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LOCAL MINIMIZERS FOR A CLASS OF FUNCTIONALS OVER THE

NEHARI SET

HUMBERTO RAMOS QUOIRIN AND KAYE SILVA

Abstract. We analyze the topological structure of the Nehari set for a class of functionals
depending on a real parameter λ, and having two degrees of homogeneity. A special attention
is paid to the extremal parameter λ∗, which is the threshold value for the Nehari set to be given
by a natural constraint. The main difficulty arises when λ > λ∗, as the energy functional may
be unbounded from below over the Nehari set. In such situation we prove the existence of local
minimizers of the functional constrained to this set. We unify and extend previous existence
and multiplicity results for critical points of indefinite, (p, q)-Laplacian, and Kirchhoff type
problems.
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1. Introduction

This article is devoted to the analysis of the Nehari set (usually known as Nehari manifold)
associated to a functional depending on a real parameter. We shall proceed with the
investigation on the extremal parameter carried out in [3, 20], where a class of indefinite and
superlinear type problems has been investigated. We aim at unifying and extending the results
of [3,20] by dealing with a general class of functionals having two degrees of homogeneity. More
precisely, we consider the family

Φλ =
1

p
(P1 − λP2)−

1

γ
F, (1.1)
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2 H. RAMOS QUOIRIN AND K. SILVA

where P1, P2, F are C1 functionals acting on a uniformly convex Banach space X, λ is a real
parameter, and p, γ > 1 with p 6= γ. Furthermore the following basic conditions shall be
assumed:

• P1, P2 are p-homogeneous and F is γ-homogeneous, i.e. P1(tu) = tpP1(u), P2(tu) =
tpP2(u) and F (tu) = tγF (u) for all t > 0 and u ∈ X.

• P2(u) ≥ 0 for all u ∈ X \ {0} and F (0) = 0.
• There exists C1, C2, C3 > 0 such that P1(u) ≥ C1‖u‖

p, P2(u) ≤ C2‖u‖
p and

F (u) ≤ C3‖u‖
γ for all u ∈ X.

• There exists u1, u2, u3 ∈ X \ {0} such that F (u1) > 0 > F (u2) and F (u3) = 0.
• P1 is weakly lower semi-continuous, P2 is weakly continuous, and F is weakly upper
semi-continuous.

This class of functionals appears as the energy functional in several elliptic problems, among
which the main prototype is

Φλ(u) =
1

p

∫

Ω
(|∇u|p − λ|u|p)−

1

γ

∫

Ω
f(x)|u|γ , (1.2)

defined for u ∈ X = W 1,p
0 (Ω). Here Ω is a bounded domain of RN , N ≥ 1, p > 1 and γ 6= p with

1 < γ < p∗ (the critical Sobolev exponent), and f ∈ L∞(Ω). The Euler-Lagrange equation for
this functional is

−∆pu = λ|u|p−2u+ f(x)|u|γ−2u, u ∈ W 1,p
0 (Ω), (1.3)

which has been studied by several authors [2, 6, 10,11,17,19,20,24]. Inspired by the approach
used in [20], where the functional (1.2) is considered in the superhomogeneous (or superlinear,
if p = 2) case γ > p, we shall investigate the general class (1.1). In particular, we shall
complement [20] by including the subhomogeneous case γ < p. We shall also consider some
variations of (1.3), namely, the Neumann problem

{

−∆pu = λ|u|p−2u+ f(x)|u|γ−2u in Ω,
∂nu = 0 on ∂Ω,

where ∂nu denotes the outer normal derivative of u, as well as problems with nonlinear
boundary conditions.

Furthermore, our results also apply to the (p, q)-Laplacian problem

−∆pu−∆qu = α|u|p−2u+ β|u|q−2u, u ∈ W 1,p
0 (Ω),

where 1 < q < p and α, β ∈ R, and to the Kirchhoff type equation

−

(

a+ b

∫

Ω
|∇u|2dx

)

∆u = λu+ µ|u|2u, u ∈ H1
0 (Ω),

where a, b > 0, and λ, µ ∈ R.
Our main purpose is to analyze the topological structure (with respect to λ) of the Nehari

set associated to Φλ, which is defined by

Nλ := {u ∈ X \ {0} : Φ′
λ(u)u = 0}.

It can also be written as

Nλ = {u ∈ X \ {0} : ϕ′
λ,u(1) = 0} = {tu ∈ X \ {0} : ϕ′

λ,u(t) = 0},

where ϕλ,u : [0,∞) → R is the fibering map given by ϕλ,u(t) = Φλ(tu) for t ≥ 0 and u ∈ X.
A basic issue related to the Nehari set is to know whether it is given by a natural constraint,
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i.e. if any critical point of the restriction of Φλ to Nλ is a critical point of Φλ. To discuss this
issue, let us recall the splitting

Nλ = N+
λ ∪ N 0

λ ∪ N−
λ ,

where

N+
λ = {u ∈ Nλ : ϕ′′

λ,u(1) > 0}, N−
λ = {u ∈ Nλ : ϕ′′

λ,u(1) < 0},

and

N 0
λ = {u ∈ Nλ : ϕ′′

λ,u(1) = 0}.

are mutually disjoint sets. By the implicit function theorem, it is promptly seen that (whenever
non-empty) N+

λ and N−
λ are C1 manifolds in X, and critical points of Φλ restricted to N+

λ ∪N−
λ

are critical points of Φλ.
In view of these facts we may refer to N+

λ and N−
λ as Nehari manifolds, and we see that Nλ is

given by a natural constraint if and only if N 0
λ = ∅. Let us note that most of the applications of

the Nehari manifold method in the litterature (in particular the abstract results in [4,26]) occur
when N 0

λ = ∅, which prevents the difficulty previously described. This is the case in [5,10,11],
which deal with the functional (1.2). The situation where N 0

λ 6= ∅ also brings other difficulties,

which are related with the behavior of Φλ on N+
λ and N−

λ . As a matter of fact, in some

situations we shall see that Φλ is unbounded from below on N+
λ and its infimum over N−

λ is
not achieved (see Lemma 2.9 and Remark 2.10), which obviously makes impossible to use a
standard minimization technique in these sets. Instead, we shall see that a local minimization
procedure can be carried out in N+

λ .

Let us decribe in the sequel our main results. First we observe that N 0
λ becomes nonempty

as soon as λ crosses the threshold value

λ∗ := inf

{

P1(u)

P2(u)
: u ∈ X \ {0}, F (u) = 0

}

.

Since we intend to minimize Φλ over N+
λ and N−

λ , let us fix the following notation:

c±λ := inf
N±

λ

Φλ.

Under the condition

(H1) λ∗ = inf
{

P1(u)
P2(u)

: F (u) ≥ 0
}

it turns out that c+λ or c−λ provide a critical point of Φλ for λ < λ∗. Furthermore, in case λ∗ is
larger than

µ∗ := inf

{

P1(u)

P2(u)
: u ∈ X,F (u) < 0

}

.

both c+λ and c−λ are achieved for µ∗ < λ < λ∗:

Theorem 1.1 (Minimization up to λ∗). Assume that λ < λ∗. Then N 0
λ = ∅. Moreover, under

(H1) the following holds:

(1) If γ > p then c−λ is achieved, i.e. there exists uλ ∈ N−
λ such that Φλ(uλ) = c−λ > 0.

If, in addition, µ∗ < λ then c+λ is achieved, i.e. there exists wλ ∈ N+
λ such that

Φλ(wλ) = c+λ < 0.

(2) If γ < p then c+λ is achieved, i.e. there exists uλ ∈ N+
λ such that Φλ(uλ) = c+λ < 0.

If, in addition, µ∗ < λ then c−λ is achieved, i.e. there exists wλ ∈ N−
λ such that

Φλ(wλ) = c−λ > 0.
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For λ ≥ λ∗ we shall be concerned only with minimization over N+
λ . Indeed, it turns out

that c−λ = 0 for λ > λ∗, see Lemma 2.9 below. The following conditions play an important role
in this case:

(C1) If λ∗ is achieved by u then F ′(u) 6= 0.
(C2) If λ∗ is achieved by u then H ′

λ∗(u) 6= 0.
(S) If wn ⇀ w in X and P1(wn) → P1(w), then wn → w in X.

We point out that (S) is a structural condition needed in our minimization arguments, which
is satisfied for instance if P1(u) = ‖u‖p, in view of the uniform convexity of X. On the other
hand, (C1) and (C2) guarantee, in combination with (H1), that λ∗ is achieved by some u ∈ N 0

λ ,
which up to some multiplicative constant yields a critical point of Φλ∗ . A second critical point
may still be found in N+

λ∗ :

Theorem 1.2 (Minimization at λ∗). Suppose (H1), (S), (C1), (C2), and µ∗ < λ∗. Then:

(1) λ∗ is achieved and its minimizers satisfy F (u) = 0. Moreover there exists t > 0
satisfying tu ∈ N 0

λ∗ and Φ′
λ∗(tu) = Φλ∗(tu) = 0.

(2) c+λ∗ is a critical value of Φ′
λ∗, i.e. there exists u ∈ N+

λ∗ such that Φλ∗(u) = c+λ∗ < 0 and
Φ′
λ∗(u) = 0.

