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Abstract. In this article, we study the following problem
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where B is the unit ball of RN, N > 2 and w(z) a singular weight of logarithm type. The reaction source
f(x,u) is a radial function with respect to « and is subcritical or critical with respect to a maximal growth
of exponential type. By using the constrained minimization in Nehari set coupled with the quantitative
deformation lemma and degree theory, we prove the existence of nodal solutions.

Keywords: Weighted Sobolev space, N-Laplacian operator, Critical exponential growth, Nodal solutions.
2010 Mathematics Subject classification: 35J20, 49J45, 35K57, 35J60.

1 Introduction and Main results
In this paper, we consider the following elliptic problem involving logarithmic weighted /N-Laplacian:

p —div(w(z)|Vul¥N2Vu) = Xf(z,u) in B
(P3) { u = 0 on 0B,

where B = B(0, 1) is the unit open ball in R, N > 2, ) is a positive parameter, the weight function
w(x) is given by

w(x) = (log ﬁ)B(N_l)

We assume that the nonlinearity f(x,t) : B x R — R is a radial in x, continuous function and behaves

like exp{atm} as t — +oo , forsome o > 0and 5 € [0, 1).

Such an equation may arise in many fields of physics, such as in non-Newtonian fluids, reaction diffusion
problem, turbulent flows in porous media and image treatment [1, 3, 18, 20]. Here we just give some
references which are close to the problem we consider in this note.

e )B(N—l)

or w(z)= (logm B el0,1). (1.1)
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Without the weight w(z), the problem (Py) has been widely studied by several authors with different
nonlinearities. G. M. Figueredo and F.B. M. Nunes in [13], consider the following equation

—div(a(|VulP)|Vu|P~?>Vu) = f(u) in Q, u=0 on 099, (1.2)

where Q@ C RY is bounded, 1 < p < N, the nonlinearity f : R — R is a superlinear continuous
function with exponential subcritical or exponential critical growth and the function a is C. By using the
minimization argument and deformation lemma, the authors proved the existence of a least energy nodal
solutions for the equation (1.2) with two nodal domains.

Recently, when a(|Vu|P) = 1, X. sun and Y. song, see [19], studied the problem (1.2) in an open smooth
bounded domain in the Heisenberg group H" = C™ x R. We also mention the work of Y. Zhang, Y Yang
and S. Liang, see [24], where they established the existence of changing-sign solutions to the problem
(1.2) under logarithmic and exponential nonlinearities.

Weighted /N-Laplacian elliptic problems of the following type

—div(w(z)|Vul¥N2Vu) = f(z,u) in B
u > 0 in B
u = 0 on 0B

3

where the weight function w(x) is given in (1.1) and the nonlinearity f(z,t) : B x R — R is positive,
have been investigated in literatures (see [9, 10, 11, 23] and the references therein). We notice that, the
influence of weights on limiting inequalities of Trudinger-Moser type has been studied with some detail
in [5, 6, 7, 8] and as consequence the weights have an important impact in the Sobolev norm.

Let Q C RY be a bounded domain and w € L'() be a nonnegative function, the weighted sobolev space
is defined as

Wy N (@, w) = cl{u e CSO(Q)//B |Vu|Nw(:c)d:c < oo}

For different proprieties and embedding results for the weighted Sobolev spaces, we can refer to [16].
Since the logarithmic weights have a particular significance and considered as the limiting situations of
the embedding of the spaces Wol’N(Q, w), we will consider the weight defined by (1.1). We then, restrict
our attention to radial functions and consider the subspace

E = Wi u(Bow) = cllu € Cihu(B) | [ [Vul"w(a)ds < oc)
B
endowed with the norm
1
lull = ( /B V|V w(z)dz) ¥

The choice of the weight induced in (1.1) and the space E are also motivated by the following exponential
inequalities.

Theorem 1.1 [7] Let 8 € [0,1) and let w be given by (1.1), then

|ul” . . N N’
e"dr <400, YV uckE, ifandonlyif v < yng= = (1.3)
B _ _




and
sup / ™ iy <« 4o & a<ang= Nwy i (1 - B)]ﬁ, (1.4)
€E
full<1
where wy 1 is the area of the unit sphere S™ ~1 in RN and N’ is the Holder conjugate of N.
!
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Lety := yn g = , in view of inequalities (1.5) and (1.6), we say that f has subcritical growth

at +oo if
im @ o foran a0 (1.5)

s—4oo exs?

and f has critical growth at +o0 if there exists some o > 0,

lim M =0, YVa>qay and lim M =400, Ya> ap. (1.6)

s—+oo eas” s——too exs”

In this paper, we deal with problem (P, ) under subcritical and critical growth nonlinearities. Further-
more, we suppose that f(z, t) satisfies the following hypothesis:

(Vi) f: B xR — Ris C! and radial in x.
(V2) There exist @ > N such that we have
0 < O0F(z,t) < tf(x,t),V(z,t) € B xR\ {0}

where

F(a:,t)—/o Sz, s)ds.

t
(V3) Foreachz € B, t |ft|(ff7—3 is increasing for t € R\ {0}.
| f (@, 1)
(Va) Jimy L

We give an example of such nonlinearity. The nonlinearity f(z,t) = [t|V =1t + [t|Vt exp(a|t|?) satisfies
the assumptions (V4), (Va), (V3) and (V) .

