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ANOTHER LOOK AT QUASILINEAR SCHRODINGER EQUATIONS
WITH PRESCRIBED MASS VIA DUAL METHOD

JIANHUA CHEN, VICENTIU D. RADULESCU, JIJIANG SUN, AND JIAN ZHANG

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

—Au— A@W?)u = h(u) + Au, z € RY,

under the mass constraint
2
|u|“dz = a,
RN

where N > 2, a > 0 is a given mass, A 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

—Av = h(f(v)f'(v) + Af(v) f'(v), z € R,

[, )P =a.

To address the challenge posed by the L?-norm ||f(v)||3 not necessarily equaling a, we
introduce a novel stretching mapping;:

ve(@) = f (V2 f (v(t))).

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 L?-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 Schrodinger equations
via the dual method.

with prescribed mass

1. INTRODUCTION
This article is concerned with the following quasilinear Schrédinger equation
(1.1) —Au— A(w?)u = h(u) + M, € RV,
with the prescribed mass
/ w?dz = a,
RN

where ) 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
Schrodinger equation has been considered

(1.2) 10z = —Az + W(x)z — k(x, |2]) — Al(|2]*)I'(]2]?)z,

where z : R x RY — C, W : RY — R is a given potential, [ : R - R and k : RY x R — R
are suitable functions. For various types of [, the quasilinear equation of the form (1.1)
has been derived from models of several physical phenomenon. In particular, I(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(¢,z) = 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) —Au—du— Al (v?)u = h(u) = e RV,
Let I(s) = s in (1.3), the following form of quasilinear Schrédinger equation can be obtained
(1.4) —Au—du— A(w)u=h(u) zeRY.

As for X\ 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 Schrodinger equation
(1.1) with a prescribed L?-norm. The study of normalized solutions is strongly motivated
by physical considerations, as the L?-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 (ug, Aq) € K x R to (1.1) such that (ug, \,) satisfies ||u,||3 = a,
where

K= {u € HY(RY) / |Vu|*u?dz < —l—oo} :
RN

Notably, IC 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 Schrodinger equation, we can deduce formally that the Euler-Lagrange functional
is

1 2 2 A 2

Ia(u) == (14 2u”)|Vu|*dz — = u“dr — H(u)dz,

2 JrN 2 JrN RN

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

0 (4} — tim P10 = )

t—0+ t ’

for any ¢ € Cg°(RY).
In contrast to semilinear Schrodinger equation, quasilinear Schrodinger equation possesses
an additional quasilinear term

Z(u):/ u?|Vul?dz,
RN

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:



ANOTHER LOOK AT QUASILINEAR SCHRODINGER EQUATIONS 3

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 Jy. 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 Schrodi-
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 Jo(u)
uES,
where

1
Jo(u) = 2/RN(l + 2u?)|Vul?dz — /RN lulPdx

with 2 < p <4 + + and
S’a:{uelC:/ ]u|2dm:a}.
RN

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) > —oo for 2 < p < 4+ %. Building
on [5], Jeanjean and Luo [28] further demonstrated that m(a) = —occ for p > 4+ +. In the
L?-critical case p =4 + %, they established that:

e No minimizer exists for any a > 0
e There exists a threshold ay € (0,+00) such that m(a) = 0 for a € (0,ay) and
m(a) = —oo for all a > ay.

Consequently, p = 4 + % is commonly referred to as the L?-mass critical exponent for
quasilinear Schrodinger equations. However, the precise expression for ay and the exact
value of m(a) remain unknown. Subsequently, For the L2-critical case p = 4 + %, Ye and
Yu [50] successfully derived a threshold value for ay 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 =23 and 4+ % < p < 2*. They also identified a critical threshold a, > 0 such that

e For N<3and p=4+ %, there exists a ground state solutions when a > a*.

N—2 )N/2

e For N>4andp=4+ %, a ground state exists when a* < a < (m 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 Schrédinger equation (1.1) into a semi-
linear problem of the form:

(1.5) —Av = h(f())f'(0) + A f(0)f'(v), =eRY,
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with the prescribed mass

JRECKEE
R2
where v = f~!(u), and f is defined by

! —;on 00) an = —f(—t) on(—00,0].
f(t)_(1+2f2(t))% [0,00) and f(t) = —f(—t) on(—o0,0]

The corresponding energy functional of (1.5) is given by

W(v) = ;/RN Vo|2dz — /RN H(f(v))da.

Obviously, the functional ¥ is well defined in H'(R") and of class C!(H'(R"),R). Under
this transformation, the original constraint set S, reduce to

Su= {v e H'(RY) : /RN (v 2z = a} .

Key Challenges of the Dual Method:

e While this reformulation simplifies the problem structurally, it introduces a sig-
nificant mathematical obstacle: the constraint S, loses L?-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 Schrédinger 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
2s—N(s—2) N(s—2)

- a4 4
/ |u|8dx§C’f\;s</ ]u|2dx> ' (/ |Vu|2dx> CVue H'(RY),
RN ’ RN RN

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

&={ue L'(RY): Vue L*R")}
with the norm
[ulle = Vullz + [Jull1.

Lemma 1.2. [1] For any N > 2 and t € (2,22%), there is a constant Cn; > 0 depending
on N andt such that

AN—t(N—2) N(t—2)
B . R eI 5\ TN
lu|2de < Cly, |u|dz |Vul|dz , Yuel.
RN " \JRN RN

Remark 1.1. (i) In the Gagliardo-Nirenberg inequalities stated above, the constants Cp ¢
and Cy , are distinct. However, since they serve the same role as multiplicative constants
in our analysis, we will not distinguish between them in subsequent arguments.

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

e For dimensions 2 < N < 3, we only apply Lemma 1.1.
e 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 := ¥/ 2y(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) vi(z) = 2 f(o(ta))),

which enables us to not only recover their results but also establish additional, more com-
prehensive conclusions.
To state the first result, let ®,(v) := ¥(v) with h(f(v)) = |f(v)|P72f(v). Let

F(a) :=1inf{®,(v) : v € S, }.
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|F (a) < 0}
cmd2<p<4+%. Then
(i) if2<p<4d++, then —oo < F (a) <0 for all a > 0;

(i1) if2<p <2+ +, then a. = 0 and [ (a) < 0 is achieved for all a > 0;
(#i7) if 2+ % <p<4+ %, then ax > 0 and the following conclusions hold:
e F(a) =0 is not attained for all a € (0,ax);
e [ (ax) =0 is attained for all 2 + % <p<4+ %;
e [ (ax) =0 is not attained for p =2+ %;
e f(a) <0 is attained for all a € (ax, +00).

(II) Let p=4+ + and

2(N + 1)Q4+4] T
a = R ,
N
where

2 2(y
0 f (fRN |f(U)’2d~’U)N fRN li];f(z()v)Wdex
4 = mn .

N ven (®V)\(0} e lF @) % da

Then Q4+% >0 and

e F(a)=0 for all a € (0,a*];
e [(a) = —oo for all a > a*;
e [ (a) is not attained for all a > 0.

(III) Let 4 + & < p < 22*. Then [ (a) = —oco 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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D a F(a) Existence of the minimizer
(2,24 %) a>0 —o00 < F(a) <0 YES
4 4 ac O,CL* F(a)=0 NO
2+ 5.4+ w) ae<a<*,+o)o) —oo<()F(a)<O YES
2+ 4.4+ %) a = ax F(a)=0 YES
2+ + a = ay F(a)=0 NO
Aq 4 a € (0,a”] F(a)=0 NO
N ac (a*,4+00)| F(a)=—00 NO
(4+ 5,22 a>0 F(a) = —o0 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 2 (ta)

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 + +) and L2-
critical(p = 4 + %) 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 + % < p < 2% in dimensions 2 < N < 3. This leads us to naturally formulate the
following important open questions regarding the L?-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.

(ha) there exist uq, uo € R satisfying

A4+ <y <pp <2, if N=3,
such that
0 < prH(t) < h(t)t < pgH(t), for all t € R\{0}.

(h ) h(t)t72H(t)

WEe= is nondecreasing on (—o00,0) and (0, +00).
3N
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Remark 1.3. It follows from (hy) that

[t|*2H (s) < H(st) < [t|"*H(s), ift e [0,1],
{ [t|M1H(s) < H(st) < |t|*2H(s), ifte[l,+00),

for all s € R. Furthermore, it yields that for any € > 0, there exists C. > 0 such that
(1.7) max{h(t)t, H(t)} < elt|*T~ + C.|t|".
Now, we show two results of this paper as follows:

Theorem 1.2. Assume that (h1)-(hs) and 2 < N < 3 hold. Then for any a > 0, problem
(1.1) has a radial normalized solution (u = f(v),\q) € Sq X (—00,0) such that

U(v) =o(a):= vieI}\f}a U(v),

where
A
N, =3veS,: (ve) =0,.
dt oy
Furthermore, lim o(a) = 400 and lim o(a) =0.
a—0t a—+00

Theorem 1.3. Assume that (h1)-(hs) and p1 > 22* in (he) and N > 2. Then for any
a > 0, problem (1.1) has no solution in S, x (—00,0).

Remark 1.4. (i) While the studies in [27, 50, 52] primarily addressed the L?-subcritical and
critical cases, our work makes significant progress by establishing complete results for the
L?-supercritical quasilinear Schrédinger 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+ % < p < 2% in dimensions 2 < N < 3. Their approach, based on perturbation methods,
examined the minimization problem:

d(a) = inf { Jo(w) : [[ull3 = a, Jjls, (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) = |ulP~2u + |u[*?" ~2u for 2 < p < 2+ & and N = 3. The result is
established as follows:

Theorem 1.4. Assume that N = 3 and 2 < p < 2+ %. Then there exist ag > 0 and
t5 > 0 such that for any a € (0, ag), problem (1.1) has a normalized solution (i = f(0), Aq) €
Sy X (—00,0) such that

U(0) =mp(a) = vesinrﬁA U(v),
a tﬁ
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where

Api={ve HYR?) : |V < 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 B > 0 and u € H*(R?), then

/IRQ (efBUQ—l) dx < oo.

(ii) If u € HY(R?), [|[Vull3 <1, |lulla £ M < 0o and B < 4x, then there exists a constant
C(M,B) > 0, which only depends on M and (3, such that

/R 2 (65“2 — 1) de < C(M, B).

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 Schrodinger equations:
(H1) h € C(R%,R) and there exists (o > 0 such that
|A(t)]
——=— =0, forall >
|t|—>+o00 exp ((t4) ¢>Go

" )
=00 exp (t)
Furthermore, we also give some another assumptions on h:
(Hy) h(t) = o(t) as t — 0;
(H2) there exist p > 6 and

= +4o00, forall (< (p.

p—4

. 1[2%(p—9m*(a)] > e [Vou[’de
eoe _max{p{ m(p — 6) ’2fR2|f(@a)|pdx}

such that

H(t) > €, VieR,
where 0, and m*(a) are given in Section 4;
(H3) for all t € R\{0}, 0 < 8H (t) < th(t);
(Hy) there exist Ly > 0 and to > 0 such that

H(t) < Lolh(t)l, 1] > to.

