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Abstract

This paper establishes the existence of normalized mountain pass solutions
to the L2-supercritical nonlinear Schrödinger equation with inhomogeneous
nonlinearity |x|−α|u|p−2u in exterior domains. In contrast, for the autonomous
case (α = 0), Appolloni & Molle (2025) and Zhang & Zhang (2022) showed
that potential mountain pass solutions share the same energy levels as in
RN , causing non-existence due to energy leakage to infinity. This work
demonstrates that the physically motivated decaying term |x|−α breaks the
scaling symmetry inherent in the autonomous case. Such breaking ener-
getically separates the exterior domain problem from the whole space one
and thereby prevents energy leakage. Using a novel min-max argument that
combines monotonicity trick, Morse index estimates, and blow-up analysis,
we prove the existence of a positive mountain pass solution for sufficiently
small mass, revealing a new phenomenon of non-autonomous nonlinearities
in non-compact domains.
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1. Introduction

In this paper, we study the existence of solutions (u, λ) ∈ H1
0 (Ω)× R to

the problem {
−∆u+ λu = |x|−α|u|p−2u in Ω,

u = 0 on ∂Ω,
(1.1)

under the mass constraint ∫
Ω

u2 dx = µ > 0, (1.2)

where N ≥ 3, Ω ⊂ RN is an exterior domain such that 0 /∈ Ω (i.e., RN\Ω
is compact and there exists r0 > 0 such that |x| > r0 for all x ∈ Ω), α > 0
is fixed and p ∈ (2 + 4/N, 2∗) with 2∗ = 2N/(N − 2). Here λ appears as a
Lagrange multiplier associated with the mass constraint (1.2).

A solution with prescribed mass is often referred to as a normalized so-
lution, the solutions of equations (1.1)-(1.2) correspond to critical points of
the energy functional E : H1

0 (Ω) → R defined by

E(u) :=
1

2

∫
Ω

|∇u|2dx− 1

p

∫
Ω

|x|−α|u|pdx

constrained to the L2-sphere

Sµ :=

{
u ∈ H1

0 (Ω) :

∫
Ω

u2 dx = µ

}
.

Equation (1.1) arises naturally in physical contexts such as nonlinear optics,
quantum mechanics, and astrophysics, where it describes stationary waves of
the nonlinear Schrödinger equation{

i∂ψ
∂t

= −∆ψ + |x|−α|ψ|p−2ψ in Ω× (0,+∞),

ψ(x, t) = 0 on ∂Ω× (0,+∞)

with prescribed L2-norm. Standing waves of the form ψ(x, t) = eiλtu(x) thus
motivate the study of normalized solutions. We refer to [8, 14] for further
physical background.

In the case of α = 0, normalized solutions of nonlinear Schrödinger equa-
tions have been extensively studied. In RN , results for mass supercritical
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nonlinearities appear in [5, 6, 25], while combined nonlinearities are treated
in [38, 39]. Studies on metric graphs include [10, 15] for mass supercriti-
cal cases and [35] for combined nonlinearities. Systems are considered in
[4, 22, 27, 32]. Classical results [8, 24, 28] guarantee that for any p ∈ (2, 2∗)
and µ > 0, there exists a unique radial positive solution for some λ > 0 in
RN . In bounded domains, the existence of normalized solutions is also well
studied, for instance, in the unit ball, [33] showed that a normalized solution
exists for any µ > 0 in the subcritical case, and only for small µ in the su-
percritical case. Further results on general bounded domains can be found
in [36, 37].

For exterior domains, however, fewer results are available. Notably, [42]
and [1] studied mass subcritical and mass supercritical cases, respectively.
Crucially, both works show that when α = 0, equation (1.1)–(1.2) does not
admit least energy solutions in the mass subcritical regime, nor mountain
pass solutions in the mass supercritical regime. When α = 0, the nonlinear-
ity is homogeneous, meaning its strength does not vary with spatial points.
This causes the least energy level in [42] and the mountain pass energy level
in [1] coincide with those in RN . Consequently, any bounded sequence at-
tempting to attain the least energy level or the mountain pass level in an
exterior domain will eventually converge (up to translation) to a solution
on the whole space rather than Ω. The exterior domain cannot trap the
solution and energy leaks to infinity. To overcome the issue of energy level
non-attainability, [1, 42] discovered higher energy linking structure by con-
structing a topologically more complex constraint set to eliminate the effect
of energy leakage.

In contrast, when α > 0, we observe a new phenomenon for α ̸= 0. The
physically motivated decaying term |x|−α breaks the scaling symmetry inher-
ent in the autonomous case. Physically, the interaction strength decreases
with distance from the origin, creating a natural potential well that traps
the solution within the exterior domain. This causes the energy levels in
exterior domains to separate strictly from those in the whole space, thereby
preventing the energy from leaking to infinity. As a result, we prove that for
any sufficiently small mass µ > 0, equations (1.1)-(1.2) admit a mountain
pass solution as stated in Theorem 1.4. Such decaying nonlinearities model
physically realistic scenarios including non-uniform nonlinear responses, long-
range interactions (e.g., Coulomb or dipole potentials), or spatially decaying
coupling strengths [19, 31]. Regarding the mathematical analysis of equa-
tion (1.1), notable contributions have been made by [2, 12, 13, 20, 29, 30],
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which extensively study the existence and dynamical behavior of normalized
solutions across the whole space RN . However, to the best of our knowledge,
studies in exterior domains remain relatively scarce.

In this paper, we consider the mass supercritical case with α > 0. It
is straightforward to observe that for any mass µ > 0, the functional E
restricted to Sµ admits a mountain pass geometry. However, as a key pre-
liminary step toward obtaining a critical point, the existence of a bounded
Palais-Smale sequence at the corresponding mountain pass level cannot be
directly established. The authors of [11] proposed a general abstract frame-
work by building upon the monotonicity trick method developed in [23, 40]
and the approximate Morse theory introduced in [17, 18]. This framework
can typically generate a bounded Palais-Smale sequence carrying Morse type
information for constrained functionals exhibiting mountain pass geometry.
It is particularly useful in situations where Pohozaev type identities either
do not exist or fail to provide useful information. Therefore, motivated by
[10, 11], we first consider the family of functionals Eρ : H1

0 (Ω) → R given by

Eρ(u) :=
1

2

∫
Ω

|∇u|2dx− ρ

p

∫
Ω

|x|−α|u|pdx, ∀u ∈ H1
0 (Ω), ∀ρ ∈ [

1

2
, 1].

We shall prove that Eρ possesses a uniform mountain pass structure for
all ρ ∈ [1

2
, 1] (see Theorem 3.8), and the mountain pass level denoted by

cρ(µ). Instead of attacking directly equation (1.1) under the constraint (1.2),
we consider equation (1.1) under a closed ball constraint. This idea of first
considering a closed ball constraint is reminiscent of the works [9, 27, 32].
However, the strategy of the proofs in [9, 27, 32] and in the present paper is
essentially distinct. Firstly, we introduce this definition,

Definition 1.1. For µ > 0, ρ ∈ [1
2
, 1], a solution u ∈ H1

0 (Ω) to{
−∆u+ λu = ρ|x|−α|u|p−2u in Ω,

u = 0 in ∂Ω
(1.3-ρ)

is called (µ, ρ) sub-mass mountain pass solution, if u ∈ Sµ∪S−
µ solves (1.3-ρ)

for some λ ∈ R, and Eρ(u) = cρ(µ), where S−
µ := {u ∈ H1

0 (Ω) :
∫
Ω
|u|2dx <

µ}.

We shall prove that for any given µ > 0, ρ ∈ [1
2
, 1], the mountain pass level

cρ(µ) is attained by some positive (µ, ρ) sub-mass solution u(µ, ρ) ∈ H1
0 (Ω),

and corresponds to some λ(µ, ρ) ≥ 0.
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Theorem 1.2. Let α, µ > 0, N ≥ 3, 2 + 4/N < p < 2∗, ρ ∈ [1
2
, 1], and

Ω ⊂ RN be an exterior domain with 0 /∈ Ω. Then for any µ > 0, ρ ∈
[1
2
, 1], equation (1.3-ρ) has a positive (µ, ρ) sub-mass solution u(µ, ρ) for some

λ(µ, ρ) ≥ 0.

To deal with the lack of compactness, we only need to rule out the case
λ(µ, ρ) = 0. This might typically involve Liouville type results, such as those
in [22, 26]. However, to our knowledge, existing Liouville-type theorems
are not applicable to our problem. Therefore, we develop a new approach by
studying the asymptotic behavior of sub-mass solutions (or solutions under a
closed ball constraint) to analyze compactness. And inspired by [21], we shall
obtain the following asymptotic behavior for the (µ, ρ) sub-mass mountain
pass solution u(µ, ρ) in the sense of C2

loc(RN) and H1(RN).

Theorem 1.3. Under the assumptions of Theorem 1.2. For any µ > 0, keep
ρ constant, let (u(µ, ρ), λ(µ, ρ)) be given by Theorem 1.2, then λ(µ, ρ) → +∞
as µ→ 0, and there is a P ∈ Ω, define

v(µ, ρ) := λ(µ, ρ)−
1

p−2u(µ, ρ)(
x√

λ(µ, ρ)
+ P ), for x ∈ Ω̃µ,ρ :=

Ω− P√
λ(µ, ρ)

,

then v(µ, ρ) → Vρ(x) in C2
loc(RN) and H1(RN) when µ → 0, where Vρ is the

unique positive solution of
−∆Vρ + Vρ = ρΛ0V

p−1
ρ in RN ,

Vρ(0) = max
x∈RN

Vρ,

Vρ(x) → 0 as |x| → +∞,

and Λ0 = |P |−α > 0.