Finally, for λ larger than λ∗, the functional Φλ is no longer bounded from below on N+
λ , at

least for γ > p (see Lemma 2.9 and Remark 2.10). Yet it has a local minimizer therein for λ
close to λ∗, which generates then a mountain-pass critical point:

Theorem 1.3 (Minimization beyond λ∗). Suppose (H1), (S), (C1), (C2), and µ∗ < λ∗. Then
there exists ε > 0 having the following properties:

(1) c+λ = −∞ and Φλ has a local minimizer uλ ∈ N+
λ for λ ∈ (λ∗, λ∗ + ε).

(2) Assume, in addition, the Palais-Smale condition:
(PS) If (un) ⊂ X is a sequence such that (Φλ(un)) is bounded and Φ′

λ(un) → 0, then
(un) has a convergent subsequence.

Then Φλ has a second critical point (of mountain-pass type) for λ ∈ (λ∗, λ∗ + ε).

Remark 1.4. Let us make some comments on the assumptions of Theorems 1.2 and 1.3 in
the context of our applications. In the case of the problem (1.3), many of these conditions are
satisfied if

∫

Ω f(x)|φ1|
γ < 0, where φ1 is a positive eigenfunction associated to λ1(p), the first

eigenvalue of the Dirichlet p-Laplacian. Indeed, in this case we clearly have µ∗ = λ1(p) < λ∗.
Moreover, the fact that λ1(p) is the only eigenvalue associated to a positive eigenfunction of
the Dirichlet p-Laplacian implies that (H1) and (C2) satisfied. We refer to Section 3 for more
details on this issue as well as the verification of these conditions for our further applications.

The work is organized as follows: in section 2 we prove Theorems 1.1, 1.2 and 1.3. In section
3 we apply these theorems to unify and extend previous existence and multiplicity results for
critical points of indefinite, (p, q)-Laplacian, and Kirchhoff type problems.

2. Proofs

To simplify the notation we set

Hλ := P1 − λP2, i.e. Φλ =
1

p
Hλ −

1

γ
F.
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2.1. Basic properties. The following result shall be used repeatedly:

Lemma 2.1. If (un) ⊂ S, λn → λ ≥ 0, and lim supHλn(un) ≤ 0 then, up to a subsequence,
un ⇀ u in X and P2(u) > 0. In particular u 6= 0.

Proof. Since (un) is bounded andX is reflexive, up to a subsequence, un ⇀ u. If P2(u) ≤ 0 then
Hλ(u) ≤ lim inf Hλn(un) ≤ lim supHλn(un) ≤ 0 ≤ P1(u) ≤ Hλ(u), i.e. Hλn(un) → Hλ(u) = 0.
Since P1 = Hλ + λP2 and P2(un) → P2(u), it follows that P1(un) → λP2(u) ≤ 0. But
P1(un) ≥ C1 > 0, and we reach a contradiction. �

Since Φλ is composed by two homogeneous terms, one may easily formulate a necessary and
sufficient condition to have Nλ \ N

0
λ 6= ∅:

Lemma 2.2. If u ∈ Nλ \ N 0
λ then Hλ(u)F (u) > 0. Conversely, if Hλ(u)F (u) > 0

then there exists a unique t = tλ(u) > 0 such that tu ∈ Nλ \ N 0
λ , which is given by

tλ(u) = (Hλ(u)/F (u))
1

γ−p .

Proof. If u ∈ Nλ, then Jλ(u) = 0 and thus Hλ(u) = F (u). Conversely, if Hλ(u) and F (u) are
nonzero and have the same sign, then the fibering map ϕλ,u has a unique positive critical point
t, so that tu ∈ Nλ. The equation ϕ′

λ,u(t) = 0 yields the desired expression of tλ(u). �

Let us set

D+
λ := {u ∈ X \ {0} : Hλ(u), F (u) > 0},

D−
λ := {u ∈ X \ {0} : Hλ(u), F (u) < 0},

and

D0
λ := {u ∈ X \ {0} : Hλ(u) = F (u) = 0}.

Since Hλ and F are homogeneous, we see that D+
λ , D

−
λ and D0

λ are cones, i.e. u ∈ D+
λ if and

only if tu ∈ D+
λ for any t > 0. The following properties are straightforward, so we omit their

proofs:

Proposition 2.3. There holds N 0
λ = D0

λ. Furthermore:

(1) If γ > p, then:
(a) For each u ∈ D+

λ , the point tλ(u) is a non-degenerate global maximum point of

ϕλ,u. Moreover N−
λ = {tλ(u)u : u ∈ D+

λ }. In particular N−
λ ⊂ D+

λ .

(b) For each u ∈ D−
λ , the point tλ(u) is a non-degenerate global minimum point of

ϕλ,u. Moreover N+
λ = {tλ(u)u : u ∈ D−

λ }. In particular N+
λ ⊂ D−

λ .

(2) If γ < p, then:
(a) For each u ∈ D+

λ , the point tλ(u) is a non-degenerate global minimum point of

ϕλ,u. Moreover N+
λ = {tλ(u)u : u ∈ D+

λ }. In particular N+
λ ⊂ D+

λ .

(b) For each u ∈ D−
λ , the point tλ(u) is a non-degenerate global maximum point of

ϕλ,u. Moreover N−
λ = {tλ(u)u : u ∈ D−

λ }. In particular N−
λ ⊂ D−

λ .

Recall that

λ∗ := inf

{

P1(u)

P2(u)
: u ∈ X \ {0}, F (u) = 0

}

,

and

µ∗ := inf

{

P1(u)

P2(u)
: u ∈ X,F (u) < 0

}

.
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We also introduce

µ∗ := sup

{

P1(u)

P2(u)
: u ∈ X,F (u) > 0

}

.

Let us prove now that λ∗ is the threshold value for Nλ to be a manifold and that µ∗, µ
∗

determine whether N+
λ and N−

λ are empty or not:

Proposition 2.4. We have N 0
λ = ∅ for any λ < λ∗. In addition:

(1) If γ > p, then the following assertions hold:
(a) N−

λ 6= ∅ if, and only if, λ < µ∗.

(b) N+
λ 6= ∅ if, and only if, λ > µ∗.

(2) If γ < p, then the following assertions hold:
(a) N−

λ 6= ∅ if, and only if, λ > µ∗.

(b) N+
λ 6= ∅ if, and only if, λ < µ∗.

Proof. If λ < λ∗, then for any u ∈ X \ {0} satisfying F (u) = 0 we have P1(u)/P2(u) > λ or,
equivalently, Hλ(u) > 0, so that N 0

λ = D0
λ = ∅. Let us assume that γ > p and prove (1).

(a) Indeed, if λ < µ∗ then there exists u ∈ X \{0} such that F (u) > 0 and P1(u)/P2(u) > λ
or, equivalently, Hλ(u) > 0 and thus, by Proposition 2.3 it follows that N−

λ 6= ∅. Now,
if λ ≥ µ∗, then it is clear that for every u satisfying F (u) > 0 we must have Hλ(u) ≤ 0,
i.e. D+

λ = ∅, so that by Proposition 2.3, we conclude that N−
λ = ∅.

(b) If λ > µ∗ then there exists u ∈ X \ {0} such that F (u) < 0 and P1(u)/P2(u) < λ
or, equivalently, Hλ(u) < 0 and thus, by Lemma 2.2 it follows that N+

λ 6= ∅. Now, if
λ < µ∗, then it is clear that for all u satisfying F (u) < 0 we must have Hλ(u) ≥ 0, i.e.
D−

λ = ∅, so that by Proposition 2.3, we have N+
λ = ∅.

The proof of (2) is completely similar, so we omit it.
�

2.2. Minimization up to λ∗. In the sequel we shall use the assumption (H1), which we recall
below:

(H1) λ∗ = inf
{

P1(u)
P2(u)

: u ∈ X,F (u) ≥ 0
}

.

It is straightforward that this condition implies that λ∗ < µ∗ and the following properties:

Hλ(u) > 0 for any u ∈ X \ {0} such that F (u) ≥ 0, and any λ < λ∗, (2.1)

and
Hλ∗(u) ≥ 0 for any u ∈ X such that F (u) ≥ 0. (2.2)

The next result shows in particular that (2.1) actually holds in a stronger form under (H1),
and that N−

λ , N+
λ are away from zero and infinity, respectively, if λ < λ∗:

Proposition 2.5. Suppose (H1) and λ < λ∗. Then:

(1) There exist C,D > 0 such that
(a) Hλ(u) ≥ C‖u‖p, for every u ∈ X such that F (u) ≥ 0.
(b) F (u) ≤ −D‖u‖γ for every u ∈ X such that Hλ(u) ≤ 0.

(2) N−
λ is away from zero, i.e. there exists c > 0 such that c ≤ ‖u‖ for all u ∈ N−

λ .

Moreover Φλ is coercive over N−
λ .
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(3) N+
λ is bounded, i.e. there exists C > 0 such that ‖u‖ ≤ C for all u ∈ N+

λ .

Proof.

(1) We prove only (a), since (b) is similar. Suppose, on the contrary, that there exists a
sequence (un) ⊂ S such that Hλ(un) < 1/n amd F (un) ≥ 0 for all n. By Lemma 2.1
we can assume that un ⇀ u 6= 0 in X. Therefore

Hλ(u) ≤ lim infHλ(un) ≤ 0 ≤ lim supF (un) ≤ F (u),

which contradicts (2.1).