We will consider the following definition of solutions.

Definition 1.1 We say that a function u € E is a weak solution of the problem (Py) if

/ |Vu|N 2Vu. Vo w(z)dr = /\/ f(z,u)pdx, V¢ € E.
B B



Let 7\ : E — R be the functional given by

Ia(u) = %/B |VulNw(z)dx — /\/BF(:C,u)dx, (1.7)

where .
F(a:,t):/ f(x, s)ds.
0

The energy functional 7y is well defined and of class C! since there exist a, C' > 0 positive constants
and there exists 1 > 1 such for that

|f($,t)| < Ce” t‘ya \V/|t| > tla

whenever the nonlinearity f(z, ¢) is critical or subcritical at +oc.
It is quite clear that finding non trivial weak solutions to the problem ( Py ) is equivalent to finding non-zero
critical points of the functional 7. Moreover, we have

(T (). ) = T (w)p = /B (w(z) [VulN2Vu V) d — A /B f(@w) pdz, ¢ €E-

We define the Nehari set as
Ny i={u € E: (T (u),u”) = (T (u),u”) =0,u" #0,u” #0},

where v = max{u(z),0}, v~ = min{u(x),0}.
It’s easy to verify the following decomposition

Ia(u) = Ta(u®) + Ta(u™),

and
(T3 (), u™) = (TX(u"),u®) and (TX(u),u”) = (TX(u"),u”)

We also give the following definitions of the so called nodal solutions and least energy sign-changing
solution of problem (Py).

Definition 1.2 * v € E is called nodal or sign-changing solution of problem (Py) if v is a solution
of problem (Py) and vt # 0 a.ein B.

* v € Eis called least energy sign-changing solution of problem (Py) if v is a sign-changing solution
of (Py) and
Ta() = inf{Tx(u) : T3 (u) = 0,u* #0 aein B}

Influenced by the works cited above, we try to find a minimize of the energy functional 7y over the
following minimization problem,
C)\ = i% ._7 by (u)

ueNx



Our approach is based on the Nehari manifold method, which was introduced in [15] and is by now a well-
established and useful tool in finding solutions of problems with a variational structure, see [14].

To our best knowledge, there are few results for the nodal solutions to the N-weighted Lapalace equation
with critical exponential nonlinearity on the weighted Sobolev space E.

Now, we give our main results as follows:

Theorem 1.2 Let f(x,t) be a function that has a subcritical growth at +oco (V1), (Va), (V3), and
(Vi) are satisfied. For A > 0, the problem (Py) has a least energy nodal (sign-changing) radial solution
Ve ./\/')\ .

For a critical growth nonlinearity, the following result holds.

Theorem 1.3 Assume that f(x,t) has a critical growth at +oco for some g and (V1), (Vz2), (V3) and
(Vi) are satisfied. Then, there exists \* > 0 such that for X > \*, problem (Py) has a least energy nodal
(sign-changing) radial solution v € Ny.

This present work is organized as follows: in section 2, some preliminaries for the compactness analy-
sis are presented. In section 3, we give some technical key lemmas . In section 4 we prove our result in the
subcritical case. Section 5 is devoted for the critical case which is more difficult. We use a concentration
compactness result of Lions type to prove Theorem 1.3.

Finally, we note that a constant C' may change from line to another and sometimes we index the constants
in order to show how they change.

2  Preliminaries for the compactness analysis

In this section, we will present a number of technical Lemmas for our future use. We begin by the radial
Lemma.

Lemma 2.1 [7]Let u be a radially symmetric function in C} (B). Then, we have

1-8

| log(|])| "~
1

(1-B)™

u(z)] <

[l
WN-1

where wx_1 is the area of the unit sphere SN =1 in RN,

It follows that the embedding E < L?(B) is continuous for all ¢ > 1, and that there exists a constant
C > 0 such that ||ul|n7q < C||ul], for all u € E. Moreover, the embedding E < L9(B) is compact for
allg > N.

Lemma 2.2 Let (uy)y be a sequence in E. Suppose that, ||ug|| = 1, up — w weakly in E, ug(z) —
u(z) a.e.in B, Vug(x) — Vu(x) a.e.in B andu # 0. Then

1

1
sup/ eP onslunl’ dy < 400, where an g = Nlwy—i (1= p)]77,
k JB



forall1 < p <U(u), where U(u) is given by:

1
— oz flull <1
U(u) = (1= [Jull¥)>
+00 if [lull = 1.
Proof: For a,b € R, q > 1. If ¢ its conjugate i.e. % + % = 1 we have, by young inequality, that
ettt < 1eqa + ieqlb.
T q q
Also, we have
1
(1+a)?<(1+e&a?+(1—-——)"% VYa>0, Ve >0 and Vg > 1.
(1+e)et
So, we get
lue|” = Jur —u+ul”
< (ue =l +[ul)? 1
< (4e)lug —ul + (1 - —L=)Jul”
(I4+e)7—1

which implies that

/ep awalunl” g < l/ P o p(14e) fux—ul gy
B q./)B

1 pd" an (1= ——g )" ul”
+— e (07T dz,
q JB
1

for any p > 1. Since (1 — —2——)'"7 < 1, then
(14e)v—1

1

/

q

pq an p(1— ) ul” , , 1
l/ e T aroa dr < l/ eP? anslul’ gy — l/ @ an) 7)) g,
q JB q JB B

From (1.5), the last integral is finite.
To complete the evidence, we have to prove that for every p such that 1 < p < U (u),

Sup/ ep aws(The)lun—ul" gy < 4 oo
k B

for some e > 0 and ¢ > 1.
In the following, we suppose that ||u|| < 1 and in the case of ||u|| = 1, the proof is similar.