In other words, Theorem 1.3 provides an a priori estimate of the Lagrange
multiplier λ in the setting of the mountain pass. Hence, for small enough µ,
we necessarily have λ > 0, at this point we shall prove that the nonlinearity
|x|−α|u|p−2u ensures compactness. And we have the following result:

Theorem 1.4. Let α, µ > 0, N ≥ 3, 2 + 4/N < p < 2∗, and Ω ⊂ RN be
an exterior domain with 0 /∈ Ω. Then there is a µ0 > 0 such that for any
µ ∈ (0, µ0), equations (1.1)-(1.2) has a positive solution for some λ > 0.
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This paper is structured as follows. In Section 2, we review key abstract
results from [10, 11] and investigate several of its consequences. In particular,
we prove that the approximate Morse information of the bounded Palais-
Smale sequence generated by Theorem 2.5 can be used to derive an upper
bound for the Morse index of its weak limit. In Section 3, we prove that the
energy functional Eρ possesses a mountain pass structure for almost every
ρ ∈ [1

2
, 1]. Section 4 is devoted to proving that for any µ > 0 and almost every

ρ ∈ [1
2
, 1], the functional Eρ possesses a positive (µ, ρ) sub-mass mountain

pass solution of equation (1.3-ρ). In Section 5, we present blow-up analysis
results and complete the proofs of Theorem 1.2, Theorem 1.3, and Theorem
1.4.

2. Preliminaries

Let (E, ⟨·, ·⟩) and (H, (·, ·)) be two infinite-dimensional Hilbert spaces
and assume that E ↪→ H ↪→ E ′, with continuous injections. For simplicity,
we assume that the continuous injection E ↪→ H has norm at most 1 and
identify E with its image in H. Set{

∥u∥2 = ⟨u, u⟩,
|u|2 = (u, u),

u ∈ E,

and we define for µ > 0:

Sµ = {u ∈ E | |u|2 = µ}.

Clearly, Sµ is a smooth submanifold of E of codimension 1. Its tangent
space at a given point u ∈ Sµ can be considered as the closed codimension 1
subspace of E given by:

TuSµ = {v ∈ E | (u, v) = 0}.

In the following definition, we denote by ∥ · ∥L(E,R) and ∥ · ∥L(E,L(E,R)),
respectively, the operator norm of L(E,R) and of L(E,L(E,R)).

Definition 2.1. Let ϕ : E → R be a C2-functional on E and ξ ∈ (0, 1]. We
say that ϕ′ and ϕ′′ are ξ-Hölder continuous on bounded sets if for any R > 0
one can find M =M(R) > 0 such that, for any u1, u2 ∈ B(0, R) :

∥ϕ′(u1)− ϕ′(u2)∥L(E,R) ≤M∥u1 − u2∥ξ,
∥ϕ′′(u1)− ϕ′′(u2)∥L(E,L(E,R)) ≤M∥u1 − u2∥ξ.
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Definition 2.2. Let ϕ be a C2-functional on E. For any u ∈ E, we define
the continuous bilinear map:

D2ϕ(u) = ϕ′′(u)− ϕ′(u) · u
|u|2

(·, ·).

Definition 2.3. Let ϕ be a C2-functional on E. For any u ∈ E and θ > 0,
we define the approximate Morse index by

m̃θ(u) = sup

{
dimL

∣∣∣ L ⊂
subspace

TuS|u|2 : D
2ϕ(u)[φ, φ] < −θ∥φ∥2, ∀φ ∈ L \ {0}

}
.

If u is a critical point for the constrained functional ϕ|Sµ and θ = 0, we say
that this is the Morse index of u as constrained critical point.

Definition 2.4. Let ϕ be a C2-functional on E. For any critical point u ∈ E,
we define the Morse index by

m(u) = sup

{
dimL

∣∣∣L ⊂
subspace

E such that : D2ϕ(u)[φ, φ] < 0, ∀φ ∈ L \ {0}
}
.

The following theorem was established in [11].

Theorem 2.5. Let I ⊂ (0,+∞) be an interval and consider a family of C2

functionals Φρ : E → R of the form

Φρ(u) = A(u)− ρB(u), ρ ∈ I,

where B(u) ≥ 0 for every u ∈ E, and

either A(u) → +∞ or B(u) → +∞ as u ∈ E and ∥u∥ → +∞. (2.1)

Suppose moreover that Φ′
ρ and Φ′′

ρ are ξ-Hölder continuous on bounded sets
for some ξ ∈ (0, 1]. Finally, suppose that there exist w1, w2 ∈ Sµ (independent
of ρ) such that, setting

Γ = {γ ∈ C([0, 1], Sµ)|γ(0) = w1, γ(1) = w2} ,

we have

cρ := inf
γ∈Γ

max
t∈[0,1]

Φρ(γ(t)) > max{Φρ(w1),Φρ(w2)}, ρ ∈ I.
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Then, for almost every ρ ∈ I, there exist sequences {un} ⊂ Sµ and {ζn} ⊂ R+

with ζn → 0 such that, as n→ +∞,

(i) Φρ(un) → cρ;

(ii) ∥Φ′
ρ|Sµ(un)∥∗ → 0;

(iii) {un} is bounded in E;

(iv) m̃ζn(un) ≤ 1.

It is easily observed, see [11, Remarks 1.3], from Theorem 2.5 (ii)− (iii)
that

Φ′
ρ(un) + λn(un, ·) → 0 in E ′ as n→ +∞

where we have set
λn := − 1

µ
(Φ′

ρ(un) · un).

Also, Theorem 2.5 (iv) directly implies that if there exists a subspace Wn ⊂
TunSµ such that

D2Φρ(un)[w,w] = Φ′′
ρ(un)[w,w]+λn(w,w) < −ζn||w||2, for all w ∈ Wn\{0},

then necessarily dimWn ≤ 1. We called the sequence {λn} ⊂ R the sequence
of almost Lagrange multipliers.

We shall see if {un} ⊂ Sµ converges to some u ∈ Sµ then information on
the Morse index of u as constrained critical point can be obtained. Firstly,
similar to [10, Lemma 2.5], we obtain results in the high-dimensional case,
which are used to derive information about the sequence of almost Lagrange
multipliers {λn}.

Lemma 2.6. Let {un} ⊂ Sµ, {λn} ⊂ R and {ζn} ⊂ R+ with ζn → 0.
Assume that the following conditions hold:

(i) For large enough n ∈ N, all subspaces Wn ⊂ E with the property

Φ′′
ρ(un)[φ, φ] + λn|φ|2 < −ζn∥φ∥2, for all φ ∈ Wn \ {0}, (2.2)

satisfy: dimWn ≤ 2.
(ii) There exist λ ∈ R, a subspace Y of E with dimY ≥ 3 and a > 0 such

that, for large enough n ∈ N,

Φ′′
ρ(un)[φ, φ] + λ|φ|2 ≤ −a∥φ∥2, for all φ ∈ Y. (2.3)
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Then λn > λ for all large enough n ∈ N. In particular, if (2.3) holds for any
λ < 0, then lim infn→∞ λn ≥ 0.

Next, we prove that under suitable conditions, we only need weak conver-
gence to derive the Morse index information of the weak limit. Independently,
L.Appolloni and R.Molle (2025) recently demonstrated a similar result in the
concrete case of [1, Proposition 3.5]. Our work in Theorem 2.7 reveals that
the core insight applies more generally.

For ease of presentation, we make the following assumptions. Let S be a
densely embedded subspace of E and Φ ∈ C2(E,R),
(C) ∀w ∈ S, Φ′(·)(w) and Φ′′(·)[w,w] are weakly sequentially continuous,
(U) Φ′(u)(w̄m)

m→+∞−−−−→ Φ′(u)(w) and Φ′′(u)[w̄m, w̄m]
m→+∞−−−−→ Φ′′(u)[w,w]

hold uniformly on any bounded set when {w̄m}m ⊂ S is a dense ap-
proximation of w ∈ E, i.e., w = lim

m→∞
w̄m.

Theorem 2.7. Let µ > 0, S be a densely embedded subspace of E, and
Φ ∈ C2(E,R) satisfying (C) and (U). Assume {un} ⊂ Sµ is a bounded
sequence such that

Φ′(un) + λn(un, ·)
n→+∞−−−−→ 0 in E ′ where λn = − 1

|un|2
(Φ′(un), un) (2.4)

and un ⇀ u ̸= 0 on E. If there exists a positive sequence {ζn} with ζn
n→∞−−−→ 0,

such that m̃ζn(un) ≤M . Then m̃0(u) ≤M.

Proof. Otherwise, there exists a W0 ⊂ TuS|u|2 with dimW0 = M + 1 such
that

D2Φ(u)[w,w] < 0, ∀w ∈W0\{0}.

Since the dimension of W0 is finite and D2Φ(u) is bilinear, we deduce that
there exists β > 0 such that

D2Φ(u)[w,w] < −β||w||2, ∀w ∈W0\{0}.