(2) Indeed, note that

Hλ(u) = F (u), ∀u ∈ Nλ, (2.3)

and thus

Φλ(u) =

(

γ − p

pγ

)

Hλ(u) =

(

γ − p

pγ

)

F (u), ∀u ∈ Nλ. (2.4)

Case 1: γ > p. Recall that F (u) > 0 and Hλ(u) > 0 for all u ∈ N−
λ . By (1) we

conclude from (2.3) that

C‖u‖p ≤ Hλ(u) = F (u) ≤ C3‖u‖
γ , ∀u ∈ N−

λ .

and since γ > p, it follows that there exists c > 0 such that c ≤ ‖u‖ for all u ∈ N−
λ .

Clearly by (2.4) and (1) we also have that Φλ is coercive.

Case 2: γ < p. Recall that F (u) < 0 and Hλ(u) < 0 for all u ∈ N−
λ . By (1) and

(2.3) we infer that

−d‖u‖p ≤ Hλ(u) = F (u) ≤ −C‖u‖γ , ∀u ∈ N−
λ ,

where d > 0. Since γ < p, we obtain the desired conclusion.

(3) Case 1: γ > p. Recall that F (u) < 0 and Hλ(u) < 0 for all u ∈ N+
λ . By (1) we

conclude from (2.3) that

−c‖u‖p ≤ Hλ(u) = F (u) ≤ −C‖u‖γ , ∀u ∈ N+
λ ,

where c > 0 and since γ > p, we obtain the desired inequality.

Case 2: γ < p. Recall that F (u) > 0 and Hλ(u) > 0 for all u ∈ N+
λ . By (1) we

conclude from (2.3) that

C‖u‖p ≤ Hλ(u) = F (u) ≤ C3‖u‖
γ , ∀u ∈ N−

λ .

and since γ < p, it follows that there exists C > 0 such that ‖u‖ ≤ C for all u ∈ N+
λ .

�

Proof of Theorem 1.1.

Let λ < λ∗. By Proposition 2.4 we have N 0
λ = ∅ so that Nλ is a C1 manifold. Note also

that λ∗ ≤ µ∗, so according to Proposition 2.4 we have N−
λ 6= ∅ if γ > p and N+

λ 6= ∅ if γ < p.

If, in addition, λ > µ∗ then N+
λ 6= ∅ if γ > p and N−

λ 6= ∅ if γ < p. It remains to show that c+λ
and c−λ are achieved whenever N+

λ and N−
λ are nonempty, respectively:
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(1) First we deal with c−λ . Proposition 2.3 yields that c−λ ≥ 0. Let (un) ⊂ N−
λ be a

minimizing sequence for c−λ . By Proposition 2.5(2) we can assume that un ⇀ u in X.
We claim that u 6= 0. Indeed, note by Proposition 2.5(1) that

C‖u‖p ≤ lim inf C‖un‖
p ≤ lim infHλ(un) = lim inf F (un) ≤ F (u). (2.5)

Thus if u = 0, then un → 0, which contradicts Proposition 2.5(2). Hence u 6= 0. Now
we consider two cases:

Case 1: γ > p. We claim that u ∈ D+
λ . In fact, note that F (u) ≥ lim supF (un) ≥ 0,

which implies that Hλ(u) > 0 by (2.1). From

Hλ(u) ≤ lim inf Hλ(un) = lim inf F (un) ≤ F (u) (2.6)

it follows that F (u) > 0. Thus Proposition 2.3 provides us with tλ(u) > 0 such that
tλ(u)u ∈ N−

λ . Therefore

Φλ(tλ(u)u) ≤ lim inf Φλ(tλ(u)un) ≤ lim inf Φλ(un) = c−λ ,

and so Φλ(tλ(u)u) = c−λ .

Case 2: γ < p. We claim that u ∈ D−
λ . Indeed, note that Hλ(u) ≤ lim infHλ(un) ≤

0, which implies that F (u) < 0, by (2.1). It follows from (2.6) that Hλ(u) < 0. Thus
by Proposition 2.3, there exists tλ(u) > 0 such that tλ(u)u ∈ N−

λ . Therefore

Φλ(tλ(u)u) ≤ lim inf Φλ(tλ(u)un) ≤ lim inf Φλ(un) = c−λ ,

and hence Φλ(tλ(u)u) = c−λ .

(2) Let us consider now c+λ . Propositions 2.3 and 2.5(3) yield that −∞ < c+λ < 0. Let

(un) ⊂ N+
λ be a minimizing sequence for c+λ . By Proposition 2.5(3) we can assume

that un ⇀ u in X and it is clear that u 6= 0. Once again we consider two cases:

Case 1: γ > p. We claim that u ∈ D−
λ . Indeed, note that Hλ(u) ≤ lim infHλ(un) ≤

0, and (2.1) implies that F (u) < 0. From (2.6) it follows that Hλ(u) < 0. Thus from
Proposition 2.3, there exists tλ(u) > 0 such that tλ(u)u ∈ N+

λ . Therefore

Φλ(tλ(u)u) ≤ Φλ(u) ≤ lim inf Φλ(un) = c+λ ,

and hence Φλ(tλ(u)u) = c+λ .

Case 2: γ < p. We claim that u ∈ D+
λ . Indeed, note that F (u) ≥ lim supF (un) ≥ 0,

which implies thatHλ(u) > 0. By (2.6) it follows that F (u) > 0. Thus from Proposition
2.3, there exists tλ(u) > 0 such that tλ(u)u ∈ N+

λ . Therefore

Φλ(tλ(u)u) ≤ Φλ(u) ≤ lim inf Φλ(un) = c+λ ,

and therefore Φλ(tλ(u)u) = c+λ . �

We conclude this subsection showing that for µ∗ < λ < λ∗ the minimization procedure over
N+

λ and N−
λ is equivalent to minimizing Hλ under the constraints F (u) = ±1. The latter

method has been used to deal with the problem (1.3) in [24] for γ > p = 2, and in [23] for
γ < p.

Lemma 2.6. Let µ∗ < λ < λ∗ and m±
λ := inf {Hλ(u) : u ∈ X,F (u) = ±1}. Then:

(1) m±
λ are achieved, and m+

λ > 0 > m−
λ .
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(2) There holds

c+λ =

{

p−γ
pγ (−m−

λ )
γ

γ−p if γ > p,
γ−p
pγ (m+

λ )
γ

γ−p if γ < p.
(2.7)

and

c−λ =

{

γ−p
pγ (m+

λ )
γ

γ−p if γ > p,
p−γ
pγ (−m−

λ )
γ

γ−p if γ < p.
(2.8)

(3) The maps λ 7→ m±
λ are concave (therefore continuous) and decreasing in (µ∗, λ

∗). In

particular, the maps λ 7→ c±λ are decreasing and continuous in (µ∗, λ
∗).

Proof.

(1) Let us first show that m±
λ are finite. Indeed, if (un) ⊂ X is such that Hλ(un) → −∞

and F (un) = ±1 then (un) is unbounded, so we can assume that ‖un‖ → ∞ and
vn := un

‖un‖
⇀ v. From Hλ(vn) ≤ 0 we have v 6= 0 and Hλ(v) ≤ 0 ≤ F (v), which

contradicts (2.1). Thus m±
λ are both finite. The previous discussion also shows that

any minimizing sequence (un) for m
±
λ is bounded, so we can assume that un ⇀ u in X.

If Hλ(un) → m+
λ and F (un) = 1 then Hλ(u) ≤ m+

λ and F (u) ≥ 1. Hence ũ := u

F (u)
1
γ

satisfies F (ũ) = 1 and Hλ(ũ) ≤ Hλ(u) ≤ m+
λ , i.e. it achieves m+

λ . A similar argument

shows that m−
λ is also achieved. Moreover, from (2.1) it is clear that m+

λ > 0. Note

also that m−
λ < 0 if and only if there exists u ∈ X such that F (u) = −1 and Hλ(u) < 0,

which is equivalent to have λ > P1(u)
P2(u)

for some u ∈ X such that F (u) < 0, and this

holds since λ > µ∗.

(2) We prove (2.7) for γ > p (the case γ < p and (2.8) are similar). Let vλ achieve m−
λ , i.e.

Hλ(vλ) = m−
λ < 0 and F (vλ) = −1. Thus vλ ∈ D−

λ and tλ(vλ) = (−m−
λ )

1

γ−p , so

c+λ ≤ Φλ(tλ(vλ)vλ) =
1

p
tλ(vλ)

pm−
λ +

1

γ
tλ(vλ)

γ =
p− γ

pγ
(−m−

λ )
γ

γ−p .

On the other hand, since H(uλ) = F (uλ) < 0 we have

m−
λ ≤ Hλ

(

uλ

(−F (uλ))
1

γ

)

= −(−H(uλ))
γ−p
γ .

It follows that (−m−
λ )

γ
γ−p ≥ −H(uλ), so that c+λ = −p−γ

pγ H(uλ) ≥
p−γ
pγ (−m−

λ )
γ

γ−p .

(3) The concavity of λ 7→ m±
λ follows from the fact that m±

λ are pointwise infima of Hλ(u),
which is affine (therefore concave) with respect to λ. Let µ∗ < λ < λ′ < λ∗ and vλ
achieve m±

λ . Then

m±
λ′ ≤ Hλ′(vλ) = Hλ(vλ) + (λ− λ′)P2(vλ) < Hλ(vλ) = m±

λ .