When
ull <1

Q2.1



and
1

P< TN
(1= JJuf ™)~

there exists v > 0 such that
P = JlulM)~¥ (1 +v) < 1.
On the other hand, From the Brezis-Lieb’s lemma [4] it holds that

llur —ul|™ = [Jug||™ — [|lul|N + o(1) where o(1) = 0 as k — +oc.

Then,

Jug = ul¥ =1 Jlul|¥ + o(1),
S0,

li —ul|” = (1 - NyF

i =l = (1= full )
Therefore, for every € > 0, there exists k. > 1 such that
lux —ul” < A +e)1 = u|¥)¥, V k> k..
Then, for¢g = 1 + ¢ withe = /1 + v — 1 and for any k£ > k., we have
pa(1+&)|lur —ul” < 1.

Consequently,

ug —ul

|
/e:DQOCN,B(lJrE)Iukfulwdx < /e(1+5)Pq OéN,B(Huk—,uH)WHuk*u”de
B

|up —ul
S feaN,B(u;zu)vdx
B

< sup / e Nl gy < 4o00.
lull<tJB

Now, (2.1) follows from (1.4). This complete the proof. A second important Lemma.

Lemma 2.3 [14] Let Q C RN be a bounded domain and f: QO xRbea continuous function. Let {uy },
be a sequence in L*()) converging to w in L*(2). Assume that f(x,u,) and f(x,u) are also in L* ().
if

| (@, un)un|dz < C,
Q

where C'is a positive constant, then

f(x,un) = f(z,u) in LY(Q).



3 Some technical lemmas

In the following we assume, unless otherwise stated, that the function f satisfies the conditions (V7) to
(V4). Let u E with u* # 0 a.e. in the ball B, and we define the function Y, : [0, 00) x [0,00) — R and
mapping L., : [0,00) x [0,00) — R? as

Yu(p,q) = alput + qu™), (3.1

and
Lu(p,q) = ((T'x(pu™ 4+ qu™), pu™) (T x(pu™ + qu™,qu™)) (3.2)

Lemma 3.1 (i) For each u E with u™ # 0 and u~ # 0, there exists an unique couple (py,q.) €
(0,00) x (0, 00) such that p,u™ + q,u™ € Na. In particular, the set N is nonempty.

(ii) Forall p,q > 0 with (p,q) # (pu, gu), we have
Inlpu™ +qu™) < In(paut + quu™)-

Proof.(4)
Since f is subcritial or critical, and From (V) and (V4), for all ¢ > 0, there exists a positive constant
Cy = C4(e) such that

fx,t)t <elt|N + Cilt|* exp(alt|’) forall a > ap,s > N. (3.3)
Now, given u € E fixed with u™ # 0 and u~ # 0. From (3.3), for all £ > 0, we have
(TX(pu™ + qu™),pu™) = (Ta(pu™), pu™)

— lput N — A /B f(, put)pu* de

> put|™ - Ae /B put |V dz - ACy /B lput|® exp(aplut[V)dz

1 1
Using the Holder inequality, with a,a’ > 1 such that — + — = 1, and Lemma 2.1, we get
a a

1
a7 p?) 2 It 2ol 30 (f e ae) " ( [ eotopalu e )
B B

T <
> (1= ¢Cy — eCy) | ¥ = AC < [ e (aa||pu+||7(|l5+'”>”>dx) Cllput |
B

By (1.4), the last integral is finte provided p > 0 is chosen small enough such that aa|pu™ || < ay g.
Then,

(T (put + qu™),put) > (1 — eCy — AeCy) [Jput |V — ACy|put||® (3.4)



holds. Choosing € > 0 such that 1 — eCy — AeC; > 0 anf for small p > 0 and forall ¢ > 0 and s > N,
we get (TS (pu™ +qu™),pu™) > 0. In the similar way, it can be proved that (75 (pu™ +qu™),pu™) > 0
for ¢ > 0 small enough and all p > 0. Therefore, it is quite easy to state that there exists £; > 0 such that

(T (tut +qu),tiut) >0, (Ji(pu™ +tiu™),t1u”) > 0 forall p,q > 0. (3.5)
From (V3), we can derive that there exists Cs, Cs > 0 such that
F(x,t) > Cslt|? — Cs. (3.6)
Now, choose p = t5 > t; with ¢3 large enough. Then, by using (3.3), (3.6), we get
(TX(t5u" + qu™), tyu™) = (T'A(t5u"), t5u™)
< tzut|N — )\/ Cs|tsu™|?dx + \Cg| B
<0, ’
for g € [t1,t3]. Also, we can choose ¢ = t5 > t; with ¢} large enough and then
(T (tsu™ + thu™), thu™) < 0 holds for p € [t1,13).
Therefore, if to > t5 is large enough, then we obtain that
Ji(taut +qu ), tou™) <0 and  (J{(put +tau”),tou”) < Oforallp,q € [t1,t2].  (3.7)

Joining (3.5) and (3.7) with Miranda’s Theorem [2], there exists at least a couple of points (p., q.) €
(0,00) x (0,00) such that Ly (pu, q.) = (0,0) , i.e, pyu™ + q.u™ € Ny.

