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Abstract. In this paper, we aim to study the existence of ground state normalized solu-
tions for the following quasilinear Schrödinger equation

−∆u−∆(u2)u = h(u) + λu, x ∈ RN ,

under the mass constraint ∫
RN

|u|2dx = a,

where N ≥ 2, a > 0 is a given mass, λ is a Lagrange multiplier and h is a nonlinear reaction
term with some suitable conditions. By employing a suitable transformation u = f(v), we
reformulate the original problem into the equivalent form

−∆v = h(f(v))f ′(v) + λf(v)f ′(v), x ∈ RN ,

with prescribed mass ∫
RN

|f(v)|2dx = a.

To address the challenge posed by the L2-norm ∥f(v)∥22 not necessarily equaling a, we
introduce a novel stretching mapping:

vt(x) := f−1(tN/2f(v(tx))).

This construction, combined with a dual method and some new analytical techniques,
enables us to establish the following existence results:
(P1) Existence of solutions via constrained minimization using dual method;
(P2) Existence of ground state normalized solutions under general L2-supercritical growth

conditions, along with nonexistence results, analyzed via dual method;
(P3) Existence of normalized solutions under critical growth conditions, treated via dual

method.
Additionally, we analyze the asymptotic behavior of the ground state energy obtained in
(P2). Our results extend and refine those of Colin-Jeanjean-Squassina [Nonlinearity 20:
1353-1385, 2010], of Jeanjean-Luo-Wang [J. Differ. Equ. 259: 3894-3928, 2015], of Li-Zou
[Pacific J. Math. 322: 99-138, 2023], of Zhang-Li-Wang [Topol. Math. Nonl. Anal. 61:
465-489, 2023] and so on.

We believe that the methodology developed here can be adapted to study related prob-
lems concerning the existence of normalized solutions for quasilinear Schrödinger equations
via the dual method.

1. Introduction

This article is concerned with the following quasilinear Schrödinger equation

(1.1) −∆u−∆(u2)u = h(u) + λu, x ∈ RN ,

with the prescribed mass ∫
RN

u2dx = a,

where λ is a Lagrange multiplier, a is a given mass, h is a nonlinearity and N ≥ 2.
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It is well known that the existence of solitary wave solutions for the following quasilinear
Schrödinger equation has been considered

(1.2) i∂tz = −∆z +W (x)z − k(x, |z|)−∆l(|z|2)l′(|z|2)z,

where z : R× RN → C, W : RN → R is a given potential, l : R → R and k : RN × R → R
are suitable functions. For various types of l, the quasilinear equation of the form (1.1)
has been derived from models of several physical phenomenon. In particular, l(s) = s was
used for the superfluid film equation in fluid mechanics by Kurihara [32]. For more physical
background, we can refer to [2, 44] and references therein.

From the perspectives of mathematics and physics, the standing wave of equation (1.2)
has received increasing attention. Substituting z(t, x) = exp(−iEt)u(x) to (1.2), where
E ∈ R and u is a real function, (1.2) can reduce to the corresponding elliptic type equation
(see [6]):

(1.3) −∆u− λu−∆l(u2)l′(u2)u = h(u) x ∈ RN .

Let l(s) = s in (1.3), the following form of quasilinear Schrödinger equation can be obtained

(1.4) −∆u− λu−∆(u2)u = h(u) x ∈ RN .

As for λ being a fixed parameter, there are many papers focusing on the existence and
concentration of solutions for (1.4) in the past few decades. At present, there are mainly
two methods for studying such problems. Please see [7, 16, 17, 23, 24, 33, 34, 36, 37, 43,
19, 45, 46, 39, 40, 22, 38, 53] and their references therein.

In this thesis, we investigate normalized solutions of the quasilinear Schrödinger equation
(1.1) with a prescribed L2-norm. The study of normalized solutions is strongly motivated
by physical considerations, as the L2-norm plays a crucial role in determining the orbital
stability or instability of solutions. This makes the existence of normalized solutions a
problem of significant physical and mathematical interest. From a variational perspective,
we seek nontrivial solutions (ua, λa) ∈ K×R to (1.1) such that (ua, λa) satisfies ∥ua∥22 = a,
where

K :=

{
u ∈ H1(RN ) :

∫
RN

|∇u|2u2dx < +∞
}
.

Notably, K is not convex and not even a vector space. So the usual min-max techniques
cannot be directly applied to this problem. In general, via variational method to study
quaslinear Schrödinger equation, we can deduce formally that the Euler-Lagrange functional
is

Jλ(u) =
1

2

∫
RN

(1 + 2u2)|∇u|2dx− λ

2

∫
RN

u2dx−
∫
RN

H(u)dx,

where u ∈ K. It is easy to check that u is a weak solution of (1.1) if and only if

0 = ⟨J ′
λ(u), ϕ⟩ = lim

t→0+

Jλ(u+ tϕ)− Jλ(u)

t
,

for any ϕ ∈ C∞
0 (RN ).

In contrast to semilinear Schrödinger equation, quasilinear Schrödinger equation possesses
an additional quasilinear term

Z(u) =

∫
RN

u2|∇u|2dx,

which fails to be differentiable on the space K when N ≥ 2. This lack of differentiability
presents a significant challenge in the variational analysis of such problems. To overcome
this difficulty, two primary approaches have been developed in the literature:
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Dual Method (e.g., [4, 34]): This technique transforms the quasilinear prob-
lem into an equivalent semilinear problem through a suitable variable substitution.
The resulting semilinear formulation allows the application of standard variational
methods.

Perturbation Method (e.g., [37]): This approach restores differentiability of Z
by introducing a perturbation term to the energy functional Jλ. The analysis is
then carried out on a carefully chosen smaller function space where the perturbed
functional becomes differentiable.

Although the existence and multiplicity of normalized solutions for the quasilinear Schrödi-
inger equation (1.1) has been investigated using various methods, research in this area re-
mains far from complete. Below, we summarize key results on normalized solutions for (1.1).
The earliest results can be traced back to the works of [5, 27], which primarily examined
the minimization problem:

m(a) = inf
u∈Ŝa

J0(u)

where

J0(u) =
1

2

∫
RN

(1 + 2u2)|∇u|2dx−
∫
RN

|u|pdx

with 2 < p ≤ 4 + 4
N and

Ŝa =

{
u ∈ K :

∫
RN

|u|2dx = a

}
.

Using the constrained minimization method, they uncovered a rich structure for m(a) de-
pending on a > 0 and p. Notably, they proved that m(a) > −∞ for 2 < p < 4+ 4

N . Building

on [5], Jeanjean and Luo [28] further demonstrated that m(a) = −∞ for p > 4+ 4
N . In the

L2-critical case p = 4 + 4
N , they established that:

• No minimizer exists for any a > 0
• There exists a threshold aN ∈ (0,+∞) such that m(a) = 0 for a ∈ (0, aN ) and
m(a) = −∞ for all a > aN .

Consequently, p = 4 + 4
N is commonly referred to as the L2-mass critical exponent for

quasilinear Schrödinger equations. However, the precise expression for aN and the exact
value of m(a) remain unknown. Subsequently, For the L2-critical case p = 4 + 4

N , Ye and
Yu [50] successfully derived a threshold value for aN using an alternative approach and
established the existence of ground state normalized solutions for N ≤ 3. However, their
method did not extend to dimensions N ≥ 4. Later, Li and Zou [41] proved the existence of
ground state normalized solutions and infinitely many normalized solutions for (1.1) when
N = 2, 3 and 4 + 4

N < p < 2∗. They also identified a critical threshold a∗ > 0 such that

• For N ≤ 3 and p = 4 + 4
N , there exists a ground state solutions when a > a∗.

• For N ≥ 4 and p = 4+ 4
N , a ground state exists when a∗ < a <

(
N−2

N−2−(4/N)

)N/2
a∗.

More recently, Jeanjean, Zhang, and Zhong [30] revisited the same constrained minimization
problem, extending the analysis from 1 ≤ N ≤ 3 to arbitrary N ≥ 1.

To establish a unified framework for studying normalized solutions, Zhang, Li, and Wang
[52] recently pioneered the application of the dual method to this problem. Their approach
builds upon the variable transformation technique introduced by Liu-Wang-Wang [34] and
Colin-Jeanjean [4], which converts the quasilinear Schrödinger equation (1.1) into a semi-
linear problem of the form:

(1.5) −∆v = h(f(v))f ′(v) + λf(v)f ′(v), x ∈ RN ,
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with the prescribed mass ∫
R2

|f(v)|2dx = a,

where v = f−1(u), and f is defined by

f ′(t) =
1

(1 + 2f2(t))
1
2

on [0,∞) and f(t) = −f(−t) on(−∞, 0].

The corresponding energy functional of (1.5) is given by

Ψ(v) =
1

2

∫
RN

|∇v|2dx−
∫
RN

H(f(v))dx.

Obviously, the functional Ψ is well defined in H1(RN ) and of class C1(H1(RN ),R). Under

this transformation, the original constraint set Ŝa reduce to

Sa =

{
v ∈ H1(RN ) :

∫
RN

|f(v)|2dx = a

}
.

Key Challenges of the Dual Method:

• While this reformulation simplifies the problem structurally, it introduces a sig-
nificant mathematical obstacle: the constraint Sa loses L2-mass invariance.
In variational problems, scaling invariance plays a crucial role in establishing the
existence of normalized solutions, and its absence here complicates the analysis.
This lack of invariance is the primary difficulty when applying dual methods to
normalized solution problems, necessitating alternative techniques to overcome the
resulting analytical limitations.

Building upon the aforementioned studies, we employ the dual method to investigate
the existence of ground state normalized solutions for the quasilinear Schrödinger equation
(1.1) under various parameter conditions. Our approach leverages the following Gagliardo-
Nirenberg inequality [51], which will play a fundamental role in our subsequent analysis:

Lemma 1.1. [51] For any N ≥ 2 and s ∈ (2, 2∗), there is a constant CN,s > 0 depending
on N and s such that∫

RN

|u|sdx ≤ Cs
N,s

(∫
RN

|u|2dx
) 2s−N(s−2)

4
(∫

RN

|∇u|2dx
)N(s−2)

4

, ∀ u ∈ H1(RN ).

Now we give another version of Gagliardo-Nirenberg inequality. At first, we give the
following notions. Let

E :=
{
u ∈ L1(RN ) : ∇u ∈ L2(RN )

}
with the norm

∥u∥E = ∥∇u∥2 + ∥u∥1.

Lemma 1.2. [1] For any N ≥ 2 and t ∈ (2, 22∗), there is a constant CN,t > 0 depending
on N and t such that∫

RN

|u|
t
2 dx ≤ Ct

N,t

(∫
RN

|u|dx
) 4N−t(N−2)

2(N+2)
(∫

RN

|∇u|2dx
)N(t−2)

2(N+2)

, ∀ u ∈ E .

Remark 1.1. (i) In the Gagliardo-Nirenberg inequalities stated above, the constants CN,t

and CN,s are distinct. However, since they serve the same role as multiplicative constants
in our analysis, we will not distinguish between them in subsequent arguments.

(ii) Our analysis employs both versions of the Gagliardo-Nirenberg inequality:

• For dimensions 2 ≤ N ≤ 3, we only apply Lemma 1.1.
• For dimensions N ≥ 2, we utilize Lemma 1.2.
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As observed in [52], the nonlinear nature of the transformation f prevents the appli-

cation of the conventional scaling technique vt := tN/2v(tx), since this approach fails to
preserve the mass constraint. Prior to their work, these results could only be established
indirectly through constraint equivalence relations (see Lemma 2.5 and Remark 2.6 of [52]).
In contrast, our approach employs a novel direct method based on the modified scaling
transformation:

(1.6) vt(x) := f−1(tN/2f(v(tx))),

which enables us to not only recover their results but also establish additional, more com-
prehensive conclusions.

To state the first result, let Φp(v) := Ψ(v) with h(f(v)) = |f(v)|p−2f(v). Let

𭟋(a) := inf{Φp(v) : v ∈ Sa}.

Now, we show the first results of the paper.

Theorem 1.1. Assume that N ≥ 2 and p ∈ (2, 22∗).
(I) Let

a∗ := inf
{
a > 0

∣∣𭟋(a) < 0
}

and 2 < p < 4 + 4
N . Then

(i) if 2 < p < 4 + 4
N , then −∞ < 𭟋(a) ≤ 0 for all a > 0;

(ii) if 2 < p < 2 + 4
N , then a∗ = 0 and 𭟋(a) < 0 is achieved for all a > 0;

(iii) if 2 + 4
N ≤ p < 4 + 4

N , then a∗ > 0 and the following conclusions hold:

• 𭟋(a) = 0 is not attained for all a ∈ (0, a∗);
• 𭟋(a∗) = 0 is attained for all 2 + 4

N < p < 4 + 4
N ;

• 𭟋(a∗) = 0 is not attained for p = 2 + 4
N ;

• 𭟋(a) < 0 is attained for all a ∈ (a∗,+∞).

(II) Let p = 4 + 4
N and

a∗ :=

[
2(N + 1)Q4+ 4

N

N

]N
4

,

where

Q4+ 4
N

:= inf
v∈H1(RN )\{0}

(∫
RN |f(v)|2dx

) 2
N
∫
RN

2f2(v)
1+2f2(v)

|∇v|2dx∫
RN |f(v)|4+

4
N dx

.

Then Q4+ 4
N

> 0 and

• 𭟋(a) = 0 for all a ∈ (0, a∗];
• 𭟋(a) = −∞ for all a > a∗;
• 𭟋(a) is not attained for all a > 0.

(III) Let 4 + 4
N < p < 22∗. Then 𭟋(a) = −∞ for all a > 0.

Remark 1.2. (i) In order to facilitate the reader’s understanding, the results of Theorem
1.1 are summarized as the following table:
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p a 𭟋(a) Existence of the minimizer

(2, 2 + 4
N ) a > 0 −∞ < 𭟋(a) < 0 YES

[2 + 4
N , 4 + 4

N )
a ∈ (0, a∗) 𭟋(a) = 0 NO

a ∈ (a∗,+∞) −∞ < 𭟋(a) < 0 YES

(2 + 4
N , 4 + 4

N ) a = a∗ 𭟋(a) = 0 YES

2 + 4
N a = a∗ 𭟋(a) = 0 NO

4 + 4
N

a ∈ (0, a∗] 𭟋(a) = 0 NO
a ∈ (a∗,+∞) 𭟋(a) = −∞ NO

(4 + 4
N , 22∗) a > 0 𭟋(a) = −∞ NO

(ii) While the results stated in Theorem 1.1 were previously established in [5, 28, 50], our
proof employs the dual method with a novel stretching transformation. This alternative
approach not only provides independent verification of these results, but more importantly
demonstrates the efficacy of our modified scaling technique for handling the nonlinear con-
straint.

(iii) Compared with Theorem 1.2 obtained by [52], Theorem 1.1 of this paper is much
richer. Moreover, since f is nonlinear, the scaling method (see [5] of Lemma 4.5)

vt := tN/2v(tx)

does not come into play here, which keeps the constraint unchanged. So the proof of
Theorem 1.2 in [52] need to use Lemma 4.5 in [5]. But the proof of Theorem 1.1 in this
article does not require the use of Lemma 4.5 in [5], and our method is more direct.

Now back to the above papers [27, 50, 52], the authors have primarily focused on the
power-type nonlinearity h(u) = |u|p−2u in the L2-subcritical(2 < p < 4 + 4

N ) and L2-

critical(p = 4 + 4
N ) for N ≥ 2. However, the L2-supercritical regime remains less explored.

In [41], the authors made initial progress by employing perturbation methods from [37] to
establish the existence of radial ground state normalized solutions for the L2-supercritical
case 4 + 4

N < p ≤ 2∗ in dimensions 2 ≤ N ≤ 3. This leads us to naturally formulate the

following important open questions regarding the L2-supercritical and critical exponential
growth cases:

(Q1) Can we establish the existence of ground state normalized solutions for (1.1) with
more general mass-supercritical nonlinearities (beyond pure power-type) in dimen-
sions 2 ≤ N ≤ 3 using the dual method?

(Q2) Does (1.1) admit the existence of normalized solutions when h exhibits critical ex-
ponential growth in dimensions 2 ≤ N ≤ 3 and can this be proved via the dual
method?