Theorem 1.5. Assume that (H1), (H1)-(Hy4), (hs) and N = 2 hold. Then for all a > 0,
problem (1.1) has a radial normalized solution (ug = f(vg), A\g) € Sq X (—00,0) such that

(o) = o*(a) == inf U(o)

where
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Remark 1.5. (i) The technical conditions (Hs) and (Hy) 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.

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

(7i1) Existing works [18, 15, 16, 19, 42] on planar quasilinear Schrédinger 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 Schrodinger equations with critical exponential nonlinearities.

The study of quasilinear Schrodinger 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

/ (1+ u?) |Vul*dz
R2

is no meaningful in H'(R"), creating fundamental obstacles for direct variational
approaches in H'(RN).

(B) Mass constraint preservation:
The L?-norm || f(v)||3 may be equal to a given number and requiring novel ana-
lytical techniques;

(C) Variational framework complications:
The presence of the undetermined Lagrange multiplier A invalidates conventional
approaches using the Nehari manifold method.

(D) Energy functional behavior:
The combination of L?-supercritical growth and planar critical exponential growth
in A 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 S,.

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 H*(R"), 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:

iy (x) ==tV 0 (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 L?-norm. Note that the similar stretching transformation

b= fHEf(0(t )

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 S, for L?-supercritical conditions on h and X is a unknown La-
grange multiplier. Hence the constraint set S, and Nehari manifold method are no longer
applicable for handling such problems. To overcome these obstacles, by the stretching v,
we define a new constraint set

S, = {v € HY(RY) : /RN |f(v)2dz = a}

and a new L2-Pohazaev manifold
_ 0} ,
t=1

N, = {U €S,
which can be used to prove that ¥ is bounded from below on N,. Some ideas of the proof
mainly come from [9, 10, 26, 29].

As for the difficulty (E), by using a critical point obtained for ®, 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].

d\If(’Ut)
dt

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

(79) 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:

e The complex nonlinear stretching v;(z) := f~1(tV/2f(v(tx))) breaks key homogene-
ity properties;

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

e 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 Schrodinger equations. Our work suggests several important
directions for future research:

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

e Can the current technical limitations be overcome?
e 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:

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

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

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

While our current work resolves several fundamental questions, the study of normalized
solutions for quasilinear Schrodinger 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:
e X is a Banach Space and X* denotes the dual space of X.
e For any z € RY and R > 0, Bg(z) := {z € RV : [z — 2| < R}.
e N denotes the positive integer set.
e LI(RY) denotes the Lebesgue space with the norm
1

q
ku:(/ wmu),
]RN

2*:{ 2N i N > 3,

for ¢ € [1,+00).

N=2>
oo, fN=1,2.

e (' denote various positive constants which may vary from line to line.
e Let
H'RY) = {ue L*RY) : Vu e L*R")}

with the norm )

Jull = ([ 09 2y )

HYRY) = {ue H'RY) : u(z) = u(|z]) ae. in RV}.

e Define

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~!(u), where f is defined by

1
(2.8) f'(t) = ————— on [0,00) and f(t) = —f(~t) on(—o0,0],
(1+2P()
and then equation (1.1) in form can be transformed into

(2.9) —Av = h(f(0)f' (v) + Af()f'(v), zeRY,
with the prescribed mass
| P =a
RN

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) W(v) = ;/RN VoPde— [ H(70)ds,

on the constraint
Sy = {U e H'(RY): / |f(v)2dz = a} .
]RN

It is easy to check that ¥ € C'(H'(RY),R). We also know that if v is a critical point of
the functional ¥ on S,, then u = f(v) is a critical point of the functional J on S,. By this
fact and Lagrange’s Multiplier rule, there exists A\, > 0 such that (v, \,) is a solution of
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(2.9), that is, (u, Ag) := (f(v), Ag) 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

t? 1+ 2tV f2(v) N N/
(2.11) V() = 5 /RN HQ—W|VU|2dm —t /RN H(N2 f(v))da

By %(:t)hﬂ = 0, it follows that

_ N 2f%(v)
Gw):= /RN |Vo|2dx + Q/RN sz(v)|V0|2dzx
N

=5 [ W(f(@)f(v) = 2H(f(v)]dz = 0.
]RN

(2.12)

Define
Ny ={ves8, :Gv)=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:
( ) [ is uniquely defined, C*° and invertible;

2) ') <1 for allt € R;

lf(@)] < |t| for allt € R;

f)/t =1 ast—0;

f)/VE— 21 ast — +00;

f@)/2 <tf'(t) < f(t) for all t > 0;

FA0) /2 <tf(t)f () < f2(t) for all t > 0;

)| < 2Y4t[Y2 for all t € R;

ere exists a positive constant C' such that

f
th

NN AN N /\/\/\
© 0 1 O Ot = W
— N \_/\_/\_/

Cltl, it <1,
>
'f“)'-{ Cltlb, if ] > 1

(10) IfF (&) f' ()] < 1/v2 for all t € R.

Lemma 2.2. (i) For any v € H'(RY), there holds f(v) € H*(RYN).
(i) The mapping v+ f(v) from H'(RY) into LY(RY) is continuous for q € [2,22*].
(iii) The mapping v — f(v) from HY(RN) into H*(RY) is continuous.
(iv) There exists C > 0 such that

(2.13) [ 9P + 5@ Py = Ol voe H@Y)
RN

Proof. (i) For any v € H'(R"), by Lemma 2.1-(3), we have that
()] < /RN (\VU\Q + fQ(U)) dz < ||lv||* < +oo.

(i) Now, we only need to prove that if v, — v in H'(RY), then f(v,) — f(v) in LY(RY)
for ¢ € [2,2*]. In fact, since v, — v in H'(RY), we conclude that a”” — 88; in L2(RY) for

i=1,2,...,N. From Lemma A.1 in [49], up to a subsequences, there exists L; € L?(RY)
such that ‘%’z < Li(z)a.e. on RN fori=1,2,..., N. Thus

ovy,

ovy,
") o 0x;

8%1'

< < Li(z)a.e. on RV,

(v
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Moreover,

ov,, ;L\ OV

a.e. on RV,

f'(vn)

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

97(vn) — of () a.e. on RY,
fori=1,2,...,N. By the Lebesgue’s dominated convergence theorem, we have
(2.14) IVf(vn) = Vf(©)ll2 = 0.

In addition, by Lagrange Mean Value Theorem, there exists 6§ € (0,1) such that
(215) [ 7o) = F)Pds = [ 10+ 60, = o) fen — oPde < o~ ol 0.
RN RN

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

1 (vn) = f()II7 < CIIVF(va) = V@3 + Cllf (vn) = f(v)[I3 — 0, for all ¢ € [2,27],

which, together with Young’s inequality, we can get the results.
(iii) Suppose that v, — v in H*(R?), similar to (2.14) and (2.15), then we also know
that

IV (vn) =V f(@)]2 =0

and
[ 1)~ f@)Pdz .
RN
as n — oo.
(7v) In fact, this result has been proved by Step 2 of Theorem 2.1 in [48]. So we omit it.
The proof is completed. O

Lemma 2.3. Any critical point v of [  satisfies G(v) = 0.
Proof. By Lagrange’s Multiplier rule, there exists A € R such that

(2.16) T (v) — Af(v)f/(v) =0 in (H'(RV))".

In (2.16) testing with f'((?)’ we have

2 2/*(v) 2 2 _
(2.17) /RN |Vl d:E—l—/RN mwm dx—)\/RN |f(v)] dx—/RN h(f(v))f(v)dx = 0.
Since v is a solution of
—Av = Af(v)f'(v) = h(f(v)) f'(v),
it follows that v satisfies the following equality:
N -2 9 N 9 B
(2.18) —5 /RN |Vo|“dz — 2)\/RN |f(v)|*de — N . H(f(v))dz = 0.

Combining (2.17) with (2.18), we have G(v) = 0. O
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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 L?-norm
unchanged, to study minimization problem on S, with N > 2.

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

(i) —00 < F(a) <0 for alla> 0 and ®,, is coercive on S,; in addition, if 2 <p < 2+ +,
then F(a) < 0 for all a > 0; moreover, if 2+ & < p < 4+ 4, then F(a) =0 fora >0
small enough;

(73) the following sub-additivity inequality:

F(a1) < F(a2) + F (a1 —a2) for all as € (0,a1)

holds and the mapping a — F (a) is nonincreasing on (0,400); furthermore, if F (a2) or
F (a1 — ag) can be attained, then

(3.19) F(a1) < F(a2) 4+ F (a1 — ag) for all as € (0,a1);
(791) the mapping a — F (a) is continuous on (0, +00).

Proof. (i) For any v € H'(RY), from Lemma 2.1-(10), we can infer that

(3.20) IVF2()I3 < 2/|Vol3 and [V f(0)]3 < [IVol3.
For any v € S,, it follows from Lemma 1.2 and (3.20) that

1 2 ONp o por g S S e
p(v) 2 3lIVollz = =PIV IF @),
(3:21) p 2% (p—2)N
1 AN—(N-2)p (=2)N
2 5IVelld = = a2 Ve, T

which implies that f (a) > —oco and @, is coercive on S, since 2 < p < 4+ 4. From (2.11),

we get
t2 1+ 2tN f2(v) o o t
@ = — B — d —
) 2/sz Tree) T T

Thus f (a) < lim ®,(v;) = 0 for all a > 0.
t—0+

N(p—2)

|l

If 2 < p < 2+ %, then there exists o > 0 small enough such that ®,(vy,) < 0. Hence
F(a) < ®p(vyy) <Oforalla>0and2<p <2+ 4.

If2+ % <p<4+4, by (3.21), ®y(v) > 0 for all v € S, and a sufficiently small. For any
fixed v € S,, since ®p(v¢) — 0 as t — 0T, this leads to F (a) = 0 for a > 0 small enough.

(73) For any fixed a > 0, we can choose {v,} C S, such that ®,(v,) = F (a) < 0. Set

Up(x) = vy (of%x> , for any o > 1.
By a simple calculation, we get that

_ _ _ _2
(322) |[f(@a)l3 = allf(wa)ll3 = aa, [f(@a)ll} = alf(wa)llh, [VEall3 =o' 7| V|3
Hence it follows from (3.22) and « > 1 that
F(aa) < @y(v,)
1 2 1
o |50 N[ Vunll3 - I ()l
< ady(vy) = af (a) + on(1).