The assertions on λ 7→ c+λ follow from (2.7).

�
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2.3. Minimization at λ∗. We start proving that λ∗ is achieved and provides us with a critical
point of Φλ∗ with zero energy if the following conditions are satisfied:

(C1): If λ∗ is achieved by u, then F ′(u) 6= 0.
(C2): If λ∗ is achieved by u, then H ′

λ∗(u) 6= 0.

Proof of Theorem 1.2 (1).

First we show that λ∗ is achieved under (H1). Since P1/P2 is 0-homogeneous, we can find
a minimizing sequence for λ∗ in S. By the weak (semi)continuity properties of P1, P2 and F ,
it follows that λ∗ is achieved by some u. If F (u) > 0 then u is a local minimizer of P1/P2

over X, and consequently a critical point of this quotient, so that P ′
1(u) −

P1(u)
P2(u)

P ′
2(u) = 0,

i.e. H ′
λ∗(u) = 0, which contradicts (C2). Thus F (u) = 0. By (C1) we may apply Lagrange’s

multiplier rule to find some α ∈ R such that
(

P1(u)

P2(u)

)′

= αF ′(u),

which implies that

H ′
λ∗(u) = P2(u)αF

′(u). (2.9)

(C2) yields that α 6= 0. We claim that α > 0. Otherwise there exists v ∈ X such that
H ′

λ∗(u)v < 0 < F ′(u)v. Thus

lim
h→0+

Hλ∗(u+ hv)

h
= lim

h→0+

Hλ∗(u+ hv)−Hλ∗(u)

h
< 0

and

lim
h→0+

F (u+ hv)

h
= lim

h→0+

F (u+ hv)− F (u)

h
> 0,

which implies that there exists δ > 0 such that Hλ∗(u + δv) < 0 < F (u + δv) and hence, for
λ < λ∗ and close to λ∗ we conclude that Hλ(u + δv) < 0 and F (u + δv) > 0, a contradiction
with (2.1). Therefore α > 0 and setting t = (αP2(u))

−1/γ we conclude from (2.9) that tu is a
critical point of Φλ∗ . Moreover it is clear that tu ∈ N 0

λ∗ and Φλ∗(tu) = 0. �

Let us set

Θλ = {u/‖u‖ : u ∈ N+
λ }.

From Proposition 2.4 we have Θλ 6= ∅ for λ > µ∗ if γ > p, and for λ < µ∗ if γ < p.

Lemma 2.7.

(1) If γ > p then Θλ is increasing with respect to λ, i.e. Θλ ⊂ Θλ′ for µ∗ < λ < λ′.
(2) If γ < p then Θλ is decreasing with respect to λ, i.e. Θλ′ ⊂ Θλ for λ < λ′ < µ∗.

Proof. Let γ > p and µ∗ < λ < λ′. If v ∈ Θλ, then Hλ(v) < 0 and F (v) < 0. Thus Hλ′(v) < 0
and consequently v ∈ Θλ′ . The proof of (2) is similar (recall that Hλ′(v) > 0 in this case).

�

Lemma 2.8. Let λn ր λ∗ and un ∈ N+
λn

be such that Φλn(un) = c+λn
. If γ > p and

un ⇀ u ∈ D−
λ∗ (respect. γ < p and un ⇀ u ∈ D+

λ∗) then u ∈ N+
λ∗, Φλ∗(u) = c+λ∗ and

Φ′
λ∗(u) = 0.
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Proof. It suffices to show that Φλ∗(u) = c+λ∗ . Since tλ∗(u) is the global minimum point of ϕλ∗,u

we have Φλ∗(u) ≥ Φλ∗(tλ∗(u)u) ≥ c+λ∗ . Suppose, by contradiction, that Φλ∗(u) > c+λ∗ .

Case 1: γ > p

Given α ∈ (c+λ∗ ,Φλ∗(u)), we choose v ∈ Θλ∗ such that c+λ∗ ≤ Φλ∗(tλ∗(v)v) < α. By continuity
there exists δ > 0 such that Φλ(tλ(v)v) < α for all λ ∈ (λ∗− δ, λ∗). Therefore, for n sufficiently
large we have

Φλn(un) = c+λn
≤ Φλn(tλn(v)v) < α < Φλ∗(u),

which contradicts the fact that Φλ∗(u) ≤ lim inf Φλn(un).

Case 2: γ < p

Given α ∈ (c+λ∗ ,Φλ∗(u)), choose v ∈ Θλ∗ such that c+λ∗ ≤ Φλ∗(tλ∗(v)v) < α. Take δ > 0 such
that tλ(v) is well defined and Φλ(tλ(v)v) < α for λ ∈ (λ∗ − δ, λ∗). One may argue as in the
previous case to reach a contradiction.

�

We are now in position to provide the

Proof of Theorem 1.2 (2).

Choose a sequence λn ր λ∗ and un ∈ N+
λn

such that Φλn(un) = c+λn
(which exists by

Theorem 1.1). We write un = tnwn, where wn ∈ Θλn and tn := tλn(wn) is given by

tn =

(

Hλn(wn)

F (wn)

)
1

γ−p

. (2.10)

Note also that by Lemma 2.6(3) there exists c < 0 such that

c > c+λn
= Φλn(tnwn) = ±

γ − p

pγ
tpn|Hλn(wn)|, (2.11)

where the sign − is for the case γ > p and the sign + corresponds to γ < p. Let us show that
un ⇀ u ∈ N+

λ∗, so that Lemma 2.8 yields the desired conclusion:

Case 1: γ > p

SinceHλn(wn) < 0, by Lemma 2.1 we can assume that wn ⇀ w 6= 0 in X. We claim that (tn)
is bounded and away from zero. Indeed, suppose by contradiction that, up to a subsequence
tn → ∞. Then, by (2.10), we conclude that F (wn) → 0 and hence F (w) ≥ lim supF (wn) = 0.
Since Hλ∗(w) ≤ lim infHλn(wn) ≤ 0, we deduce from (2.2) that Hλ∗(w) = 0. It follows from
Theorem 1.2(1) that Hλ∗(w) = F (w) = 0 and w achieves λ∗. Moreover since

0 = Hλ∗(w) ≤ lim infHλn(wn) ≤ 0,

we have Hλn(wn) → 0, so P1(wn) → P1(w). Hence, by (S2) we obtain wn → w in X, and from

tp−1
n H ′

λn
(wn) = tγ−1

n F ′(wn), ∀n,

we infer that F ′(w) = 0, which contradicts (C1). So (tn) is bounded. Now it is clear from
(2.11) that tn 6→ 0, so the claim is proved and we can suppose that tn → t ∈ (0,∞). Thus
un = tnwn ⇀ u := tw. Note again by (2.11) that Hλ∗(u) = tpHλ∗(w) ≤ tp lim inf Hλn(wn) < 0
and consequently F (u) < 0, i.e. u ∈ D−

λ∗ . The conclusion follows from Lemma 2.8.

Case 2: γ < p
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Let us show again that (tn) is bounded and away from zero. Indeed, suppose that up
to a subsequence tn → ∞, so that by (2.10) we conclude that Hλn(wn) → 0 and thus by
Lemma 2.1 we can assume that wn ⇀ w 6= 0 in X. Since F (w) ≥ lim supF (wn) = 0
and Hλ∗(w) ≤ lim infn→∞Hλn(wn) ≤ 0, we deduce from (2.2) and Theorem 1.2(1) that
Hλ∗(w) = F (w) = 0 and therefore w achieves λ∗. Moreover wn → w in X and since

tp−1
n H ′

λn
(wn) = tγ−1

n F ′(wn), ∀n,

we conclude that H ′
λ∗(w) = 0, which contradicts (C2). Thus (tn) is bounded, and the proof

can then be concluded as in the previous case.

2.4. Local Minimization Beyond λ∗. In this Section we look for critical points of Φλ for
λ > λ∗. We start with the following observation, which shows that c+λ (for γ > p) and c−λ (for
γ < p) are no longer achieved.

Lemma 2.9. Suppose (H1), (C1), and (C2).

(1) If γ > p, then c+λ = −∞ for all λ > λ∗.

(2) If γ < p, then c−λ = 0 for all λ > λ∗.

Proof.

(1) By Theorem 1.2(1) there exists u ∈ X such that Hλ∗(u) = F (u) = 0 and

1

p
H ′

λ∗(u) =
1

γ
F ′(u) 6= 0. (2.12)

We choose v ∈ X such that H ′
λ∗(u)v < 0 and F ′(u)v < 0. As in the proof of Theorem

1.2(1), we have

Hλ∗(u+ sv) < 0 and F (u+ sv) < 0,

for s > 0 small enough. Now fix λ > λ∗ and note that Hλ(u+ sv) < 0, which implies,
in particular, that u + sv ∈ D−

λ . Moreover, by continuity Hλ(u + sv) → Hλ(u) <

Hλ∗(u) = 0 as s → 0+. Therefore tλ(u+ sv)(u+ sv) ∈ N+
λ and

lim
s→0+

Φλ(tλ(u+ sv)(u+ sv)) = lim
s→0+

−
γ − p

γp

|Hλ(u+ sv)|
γ

γ−p

|F (u+ sv)|
p

γ−p

= −∞.