D2Φ(u)[w,w] = Φ′′(u)[w,w]+λ(w,w), where λ = − 1
|u|2 (Φ

′(u), u). Since {un}
is bounded and Φ ∈ C2, lim

n→∞
λn exists up to a subsequence. By condition

(C), (U) and (2.4), extracting a subsequence if necessary we have

Φ′(u) + ( lim
n→∞

λn)(u, ·) = 0 in E ′, and (Φ′′(un)− Φ′′(u))[w,w]
n→∞−−−→ 0,
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thus λ = lim
n→∞

λn. And for n ∈ N large enough,

D2Φ(un)[w,w] = Φ′′(un)[w,w] + λn(w,w)

= Φ′′(u)[w,w] + λ(w,w) + (Φ′′(un)− Φ′′(u))[w,w] + (λn − λ)(w,w)

≤ −β
2
||w||2, ∀w ∈ W0\{0}. (2.5)

For any w ∈W0\{0}, there is a decomposition

w = wn + lnun, where wn ∈ TunS|un|2 , ln ∈ R. (2.6)

un weakly converges to u in H, so we have

ln =
(w, un)

|un|2
→ 0, (2.7)

and hence

||w − wn||2 = l2n||un||2
n→∞−−−→ 0, i.e., wn → w in E. (2.8)

For n large enough, define the projection mapping

Pn : E → TunS|un|2

u 7→ Pnu : (Pnu, un) = 0,

and consider the restricted mapping:

Pn|W0 : W0 → PnW0 := Wn

w 7→ Pnw = wn.

It is easy to observe that Pn|W0 is a surjection. For w1 ̸= w2 in W0, we have
decompositions

wi = Pnw
i + linun, i = 1, 2,

hence

0 = (w1, u) = (Pnw
1, u) + l1n(un, u),

0 = (w2, u) = (Pnw
2, u) + l2n(un, u),
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if Pnw1 = Pnw
2, then l1n(un, u) = l2n(un, u), and because (un, u) → |u|2 ̸= 0, so

for n large enough, we have l1n = l2n if Pnw1 = Pnw
2. That is, Pn|W0 is injection

for n large enough. So for n large enough, the mapping Pn|W0 defines a
bijection from W0 to the subspace Wn = PnW0 of TunSµ, so dimWn =M+1.
By (2.5), (2.6), (2.7) and (2.8), we deduce that

D2Φ(un)[wn, wn] = D2Φ(un)[w,w]− 2lnD
2Φ(un)[wn, un]

+ (ln)
2D2Φ(un)[un, un]

≤ −β
2
||w||2 − 2lnD

2Φ(un)[wn, un] + (ln)
2D2Φ(un)[un, un]

= −β
2
(||wn||2 + 2ln⟨wn, un⟩+ (ln)

2||un||2)

− 2lnD
2Φ(un)[wn, un] + (ln)

2D2Φ(un)[un, un]

≤ −β
4
||wn||2, ∀wn ∈ Wn\{0}.

It contradicts m̃ζn(un) ≤M. Thus, we infer m̃0(u) ≤M.

Theorem 2.8. Let S be a densely embedded subspace of E and Φ be a C2−
functional on E of the form Φ(u) = A(u)−B(u) which A(u) and B(u) satisfy
(C) and (U), we make the following assumption:

(A) there is a α1 > 0 such that 0 ≤ A(u) ≤ α1A
′(u)u and A′(·)· : E → R is

weakly lower semicontinuous, i,e, un ⇀ u in E implies that A′(u)u ≤
lim inf
n→∞

A′(un)un.

(B) B(u) ≥ 0, and B′(·)· : E → R is weakly sequentially continuous, i,e,
un ⇀ u in E implies that B′(un)un → B′(u)u as n→ ∞.

If there are a bounded sequence {un} and a non-negative bounded sequence
{λn} such that

c := lim
n→∞

Φ(un) > 0 and Φ′(un) + λn(un, ·)
n→+∞−−−−→ 0 in E ′. (2.9)

Then there is a u ̸= 0 such that un ⇀ u as n→ ∞.

Proof. un is bounded, so there is u ∈ E such that un ⇀ u, we just need to
prove u ̸= 0. The condition (2.9) implies that

A′(un)un + λn(un, un)−B′(un)un → 0
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and for some λ ≥ 0, it holds that

A′(u) + λ(u, ·)−B′(u) = 0 in E ′.

Then considering condition (A), for n large enough, it holds that

0 ≤ A′(un)un − A′(u)u+ λ(un − u, un − u) = B′(un)un −B′(u)u+ o(1),
(2.10)

the right side of (2.10) tends to 0 by the assumption condition (B), so we
deduce that A′(un)un → A′(u)u. And then

0 < c = lim
n→∞

A(un)−B(un) ≤ α1A
′(un)un → α1A

′(u)u,

so u ̸= 0, we complete this proof.

3. Mountain pass solution for approximating problems

In the context of this paper, we have E = H1
0 (Ω) and H = L2 (Ω). In the

first part of the section, we collect some facts concerning the NLS equation,
which is inspired by [4]. Let us consider the problem

−∆w + w = wp−1 in RN ,

w > 0 in RN ,

w(0) = maxRN w and w ∈ H1(RN).

(3.1)

For p ∈ (2, 2∗) fixed. It is well known that (3.1) has a unique solution which
is radial, denoted by w0. In what follows, we set

C0 :=

∫
RN

w2
0 and C1 :=

∫
RN

wp0. (3.2)

Lemma 3.1.
∫
RN |∇w0|2 = γpC1, where γp = N(p−2)

2p
.

Proof. Combing (3.1) and the Pohozaev identity, the identities hold{∫
RN |∇w0|2 +

∫
RN w

2
0 =

∫
RN w

p
0,

N−2
2

∫
RN |∇w0|2 + N

2

∫
RN w

2
0 =

N
p

∫
RN w

p
0.

So
∫
RN |∇w0|2 = γp

∫
RN w

p
0.
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For b, ρ ∈ R fixed, let us search for (λ,w) ∈ R ×H1(RN), with λ > 0 in
RN , solving {

−∆w + λw = ρwp−1 in RN ,

w(0) = maxw and
∫
RN w

2 = b2.
(3.3)

Solutions w of (3.3) can be found as critical points of Iρ : H1(RN) 7→ R,
defined by

Iρ(w) =

∫
RN

(
1

2
|∇w|2 − ρ

p
wp
)
, (3.4)

constrained on the L2-sphere Tb := {w ∈ H1(RN) :
∫
RN w

2 = b2} and λ
appears as Lagrange multipliers. It is well known that they can be obtained
by the solutions of (3.1) by scaling.

Let us introduce the set

P(b, ρ) :=

{
w ∈ Tb :

∫
RN

|∇w|2 = ργp

∫
RN

wp
}
. (3.5)

The role of P(b, ρ) is clarified by the following result.

Lemma 3.2. If w is a solution of (3.3), then w ∈ P(b, ρ). In addition, the
positive solution w of (3.3) minimizes Iρ on P(b, ρ).

Proof. The proof of the first part is a simple consequence of the Pohozaev
identity. We refer to Lemma 2.7 in [24] for more details. For the last part,
we refer to Lemma 2.10 in [24].

Proposition 3.3. Problem (3.3) has a unique positive solution (λb,ρ, wb,ρ)
defined by

λb,ρ := (
C0

ρ
2

p−2 b2
)

2(p−2)
N(p−2)−4 and wb,ρ(x) := (

C0

ρ
N
2 b2

)
p−2

N(p−2)−4w0

(
C0

ρ
2

p−2 b2
x

)
.

(3.6)

The function wb,ρ satisfies∫
RN

|∇wb,ρ|2 = γpρ
− 2

p−2 (
C0

ρ
2

p−2 b2
)

p−pγp
pγP−2C1, (3.7)

13



∫
RN

wpb,ρ = ρ−
p

p−2 (
C0

ρ
2

p−2 b2
)

p−pγp
pγP−2C1, (3.8)

l(b, ρ) := Iρ(wb,ρ) =
pγp − 2

2p
ρ−

2
p−2 (

C0

ρ
2

p−2 b2
)

p−pγp
pγP−2C1. (3.9)

The value Iρ(wb,ρ) is called the least energy level of problem (3.3). Moreover,
there exists c0 > 0 (see [3] and the references therein) such that

wb,ρ(x)|x|
N−1

2 e
√
λb,ρ|x| → c0, as |x| → ∞, (3.10)

w′
b,ρ(r)r

N−1
2 e

√
λb,ρr → −c0

√
λb,ρ, as r = |x| → +∞. (3.11)

Proof. It is not difficult to directly check that wb,ρ defined in the proposition
is a solution of (3.3) for λ = λb,ρ > 0. By [28], it is the only positive solution.
To obtain (3.7), (3.8) and (3.9) we can use the explicit expression of wb,ρ by
a change of variables.

Working with systems with several components, it will be useful to have
a characterization of the best constant in a Gagliardo-Nirenberg inequality
in terms of C0 and C1. To obtain it, we firstly observe that if ρp := (C0

b2
)
p−2
2 ,

then wb,ρp is the unique positive solution of{
−∆w + w = (C0

b2
)
p−2
2 wp−1 in RN ,

w(0) = maxw and
∫
RN w

2 = b2,

and hence is a minimizer of Iρp on P(b, ρp). Our next result shows that this
level can also be characterized as an infimum of a Rayleigh-type quotient,
defined by

Rb(w) :=
(pγp − 2)

(∫
RN |∇w|2

)r+1

2pγr+1
p

(
(C0

b2
)
p−2
2

∫
RN wp

)r ,
where r = 2

pγp−2
= 4

Np−2N−4
> 0.