Building upon the aforementioned open questions, one of the primary objectives of this
work is to provide a complete resolution to problem (Q1). Prior to presenting our main
results, we first introduce the following fundamental assumptions on the nonlinearity h:

(h1) h ∈ C(R,R), h(t) = o(t) as t → 0.

(h2) there exist µ1, µ2 ∈ R satisfying{
4 + 4

N < µ1 ≤ µ2 < 2∗, if N = 3,
4 + 4

N < µ1 ≤ µ2 < +∞, if N = 2,

such that

0 < µ1H(t) ≤ h(t)t ≤ µ2H(t), for all t ∈ R\{0}.

(h3)
h(t)t−2H(t)

|t|3+
4
N t

is nondecreasing on (−∞, 0) and (0,+∞).
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Remark 1.3. It follows from (h2) that{
|t|µ2H(s) ≤ H(st) ≤ |t|µ1H(s), if t ∈ [0, 1],
|t|µ1H(s) ≤ H(st) ≤ |t|µ2H(s), if t ∈ [1,+∞),

for all s ∈ R. Furthermore, it yields that for any ε > 0, there exists Cε > 0 such that

(1.7) max{h(t)t,H(t)} ≤ ε|t|4+
4
N + Cε|t|µ2 .

Now, we show two results of this paper as follows:

Theorem 1.2. Assume that (h1)-(h3) and 2 ≤ N ≤ 3 hold. Then for any a > 0, problem

(1.1) has a radial normalized solution (u = f(v), λa) ∈ Ŝa × (−∞, 0) such that

Ψ(v) = σ(a) := inf
v∈Na

Ψ(v),

where

Na :=

{
v ∈ Sa :

dΨ(vt)

dt

∣∣∣∣
t=1

= 0

}
.

Furthermore, lim
a→0+

σ(a) = +∞ and lim
a→+∞

σ(a) = 0.

Theorem 1.3. Assume that (h1)-(h3) and µ1 ≥ 22∗ in (h2) and N ≥ 2. Then for any

a > 0, problem (1.1) has no solution in Ŝa × (−∞, 0).

Remark 1.4. (i) While the studies in [27, 50, 52] primarily addressed the L2-subcritical and
critical cases, our work makes significant progress by establishing complete results for the
L2-supercritical quasilinear Schrödinger equation, thereby complementing and extending
their findings.

(ii) To the best of our knowledge, the work [41] represents the only existing treatment of
the L2-supercritical, focusing specifically on power-type nonlinearities h(u) = |u|p−2u with
4+ 4

N < p < 2∗ in dimensions 2 ≤ N ≤ 3. Their approach, based on perturbation methods,
examined the minimization problem:

d(a) := inf
{
J0(u) : ∥u∥22 = a, J ′

0|Ŝa
(u) = 0

}
and established the attainability of d(a). However, this perturbation framework cannot
capture Nehari-type or Pohozaev-type ground state solutions. In contrast, our dual method
approach provides several key advantages:

• direct construction of Pohozaev-type ground state normalized solutions;
• elimination of the need to study the asymptotic behavior of the perturbation func-
tional;

• more streamlined proof technique;
• broader applicability to general nonlinearities beyond power-type.

We now present our third main result, which establishes the existence of a local minimizer
for the critical exponential growth case. This somewhat answer question (Q2).

At first, we examine the case involving combined power-type nonlinearities with Sobolev
critical exponent: h(u) = |u|p−2u + |u|22∗−2u for 2 < p < 2 + 4

N and N = 3. The result is
established as follows:

Theorem 1.4. Assume that N = 3 and 2 < p < 2 + 4
N . Then there exist ã0 > 0 and

t∗0 > 0 such that for any a ∈ (0, ã0), problem (1.1) has a normalized solution (û = f(υ̂), λa) ∈
Ŝa × (−∞, 0) such that

Ψ(υ̂) = m0(a) := inf
v∈Sa∩Λt∗0

Ψ(v),



8 J. CHEN, V.D. RĂDULESCU, J. SUN, AND J. ZHANG

where

Λℓ :=
{
v ∈ H1(R3) : ∥∇v∥22 < ℓ

}
.

Finally, we turn to the two-dimensional case, where the nonlinearity exhibits critical
exponential growth in the sense of Trudinger-Moser. This needs some unique analytical
challenges due to the critical nature of the exponential nonlinearity. A crucial tool for
handling such nonlinearities is the Trudinger-Moser inequality, which plays a fundamental
role in our compactness analysis. Before proceeding, we recall the following version of this
inequality:

Lemma 1.3. [14, 20] (i) If β > 0 and u ∈ H1(R2), then∫
R2

(
eβu

2 − 1
)
dx < ∞.

(ii) If u ∈ H1(R2), ∥∇u∥22 ≤ 1, ∥u∥2 ≤ M < ∞ and β < 4π, then there exists a constant
C(M,β) > 0, which only depends on M and β, such that∫

R2

(
eβu

2 − 1
)
dx ≤ C(M,β).

Prior to presenting our last result, we introduce the following novel characterization of
critical exponential growth within the Trudinger-Moser framework, specifically adapted for
quasilinear Schrödinger equations:

(H1) h ∈ C(R2,R) and there exists ζ0 > 0 such that

lim
|t|→+∞

|h(t)|
exp (ζt4)

= 0, for all ζ > ζ0

and

lim
|t|→+∞

|h(t)|
exp (ζt4)

= +∞, for all ζ < ζ0.

Furthermore, we also give some another assumptions on h:

(H1) h(t) = o(t5) as t → 0;

(H2) there exist p > 6 and

ξ > ξ∗ = max

{
1

p

[
2ξ0(p− 4)m∗(a)

π(p− 6)

] p−4
2

,

∫
R2 |∇v̂a|2dx

2
∫
R2 |f(v̂a)|pdx

}
such that

H(t) ≥ ξ|t|p, ∀ t ∈ R,
where v̂a and m∗(a) are given in Section 4;

(H3) for all t ∈ R\{0}, 0 < 8H(t) ≤ th(t);

(H4) there exist L0 > 0 and t0 > 0 such that

H(t) ≤ L0|h(t)|, |t| ≥ t0.

Theorem 1.5. Assume that (H1), (H1)-(H4), (h3) and N = 2 hold. Then for all a > 0,

problem (1.1) has a radial normalized solution (u0 = f(v0), λa) ∈ Ŝa × (−∞, 0) such that

Ψ(v0) = σ∗(a) := inf
v∈Na

Ψ(v),

where

Na :=

{
v ∈ Sa :

dΨ(vt)

dt

∣∣∣∣
t=1

= 0

}
.
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Remark 1.5. (i) The technical conditions (H2) and (H4) play a crucial role in establishing
an upper bound for the minimax energy level. This bound is essential for proving the
compactness of Palais-Smale sequences in our variational framework.

(ii) While the nonlinearity h exhibits critical exponential growth in R2 from the Trudinger-
Moser perspective, it simultaneously demonstrates L2-supercritical behavior in terms of its
mass dependence. This dual characteristic presents unique analytical challenges.

(iii) Existing works [18, 15, 16, 19, 42] on planar quasilinear Schrödinger equations with
critical exponential growth have exclusively focused on unconstrained problems. To the
best of our knowledge, our work represents the first systematic treatment of the prescribed
mass problem for quasilinear Schrödinger equations with critical exponential nonlinearities.

The study of quasilinear Schrödinger equations with prescribed mass presents several
profound mathematical challenges, which explains the limited existing literature on this
subject. The principal difficulties we must address include:

(A) Functional space limitations:
The quasilinear term ∫

R2

(
1 + u2

)
|∇u|2dx

is no meaningful in H1(RN ), creating fundamental obstacles for direct variational
approaches in H1(RN ).

(B) Mass constraint preservation:
The L2-norm ∥f(v)∥22 may be equal to a given number and requiring novel ana-

lytical techniques;

(C) Variational framework complications:
The presence of the undetermined Lagrange multiplier λ invalidates conventional

approaches using the Nehari manifold method.

(D) Energy functional behavior:
The combination of L2-supercritical growth and planar critical exponential growth

in h may lead to energy functionals that are unbounded below on the constraint set
Sa.

(E) Compactness issues:
The critical exponential growth in two dimensions possesses significant challenges

for establishing compactness properties on the constrained set Sa.

To overcome the difficulty (A), we mainly use the change of variables and transform
quasilinear problem into a semilinear problem. By this method, the corresponding energy
functional for (1.1) is well defined in H1(RN ), which enables us to use minimax methods to
study the existence of standing wave solutions.

As for the difficulty (B), by changing of variables, it is worth mentioning that the dual
function f being nonlinear function, the usual stretching:

v̈t(x) := tN/2v(tx)

for the functional (2.10), which does not ensure L2-norm unchanged, is not applied. To
surmount this obstacle, we used a new stretching mapping (1.6) to guarantee the un-
changed of L2-norm. Note that the similar stretching transformation

ṽt := f−1(tf(v(t−1x)))

is first introduced by [47], and it was used to deal with unconstraint problems in [8, 9].
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As pointed by the difficulties (C) and (D), the constrained energy functional is un-

bounded from below on Ŝa for L2-supercritical conditions on h and λ is a unknown La-
grange multiplier. Hence the constraint set Ŝa and Nehari manifold method are no longer
applicable for handling such problems. To overcome these obstacles, by the stretching vt,
we define a new constraint set

Sa =

{
v ∈ H1(RN ) :

∫
RN

|f(v)|2dx = a

}
and a new L2-Pohazaev manifold

Na :=

{
v ∈ Sa :

dΨ(vt)

dt

∣∣∣∣
t=1

= 0

}
,

which can be used to prove that Ψ is bounded from below on Na. Some ideas of the proof
mainly come from [9, 10, 26, 29].

As for the difficulty (E), by using a critical point obtained for Φp with p > 6 as test
function, we can get the mini-max level under a threshold value and further achieve the
compactness of the minimizing sequence. Note that our method for estimating mini-max
level is different from [11].

Remark 1.6. (i) Compared with existing results in [27, 50, 41, 52] our work establishes
the first existence results for critical quasilinear Schrödinger equations using variational
methods. This represents a significant extension of previous work limited to subcritical
cases.

(ii) In view of [27, 50, 52, 41], a natural question arises regarding the use of change of
variables for mountain pass type solutions. Our analysis reveals that:

• The complex nonlinear stretching vt(x) := f−1(tN/2f(v(tx))) breaks key homogene-
ity properties;

• The exponential terms prevent derivation of crucial relations between original and
Pohozaev functionals;

• These technical obstacles currently limit our ability to construct bounded Palais-
Smale-Pohozaev sequences through mountain pass geometry.

Nonetheless, we believe that our method and our strategies may be helpful in studying nor-
malized solutions of quasilinear Schrödinger equations. Our work suggests several important
directions for future research:

(OP1) Existence of mountain pass type normalized solutions via dual methods:

• Can the current technical limitations be overcome?
• What new tools would be required?

(OP2) Extension to higher dimensions (N ≥ 4) with L2-supercritical nonlinearities
(4 + 4/N < p < 22∗) via dual method:

• How does dimension affect the variational structure?
• What modifications to the dual method are needed?

(OP3) Treatment of Sobolev critical cases 22∗ in dimensions N ≥ 3 via dual method:

• Can the critical exponent be handled while preserving mass constraints?
• How to address the additional compactness challenges?

While our current work resolves several fundamental questions, the study of normalized
solutions for quasilinear Schrödinger equations remains rich with open problems.

The remainder part of the paper is organized as follows. In section 2, we give some useul
preliminary results. In section 3, we will prove Theorem 1.1. In section 4, we will prove
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Theorems 1.2 and 1.3. In section 5, we prove the existence of normalized solutions obtained
by Theorem 1.4. In section 6, we shall prove Theorem 1.5.

Notation: Throughout this paper, the notations we need to use are as follows:
• X is a Banach Space and X ∗ denotes the dual space of X .
• For any z ∈ RN and R > 0, BR(z) :=

{
x ∈ RN : |x− z| < R

}
.

• N denotes the positive integer set.
• Lq(RN ) denotes the Lebesgue space with the norm

∥u∥q =
(∫

RN

|u|qdx
) 1

q

,

for q ∈ [1,+∞).
•

2∗ =

{
2N
N−2 , if N ≥ 3,

+∞, if N = 1, 2.

• C denote various positive constants which may vary from line to line.
• Let

H1(RN ) =
{
u ∈ L2(RN ) : ∇u ∈ L2(RN )

}
with the norm

∥u∥ =

(∫
RN

(|∇u|2 + u2)dx

) 1
2

.

• Define

H1
r (RN ) =

{
u ∈ H1(RN ) : u(x) = u(|x|) a.e. in RN

}
.

2. Preliminary results

In this section, we want to apply an argument developed by Liu-Wang-Wang [34] and
Colin-Jeanjean [4] to study the existence of ground state normalized solutions. Now, we
need to recall some definitions again and collect these as follows. At first, we make the
change of variables by v = f−1(u), where f is defined by

(2.8) f ′(t) =
1

(1 + 2f2(t))
1
2

on [0,∞) and f(t) = −f(−t) on(−∞, 0],

and then equation (1.1) in form can be transformed into

(2.9) −∆v = h(f(v))f ′(v) + λf(v)f ′(v), x ∈ RN ,

with the prescribed mass ∫
RN

|f(v)|2 = a.

From (2.8) and (2.9), the normalized solutions of (1.1) can be obtained by looking for critical
points for the energy functional given by

(2.10) Ψ(v) =
1

2

∫
RN

|∇v|2dx−
∫
RN

H(f(v))dx,

on the constraint

Sa :=

{
v ∈ H1(RN ) :

∫
RN

|f(v)|2dx = a

}
.

It is easy to check that Ψ ∈ C1(H1(RN ),R). We also know that if v is a critical point of

the functional Ψ on Sa, then u = f(v) is a critical point of the functional J on Ŝa. By this
fact and Lagrange’s Multiplier rule, there exists λa > 0 such that (v, λa) is a solution of
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(2.9), that is, (u, λa) := (f(v), λa) is a solution of problem (1.1). To look for such solutions,
by this scaling (1.6) and the definition of (2.10), we have

(2.11) Ψ(vt) =
t2

2

∫
RN

1 + 2tNf2(v)

1 + 2f2(v)
|∇v|2dx− t−N

∫
RN

H(tN/2f(v))dx.

By dΨ(vt)
dt |t=1 = 0, it follows that

(2.12)

G(v) : =
∫
RN

|∇v|2dx+
N

2

∫
RN

2f2(v)

1 + 2f2(v)
|∇v|2dx

− N

2

∫
RN

[h(f(v))f(v)− 2H(f(v)]dx = 0.

Define

Na := {v ∈ Sa : G(v) = 0} .
In the following, let us recall some properties of the change of variables f : R → R which

are proved in [4, 34].

Lemma 2.1. [4, 34] The function f(t) and its derivative satisfy the following properties:
(1) f is uniquely defined, C∞ and invertible;
(2) |f ′(t)| ≤ 1 for all t ∈ R;
(3) |f(t)| ≤ |t| for all t ∈ R;
(4) f(t)/t → 1 as t → 0;

(5) f(t)/
√
t → 2

1
4 as t → +∞;

(6) f(t)/2 ≤ tf ′(t) ≤ f(t) for all t > 0;
(7) f2(t)/2 ≤ tf(t)f ′(t) ≤ f2(t) for all t ≥ 0;

(8) |f(t)| ≤ 21/4|t|1/2 for all t ∈ R;
(9) there exists a positive constant C such that

|f(t)| ≥
{

C|t|, if |t| ≤ 1,

C|t|
1
2 , if |t| ≥ 1;

(10) |f(t)f ′(t)| ≤ 1/
√
2 for all t ∈ R.

Lemma 2.2. (i) For any v ∈ H1(RN ), there holds f(v) ∈ H1(RN ).
(ii) The mapping v 7→ f(v) from H1(RN ) into Lq(RN ) is continuous for q ∈ [2, 22∗].
(iii) The mapping v 7→ f(v) from H1(RN ) into H1(RN ) is continuous.
(iv) There exists C > 0 such that

(2.13)

∫
RN

(|∇v|2 + |f(v)|2)dx ≥ C∥v∥2, ∀ v ∈ H1(RN ).

Proof. (i) For any v ∈ H1(RN ), by Lemma 2.1-(3), we have that

∥f(v)∥2 ≤
∫
RN

(
|∇v|2 + f2(v)

)
dx ≤ ∥v∥2 < +∞.