(3.23)
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Thus F (aa) < af (a) < F(a) for any o > 1 and any a > 0, which implies that the first
part of (i) holds. Now, we only need to prove the second part of this item. If f (az) or
F (a1 — ag) can be attained at v, then we choose v, = v in (3.23), and so

(3.24) F (aa2) < afF (a2) or F (a(ar —a2)) < afF (a1 — a2) for any a > 1.
It follows from (3.24) and the monotonicity of F (a) that

F(ay) = 01— 02 ( a (@ —a2)> i %F <<11a2>
1

ai a; — a2 a2

ay a1 — az

<“_@F< “ Gn—@O+FWﬂ

< F (CL1 - ag) + F(ag) for all as € (0,&1),

F(ay) = -ty < = (a1 — a2)> + 2 <ala2>

ay a; — a9 ai a2

or

<FW1aﬂ+@F<m@)
al as

< F (a1 —a2) + F (az) for all ag € (0,a1).

(7i7) Let {a,} C (0,400) such that a, — a as n — oo. Since [ (a) < 0 for all a > 0, if
ap < a, then it follows from (i) that for any ¢ > 0,
(3.25) F(a) <F(a—ap)+F(an) <F(an) +e.
If a, > a, we can choose a sequence {v,} C S,, such that ®,(v,) < F(an) + % < %
By (3.21), we have that {||Vv,||3} is bounded. By (3.20) and Lemma 1.2, we know that
{Ilf(vn)|I5} is bounded. Moreover, let @, (z) := f~! ( ﬁf(vn(:c))) Then @, € S,. From
(2.10), we get

F(a) < @p(wn) = @p(vn) + [Pp(wn) — Pp(vn)]

a _ a 2 (v,
RSN

(3.26) ( g)p_l

an

AN v,)|Pdz
S— [ 1w

(
Combining (3.25) and (3.26), for any € > 0, we have
(3.27) F(a) < F(ap)+on(1) +e.
Moreover, for the above € > 0, there exists v € S, such that
(3.28) O,(v) < F(a) +e.

Set wy(z) = f1 (\/2 f(v)). Then wy, € S,,. Since Pp(wy) — Pp(v) as n — oo, it follows
from (3.28) that

(3:29) F(an) < @p(wn) = Bp(v) + [p(wn) — Pp(v)] = Pp(v) + 0n(1) <[ (a) + & + 0n(1).

By (3.27), (3.29) and the arbitrariness of ¢ > 0, we deduce that F (a,) — F (a) as n — oo.
The proof is completed. O

Lemma 3.2. Suppose that 2 <p < 2+ %. Then F (a) < 0 is achieved for all a > 0.
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Proof. Tt follows from 2 < p < 2 + + and Lemma 3.1(i) that f (a) < 0 for all @ > 0. Next,
we show that f (a) is achieved. Indeed, let {v,} C S, such that ®,(v,) — F (a). Since @, is
coercive on S,, this shows that {||Vv,||3} is bounded. Thus it follows from Lemma 2.2(iv)
that {v,} is bounded in H*(RY).

Claim:

0 :=limsup sup / |vn[2dz > 0.
Bi(y)

n—00 ycRN

If § = 0, by Lions’ concentration compactness principle as [49], we have that v, — 0 in
L"(RN) with 7 € (2,2*) and thus f(v,) — 0in L7(RY) for all 7 € (2,22*). Then

1
0< lim — (/ |an|2dx> =F(a) <0.
n—o0 2 RN

This is a contradiction. This shows that § > 0.
Going if necessary to a following point, there exists a sequence {y,} C RY such that

/ o, |2 dz > é
Bl(yn) 2

Let vy (x) := vp(z + yp). Then

/ |0, |2da > é
B1(0) 2

Up to a subsequence, there exists 9y € H'(R™)\{0} such that
(3.30) ¥, — 9o in HY(RY), 0, — @ in L} (RY) for all r € (2,2%), &, — 7y a.e. on RY,

By the weaker semi-continuous of the norm, we get || f(%o)||3 < liminf || f(9,,)|% = a. Next,
n—oo

we claim that || f(79)||3 = a. In fact, by a contradiction, we assume that b := || f(70)|3 < a,
where b > 0. Let w,, := v,, — 9. Now, we first show that

(3.31) 1F (@) 13 = 11 (wa)l3 = £ (@) 13 + on(1)

and

(3.32) D, (0p) — Pp(wy) = Pp(00) + 0p(1).

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

1
£200) = (i o) = Pi0)| = |- [ 572G~ tiye = )

(3.33) _

1
2/ f (@, — t00) f' (0, — tg)Todt — f2(Do)
0

< E‘f)nP + M5|1~)0‘2.

Set
15 () == max {| f*(tn) — f* (0 — Do) — f*(%0)| — €|@n|*,0} .
Then £(z) — 0 a.e. on RY and 0 < [5(x) < M.|%o|?> € LY(RY). Thus by Lebesgue’s
dominated convergence theorem, (3.30) and (3.33), we have that [py 15 (z)dz — 0asn — oo.
Furthermore, by the definition of [§ (x), we get (3.31). Similar to the proof of (3.31), we can
also get (3.32).
From (3.31), we have ¢, := || f(wp)||3 — a — b as n — co. By (3.32), one has

F(a) = ®p(wn) + ®p(o) + 0n(1) = F (cn) + Bp(T0) + 0n(1)-
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Since ®,(0g) > F (b), suppose that ®,(0y) > F (b), by the fact that F (a) is continuous on
(0, +00) and Lemma 3.1(ii), we get
(3.34) F(a)>F(a—0b)+®,(00) > F(a—0b)+ F(b) > F (a).

This is a contradiction. Thus ®,(09) = F (b) and so F (b) is achieved at 7p. Arguing as
(3.34), we also get a contradiction and so || f(70)||3 = a?. This shows that f(#, — ) — 0 in
L*(RY). By Hélder inequality, for any 7 € (2,22,), we get that f(9, — @) — 0 in L™(RY)

and
/ (Tp)|"d —>/ (Do)|"d

as n — 0o, where the second limit needs to use

1 @)ll7 = 1 (@ = Bo)ll7 = Il (Do) I} + 0n(1).
Hence ®,(7p) < hnr_l> inf ®,(0,) = F (a), by the weak semi-continuity of the norm. Since
Ug € Sq, it follows that ®,(0g) = F (a). O

Let
a, = inf {a > O|F (a) <0} .

Lemma 3.3. Suppose that 2 + % <p<4d+ %. Then
(1) ax >0, F(a) =0 for any a € (0,as] and F (a) <0 for all a € (ax, +0);
(73) F (a) = 0 is not attained for any a € (0,ay);
(i11) F (ax) = 0 is attained for 2+ & < p <4+ +;
(iv) F (as) = 0 is not attained for p =2+ +.

Proof. (i) Let v € 81 be fixed. Set
v (z) = U(CL—%J/‘).

Then || f(v*)||3 = a||f(v)||3 = a. From this, we infer that

alf% a
2,0 = / ]Vv|2da;—/ 1f(v) P,
RN P JrN

This show that ®,(v*) — —oo as a — +oo. Thus there exists ap > 0 large enough such
that F (ap) < 0. Thus, in view of Lemma 3.1(i), we get a, > 0. Moreover, using Lemma
3.1(ii)-(iii), we conclude that f (a) = 0 for any 0 < a < a, and F (a) < 0 for all a € (a, +00).

(74) Suppose by contradiction, there exists ag € (0, a) such that F (agp) = 0 is achieved
at v € Sg,. Then from this and (3.23), we have

0=F(as)=F <a*ao> < 2F (ag) = 0,

ag ao

which is contradiction.

(i) Let an = ay + . It follows from (i) that F (a,) < 0. Since a, > a*, we can suppose
that there exists {v,} C S, such that F (a,) = ®,(v,) < 0 for all n. By Lemma 3.1(iii),
we have that F (a,) — F (ax) = 0 as n — oo. From Lemma 3.1(i), we know that {||Vuv,||3}
is bounded and thus it follows from Lemma 2.2(iv) that {v,} is bounded in H'(RY). Set

§ := limsup sup / v, |2de.
Bi(y)

n—oo yeRN

If § = 0, then it follows from Lions’ Lemma in [49] that v,, — 0 in L*(RY) for all s € (2,2*).
Thus

/ |f(vn)|°de — 0, as n — oo.
RN
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Hence

1
0=F(a.) = lim F(an) =5 lim | Voy,|[3.

n—o0

Case 1: 2+ % <p<2%(2< N <3). For2+ % < p < 2%, we deduce from the Sobolev
inequality that

1 ) aN-(N-2)p (N-2)(p-2)
Cp(vn) 2 SlIVoallz = (wa)llz = 1F (n)lla-
1 2N—(N=2)p Np=2)
25\\anH§—Ca T [Voally
1 2N —(N—2) N(p—2)—-4
~ Vel (5 - 0o L, )

>0 for n large enough.

This is a contradiction.
Case 2: 2* <p <4+ (N >4). Motivated by [52], set

T: { Un, lf ‘U’n‘ STv
n

v +T, if not,

where T > 0 is a parameter. Obviously, |vl| < |v,| and |Vuvl| < |Vu,|. Moreover, by
Lagrange multipliers’ multipliers rule, there exists A, € R such that

(3.35) —Avy, = A f () ' (0n) = [ () P72 F (0n) [ (0n)-
From the fact that F (a,) = ®,(v,) < 0 and (2.18), we know that

1 1

An
Flan) = By(o0) = (5 = 57 ) 190l + 1@ B

which shows that A, < 0. In (3.35) testing with [v]|™0~"v] where rq = 2*, r = &, for fixed
n, letting T" — +oo, it follows from Lemma 2.1 that

Vo V(o2 e < / [f (o) P72 (0a) ' () o™ dae
RN RN
< C'/ |on|" Jop |0 "dx
RN
< C/ lun|¥ da < C.
RN
This implies that

C= [ VuV(op™ ™ de = (ro —r + 1)/ |V, 200" dz

RN RN
dro—r+1) / ro—r+2 |2
2D v, 2| d
(ro—r+2)2 Jon | " v
N 04(7‘0 —r+1) / ro=r+2 |10 . 2/ro
- ¢ v x :
T (ro—r+2)? ey | "

Let ry := % Then r1 > 7 and {v,} is bounded in L™ (R"). By a similar argument
as the above, setting r; = M and testing with [vl]" "o in (3.35), it follows from
the iterating that {v,} is bounded in L¢(RY) for all ¢ > 2*. By Sobolev inequality and
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Hoélder inequality, we have

1 (w2 < CIV F (o) [ 7PILf (o) |5 77
< Vol £ (wa) | 7P
4N —p

< L .
L

Thus 7p > 2 and

®p(vn)

v

1
SIVonll3 = ClIVon[|™

1
= ||Vunl|3 <2 - C||an||7p_2> >0 for n large enough.