Now we will show the uniqueness of the couple (p., q.). Indeed, it is sufficient to show that if u € Ny
and pou™ + qou™ € N, with pg > 0 and go > 0, then (po, qo) = (1,1). Let us assume that u € N, and
pout + qou~ € Ny.We will then get (73 (pou™ + qou™), pou™) = 0, (T (pou™ + qou™), pou™) = 0,
and (75 (u), u™) = 0, that is,

[pou™ ||V = /\/ f (@, pou™)pou™ dzx (3.8)
B

bou™ ||V = )\/ f(z, qou™)qou~dx (3.9)
B

[t ||V :)\/ flz,u)utde (3.10)
B

Hu_||N:)\/ flz,u™)u"dx (3.11)
B

Combining (3.8) and (3.10), we deduce that

gt
O:/\/ wd:ﬂ—)\/ f(z,ut)utdr.
B Do B



It follows from (V) that ¢ — ( SOEN increasing for ¢ > 0, which implies that py = 1. We can also show,
using (V4), (3.9) and (3.11), that go = 1. This completes the proof of ().

(i7) To prove (ii), it is sufficient to show that (p,, ¢,,) is the unique maximum point of T,, € [0, 00) X
[0, 00). From (3.7), (3.8) and 6 > N, we have

Tu(p,q) = Ialpu™ +qu™)

1
Nllpu+ +qu |V - A/ F(z,put + qu™)dz
B

IN

PN "
N+ = Y - /\O5p9/ lut|da — )\C5q9/ |u~|’dx + \Cs|B|
N N B B

which implies that ( li)r|n Y.(p,q) = —oo. Hence, it suffices to see that the maximum point of Y,
P,q)|—00

cannot be realized on the boundary of [0, c0) x [0, 00). We argue by contradiction and assume that (0, q)
with ¢ > 0 is a maximum point of Y,,. Then from (3.5), we have

d !
pd—p[JA(pu+ + qu”)] = (Tx(pu"),put) > 0,

for small p > 0, which means that T, is increasing with respect to p if p > 0 is small enough. This gives
a contradiction. We can similarly deduce that T, can not realize its global maximum on (p, 0) with p > 0.

Lemma 3.2 For any u E with ut # 0 and u™ # 0, such that (T} (pu™,pu™) < 0, the unique maximum
point (py, qu) of Lo, on [0, 00) x [0, 00) belongs to (0, 1] x (0, 1].

Proof. Here we will only prove that 0 < p,, < 1. The proof of 0 < ¢, < 1 is similar. Since p,u™, g u™ €
Ny, we have that

[puu® |V = A / [z, puu)utde (3.12)
B

Moreover, by (75 (pu™, pu™) < 0, we have that
[t ¥ < [ ot )utda. G.13)
B

Combining (3.12) and (3.13), it follows that

/fxu +da:>/ f“”’“ flopuupun” , (3.14)

f(w t) .

tN-1

Now, we suppose, by contradiction, that p,, > 1. By (V3), t — is increasing for ¢ > 0, which

contradicts inequality (3.14).Therefore, 0 < p, < 1.
Lemma 3.3 Forall u € N,
(1) there exists k > 0 such that

[ u™l = s

10



(i) In(u) = (5 = g)llull™

Proof. (i) We argue by contradiction. Suppose that there exists a sequence {u,} } C A, such that ;) — 0
in E. Since {u,} C Na, then (J3 (uy,), ;) = 0. Hence, it follows from (3.3), (3.4) and the radial Lemma
2.1 that

¥ = A /B Fludyutde (3.15)
Se)\/ |u;r|Ndx+/\C'1/ lu|® exp(alut|7)dz
B B
< Aot [¥ + A0y / it |° explau [")de
B

OéNyg)
aa

Leta > 1 with 2 + 5 = 1. Since u,;} — 0in E, for n large enough, we get [|u}! || < ( % . From

Holder inequality, (1.4) and again the radial Lemma 2.1, we have

1 1
) % + T
[ il explafu e < < [ e da:> ( [ e (aaljut 7 (L] )”)d:c)
B B B ||U ||

1
7

<o ( / |u:|w’dx)“ < Gallut
B

Combining (3.15) with the last inequality, for n large enough, we obtain

lut IV < XeCsllut |V + ACs]|uf||® (3.16)

Choose suitable € > 0 such that 1 — AeCs > 0. Since N < s, then (3.16) contradicts the fact that
ub = 0inE.
(1) Given u € N, by the definition of NV and (V3) we obtain

ﬁwzﬁw—gﬂww

%HunHN—i—/\(/B%f(x,u)u—F(x,u)d:v)

1 1
> (5 = )l

Lemma 3.3 implies that 7y (u) > 0 for all u € N). As a consequence, 7y is bounded by below in N},
and therefore ¢), := ir}\f/ I (u) is well-defined.
ueN\

The following lemma deals with the asymptotic property of cj.