(ii) Now, we only need to prove that if vn → v in H1(RN ), then f(vn) → f(v) in Lq(RN )

for q ∈ [2, 2∗]. In fact, since vn → v in H1(RN ), we conclude that ∂vn
∂xi

→ ∂v
∂xi

in L2(RN ) for

i = 1, 2, . . . , N . From Lemma A.1 in [49], up to a subsequences, there exists Li ∈ L2(RN )

such that
∣∣∣∂vn∂xi

∣∣∣ ≤ Li(x) a.e. on RN for i = 1, 2, . . . , N . Thus∣∣∣∣f ′(vn)
∂vn
∂xi

∣∣∣∣ ≤ ∣∣∣∣∂vn∂xi

∣∣∣∣ ≤ Li(x) a.e. on RN .
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Moreover,

f ′(vn)
∂vn
∂xi

→ f ′(v)
∂v

∂xi
a.e. on RN ,

for i = 1, 2, . . . , N . Therefore,

∂f(vn)

∂xi
→ ∂f(v)

∂xi
a.e. on RN ,

for i = 1, 2, . . . , N . By the Lebesgue’s dominated convergence theorem, we have

(2.14) ∥∇f(vn)−∇f(v)∥2 → 0.

In addition, by Lagrange Mean Value Theorem, there exists θ ∈ (0, 1) such that

(2.15)

∫
RN

|f(vn)− f(v)|2dx =

∫
RN

|f ′(v + θ(vn − v))|2|vn − v|2dx ≤ ∥vn − v∥22 → 0.

It follows from (i), (2.14) and (2.15) that

∥f(vn)− f(v)∥2q ≤ C∥|∇f(vn)−∇f(v)∥22 + C∥f(vn)− f(v)∥22 → 0, for all q ∈ [2, 2∗],

which, together with Young’s inequality, we can get the results.
(iii) Suppose that vn → v in H1(R2), similar to (2.14) and (2.15), then we also know

that

∥∇f(vn)−∇f(v)∥2 → 0

and ∫
RN

|f(vn)− f(v)|2dx → 0,

as n → ∞.
(iv) In fact, this result has been proved by Step 2 of Theorem 2.1 in [48]. So we omit it.
The proof is completed. □

Lemma 2.3. Any critical point v of Ψ|′Sa
satisfies G(v) = 0.

Proof. By Lagrange’s Multiplier rule, there exists λ ∈ R such that

(2.16) Ψ′(v)− λf(v)f ′(v) = 0 in (H1(RN ))∗.

In (2.16) testing with f(v)
f ′(v) , we have

(2.17)

∫
RN

|∇v|2dx+

∫
RN

2f2(v)

1 + 2f2(v)
|∇v|2dx− λ

∫
RN

|f(v)|2dx−
∫
RN

h(f(v))f(v)dx = 0.

Since v is a solution of

−∆v − λf(v)f ′(v) = h(f(v))f ′(v),

it follows that v satisfies the following equality:

(2.18)
N − 2

2

∫
RN

|∇v|2dx− N

2
λ

∫
RN

|f(v)|2dx−N

∫
RN

H(f(v))dx = 0.

Combining (2.17) with (2.18), we have G(v) = 0. □
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3. Minimizer problem for N ≥ 2 with prescribed mass

In this part, we give a dual method, which is a more direct method due to L2-norm
unchanged, to study minimization problem on Sa with N ≥ 2.

Lemma 3.1. Suppose that 2 < p < 4 + 4
N . Then

(i) −∞ < 𭟋(a) ≤ 0 for all a > 0 and Φp is coercive on Sa; in addition, if 2 < p < 2+ 4
N ,

then 𭟋(a) < 0 for all a > 0; moreover, if 2 + 4
N ≤ p < 4 + 4

N , then 𭟋(a) = 0 for a > 0
small enough;

(ii) the following sub-additivity inequality:

𭟋(a1) ≤ 𭟋(a2) +𭟋(a1 − a2) for all a2 ∈ (0, a1)

holds and the mapping a 7→ 𭟋(a) is nonincreasing on (0,+∞); furthermore, if 𭟋(a2) or
𭟋(a1 − a2) can be attained, then

(3.19) 𭟋(a1) < 𭟋(a2) +𭟋(a1 − a2) for all a2 ∈ (0, a1);

(iii) the mapping a 7→ 𭟋(a) is continuous on (0,+∞).

Proof. (i) For any v ∈ H1(RN ), from Lemma 2.1-(10), we can infer that

(3.20) ∥∇f2(v)∥22 ≤ 2∥∇v∥22 and ∥∇f(v)∥22 ≤ ∥∇v∥22.

For any v ∈ Sa, it follows from Lemma 1.2 and (3.20) that

(3.21)

Φp(v) ≥
1

2
∥∇v∥22 −

Cp
N,p

p
∥∇f2(v)∥

(p−2)N
N+2

2 ∥f(v)∥
4N−(N−2)p

N+2

2

≥ 1

2
∥∇v∥22 −

Cp
N,p2

(p−2)N
2(N+2)

p
a

4N−(N−2)p
2(N+2) ∥∇v∥

(p−2)N
N+2

2 ,

which implies that 𭟋(a) > −∞ and Φp is coercive on Sa, since 2 < p < 4+ 4
N . From (2.11),

we get

Φp(vt) =
t2

2

∫
RN

1 + 2tNf2(v)

1 + 2f2(v)
|∇v|2dx− t

N(p−2)
2

p

∫
RN

|f(v)|pdx.

Thus 𭟋(a) ≤ lim
t→0+

Φp(vt) = 0 for all a > 0.

If 2 < p < 2 + 4
N , then there exists t0 > 0 small enough such that Φp(vt0) < 0. Hence

𭟋(a) ≤ Φp(vt0) < 0 for all a > 0 and 2 < p < 2 + 4
N .

If 2+ 4
N ≤ p < 4+ 4

N , by (3.21), Φp(v) > 0 for all v ∈ Sa and a sufficiently small. For any
fixed v ∈ Sa, since Φp(vt) → 0 as t → 0+, this leads to 𭟋(a) = 0 for a > 0 small enough.

(ii) For any fixed a > 0, we can choose {vn} ⊂ Sa such that Φp(vn) → 𭟋(a) < 0. Set

v̄n(x) := vn

(
α− 1

N x
)
, for any α > 1.

By a simple calculation, we get that

(3.22) ∥f(v̄n)∥22 = α∥f(vn)∥22 = αa, ∥f(v̄n)∥pp = α∥f(vn)∥pp, ∥∇v̄n∥22 = α1− 2
N ∥∇vn∥22.

Hence it follows from (3.22) and α > 1 that

(3.23)

𭟋(αa) ≤ Φp(v̄n)

= α

[
1

2
α− 2

N ∥∇vn∥22 −
1

p
∥f(vn)∥pp

]
< αΦp(vn) = α𭟋(a) + on(1).
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Thus 𭟋(αa) ≤ α𭟋(a) ≤ 𭟋(a) for any α > 1 and any a > 0, which implies that the first
part of (ii) holds. Now, we only need to prove the second part of this item. If 𭟋(a2) or
𭟋(a1 − a2) can be attained at v, then we choose vn ≡ v in (3.23), and so

(3.24) 𭟋(αa2) < α𭟋(a2) or 𭟋(α(a1 − a2)) < α𭟋(a1 − a2) for any α > 1.

It follows from (3.24) and the monotonicity of 𭟋(a) that

𭟋(a1) =
a1 − a2

a1
𭟋
(

a1
a1 − a2

(a1 − a2)

)
+

a2
a1

𭟋
(
a1
a2

a2

)
<

a1 − a2
a1

𭟋
(

a1
a1 − a2

(a1 − a2)

)
+𭟋(a2)

< 𭟋 (a1 − a2) +𭟋(a2) for all a2 ∈ (0, a1),

or

𭟋(a1) =
a1 − a2

a1
𭟋
(

a1
a1 − a2

(a1 − a2)

)
+

a2
a1

𭟋
(
a1
a2

a2

)
< 𭟋 (a1 − a2) +

a2
a1

𭟋
(
a1
a2

a2

)
< 𭟋 (a1 − a2) +𭟋(a2) for all a2 ∈ (0, a1).

(iii) Let {an} ⊂ (0,+∞) such that an → a as n → ∞. Since 𭟋(a) ≤ 0 for all a > 0, if
an < a, then it follows from (ii) that for any ε > 0,

(3.25) 𭟋(a) ≤ 𭟋(a− an) +𭟋(an) ≤ 𭟋(an) + ε.

If an ≥ a, we can choose a sequence {vn} ⊂ San such that Φp(vn) ≤ 𭟋(an) +
1
n ≤ 1

n .

By (3.21), we have that {∥∇vn∥22} is bounded. By (3.20) and Lemma 1.2, we know that

{∥f(vn)∥pp} is bounded. Moreover, let ϖn(x) := f−1
(√

a
an
f(vn(x))

)
. Then ϖn ∈ Sa. From

(2.10), we get

(3.26)

𭟋(a) ≤ Φp(ϖn) = Φp(vn) + [Φp(ϖn)− Φp(vn)]

= Φp(vn) +
a
an

− 1

2

∫
RN

[
1 + 2

(
a
an

+ 1
)
f2(vn)

]
1 + 2f2(vn)

|∇vn|2dx

−

(√
a
an

)p
− 1

p

∫
RN

|f(vn)|pdx

≤ Φp(vn) + on(1)

≤ 𭟋(an) + on(1).

Combining (3.25) and (3.26), for any ε > 0, we have

(3.27) 𭟋(a) ≤ 𭟋(an) + on(1) + ε.

Moreover, for the above ε > 0, there exists v ∈ Sa such that

(3.28) Φp(v) < 𭟋(a) + ε.

Set ωn(x) = f−1
(√

an
a f(v)

)
. Then ωn ∈ San . Since Φp(ωn) → Φp(v) as n → ∞, it follows

from (3.28) that

(3.29) 𭟋(an) ≤ Φp(ωn) = Φp(v) + [Φp(ωn)− Φp(v)] = Φp(v) + on(1) < 𭟋(a) + ε+ on(1).

By (3.27), (3.29) and the arbitrariness of ε > 0, we deduce that 𭟋(an) → 𭟋(a) as n → ∞.
The proof is completed. □

Lemma 3.2. Suppose that 2 < p < 2 + 4
N . Then 𭟋(a) < 0 is achieved for all a > 0.
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Proof. It follows from 2 < p < 2 + 4
N and Lemma 3.1(i) that 𭟋(a) < 0 for all a > 0. Next,

we show that 𭟋(a) is achieved. Indeed, let {vn} ⊂ Sa such that Φp(vn) → 𭟋(a). Since Φp is
coercive on Sa, this shows that {∥∇vn∥22} is bounded. Thus it follows from Lemma 2.2(iv)
that {vn} is bounded in H1(RN ).

Claim:

δ := lim sup
n→∞

sup
y∈RN

∫
B1(y)

|vn|2dx > 0.

If δ = 0, by Lions’ concentration compactness principle as [49], we have that vn → 0 in
Lr(RN ) with r ∈ (2, 2∗) and thus f(vn) → 0 in Lr̄(RN ) for all r̄ ∈ (2, 22∗). Then

0 ≤ lim
n→∞

1

2

(∫
RN

|∇vn|2dx
)

= 𭟋(a) < 0.

This is a contradiction. This shows that δ > 0.
Going if necessary to a following point, there exists a sequence {yn} ⊂ RN such that∫

B1(yn)
|vn|2dx >

δ

2
.

Let ṽn(x) := vn(x+ yn). Then ∫
B1(0)

|ṽn|2dx >
δ

2
.

Up to a subsequence, there exists ṽ0 ∈ H1(RN )\{0} such that

(3.30) ṽn ⇀ ṽ0 in H1(RN ), ṽn → ṽ0 in Lr
loc(RN ) for all r ∈ (2, 2∗), ṽn → ṽ0 a.e. on RN .

By the weaker semi-continuous of the norm, we get ∥f(ṽ0)∥22 ≤ lim inf
n→∞

∥f(ṽn)∥22 = a. Next,

we claim that ∥f(ṽ0)∥22 = a. In fact, by a contradiction, we assume that b := ∥f(ṽ0)∥22 < a,
where b > 0. Let wn := ṽn − ṽ0. Now, we first show that

(3.31) ∥f(ṽn)∥22 − ∥f(wn)∥22 = ∥f(ṽ0)∥22 + on(1)

and

(3.32) Φp(ṽn)− Φp(wn) = Φp(ṽ0) + on(1).

By Lemma 2.1-(2), (3) and Young’s inequality, for any ε > 0, there exists a constant Mε > 0
such that

(3.33)

∣∣f2(ṽn)− f2(ṽn − ṽ0)− f2(ṽ0)
∣∣ = ∣∣∣∣−∫ 1

0

d

dt
f2(ṽn − tṽ0)dt− f2(ṽ0)

∣∣∣∣
=

∣∣∣∣2∫ 1

0
f(ṽn − tṽ0)f

′(ṽn − tṽ0)ṽ0dt− f2(ṽ0)

∣∣∣∣
≤ ε|ṽn|2 +Mε|ṽ0|2.

Set

lεn(x) := max
{∣∣f2(ṽn)− f2(ṽn − ṽ0)− f2(ṽ0)

∣∣− ε|ṽn|2, 0
}
.

Then lεn(x) → 0 a.e. on RN and 0 ≤ lεn(x) ≤ Mε|ṽ0|2 ∈ L1(RN ). Thus by Lebesgue’s
dominated convergence theorem, (3.30) and (3.33), we have that

∫
RN lεn(x)dx → 0 as n → ∞.

Furthermore, by the definition of lεn(x), we get (3.31). Similar to the proof of (3.31), we can
also get (3.32).

From (3.31), we have cn := ∥f(wn)∥22 → a− b as n → ∞. By (3.32), one has

𭟋(a) = Φp(wn) + Φp(ṽ0) + on(1) ≥ 𭟋(cn) + Φp(ṽ0) + on(1).
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Since Φp(ṽ0) ≥ 𭟋(b), suppose that Φp(ṽ0) > 𭟋(b), by the fact that 𭟋(a) is continuous on
(0,+∞) and Lemma 3.1(ii), we get

(3.34) 𭟋(a) ≥ 𭟋(a− b) + Φp(ṽ0) > 𭟋(a− b) +𭟋(b) ≥ 𭟋(a).

This is a contradiction. Thus Φp(ṽ0) = 𭟋(b) and so 𭟋(b) is achieved at ṽ0. Arguing as
(3.34), we also get a contradiction and so ∥f(ṽ0)∥22 = a2. This shows that f(ṽn− ṽ0) → 0 in
L2(RN ). By Hölder inequality, for any r̄ ∈ (2, 22∗), we get that f(ṽn − ṽ0) → 0 in Lr̄(RN )
and ∫

RN

|f(ṽn)|r̄dx →
∫
RN

|f(ṽ0)|r̄dx

as n → ∞, where the second limit needs to use

∥f(ṽn)∥r̄r̄ − ∥f(ṽn − ṽ0)∥r̄r̄ = ∥f(ṽ0)∥r̄r̄ + on(1).

Hence Φp(ṽ0) ≤ lim inf
n→∞

Φp(ṽn) = 𭟋(a), by the weak semi-continuity of the norm. Since

ṽ0 ∈ Sa, it follows that Φp(ṽ0) = 𭟋(a). □

Let
a∗ = inf

{
a > 0

∣∣𭟋(a) < 0
}
.

Lemma 3.3. Suppose that 2 + 4
N ≤ p < 4 + 4

N . Then
(i) a∗ > 0, 𭟋(a) = 0 for any a ∈ (0, a∗] and 𭟋(a) < 0 for all a ∈ (a∗,+∞);
(ii) 𭟋(a) = 0 is not attained for any a ∈ (0, a∗);
(iii) 𭟋(a∗) = 0 is attained for 2 + 4

N < p < 4 + 4
N ;

(iv) 𭟋(a∗) = 0 is not attained for p = 2 + 4
N .

Proof. (i) Let v ∈ S1 be fixed. Set

va(x) := v(a−
1
N x).

Then ∥f(va)∥22 = a∥f(v)∥22 = a. From this, we infer that

Φp(v
a) =

a1−
2
N

2

∫
RN

|∇v|2dx− a

p

∫
RN

|f(v)|pdx.