(2) The argument is similar to the previous one. Note that now if u + sv ∈ D±
λ then

tλ(u+ sv)(u+ sv) ∈ N±
λ and γ − p < 0.

�

Remark 2.10.

(1) Proving that c+λ = −∞ for λ > λ∗ when γ < p (as well as c−λ = 0 for λ > λ∗ when
γ > p) is more delicate and we are not able to do it in this general setting. However,
this is indeed the case in our applications (see Remark 3.8). Finally, let us observe that
this result can be proved if we assume that the set {u ∈ X : F (u) > 0} is pathwise
connected.

(2) An argument similar to the one in the previous proof shows that c−λ∗ = 0 for γ < p.

To overcome the problem posed by Lemma 2.9, we show that Φλ has a local minimizer over
N+

λ . Let us first extend Proposition 2.5:

Proposition 2.11. Suppose (H1), (C1), (C2), and µ∗ < λ∗.

(1) Given µ > 0 there exist C, ε > 0 such that Hλ(u) ≥ C‖u‖p for any u ∈ X satisfying
F (u) ≥ µ‖u‖γ , and any λ ∈ [λ∗, λ∗ + ε].
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(2) Given µ ∈ (µ∗, λ
∗) there exists D > 0 such that F (u) ≤ −D‖u‖γ for any u ∈ X such

that Hµ(u) ≤ 0.

Proof.

(1) Suppose, on the contrary, that there exists a sequence λn → λ∗ with λn > λ∗ and
(un) ⊂ X such that F (vn) ≥ µ and Hλn(vn) → 0, where vn = un/‖un‖, for every n.
Thus vn ⇀ v 6= 0, by Lemma 2.1. Therefore Hλ∗(v) ≤ 0 < µ ≤ F (v) and by definition
of λ∗ we have Hλ∗(v) = 0, i.e. λ∗ is achieved by v. Theorem 1.2 (1) implies that
F (v) = 0, which yields a contradiction.

(2) Arguing by contradiction we find a sequence (un) ⊂ S such that Hµ(un) ≤ 0 and
F (un) ≥ −1/n for all n. By Lemma 2.1 we can assume that un ⇀ u 6= 0 in X.
Therefore Hµ(u) ≤ 0 ≤ F (u), which contradicts (2.1).

�

Next we fix (λ, µ) ∈ (λ∗,∞)× (µ∗, λ
∗) and set

N+
λ,µ :=

{

{u ∈ N+
λ : Hµ(u) < 0} if γ > p,

{u ∈ N+
λ : F (u/‖u‖) > µ} if γ < p.

In the next result ε is given by Proposition 2.11.

Proposition 2.12. Suppose (H1), (C1), (C2), and µ∗ < λ∗. Then N+
λ,µ is bounded for λ ≥ λ∗

if γ > p (respect. for λ ∈ [λ∗, λ∗ + ε] if γ < p).

Proof. Let γ > p. By using Proposition 2.11 (2), we can argue as in the proof of Proposition
2.5(3). Now, if γ < p then we argue by contradiction. Assume that there exist λn → λ∗ with
λn > λ∗ and N+

λn
unbounded. So we can find a sequence (un) such that un ∈ N+

λn,µ
for every

n, and ‖un‖ → ∞. Setting vn = un

‖un‖
, we may assume that vn ⇀ v in X. Since tλn(vn) = ‖un‖

we have that

tλn(vn) =

(

F (vn)

Hλn(vn)

)
1

p−γ

→ ∞.

It follows that Hλn(vn) → 0. On the other hand, since F (vn) > µ we reach a contradiction as
in the proof of Proposition 2.11 (1).

�

Let us now introduce
c+λ,µ := inf

N+

λ,µ

Φλ.

Theorem 2.13. Suppose (H1), (C1), (C2), and µ∗ < λ∗.

(1) If γ > p and λ ≥ λ∗ > µ > µ∗, then there exists uλ ∈ N+
λ,µ such that Φλ(uλ) = c+λ,µ < 0.

(2) If γ < p and λ ∈ [λ∗, λ∗ + ε], then there exists uλ ∈ N+
λ,µ such that Φλ(uλ) = c+λ,µ < 0.

Proof. Propositions 2.3 and 2.12 imply that −∞ < c+λ,µ < 0. Let (un) ⊂ N+
λ,µ be a minimizing

sequence for c+λ,µ. By Proposition 2.12 we can assume that un ⇀ u in X and it is clear that

u 6= 0.

(1) Note that Hµ(u) ≤ lim infHµ(un) ≤ 0, which implies that F (u) < 0 by (2.1). Since

Hλ(u) < Hµ(u) ≤ 0, by Proposition 2.3 there exists tλ(u) > 0 such that tλ(u)u ∈ N+
λ ,

and then tλ(u)u ∈ N+
λ,µ since Hµ(tλ(u)u) = tλ(u)

pHµ(u) ≤ 0. Therefore

Φλ(tλ(u)u) ≤ Φλ(u) ≤ lim inf Φλ(un) = c+λ,µ,
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i.e. Φλ(tλ(u)u) = c+λ,µ.

(2) Note that F (u/‖u‖) ≥ lim supF (un/‖un‖) ≥ µ, which implies by Proposition 2.11
that Hλ(u/‖u‖) > 0. Thus by Proposition 2.3, there exists tλ(u) > 0 such that

tλ(u)u ∈ N+
λ,µ. Therefore

Φλ(tλ(u)u) ≤ Φλ(u) ≤ lim inf Φλ(un) = c+λ,µ,

so that Φλ(tλ(u)u) = c+λ,µ.

�

We introduce now the set of minimizers associated to c+λ , i.e.

Sλ = {u ∈ N+
λ : Φλ(u) = c+λ }.

Lemma 2.14. Suppose (H1), µ∗ < λ∗, and (C1) if γ > p (respect. (C2) if γ < p). Then Sλ∗

is compact.

Proof. Indeed, take (un) ⊂ Sλ∗ and note that Φ′
λ∗(un) = 0. Writing un = tnwn with wn ∈ Θλ∗ ,

and arguing as in the proof of Theorem 1.2, we conclude that up to a subsequence un → u ∈ N+
λ∗

and the proof is complete. �

Corollary 2.15. Suppose (H1), µ∗ < λ∗, and Sλ∗ 6= ∅.

(1) Assume γ > p and (C1). Then there exists µ ∈ (µ∗, λ
∗) such that Hµ(u) < 0 for all

u ∈ Sλ∗.
(2) Assume γ < p and (C2). Then there exists µ > 0 such that F (u) > µ for all u ∈ Sλ∗.

Proof.

(1) By Lemma 2.14 the set Sλ∗ is compact and Hλ∗(u) = pγ
γ−pcλ∗ < 0 for all u ∈ Sλ∗ ,. Now

choose µ ∈ (µ∗, λ
∗) such that Hµ(u) < 0 for all u ∈ Sλ∗ and the proof is complete.

(2) Indeed, we have F (u) = pγ
γ−pcλ∗ > 0 for all u ∈ Sλ∗ .

�

Next we deal with µ given by Corollary 2.15 and uλ given by Theorem 2.13:

Lemma 2.16. Let λn ց λ∗ and un ∈ N+
λn,µ

be such that Φλn(un) = c+λn,µ
. If γ > p and

un ⇀ u ∈ D−
λ∗ (respect. γ < p and un ⇀ u ∈ D+

λ∗) then un → u ∈ Sλ∗.

Proof. We argue as in the proof of Lemma 2.8. First note that Φλ∗(u) ≥ c+λ∗ . Suppose, by

contradiction, that Φλ∗(u) > c+λ∗ . Recall from Theorem 1.2 that there exists v ∈ Sλ∗ , i.e.

v ∈ N+
λ∗ with c+λ∗ = Φλ∗(v).

Case 1: γ > p

By Corollary 2.15 we have Hµ(v) < 0. Then w := v/‖v‖ ∈ Θλ∗ and Hµ(w) < 0. From
Lemma 2.6(3) we know that Φλ(tλ(w)w) < c+λ∗ for all λ > λ∗. Since tλn(w)w ∈ N+

λn,µ
we find

that
Φλn(un) = c+λn,µ

≤ Φλn(tλn(w)w) < c+λ∗ < Φλ∗(u),

which contradicts Φλ∗(u) ≤ lim inf Φλn(un). Therefore u ∈ Sλ∗ , and repeating the argument
above with u instead of v, we find that Φλn(un) → Φλ∗(u), so that P1(un) → P1(u). Condition
(S2) implies that un → u in X.



LOCAL MINIMIZERS FOR A CLASS OF FUNCTIONALS OVER THE NEHARI SET 15

Case 2: γ < p

We have now lim supF (tλn(w)w) = lim sup tλn(w)
γF (w) ≥ F (v) > µ, i.e. tλn(w)w ∈ N+

λn,µ
.

From Lemma 2.6(3) we know that there exists ε > 0 such that Φλ(tλ(w)w) < c+λ∗ for all
λ ∈ (λ∗, λ∗ + ε). One can argue as in the previous case to reach a contradiction.

�

Proof of Theorem 1.3 (1).

Let uλ be given by Theorem 2.13, i.e. uλ ∈ N+
λ,µ satisfies Φλ(uλ) = c+λ,µ < 0. We claim that

there exists ε > 0 such that uλ ∈ N+
λ,µ for all λ ∈ (λ∗, λ∗ + ε), i.e. c+λ,µ is achieved for these

values of λ.