Lemma 3.4 Letcy = inf Jy(u), then lim ¢y =0
ueN A—00

11



Proof. Let us Fix u E with u™ = 0. Then, by Lemma 3.1, there exists a point pair (px, gx) such that
paut 4+ gau_ € Ny, for each A > 0. Let 7, be the set defined by

Tu = {(Px;qx) € [0,00) x [0,00) : Ly(pa, qn) = (0,0), A > 0},
where L, is given by (3.2).
Since pyut + gxu~ € Ny, by assumption (V2), (3.7) and (3.8), we have
Py 1N + @ |V = /\/ fla,pau®™ + gu”) (pru™ + gru”)de
B

> A905p§/ |u+|9d:c+wc5q§/ |u~|?dx — \OCs| B.
B B

Since 6§ > N, the set T, is bounded. Therefore, if {\,,} C (0, 00) satisfies \,, — 0o as n — oo, then up
to subsequence, there exists p, ¢ > 0, such thatpy, — pand gy, — 7.

We Claim that p = ¢ = 0. We proceed by contradiction and suppose that p > 0 and ¢ > 0. For each
neN,py,ut +qru” €Ny, . So,

Ipa,ut + qr,u” ||V = A"/ Foa,ut + g, u”)(pa,ut + qr,u”)dz. (3.17)
B

It should be noted that py, u* — pu™ and g5, u~ — qu~ in E.

On one hand, A, — 0 asn — oo and {py,u™ + ¢, u" } is bounded in E. On the other hand, from
(3.17),we have

/ |V (put +q_u7)|Ndx = ( lim /\n) lim / Foa,ut + o, u ) (o, ut +qn,u)dz

n—oo

which is impossible.
Thus, p = g =0, so, px,, — 0 and g», — 0 as n — oo. Finally, by (V5) and (3.17), we have

0<ec\= ij{[lfjx(u) < Ialpa,u™ +qn,u”) — 0.
A

Consequently, ¢y — 0as A — oo.
Lemma 3.5 Ifug € N, satisfies Jx(uo) = cy, then J5 (ug) = 0.

Proof.We proceed by contradiction. We assume that 73 (ug) # 0. By the continuity of 7, there exists
t,0 > 0 such that

[ Tx(0)[|g+ > ¢ forall [|v — ugl| < 36. (3.18)
1 6

Choose T € (O,min{4, Tl
0

}.LetD=(1-7,147)x (1 —7,14 7)and define g : D — E, by
9(p, V) = pug + Jug , (p,9) € D

12



By virtue of ug € Ny, Jx(uo) = c) and Lemma 3.1, it is easy to see that

C) = ng%xj,\og< Ch.- (3.19)

Let € := min{ 272 “;} S, = B(ug,r),r > 0and J{ := J; (] — 00,a]). According to the Quanti-
tative Deformation Lemma [[21] Lemma 2.3], there exists a deformation n € C ([0, 1] x ¢g(D), E) such
that:

(1) n(1,v) =v,ifv & Ty "([ex — 26, cx + 2€]) N Sas
(2) 7 (1, AN S5) € A7
(3) Ja(n(1,v)) < Ix(v), forallv € E.
By lemma 3.1 (4i), we have 7y (g(p, ")) < ¢x. In addition, we have,
llg(s, t) = uoll = ll(p — Dug + (@ = 1)ug | < |p = Ullug || + [ — 1[Jug | < 27{Juo],
then g(p, ) € Ss for (p,9) € D. Therefore, it follows from (2) that

max_ Ja(n(1,g(p,9))) <ecx —e. (3.20)
(p,9)ED

In the following, we prove that (1, g(D)) NN, is nonempty. And in this case it contradicts (3.20) due to
the definition of ¢). To do this, we first define

g(p,9) = n(1,g(p,v)),

To(p,¥) = (Tx(9(p,9)), ug ), (Tx(9(p,9)), ug )
= (T (pug + Dug ), ug ), (Tx (pug + Dug ), ug )
1= (@no (0,9), €2 (p,9))

and

(TX(@(p, ), (9(p,9)) 7))

S

1 _ _
Moreover, a simple calculation, shows that

So’tll.o (p7 0)

e I P AR I

=(N-1) /fuo ug dz — A /f z,ul ) |ud |Pdx

(1.1)

and .
P (05 7)

0 =0

(1,1)
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In the same manner,

Pu(p,?) -0
dp (1,1)
and
2 0
%ﬁ) — (N —1)A / F @, ug Yug dz — A / f' (@ ug)lug [*dz
(11) B o
Let
Pl (p?) Pug (P19)
Op
J_ (1,1) (1,1
) Pug (p,9)
59 99
(1,1) (1,1)

Then we have det J # 0. Therefore, the point (0, 1) is the unique isolated zero of the C* function Y. By
using the Brouwer’s degree in R?, we deduce that deg(Yo, D, 0) = 1.

Now, it follows from (3.20) and (1) that g(p,¥) = g(p,¥) on dD. For the boundary dependence of
Brouwer’s degree ( see [[12], Theorem 4.5]), there holds deg(Y', D,0) = deg(Yo, D,0) = 1. Therefore,
there exists some (5,7) € D such that

n(1, 9(p, 5) € M.
This finish the proof of the Lemma.