This is also a contradiction.

Hence § > 0. Up to subsequence, there exists {y,} C RY and v € H'(R")\{0} such that
Uy 1= vy (2 + yp) = v in HY(RY), v, = vin Lj _for s € [2,2%), v, — v a. e. on RY. Thus
£ @)N3 = |1 f(vn)]l3 = ax and ®,(0,) — F (ax) as n — oo, and so b := || f(v)||3 < a.. Now,
let b < a.. By (3.31), we have that || f(, — v)||3 — a+ — b. From this and (3.32), we get

Flax) = lim @p(Tn) = @p(v) + Sp(Tn — v) + 0n(1) = Sp(v) + F ([ (T — )I[3) + 0n(1).
Since ®,(v) > F (b), assume that ®,(v) > F (b), one has
Flax) = @p(v) + £ (ax = b)F (b) + F (ax —b) = (ax).

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

(1v) Suppose by a contradiction, there exists v, € S,, such that ®,(v,s) = F (ax) = 0. By
Lemma 2.3, we have

N 2f2(v.)
A(ws) = | |Vodz+ — Vo, [’dz — / )|# ¥ de = 0.
(v2) /RN| ol “2/RN1+2f2<v*)' Pz - o) [P da

Based on the above facts, it follows that
1 N 213 (v.
“A(vy) = —— _ 27w
2 4 Jpv 14 2f2(vy)

which is contradiction. O

0=Pp,(vy) — ‘VU*’2d$ <0,

Remark 3.1. For 2 + % <p<4+ %, from Lemma 3.3, as the proof of Lemma 3.2, we
know that F'(a) < 0 can be achieved for all a € (a,, +00).

Lemma 3.4. Suppose that p =4 + % and

[ 1)%;} H
a = )
N
where
) inf (fRN | f(v) ) fRN 1-2+J;f(2v ’VU|2
4 1= n
i+ veH(RN)\{0} IRN |f 7) ’4+N dr

Then Q4+% > 0 and
(i) F (a) =0 for all a € (0,a*];
(i1) F (a) = —oo for all a > a*;
(111) F (a) is not attained for all a > 0.



20 J. CHEN, V.D. RADULESCU, J. SUN, AND J. ZHANG

Proof. By Lemma 1.2 and Lemma 2.1-(10), for any v € H'(R")\{0}, we know that

4rd a4 ~ 212(v)
/RN\f(’U)\ * d$§20N4+ </]RN |f(”)’2d35> /RN1+2f?(v)’vv|2dx’

which shows that @, 4> 0. By the expression of @, 4, we have

a4 2\ ¥ 2f*(v) 2
Qg [ retttass ([ 1repa)” [ 2 vopas

This implies that

2
1 an 2*(v) 2
f)|~vde < / Vo|*dz.
ey 0+ ) @ug Jov Tr2P0) "
Since
N
2(N+1)Q4+4] 2
a* _ N ,
N
s 1 o 1
it follows that 0 < —%——— < s forall 0 < a < a* and —%—— > = for all a > a*.
(4+%)Q4+% -2 (4+% )Q4+% 2

(7) On the one hand, for all 0 < a < a*, we have

2

1 anN
P Dl [
4+%(U) B [2 (4+ %) Q4+i
N

This shows that f (a) > 0. On the other hand, for any ¢ > 0, v € S, and the expression of
v, we have

t2 1+2tN f2(v) _ N 4
P ——————=|Vu|"dx — ¢ +2/ Nd 0
ey =5 [ v [ @[ hdr o,
as t — 07. Thus F (a) <0 and so F (a) = 0.
2
(74) For any a > a*, we have that Q4+ 1+ < 52~ . Thus there exists v € H'(RM)\{0} such
that

] / |Vol2dz >0, forallv € S,.
N

(Jr ‘f(”)‘de) Jov 1+2f2 v)W”Pdw < av
fRN ’f ‘4+Nd$ 2+%
Let o:= /= (A5 /(1)) . Then o € S,. Thus

2 N+2 92(5 \
oy (B) = t/RN V()P + - 5 /RN : +f2}§2@)|vm2dx — N2 /RN |f(0)|* ¥ da

at?

2
) 2da a N+2
EIIC >|12/ Vit +<Hf(v)H%> !

L[ 2 \goog 1 ( a )2/N 4+d
X[z/ﬂwuzﬁ(v)’w e 4+ 5 \If )3 /RN!f(v)\ dz

— —o0, ast — 4o00.

Thus F (a) < 1121 D, (ﬁt) = —oo and so [ (a) = —oo for all a > a*.
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(#i7) To our aim, we only need to prove the case 0 < a < a*. Suppose by a contradiction,

there exist 0 < a < a* and v, € S, such that F (a) = @, 1 (vs). By Lemma 2.3, we have
N
. N +2 .. N 1 ) N+2/ i
A = Ve |“de—— ———— |V, |*dz— tNdr =0.
)= g [ VnPae g [ iV [t s
Based on the above facts, it follows that
1 - N 1
0= - Avy) = Vve|*dz >0
aet(va) = ) = 5 /RN [ 220y Vel de >0,

which is contradiction. O

Lemma 3.5. Suppose that 4 + % < p<22*. Then [ (a) = —oo for all a > 0.

Proof. For 4 + % < p < 22%, it follows that ®,(v;) - —o0 as t — 4o00. Thus F (a) = —oc.
The proof is completed. O

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

4. GROUND STATE NORMALIZED SOLUTIONS WITH GENERAL L?-SUPERCRITICAL GROWTH
AND 2 < N <3

In this part, we will show the existence of ground state normalized solutions with general
L?-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 ¥(v) on radial
space H!(R™). From this and Palais’ symmetric principle in [49], the critical point in
H!(R?) is also the critical point in H'(R?). Next, we give the following lemmas.

Lemma 4.1. Let

1 t2(1 + 2tV f2(v)) 1 — th+2 2N f2(v)
o) =g (1= SR ) - e (2 )

Then for any t >0 and v € H}(RV)\{0}, A(t,v) > 0.

Proof. Since

dA(t,v)

dt
ot 1+ 2tV f2(v) 2NN 2 (v) 2N f2(v)
‘2{‘2< 7 272(0) )'W'Q‘ Lo Vo (“ 1+2f2(v)> 'W'Q}

=t(tN = DIVI(v)P,
it follows that 94 < 0 for all 0 < ¢ < 1, and 9452 > 0 for all £ > 1. Thus A(t,v) > 0,
for any ¢t > 0 and v € H}(RV)\{0}. O

Lemma 4.2. Assume that (hs) holds and

N(1—tV+2)

Blt.v) = —H(f() + N HEN ) + =5

[A(f () f(v) = 2H(f(v))]-

Then B(t,v) >0, for any t >0 and v € H}(RV)\{0}.
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Proof. Since

dB((li, U) _ th_’_l h(tN/Qf(v))tN/Qf(U) - 2H(tN/2f(U))]
NtNJrl
= [M(f () f(v) = 2H(f(v))]
NtNH (NP2 f )N f (v) = 2H(EN2 £ (v)

3+ % £ (o
[f ()P f( )[ 1EN/2 f (v )|3+NtN/2f(v)
(v

h(f(v))f(v) — 2H(f(v))
|F()]P f(v)

it follows that 98¢ < 0 for all 0 < ¢ < 1, and B0 > 0 for all £ > 1, which dues to (h3).
Thus

B(t,v) > B(1,v) =0

for any ¢ > 0 and v € H}(RV)\{0}. O
Lemma 4.3. For anyt >0 and v € H}(RY), there holds
1— tNJrQ
(4.36) U(v) =¥(v) + ————G(v) + A(t,v)dr + / B(t,v)dz.
N +2 RN RN

Proof. By a direct computation, we have
V(v) — ¥ (v)
1 t2 142tV f2(v
=3 [ vePae— [ o= G [ L2
2 RN RN 2 RN 1 + 2f (U)

N H(tN/Qf( ))dz

1—tN+2 2]02 9
_N+2{/R Vel d“”r/ 1+2f21) Vol dx}

_ UN42
. W /R DI ) — 2H (7)) d

1 t2(1 + 2th2(’U)) 1 — ¢N+2 2Nf2(v)
ol (R ) et ey [ (2 ey ) 9

- / H(f@)dz + N [ HEV2f(0))de
RN

RN

|Vo|2dx

N+2
e [ oy - 2w
1— tNJrQ
= Wg(v) + o A(t,v)dx + o B(t,v)dz,

which implies that (4.36) holds for any ¢ > 0 and v € H}(RY). O
Lemma 4.4. Assume that (hs) holds. Then

(4.37) U(v) = max U(v), VYVoveN,.

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

Lemma 4.5. Assume that (hy)-(hs) hold. Then
(i) there exists a constant o > 0 such that |Vv||3 > o for any v € Ng;
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(ii) o(a) := vlerj\f/ U(v) > 0.

Proof. (i) By Lemma 2.2, Lemma 1.2 and Lemma 2.1-(10), for any v € H!(R") and
4+% < p < 22*, we have

p S T =
138 IF @) < Conllf@)lly *7 IVl
( ’ ) N(p—2) 4N—p(N—2) N(p—2)

= P 23 g || V],

Since v € N, it follows from G(v) = 0, (hz), (1.7), (2.8), (2.12) and (4.38) that
(4.39)

Vol < 5 [ @I 0) =2 (70)lda

2
N(p2 —2
< M2=D [ gr(s))ar
2 RN
N(p2 —2
<M=2 [ (@l + ) ao
2 RN
N(HZ _ 2) N(pg—2) 4N—po(N—2) N(po—2) 4t 4 2
< — Cgcﬁj’NQ 2ANFD ¢ 28FD ||Vl Nz 2€C4+%N,NaN vaug .

Since M2-2) - 2, it follows that there exists a constant ¢ > 0 such that

N+2
IVol3 > 0, Vv eN,.

(7i) It follows from (hs) that

2
NG =27 ")

= S T R W2+ —— V) +
e IVl + IV
Ny — 4 — 4N
T 2N(m —2)
From this fact, we know that o(a) > 0. O

U(v) = ¥(v) —

[ G 0) - A )] ds

0>0, YveEN,.

Lemma 4.6. Assume that (hy1)-(hs) hold. Then

(i) for any v € HYRN)\{0}, there exists a unique t, > 0 such that G(v;,) = 0 and
U(vg,) > 0; in addition, if v € S,, then vy, € Ny;

(ii) the mapping v +— t, is continuous in v € H}(RN)\ {0}.