This show that Φp(v
a) → −∞ as a → +∞. Thus there exists a0 > 0 large enough such

that 𭟋(a0) < 0. Thus, in view of Lemma 3.1(i), we get a∗ > 0. Moreover, using Lemma
3.1(ii)-(iii), we conclude that 𭟋(a) = 0 for any 0 < a ≤ a∗ and 𭟋(a) < 0 for all a ∈ (a∗,+∞).

(ii) Suppose by contradiction, there exists a0 ∈ (0, a∗) such that 𭟋(a0) = 0 is achieved
at v ∈ Sa0 . Then from this and (3.23), we have

0 = 𭟋(a∗) = 𭟋
(
a∗
a0

a0

)
<

a∗
a0

𭟋 (a0) = 0,

which is contradiction.
(iii) Let an = a∗ +

1
n . It follows from (i) that 𭟋(an) < 0. Since an > a∗, we can suppose

that there exists {vn} ⊂ San such that 𭟋(an) = Φp(vn) < 0 for all n. By Lemma 3.1(iii),
we have that 𭟋(an) → 𭟋(a∗) = 0 as n → ∞. From Lemma 3.1(i), we know that {∥∇vn∥22}
is bounded and thus it follows from Lemma 2.2(iv) that {vn} is bounded in H1(RN ). Set

δ̄ := lim sup
n→∞

sup
y∈RN

∫
B1(y)

|vn|2dx.

If δ̄ = 0, then it follows from Lions’ Lemma in [49] that vn → 0 in Ls(RN ) for all s ∈ (2, 2∗).
Thus ∫

RN

|f(vn)|sdx → 0, as n → ∞.
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Hence

0 = 𭟋(a∗) = lim
n→∞

𭟋(an) =
1

2
lim
n→∞

∥∇vn∥22.

Case 1: 2+ 4
N < p ≤ 2∗(2 ≤ N ≤ 3). For 2+ 4

N < p ≤ 2∗, we deduce from the Sobolev
inequality that

Φp(vn) ≥
1

2
∥∇vn∥22 − ∥f(vn)∥

2N−(N−2)p
2

2 ∥f(vn)∥
(N−2)(p−2)

2
2∗

≥ 1

2
∥∇vn∥22 − Ca

2N−(N−2)p
4 ∥∇vn∥

N(p−2)
2

2

= ∥∇vn∥22
(
1

2
− Ca

2N−(N−2)p
4 ∥∇vn∥

N(p−2)−4
2

2

)
≥ 0 for n large enough.

This is a contradiction.
Case 2: 2∗ < p < 4 + 4

N (N ≥ 4). Motivated by [52], set

vTn =

{
vn, if |vn| ≤ T ,
±T, if not,

where T > 0 is a parameter. Obviously, |vTn | ≤ |vn| and |∇vTn | ≤ |∇vn|. Moreover, by
Lagrange multipliers’ multipliers rule, there exists λn ∈ R such that

(3.35) −∆vn − λnf(vn)f
′(vn) = |f(vn)|p−2f(vn)f

′(vn).

From the fact that 𭟋(an) = Φp(vn) < 0 and (2.18), we know that

𭟋(an) = Φp(vn) =

(
1

2
− 1

2∗

)
∥∇vn∥22 +

λn

2
∥f(vn)∥22,

which shows that λn < 0. In (3.35) testing with |vTn |r0−rvTn where r0 = 2∗, r = p
2 , for fixed

n, letting T → +∞, it follows from Lemma 2.1 that∫
RN

∇vn∇(vr0−r+1
n )dx ≤

∫
RN

|f(vn)|p−2f(vn)f
′(vn)v

r0−r+1
n dx

≤ C

∫
RN

|vn|r|vn|r0−rdx

≤ C

∫
RN

|vn|2
∗
dx ≤ C.

This implies that

C ≥
∫
RN

∇vn∇(vr0−r+1
n )dx = (r0 − r + 1)

∫
RN

|∇vn|2vr0−r
n dx

=
4(r0 − r + 1)

(r0 − r + 2)2

∫
RN

∣∣∣∣∇v
r0−r+2

2
n

∣∣∣∣2 dx
≥ C

4(r0 − r + 1)

(r0 − r + 2)2

[∫
RN

∣∣∣∣v r0−r+2
2

n

∣∣∣∣r0 dx]2/r0 .
Let r1 :=

(r0−r+2)r0
2 . Then r1 ≥ r0 and {vn} is bounded in Lr1(RN ). By a similar argument

as the above, setting ri =
r0(ri−1−r+2)

2 and testing with |vTn |ri−rvTn in (3.35), it follows from

the iterating that {vn} is bounded in Lq(RN ) for all q ≥ 2∗. By Sobolev inequality and



ANOTHER LOOK AT QUASILINEAR SCHRÖDINGER EQUATIONS 19

Hölder inequality, we have

∥f(vn)∥pp ≤ C∥∇f(vn)∥τp∥f(vn)∥(1−τ)p
4N

≤ ∥∇vn∥τp∥f(vn)∥(1−τ)p
4N

≤ C∥∇vn∥τp, τ =
4N − p

p(2N − 5)
.

Thus τp > 2 and

Φp(vn) ≥
1

2
∥∇vn∥22 − C∥∇vn∥τp

= ∥∇vn∥22
(
1

2
− C∥∇vn∥τp−2

)
≥ 0 for n large enough.

This is also a contradiction.
Hence δ̄ > 0. Up to subsequence, there exists {yn} ⊂ RN and v ∈ H1(RN )\{0} such that

v̄n := vn(x+ yn) ⇀ v in H1(RN ), vn → v in Ls
loc for s ∈ [2, 2∗), vn → v a. e. on RN . Thus

∥f(v̄n)∥22 = ∥f(vn)∥22 → a∗ and Φp(v̄n) → 𭟋(a∗) as n → ∞, and so b := ∥f(v)∥22 ≤ a∗. Now,
let b < a∗. By (3.31), we have that ∥f(v̄n − v)∥22 → a∗ − b. From this and (3.32), we get

𭟋(a∗) = lim
n→∞

Φp(v̄n) = Φp(v) + Φp(v̄n − v) + on(1) ≥ Φp(v) +𭟋(∥f(v̄n − v)∥22) + on(1).

Since Φp(v) ≥ 𭟋(b), assume that Φp(v) > 𭟋(b), one has

𭟋(a∗) ≥ Φp(v) +𭟋(a∗ − b)𭟋(b) +𭟋(a∗ − b) ≥ 𭟋(a∗).

This is a contradiction. Thus Φp(v) = 𭟋(b) and 𭟋(b) is achieved at v. The rest of the proof
is similar to the last part on the proof of Lemma 3.2.

(iv) Suppose by a contradiction, there exists v∗ ∈ Sa∗ such that Φp(v∗) = 𭟋(a∗) = 0. By
Lemma 2.3, we have

Λ(v∗) :=

∫
RN

|∇v∗|2dx+
N

2

∫
RN

2f2(v∗)

1 + 2f2(v∗)
|∇v∗|2dx− N

N + 2

∫
RN

|f(v∗)|2+
4
N dx = 0.

Based on the above facts, it follows that

0 = Φp(v∗)−
1

2
Λ(v∗) = −N

4

∫
RN

2f2(v∗)

1 + 2f2(v∗)
|∇v∗|2dx < 0,

which is contradiction. □

Remark 3.1. For 2 + 4
N ≤ p < 4 + 4

N , from Lemma 3.3, as the proof of Lemma 3.2, we
know that F (a) < 0 can be achieved for all a ∈ (a∗,+∞).

Lemma 3.4. Suppose that p = 4 + 4
N and

a∗ :=

[
2(N + 1)Q4+ 4

N

N

]N
2

,

where

Q4+ 4
N

:= inf
v∈H1(RN )\{0}

(∫
RN |f(v)|2dx

) 2
N
∫
RN

2f2(v)
1+2f2(v)

|∇v|2dx∫
RN |f(v)|4+

4
N dx

.

Then Q4+ 4
N

> 0 and

(i) 𭟋(a) = 0 for all a ∈ (0, a∗];
(ii) 𭟋(a) = −∞ for all a > a∗;
(iii) 𭟋(a) is not attained for all a > 0.
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Proof. By Lemma 1.2 and Lemma 2.1-(10), for any v ∈ H1(RN )\{0}, we know that∫
RN

|f(v)|4+
4
N dx ≤ 2C

4+ 4
N

N,4+ 4
N

(∫
RN

|f(v)|2dx
) 2

N
∫
RN

2f2(v)

1 + 2f2(v)
|∇v|2dx,

which shows that Q4+ 4
N

> 0. By the expression of Q4+ 4
N
, we have

Q4+ 4
N

∫
RN

|f(v)|4+
4
N dx ≤

(∫
RN

|f(v)|2dx
) 2

N
∫
RN

2f2(v)

1 + 2f2(v)
|∇v|2dx.

This implies that

1

4 + 4
N

∫
RN

|f(v)|4+
4
N dx ≤ a

2
N(

4 + 4
N

)
Q4+ 4

N

∫
RN

2f2(v)

1 + 2f2(v)
|∇v|2dx.

Since

a∗ :=

[
2(N + 1)Q4+ 4

N

N

]N
2

,

it follows that 0 < a
2
N

(4+ 4
N )Q4+ 4

N

≤ 1
2 for all 0 < a ≤ a∗ and a

2
N

(4+ 4
N )Q4+ 4

N

> 1
2 for all a > a∗.

(i) On the one hand, for all 0 < a ≤ a∗, we have

Φ4+ 4
N
(v) ≥

[
1

2
− a

2
N(

4 + 4
N

)
Q4+ 4

N

]∫
RN

|∇v|2dx ≥ 0, for all v ∈ Sa.

This shows that 𭟋(a) ≥ 0. On the other hand, for any t > 0, v ∈ Sa and the expression of
vt, we have

Φ4+ 4
N
(vt) =

t2

2

∫
RN

1 + 2tNf2(v)

1 + 2f2(v)
|∇v|2dx− tN+2

∫
RN

|f(v)|4+
4
N dx → 0,

as t → 0+. Thus 𭟋(a) ≤ 0 and so 𭟋(a) = 0.

(ii) For any a > a∗, we have that Q4+ 4
N

< a
2
N

2+ 2
N

. Thus there exists v ∈ H1(RN )\{0} such

that (∫
RN |f(v)|2dx

) 2
N
∫
RN

2f2(v)
1+2f2(v)

|∇v|2dx∫
RN |f(v)|4+

4
N dx

<
a

2
N

2 + 2
N

.

Let v̄ := f−1
( √

a
∥f(v)∥2 f(v)

)
. Then v̄ ∈ Sa. Thus

Φ4+ 4
N
(v̄t) =

t2

2

∫
RN

|∇f(v̄)|2dx+
tN+2

2

∫
RN

2f2(v̄)

1 + 2f2(v̄)
|∇v̄|2dx− tN+2

∫
RN

|f(v̄)|4+
4
N dx

=
at2

2∥f(v)∥22

∫
RN

|∇f(v)|2dx+

(
a

∥f(v)∥22

)2

tN+2

×

[
1

2

∫
RN

2f2(v)

1 + 2f2(v)
|∇v|2dx− 1

4 + 4
N

(
a

∥f(v)∥22

)2/N ∫
RN

|f(v)|4+
4
N dx

]
→ −∞, as t → +∞.

Thus 𭟋(a) ≤ lim
t→+∞

Φ4+ 4
N
(v̄t) = −∞ and so 𭟋(a) = −∞ for all a > a∗.
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(iii) To our aim, we only need to prove the case 0 < a ≤ a∗. Suppose by a contradiction,
there exist 0 < a ≤ a∗ and va ∈ Sa such that 𭟋(a) = Φ4+ 4

N
(va). By Lemma 2.3, we have

Λ̃(va) :=
N + 2

2

∫
RN

|∇va|2dx−
N

2

∫
RN

1

1 + 2f2(va)
|∇va|2dx−

N + 2

4 + 4
N

∫
RN

|f(va)|4+
4
N dx = 0.

Based on the above facts, it follows that

0 = Φ4+ 4
N
(va)−

1

N + 2
Λ̃(va) =

N

2(N + 2)

∫
RN

1

1 + 2f2(va)
|∇va|2dx > 0,

which is contradiction. □

Lemma 3.5. Suppose that 4 + 4
N < p < 22∗. Then 𭟋(a) = −∞ for all a > 0.

Proof. For 4 + 4
N < p < 22∗, it follows that Φp(vt) → −∞ as t → +∞. Thus 𭟋(a) = −∞.

The proof is completed. □

Proof of Theorem 1.1. By Lemmas 3.1-3.5, we can get the proof. □

4. Ground state normalized solutions with general L2-supercritical growth
and 2 ≤ N ≤ 3

In this part, we will show the existence of ground state normalized solutions with general
L2-supercritical growth. Since the ground state energy of the perturbed functional may
not coincide with that of the original functional, perturbation methods cannot ensure the
existence of ground state solutions. Based on this, we propose to employ a dual method
to prove the existence of ground state normalized solutions. Now, we study Ψ(v) on radial
space H1

r (RN ). From this and Palais’ symmetric principle in [49], the critical point in
H1

r (R2) is also the critical point in H1(R2). Next, we give the following lemmas.

Lemma 4.1. Let

A(t, v) =
1

2

[(
1− t2(1 + 2tNf2(v))

1 + 2f2(v)

)
|∇v|2 − 1− tN+2

N + 2

(
2 +

2Nf2(v)

1 + 2f2(v)

)
|∇v|2

]
.

Then for any t > 0 and v ∈ H1
r (RN )\{0}, A(t, v) ≥ 0.

Proof. Since

dA(t, v)

dt

=
t

2

{
− 2

(
1 + 2tNf2(v)

1 + 2f2(v)

)
|∇v|2 − 2NtNf2(v)

1 + 2f2(v)
|∇v|2 + tN

(
2 +

2Nf2(v)

1 + 2f2(v)

)
|∇v|2

}
= t(tN − 1)|∇f(v)|2,

it follows that dA(t,v)
dt ≤ 0 for all 0 < t ≤ 1, and dA(t,v)

dt ≥ 0 for all t ≥ 1. Thus A(t, v) ≥ 0,

for any t > 0 and v ∈ H1
r (RN )\{0}. □

Lemma 4.2. Assume that (h3) holds and

B(t, v) := −H(f(v)) + t−NH(tN/2f(v)) +
N(1− tN+2)

2(N + 2)
[h(f(v))f(v)− 2H(f(v))].

Then B(t, v) ≥ 0, for any t > 0 and v ∈ H1
r (RN )\{0}.
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Proof. Since

dB(t, v)

dt
=

N

2tN+1

[
h(tN/2f(v))tN/2f(v)− 2H(tN/2f(v))

]
− NtN+1

2
[h(f(v))f(v)− 2H(f(v))]

=
NtN+1

2
|f(v)|3+

4
N f(v)

[
h(tN/2f(v))tN/2f(v)− 2H(tN/2f(v))

|tN/2f(v)|3+
4
N tN/2f(v)

− h(f(v))f(v)− 2H(f(v))

|f(v)|3+
4
N f(v)

]
,

it follows that dB(t,v)
dt ≤ 0 for all 0 < t ≤ 1, and dB(t,v)

dt ≥ 0 for all t ≥ 1, which dues to (h3).
Thus

B(t, v) ≥ B(1, v) = 0

for any t > 0 and v ∈ H1
r (RN )\{0}. □

Lemma 4.3. For any t > 0 and v ∈ H1
r (RN ), there holds

(4.36) Ψ(v) = Ψ(vt) +
1− tN+2

N + 2
G(v) +

∫
RN

A(t, v)dx+

∫
RN

B(t, v)dx.