Case 1: γ > p

Let us prove that Hµ(uλ) < 0 if λ ∈ (λ∗, λ∗ + ε), for some ε > 0. Indeed, suppose on the
contrary, that there exists a sequence λn ց λ∗ such that un := uλn satisfies Hµ(un) = 0 and
Φλn(un) = c+λn,µ

. As in the proof of Theorem 1.2(2), we can show that writing un = tnwn,

where wn ∈ Θλn and tn := tλn(wn), up to a subsequence un ⇀ u ∈ D−
λ∗ . Lemma 2.16 yields

that un → u ∈ Sλ∗ . It follows from Corollary 2.15 that Hµ(u) < 0. However, this is a
contradiction, since Hµ(u) = limHµ(un) = 0.

Case 2: γ < p

Arguing by contradiction as in the previous case, we find that un → u ∈ Sλ∗ and by Corollary
2.15 it follows that F (u) > µ. However, this is a contradiction, since F (u) = limF (un) = µ.
Thus the existence of ε is guaranteed and the proof is complete. �

2.5. A mountain-pass critical point for λ > λ∗. All over this section we assume (H1), (S),
(C1), (C2), and µ∗ < λ∗. Recall that

Φλ(uλ) = c+λ,µ := inf
N+

λ,µ

Φλ,

and

N+
λ,µ =

{

{u ∈ N+
λ : Hµ(u) < 0} if γ > p,

{u ∈ N+
λ : F (u) > µ} if γ < p.

for λ ∈ (λ∗, λ∗ + ε). The next result follows from the proof of Theorem 1.3(1):

Corollary 2.17. For each λ ∈ (λ∗, λ∗ + ε) there holds inf
∂N+

λ,µ

Φλ > c+λ,µ.

Next we deal with the set

Bδ := {tu : u ∈ N+
λ,µ, t ∈ (1− δ, 1 + δ)},

defined for δ > 0.

Proposition 2.18. For each λ ∈ (λ∗, λ∗ + ε) there exists δ > 0 such that inf
∂Bδ

Φλ > c+λ,µ.

Proof. Indeed, first we claim that there exists c > 0 such that ϕ′′
λ,u(1) > c for all u ∈ N+

λ,µ.

Since N+
λ,µ ⊂ N+

λ it is clear that ϕ′′
λ,u(1) > 0 for u ∈ N+

λ,µ.

Case 1: γ > p
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Suppose, on the contrary, that there exists (un) ⊂ N+
λ,µ such that ϕ′′

λ,un
(1) → 0. Since

ϕ′
λ,un

(1) = 0 for all n, it follows that Hλ(un) → 0. We write un = tnwn where wn ∈ Θλ and

tn := tλ(wn) =

(

Hλ(wn)

F (wn)

)
1

γ−p

. (2.13)

Thus tpnHλ(wn) = Hλ(un) → 0 which, combined with (2.13), implies that Hλ(wn) → 0.
Therefore, we can assume that wn ⇀ w 6= 0 and moreover

Hµ(wn) = Hλ(wn) + (λ− µ)P2(wn),

which implies that Hµ(wn) > 0 for n sufficiently large. This yields a contradiction, since

Hµ(wn) = t−p
n Hµ(un) ≤ 0 for all n.

Case 2: γ < p

It is enough to note that for u ∈ N+
λn,µ

we have ϕ′′
λ,u(1) = (p− γ)F (u) ≥ (p− γ)µ.

Thus the claim is proved and there exists c > 0 such that ϕ′′
λ,u(1) > c for all u ∈ N+

λ,µ. This

implies in particular that there exists c > 0 such that ‖u‖ ≥ c for all u ∈ N+
λ,µ. By making c

smaller if necessary, we can choose δ > 0 such that ϕ′′
λ,w(1) > c for all w ∈ Bδ. Therefore, for

any tu ∈ Bδ there holds

Φλ(tu)− Φλ(u) = ϕλ,u(t)− ϕλ,u(1) = ϕ′
λ,u(1)(t − 1) +

1

2
ϕ′′
λ,u(θ)(t− 1)2

=
1

2
ϕ′′
λ,u(θ)(t− 1)2 >

c

2
(t− 1)2,

where θ ∈ (min{1, t},max{1, t}). Now observe that

∂Bδ = {tu : u ∈ ∂N+
λ,µ, t ∈ [−δ, δ]} ∪ {su : u ∈ N+

λ,µ, s ∈ {−δ, δ}}.

From Corollary 2.17 we have, for t ∈ [−δ, δ] and u ∈ ∂N+
λ,µ, that

Φλ(tu) > Φλ(u) +
c

2
(t− 1)2 > c+λ,µ.

On the other hand, if u ∈ N+
λ,µ and s ∈ {−δ, δ}, then

Φλ(su) > Φλ(u) +
c

2
(±δ − 1)2 ≥ c+λ,µ +

c

2
(±δ − 1)2,

and the proof is complete.
�

Proof of Theorem 1.3 (2).

Let δ > 0 be given by Proposition 2.18. Since Bδ is bounded and Φλ is unbounded from
below, we can find some vλ ∈ X \Bδ such that Φλ(vλ) < cλ.

Therefore, setting

Γλ = {η ∈ C([0, 1],X) : η(0) = uλ, η(1) = vλ}

we infer that

dλ = inf
η∈Γλ

max
t∈[0,1]

Φλ(η(t))

is a critical value of Φλ for λ ∈ (λ∗, λ∗ + ε).
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3. Applications

Let us provide some applications of Theorems 1.1, 1.2 and 1.3. Throughout this section Ω
is a bounded domain of RN , with N ≥ 1.

3.1. Indefinite p-Laplace equations. We consider the functional associated to (1.3), i.e.

Φλ(u) =
1

p

∫

Ω

(

|∇u|p − λ(u+)p
)

−
1

γ

∫

Ω
f(x)(u+)γ , u ∈ X = W 1,p

0 (Ω),

and some variations of it. Here p > 1, 1 < γ < p∗ with γ 6= p, and f ∈ L∞(Ω). Recall that

p∗ = Np
N−p if p < N and p∗ = ∞ if p ≥ N .

Let Hλ(u) =
∫

Ω (|∇u|p − λ(u+)p), i.e. P1(u) =
∫

Ω |∇u|p = ‖u‖p, P2(u) =
∫

Ω(u
+)p ,and

F (u) =
∫

Ω f(x)(u+)γ for u ∈ X. It is standard to check that P1, P2 and F satisfy our basic
assumptions. Note also that critical points of Φλ are nonnegative weak solutions of (1.3). For
this functional we have

λ∗ := inf

{

∫

Ω |∇u|p
∫

Ω(u
+)p

: u ∈ W 1,p
0 (Ω) \ {0},

∫

Ω
f(x)(u+)γ = 0

}

.

It is clear that

λ∗ ≥ inf

{

∫

Ω |∇u|p
∫

Ω(u
+)p

: u ∈ W 1,p
0 (Ω)

}

= inf

{

∫

Ω |∇u|p
∫

Ω |u|p
: u ∈ W 1,p

0 (Ω)

}

= λ1(p),

the first eigenvalue of −∆p in W 1,p
0 (Ω). Indeed, the equality of the infima above follows from

the fact that λ1(p) is achieved by a positive eigenfunction ϕ1 = ϕ1(p), and the inequality
∫

Ω |∇u+|p ≤
∫

Ω |∇u|p for any u ∈ X.
We shall assume that

∫

Ω f(x)ϕγ
1 < 0, which clearly yields µ∗ = λ1(p) < λ∗. Let us show

that (H1) also holds. Indeed, otherwise we would have

λ∗ > Λ := inf

{

∫

Ω |∇u|p
∫

Ω(u
+)p

: u ∈ W 1,p
0 (Ω) \ {0},

∫

Ω
f(x)(u+)γ ≥ 0

}

,

so Λ would be achieved by some u0 such that
∫

Ω f(x)(u+0 )
γ > 0. In particular, u0 minimizes

∫
Ω
|∇u|p∫

Ω
(u+)p

over the open set {u ∈ W 1,p
0 (Ω) :

∫

Ω f(x)(u+)γ > 0}. Thus u0 would be a critical point

of
∫
Ω
|∇u|p∫

Ω
(u+)p

, and consequently a nonnegative eigenfunction of −∆p associated to the eigenvalue

Λ. However, the assumption
∫

Ω f(x)ϕγ
1 < 0 entails that Λ > λ1. Finally, it is known that λ1 is

the only principal eigenvalue of −∆p, i.e. it is the only eigenvalue associated to a nonnegative
eigenfunction. So we reach a contradiction, and (H1) is proved.

The latter argument also shows that the condition
∫

Ω f(x)ϕγ
1 < 0 implies (C2), since

H ′
λ∗(u) = 0 and u+ 6= 0 means that λ∗ is a principal eigenvalue of −∆p, i.e. λ∗ = λ1(p),

which is impossible.
It is also clear that (S) holds since P1(u) = ‖u‖p and W 1,p

0 (Ω) is a uniformly convex space.
As for the (PS) condition, it suffices to show that any (PS) sequence is bounded (the (S+)

property of the p-Laplacian gives then the desired conclusion). To this end, let us introduce
the notation

Ω0 = {x ∈ Ω : f(x) = 0} and Ω+ = {x ∈ Ω : f(x) > 0}.