Proof. (i) Let v € HY(R™)\{0} be fixed. Set

2 N r2 v
o(t) : = W(vy) = t/R 1427 7700) G2y — 4N /RN HEN2f(v))da.

2 Jry 142f2(v)
By a simple calculation, we have
_ dg(?)
0= dt
L+ 2tV f2(v) o op o NEVH 2f*(v) 2
= _ d d
(1.40) oo Traray VP T [ VP
=St O [ () )~ 2H (P (0))da
RN

1
= ;g(vt))
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which implies that for v € S,
g(Ut) =0& v € Na.
It follows from Remark 1.3 that g(¢) < 0 for t > 0 enough large and g(¢) > 0 for t > 0 enough
small. Thus max g(t) is achieved at some ¢, > 0 such that d(gi—(tt)\t:tv =0 and ¥(vy,) > 0.
Furthermore, if v € S,, then vy, € Nj,.
Next, we prove the uniqueness. For any given v € H}!(R™)\{0}, there exist t1,t2 > 0

and t1 # to such that vy, v, € Ny. Then G(vy,) = G(vi,) = 0. Therefore, it follows from
Lemmas 4.1-4.3 that

N+2 N+-2
tl — t2

U(vg,) > U(vy,) + (N + 210+ G(ve,) = V(ve,)

and

N+2 N+2
t2 B tl
(N +2)t5+2

This contradiction shows that t; = to. Thus #, > 0 is unique for v € H}(R")\{0} and thus
V(v ) = max U (vy).

(i) To this end, we suppose that there exists {v,} C H}(RY) and vy € H*(RV)\{0}
such that v, — vg in H}(RY). By Lemma 2.1-(3) and (8), there exists C > 0 such that

(vry) > V(g ) + G(vt,) = V().

/ |f(vn)|?dz < C and / |f (o) [F2dx < C.
RN RN
By (i), for any fixed n € N, there exists a unique t,, > 0 such that G((v,)s,,) = 0 and
\Ij((vn)tvn) > 0

Let t,, :=t,,, for any n > 1. Next, we need to show that up to a subsequence t,, — t,, as
n — oo. Now, we first prove that {t¢,} is bounded. We only need to show that the sequence
{t} is bounded from above. Suppose by a contradiction, if up to a subsequence ¢,, — +0o0,
by (i), Fatou’s lemma and Remark 1.3, then

0 < ¥((vn)t,)

12 1+ 2tN £2(vy)
4.41 E— - temJ \Yn) 2 B N/2
(4.41) > Jow 11220 [V, [*dz /RN H(EN2f(v,))dz

— —00, as n — 0o,

which is a contradiction. Thus the sequence {t,} is bounded.

Without loss of generality, we can assume that there exists t* € R such that ¢, — t* as
n — co. Recalling that v, — vg in H'(RY), we can infer that (v,);, — (vo)e in H}(RY).
Since G((vn)t,) = 0 for any n > 1, we deduce that G((vg)+) = 0. By (i), we have t* = t,,
and thus item (i7) holds. O

Lemma 4.7. Assume that (hy)-(hs) hold. Then
(1) the function a — o(a) is continuous at each a > 0;
(i) the function a — o(a) is nonincreasing on (0,400);
(111) o(a) > o(a) for all @ > a, if o(a) is achieved;
(iv) o(a) is achieved.

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

(4.42) limsupo(a,) < o(a).

n—oo
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In fact, for any v € N, we define v, := f~({/% f(v)) € Sq,,. Thus
(@a3) [ (Ve fe)P)de s [ (V0P )P as o o
RN RN
From this, (3.31) and (4.43), we have that v, — v in H}(RY). By Lemma 4.6, we can

conclude that there exists t,, > 0 such that (vy);, € Ny and t,, — t, = 1 as n — oo.
Thus

ton
(vn)tvn — (v)t'u =v ln H;”L(RN)?
as n — 0o. As a consequence, it follows from Lemma 4.6(i) that

limsup o(a,) < limsup ¥((v,)s,, ) = ¥Y(v),
n—oo

n—o0

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

(4.44) liminfo(a,) > o(a).

n—oo
For each n > 1, there exists v, € N, , such that
1
(4.45) U(v,) < o(ap) + e

Since a, — a as n — 00, there exists a constant M > 0 such that |a,| < M for any
n > 1. Similar to the proof of Lemma 4.5(ii), we can show that {||Vv,||3} is bounded, since
p1 >4+ 4. By Lemma 2.2(iv), we have that {7,} is also bounded in H}(R™).

Let
U, := Up, — z | .
(7%

Then {0,} is bounded in H!(RY) and

[ @ =a,
RN
which shows that o, € S,. Thus by Lemma 4.6, Lemmas 4.1-4.3 and (4.45), we get
o(a) < ¥((0n)t,, )
< U((Tn)y, ) + [V ((Bn)is,) — ¥ ((Tn)e,, )|
< \I’(@n) + ‘\I’((@n)tm) - qj((ﬁn)tun)}

< o(an) + % + “I’((@n)tvn) - ‘I'((l_’n)tﬁn”

/ V(s Pl
RN

1 1 e

a N
L O |
o(an) + ~ 13 <an>

IN

_|_

Next, we only need to show that

N-2
N
<a> .
an

It is equivalent to prove that

1

2
2

an

H(f((vn)t,, ))dz — 0 as n — oo.
RN

/ IV (0n)e,, [P +
RN

limsup [|(0n)s,, || < 4o0c.

n—oo
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Recalling that {,,} is bounded in H}(R") and a,, — a as n — 0o, we only to prove that

limsupt;, < +oo. In fact, by contradiction, up to a subsequence, we assume that up to
n—oo

a subsequence, t;, — 400 as n — oo. Recalling that {9, } is bounded in H}(RY), there
exists v € H}(RV)\{0} such that

(4.46) bp — v, a.e. in RY,
Since
U((0n)t,,) = o(a) >0,

by (4.46), we get a contradiction as the same discussion in (4.41).
(7i) Now, we only need to show that for any 0 < a; < ag, there holds

U(ag) S a(al).

In fact, by the definition of o(aq), there exists a sequence {v,} C N, such that
1
(4.47) o(a1) < ¥(v,) <o(ar) + o

Let 6 := o2 € (1,400) and

Thus
2 _ 2 _ 2
| renPde=as, [ VP = [ 9500 P

By Lemma 4.6-(i), there exists ¢, > 0 such that (wy);, € Na,. Thus it follows from § > 1
that

1+ 2tN f2(w,) 0. ) N 22 (wn) ,
Joo Ty Venlln = [ S [ B v

2 26 2 (vn) 2

B 1+ 2tﬁf2(vn) 9
= /RN T2, Vel de

Thus it follows from the above facts, Remark 1.3 and (4.47) that
o(az) < ¥((wn)t,)
th 1+ 26 f*(wn) 2 N N
_ n I )\, 2da — ¢, H(t)? f(wn))d
2 | g WP — Y [ )
t2 1+ 2tN f2 (v, .
2 RN 14+ 2f ('Un> R

<W((oa)s,) + (1-67F5) 6N / H(tY2f(v,))dz
RN

. H (5¥tf¥/2f (’Un)) dz

<W((n)e,) < V(o) < ofar) +

which implies that o(a2) < o(ay), for any 0 < a1 < as.
(i7) Since o(a) is achieved, there exists v € N, such that ¥(v) = o(a). For any a > a,

set € = \/g > 1 and 0 := f*1(5¥f(v(§:1x))). In view of Lemma 4.6, there exists t; > 0
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such that (0);, € Nz. By a simply calculation, we have

[ rorar=a [ vi@Pd= [ (9fe)Pa
and

1+ 2t f2(0) oy o N 22(3) -

/RNHQJIQ(@)WUI d:z:—/RN IVf(0)]"dz + t; /RNHZJ"?@)'VU' dz
2 2t f*(v) 2

B 14 2tY f2(v) .

/]RN].—FQJCQ(’U)’VU| dx

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

o(a) < U((0)e,)

t2 L+ 2t £2(0) _ 5 N N/2 o

2/RN Tf?(@)’v”' dz =1, /RN H(t, " f(0))dx

£ 1+ 2t f2 ) -

2”/RN Wvadx —thgN " H(tévmng(v))dgc
SN (1= Y [ HE 2 (o)

(@) +457 (1€ )/RN (5" f (v))da

V)t) < W(v) = o(a),

which implies that o(a) < o(a), for all @ > a.

(iv) From Lemma 4.5 and Lemma 4.6, we have N, # () and o(a) > 0. Assume that
{vn} C N, such that ¥(v,) — o(a). Similar to the proof of Lemma 4.5, it follows from
G(vy) = 0 and ¥(v,) — o(a) that {||Vv,||3} is bounded. By Lemma 2.2(iv), up to a
subsequence, there exists vg € H}(RY) such that v, — v in H}(RY), v, — vg in L™(RY)
for all # € (2,2%), and then v, — vp a.e. on RY and so f(v,) — f(vo) in L7 (RY) for all
7 € (2,22*). Now, we show that vy # 0. Suppose that vg = 0. Then by Remark 1.3, one
has

[ ) = 2B (s =0 as n - o

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

N 21‘2(1) )
2 n 2
/N |an| dx 5 /N - 2f2<vn)|an| dr —0 as n — oo.

Based on these facts, we infer that ¥(v,) — 0. This contradicts o(a) > 0. So vy # 0. Now,
we claim G(vg) < 0. In fact, since G(v,) = 0, by Fatou’s lemma, we get this claim.
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Since vg # 0 and ag = ||f(v0)]|3 < 11nrr_1>1£fo(vn)||§ = a, by Lemma 4.6, there exists
to > 0 such that (vg)z, € Nyy. In view of Lemmas 4.1-4.3, we have
o(a) = liminf [\P(vn) - Nl+2g(vn)]
N
= lim inf {MHVJC(%)H%
N [ AN + 4
+ s | L (s - B e, e |
N 2
> muvf@oﬂb
+ s | L (roe s - P G e0)) 0
1
= ¥(vo) — mg(%)
TN+2
> W((wo)yy) ~ 4G

> o(ag) = o(a),

since agp < a. Thus ¥(vg) = o(a) = o(ap), G(vo) = 0, and ag = ||f(vo)||3. In addition, if
ap < a, then it follows from (iii) that o(a) < o(ap), which is a contradiction. This shows
that ap = a. Thus o(a) is achieved. O

Lemma 4.8. Assume that (h1)-(hs) hold and V(v) = o(a) with v € N,. Then ¥ is a critical
point of Vs .

Proof. Suppose by contradiction, if W[ (@) # 0, then there exist two constants § > 0 and
0 > 0 such that
vE Sy, v—20| <35= |V (v)] > .