Proof. By a direct computation, we have

Ψ(v)−Ψ(vt)

=
1

2

∫
RN

|∇v|2dx−
∫
RN

H(f(v))dx− t2

2

∫
RN

1 + 2tNf2(v)

1 + 2f2(v)
|∇v|2dx

+ t−N

∫
RN

H(tN/2f(v))dx

=
1− tN+2

N + 2

{∫
RN

|∇v|2dx+
N

2

∫
RN

2f2(v)

1 + 2f2(v)
|∇v|2dx

}
− N(1− tN+2)

2(N + 2)

∫
RN

[h(f(v))f(v)− 2H(f(v))]dx

+
1

2

[ ∫
RN

(
1− t2(1 + 2tNf2(v))

1 + 2f2(v)

)
|∇v|2dx− 1− tN+2

N + 2

∫
RN

(
2 +

2Nf2(v)

1 + 2f2(v)

)
|∇v|2dx

]
−
∫
RN

H(f(v))dx+ t−N

∫
RN

H(tN/2f(v))dx

+
N(1− tN+2)

2(N + 2)

∫
RN

[h(f(v))f(v)− 2H(f(v))]dx

=
1− tN+2

N + 2
G(v) +

∫
RN

A(t, v)dx+

∫
RN

B(t, v)dx,

which implies that (4.36) holds for any t > 0 and v ∈ H1
r (RN ). □

Lemma 4.4. Assume that (h3) holds. Then

(4.37) Ψ(v) = max
t>0

Ψ(vt), ∀ v ∈ Na.

Proof. The proof is obvious. So we omit it. □

Lemma 4.5. Assume that (h1)-(h3) hold. Then
(i) there exists a constant ϱ > 0 such that ∥∇v∥22 ≥ ϱ for any v ∈ Na;
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(ii) σ(a) := inf
v∈Na

Ψ(v) > 0.

Proof. (i) By Lemma 2.2, Lemma 1.2 and Lemma 2.1-(10), for any v ∈ H1
r (RN ) and

4 + 4
N < p < 22∗, we have

(4.38)
∥f(v)∥pp ≤ Cp

p,N∥f(v)∥
4N−p(N−2)

N+2

2 ∥∇f2(v)∥
N(p−2)
N+2

2

= Cp
p,N2

N(p−2)
2(N+2) a

4N−p(N−2)
2(N+2) ∥∇v∥

N(p−2)
N+2

2 .

Since v ∈ Na, it follows from G(v) = 0, (h2), (1.7), (2.8), (2.12) and (4.38) that
(4.39)

∥∇v∥22 ≤
N

2

∫
RN

[h(f(v))f(v)− 2H(f(v))]dx

≤ N(µ2 − 2)

2

∫
RN

H(f(v))dx

≤ N(µ2 − 2)

2

∫
RN

(
ε|f(v)|4+

4
N + Cε|f(v)|µ2

)
dx

≤ N(µ2 − 2)

2

[
CεC

µ2

µ2,N
2

N(µ2−2)
2(N+2) a

4N−µ2(N−2)
2(N+2) ∥∇v∥

N(µ2−2)
N+2

2 + 2εC
4+ 4

N

4+ 4
N
,N
a

2
N ∥∇v∥22

]
.

Since N(µ2−2)
N+2 > 2, it follows that there exists a constant ϱ > 0 such that

∥∇v∥22 ≥ ϱ, ∀ v ∈ Na.

(ii) It follows from (h2) that

Ψ(v) = Ψ(v)− 2

N(µ1 − 2)
G(v)

=
Nµ1 − 4− 4N

2N(µ1 − 2)
∥∇v∥22 +

1

µ1 − 2
∥∇f(v)∥22 +

1

µ1 − 2

∫
RN

[h(f(v))f(v)− µ1H(f(v))] dx

≥ Nµ1 − 4− 4N

2N(µ1 − 2)
ϱ > 0, ∀ v ∈ Na.

From this fact, we know that σ(a) > 0. □

Lemma 4.6. Assume that (h1)-(h3) hold. Then
(i) for any v ∈ H1

r (RN )\{0}, there exists a unique tv > 0 such that G(vtv) = 0 and
Ψ(vtv) > 0; in addition, if v ∈ Sa, then vtv ∈ Na;

(ii) the mapping v 7→ tv is continuous in v ∈ H1
r (RN ) \ {0}.

Proof. (i) Let v ∈ H1(RN )\{0} be fixed. Set

g(t) : = Ψ(vt) =
t2

2

∫
RN

1 + 2tNf2(v)

1 + 2f2(v)
|∇v|2dx− t−N

∫
RN

H(tN/2f(v))dx.

By a simple calculation, we have

(4.40)

0 =
dg(t)

dt

= t

∫
RN

1 + 2tNf2(v)

1 + 2f2(v)
|∇v|2dx+

NtN+1

2

∫
RN

2f2(v)

1 + 2f2(v)
|∇v|2dx

− N

2
t−(N+1)

∫
RN

[h(tN/2f(v))tN/2f(v)− 2H(tN/2f(v))]dx

=
1

t
G(vt),
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which implies that for v ∈ Sa,

G(vt) = 0 ⇔ vt ∈ Na.

It follows from Remark 1.3 that g(t) < 0 for t > 0 enough large and g(t) > 0 for t > 0 enough

small. Thus max
t>0

g(t) is achieved at some tv > 0 such that dg(t)
dt |t=tv = 0 and Ψ(vtv) > 0.

Furthermore, if v ∈ Sa, then vtv ∈ Na.
Next, we prove the uniqueness. For any given v ∈ H1

r (RN )\{0}, there exist t1, t2 > 0
and t1 ̸= t2 such that vt1 , vt2 ∈ Na. Then G(vt1) = G(vt2) = 0. Therefore, it follows from
Lemmas 4.1-4.3 that

Ψ(vt1) > Ψ(vt2) +
tN+2
1 − tN+2

2

(N + 2)tN+2
1

G(vt1) = Ψ(vt2)

and

Ψ(vt2) > Ψ(vt1) +
tN+2
2 − tN+2

1

(N + 2)tN+2
2

G(vt2) = Ψ(vt1).

This contradiction shows that t1 = t2. Thus tv > 0 is unique for v ∈ H1
r (RN )\{0} and thus

Ψ(vtv) = max
t>0

Ψ(vt).

(ii) To this end, we suppose that there exists {vn} ⊂ H1
r (RN ) and v0 ∈ H1(RN )\{0}

such that vn → v0 in H1
r (RN ). By Lemma 2.1-(3) and (8), there exists C > 0 such that∫
RN

|f(vn)|2dx ≤ C and

∫
RN

|f(vn)|µ2dx ≤ C.

By (i), for any fixed n ∈ N, there exists a unique tvn > 0 such that G((vn)tvn ) = 0 and
Ψ((vn)tvn ) > 0.

Let tn := tvn for any n ≥ 1. Next, we need to show that up to a subsequence tn → tv0 as
n → ∞. Now, we first prove that {tn} is bounded. We only need to show that the sequence
{tn} is bounded from above. Suppose by a contradiction, if up to a subsequence tn → +∞,
by (i), Fatou’s lemma and Remark 1.3, then

(4.41)

0 < Ψ((vn)tn)

=
t2n
2

∫
RN

1 + 2tNn f2(vn)

1 + 2f2(vn)
|∇vn|2dx−

∫
RN

H(tN/2
n f(vn))dx

→ −∞, as n → ∞,

which is a contradiction. Thus the sequence {tn} is bounded.
Without loss of generality, we can assume that there exists t∗ ∈ R such that tn → t∗ as

n → ∞. Recalling that vn → v0 in H1(RN ), we can infer that (vn)tn → (v0)t∗ in H1
r (RN ).

Since G((vn)tn) = 0 for any n ≥ 1, we deduce that G((v0)t∗) = 0. By (i), we have t∗ = tv0
and thus item (ii) holds. □

Lemma 4.7. Assume that (h1)-(h3) hold. Then
(i) the function a 7→ σ(a) is continuous at each a > 0;
(ii) the function a 7→ σ(a) is nonincreasing on (0,+∞);
(iii) σ(a) > σ(ã) for all ã > a, if σ(a) is achieved;
(iv) σ(a) is achieved.

Proof. (i) It is equivalent to prove that for a given a > 0 and any positive sequence {an}
such that an → a as n → ∞, one has σ(an) → σ(a) as n → ∞. Next, we first show that

(4.42) lim sup
n→∞

σ(an) ≤ σ(a).
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In fact, for any v ∈ Na, we define vn := f−1(
√

an
a f(v)) ∈ San . Thus

(4.43)

∫
RN

(|∇vn|2 + |f(vn)|2)dx →
∫
RN

(|∇v|2 + |f(v)|2)dx as n → ∞.

From this, (3.31) and (4.43), we have that vn → v in H1
r (RN ). By Lemma 4.6, we can

conclude that there exists tvn > 0 such that (vn)tvn ∈ Na and tvn → tv = 1 as n → ∞.
Thus

(vn)tvn → (v)tv = v in H1
r (RN ),

as n → ∞. As a consequence, it follows from Lemma 4.6(i) that

lim sup
n→∞

σ(an) ≤ lim sup
n→∞

Ψ((vn)tvn ) = Ψ(v),

for any v ∈ Na. Thus we can get (4.42).
Now, we show the following

(4.44) lim inf
n→∞

σ(an) ≥ σ(a).

For each n ≥ 1, there exists v̄n ∈ Nan , such that

(4.45) Ψ(v̄n) ≤ σ(an) +
1

n
.

Since an → a as n → ∞, there exists a constant M > 0 such that |an| ≤ M for any
n ≥ 1. Similar to the proof of Lemma 4.5(ii), we can show that {∥∇v̄n∥22} is bounded, since
µ1 > 4 + 4

N . By Lemma 2.2(iv), we have that {v̄n} is also bounded in H1
r (RN ).

Let

v̂n := v̄n

((
a

an

)−1/N

x

)
.

Then {v̂n} is bounded in H1
r (RN ) and∫

RN

|f(v̂n)|2dx = a,

which shows that v̂n ∈ Sa. Thus by Lemma 4.6, Lemmas 4.1-4.3 and (4.45), we get

σ(a) ≤ Ψ((v̂n)tv̂n )

≤ Ψ((v̄n)tv̂n ) +
∣∣Ψ((v̂n)tv̂n )−Ψ((v̄n)tv̂n )

∣∣
≤ Ψ(v̄n) +

∣∣Ψ((v̂n)tv̂n )−Ψ((v̄n)tv̂n )
∣∣

≤ σ(an) +
1

n
+
∣∣Ψ((v̂n)tv̂n )−Ψ((v̄n)tv̂n )

∣∣
≤ σ(an) +

1

n
+

1

2

∣∣∣∣∣
(

a

an

)N−2
N

− 1

∣∣∣∣∣
∫
RN

|∇(v̄n)tv̂n |
2dx

+

∣∣∣∣ aan − 1

∣∣∣∣ ∫
RN

H(f((v̄n)tv̂n ))dx.

Next, we only need to show that

1

2

∣∣∣∣∣
(

a

an

)N−2
N

− 1

∣∣∣∣∣
∫
RN

|∇(v̄n)tv̂n |
2dx+

∣∣∣∣ aan − 1

∣∣∣∣ ∫
RN

H(f((v̄n)tv̂n ))dx → 0 as n → ∞.

It is equivalent to prove that

lim sup
n→∞

∥(v̄n)tv̂n∥ < +∞.
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Recalling that {v̄n} is bounded in H1
r (RN ) and an → a as n → ∞, we only to prove that

lim sup
n→∞

tv̂n < +∞. In fact, by contradiction, up to a subsequence, we assume that up to

a subsequence, tv̂n → +∞ as n → ∞. Recalling that {v̂n} is bounded in H1
r (RN ), there

exists v ∈ H1
r (RN )\{0} such that

(4.46) v̂n → v, a.e. in RN .

Since

Ψ((v̂n)tv̂n ) ≥ σ(a) > 0,

by (4.46), we get a contradiction as the same discussion in (4.41).
(ii) Now, we only need to show that for any 0 < a1 < a2, there holds

σ(a2) ≤ σ(a1).

In fact, by the definition of σ(a1), there exists a sequence {vn} ⊂ Na1 such that

(4.47) σ(a1) ≤ Ψ(vn) ≤ σ(a1) +
1

n
.

Let δ̂ :=
√

a2
a1

∈ (1,+∞) and

ωn(x) := f−1
(
δ̂

2−N
2 f

(
vn

(
δ̂−1x

)))
.

Thus ∫
RN

|f(ωn)|2dx = a2,

∫
RN

|∇f(ωn)|2dx =

∫
RN

|∇f(vn)|2dx.

By Lemma 4.6-(i), there exists tn > 0 such that (ωn)tn ∈ Na2 . Thus it follows from δ̂ > 1
that ∫

RN

1 + 2tNn f2(ωn)

1 + 2f2(ωn)
|∇ωn|2dx =

∫
RN

|∇f(ωn)|2dx+ tNn

∫
RN

2f2(ωn)

1 + 2f2(ωn)
|∇ωn|2dx

≤
∫
RN

|∇f(vn)|2dx+

∫
RN

2tNn f2(vn)

1 + 2f2(vn)
|∇vn|2dx

=

∫
RN

1 + 2tNn f2(vn)

1 + 2f2(vn)
|∇vn|2dx.

Thus it follows from the above facts, Remark 1.3 and (4.47) that

σ(a2) ≤ Ψ((ωn)tn)

=
t2n
2

∫
RN

1 + 2tNn f2(ωn)

1 + 2f2(ωn)
|∇ωn|2dx− t−N

n

∫
RN

H(tN/2
n f(ωn))dx

≤ t2n
2

∫
RN

1 + 2tNn f2(vn)

1 + 2f2(vn)
|∇vn|2dx− t−N

n δ̂N
∫
RN

H
(
δ̂

2−N
2 tN/2

n f (vn)
)
dx

≤ Ψ((vn)tn) +
(
1− δ̂

(2−N)µ2+2N
2

)
t−N
n

∫
RN

H(tN/2
n f(vn))dx

< Ψ((vn)tn) ≤ Ψ(vn) ≤ σ(a1) +
1

n
,

which implies that σ(a2) ≤ σ(a1), for any 0 < a1 < a2.
(iii) Since σ(a) is achieved, there exists v ∈ Na such that Ψ(v) = σ(a). For any ã > a,

set ξ̂ :=
√

ã
a > 1 and v̂ := f−1(ξ̂

2−N
2 f(v(ξ̂−1x))). In view of Lemma 4.6, there exists tv̂ > 0
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such that (v̂)tv̂ ∈ Nã. By a simply calculation, we have

∫
RN

|f(v̂)|2dx = ã,

∫
RN

|∇f(v̂)|2dx =

∫
RN

|∇f(v)|2dx

and ∫
RN

1 + 2tNv̂ f2(v̂)

1 + 2f2(v̂)
|∇v̂|2dx =

∫
RN

|∇f(v̂)|2dx+ tNv̂

∫
RN

2f2(v̂)

1 + 2f2(v̂)
|∇v̂|2dx

≤
∫
RN

|∇f(v)|2dx+

∫
RN

2tNv̂ f2(v)

1 + 2f2(v)
|∇v|2dx

=

∫
RN

1 + 2tNv̂ f2(v)

1 + 2f2(v)
|∇v|2dx.

Thus it follows from the above facts, Remark 1.3 and Lemmas 4.1-4.3 that

σ(ã) ≤ Ψ((v̂)tv̂)

=
t2v̂
2

∫
RN

1 + 2tNv̂ f2(v̂)

1 + 2f2(v̂)
|∇v̂|2dx− t−N

v̂

∫
RN

H(t
N/2
v̂ f(v̂))dx

≤
t2v̂
2

∫
RN

1 + 2tNv̂ f2(v)

1 + 2f2(v)
|∇v|2dx− t−N

v̂ ξ̂N
∫
RN

H(t
N/2
v̂ ξ̂

2−N
2 f(v))dx

≤ Ψ((v)tv̂) + t−N
v̂

(
1− ξ̂

(2−N)µ2+2N
2

)∫
RN

H(t
N/2
v̂ f(v))dx

< Ψ((v)tv̂) ≤ Ψ(v) = σ(a),

which implies that σ(ã) < σ(a), for all ã > a.
(iv) From Lemma 4.5 and Lemma 4.6, we have Na ̸= ∅ and σ(a) > 0. Assume that

{vn} ⊂ Na such that Ψ(vn) → σ(a). Similar to the proof of Lemma 4.5, it follows from
G(vn) = 0 and Ψ(vn) → σ(a) that {∥∇vn∥22} is bounded. By Lemma 2.2(iv), up to a
subsequence, there exists v0 ∈ H1

r (RN ) such that vn ⇀ v0 in H1
r (RN ), vn → v0 in Lr̄(RN )

for all r̄ ∈ (2, 2∗), and then vn → v0 a.e. on RN and so f(vn) → f(v0) in Lr̃(RN ) for all
r̃ ∈ (2, 22∗). Now, we show that v0 ̸= 0. Suppose that v0 = 0. Then by Remark 1.3, one
has ∫

RN

[h(f(vn))f(vn)− 2H(f(vn))]dx → 0 as n → ∞,

which, together with G(vn) = 0, imply that

∫
RN

|∇vn|2dx+
N

2

∫
RN

2f2(vn)

1 + 2f2(vn)
|∇vn|2dx → 0 as n → ∞.