More precisely, Ω+ is the largest open set where f > 0 a.e. We denote by int(Ω0) the interior
of Ω0 and similarly we define int(Ω0 ∪ Ω+). Given an open, bounded and smooth set U , we
denote by (λ1(p, U), φ1(U)) the first eigenpair of (−∆p, U). We shall assume that int(Ω0) is
smooth, so that the following property holds:



18 H. RAMOS QUOIRIN AND K. SILVA

(h0) If v ∈ W 1,p
0 (Ω) and fv ≡ 0 then v ∈ W 1,p

0 (int(Ω0)).

This property holds, for instance, if int(Ω0) is a p-stable set, in the capacity sense (see e.g. [15,
Proposition 11]).

For γ > p we shall prove that (PS) holds for λ < λ1(p, int(Ω
0)). Indeed, let (un) ⊂ X be

such that (Φλ(un)) is bounded and Φ′
λ(un) → 0. Assume by contradiction that ‖un‖ → ∞ and

vn := un

‖un‖
⇀ v in X. Since Φ′

λ(un)φ → 0 we find that
∫

Ω f(v+)γ−1φ = lim
∫

Ω f(v+n )
γ−1φ = 0

for every φ ∈ X. It follows that fv+ ≡ 0 so v+ ∈ W 1,p
0 (int(Ω0)). Moreover, combining the fact

that (Φλ(un)) is bounded and |Φ′
λ(un)un| ≤ εn‖un‖ with εn → 0, we derive that Hλ(vn) → 0,

so v+ 6= 0 and Hλ(v) ≤ 0. It follows that λ ≥ λ1(p, int(Ω
0)), a contradiction.

Now, if γ < p then we have now H ′
λ(v)φ = limH ′

λ(vn)φ = 0 for every φ ∈ X. From

the boundedness of (Φ+
λ (un)) it follows that Hλ(vn) → 0, which yields v+ 6≡ 0. Thus

−∆pv = λ(v+)p−1 so that v ≥ 0, and therefore λ = λ1(p) and v is an eigenfunction associated
to λ1(p). Now, the fact that (Φλ(un)) is bounded and |Φ′

λ(un)un| ≤ εn‖un‖ with εn → 0,
yields that

∫

Ω f(v+)γ = lim
∫

Ω f(v+n )
γ = 0, which contradicts the assumption

∫

Ω f(x)ϕγ
1 < 0.

Therefore in this case (PS) holds for λ 6= λ1(p).
Finally we shall prove that (C1) holds under the following additional condition:

(f0) If |Ω0| > 0 then int(Ω0) is an open, bounded and smooth set, satisfying

λ∗ < λ1(p, int(Ω
0)).

Proposition 3.1. Assume (h0) and (f0). Then (C1) holds true.

Proof. Indeed, suppose on the contrary that F ′(u) = 0 and u achieves λ∗. It follows that

f(u+)γ−1 ≡ 0 and hence u+ ∈ W 1,p
0 (int(Ω0)) by (h0). It follows that

λ1(p, int(Ω
0)) ≤

∫

int(Ω0) |∇u+|p
∫

int(Ω0)(u
+)p

≤

∫

int(Ω0) |∇u|p
∫

int(Ω0)(u
+)p

= λ∗, (3.1)

which contradicts (f0). Therefore F ′(u) 6= 0.
�

Let us discuss on the condition (f0). It is clear that

λ∗ ≤ λ1(p, int(Ω
0)).

We shall provide some conditions that ensure the inequality.

Corollary 3.2. Suppose that int(Ω0) and int(Ω0 ∪ Ω+) are bounded and smooth sets. If (h0)
holds, and

λ1(p, int(Ω0 ∪ Ω+)) < λ1(p, int(Ω
0)),

then (C1) holds true.

Proof. Indeed, it is clear that

λ∗ ≤ λ1(p, int(Ω0 ∪ Ω+)),

and hence (f0) is satisfied, which implies, by Proposition 3.1, the condition (C1).
�

Corollary 3.3. Suppose that int(Ω0) and int(Ω0 ∪ Ω+) are bounded smooth domains. If (h0)

holds and int(Ω0) is a proper subset of int(Ω0 ∪ Ω+), then (C1) holds true. In particular, if

there exists a ball B ⊂ int(Ω0 ∪ Ω+) such that B ∩ Ω0 6= ∅ and B ∩ Ω+ 6= ∅, then (C1) holds
true.
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Proof. Indeed, if int(Ω0) is a proper subset of int(Ω0∪Ω+), then (see e.g. [14, Proposition 4.4])

λ1(p, int(Ω0 ∪ Ω+)) < λ1(p, int(Ω
0)),

and from Corollary 3.2 we obtain (C1). To conclude, it is clear that if such a ball exists, then

int(Ω0) is a proper subset of int(Ω0 ∪ Ω+).
�

Remark 3.4. It is worth pointing out that if γ > p, f ≤ 0 and |Ω0| > 0 then one may
still consider c+λ∗ . However, condition (C1) fails in this case, since F (u) = 0 clearly implies
F ′(u) = 0. This fact is not a technical issue, since one can show that Φλ has no nontrivial
critical point for λ ≥ λ1(p, int(Ω

0)).

Thus we infer the following result:

Corollary 3.5. Let p > 1 and γ ∈ (1, p∗) with γ 6= p. Assume that f ∈ L∞(Ω) satisfies
(h0), (f0), and

∫

Ω f(x)ϕγ
1 < 0. Then the conclusions of Theorems 1.1, 1.2 and 1.3 hold true.

The previous result has been established for γ > p in [20], whereas for γ < p it extends the
analysis carried out in [10] for p = 2 and in [23] for p > 1, both dealing with λ < λ∗.

Let us consider now the Neumann problem

−∆pu = λ|u|p−2u+ f(x)|u|γ−2u, u ∈ W 1,p(Ω), (3.2)

In comparison with the functional of the Dirichlet problem, a slight modification is needed.
Namely, we set

Φλ(u) =
1

p

∫

Ω

(

|∇u|p + (u−)p − λ(u+)p
)

−
1

γ

∫

Ω
f(x)(u+)γ , (3.3)

for u ∈ W 1,p(Ω). It is clear that critical poins of this functional are nonnegative and thus
solutions of (3.2). We have then

λ∗ := inf

{

∫

Ω |∇u|p + (u−)p
∫

Ω(u
+)p

: u ∈ W 1,p(Ω) \ {0},

∫

Ω
f(x)(u+)γ = 0

}

.

As in the previous problem, one can show that

λ∗ ≥ inf

{

∫

Ω |∇u|p + (u−)p
∫

Ω(u
+)p

: u ∈ W 1,p(Ω)

}

= inf

{

∫

Ω |∇u|p
∫

Ω |u|p
: u ∈ W 1,p(Ω)

}

= 0,

and the inequality holds if
∫

Ω f < 0. This condition also yields µ∗ = 0 < λ∗, (H1), and (C2).
It is also clear that (S) is satisfied and proceeding as in the Dirichlet case one can show that
(PS) holds for λ 6= 0. Finally, we note that (f0) is weaker than in the Dirichlet case, since the
infimum in the definition of λ∗ is taken over W 1,p(Ω) whereas λ1(p, int(Ω

0)) remains unchanged.
A similar analysis applies to the functionals

Φ1
λ(u) =

1

p

∫

Ω

(

|∇u|p + (u−)p − λ(u+)p
)

−
1

γ

∫

∂Ω
f(x)(u+)γ , (3.4)

and

Φ2
λ(u) =

1

p

(
∫

Ω
|∇u|p + (u−)p − λ

∫

∂Ω
(u+)p

)

−
1

γ

∫

Ω
f(x)(u+)γ , (3.5)

defined in X = W 1,p(Ω). These functionals are respectively associated to the problems
{

−∆pu = λ|u|p−2u in Ω,
|∇u|p−2∂nu = f(x)|u|γ−2u on ∂Ω.

and

{

−∆pu = f(x)|u|γ−2u in Ω,
|∇u|p−2∂nu = λ|u|p−2u on ∂Ω.

We refer to [1, 12,21,22] for previous results on (3.2), (3.4), and (3.5) with 1 < γ < p = 2.
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3.2. (p, q)-Laplacian problems. We consider now the functional

Φλ(u) =
1

p

∫

Ω

(

|∇u|p − λ(u+)p
)

+
1

q

∫

Ω

(

|∇u|q − β(x)(u+)q
)

u ∈ W 1,p
0 (Ω), (3.6)

whose critical points are nonnegative solutions of the (p, q)-Laplacian problem

−∆pu−∆qu = λ|u|p−2u+ β(x)|u|q−2u, u ∈ W 1,p
0 (Ω), (3.7)

where 1 < q < p, λ ∈ R and β ∈ L∞(Ω) is nonnegative and nontrivial. This problem, with β
constant, has been recently studied in [7–9].

Here Hλ(u) =
∫

Ω (|∇u|p − λ(u+)p), whereas F is given now by

F (u) = −

∫

Ω

(

|∇u|q − β(x)(u+)q
)

,

so that

λ∗ = λ∗(β) := inf

{

∫

Ω |∇u|p
∫

Ω(u
+)p

: u ∈ W 1,p
0 (Ω) \ {0},

∫

Ω

(

|∇u|q − β(x)(u+)q
)

= 0

}

.