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

(4.48) %E)I} |0y — o] = 0.
Thus for § > 0, there exists é € (0, i) such that
(4.49) t—1| < &= o, — 3| <é.
By Lemma 4.3, one has
(4.50) o(a) =T (0) =¥(ty) + A(t,v)dx + / B(t,0)dz, for all ¢> 0.
RN RN
Thus by Lemma 4.6, there exist T} € (0,1) and T € (1, 00) such that
(4.51) G(or,) >0, G(ip,) <O0.
Let
e min Jon A(T1,0)dz + [pn B(Th,0)dz [pn A(T2,0)da + [pn B(Th,0)dx L
o 4 ’ 4 8
and

L:= B(1,0) NS,
Then it follows from Lemma 2.3 in [49] that there exists a deformation n € C([0, 1] X S4,Sa)
such that
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(i) n(1,v) =v if ¥(v) < o(a) —2¢ or ¥(v) > o(a) + 2¢;
- a)+te C \I,a(a) €
(v) Vv € S
By Lemma 4 4 and U(0;) < ¥ () = o(a) for t > 0, then it follows from (4.49) and (ii) that

(4.52) U(n(1,5;) < ola) —e, Yt>0, [t—1] <&
Moreover, by (iii) and (4.50), we have
U(n(l,7:)) < ¥(t¢) =o(a) — ox A(t,0)dx — /RN B(t,v)dz
(4.53) o(a) — v)dr — v)dz
<oto) = [ A= [ Bod

<o(a)—d1, Vt>0,|t—1]>¢

where

51 = min{/RN [A(l —&,0)+ B(1 - g,@)} dz:,/RN [A(l +£,0)+ B(1 +5,@)} dx} > 0.
Thus it follows from (4.52) and (4.53) that

T(n(1, ) < .
s (n(1,9)) < o(a)

Let T'o(t) :== G(n(1,9:)) for t > 0. By (4.50) and (i), we infer that n(1,9:) = o for t =T}
and t = T, which, together with (4.51), shows that

Lo(T1) = G(n(1,97,)) >0, To(T2) = G(n(1,01,)) <O0.

Since T'y(¢) is continuous on (0, +00), we know that (1, 0y, ) NN, # 0 for some ty € [T1, 1],
which contradicts to the definition of o(a). This completes the proof. 0

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

¥(v) =o(a) and ¥l (v) =0.

By Lagrange’s multiplier rule, there exists A\, € R such that ¥'(v) — A\, f(v)f'(v) = 0. In
addition, from Lemma 2.3, we have G(v) = 0. It follows from

6(0) — (¥'0) - 2S00 H ) -

f'(v)
/ |f(v)[2dz < ( uQ —N) y H(f(v))d,

which implies that A, < 0, since H(t) >0 for all ¢ # 0 and 4 + + < po < 2*.
On the one hand, we show that o(a) — +0co as a — 0. Suppose by a contradiction,
there exist a constant C' > 0, two subsequence {a,} and {v,} ¢ H'(R™)\{0} such that

and (hg) that

(4.54) / F(on)Pdz = an — 0 as n— o0, Glun) =0, W(vp) < C.
]RN

Let

(4.55) ty = 2vC >0, and w, = fH N2 f (0, (t))).

IV f ()3
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Thus ||f(wn)|?2 = |f(va)]|3 — 0 as n — oo. By interpolation inequality, we have that
f(wy) — 0in L™(RY) for all € (2,22*). From this and Remark 1.3, it follows that

(4.56) H(f(wy))dx — 0 as n — oo.
RN

In view of (4.54)-(4.56) and Lemma 4.3, we derive
C > V(vy,) > U(wy)

=3IVl = [ At

t2 1+ 2tN £2(vy) 5
—n “ Tl AT gy, 12d (1
2 Jow T2y | Venl Tt on(l)

th
> 2|V f(va) |13 + 0n(1)
> 2C + On(l)a

which is a contraction. Thus lim o(a) = +oo.
a—0t

On the other hand, we choose a positive function 0 < v € HY(RY) N L>=(RYN) such that

[ )P =1
RN

For a > 0, let u, = f~'(/af(v)). Then u, € S,. By Lemma 4.6-(i), one has that there
exists t, > 0 such that (ug):, € Na.

Now, we claim that tff/z\/a — 0 as a — +o0. If not, there exists a sequence {a,} with
a, — 400 as n — +oo and ti\;/a/an >0 > 0, for any n € N. Since G((uq,)t,,) = 0, one

has
1+ 2t 2 (ug,) NtN+2 212(uq, )
0=t o~ |Vt |*d o / Vg, [d
“"/RN 1+ 2f2(ug, ) [Vita, ["de + — RN1+2f2(uan)’ tay |
~ 5 tan / (D f (wa, )Y £ (wa, ) — 2H (812 £ (uq, )]z
RN

N+2 2 1 9 N+2 2f%(v) 2
< tan+ an|: (W) ”Vf('U)HQ + 2 /RN 1+2f2(v)|vv| dx

Qan an
]\](22_1“)75;1(2N+2)a7—b2/ H(té\i/Q\/cTnf(v))dx].
RN

This, together with Remark 1.3, imply that if té\i/ 2 Jan € [0, 1], then

2
N+2,2 1 o N +2 2f%(v) 2
0< i+ {(M) 195 )13+ /RN 3 Ve

_l’_

P M) e ) i [ arpaal.

RN
which is a contradiction. Moreover, if té\i/ 2 Jay € [1,400), then

2
N+2,2 1 o N +2 2f%(v) 2
0 <Nt [(M) 194 ) I3+ /N 3 Ve

+N(22_ ) (tNﬂf)M (+#) Q/N/ H(f dx]
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which is a contradiction. Thus the claim holds. From this, we know that ¢, — 0 as a — +oc.
Next, we show that t,/a — 0 as a — 400. Suppose by contradiction, up to a subse-
quence, tq,\/a as a — +00 has a positive lower bound.

Case 1: N =2. Since t{lv/Q\/E — 0 as a — +o00, we can get the result.
Case 2: N =3. By Remark 1.3, we have that

) _
= = oo,
il [¢[°
which shows that, for any € > 0 small enough, there exists §. < 1 such that
H() > e t° vt < o

It follows from G((ua, )t,,) = 0 that

1+2t2 f2(ug,) 3t 21%(uq,)
O:tQ an n v 2d an/ an V 2d
“"/RN T2/ ugy) el L T 2 gy ¥ Ve

3y / (/2 f i, )32 f (1) — 2H (82 f 1, )]z
2% JpN n n n

1+2t3 f2(ug,) 3t2 21%(uq,)
<t2 an n V 2d an/ an V 2d
= “"/RN T2/ gy e L T 2 g ¥ e

3
=SS =) [ HER ()
RN

which implies that

2f%(v)

2 N1 +2f2(v)

)
2,0l VI + 52,0 [ ot
R

Volide 2 5.3 - 2) [ HEL i (0)ds
]RN
> S =) [ 1f)d,

This contradicts the arbitrariness of e.
Recalling that (ug):, € N, and from the above discussion, we infer that

0<o(a)

_t2a [ 1+2t)af’(v)
< U((ta)t,) = Y /RN S 1+2f2(v)
(457) 20 [ 1+2tNaf?(v)

=79 fen 14 2P2(0)

VoPde - 6% [ @ Var()ds
RN

|Vo|2dz

_ taa 1 (200 | v 2 (N2 212
=5 o Va) LIVE)z+ (t"Va) [ Vol ¢ -
Since t,v/a — 0 as a — +oo, (4.57) shows that lim o(a) = 0. O

a——+00
Proof of Theorem 1.3. Suppose by a contradiction, (u = f(v),\) € S, x (—00,0) is a
solution of (1.1). Thus

(4.58) U (v) — Af(0)f'(v) =0 in (H'(RY))".

In (4.58) testing with f'((?)’ we have

2 v
(4.59) /RN|V1}\2dx+/RN 1if2;22v)]Vv\2dx—)\/RN]f(v)]de—/RN h(F(0)) f(v)dz = 0.
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Since v is a solution of —Av — Af(v)f'(v) = h(f(v))f'(v), it follows that v the following
equality:
N -2 N
(4.60) / |Vo|2dz — )\/ |f(v)?dz — N H(f(v))dz = 0.
2 RN 2 Jrw~ RN

Combining (4.59) with (4.60), we have
0< (‘ - 2) 103 + LIV F@)2
—\ 2N 1 > 2

_ (1 _ 1) rat— [ GuHFW) - h(f@)f(0)] d

2 m p1 Jrw
1 1
< ( — ) Aa < 0,
2 m
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 L?-
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) = |ulP~2u+|u|?* ~2u and N = 3. Now, similar to [25, 12],
let the function p, : (0,4+00) — R be

1 CP.a 1 _ 2
pa(t> = 5 L e - 73t2
(5.61) 2 p 35
_ 1 A T Bt?,
2
where
P 9
A="2% and B=_——_
) an 353
and S is the best constant corresponding to the embedding DV2(R3) — L% (R3).
10

Lemma 5.1. Assume that 2 < p < 3 holds. For each a > 0, the function p.(t) has a
unique global mazximum and the maximum satisfies

>0, ifa<ag,
max_pa(t){ =0, ifa=ap,

#€(0,400) <0, ifa> ao,
where
3
- 1 \2
ag ‘= <2](0) >0
and -
-
A(10 — 3p) | 5=3r [ A(18 — 3p)
Ky=|——= _ .
0 { 8B 8 >0
Proof. By (5.61), we can get
dpalt) _ 02 10=3p swcss o,

dt 4
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It follows from ddet(t) = 0 that there exists
4
A(10 — 18-3
fa '_< ( (;B 3p)> pa%

such that t* is a unique global maximum since p,(t) — —oc as t — 01 and p4(t) — —oo as
t — 4o00. Furthermore, its global maximum value is given by

a

1 2

t) = po(tf) = = — Kpa3

tegﬁ;)pa() pa(ta) = 5 — Koa3,

where o
A(10 — 3p) e A(18 — 3p)
Ky=|———- —| > 0.
0 { 8B 8
3

Thus there exists ag = (ﬁ) > 0 such that the conclusion holds. Ol

Lemma 5.2. Assume that 2 < p < % holds. Then for any a >0 and v € S,, there holds:
U(v) 2 [[Vol3pa (IV]3) -
Proof. By (2.10), Lemma 1.1, Lemma 2.1-(8) and Sobolev inequality, we have
1 1 1
T(v) = 5 [Vollz - *Hf(v)Hﬁ = o IF @3

6
p 3( 72)

1 C 2
§WUII% —pd IIVf( vy @IIWHQ

Y

P e 3p—10

1 Cpsa p-10 9
> ||V} 5—'*T||wn2 T - galvells

= |V|i3pa (| Vv[3) for each v € S,.
The proof is completed. Il

Let ¢ :=t7 > 0. Now, set
A= {ve H' (R : |Vv|3 < ¢}

and

= inf W(v).
mo(a) vesl?mAt(*) (v)

Lemma 5.3. Assume that 2 < p < 1—?? holds. Then for any a € (0,a9), the following

conclusion hold

= inf WY() <0< inf U(v).
I R S S

Proof. On the one hand, let v € S, be fixed. Then
vs(z) := fH(3 2 f(u(sz))) € Say Vs> 0.

and
3(p—2)

2 1 2 3 £2
v =y [ ey el T e g [ s s

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

1+ 2s3f%(v) .
IVenlf = 58 [ | gty Volde < V03 < &
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and ¥ (vs,) < 0. Hence it follows that vs, € SaNAsz and ¥(vs,) < 0 for sg > 0 small enough.
So mg(a) < ¥(vs,) < 0. By this fact and Lemmas 5.1-5.2, we can get the conclusion. [

Lemma 5.4. Assume that 2 < p < %2 holds and a € (0,a9). Then for all b € (0,a),
mo(a) < mo(b) + mo(a —b); and if mo(b) or mo(a —b) can be achieved, then the inequality
18 strict.