Lemma 3.6 If v is a least energy sign-changing solution of problem (Py), then v has exactly two nodal
domains

Proof. Assume by contradiction that v = v + v + v3 satisfies

UZ'#O,’L': 1,2,3,1)1 ZO,UQ SO, ae.in B
BiNBy=0,By:={x € B:vi(x) >0},By:={x € B:uvaz) <0}

U1 = V2 = U3 = O,
B\31U32 B\BzUBl B1UB>
and
(Tx(v),v;) =0fori =1,2,3, (3.21)
Let v = v + v and it is easy to see that v+ = vy, v~ = vy and vE # 0. From Lemma (3.1), it

follows that there exists a unique couple (p,,q,) € [0,00) X [0, 00) such that p,v1 + g v2 € Ny. So,
JIa(puv1 + quv2) > cx. Moreover, using (3.21), we obtain that (73 (v), v*) = 0. Then, by Lemma (3.2),
we have 0 < p,,q, < 1.

14



Now, combining (3.21), (V3) and (V}), we have that

(T (v3),v3)

SR

1
0= S(TA(0),v5) =
<\7>\ (U3)7
and
cx <A (pov1 + quu2)

1
:j)\ (pr1 + unQ) - _<u7)/\pl/vl + QVUQ)apl/UI + QVU2>
0

1 1 1 1
= (5 = ol + (5 = e el

1 1
)\ 7 s Pv v _F s Pv d A n s Yu v _F sy Qv d
2 [ @)oo = Plapoonlde + [ [G@a,00(0m) - Fg.0)ds
< Ja(vg +vg) — %<‘7>I\U1 + v2),v1 + v2)
= T (v1 +v2) + %<~7>I\(U)a v3)
< In(vr +v2) + Ta(vs) = Ta(v) = ca,

which is a contradiction. Therefore, v3 = 0 and v has exactly two nodal domains.

4 The subcritical case

Lemma 4.1 If {u,,} C N, is a minimizing sequence for cy, then there exists some u € E such that

/f(uf)ufdw%/f(ui)uidx
B B

and

/BF(uf)d:v%/BF(ui)d:v

Proof. we will only prove the first result. Since the second limit is a direct consequence of the first one,

we omit it here.

Let sequence {u,} C N satisfy lim Jy(u,) = cy. Itis clearly that {u,,} is bounded by Lemma (3.3).
n—roo
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Then , up to a subsequence, there exists u € E such that

U, — uin B,

un — win L'(B) fort € [1, 00), (4.1
U, — uwa.e.in B.
u,il —~u*inE,
ut — vt in LY(B) for t € [1,00), 4.2)
uff —uFae. inB
Note that by (3.3), we have
Fayugy (@)yu () < eluzy (@)Y + Calugy (2)]* explafugy (2)]7) = hluz (), 4.3)

forall « > g and ¢ > N. It is sufficient to prove that sequence {h(u;")} is convergentin L'(B).
Choosing a,a’ > 1 with 1 + 1 =1, we get that

[ |* — [u*|*in L7 (B) (44)
Moreover, choosing o > 0 small enough such that aa (max ||uf|\'y) < an g, we conclude from (1.4)
that
/ exp (a|uf(:c)|7) dx < oo. (4.5)
B

Since exp (aut(z)|7) dx — exp (a|u®(z)|7) dz, a.e. in B. From (4.5) and [[15], Lemma 4.8, chapter
1], we obtain that
exp (afuif|?) dz — exp (afu™|7) dz in L(B). (4.6)

Hence, by (4.4), (4.6) and [[15], Lemma 4.8, chapter 1] again, we conclude that

/ fuHutde — / f(uH)uFde
B B
Lemma 4.2 There exists some v € Ny such that Jy(v) = cj.

Proof. Let {v,,} C N, be a sequence such that ILm Ir(vn) = cy. Itis clearly that {v,,} is bounded by

Lemma (3.3). Then, up to a subsequence, there exists v € E such that

vf —v* inE,
— v¥in LY(B) fort € [1, 00), 4.7)

—~ovtae inB

v

+
n
Un

We claim that v # 0 and v~ # 0. Suppose, by contradiction, v = 0 . From the definition of Ny, (4.7),

(4.3) and Lemma (4.1), we have that lim ||v;7||¥ = 0, which contradicts Lemma (3.3). Hence, vt # 0
n—r oo
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and v~ # 0.
From the lower semi continuity of norm and (4.7), it follows that

(FA(0),0%) < T (TR (va),0F) = 0. (48)

Then, Lemma (3.2) implies that there exists (p,,, ¢,) € (0, 1] x (0, 1] such that p,v™ +g,v~ € N. Thus,
by (V2), A > 0 and Lemma (4.1), we get that

1
ox < Tlpoot + guv”) =P +a07) = TG + a7 pr” + )
Lo
<TW) - 5(RW).v) (+9)

1
< lim [ Ja(vn) — §<j/((vn),vn>

n—roo

= nlgrolo Ix(vn) = cx-

Noticing that if p,, < 1 or g, < 1, then the inequality (4.9) is strict. Hence, by bringing together (4.8) and
(4.9), we conclude that p, = ¢, = 1 and v € N, satisfying J (v) = cj.

Proof of Theorem 1.2. From Lemma 3.5, Lemma 3.6 and Lemma 4.2, we deduce that v is a least energy
sign-changing solution form problem (P, ) with exactly tow nodal domains.