Based on these facts, we infer that Ψ(vn) → 0. This contradicts σ(a) > 0. So v0 ̸= 0. Now,
we claim G(v0) ≤ 0. In fact, since G(vn) = 0, by Fatou’s lemma, we get this claim.
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Since v0 ̸= 0 and a0 := ∥f(v0)∥22 ≤ lim inf
n→∞

∥f(vn)∥22 = a, by Lemma 4.6, there exists

t̄0 > 0 such that (v0)t̄0 ∈ Na0 . In view of Lemmas 4.1-4.3, we have

σ(a) = lim inf
n→∞

[
Ψ(vn)−

1

N + 2
G(vn)

]
= lim inf

n→∞

{
N

2(N + 2)
∥∇f(vn)∥22

+
N

2(N + 2)

[∫
RN

(
h(f(vn))f(vn)dx− 4N + 4

N
H(f(vn))

)
dx

]}
≥ N

2(N + 2)
∥∇f(v0)∥22

+
N

2(N + 2)

[∫
RN

(
h(f(v0))f(v0)dx− 4N + 4

N
H(f(v0))

)
dx

]
= Ψ(v0)−

1

N + 2
G(v0)

≥ Ψ((v0)t̄0)−
t̄N+2
0

N + 2
G(v0)

≥ σ(a0) ≥ σ(a),

since a0 ≤ a. Thus Ψ(v0) = σ(a) = σ(a0), G(v0) = 0, and a0 = ∥f(v0)∥22. In addition, if
a0 < a, then it follows from (iii) that σ(a) < σ(a0), which is a contradiction. This shows
that a0 = a. Thus σ(a) is achieved. □

Lemma 4.8. Assume that (h1)-(h3) hold and Ψ(ṽ) = σ(a) with ṽ ∈ Na. Then ṽ is a critical
point of Ψ|′Sa

.

Proof. Suppose by contradiction, if Ψ|′Sa
(ṽ) ̸= 0, then there exist two constants δ > 0 and

ϱ̃ > 0 such that
v ∈ Sa, ∥v − ṽ∥ ≤ 3δ ⇒ ∥Ψ′(v)∥ ≥ ϱ̃.

By a similar argument as [13], we can prove that

(4.48) lim
t→1

∥ṽt − ṽ∥ = 0.

Thus for δ > 0, there exists ξ̂ ∈
(
0, 14
)
such that

(4.49) |t− 1| < ξ̂ ⇒ ∥ṽt − ṽ∥ < δ.

By Lemma 4.3, one has

(4.50) σ(a) = Ψ(ṽ) = Ψ(ṽt) +

∫
RN

A(t, ṽ)dx+

∫
RN

B(t, ṽ)dx, for all t > 0.

Thus by Lemma 4.6, there exist T1 ∈ (0, 1) and T2 ∈ (1,∞) such that

(4.51) G(ṽT1) > 0, G(ṽT2) < 0.

Let

ϵ := min

{∫
RN A(T1, ṽ)dx+

∫
RN B(T1, ṽ)dx

4
,

∫
RN A(T2, ṽ)dx+

∫
RN B(T2, ṽ)dx

4
, 1,

δϱ̃

8

}
and

L := B(ṽ, δ) ∩ Sa.

Then it follows from Lemma 2.3 in [49] that there exists a deformation η ∈ C([0, 1]×Sa,Sa)
such that
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(i) η(1, v) = v if Ψ(v) < σ(a)− 2ϵ or Ψ(v) > σ(a) + 2ϵ;

(ii) η(1,Ψσ(a)+ϵ ∩ L) ⊂ Ψσ(a)−ϵ;
(iii) Ψ(η(1, v)) ≤ Ψ(v), ∀v ∈ Sa.

By Lemma 4.4 and Ψ(ṽt) ≤ Ψ(ṽ) = σ(a) for t > 0, then it follows from (4.49) and (ii) that

(4.52) Ψ(η(1, ṽt)) ≤ σ(a)− ϵ, ∀ t > 0, |t− 1| < ξ̂.

Moreover, by (iii) and (4.50), we have

(4.53)

Ψ(η(1, ṽt)) ≤ Ψ(ṽt) = σ(a)−
∫
RN

A(t, ṽ)dx−
∫
RN

B(t, ṽ)dx

≤ σ(a)−
∫
RN

A(t, ṽ)dx−
∫
RN

B(t, ṽ)dx

≤ σ(a)− δ1, ∀ t > 0, |t− 1| ≥ ξ̂,

where

δ1 := min

{∫
RN

[
A(1− ξ̂, ṽ) +B(1− ξ̂, ṽ)

]
dx,

∫
RN

[
A(1 + ξ̂, ṽ) +B(1 + ξ̂, ṽ)

]
dx

}
> 0.

Thus it follows from (4.52) and (4.53) that

max
t∈[T1,T2]

Ψ(η(1, ṽt)) < σ(a).

Let Γ0(t) := G(η(1, ṽt)) for t > 0. By (4.50) and (i), we infer that η(1, ṽt) = ṽt for t = T1

and t = T2, which, together with (4.51), shows that

Γ0(T1) = G(η(1, ṽT1)) > 0, Γ0(T2) = G(η(1, ṽT2)) < 0.

Since Γ0(t) is continuous on (0,+∞), we know that η(1, ṽt0)∩Na ̸= ∅ for some t0 ∈ [T1, T2],
which contradicts to the definition of σ(a). This completes the proof. □

Proof of Theorem 1.2. For any a > 0, it follows from Lemma 4.7 and Lemma 4.8 that
there exists v ∈ Na such that

Ψ(v) = σ(a) and Ψ|′Sa
(v) = 0.

By Lagrange’s multiplier rule, there exists λa ∈ R such that Ψ′(v) − λaf(v)f
′(v) = 0. In

addition, from Lemma 2.3, we have G(v) = 0. It follows from

G(v)−
〈
Ψ′(v)− λaf(v)f

′(v),
f(v)

f ′(v)

〉
= 0

and (h2) that

λa

∫
R2

|f(v)|2dx ≤
(
N − 2

2
µ2 −N

)∫
R2

H(f(v))dx,

which implies that λa < 0, since H(t) > 0 for all t ̸= 0 and 4 + 4
N < µ2 < 2∗.

On the one hand, we show that σ(a) → +∞ as a → 0+. Suppose by a contradiction,
there exist a constant C > 0, two subsequence {an} and {vn} ⊂ H1(RN )\{0} such that

(4.54)

∫
RN

|f(vn)|2dx = an → 0 as n → ∞, G(vn) = 0, Ψ(vn) ≤ C.

Let

(4.55) tn :=
2
√
C

∥∇f(vn)∥22
> 0, and wn = f−1(tN/2

n f(vn(tnx))).



30 J. CHEN, V.D. RĂDULESCU, J. SUN, AND J. ZHANG

Thus ∥f(wn)∥22 = ∥f(vn)∥22 → 0 as n → ∞. By interpolation inequality, we have that
f(wn) → 0 in Lr(RN ) for all r ∈ (2, 22∗). From this and Remark 1.3, it follows that

(4.56)

∫
RN

H(f(wn))dx → 0 as n → ∞.

In view of (4.54)-(4.56) and Lemma 4.3, we derive

C ≥ Ψ(vn) ≥ Ψ(wn)

=
1

2
∥∇wn∥22 −

∫
RN

H(f(wn))dx

=
t2n
2

∫
RN

1 + 2tNn f2(vn)

1 + 2f2(vn)
|∇vn|2dx+ on(1)

≥ t2n
2
∥∇f(vn)∥22 + on(1)

≥ 2C + on(1),

which is a contraction. Thus lim
a→0+

σ(a) = +∞.

On the other hand, we choose a positive function 0 < v ∈ H1(RN ) ∩ L∞(RN ) such that∫
RN

|f(v)|2dx = 1.

For a > 0, let ua = f−1(
√
af(v)). Then ua ∈ Sa. By Lemma 4.6-(i), one has that there

exists ta > 0 such that (ua)ta ∈ Na.

Now, we claim that t
N/2
a

√
a → 0 as a → +∞. If not, there exists a sequence {an} with

an → +∞ as n → +∞ and t
N/2
an

√
an ≥ δ > 0, for any n ∈ N. Since G((uan)tan ) = 0, one

has

0 = t2an

∫
RN

1 + 2tNanf
2(uan)

1 + 2f2(uan)
|∇uan |2dx+

NtN+2
an

2

∫
RN

2f2(uan)

1 + 2f2(uan)
|∇uan |2dx

− N

2
t−N
an

∫
RN

[h(tN/2
an f(uan))t

N/2
an f(uan)− 2H(tN/2

an f(uan))]dx

≤ tN+2
an a2n

[(
1

t
N/2
an

√
an

)2

∥∇f(v)∥22 +
N + 2

2

∫
RN

2f2(v)

1 + 2f2(v)
|∇v|2dx

+
N(2− µ1)

2
t−(2N+2)
an a−2

n

∫
RN

H(tN/2
an

√
anf(v))dx

]
.

This, together with Remark 1.3, imply that if t
N/2
an

√
an ∈ [0, 1], then

0 ≤ tN+2
an a2n

[(
1

t
N/2
an

√
an

)2

∥∇f(v)∥22 +
N + 2

2

∫
RN

2f2(v)

1 + 2f2(v)
|∇v|2dx

+
N(2− µ1)

2

(
tN/2
an

√
an

)µ2−(4+ 4
N )

a2/Nn

∫
RN

H(f(v))dx

]
,

which is a contradiction. Moreover, if t
N/2
an

√
an ∈ [1,+∞), then

0 ≤ tN+2
an a2n

[(
1

t
N/2
an

√
an

)2

∥∇f(v)∥22 +
N + 2

2

∫
RN

2f2(v)

1 + 2f2(v)
|∇v|2dx

+
N(2− µ1)

2

(
tN/2
an

√
an

)µ1−(4+ 4
N )

a2/Nn

∫
RN

H(f(v))dx

]
,



ANOTHER LOOK AT QUASILINEAR SCHRÖDINGER EQUATIONS 31

which is a contradiction. Thus the claim holds. From this, we know that ta → 0 as a → +∞.
Next, we show that ta

√
a → 0 as a → +∞. Suppose by contradiction, up to a subse-

quence, ta
√
a as a → +∞ has a positive lower bound.

Case 1: N = 2. Since t
N/2
a

√
a → 0 as a → +∞, we can get the result.

Case 2: N = 3. By Remark 1.3, we have that

lim
|t|→0

H(t)

|t|6
= +∞,

which shows that, for any ϵ > 0 small enough, there exists δϵ < 1 such that

H(t) ≥ ϵ−1|t|6 ∀ |t| ≤ δϵ.

It follows from G((uan)tan ) = 0 that

0 = t2an

∫
RN

1 + 2t3anf
2(uan)

1 + 2f2(uan)
|∇uan |2dx+

3t5an
2

∫
RN

2f2(uan)

1 + 2f2(uan)
|∇uan |2dx

− 3

2
t−3
an

∫
RN

[h(t3/2an f(uan))t
3/2
an f(uan)− 2H(t3/2an f(uan))]dx

≤ t2an

∫
RN

1 + 2t3anf
2(uan)

1 + 2f2(uan)
|∇uan |2dx+

3t5an
2

∫
RN

2f2(uan)

1 + 2f2(uan)
|∇uan |2dx

− 3

2
t−3
an (µ1 − 2)

∫
RN

H(t3/2an f(uan))dx,

which implies that

t2anan∥∇f(v)∥2 + 5

2
(t2anan)

2

∫
RN

2f2(v)

1 + 2f2(v)
|∇v|2dx ≥ 3

2
t−3
an (µ1 − 2)

∫
RN

H(t3/2an

√
anf(v))dx

≥ ϵ−1 3

2
(µ1 − 2)(t2anan)

3

∫
RN

|f(v)|6dx.

This contradicts the arbitrariness of ϵ.
Recalling that (ua)ta ∈ Na and from the above discussion, we infer that

(4.57)

0 < σ(a)

≤ Ψ((ua)ta) =
t2aa

2

∫
RN

1 + 2tNa af2(v)

1 + 2f2(v)
|∇v|2dx− t−N

a

∫
RN

H(tN/2
a

√
af(v))dx

≤ t2aa

2

∫
RN

1 + 2tNa af2(v)

1 + 2f2(v)
|∇v|2dx

=
t2aa

2

{[
1−

(
tN/2
a

√
a
)2]

∥∇f(v)∥22 + (tN/2
a

√
a)2∥∇v∥22

}
.

Since ta
√
a → 0 as a → +∞, (4.57) shows that lim

a→+∞
σ(a) = 0. □

Proof of Theorem 1.3. Suppose by a contradiction, (u = f(v), λ) ∈ Ŝa × (−∞, 0) is a
solution of (1.1). Thus

(4.58) Ψ′(v)− λf(v)f ′(v) = 0 in (H1(RN ))∗.

In (4.58) testing with f(v)
f ′(v) , we have

(4.59)

∫
RN

|∇v|2dx+

∫
RN

2f2(v)

1 + 2f2(v)
|∇v|2dx− λ

∫
RN

|f(v)|2dx−
∫
RN

h(f(v))f(v)dx = 0.
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Since v is a solution of −∆v − λf(v)f ′(v) = h(f(v))f ′(v), it follows that v the following
equality:

(4.60)
N − 2

2

∫
RN

|∇v|2dx− N

2
λ

∫
RN

|f(v)|2dx−N

∫
RN

H(f(v))dx = 0.

Combining (4.59) with (4.60), we have

0 ≤
(
N − 2

2N
− 2

µ1

)
∥∇v∥22 +

1

µ1
∥∇f(v)∥22

=

(
1

2
− 1

µ1

)
λa+

1

µ1

∫
RN

[µ1H(f(v))− h(f(v))f(v)] dx

≤
(
1

2
− 1

µ1

)
λa < 0,

which is a contradiction. □

5. A local minimizer for Sobolev critical exponent 22∗ and N = 3

In this part, we will show the existence of ground state normalized solutions with L2-
subcritical growth and Sobolev critical exponent. Since the ground state energy of the
perturbed functional may not coincide with that of the original functional, perturbation
methods cannot ensure the existence of ground state solutions. Based on this, we propose
to employ a dual method to prove the existence of ground state normalized solutions.

For simplicity, we consider h(u) = |u|p−2u+|u|22∗−2u and N = 3. Now, similar to [25, 12],
let the function ρa : (0,+∞) → R be

(5.61)
ρa(t) =

1

2
−

Cp
p,3a

6−p
4

p
t
3p−10

4 − 2

3S3
t2

:=
1

2
−Aa

6−p
4 t

3p−10
4 −Bt2,

where

A =
Cp
p,3

p
and B =

2

3S3

and S is the best constant corresponding to the embedding D1,2(R3) ↪→ L2∗(R3).

Lemma 5.1. Assume that 2 < p < 10
3 holds. For each a > 0, the function ρa(t) has a

unique global maximum and the maximum satisfies

max
t∈(0,+∞)

ρa(t)

 > 0, if a < ã0,
= 0, if a = ã0,
< 0, if a > ã0,

where

ã0 :=

(
1

2K0

) 3
2

> 0

and

K0 :=

[
A(10− 3p)

8B

] 3p−10
18−3p

[
A(18− 3p)

8

]
> 0.

Proof. By (5.61), we can get

dρa(t)

dt
= Aa

6−p
4

10− 3p

4
t
3p−14

4 − 2Bt.
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It follows from dρa(t)
dt = 0 that there exists

t∗a :=

(
A(10− 3p)

8B

) 4
18−3p

a
1
3

such that t∗a is a unique global maximum since ρa(t) → −∞ as t → 0+ and ρa(t) → −∞ as
t → +∞. Furthermore, its global maximum value is given by

max
t∈(0,+∞)

ρa(t) = ρa(t
∗
a) =

1

2
−K0a

2
3 ,

where

K0 =:

[
A(10− 3p)

8B

] 3p−10
18−3p

[
A(18− 3p)

8

]
> 0.