In order to describe the minimax structure, it is convenient to introduce
some notation. We define, for s ∈ R and w ∈ H1(RN), the radial dilation.

(s ⋆ w)(x) := e
Ns
2 w(esx).

It is straightforward to check that if w ∈ Tb, then s ⋆ w ∈ Tb for every s ∈ R.

14



Lemma 3.4. For every ρ > 0 fixed, and for every w ∈ Tb, there exists a
unique sρ,w ∈ R such that sρ,w ⋆ w ∈ P(b, ρ). Moreover, sρ,w is the unique
critical point of Iρ, which is a strict maximum.

Proof. For every w ∈ Tb,

Iρ(s ⋆ w) =
e2s

2

∫
RN

|∇w|2 − ρe
p−2
2
Ns

p

∫
RN

|w|p,

∂

∂s
Iρ(s ⋆ w) = e2s

∫
RN

|∇w|2 − ργpe
p−2
2
Ns

∫
RN

|w|p.

p > 2+4/N follows p−2
2
N > 2, so there exists a unique sρ,w ∈ R that satisfies

∂

∂s
Iρ(sρ,w ⋆ w) = 0.

Equivalently, sρ,w is the unique critical point of Iρ, which is a strict maximum.

Lemma 3.5. There holds

inf
w∈P(b,ρp)

Iρp(w) = inf
Tb

Rb(w).

Proof. If w ∈ P(b, ρp), then∫
RN |∇w|2

(C0

b2
)
p−2
2 γp

∫
RN wp

= 1 and Iρp(w) = (
pγp − 2

2pγp
)

∫
RN

|∇w|2.

Therefore

Iρp(w) = (
pγp − 2

2pγp
)

∫
RN

|∇w|2
( ∫

RN |∇w|2

(C0

b2
)
p−2
2 γp

∫
RN wp

) 2
pγp−2

= Rb(w),

which proves that infP(b,ρp) IC0/b2(w) ≥ infTb Rb(w). On the other hand, it is
easy to check that

Rb(s ⋆ w) = Rb(w) for all s ∈ R, w ∈ Tb.

By the above lemma, we conclude that

Rb(w) = Rb(sρp,w ⋆ w) = Iρp(sρp,w ⋆ w) ≥ inf
P(b,ρp)

Iρp(w),

for every w ∈ Tb.
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Let us recall the following Gagliardo-Nirenberg inequality: there exists a
universal constant Cp,N > 0 such that∫

RN

wp ≤ Cp,N

(∫
RN

w2

) p(1−γp)

2
(∫

RN

|∇w|2
) pγp

2

for all w ∈ H1(RN).

(3.12)
In particular, the optimal value of Cp,N can be found as

1

Cr
p,N

= inf
w∈H1(RN )\{0}

(∫
RN w

2
) p(1−γp)

2
r ·
(∫

RN |∇w|2
)r+1(∫

RN wp
)r (3.13)

= inf
w∈Tb

bp(1−γp)r
(∫

RN |∇w|2
)r+1(∫

RN wp
)r , (3.14)

where the last equality comes from the fact that the ratio on the last alge-
braic fraction is invariant with respect to multiplication of w with a positive
number.

Lemma 3.6. In the previous notation, we have

Cr
p,N = γ

−pγp
pγp−2

p C
pγp−p

pγP−2

0 C−1
1 , Cp,N = γ

−pγp
2

p C
pγp−p

2
0 C

− pγp−2

2
1 (3.15)

where C0 and C1 have been defined in (3.2).

Proof. Multiplying and dividing the last term in (3.14) by pγp−2

2pγr+1
p
b2rC−r

0 , we
deduce that

1

Cr
p,N

=
2pγr+1

p

pγp − 2
bp(1−γp)r(

C0

b2
)
(p−2)r

2 inf
w∈Tb

Rb(w).

Hence, by Proposition 3.3 and Lemma 3.5, we infer that

1

Cr
p,N

=
2pγr+1

p

pγp − 2
bp(1−γp)r(

C0

b2
)
(p−2)r

2 Iρp(wb,ρp) = γ
pγp

pγP−2
p C

p−pγp
pγP−2

0 C1.

Next, motivated by [42], we introduce the map Ψa,b,R : RN → Ta defined
by

Ψa,b,R(y) =
a

∥φ(·/R)wb,ρ(· − y)∥L2(RN )

φ(·/R)wb,ρ(· − y), ∀y ∈ RN ,
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where a, b, R > 0, 2 < p < 2∗, and φ : RN → [0, 1] is a smooth radial function
satisfying

φ(x) ≡ 0 if |x| ≤ 1, φ(x) ≡ 1 if |x| ≥ 2.

We describe some properties of Ψa,b,R in the following lemma.

Lemma 3.7.
(1) For any R > 0, Ψa,b,R ∈ C(RN , Ta);

(2) lim
|y|→+∞

Iρ(Ψa,b,R(y)) = 1
2
a2

b2

∫
RN |∇wb,ρ|2 − 1

p
ap

bp

∫
RN |wb,ρ|p uniformly for

R, b > 0 bounded.

Proof. (1) This assertion is obviously true.
(2)Let 0 < R ≤ R0 < +∞ and 0 < b ≤ b0 < +∞. For any s ∈ [2, 2∗), we

firstly claim that

∥φ(·/R)wb,ρ(· − y)∥Ls(RN ) → ∥wb,ρ∥Ls(RN ), as |y| → +∞ (3.16)

uniformly for 0 < R ≤ R0 and 0 < b ≤ b0 < +∞.
Indeed, by the definition of φ and (3.10), for |y| large, we have∫

RN

|φ(x/R)wb,ρ(x− y)− wb,ρ(x− y)|s dx

≤ C

∫
B(0,2R)

|wb,ρ(x− y)|s dx

≤ C ′
∫
B(0,2R)

|x− y|−
N−1

2
se−

√
λb,ρ|x−y|s dx

≤ C ′′RN
0 (
√
λb,ρ|y|)−s

= C ′′RN
0 (
ρ

2
p−2 b2

C0

)
s(p−2)

N(p−2)−4 |y|−s,

where C,C ′, C ′′ are positive constants independent of y. Note that

∥wb,ρ∥Ls(RN ) − ∥φ(·/R)wb,ρ(· − y)− wb,ρ(· − y)∥Ls(RN )

≤ ∥φ(·/R)wb,ρ(· − y)∥Ls(RN )

≤ ∥wb,ρ∥Ls(RN ) + ∥φ(·/R)wb,ρ(· − y)− wb,ρ(· − y)∥Ls(RN ).

The claim is obtained immediately.
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Similarly, by (3.10), (3.11) and the definition of φ, for |y| large, we get∫
RN

|∇[φ(x/R)wb,ρ(x− y)]−∇wb,ρ(x− y)|2 dx

≤ C
1

R2

∫
B(0,2R)

|wb,ρ(x− y)|2 dx+ C

∫
B(0,2R)

|∇wb,ρ(x− y)|2 dx

≤ C ′RN−2
0 (

√
λb,ρ|y|)−2 + C ′RN

0 (
√
λb,ρ|y|)−2,

where C,C ′ are positive constants independent of y. This implies that

∥∇[φ(·/R)wb,ρ(· − y)]∥L2(RN ) → ∥∇wb,ρ∥L2(RN ) (3.17)

as |y| → +∞ uniformly for 0 < R ≤ R0 and 0 < b ≤ b0 < +∞. It follows
from (3.16), (3.17) and the definition of Ψa,b,R that

lim
|y|→+∞

Iρ(Ψa,b,R(y)) =
1

2

a2

b2

∫
RN

|∇wb,ρ|2 −
1

p

ap

bp

∫
RN

|wb,ρ|p

uniformly for R, b > 0 bounded.

In the remainder of this paper, we shall denote by

||u|| = (
1

2

∫
Ω

|∇u|2 + |u|2dx)
1
2 ,

||u||∗ = (
1

2

∫
RN

|∇u|2 + |u|2dx)
1
2 ,

||u||r = (

∫
Ω

|u|pdx)
1
r ,

||u||∗r = (

∫
RN

||u|rdx)
1
r

the norms in H1
0 (Ω), H

1
0 (RN), Lr(Ω), Lr(RN), r ∈ [2, 2∗], respectively. The

inner products in H1
0 and L2 are denoted by ⟨·, ·⟩ and (·, ·) respectively.

Assume Ω ⊂ RN (N ≥ 3) is an exterior domain with 0 /∈ Ω, λ ≥ 0, ρ ∈ [1
2
, 1],

p ∈ (2 + 4/N, 2∗), where 2∗ = 2N/(N − 2) is critical Sobolev exponent.

Eρ(u) =
1

2

∫
Ω

|∇u|2dx− ρ

p

∫
Ω

|x|−α|u|pdx,

E∗
ρ(u) =

1

2

∫
RN

|∇u|2dx− ρ

p

∫
RN

|x|−α|u|pdx,
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Eλ,ρ(u) =
1

2

∫
Ω

|∇u|2dx+ λ

2

∫
Ω

|u|2dx− ρ

p

∫
Ω

|x|−α|u|pdx,

E∗
λ,ρ(u) =

1

2

∫
RN

|∇u|2dx+ λ

2

∫
RN

|u|2dx− ρ

p

∫
RN

|x|−α|u|pdx.

Sµ = {u ∈ H1
0 (Ω) :

∫
Ω

|u|2dx = µ},

S∗
µ = {u ∈ H1

0 (RN) :

∫
RN

|u|2dx = µ}.