5 The critical case

Lemma 5.1 There exists \* > 0 such that if X\ > X*, and {v,} C N is a minimizing sequence for cy,
then there exists some v € Ny such that Jx(v) = cj.

Proof. Let {v,} C N, be a sequence such that lim J(v,) = cy. We have
n—0o0

Ixn(vn) = cx and (TS (vn),p) = 0,V € E

that is )
Ia(vy,) = NHunHN —/ F(z,vp)dx — cx, n— 400 (5.1)
B

and
(T (wn), )| = | / w(@)|Von|N 2V, Vpdz — / Fl,vn)pdr| < enllel, (5.2)
B B

for all ¢ € E, where ¢,, — 0, as n — +o0.
By lemma 3.3, v,, is bounded in E. Furthermore, we have from (5.2) and (V2), that

0< / flzyup)u, <C (5.3)
B
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and
0< / F(z,u,) < C.
Since by Lemma 3.2, we have "’
f(z,un) = f(z,u) in L*(B) as n — +oo, (5.4)
then, it follows from (H>) and the generalized Lebesgue dominated convergence Theorem that
F(z,u,) — F(z,u) in L*(B) as n — +oo. (5.5)
Arguing as Lemma 4.2, we have that, up to a subsequence,
v, = uin E,
vp, — win LY(B) fort € [1, 00), (5.6)

v, —> ua.e.in B.

H-

v, — u® in E,
— u¥ in LY(B) for t € [1,00), (5.7)

—uTae. inB

Un
+
Up,

for some v € E.
Noticing that, according to lemma 3.4, there exists A* > 0 such that for all A > \*, we get

1 anyg .~
< R ~ .
<yl )"

In the sequel, the results that are valid for v,, and v, are also valid for v,jf and v*. Next, we are going
to make some Claims.

Claim 1. Vv, (z) — Vu(z) a.e.in B and v is a solution of the problem (Py).
Indeed, for any £ > 0, let A, = {z € B, |v, —v| > &}. Forall t € R, for all positive ¢ > 0, we have

ct < et + 2.
It follows that for ¢ = aN,B(”I:j":zI‘)W, c= ﬁ”vn — |7, we get

lvn—v| )7 1
g — 07 < eo‘N’ﬁ(uvruu) + ——|lvn — 0|
N8
|

lom—v] |7
< eaw,ﬁ(m) + C1(N),

where C1 (V) is a constant depending only on N and the upper bound of ||v,, ||. So, if we denote by £(.A¢)
the Lebesgue measure of the set A¢, we obtain

Up —U v
L(Ag) z/ elvn=vl" g=lvn=vl" o < e_ﬁv/ exp (eaN’ﬁ(4\}Un7U\|) + Cl(N))dx
AE Ag
< e,gwecl(N)/ exp (OéN,ﬁ( |vn, — v )’Y)da:
3 B [vn — vl
< e S 0y(N) =0 as & — +oo,
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where C (V) is a positive constant depending only on N and the upper bound of ||v,, ||. It follows that

-

/ Vv, — Vulde < Ce 3¢ (/ Vo, — Vv|2w(x)d:c) * 50 as & — o0 (5.8)
Ae B

We define for ¢ > 0, the following truncation function

S i

fls| <¢
Tels) ::{ i ifls > €.

If we take ¢ = T¢ (v, — v) € E, in (5.2) then with Vi = X, V (v, — v), we obtain

IN

‘/ w(@) (|Vo, [N 2V, — [VolN2V0).(Vu, — Vo)dx
B\ A

IN

’ / w(z)|VolN 2V (Vo, — Vu)dx’ + / fx,v)Te (v — v)d + ey ||vn, — |
B\ A, B

‘ / w(@)|Vu|N 2V (Yo, — Vu)dx‘ +/ fx,v)Te (v — v)dz + ey ||vn, — |
B B

where ¢,, — 0 as n — +oo.
Since v, — v weakly, then / w(z)|Vo|N2Vu.(Vu, — Vo) — 0. Moreover, by (5.4) and the

B
Lebesgue dominated convergence Theorem, we get
/ f(z,vn)Te(vy, —v)dz — 0 as n — +o00.
B

Using the well known inequality,
z|N 2 — |y Q,x— > 22 N — NV:Z:, GR“, N > 2,
) Y ) Y Y

(-,-) is the inner product in RY, one has

/ w(2)| Vo, — Vo|Ndz — 0-

B\A¢
Therefore,
¥ ~
/ Vo, — Voulde < (/ w(z)|Vu, — VU|Nd:17) (C(B \ Ag)) " 50 as n— 400, (5.9)
B\A¢ B\A¢
From (5.8) and (5.9), we deduce that
/ [Vu, — Vulde — 0 as n — +oo.
B

Therefore, Vv, (x) — Vu(x) a.e.in B.
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On the other hand,

N

(|wn|N—2wn) is bounded in (L¥1 (B,w))™.