We still have λ∗ ≥ λ1(p), and the inequality holds if, and only if, F (ϕp) < 0, i.e.
∫

Ω (|∇ϕp|
q − β(x)ϕq

p) > 0, where ϕp := ϕ1(p). Arguing as in the previous subsection, we
can show that this condition implies (H1) and (C2).

To check (C1), assume by contradiction that λ∗ is achieved by some u such that F ′(u) = 0.
It follows that

∫

Ω |∇u|q−2∇u∇φ =
∫

Ω β(x)(u+)q−1φ for every φ ∈ X. which yields u ≥ 0.

Moreover, even though this equation holds in (W 1,p
0 (Ω))∗, one can show that λ1(β, q) = 1,

where

λ1(β, q) := inf

{

∫

Ω |∇u|q
∫

Ω β(x)|u|q
: u ∈ W 1,q

0 (Ω)

}

.

Thus (C1) holds if λ1(β, q) 6= 1. Note also that F takes positive values if, and only if,
λ1(β, q) < 1. Finally, proceeding as in the previous subsection (in the case γ < p), one
can show that (PS) holds for any λ 6= λ1(p) if F (ϕp) < 0. Summing up, we derive the following
result:

Corollary 3.6. Let 1 < q < p, λ ∈ R and β ∈ L∞(Ω) be nonnegative with λ1(β, q) < 1.

(1) If λ < λ1(p) then c+λ is achieved, i.e. (3.7) has a nonnegative solution u+ ∈ N+
λ .

(2) If
∫

Ω (|∇ϕp|
q − β(x)ϕq

p) > 0 then λ∗ > λ1(p), and (3.7) has:

(a) one nonnnegative solution u+ ∈ N+
λ for λ = λ1(p).

(b) two nonnegative solutions u+ ∈ N+
λ and u− ∈ N−

λ for λ1(p) < λ < λ∗. Moreover,
there exists ε > 0 such that (3.7) has two nonnegative solutions for λ∗ ≤ λ < λ∗+ε.

The previous result extends [8, Theorem 2.7], which deals with β constant. In this case, the
condition λ1(β, q) < 1 reads as β > λ1(q), whereas

∫

Ω (|∇ϕp|
q − β(x)ϕq

p) > 0 becomes now

β < β∗ :=
∫
Ω
|∇ϕp|q∫
Ω
ϕq
p

. Let us note that in [8, Theorem 2.7] the roles of λ and β are interchanged

(see [18, Section 3.2] for more details).
Similarly to the problem of the previous section, we may also consider the functional

Φλ(u) =
1

p

∫

Ω

(

|∇u|p + (u−)p − λ(u+)p
)

+
1

q

∫

Ω

(

|∇u|q − β(x)(u+)q
)

u ∈ W 1,p
0 (Ω), (3.8)

on X = W 1,p(Ω). In this case, we have λ1(p) = 0 and ϕp is a positive constant. Hence the
condition

∫

Ω (|∇ϕp|
q − β(x)ϕq

p) > 0 reads
∫

Ω β < 0, so that we need β− 6≡ 0. On the other
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hand, F take positive values only if β+ 6≡ 0. Thus β has to change sign. We derive then the
following result on the problem

−∆pu−∆qu = λ|u|p−2u+ β(x)|u|q−2u, u ∈ W 1,p(Ω). (3.9)

Corollary 3.7. Let 1 < q < p, λ ∈ R and β ∈ L∞(Ω) be sign-changing annd such that

inf

{

∫

Ω |∇u|q
∫

Ω β(x)|u|q
: u ∈ W 1,q(Ω),

∫

Ω
β(x)|u|q > 0

}

< 1.

(1) If λ < 0 then c+λ is achieved, i.e. (3.9) has a nonnegative solution u+ ∈ N+
λ .

(2) If
∫

Ω β < 0 then λ∗ > 0, and (3.9) has:

(a) one nonnnegative solution u+ ∈ N+
λ for λ = 0.

(b) two nonnegative solutions u+ ∈ N+
λ and u− ∈ N−

λ for 0 < λ < λ∗. Moreover, there
exists ε > 0 such that (3.9) has two nonnegative solutions for λ∗ ≤ λ < λ∗ + ε.

Remark 3.8. As mentioned in Remark 2.10, we have c+λ = −∞ if γ < p and c−λ = 0 if γ > p

and λ > λ∗, for the functional of Section 3.1, and c+λ = −∞ if λ > λ∗, for the functional of
Section 3.2. Indeed, in the first case one may argue as in the proof of [10, Lemma 4] to show
that c+λ = −∞ for λ > λ∗ if γ < p . To this end, it suffices to prove that if λ > λ∗, then there
exists u such that Hλ(w) < 0 and F (w) > 0. We choose u 6= 0 such that Hλ∗(u) = F (u) = 0.
It is clear that Hλ(u) < 0. Choose r > 0 such that Hλ(w) < 0 for all w ∈ B, where B is the
ball centered at u, with radius r. If F (w) ≤ 0 for all w ∈ B, then u is a local maximizer of F ,
so that F ′(u) = 0, which contradicts (C1). Therefore there exists w such that Hλ(w) < 0 and
F (w) > 0 which completes the proof. For the functional of Section 3.2 we refer to [8, Theorem
2.5(ii)].

3.3. Kirchhoff type problems. We consider now the functional

Φλ(u) =
1

2

∫

Ω

(

a|∇u|2 − λ(u+)2
)

+
b

4

(
∫

Ω
|∇u|2

)2

−
1

4

∫

Ω
β(x)(u+)4 u ∈ W 1,2

0 (Ω), (3.10)

whose critical points are nonnegative solutions of the Kirchhoff type problem

−

(

a+ b

∫

Ω
|∇u|2

)

∆u = λ|u|p−2u+ β(x)|u|q−2u, u ∈ H1
0 (Ω). (3.11)

Here a, b > 0, λ ∈ R and β ∈ L∞(Ω) is nonnegative and nontrivial, and N ≤ 3. This problem,
with β constant, has been recently investigated in [13,25].

Here Hλ(u) =
∫

Ω

(

a|∇u|2 − λ(u+)2
)

, whereas F (u) = −b
(∫

Ω |∇u|2
)2
+
∫

Ω β(x)(u+)4, so that

λ∗ = λ∗(β) := inf

{

∫

Ω |∇u|2
∫

Ω(u
+)2

: u ∈ H1
0 (Ω) \ {0}, b

(
∫

Ω
|∇u|2

)2

−

∫

Ω
β(x)(u+)4 = 0

}

.

We still have λ∗ ≥ λ1 := λ1(2), and the inequality holds if, and only if, F (ϕ1) < 0, i.e.

b
(∫

Ω |∇ϕ1|2
)2

−
∫

Ω β(x)(ϕ+
1 )

4 > 0, where ϕ1 := ϕ1(2). Arguing as in the previous subsection,
we can show that this condition implies (H1) and (C2).

To check (C1), assume by contradiction that λ∗ is achieved by some u such that F ′(u) = 0.
It follows that b

∫

Ω |∇u|2
∫

Ω∇u∇φ =
∫

Ω β(x)(u+)3φ for every φ ∈ X, which yields u ≥ 0.
Therefore λ1(β) = 1, where

λ1(β) := inf

{

b
(∫

Ω |∇u|2
)2

∫

Ω β(x)|u|4
: u ∈ H1

0 (Ω)

}

.
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Thus (C1) holds if λ1(β) 6= 1. Note also that F takes positive values if, and only if, λ1(β) < 1.
Finally, proceeding as in the previous subsection (in the case γ < p), one can show that (PS)
holds for any λ 6= λ1 if F (ϕ1) < 0. Summing up, we derive the following result:

Corollary 3.9. Let λ ∈ R and β ∈ L∞(Ω) be nonnegative with λ1(β) < 1.

(1) If λ < λ1 then c+λ is achieved, i.e. (3.12) has a nonnegative solution u+ ∈ N+
λ .

(2) If b
(∫

Ω |∇ϕ1|
2
)2

−
∫

Ω β(x)(ϕ+
1 )

4 > 0 then λ∗ > λ1, and (3.12) has:

(a) one nonnnegative solution u+ ∈ N+
λ for λ = λ1.

(b) two nonnegative solutions u+ ∈ N+
λ and u− ∈ N−

λ for λ1 < λ < λ∗. Moreover,
there exists ε > 0 such that (3.12) has two nonnegative solutions for λ∗ ≤ λ <
λ∗ + ε.

The previous result extends [25, Theorem 2], which deals with β constant. In this case, the
condition λ1(β) < 1 reads as β > bµ1, where µ1 is defined by

µ1 = inf

{

b
(∫

Ω |∇u|2
)2

∫

Ω |u|4
: u ∈ H1

0 (Ω)

}

.

Let us observe that µ1 is the first eigenvalue of the problem

− b

(
∫

Ω
|∇u|2

)

∆u = λ|u|2u, u ∈ H1
0 (Ω), (3.12)

see [16]. Moreover b
(∫

Ω |∇ϕ1|
2
)2

−
∫

Ω β(x)(ϕ+
1 )

4 > 0 becomes now β < β∗ :=
b(
∫
Ω
|∇ϕ1|2)

2

∫
Ω
ϕ4
1

.
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