Thus there exists ã0 =
(

1
2K0

) 3
2
> 0 such that the conclusion holds. □

Lemma 5.2. Assume that 2 < p < 10
3 holds. Then for any a > 0 and v ∈ Sa, there holds:

Ψ(v) ≥ ∥∇v∥22ρa
(
∥∇v∥22

)
.

Proof. By (2.10), Lemma 1.1, Lemma 2.1-(8) and Sobolev inequality, we have

Ψ(v) =
1

2
∥∇v∥22 −

1

p
∥f(v)∥pp −

1

12
∥f(v)∥1212

≥ 1

2
∥∇v∥22 −

Cp
p,3a

6−p
4

p
∥∇f(v)∥

3(p−2)
2

2 − 2

3S3
∥∇v∥62

≥ ∥∇v∥22

[
1

2
−

Cp
p,3a

6−p
4

p
∥∇v∥

3p−10
2

2 − 2

3S3
∥∇v∥42

]
= ∥∇v∥22ρa

(
∥∇v∥22

)
for each v ∈ Sa.

The proof is completed. □

Let t∗0 := t∗ã0 > 0. Now, set

Λℓ :=
{
v ∈ H1(R3) : ∥∇v∥22 < ℓ

}
and

m0(a) := inf
v∈Sa∩Λt∗0

Ψ(v).

Lemma 5.3. Assume that 2 < p < 10
3 holds. Then for any a ∈ (0, ã0), the following

conclusion hold
m0(a) = inf

v∈Sa∩Λt∗0

Ψ(v) < 0 < inf
v∈∂(Sa∩Λt∗0

)
Ψ(v).

Proof. On the one hand, let v ∈ Sa be fixed. Then

vs(x) := f−1(s3/2f(v(sx))) ∈ Sa, ∀ s > 0.

and

Ψ(vs) =
s2

2

∫
R3

1 + 2s3f2(v)

1 + 2f2(v)
|∇v|2dx− s

3(p−2)
2

p

∫
R3

|f(v)|pdx− s15

12

∫
R3

|f(v)|12dx.

Thus there exists 0 < s0 < 1 small enough such that

∥∇vs0∥22 = s20

∫
R3

1 + 2s30f
2(v)

1 + 2f2(v)
|∇v|2dx ≤ s20∥∇v∥22 < t∗0.
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and Ψ(vs0) < 0. Hence it follows that vs0 ∈ Sa∩Λt∗0
and Ψ(vs0) < 0 for s0 > 0 small enough.

So m0(a) ≤ Ψ(vs0) < 0. By this fact and Lemmas 5.1-5.2, we can get the conclusion. □

Lemma 5.4. Assume that 2 < p < 10
3 holds and a ∈ (0, ã0). Then for all b ∈ (0, a),

m0(a) ≤ m0(b) +m0(a− b); and if m0(b) or m0(a− b) can be achieved, then the inequality
is strict.

Proof. Let b ∈ (0, a) be fixed. For any θ ∈
[
1, ab
]
, it follows from (5.61) and Lemma 5.1 that

(5.62)

ρb

(
bθ

a
t∗0

)
=

1

2
−

Cp
p,3b

6−p
4

p

(
bθ

a
t∗0

) 3p−10
4

− 2

3S3

(
bθ

a
t∗0

)2

≥ 1

2
−

Cp
p,Na

6−p
4

p
(t∗0)

3p−10
4 − 2

3S3
(t∗0)

2∗−2
2

= ρa(t
∗
0) = ρa(t

∗
ã0) > ρã0(t

∗
ã0) = 0.

This shows that ρb(t) > 0 for any t ∈
[
b
a t

∗
0, t

∗
0

]
. Since m0(b) < 0, it follows that there exists

a sequence {vn} ⊂ Sb ∩ Λt∗0
such that

∥∇vn∥22ρb
(
∥∇vn∥22

)
≤ Ψ(vn) < 0 for n large enough,

which together (5.62), we have

∥∇vn∥22 ≤
b

a
t∗0.

For θ ∈
(
1, ab
]
, let

v̈n(x) := vn

(
θ−

1
3x
)
.

By a simple calculation, we get that

∥∇v̈n∥22 = θ
1
3 ∥∇vn∥22 ≤ θ

1
3
b

a
t∗0 < t∗0.

Similar to (3.23), we can infer that

m0(θb) ≤ θm0(b), ∀ θ ∈
(
1,

a

b

]
.

Thus

m0(a) ≤
a− b

a
m0

(
a

a− b
(a− b)

)
+

b

a
m0

(a
b
b
)

≤ m0 (a− b) +m0 (b)

and the inequality is strict if m0 (a− b) or m0 (b) can be achieved. □

Lemma 5.5. Assume that 2 < p < 10
3 holds. Then the function a 7→ m0(a) is continuous

on (0, ã0).

Proof. The proof is similar to the proof of Lemma 4.6-(iii). So we omit the proof. □

To achieved the compactness, we need to prove a splitting lemma of minimizing sequence.
At first, we begin by correcting the nonlinear term. Let

(5.63) h̃(v) = |f(v)|p−2f(v)f ′(v) + |f(v)|10f(v)f ′(v)− 4|v|4v,
and

(5.64) H̃(v) =
1

p
|f(v)|p + 1

12
|f(v)|12 − 2

3
|v|6.

According to the above, we write Eq. (2.9) in the following equivalence form

−∆v = h̃(v) + 4|v|4v + λf(v)f ′(v)
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with prescribed mass ∫
R3

|f(v)|2dx = a,

and the functional is also given by

(5.65) Ψ(v) =
1

2

∫
R3

|∇v|2dx−
∫
R3

H̃(v)dx− 2

3

∫
R3

|v|6dx.

Lemma 5.6. For any 2 < p < 10
3 , the following statement holds:

lim
|v|→0

H̃(v)

v2
= 0, lim

|v|→+∞

H̃(v)

|v|6
= 0,

lim
|v|→0

h̃(v)

|v|
= 0, lim

|v|→+∞

h̃(v)

|v|5
= 0.

Proof. To prove our results, we only need to show the first equality. In fact,

lim
|v|→0

H̃(v)

v2
= lim

|v|→0

(
1

p

|f(v)|p−2f2(v)

v2
+

1

12

|f(v)|10f2(v)

v2
− 2

3
|v|4
)

= 0

and

lim
|v|→+∞

H̃(v)

|v|6
= lim

|v|→+∞

(
1

p

|f(v)|p−2f2(v)

|v|6
+

1

12

|f(v)|12

|v|6
− 2

3

)
= 0.

By a similar argument, we can get the second conclusion. □

Lemma 5.7. Suppose that vn ⇀ v0 in H1(R3), then up to a subsequence,

(5.66) Ψ(vn) = Ψ(v0) + Ψ(vn − v0) + on(1).

Proof. On the one hand,

∥∇vn −∇v0∥22 = ∥∇vn∥22 − ∥∇v0∥22 + on(1)

and by Brezis-Lieb Lemma in [49],

∥vn − v0∥66 = ∥vn∥66 − ∥v0∥66 + on(1).

On the other hand, we only need to illustrate that∫
R3

(
H̃(vn − v0)− H̃(vn) + H̃(v0)

)
dx → 0, as n → +∞.

In fact, by Lemma 5.6, for any ε > 0, there exists Cε > 0 such that

(5.67) |h̃(s)| ≤ 2ε|s|+ 6Cε|s|5 , |H̃(s)| ≤ ε|s|2 + Cε|s|6 ∀ s ∈ R.

Take wn := vn − v0, we have wn ⇀ 0 in H1(R3) and wn(x) → 0 a.e. on R3. It follows from
(5.67) that∣∣∣H̃(wn + v0)− H̃(wn)

∣∣∣ ≤ ∫ 1

0

∣∣∣h̃(wn + ζv0)v0

∣∣∣ dζ
≤
∫ 1

0

[
2ε|wn + ζv0||v0|+ 6Cε

(
|wn + ζv0|5|v0|

)]
dζ

≤ C
(
2ε|wn||v0|+ 2ε|v0|2 + 625Cε|wn|5|v0|+ Cε|v0|6

)
.

By Young’s inequality, we have

(5.68)
∣∣∣H̃(wn + v0)− H̃(wn)

∣∣∣ ≤ C
(
ε|wn|2 + Cε|v0|2 + ε|wn|6 + Cε|v0|6

)
.
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Combining (5.67) and (5.68), one has∣∣∣H̃(wn + v0)− H̃(wn)− H̃(v0)
∣∣∣ ≤ C

(
ε|wn|2 + Cε|v0|2 + ε|wn|6 + Cε|v0|6

)
.

Let

𭟋n(x) = max

{ ∣∣∣H̃(wn + v0)− H̃(wn)− H̃(v0)
∣∣∣− Cε

(
|wn|2 + |wn|6

)
, 0

}
.

Then
0 ≤ 𭟋n(x) ≤

(
Cε|v0|2 + Cε|v0|6

)
∈ L1(R3).

Thus by Lebesgue’s dominated convergence theorem, we have∫
R3

𭟋n(x)dx → 0, as n → ∞.

Moreover, by the definition of 𭟋n(x), we get∣∣∣H̃(wn + v0)− H̃(wn)− H̃(v0)
∣∣∣ ≤ Cε

(
|wn|2 + |wn|6

)
+𭟋n(x),

which shows that∣∣∣∣∫
RN

(
H̃(wn + v0)− H̃(wn)− H̃(v0)

)
dx

∣∣∣∣→ 0, as n → ∞.

The proof of this lemma is completed. □

Proof of Theorem 1.4. Let {vn} ⊂ Sa ∩ Λt∗0
be a minimizing sequence of m0(a). By

Lemma 5.3, we have

(5.69) ∥∇vn∥22 < t∗0, ∥f(vn)∥22 = a, Ψ(vn) = m0(a) + on(1) < 0.

To complete the proof of this theorem, we split the proof into several steps.
Let

δ̄ := lim sup
n→∞

sup
y∈R3

∫
B1(y)

|vn|2dx.

Suppose that δ̄ = 0. Then by Lions’ concentration compactness principle, we have that
vn → 0 in Lr(R3) for all r ∈ (2, 6). Thus for any 2 < p < 10

3 and Lemma 2.2, we have

(5.70)

∫
R3

|f(vn)|pdx → 0 as n → ∞.

From (5.69), (5.70) and Sobolev inequality, we get

(5.71)

0 > m0(a) =
1

2
∥∇vn∥22 −

1

p
∥f(vn)∥pp −

1

12
∥f(vn)∥1212 + on(1)

≥ ∥∇v∥22
(
1

2
− 2

3S3
∥∇v∥42

)
+ on(1)

≥ ∥∇v∥22
[
1

2
− 2

3S3
(t∗0)

2

]
+ on(1)

= ∥∇v∥22

[
ρa(t

∗
0) +

Cp
p,3a

6−p
4

p
(t∗0)

3p−10
4

]
+ on(1)

≥ on(1),

which is a contradiction. Thus δ > 0.
Up to a subsequence, there exists a sequence {yn} ⊂ R3 such that∫

B1(yn)
|vn|2dx >

δ

2
.
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Let υ̂n(x) := vn(x + yn). Then there exists υ̂ ∈ H1(R3) \ {0} such that, passing to subse-
quence,

υ̂n ⇀ υ̂ in H1(R3), υ̂n → υ̂ in Lr
loc(R3) for all r ∈ [2, 2∗), υ̂n → υ̂ a.e. on R3.

From (5.69), we deduce that

(5.72) ∥∇υ̂n∥22 < t∗0, 0 < ∥f(υ̂)∥22 ≤ ∥f(υ̂n)∥22 = a, Ψ(υ̂n) = m0(a) + on(1) < 0.

Set w̃n := υ̂n − υ̂. By (5.72) and Lemma 5.7, we know that

(5.73) Ψ(υ̂n) = Ψ(υ̂) + Ψ(w̃n) + on(1),

(5.74) ∥∇υ̂n∥22 = ∥∇υ̂∥22 + ∥∇w̃n∥22 + on(1),

and

(5.75) ∥f(w̃n)∥22 = ∥f(υ̂n)∥22 − ∥f(υ̂)∥22 + on(1) = a− ∥f(υ̂)∥22 + on(1).

Next, we claim that ∥f(w̃n)∥22 → 0 as n → ∞. In fact, let c̄ := ∥f(υ̂)∥22 ≤ a. If c̄ = a,
then the claim holds. Suppose that c̄ < a. In view of (5.74), (5.75) and (5.72), for n large
enough, one has

(5.76) βn := ∥f(w̃n)∥22 ≤ a, ∥∇w̃n∥22 ≤ ∥∇υ̂n∥22 < t∗0.

By (5.76), we have

(5.77) w̃n ∈ Sβn ∩ Λt∗0
, Ψ(w̃n) ≥ m0(βn) := inf

v∈Sβn∩Λt∗0

Ψ(v).

From (5.72), (5.73) and (5.77), we have

(5.78)
m0(a) + on(1) = Ψ(υ̂n) = Ψ(υ̂) + Ψ(w̃n) + on(1)

≥ Ψ(υ̂) +m0(βn) + on(1).

By virtue of (5.78), Lemma 5.5 and (5.75), it follows from the continuity of m0(a) on
a ∈ (0, ã0) that

(5.79) m0(a) ≥ Ψ(υ̂) +m0(a− c̄).

Moreover, by (5.76) and weak lower semi-continuity of norm, we infer that υ̂ ∈ Sc̄ ∩ Λt∗0
.

Thus Ψ(υ̂) ≥ m0(c̄). If Ψ(υ̂) > m0(c̄), then it follows from (5.79) and Lemma 5.4 that

m0(a) > m0(c̄) +m0(a− c̄) ≥ m0(a),

which is a contradiction. Hence m0(c̄) is achieved at υ̂. By Lemma 5.4 with strict inequality,
it follows from (5.79) that

m0(a) ≥ m0(c̄) +m0(a− c̄) > m0(a).

This is a contraction. So ∥f(υ̂)∥22 = a and υ̂ ∈ Sa ∩ Λt∗0
. Thus the claim holds. From the

claim, we infer that ∥f(w̃n)∥pp → 0 as n → ∞ for all 2 < p < 2 + 4
N . Since Ψ(υ̂) ≥ m0(a),
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it follows from (5.72) and (5.73) that

(5.80)

m0(a) + on(1) = Ψ(υ̂n) = Ψ(υ̂) + Ψ(w̃n) + on(1)

≥ m0(a) +
1

2
∥∇w̃n∥22 −

1

p
∥f(w̃n)∥pp −

1

12
∥f(w̃n)∥1212

≥ m0(a) + ∥∇w̃n∥22
(
1

2
− 2

3S3
∥∇w̃n∥42

)
+ on(1)

≥ m0(a) + ∥∇w̃n∥22
[
1

2
− 2

3S3
(t∗0)

2

]
+ on(1)

= m0(a) + ∥∇w̃n∥22

[
ρa(t

∗
0) +

Cp
p,3a

6−p
4

p
(t∗0)

3p−10
4

]
+ on(1),

which implies that ∥∇w̃n∥22 → 0 as n → ∞, which, together with ∥f(w̃n)∥22 → 0 as n → ∞,
implies that ∫

R3

(|∇w̃n|2 + f2(w̃n))dx → 0 as n → ∞.

By (2.13), we have that w̃n → 0 in H1(R3), that is, υ̂n → υ̂ in H1(R3). Hence

∥f(υ̂)∥22 = a, ∥∇υ̂∥22 ≤ t∗0, m0(c̄) = Ψ(υ̂).

From Lemma 5.3, we deduce that ∥∇υ̂∥22 < t∗0. By Corollary 2.4 in [12], we infer that Ψ|′Sa
=

0, which, together with Lagrange’s multiplier rule, implies that the proof is completed. □

6. Ground state normalized solutions with critical exponential growth
and N = 2

In this section, we want to prove the existence of radial ground state normalized solutions
with critical exponential growth in R2. For this we study Ψ(v) on radial space on H1

r (R2).
Since this space can embed compactly in Lr(R2) for all r ∈ (2,+∞), it can help us to recover
the compactness. From this and Palais’ symmetric principle in [49], the critical point in
H1

r (R2) is also the critical point in H1(R2).
Now, we need to establish the following two inequalities. For ζ > ζ0, it follows from (H1)

and (H1) that for any ε > 0, there exists Cε > 0 such that

(6.81) h(t)t ≤ ε|t|6 + Cε|t|6
[
exp (ζt4)− 1

]
and

(6.82) H(t) ≤ ε

4
|t|6 + C̄ε|t|6

[
exp (ζt4)− 1

]
.