To show that the family Eρ enters into the framework of Theorem 2.5 we
firstly need to show that it has a mountain pass geometry on Sµ uniformly
with respect to ρ ∈ [1

2
, 1].

Lemma 3.8. For every µ > 0, there exist w1(µ), w2(µ) ∈ Sµ independent of
ρ ∈

[
1
2
, 1
]

such that

cρ(µ) := inf
γ∈Γ

max
t∈[0,1]

Eρ(γ(t)) > max{Eρ(w1), Eρ(w2)}, ∀ρ ∈
[
1

2
, 1

]
,

where Γ := {γ ∈ C([0, 1], Sµ) | γ is continuous, γ(0) = w1, γ(1) = w2}.

Proof. For any µ, k > 0, denote

Aµ,k := {u ∈ Sµ |
∫
Ω

|∇u|2dx < k},

∂Aµ,k := {u ∈ Sµ |
∫
Ω

|∇u|2dx = k}.

Firstly note that, for any µ, k > 0, we have Aµ,k ̸= ∅ (and, similarly, ∂Aµ,k ̸=
∅). Indeed, take any function v ∈ C∞

c (R) with ∥v∥2L2(Ω) = µ, and consider
vt(x) = tN/2v(tx), for t > 0. We have that

∥vt∥2L2(Ω) = µ and ∥∇vt∥2L2(Ω) = t2∥∇v∥2L2(Ω) for every t > 0.

Since Ω is an exterior domain, there exist R0 > 0, such that {x : |x| ≥ R0} ⊂
Ω. Therefore, just let the support of v be contained in {x : |x| ≥ R0}, any
function vt can be regarded as a function in Sµ, and, in particular, vt ∈ Aµ,k
for t small enough. Now, we assume that |x| ≥ r0 > 0 for any x ∈ Ω from
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the assumption 0 /∈ Ω, and by the Gagliardo–Nirenberg inequality [41], we
obtain

Eρ(u) ≥
1

2
∥∇u∥2L2(Ω) −

r−α0 Cp,N
p

µ
(1−γp)p

2 ∥∇u∥pγpL2(Ω), ∀u ∈ Sµ.

Where γp = N(p−2)
2p

.

Then, for any µ > 0 and u ∈ ∂Aµ,k0 with k0 =
(

rα0 p

4Cp,N

) 2
pγp−2

µ
− (1−γp)p

pγp−2 , by
Lemma 3.6, k0 denoted as

k0 = (rα0 )
2

pγp−2γp(
pγp
4

)
2

pγp−2 (
C0

µ
)
p−pγP
pγp−2 C1,

we have

inf
u∈∂Aµ,k0

Eρ(u) ≥ k0

(
1

2
− r−α0 Cp,N

p
µ

(1−γp)p

2 k
pγp−2

2
0

)
=
k0
4

=: β > 0, (3.18)

for every ρ ∈
[
1
2
, 1
]
.

Moreover, let wb[y](x) := Ψ√
µ,b,R0(y) ∈ Sµ, for b ∈ R+ and y ∈ RN , where

R0 satisfies that RN\Ω ⊂ {x ∈ RN : |x| < R0} := B(0, R0). Connecting
Proposition 3.3 and Lemma 3.7, we have∫

Ω

|∇wb[y]|2 =
∫
RN

|∇Ψ√
µ,b,R0(y)|2 →

µ

b2
γpρ

− 2
p−2 (

C0

ρ
2

p−2 b2
)
p−pγP
pγp−2 C1, (3.19)

as |y| → +∞. We observe that for b and |y| large enough, we can choose a b1
and a y1 such that

∫
Ω
|∇wb1 [y1]|2 < k0

2
, so, Eρ(wb1 [y1]) <

1
2

∫
Ω
|∇wb1 [y1]|2 <

k0
4
= β. Next, We want to find a b2 and a y2 such that∫

Ω

|∇wb2 [y]|2 > 2k0 and Eρ(wb2 [y]) <
1

2
β. (3.20)
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To estimate the value of Eρ(wb[y]), we have

Eρ(wb[y]) =
1

2

∫
Ω

|∇wb[y]|2dx−
ρ

p

∫
Ω

|x|−α|wb[y]|pdx

≤ 1

2

∫
Ω

|∇wb[y]|2dx−
ρ(2|y|)−α

p

∫
Ω∩{|x|≤2|y|}

|wb[y]|pdx

− ρ

p

∫
Ω∩{|x|>2|y|}

|x|−α|wb[y]|pdx

≤ 1

2

∫
Ω

|∇wb[y]|2dx−
ρ(2|y|)−α

p

∫
Ω

|wb[y]|pdx

+
2ρ(2|y|)−α

p

∫
Ω∩{x:|x|>2|y|}

|wb[y]|pdx.

We can choose a |y′2| from the definition of Eρ(wb[y]) such that for any y :
|y| ≥ |y′2|, it holds that∫

Ω∩{x:|x|>2|y|}
|wb[y]|pdx ≤ 1

4

∫
Ω

|wb[y]|pdx,

then for y : |y| ≥ |y′2|,

Eρ(wb[y]) ≤
1

2

∫
Ω

|∇wb[y]|2dx−
ρ(2|y|)−α

2p

∫
Ω

|wb[y]|pdx.

Moreover, from Lemma 3.7, for |y| large enough, the inequalities (3.20) are
equal to

µ

b2
γpρ

− 2
p−2 (

C0

ρ
2

p−2 b2
)
p−pγP
pγp−2 C1 > 2(rα0 )

2
pγp−2γp(

pγp
4

)
2

pγp−2 (
C0

µ
)
p−pγP
pγp−2 C1, (3.21)

and

(
1

2

µ

b2
γp −

(2|y|)−α

2p

µ
p
2

bp
)ρ−

2
p−2 (

C0

ρ
2

p−2 b2
)
p−pγP
pγp−2 C1

<
1

8
(rα0 )

2
pγp−2γp(

pγp
4

)
2

pγp−2 (
C0

µ
)
p−pγP
pγp−2 C1. (3.22)
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Furthermore, (3.21) and (3.22) can be reduced to

(
µ

ρ
2

p−2 b2
)

p−2
pγp−2 > 2(rα0 )

2
pγp−2 (

pγp
4

)
2

pγp−2 , (3.23)

and (
γp
2

µ

b2
− (2|y|)−α

2p

µ
p
2

bp
)ρ−

2
p−2 (

µ

ρ
2

p−2 b2
)
p−pγP
pγp−2 <

1

8
(rα0 )

2
pγp−2γp(

pγp
4

)
2

pγp−2 .

(3.24)

Let ( µ

ρ
2

p−2 b2
)

p−2
pγp−2 = 2s(rα0 )

2
pγp−2 (pγp

4
)

2
pγp−2 , s > 1. So (3.24) can be reduced to

8s− ρ(
r0
2|y|

)α(2s)
pγp
2 < 1. (3.25)

We can choose a b2 = b(|y|) such that wb2 [y](x) is what we are looking for.
Therefore, we can take y2 and b2 to make inequalities (3.20) true, and we set
w1(x) := wb1 [y1](x), w2(x) := wb2 [y2](x) ∈ Sµ. which satisfy that

∥∇w1∥2L2(Ω) <
1

2
k0 and Eρ(w1) < β, ∀ρ ∈

[
1

2
, 1

]
. (3.26)

∥∇w2∥2L2(Ω) > 2k0 and Eρ(w2) <
1

2
β, ∀ρ ∈

[
1

2
, 1

]
. (3.27)

Let Γ and cρ be defined as in the statement of the lemma for our choice
of w1 and w2; the fact that Γ ̸= 0 is straightforward, since

γ0(t) :=
µ1/2

∥(1− t)w1 + tw2∥L2(Ω)

(
(1− t)w1 + tw2

)
, t ∈ [0, 1],

belongs to Γ. By (3.26) and (3.27), we note that for every γ ∈ Γ there
exists tγ ∈ [0, 1] such that γ(tγ) ∈ ∂Aµ,k0 , by continuity. Therefore, for any
ρ ∈

[
1
2
, 1
]
, we have for every γ ∈ Γ

max
t∈[0,1]

Ep(γ(t)) ≥ Ep(γ(tγ)) ≥ inf
u∈∂Aµ,k0

Ep(u) ≥ β

(see 3.18) and thus Cρ ≥ β, while

max{Ep(w1), Ep(w2)} < β.
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4. Compactness

Lemma 4.1. For any λ < 0, there exists a subspace Y of H1
0 (Ω) with

dimY = 3 such that∫
Ω

|∇w|2 dx+ λ

∫
Ω

|w|2 dx ≤ λ

2
∥w∥2, ∀w ∈ Y.

Proof. Recalling that B(0, R0)
c ⊂ Ω. Take ϕ ∈ C∞

0 (RN) with suppϕ ⊂ {x ∈
RN : 2R0 ≤ |x| ≤ 3R0} such that

∫
RN |ϕ|2dx = 1. We define the following

functions for 0 < σ ≤ 1:

ψj,σ(x) = σ
N
2 ϕ(σx− 7R0ej), j=1,2,3,

where, {ej}Nj=1 is the standard orthonormal basis of RN . Clearly, for any
0 < σ ≤ 1,

∫
Ω
|ψj,σ|2 dx = 1 for all j = 1, 2, 3, , and the three functions

are mutually orthogonal in H1
0 (Ω), having disjoint supports. Assume that

w =
3∑
j=1

θjψj,σ. Then

∫
Ω

|∇w|2 dx+ λ

∫
Ω

|w|2 dx = σ2
( 3∑
j=1

θ2j

∫
Ω

|∇ϕ|2 dx
)
+ λ
( 3∑
j=1

θ2j

∫
Ω

|ϕ|2 dx
)

= (σ2ζ + λ)
3∑
j=1

θ2j ,

where ζ :=
∫
Ω
|∇ϕ|2 dx > 0. Similarly, ∥w∥2 = (σ2ζ + 1)

∑3
j=1 θ

2
j . Therefore,

provided that w ̸= 0,∫
Ω
|∇w|2 dx+ λ

∫
Ω
|w|2 dx

∥w∥2
=
σ2ζ + λ

σ2ζ + 1
≤ λ

2

for every σ > 0 sufficiently small, and for every θ1, θ2, θ3 ∈ R.

