/v*<K|: ) (\u( ))] dy Q(|z]) F(ve(2))xo dz

as n — oo, for any fixed K, M > 0. In fact,

/ [w] dy Q(|2])F (va () xa dz
|on | <K Y

—0, (6.12)

—

M} dy Q(|z])F(ve(x))xq dzx

|WEK[ |z — y|~

and, by (f1), we know there exists a constant Cs x depending on M and K such that

j/ {gﬂﬁﬂlﬁlﬁzﬁﬁl}dycgﬂxDPYvn@ﬂ)XQd$
|lon | <K

|z — yl|~

< Carc /| B [Q“y’)’”"(y)“I dy Q1)) lon ()| ' xq dz

|z — y[~
_ dop d—p
< Cuk [|:17| P ox op? ]Q(|x|)|vn| 2 yqdz.

Since v, — v, in LY (R?), for all ¢ > 1, we reach

loc

A4—p

4
|:|l‘|—ﬂ * Up?

J Qlabionl ¥ xa — [laf =+ %] lolon) + xe

as n — 00, where we have used the Hardy-Littlewood-Sobolev inequality. Thus, by Lebesgue’s
Dominated Convergence Theorem, this finally yields (6.12]).

Claim 6.4. v, is a weak solution to (LII).

Verification: Let us now prove that the weak limit v, yields actually a weak solution to (I.]), namely
that

[ (0964 Vilaluayde = [ ol + (QUaDF(0.))] Qlsl)S (v.)éde =
R2 R2

for all ¢ € C§°(R?). Since (v,) is a (PS) sequence, for all ¢ € C§°(R?) we know that

R2 R2

Since v, — vy, as n — 00, in Yy.q, it is therefore enough to show that

[, Tt (QUah P )] @Ual) f(on)ode = [ [l @(1e) F(0.))] @(lal) f(02)6

for all ¢ € C§°(R?).
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Let © be any compact subset of R?2. We claim that there exists a constant C(£2) such that

[ e+ @Uah )] QUL ai < oo, (6.13)
Q n
Indeed, let
wrn = (‘D 9 n 2 17
1+ v,

where ¢ is a smooth function compactly supported in Q' D Q, Q' compact, such that 0 < ¢ < 1 and
@ =1 in Q. Straightforward computations show that

el = [ (190 + V(lalyut) da
[ e v Ee )
o Jre \[1T+un (14 0,)? (1+vp)?

[V|? V- Vu, 5 |Vu|? )
< _9 v q
B /R2 <(1+Un)2 ('D(l—l-vn)?’ e (14 v,)* + V(|z[)¢® ) dz

< 2(llel® + llvall?)

which establishes w,, € Y;aq. Since J'(v,) — 0, as n — 0o, we get
J/(Un)wn < mullwnl,

where 7, — 0, as n — o0, that is,

/ (] 7+ (Q(|x]) F(vn))] Q) f(vn) dl’é/ [~ + (Q]) F (vn))] Q|]) f (vn )wy da:
Q R2
< /R2 (V- Vwy, + V(|z]))vpwy) dz + 7 ||wy |-

Then,

. o)
[l @ F ) QUi 2L a0

Vup, - Vo ¥
< 2—2 Vv n
—/RQ <|W| Gro)2  Txom (zhvn 7

) dz + v/2r, ([l + loal)

n

< IVenll3 + 1Vell2l|Vonll2 +/Q, V(|2])vn dz + V27, (2]l + [[vall)

1
2
< IVunll3 + 1Vll2l|Vonllz + [loal </ V(le)dw> + V27, (el + loall)

Br

where By is a ball in R? that contains Q" and (V0) jointly with Hélder’s inequality were used in the
last step above. Since (v,) bounded in Y;.q, no further work is required for reach which was claimed.
Now, setting

&n = [l = (QU=[)F (vn))] QU f (vn), n 21,
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we can notice that

f(vn)
1+,

/Qénd:v < 2/{Un<1}m [l Q=) F (vn))] Q(J=]) dz

T /{ g [ @D F O] QU ) d

f(vn)

d
14+ v, v

<2 [ [lel ™+ (QUlah P(v.)] Qe
+ [ Tl (QUaD ()] @lelyun () i = 1.
Combining (6.13]) and (G.I0]), we obtain
/fndx <20(Q)+C, ¥Yn>1
Q
Now, consider the sequence of measures pu, given by
E

for each measurable set E. Since ||&,]1 < C1(R2), for all n > 1 and 2 is bounded, the measures pu,

have uniformly bounded total variation. Then, by weak*-compactness, passing to a subsequence, there
exists a measure i such that p,—*u, that is,

/fnqﬁdx—)/qﬁdu, n — 0o, V¢ € C5°(Q).
Q Q

But then, since (v,,) is a (PS)¢ sequence, it follows that

/ (Vun -V + V(|z|)v,¢) dz — / pdu, n — oo, Yo € C5°(2),
R2 Q

which implies p is absolutely continuous with respect to the Lebesgue measure. So, by using the
Radon-Nikodym Theorem, we get & € L'(Q) such that

/Qtﬁdu:/ﬂqﬁédw, Vo € CF(Q).

Since this holds for any compact set @ C R?, we have that there exists a function ¢ € L}, (R?) such
that

odu=lim [ [la 5 Qe F(wn)] Qel)f(wn)do = [ o€dz, 6 € CR(E),
R2 R2 R2

Moreover, due to v,, — v, a.e. in R?,

€= [lz[™ + (Q(lz[)F(v0))] Q(lz]) f (vs)
and the proof is just finished.

Claim 6.5. v, is nontrivial.



30

Verification: Let us suppose by contradiction that v, = 0. Then, by (6.3),

tim [ [l (QUlal) F(wn))] Qlal) F(w) dz = 0.

n—oo R
Thus, since

1

J(vn) = 1anH2 =5 [ 2l = Q=) F(va))] Q) F(vy) dz = ¢* + on(1),
2 2 Jpo

we get
lim ||v,]* = 2¢* > 0. (6.14)
n—o0

From this and ([€.2]), there exists § > 0 so that

4- 2b
lonl* < ao“ <1+ 4_°M> T—0

for n € N large. Hence, for ¢ > 1 close to 1 and a > aq close to «g we will still have for some 5>0
that
4qa
4—p

2b .
[vn||? < <1+4 Ou> dr — 6, ¥n>ne.

Thereby, we may proceed analogously to (B.1]) to get
/R2 [z| ™ * (Q(|z|)F (vn))] Q(|2]) f (vn)vn dz — 0, as n — +oo.

Consequently, |lv,[> — 0, as n — 400, which is a contradiction with (EI4). Therefore, v, is a
nontrivial weak solution of (L)) and this completes the proof of the theorem. O
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