To our aim, we first introduce the following lemmas, which are proved via a similar
argument as Lemmas 4.1-4.6.

Lemma 6.1. Let

Ā(t, v) =
1

2

[(
1− t2(1 + 2t2f2(v))

1 + 2f2(v)

)
|∇v|2 − 1− t4

4

(
2 +

4f2(v)

1 + 2f2(v)

)
|∇v|2

]
.

Then for any t > 0 and v ∈ H1
r (R2)\{0}, Ā(t, v) ≥ 0.

Lemma 6.2. Assume that (h3) holds and

B̄(t, v) := −H(f(v)) + t−2H(tf(v)) +
1− t4

4
[h(f(v))f(v)− 2H(f(v))].

Then B̄(t, v) ≥ 0, for any t > 0 and v ∈ H1
r (R2)\{0}.
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Remark 6.1. In Lemma 6.2, by letting t → 0, we can get that

0 < 6H(f(v)) ≤ h(f(v))f(v)

for all v ∈ H1
r (R2).

Lemma 6.3. Assume that (h3) holds. Then

(6.83) Ψ(v) = Ψ(vt) +
1− t4

4
G(v) +

∫
R2

Ā(t, v)dx+

∫
R2

B̄(t, v)dx,

for any t > 0 and v ∈ H1
r (R2).

Lemma 6.4. Assume that (h3) holds. Then

(6.84) Ψ(v) = max
t>0

Ψ(vt), ∀ v ∈ Na.

Lemma 6.5. Assume that (H1) and (h3) hold. Then for any v ∈ Sa, there exists a unique
tv > 0 such that vtv ∈ Na.

Lemma 6.6. Assume that (h3) holds. Then

(6.85) σ∗(a) := inf
v∈Na

Ψ(v) = inf
v∈Sa

max
t>0

Ψ(vt)

Proof. On the one hand, for any v ∈ Na, by Lemma 6.4, we have

Ψ(v) = max
t>0

Ψ(vt),

which implies that

inf
v∈Na

Ψ(v) ≥ inf
v∈Sa

max
t>0

Ψ(vt).

On the other hand, for any v ∈ Sa, by Lemma 6.3, there exists a unique tv > 0 such that
vtv ∈ Na. This shows that for any v ∈ Sa,

max
t>0

Ψ(vt) ≥ Ψ(vtv) ≥ inf
v∈Na

Ψ(v) ⇒ inf
v∈Na

Ψ(v) ≤ inf
v∈Sa

max
t>0

Ψ(vt).

Based on the above two facts, the proof is completed. □

Lemma 6.7. Assume that (H1) and (H1)-(H4) hold. Then
(i) there exists a constant ϱ > 0 such that ∥∇v∥22 ≥ ϱ for any v ∈ Na;
(ii) σ∗(a) := inf

v∈Na

Ψ(v) > 0.

Proof. (i) Suppose, by contradiction, there exists {vn} ⊂ Na such that

(6.86) 0 ≤ ∥∇f(vn)∥22 ≤ ∥∇vn∥22 → 0, as n → ∞.
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Since vn ∈ Na, it follows from G(vn) = 0, (6.81), Lemma 2.1-(8), Lemma 1.3 and (6.86)
that
(6.87)
∥∇f(vn)∥22 ≤ ∥∇vn∥22

≤
∫
R2

[h(f(vn))f(vn)− 2H(f(vn))]dx

≤
∫
R2

h(f(vn))f(vn)dx

≤ ε

∫
R2

|f(vn)|6dx+ Cε

∫
R2

|f(vn)|6
[
exp (ζ|f(vn)|4)− 1

]
dx

≤ ε

∫
R2

|f(vn)|6dx+ Cε

(∫
R2

|f(vn)|12dx
)1/2(∫

R2

[
exp

(
4ζ|vn|2

)
− 1
]
dx

)1/2

≤ ε

∫
R2

|f(vn)|6dx+ CCε

(∫
R2

|f(vn)|12dx
)1/2

.

By Lemma 1.1, for any v ∈ Sa and 2 < p < +∞, we have

(6.88) ∥f(v)∥pp ≤ Cp
p,2∥f(v)∥

2
2∥∇f(v)∥p−2

2 .

From (6.86), (6.87) and (6.88), we have

∥∇f(vn)∥22 ≤ εC6
6,2a∥∇f(vn)∥42 + CCε(C

12
12,2a∥∇f(vn)∥102 )1/2,

which shows that there exists a positive constant ϱ̂ > 0 such that ∥∇f(vn)∥22 ≥ ϱ̂. This
contradicts to (6.86).

(ii) It follows from (H3) that

Ψ(v) = Ψ(v)− 1

6
G(v)

=
1

6
∥∇v∥22 +

1

6
∥∇f(v)∥22 +

1

6

∫
R2

[h(f(v))f(v)− 8H(f(v))] dx

≥ 1

6
ϱ > 0, ∀ v ∈ Na.

From this fact, we know that σ∗(a) > 0. □

Lemma 6.8. Assume that (H1)-(H4) and (h3) hold. Then the function a 7→ σ(a) is con-
tinuous at each a > 0.

Proof. The proof is similar to Lemma 4.7. So we omit it. □

In the following, we shall estimate the level of minimax level with critical growth. To
this aim, for any p > 6, we consider the following auxiliary functional I : Sa → R:

I(v) = 1

2

∫
R2

|∇v|2dx− 1

p

∫
R2

|f(v)|pdx.

By Theorem 1.2, we know that there exist

(v̂a, λ̂a) ∈ Sa × (−∞, 0)

and m∗(a) > 0 such that

I ′(v̂a)− λ̂af(v̂a)f
′(v̂a) = 0

and

m∗(a) = I(v̂a).
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Similar to Lemma 2.3, we know that

(6.89) p

(
1

2

∫
R2

|∇v̂a|2dx−m∗(a)

)
=

∫
R2

|f(v̂a)|pdx

and

(6.90)

∫
R2

|∇v̂a|2dx+

∫
R2

2f2(v̂a)

1 + 2f2(v̂a)
|∇v̂a|2dx =

p− 2

p

∫
R2

|f(v̂a)|pdx.

From (6.89) and (6.90), thus

p− 6

4

∫
R2

|f(v̂a)|pdx+
p

4

∫
R2

|∇f(v̂a)|2dx = pm∗(a),

which shows that

(6.91)

∫
R2

|f(v̂a)|pdx ≤ 4p

p− 6
m∗(a).

In order to get the compactness, we need to get a more precise information about the
mini-max level as follows:

Lemma 6.9. Assume that (H1) and (H2) hold. Then

σ∗(a) <
π

ζ0
.

Proof. By (H2), we have

Ψ((v̂a)t) =
t2

2

∫
R2

1 + 2t2f2(v̂a)

1 + 2f2(v̂a)
|∇v̂a|2dx− t−2

∫
R2

H(tf(v̂a))dx

≤ t2

2

∫
R2

1

1 + 2f2(v̂a)
|∇v̂a|2dx+

t4

2

∫
R2

2f2(v̂a)

1 + 2f2(v̂a)
|∇v̂a|2dx− ξtp−2

∫
R2

|f(v̂a)|pdx.

Let

Υ(t) =
t2

2

∫
R2

1

1 + 2f2(v̂a)
|∇v̂a|2dx+

t4

2

∫
R2

2f2(v̂a)

1 + 2f2(v̂a)
|∇v̂a|2dx− ξtp−2

∫
R2

|f(v̂a)|pdx.

Then Υ(t) → 0 as t → 0+ and Υ(t) → −∞ as t → +∞, since p > 6. If

ξ >

∫
R2 |∇v̂a|2dx

2
∫
R2 |f(v̂a)|pdx

,

then Υ(1) < 0 and the maximum value of Υ(t) can be obtained on [0, 1]. Thus by (6.90)
and (6.91), one has

max
t≥0

Υ(t) ≤ max
t∈[0,1]

[
t2

2

∫
R2

|∇v̂a|2dx− ξtp−2

∫
R2

|f(v̂a)|pdx
]

≤ max
t∈[0,1]

[
(p− 2)t2

2p
− ξtp−2

] ∫
R2

|f(v̂a)|pdx

≤ 4p

p− 6
m∗(a) max

t∈[0,1]

[
(p− 2)t2

2p
− ξtp−2

]
:=

4p

p− 6
m∗(a) max

t∈[0,1]
Λ(t).

By a simple computation, we get

Λmax = Λ

[(
1

pξ

) 1
p−4

]
=

p− 4

2p

(
1

pξ

) 2
p−4

.
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This shows that

max
t≥0

Υ(t) ≤ 2(p− 4)

p− 6

(
1

pξ

) 2
p−4

m∗(a) → 0 as ξ → +∞.

Thus if

ξ > ξ∗ = max

{
1

p

[
2ξ0(p− 4)m∗(a)

π(p− 6)

] p−4
2

,

∫
R2 |∇v̂a|2dx

2
∫
R2 |f(v̂a)|pdx

}
,

then by (6.85), we get

σ∗(a) <
π

ζ0
.

The proof is completed. □

Lemma 6.10. Assume that (H1)-(H4) and (h3) hold. Then
(i) the function a 7→ σ∗(a) is nonincreasing on (0,+∞);
(ii) σ∗(a) > σ∗(ã) for all ã > a, if σ∗(a) is achieved;
(iii) σ∗(a) is achieved.

Proof. The proof of (i) and (ii) is similar to Lemma 4.7. We only need to prove (iii). From
Lemma 6.7 and Lemma 6.5, we have Na ̸= ∅ and σ∗(a) > 0. Assume that {vn} ⊂ Na such
that Ψ(vn) → σ∗(a). Similar to the proof of Lemma 6.7, it follows from G(vn) = 0 and
Ψ(vn) → σ∗(a) that {∥∇vn∥22} is bounded. By Lemma 2.2(iv), up to a subsequence, there
exists v0 ∈ H1(RN ) such that vn ⇀ v0 in H1

r (R2), vn → v0 in Lr(RN ) for all r ∈ (2,+∞),
and then vn → v0 a.e. on RN and so f(vn) → f(v0) in Lr̃(RN ) for all r̃ ∈ (2,+∞). Now,
we show that v0 ̸= 0. Suppose that v0 = 0. By (H3) and (H4), we deduce that, for any
τ̃ > 0, there exists Rτ̃ > 0 such that

(6.92) 0 < τ̃H(t) ≤ th(t), ∀ |t| ≥ Rτ̃ .

By Lemma 6.7, Ψ(vn) → σ∗(a), (H3), (6.92) with τ̃ = 10 and (H3), we infer that
(6.93)

σ∗(a) + on(1) = Ψ(vn)−
1

6
G(vn)

=
1

6
∥∇vn∥22 +

1

6
∥∇f(vn)∥22 +

1

6

∫
R2

[h(f(vn))f(vn)− 8H(f(vn))] dx

=
1

6
∥∇vn∥22 +

1

6
∥∇f(vn)∥22 +

1

6

∫
|f(vn)|≤R10

[h(f(vn))f(vn)− 8H(f(vn))] dx

+
1

6

∫
|f(vn)|≥R10

[h(f(vn))f(vn)− 8H(f(vn))] dx

≥ 1

6
∥∇vn∥22 +

1

6
∥∇f(vn)∥22 +

1

30

∫
|f(vn)|≥R10

h(f(vn))f(vn)dx.

From (H1), there exists C > 0 such that

(6.94) 0 ≤ 1

6

∫
|f(vn)|≤R10

[h(f(vn))f(vn)− 8H(f(vn))] dx ≤ C

∫
R2

|f(vn)|6dx ≤ C.

It follows from (6.93) and (6.94) that there is a constant C > 0 such that

(6.95)

∫
R2

h(f(vn))f(vn)dx ≤ C.
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For any ε ∈ (0, L0), if we choose Bε > max
{
L0C
ε , t0

}
, then it follows from (H4), (6.94) and

(6.95) that

(6.96)

∫
|f(vn)|≥Bε

H(f(vn))dx ≤ L0

∫
|f(vn)|≥Bε

|h(f(vn))|dx

≤ L0

Bε

∫
|f(vn)|≥Bε

h(f(vn))f(vn)dx

< ε.

By (H1) and (H1), there exists Cε > 0 such that

(6.97)

∫
|f(vn)|≤Bε

H(f(vn))dx ≤ Cε

∫
R2

|f(vn)|6dx = on(1).

In view of (6.96) and (6.97), we have

(6.98)

∫
R2

H(f(vn))dx = on(1)

By using Ψ(vn) → σ∗(a) again, we have

(6.99) ∥∇vn∥22 = 2Ψ(vn) + 2

∫
R2

H(f(vn))dx = 2σ∗(a) + on(1).

Similar to (6.97), we have

(6.100)

∫
|f(vn)|≤1

h(f(vn))f(vn)dx ≤ C

∫
R2

|f(vn)|6dx = on(1).

By Lemma 6.9 and (6.99), for any a > 0, there exists ϵ̂ > 0 such that

(6.101) ∥∇vn∥22 ≤
2π(1− 3ϵ̂)

ζ0
<

2π

ζ0
for large n.

Moreover, for above ϵ̂ > 0, we can choose q ∈ (1, 2) such that

(6.102)
(1 + ϵ̂)(1− 3ϵ̂)q

1− ϵ̂
< 1,

and by (H1), one has

(6.103) |h(f(vn))|q ≤ C
[
exp(ζ0(1 + ϵ̂)q|f(vn)|4)− 1

]
, for |f(vn)| ≥ 1.

From Hölder inequality, Lemma 2.1-(8) and (6.101)-(6.103), we get
(6.104)∣∣∣∣∣
∫
|f(vn)|≥1

h(f(vn))f(vn)dx

∣∣∣∣∣ ≤
(∫

|f(vn)|≥1
|h(f(vn))|qdx

) 1
q

∥f(vn)∥ q
q−1

≤ C

(∫
|f(vn)|≥1

[
exp(2ζ0(1 + ϵ̂)q|vn|2)− 1

]
dx

) 1
q

∥f(vn)∥ q
q−1

≤ C∥f(vn)∥ q
q−1

= on(1).

Then it follows from (6.100), (6.104) and (6.98) that∫
R2

[h(f(vn))f(vn)− 2H(f(vn))]dx → 0 as n → ∞,

which, together with G(vn) = 0, imply that∫
R2

|∇vn|2dx+

∫
R2

2f2(vn)

1 + 2f2(vn)
|∇vn|2dx → 0 as n → ∞.
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Based on these facts, we infer that Ψ(vn) → 0. This contradicts σ∗(a) > 0. So v0 ̸= 0.
Now, we claim G(v0) ≤ 0. In fact, since G(vn) = 0, by Fatou’s lemma, we get this claim.

Since v0 ̸= 0 and a0 := ∥f(v0)∥22 ≤ lim inf
n→∞

∥f(vn)∥22 = a, by Lemma 6.5, there exists

t̄0 > 0 such that (v0)t̄0 ∈ Na0 . In view of Remark 6.1 and Lemma 6.3, we have

σ∗(a) = lim inf
n→∞

[
Ψ(vn)−

1

4
G(vn)

]
= lim inf

n→∞

{
1

4
∥∇f(vn)∥22 +

1

4

∫
R2

[h(f(vn))f(vn)− 6H(f(vn))] dx

}
≥ 1

4
∥∇f(v0)∥22 +

1

4

∫
R2

[h(f(v0))f(v0)− 6H(f(v0))] dx

= Ψ(v0)−
1

4
G(v0)

≥ Ψ((v0)t̄0)−
t̄40
4
G(v0)

≥ σ∗(a0) ≥ σ∗(a),

since a0 ≤ a. Thus Ψ(v̄0) = σ∗(a) = σ∗(a0), G(v0) = 0, and a0 = ∥f(v0)∥22. In addition, if
a0 < a, then it follows from (ii) that σ∗(a) < σ∗(a0), which is a contradiction. This shows
that a0 = a. Thus σ∗(a) is achieved. □

Proof of Theorem 1.5. By Lemma 6.10 and a similar argument as Lemma 4.8, we can
complete the proof. □
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