The main aim of this section is to prove the following result. This is also
the proof process of Theorem 1.2.

Proposition 4.2. For any µ > 0 and almost every ρ ∈ [1
2
, 1], there exists

a positive (µ, ρ) sub-mass mountain pass solution uρ ∈ H1
0 (Ω) of equation

(1.3-ρ). Moreover, m(uρ) ≤ 2.
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Proof. We apply Theorem 2.5 to the family of functionals Eρ, with E =
H1

0 (Ω), H = L2(Ω), Sµ and Γ defined in Lemma 3.8. Setting

A(u) =
1

2

∫
Ω

|∇u|2 dx and B(u) =
ρ

p

∫
Ω

|x|−α|u|p dx,

Assumption (2.1) holds, since we have that

u ∈ Sµ, ∥u∥ → +∞ =⇒ A(u) → +∞.

Let E ′
ρ and E ′′

ρ denote respectively the first and second derivatives of Eρ.
Clearly, E ′

ρ and E ′′
ρ are both of class C1, and hence locally Hölder continuous,

on Sµ.
Thus, taking into account Lemma 3.8, by Theorem 2.5 and the consid-

erations just after it, for almost every ρ ∈ [1/2, 1], there exist a bounded
sequence {un,ρ} ⊂ Sµ, that we shall denote simply by {un} from now on, and
a sequence {ζn} ⊂ R+ with ζn → 0+, such that

E ′
ρ(un) + λnun → 0 in (H1

0 (Ω))
′, (4.1)

where
λn := − 1

µ
E ′
ρ(un)un. (4.2)

Moreover, if the inequality∫
Ω

[
|∇φ|2+(λn−(p−1)ρ|x|−α|un|p−2)φ2

]
dx = E ′′

ρ (un)[φ, φ]+λn∥φ∥22 < −ζn∥φ∥2

(4.3)
holds for any φ ∈ Wn \ {0} in a subspace Wn of TunSµ, then the dimension
of Wn is at most 1. In addition, since u ∈ Sµ =⇒ |u| ∈ Sµ, w1, w2 ≥ 0,
the map u 7→ |u| is continuous, and Eρ(u) = Eρ(|u|), it is possible to choose
{un} with the property that un ≥ 0 on Ω.

The sequence {un} is bounded, it follows by 4.2 that λn is bounded. Then
passing to a subsequence, there exists λρ such that lim

n→∞
λn = λρ. Moreover,

there exists uρ ∈ H1
0 (Ω) such that

un ⇀ uρ in H
1
0 (Ω), (4.4)

un ⇀ uρ in L
r(Ω), r ∈ [2, 2∗], (4.5)

un → uρ in L
r
loc(Ω), r ∈ [1, 2∗), (4.6)

un(x) → uρ(x) for a.e.x ∈ Ω, (4.7)
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which implies that uρ ≥ 0.
Let us firstly prove that E ′

λρ,ρ
(uρ) = E ′

ρ(uρ) + λρ(un, ·) = 0. Noting that
C∞

0 (Ω) is dense in H1
0 (Ω), it suffices to check that E ′

λρ,ρ
(uρ)ϕ = 0 for all

ϕ ∈ C∞
0 (Ω). And we have

E ′
λn,ρ(un)ϕ− E ′

λρ,ρ(uρ)ϕ =

∫
Ω

∇(un − uρ)∇ϕdx+ λρ

∫
Ω

(un − uρ)ϕ

(λn − λρ)

∫
Ω

unϕ− ρ

∫
Ω

|x|−α(|un|p−1 − |uρ|p−1)ϕdx→ 0, (4.8)

which is determined by (4.4) and (4.6). Thus recalling that E ′
λn,ρ

(un) → 0,
we indeed have E ′

λρ,ρ
(uρ) = 0. Thus∫

Ω

|∇uρ|2 + λρ|uρ|2dx = ρ

∫
Ω

|x|−α|uρ|pdx (4.9)

Then we need to show that λρ ≥ 0. Here the Morse type information
(4.3) proves decisive. Since the codimension of TunSµ is 1, we infer that if
the inequality (4.3) holds for every φ ∈ Vn \ {0} for a subspace Vn of H1

0 (Ω),
then the dimension of Vn is at most 2. On the other hand, by Lemma 4.1,
we have that for every λ < 0, there exist a subspace Y of E with dimY = 3
and a > 0 such that, for n ∈ N large,

E ′′
ρ (un)[φ, φ] + λ∥φ∥22 ≤

∫
Ω

|∇φ|2dx+ λ

∫
Ω

|φ|2 ≤ −a∥φ∥2,

for all φ ∈ Y \ {0}. Therefore, Lemma 2.6 implies that λρ ≥ 0.
To prove that uρ ̸≡ 0. From (4.1) and the fact λn → λρ, by E ′

λρ,ρ
(uρ) = 0,

we deduce that when n→ ∞,∫
Ω

|∇(un − uρ)|2 + λρ|(un − uρ)|2dx = ρ

∫
Ω

|x|−α(|un|p − |uρ|p)dx+ o(1).

(4.10)

Considering
∫
Ω
|x|−α(|un|p − |uρ|p)dx, for R > R0 large enough we have∫

Ω

|x|−α(|un|p − |uρ|p)dx = (

∫
Ω∩{|x|≤R}

+

∫
Ω∩{|x|>R}

)|x|−α(|un|p − |uρ|p)dx.

So for any k ∈ N, supposing the uniform bound of
∫
Ω
|un|pdx does not exceed

M, there is Rk such that∫
Ω∩{|x|>R}

|x|−α
∣∣∣∣|un|p − |uρ|p

∣∣∣∣dx ≤ 2M |Rk|−α ≤ 2−k, ∀n ∈ N,

25



and by Rellich imbedding theorem, there is nk ∈ N such that∫
Ω∩{x:|x|≤Rk}

|x|−α
∣∣∣∣|unk

|p − |uρ|p
∣∣∣∣dx < 2−k.

Then we infer that∫
Ω

|x|−α
∣∣∣∣|unk

|p − |uρ|p
∣∣∣∣dx→ 0, as k → ∞,

furthermore, by (4.10), we have∫
Ω

|∇(unk
− uρ)|2 + λρ|(unk

− uρ)|2dx→ 0, as k → ∞.

If λρ > 0, we have unk
→ uρ, so uρ ̸≡ 0 from the condition unk

∈ Sµ. If
λρ = 0, from Theorem 2.5 (i) we know

cρ = lim
k→∞

1

2

∫
Ω

|∇(unk
)|2 − ρ

p

∫
Ω

|x|−α|unk
|p

=
1

2

∫
Ω

|∇(uρ)|2 −
ρ

p

∫
Ω

|x|−α|uρ|p > α > 0, (4.11)

So uρ ̸≡ 0. And from Theorem 2.7, we know m̃0(uρ) ≤ 1.
Moreover, when λρ = 0, we also have when k → ∞,∫

Ω

|∇(unk
)|2 →

∫
Ω

|∇(uρ)|2 and
∫
Ω

|x|−α|unk
|p →

∫
Ω

|x|−α|uρ|p.

But there is only an upper bounded estimate for the L2 norm of uρ, that is∫
Ω

|uρ|2 ≤
∫
Ω

|unk
|2 = µ.

Hence, uρ is a positive (µ, ρ) sub-mass mountain pass solution for λρ ≥ 0.
Proof completed.

5. Blow-up analysis

From Proposition 4.2, there exists a sequence ρn → 1−, and the positive
(µ, ρn) sub-mass mountain pass solution uρn of Eρn for λρn ≥ 0, lying at
the mountain pass level cρn , with a Morse index m(uρn) lesser or equal to
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2. To obtain the existence of solutions for equations (1.1)-(1.2), at a strictly
positive energy level, it clearly suffices to show that {uρn} converges. In this
direction the key point is to show that {uρn} is bounded in H1

0 (Ω). For a
more comprehensive discussion on the blow-up analysis, see [10, 16, 36].

By Lemma 3.8 and the monotonicity of cρ,

E1(w1) ≤ Eρ(w1) ≤ cρ ≤ c1/2, ∀ρ ∈
[
1

2
, 1

]
,

which implies that cρn is bounded. In addition, thanks to the condition∫
Ω

(
|∇un|2 + λnu

2
n

)
dx = ρn

∫
Ω

|x|−α|un|pdx,

whence it follows that(
1

2
− 1

p

)∫
Ω

|∇un|2dx ≤ cn +
λnµ

p
.

Therefore, if {λn} is bounded, then {uρn} is bounded as well. We shall thus
assume that λn → +∞, up to extraction of a subsequence and, in order to
reach a contradiction, develop a blow-up analysis for {uρn}.