Proof. Let b € (0, a) be fixed. For any 6 € [1, %], it follows from (5.61) and Lemma 5.1 that

%t* _l_ﬁ @t* SPZIO_l @t* ’
P\G) T3 D a 353 \ a Y

(5.62) 1 CPna ™m0 2
> ————(y) * — 55 (o) 2
2 D 353
= pa(ty) = palts,) > pa,(t;,) = 0.

This shows that py(t) > 0 for any t € [2#5,¢5]. Since mg(b) < 0, it follows that there exists
a sequence {v,} C SN Ay such that

IVvali306 ([[Vonl3) < ¥(v,) <0 for n large enough,

which together (5.62), we have

b
I90al13 < 2t5.

For 6 € (1, %], let

By a simple calculation, we get that
b
IV5all3 = 05| Venll3 < 65 15 <15,
Similar to (3.23), we can infer that

mo(0b) < Omo(b), VO e (1, %} .

Thus ) )
a— a a
< — — s
mo(a) < a <a—b(a b)> +am0(bb>
< mg (a—0b)+mg(b)
and the inequality is strict if mg (a — b) or mg (b) can be achieved. O

Lemma 5.5. Assume that 2 < p < % holds. Then the function a — mq(a) is continuous
on (0, ag).

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

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

(56 h(w) = 1721 ) (0) + @0 (0) = 4l
and
(5.64) ) = [F)P + 35l F)1? = S

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

—Av = h(v) + 4Jv[*v + Af () f'(v)
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with prescribed mass

|, rwkas =

and the functional is also given by

1 ~ 2
(5.65) U(v) = = \vm?dx—/ Hv)dz — = [ |v|%da.

2 Jgs R3 3 Jr3
Lemma 5.6. For any 2 <p < %, the following statement holds:

T < C) R T < (C) Y

lv|—0 2 lv] =400 |v]©

lim @ lim kvs) =0

|0 [v] [v[>-+o0 [0]

Proof. To prove our results, we only need to show the first equality. In fact,
}NI 1 p—2 f2 1 10 £2 2
w HO o (LF@PRE) LR 20
=0 v2 lv|—0 \ P v2 12 v? 3

and

Hw) _ LIf)P2f2 ) 1 [f()]* 2 _
= lim (- + — —=]=0.
plo+oo [0[0 folotoo \ p |v]® 12 pl° 3
By a similar argument, we can get the second conclusion.
Lemma 5.7. Suppose that v, — vy in H'(R?), then up to a subsequence,
(5.66) U(vy) = ¥(vo) + ¥(vy, — vo) + 0on(1).
Proof. On the one hand,
Vo, = Vol = [ Vonll3 — [[Veoll3 + on(1)

and by Brezis-Lieb Lemma in [49],

lvn = woll§ = lloall§ — llwollg + 0n(1)-

On the other hand, we only need to illustrate that

/]12{3 (H(vn—vo)—ﬁ(vn)+ﬁ(vg))dx—>0, as n — 4o00.

In fact, by Lemma 5.6, for any € > 0, there exists C. > 0 such that
(5.67) \h(s)| < 2el|s| + 6C.|s|” , |H(s)| < els|®> + C.|s|® Vs eR.

35

Take w,, := v, — vg, we have w, — 0 in H'(R?) and w,(x) — 0 a.e. on R3. It follows from

(5.67) that

H(wy, 4+ vo) — H(wy)

1
</
0

1
< / (2], + Cvolvo] + 6C: (fwn + Cool?[vol)] d¢
0

h(wy, + Cvo)vo‘ d¢

< C (2¢|wn||vo] + 2¢e|vo|? + 62°Cc|wn|®|vo| + Ce\vo|6) .

By Young’s inequality, we have

(5.68) H(wy, +vo) — H(wy)

< C (elwn* + Celvo|* + lwn|® + Cclvl®) .
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Combining (5.67) and (5.68), one has
H(wy +vo) — H(wy,) — ﬁ(vo)‘ < C (elwn* + Celvo|* + lwn|® + Clvpl®) .
Let

Fo(z) = max{ ‘ﬁ(wn + ) — H(wy) — H(vo)‘ — Ce (Jwn|? + Jwn %) ,o}.

Then
0 < Fo(z) < (Celvo® + Celuol®) € LY (R?).
Thus by Lebesgue’s dominated convergence theorem, we have

/ Fn(z)de — 0, as n — oo.
R3

Moreover, by the definition of f (), we get

[ (wn + v0) = A (wn) = H(v)| < Ce (Junf* + |wal®) + F u(@),
which shows that

/R (G + v0) ~ F () — Fi(wy) ) da

The proof of this lemma is completed. O

— 0, as n — oo.

Proof of Theorem 1.4. Let {v,} C Su N Ay be a minimizing sequence of mg(a). By
Lemma 5.3, we have

(5.69) IVoal3 <. f(wa)l3=a, ¥(vn) =mo(a)+on(1) <O0.

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

§ := limsup sup / v, |2dzz.
Bi(y)

n—oo yeR3

Suppose that 6 = 0. Then by Lions’ concentration compactness principle, we have that
v, — 0 in L7(R3) for all r € (2,6). Thus for any 2 < p < X and Lemma 2.2, we have

(5.70) / |f(vp)|Pdz — 0 as n — oo.
R3
From (5.69), (5.70) and Sobolev inequality, we get

1 1 1
0> mo(a) = §||an||§ - ];Ilf(vn)llﬁ - EHf(Un)Hg + on(1)

1 2
> [Vl (5 - 553l Vol + on(1)
5.71 9|1 2 e
(5.71) > |Vl 5~ @(to) + o,(1)
C? aGTTp _
= V0|3 m(taw%@a)%“’ +on(1)
2 On(l)a

which is a contradiction. Thus § > 0.
Up to a subsequence, there exists a sequence {y,} C R? such that

/ o, |2 dz > é
Bi(yn) 2



ANOTHER LOOK AT QUASILINEAR SCHRODINGER EQUATIONS 37

Let 0, () := vp(z + y5). Then there exists © € H'(R3) \ {0} such that, passing to subse-
quence,

Op — 0 in HY(R®), 0, — 0 in L}, (R3) for all € [2,2*), ¥, — © a.e. on R>.
From (5.69), we deduce that
(5.72) IVonlz <5, 0<[F(O)3 <f(@)l3 =a, W(0,)=mo(a)+o0u(1) <O0.

Set W, := U, — 0. By (5.72) and Lemma 5.7, we know that

(5‘73) \I’(ﬁn) = \I}(ﬁ) + \I’(ﬁ)n) + On(1)7

(5.74) IV0ulI3 = [IVO3 + [ Vanl13 + on(1),

and

(5.75) LF(@n)l13 = 1F (013 = 1F (D)3 + 0n(1) = a = [ F(@)II3 + on(1)-

Next, we claim that ||f(,)||3 — 0 as n — oo. In fact, let ¢ := ||f(0)||3 < a. If ¢ = q,

then the claim holds. Suppose that ¢ < a. In view of (5.74), (5.75) and (5.72), for n large
enough, one has

(5.76) B = f(@)ll3 < a,  [IVBall3 < IVOal3 < 8.
By (5.76), we have

. Up, ) Up,) 2 n) ‘= i .
(5.77) € 55,0 g, W) 2 mol8) = _nt )

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

mo(a) + 0n(1) = U(0,) = U(0) + ¥ (10y,) + 0,(1)
> U(0) + mo(Bn) + on(1).

(5.78)

By virtue of (5.78), Lemma 5.5 and (5.75), it follows from the continuity of mg(a) on
a € (0,ap) that

(5.79) mo(a) > VU (0) + mo(a — ¢).

Moreover, by (5.76) and weak lower semi-continuity of norm, we infer that © € Sz N Aitg
Thus ¥(0) > mo(c). If U(0) > mo(c), then it follows from (5.79) and Lemma 5.4 that

mo(a) > mo(¢) + mo(a — &) > mo(a),

which is a contradiction. Hence mg(¢) is achieved at 0. By Lemma 5.4 with strict inequality,
it follows from (5.79) that

mo(a) > mo(¢) + mo(a —¢) > mo(a).

This is a contraction. So ||f(0)||3 = a and © € S, N Ay, Thus the claim holds. From the
claim, we infer that || f(@,)|[p — 0 as n — oo for all 2 < p < 2+ % Since ¥(0) > mg(a),
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it follows from (5.72) and (5.73) that
mo(a) + on(1) = U (0,) = ¥(0) + V(wy,) + on(1)
1, . 1., . 1 -
> ma(a) + 3V} = L £(@)I} - 15101
1
2

a1 2
> mofa) + V13 |5 = 3305 + onl)

. 2 .
> mofa) + V15 (5 - 55Vl + ont)

(5.80)

6—p
P
a 4 3p—10

~ 2 * CP73 *
=mo(a) + ||[Vn|3 | pa(ty) + T(to) 3

+ on(1),

which implies that ||V, |3 — 0 as n — oo, which, together with || f(@,)||3 — 0 as n — oo,
implies that

/ (V| + f2(,))dz — 0 as n — oo.
R3

By (2.13), we have that w, — 0 in H'(R3), that is, ¥, — 0 in H!(R?). Hence
IF )3 =a, VoI5 <t5, mo(c) = V(D).

From Lemma 5.3, we deduce that ||Vo[|3 < ¢5. By Corollary 2.4 in [12], we infer that ¥ =
0, which, together with Lagrange’s multiplier rule, implies that the proof is completed. [J

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 ¥(v) on radial space on H}(R?).
Since this space can embed compactly in L"(R?) for all » € (2, +00), it can help us to recover
the compactness. From this and Palais’ symmetric principle in [49], the critical point in
H!(R?) is also the critical point in H'(R?).