Then, up to subsequence, we can assume that

IV, |N 2V, — |Vo|N2Vo weaklyin (L7 (B,w))N- (5.10)
Therefore, passing to the limit in (5.2) and using (5.4), (5.10), the convergence everywhere of the gradient,
we obtain that v is a solution of problem (Py). Claim 1 is proved.
Claim 2. v # 0 and v~ # 0. Suppose, by contradiction, v™ = 0 . Therefore, / F(x,v,)dz — 0and

B
consequently we get

1 1 « N
Flonl™ = ex < =57 (5.11)
First, we claim that there exists ¢ > 1 such that
[ 15 e < c. (5.12)
B

By (5.2), we have
lonll = [ @, vayondal < Ce.
B

fonll™ < e+ ([ 11t vprar) ([ jonltar) ",

where ¢’ is the conjugate of ¢. Since (v,,) converge to 0 in L4 (B)

So

lim |Jv, ||V = 0.
n—-+o0o

According to Lemma 3.3, this result cannot occur. Now for the proof of the claim (5.12), since f has
critical growth, for every € > 0 and ¢ > 1 there exists t. > 0 and C' > 0 such that for all |¢t| > ¢., we have

F (@, B < CeroeHr,

Consequently,

/ @, v)|tde = / @y on)|tde + / |y o) de
B {|'Un‘Sts} {‘Un‘>ts}

< wy_; max |f(x7t)|q+c/ eco(etDvnl” g
BX[ft@tE] B

Since Ney < (aN’B)%, there exists € (0, +7) such that Ney = (1 — n)(aN—’ﬂ)%. On the other hand,
Q) g

AN.B
ag

[vnl|” = (Nex)™, so there exists n,, > 0 such that for all n > n,, we get |[v,]|” < (1 —n)
Therefore,

ap(1+ s)(||Z:: Vvell” <1 +e)(1 —n)an,s:
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We choose £ > 0 small enough to get
ao(L+¢)flon|” < anp-

So, the second integral is uniformly bounded in view of (1.4) and the claim is proved.

Since (vy,) is bounded, up to a subsequence, we can assume that ||v,| — p > 0. We affirm that
Jr(v) = ¢y. Indeed, by (V3) and claim 2, we have

1
Ia(v) = N/[f(x,v)v—NF(:z:,v)]d:z:ZO. (5.13)
B
Now, using the lower semi continuity of the norm and (5.5) , we get,

Lo N _
jA(U)SN}LILngg [lvnl —/BF(x,v)d:r—cA.

Suppose that
I (U) < C).
Then
oV < p™. (5.14)
In addition,
1 . N
anlﬂloo o]l = (cx —i—/BF(:C,U)dx), (5.15)

which means that

pN = N(CA + /B F(x,v)d:z:).

Set v v
=—"_ and u=—
[onl P

Un

We have ||u,| = 1, u, = win E, u # 0 and |Ju| < 1. So, by Lemma 2.2, we get

sup/ el onslunl” gy < 4 oo,
B

provided1 < p < (1 — HuHN)_%.
By (5.5) and (5.15), we have the following equality

Nex — NJa(w) = p™ = [lo]| V.
From (5.13), Lemma 4.1 and the last equality, we obtain

o N
PV < Nea+ oV < (=2)% + [loll™. (5.16)
0
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Since

. (pN - IIUIIN)m
L—full¥ 7
we deduce from (5.16) that
G I —
pY < (71 —T|u||N) . (5.17)

On one hand, we have this estimate / | f(z,v,)|%dx < C. Indeed, since f has critical growth, for
B
every ¢ > 0 and ¢ > 1 there exists t- > 0 and C' > 0 such that for all |¢| > ., we have
F (@)1 < Cevoler,

So,

[ = [ jp@oldes [ (pe s
B {lvn|<te} {lvn|>te}

< wyo1 max |f(x, )9+ C [ eVl gy

BX[_t57t5] B
ao(1+e)lon I 22y
< C.4+4C | e lonll™ do < C,
B

provided ag(1 + €)|lun|Y <paygand 1 < p < U(u) = (1 — |jul|V) =

N
aN«B)T

From (5.17), there exists § € (0, 1) such that p7 = (1 — 26) (%

Since lim |lv,||” = p?, then, for n large enough
n—-+o0o

1
) (N=-1)(1-8)

1 X
ao(1 +¢)|[vn]” < (1 +¢€)(1 - 9) aN’B(W) '

We choose € > 0 small enough such that (1 4 ¢)(1 — §) < 1 which implies that

1 ~
L+ ol < ()
010( +E)HU H an.g 1_ HUHN

Hence, the sequence (f(x,v,,)) is bounded in LY, ¢ > 1.
Using the Holder inequality, we deduce that

‘/Bf(x,vn)(vn —’U)d.’L“

1
7

([ 1tainioas) ([ oa—oivas)’

C(/ |vn—v|qld:17) — 0 as n — o0,
B

IN

e

IN

where % + % =1
Since (7' (vn), (U, — v)) = 0,(1), it follows that

(w()| Vo, |N 2V, (Vu, — Vo)dz) — 0.
B
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On the other side,
/ w(x)| Vo, | N 72V, (Vu, — Vo)dz = [Ju,||Y —/ w(x)|Vu,|N "2V, Vudz
B B

Passing to the limit in the last equality, we get
pN - ”U”N =0,

therefore ||v|| = p. This is in contradiction with (5.12). Therefore, Jx(v) = cx. By Claim 1, J{(v) =0
and by Claim 2, v # 0.

Proof of Theorem 1.3. From Lemma 3.6 and Lemma 5.1, we deduce that v is a least energy sign-
changing solution for problem (Py) with exactly tow nodal domains.
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