Precisely, writing for simplicity un := uρn for ρn → 1−. Using standard
regularity arguments, we obtain un ∈ C2(Ω). And by the maximum principle,
we also have that un > 0 in Ω. We consider the behavior of a sequence of
solutions {un} ∈ H1

0 (Ω) of the following problem:
−∆un + λnun = ρn|x|−αup−1

n on Ω,

un > 0 on Ω,

un = 0 on ∂Ω,
(5.1)

where m(un) ≤ 2 for all n ∈ N, and it is assumed that λn → +∞.
Firstly, we note that the local maximum points of un have the following

estimate.

Lemma 5.1. Let xn ∈ Ω be a local maximum point of un. Then

un(xn) ≥ r
α

p−2

0 λ
1

p−2
n ,

where r0 = inf
Ω

|x|.
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Proof. By regularity, un ∈ C2(Ω), if xn is a local maximum point of un, then
∆un(xn) ≤ 0, and we have

∆un(xn) = λnun(xn)− ρn|x|−αup−1
n (xn) ≤ 0,

so, it holds

un(xn) ≥ (
λn|xn|α

ρn
)

1
p−2 ≥ r

α
p−2

0 λ
1

p−2
n .

As the constant r0 plays no essential role in the blow-up analysis, we
normalize it to be r0 = 1 for simplicity in the following content.

Lemma 5.2. Suppose that λn → +∞. Let Pn ∈ Ω be such that, for some
Rn → ∞,

|un(Pn)| = max
BRnε̃n (Pn)

|un(x)| where ε̃n = |un(Pn)|−
p−2
2 → 0.

Set εn = λ
− 1

2
n . Then (

ε̃n
εn

)2

→ λ̃ ∈ (0, 1].

and passing to a subsequence if necessary, we have
(i)Pn → P ∈ Ω;
(ii)dist(Pn,∂Ω)

ε̃n
→ +∞ as n→ +∞, and the scaled sequence

vn(x) := ε
2

p−2
n un(εnx+ Pn) for x ∈ Ωn :=

Ω− Pn
εn

(5.2)

converges to W0 ∈ H1(RN) in C2
loc(RN), where W0 is the unique positive

solution of 
−∆v + v = Λ0v

p−1 in RN ,
v(0) = max

x∈RN
v,

v(x) → 0 as |x| → +∞;

(iii)there exists ϕn ∈ C∞
0 (Ω), with supp ϕn ⊂ BRεn(Pn) for some R > 0,

such that ∫
Ω

|∇ϕn|2 + λnϕ
2
n − ρn(p− 1)|x|−αup−2

n ϕ2
ndx < 0.
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(iv)for all R > 0 and q ≥ 1,

lim
n→+∞

λ
N
2
− q

p−2
n

∫
BRεn(Pn)

uqn = lim
n→+∞

∫
BR(0)

vqn =

∫
BR(0)

(W0)
q.

Proof. Pn is a positive local maximum point. By Lemma 5.1, we deduce that

λn
|un(Pn)|p−2

→ λ̃ ∈ [0, 1] as n→ ∞.

Next, we show that λ̃ > 0. Define the rescaled function

ũn(x) := ε̃
2

p−2
n un(ε̃nx+ Pn) for x ∈ Ω̃n :=

Ω− Pn
ε̃n

.

Clearly, ũn satisfies
−∆ũn + λnε̃

2
nũn = ρn|ε̃nx+ Pn|−αũp−1

n in Ω̃n,

ũn(x) ≤ ũn(0) = 1 in Ω̃n ∩BRn(0),

ũn = 0 on ∂Ω̃n,

Since Pn ∈ Ω is a point of local maximum of un, we have

0 ≤ −∆ũn(0) = ρn|Pn|−α − λnε̃
2
n =⇒ λnε̃

2
n ≤ ρn|Pn|−α ≤ 1,

it follows that, up to a subsequence,

ρn|Pn|−α → Λ0 as n→ ∞,

for some Λ0 ∈ [λ̃, 1]. Let dn = dist(Pn, ∂Ω). Then

dn
ε̃n

:= L ∈ [0,+∞] and Ω̃n →
{

RN if L = +∞;
H if L < +∞,

where H denotes a half-space such that 0 ∈ H and d(0, ∂H) = L. By reg-
ularity arguments, up to a subsequence, ũn → ũ ≥ 0 in C2

loc(D), where ũ
solves  −∆ũ+ λ̃ũ = Λ0ũ

p−1 in D,
ũ(x) ≤ ũ(0) = 1 in D,
ũ = 0 on ∂D,

where D is either RN or H.
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We claim that m(ũ) ≤ 2. To see this, suppose for contradiction that
there exists k > 2 such that there are k positive functions ϕ1, · · · , ϕk ∈
H1(D) ∩ Cc(D), orthogonal in L2(Ω), satisfying∫

D

|∇ϕi|2dx+ λ̃

∫
D

ϕ2
i dx−

∫
D

(p− 1)Λ0ũ
p−2ϕ2

i dx < 0

for every i ∈ {1, · · · , k}. Because Ω̃n → D, for n large enough, we have

k⋃
i=1

supp(ϕi) ⊂ Ω̃n, where supp(ϕi) is the support of ϕi.

Define the rescaled functions

ϕi,n(x) := ε̃
−N−2

2
n ϕi

(
x− Pn
ε̃n

)
,

so the support of ϕi,n belongs to Ω, thus ϕi,n ∈ H1
0 (Ω) ∩ Cc(Ω), and we can

verify that∫
Ω

|∇ϕi,n|2dx+ λn

∫
Ω

ϕ2
i,ndx−

∫
Ω

ρn(p− 1)|x|−α|up−2
n ϕ2

i,ndx (5.3)

=

∫
Ωn

|∇ϕi|2dx+ λnε̃
2
n

∫
Ωn

ϕ2
i dx−

∫
Ωn

ρn(p− 1)|ε̃nx+ Pn|−α|ũp−2
n ϕ2

i dx

(5.4)

→
∫
D

|∇ϕi|2dx+ λ̃

∫
D

ϕ2
i dx−

∫
D

(p− 1)Λ0|ũ|p−2ϕ2
i dx < 0, (5.5)

This implies that m(un) ≥ k > 2 for sufficiently large n, thereby yielding a
contradiction. Thus, the claim is valid. This allows us to conclude that the
occurrence of λ̃ = 0 is ruled out, regardless of whether D is a half-space or a
whole space. Consequently, we can assert that λ̃ ∈ (0,∞).

In the sequel, we consider the sequence (vn) defined by (5.2). Clearly, vn
satisfies 

−∆vn + vn = ρn|εnx+ Pn|−αvp−1
n in Ωn,

vn(x) ≤ vn(0) = ( εn
ε̃n
)

2
p−2 → λ̃−

1
p−2 in Ωn ∩BRn

ε̃n
εn

(0),

vn = 0 on ∂Ωn.
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Up to a subsequence, we have vn → v in C2
loc(D), where D is either RN or a

half space H, and v solves
−∆v + v = Λ0v

p−1 in D,
v(x) ≤ v(0) = λ̃−

1
p−2 in D,

v = 0 on ∂D.

And m(v) ≤ 2.
By [36, Theorem 2.5], we know D = RN , then lim sup

n→+∞

dist(Pn,∂Ω)
ε̃n

= +∞.

Using m(v) ≤ 2, by standard regularity arguments, v ∈ C2(RN), |v(x)| → 0
as |x| → +∞. Using the strong maximum principle we know that v > 0, and
it coincides with the unique radial ground-state solution W0 to −∆u + u =
Λ0u

p−1 in RN . All in all, we get that (ii) holds.
By [16, Theorem 1.1], there exists ϕ ∈ C∞

0 (RN) such that supp ϕ ⊂
BR(0), R > 0, and∫

RN

|∇ϕ|2 + λ̃ϕ2 + (p− 1)Λ0W
p−2
0 ϕ2 < 0.

As before, the function ϕn(x) := ε̃
−N−2

2
n ϕ

(
x−Pn

ε̃n

)
is what we are looking for

in (iii).
Moreover, in view of 2 p

p−2
−N > 0 and by Lemma 5.1,

ε̃2n ≤ λ−1
n ,

let n→ +∞, we have that∫
BR(0)

(W0)
q = lim

n→+∞

∫
BR(0)

vqn = lim
n→+∞

ε
2q
p−2

−N
n

∫
BRεn(Pn)

uqn (5.6)

= lim
n→+∞

λ
N
2
− q

p−2
n

∫
BRεn(Pn)

uqn, (5.7)

and (iv) is also proved.

We now proceed to provide a comprehensive global blow-up analysis.
The following result offers a detailed description of the asymptotic behavior
of {un} as λn → +∞.
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Lemma 5.3. There exists k ∈ {1, 2} and sequences of points {P 1
n}, · · · , {P k

n},
such that

|un(P i
n)| = max

B
Rnλ

−1/2
n

(P i
n)∩Ω

|un| for some Rn → ∞, for every i, (5.8)

λn|P i
n − P j

n|2 → +∞, ∀i ̸= j, as n→ ∞, (5.9)

and moreover,

lim
R→∞

(
lim sup
n→+∞

λ
− 1

p−2
n max

dn≥Rλ−1/2
n

|un(x)|

)
= 0, (5.10)

where dn(x) = min{|x − P i
n| : i = 1, · · · , k} is the distance function from

{P 1
n , · · · , P k

n} for x ∈ Ω.