Now, we need to establish the following two inequalities. For ¢ > (p, it follows from (H;)
and (H;) that for any € > 0, there exists C. > 0 such that

(6.81) h(t)t < elt|® + Cc|t|® [exp (¢t') — 1]
and
(6.82) H{t) < ZW + Clt]f [exp (¢tY) — 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

o~ ) - 5 o 2580

Then for any t > 0 and v € H}(R?)\{0}, A(t,v) > 0.
Lemma 6.2. Assume that (h3) holds and

B(t,v) := —H(f(v)) +t2H(tf(v)) + ! ;t4

Then B(t,v) >0, for anyt >0 and v € H}(R?)\{0}.

[A(f(0))f(v) = 2H(f(v))].



ANOTHER LOOK AT QUASILINEAR SCHRODINGER EQUATIONS 39

Remark 6.1. In Lemma 6.2, by letting ¢ — 0, we can get that

0 <6H(f(v)) <h(f(v))f(v)
for all v € H!(R?).

Lemma 6.3. Assume that (hs) holds. Then

(6.83) U(v) = U(v) +

_ 44 _ _
L= 50 + A(t,v)dx+/ B(t, v)de,
4 R2 R2

for any t >0 and v € H}(R?).

Lemma 6.4. Assume that (hs) holds. Then

(6.84) U(v) = max U(ve), YoveN,.

Lemma 6.5. Assume that (Hy) and (hg) hold. Then for any v € S,, there exists a unique
ty > 0 such that vy, € N.

Lemma 6.6. Assume that (hs) holds. Then

(6.85) o*(a) = vlerj\ffa U(v) = vlen;a max U (vy)

Proof. On the one hand, for any v € N, by Lemma 6.4, we have

U(v) = max U (vy),

which implies that

inf ¥(v)> inf maxW¥(v;).
vENG vES, t>0

On the other hand, for any v € S,, by Lemma 6.3, there exists a unique ¢, > 0 such that
vt, € Ng. This shows that for any v € S,,

> > i i < i .
o) = o) = e O S B ) S 2 e )

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

Lemma 6.7. Assume that (H1) and (Hy)-(H4) hold. Then
(i) there exists a constant o > 0 such that |Vv||3 > o for any v € Ng;
(ii) o*(a) := ir}\ff U(v) > 0.
veNg

Proof. (i) Suppose, by contradiction, there exists {v,} C N, such that

(6.86) 0< HVf(vn)H% < HVUan — 0, asn — oo.
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Since v, € N, it follows from G(v,) = 0, (6.81), Lemma 2.1-(8), Lemma 1.3 and (6.86)
that
(6.87)

IV F(wn)ll3 < IVonll3

< /R2[h(f(vn))f(’0n) — 2H(f(vp))]dz
= /R? h(f(vn))f(vyp)de
< €/R? ’f(vn)‘ésdﬁ + Ca /]RQ |f(vn)’6 [eXp (C\f(vn)|4) . 1] da

<< [ twran . ([ 1raian) (o (it - 1az)

1/2
6 12
geéJﬂ%ﬂm+CQ<AJﬂ%ﬂda .

By Lemma 1.1, for any v € S, and 2 < p < 400, we have
(6.88) LF ()15 < Challf I3V £ ()15
From (6.86), (6.87) and (6.88), we have
IV f(0n) 13 < eC8allV f (vn) | + CC(C132allV £ (va) %)%,

which shows that there exists a positive constant ¢ > 0 such that |V f(v,)||3 > 4. This
contradicts to (6.86).
(ii) It follows from (Hjz) that

(o) = U(o) - G(0)

= §IVulE + GIVIWIE + G [ @S0 - 8H(7)]da

1
> 6Q>0, VUENa.
From this fact, we know that o*(a) > 0. O

Lemma 6.8. Assume that (H1)-(Hy4) and (hs) hold. Then the function a — o(a) is con-
tinuous at each a > 0.

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

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 Z : S, — R:

1 1
ﬂm:/|wﬁm—/|ﬂwmx
2 Jre P Jr2
By Theorem 1.2, we know that there exist

~

(Da, Aa) € Sa X (—00,0)
and m*(a) > 0 such that

and
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Similar to Lemma 2.3, we know that

(6.59) p(5 L Ivonras @) = [ 1repas

and

212 (0q) L2, P—2 N
(690) / |V’Ua| d +/2 m‘VMJ de = p/R2 |f(’l)a)|pd$

From (6.89) and (6. 90) thus
P8 [ rGapde+? [ 1956 Pde = pm (o),
RQ 4 R2
which shows that
4
(6.91) / f(62)Pdz < —L—m*(a).
R2 D — 6

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 (Hz) hold. Then
. s
o*(a) < o
Proof. By (Hs), we have
t? 1+ 2t2f2(0,)
/

ql((@a)t) = 5 ) 1_’_2f2(A )

]V®a|2dx—t2/ H(tf(tg))da

<t2/ 71w |2dx+/ ﬂwﬁ de—gtp—Q/ | f(6)|Pdz
T2 Jre 142f2(,) ¢ 1+2f2(d,) Rz '
Let
£ ! ol 22(0)
T(t) = — - - “(Z? - _ &) \Fa) Aa2 _ p—2/ by )|Pdz.
© 2/Rzl+2f2(@a)|w‘dm+2 e 1+ 2f2 () ¥ el AT = S [ (R

Then Y(t) — 0 as t — 07 and Y(t) — —oc as t — 400, since p > 6. If
é' > fRQ |V6a‘2d$
2 [ge | f(0a)Pda’

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

2
max Y (t) < Inax [t / \Vig|*da — &P 2/ | f (g \pdm}

>0 €[0,1]

< max [M —€tp2] /R2 | f(0a)|Pdz

t€(0,1] 2p
(p ;;)t2 _ gtp—2:|

4p
< -
oo (@) max {
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This shows that

2

€p—4) (1)
I?gg(T(t) < g)_ 6) (Pf) m*(a) - 0 as & — +o0.

Thus if

p

_ maxd L 2fo<p—4>m*<a>]2“ Sz V8,2
§>¢ —max{p[ ey D oo [ (00) Pz [

then by (6.85), we get

The proof is completed. 0

Lemma 6.10. Assume that (H1)-(Hy) and (hg) hold. Then
(i) the function a — o*(a) is nonincreasing on (0, +00);
(ii) o*(a) > o*(a) for all @ > a, if c*(a) is achieved;

(iii) o*(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 N, # () and 0*(a) > 0. Assume that {v,} C N, such
that ¥(v,) — ¢*(a). Similar to the proof of Lemma 6.7, it follows from G(v,) = 0 and
U(v,) — o*(a) that {||Vv,||3} is bounded. By Lemma 2.2(iv), up to a subsequence, there
exists vg € H'(RY) such that v, — vg in H}(R?), v, — vg in L"(RY) for all r € (2, 4+00),
and then v, — vy a.e. on RY and so f(v,) — f(vo) in L7(RYN) for all 7 € (2, +0o0). Now,
we show that vy # 0. Suppose that vgp = 0. By (H3) and (H4), we deduce that, for any
7 > 0, there exists Rz > 0 such that

(6.92) 0 < 7H(t) < th(t), Y|t| > Rs.

By Lemma 6.7, ¥(v,) — 0*(a), (H3), (6.92) with 7 = 10 and (Hs), we infer that
(6.93)
1

o*(a) + on(1) = ¥(vy) — 69(’%)

1 1 1
= S Vuall3 + IV A )3 +

5 | @) f(0n) = SH(70,))) do

1 1 1
= I+ IS4G [ ) ) —SH ) ke

1
— h{(f(vy vp) — 8H(f(vy))] de
5 ) )~ SH(F )

>

=

2 1 2 1
IVl + GIVI@E+ g5 [ R e

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

1 (¥ (Y — (¥ €T (¥ 6 x
©o0  osgf ) ) -sHGEDI <0 [ )< o

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

(6.95) /R2 h(f(vpn))f(vp)de < C.
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For any ¢ € (0, L), if we choose B, > max {%, to}, then it follows from (Hy), (6.94) and
(6.95) that

[ mG@)a s [ )
| f(vn)|>Be | f(vn)|>Be
(6:96) <2 (S ) F (o)l
Be Jipwn)2B.
<eE.
By (H1) and (Hy), there exists C; > 0 such that
(6.97) / H(f(vy))dz < CE/ |f (vn)]%dz = 0, (1).
|f (vn)|<Be R?

In view of (6.96) and (6.97), we have
(6.98) H(f(vyp))dz = 0,(1)

R2

By using ¥(v,) — o*(a) again, we have

(6.99) Vo3 = 2%(v,) + 2 ) H(f(vy))dz = 20*(a) + on(1).
Similar to (6.97), we have ’

(6.100) /mvn)g B0 (e < C [ 1£0,) %z = 0u(0).

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

2m(1 — 3¢ 2
u < for large n.

o o

Moreover, for above € > 0, we can choose ¢ € (1,2) such that
(1+6)(1—3é)q

(6.101) V|3 <

.102 1

(6.102) 17 <1,

and by (#1), one has

(6.103) B @I < C [exp(Co(1 + Al )l = 1], for [F(on)| 2 1.
From Hoélder inequality, Lemma 2.1-(8) and (6.101)-(6.103), we get

(6.104)

[ s < ( / Ih(f(vn))lqdiv>q 17z,
[f(vn)[>1 |f(vn)[21

<C (/ [exp(2¢o(1 + &)gqlvn|?) — 1] dx) ' | f ()] o
[f(vn)|>1

q—1
< Cllf(on)ll o, = on(1).
Then it follows from (6.100), (6.104) and (6.98) that

/IR? [h(f(vn))f(vn) —2H(f(vy))|dz — 0 as n — oo,

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

-

21%(vy,
/}R2 |V, |2dz + /R? Hfzf(;}(g)WUn\de —0 as n — oo.
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Based on these facts, we infer that ¥(v,) — 0. This contradicts c*(a) > 0. So vy # 0.
Now, we claim G(vg) < 0. In fact, since G(v,) = 0, by Fatou’s lemma, we get this claim.
Since vg # 0 and ag := | f(vo)||3 < liminf | f(v,)||3 = a, by Lemma 6.5, there exists
n—oo

to > 0 such that (vg)z, € Ngy- In view of Remark 6.1 and Lemma 6.3, we have

o*(a) = lim inf [\y(un) — ig(vn)]

n—o0

—timint {3197 + 5 [ ) 0) - O ()]s}

> IV + 5 [ I w0)) (w0) = 6H (o)) o

= W(vg) — ig(vo)

.E4
> W((vo)g,) — Zog(vo)

> o*(ag) > o*(a),

since ag < a. Thus ¥(9) = 0*(a) = 0*(ap), G(vo) = 0, and ag = || f(v0)||3. In addition, if
ap < a, then it follows from (éi) that o*(a) < 6*(ag), which is a contradiction. This shows
that ap = a. Thus 0*(a) is achieved. O

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