Proof. Take P 1
n ∈ Ω such that un(P 1

n) = max
Ω

|un(x)|. If (5.10) is satisfied for

P 1
n , then we get k = 1. It is evident that P 1

n satisfies (5.8).
Otherwise, if P 1

n does not satisfy (5.10), we suppose that there exists
δ > 0 such that

lim
R→∞

(
lim sup
n→+∞

λ
− 1

p−2
n max

|x−P 1
n |≥Rλ

−1/2
n

|un(x)|

)
≥ 4δ.

For sufficiently large R, up to a subsequence, it holds

λ
− 1

p−2
n max

|x−P 1
n |≥Rλ

−1/2
n

|un(x)| ≥ 2δ. (5.11)

Let P 2
n ∈ Ω \B

Rλ
−1/2
n

(P 1
n) such that

|un(P 2
n)| = max

Ω\B
Rλ

−1/2
n

(P 1
n)
|un|.

Then, (5.11) yields that |un(P 2
n)| ≥ 2δλ

1
p−2
n → +∞ as n → +∞. We claim

that
λn|P 1

n − P 2
n |2 → +∞. (5.12)

If (5.12) is not true, then up to subsequence λ
1
2
n |P 1

n − P 2
n | → R′ ≥ R. Define

vn,1(x) := λ
− 1

p−2
n un(λ

−1/2
n x+ P 1

n).
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As in Lemma 5.2, we can deduce that vn,1 → v in C2
loc(D), whereD = RN .

Then, up to subsequences,

λ
− 1

p−2
n un(P

2
n) = vn,1(λ

1/2
n (P 2

n − P 1
n)) → v(x′), |x′| ≥ R′ > R.

Since v(x) → 0 as |x| → ∞, taking R larger if necessary, it follows that

|v(x)| ≤ δ, ∀|x| ≥ R.

This contradicts to (5.11), which proves the claim (5.12).
In the following, we shall show that

|un(P 2
n)| = max

Ω∩B
Rn,2λ

−1/2 (P
2
n)
|un(x)|, for some Rn,2 → +∞. (5.13)

Let ε̃n,2 = |un(P 2
n)|−

p−2
2 . Clearly, by lemma 5.1, ε̃n,2 → 0. By (5.11) we get

ũn,2 ≤ (2δ)−
p−2
2 λ

− 1
2

n . From (5.12), we can assert that

R̃n,2 :=
|P 1
n − P 2

n |
2ε̃n,2

≥ (2δ)
p−2
2

2
λ

1
2
n |P 1

n − P 2
n | → +∞, as n→ ∞.

On the other hand, for any x ∈ BR̃n,2,ε̃n,2
(P 2

n) and R > 0, we have

|x− P 1
n | ≥ |P 2

n − P 1
n | − |x− P 2

n | ≥
1

2
|P 2
n − P 1

n | ≥ Rλ
− 1

2
n

for arbitrarily large n. Consequently,

Ω ∩BR̃n,2,ε̃n,2
(P 2

n) ⊂ Ω\B
Rλ

− 1
2

n

{P 1
n},

which implies that
|un(P 2

n)| = max
Ω∩BR̃n,2,ε̃n,2

(P 2
n)
|un|.

We define

ũn,2(x) := ε̃
2

p−2

kn,2
un(ε̃n,2x+ P 2

n), x ∈ Ω̃n,2 :=
Ω− P 2

n

ε̃n,2
.

Set dn,2 = dist(P 2
n , ∂Ω). Then, passing to subsequences if necessary,

dn,2
ε̃n,2

→ L2 ∈ [0,+∞] and Ω̃n,2 →

{
RN if L2 = +∞,

H if L2 < +∞.
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Then ũn,2 satisfies the following equation
−∆ũn,2 + λnε̃

2
n,2ũn,2 = ρn|ε̃n,2x+ P 2

n |−αũ
p−1
n,2 in Ω̃n,2,

ũn,2(x) ≤ ũn,2(0) = 1 in Ω̃n,2 ∩BR̃n,2
(0),

ũn,2 = 0 on ∂Ω̃n,2.

Since P 2
n is a local maximum, by Lemma 5.1 we get

λn
|un(P 2

n)|p−2
→ λ̃(2) ∈ [0, 1], as n→ ∞.

Using the similar argument as in Lemma 5.2, we deduce λ̃(2) > 0, namely

lim
n→+∞

λ
1
2
n ε̃n,2 > 0.

Set
vn,2 := ε

2
p−2
n un(εnx+ P 2

n) for x ∈ Ωn,2 :=
Ω− P 2

n

εn
,

where εn = λ
− 1

2
n is defined in Lemma 5.2. Since P 2

n ∈ Ω is a point of local
maximum of un, we have

0 ≤ −∆vn,2(0) = ρn|P 2
n |−α − λnε

2
n =⇒ λnε

2
n ≤ ρn|P 2

n |−α ≤ 1,

it follows that, up to a subsequence,

ρn|P 2
n |−α → Λ2 as n→ ∞,

for some Λ2 ∈ [λ̃(2), 1].Up to a subsequence, there exists a function v(2) ∈
H1(D) such that vn,2 → v(2) in C2

loc(D), where D is RN . Moreover, v(2)
solves the following problem

−∆v(2) + v(2) = Λ2(v
(2))p−1 in D,

v(2)(x) ≤ v(2)(0) = (λ̃(2))−
1

p−2 in D,
v = 0 on ∂D.

Then, by a similar discussion as Lemma 5.2, we conclude that dn,2

εn
→ +∞.

Define Rn,2 = R̃n,2λ
1
2
n ε̃n,2. Clearly, Rn,2 → +∞ as n → +∞. Hence, (5.13)

holds.
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If (5.10) does not hold, we can apply similar arguments as before to
show that there exists P 3

n such that (5.8)-(5.9) are satisfied. For P i
n, i =

1, 2, 3, applying Lemma 5.2 again, we can find ϕin ∈ C∞
0 (Ω) with suppϕin ∈

BRεn(P
i
n) ∩ Ω for some R > 0, such that∫

Ω

[∇ϕin]2 dx+
∫
Ω

[(λn − (p− 1)ρn|x|−αup−2
n )(ϕin)

2] dx < 0.

In light of (5.9), we observe that ϕ1
n, ϕ

2
n ϕ

i
n are mutually orthogonal for

sufficiently large n, which implies lim
n→+∞

m(un) ≥ 3. This leads to a contra-

diction with the fact that m(un) ≤ 2.

In the subsequent analysis, we show that un exhibits exponential decay
away from the blow-up points.

Lemma 5.4. Let {P 1
n , · · · , P k

n} be given in Lemma 5.3, Then there are
γ, C > 0 so that

un(x) ≤ C λ
1

p−2
n

k∑
i=1

e−γλ
1
2
n |x−P i

N | ∀x ∈ Ω, n ∈ N. (5.14)

Proof. By (5.10) for R > 0 large and n ≥ n(R) there holds

λ
− 1

p−2
n max{

dn(x)≥Rλ
− 1

2
n

}un(x) ≤
(
1

2

) 1
p−2

,

hence, in {dn(x) ≥ Rλ
− 1

2
n } for n ≥ n(R) we have

ãn(x) := λn − ρn|x|−αup−2
n (x) ≥ λn

4
. (5.15)

Compute the linear operator −∆ + ãn(x) on ξin(x) = e−γλ
1
2
n |x−P i

n| in
{dn(x) ≥ Rλ

− 1
2

n }:

(−∆+ ãn)(ξ
i
n) = λnξ

i
n

[
− γ2 + (N − 1)

γ

λ
1
2
n |x− P i

n|
+ λ−1

n ãn(x)

]
≥ 0
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for n large, provided γ small enough. Observe that for R large(
eγRξin(x)− λ

− 1
p−2

n un(x)

)∣∣∣
∂B

Rλ
− 1

2
n

(P i
n)

→ 1−W0(R) > 0 (5.16)

as n→ +∞, where W0(|x|) =W0(x) for any x ∈ RN .

Then, if we define ξn := eγ Rλ
1

p−2
n

∑k
i=1 ξ

i
n, for Ln = −∆+λn−ρn|x|−αup−2

n

we have

Ln(ξn − un) = Lnξn = eγ Rλ
1

p−2
n

k∑
i=1

(−∆+ ãn)ξ
i
n ≥ 0 in {dn(x) > Rλ

− 1
2

n }

and by (5.16), ξn − un ≥ 0 on {dn(x) = Rλ
− 1

2
n } ∪ ∂Ω. Note that by Lemma

5.3 {
dn(x) = Rλ

− 1
2

n

}
=

k⋃
i=1

∂B
Rλ

− 1
2

n

(P i
n) ⊂ Ω

for n ≥ n(R). Then, by (5.15) and the maximum principle of E.Hopf [34,
Theorem 6 in Section 3]

un ≤ ξn = eγ R λ
1

p−2
n

k∑
i=1

e−γλ
1
2
n |x−P i

n|

in {dn(x) ≥ Rλ
− 1

2
n }, if R is large and n ≥ n(R). Since by the definition in

Lemma 5.2 and Lemma 5.3,

un(x) ≤ max
Ω

un = (ε̃n)
− 2

p−2 ≤ Ceγ R λ
1

p−2
n

k∑
i=1

e−γλ
1
2
n |x−P i

n|

for some C > 0, if dn(x) ≤ Rλ
− 1

2
n , we have that (5.14) holds true in Ω with

a constant Cer R and n ≥ n(R). Up to take a larger constant C, we have the
validity of (5.14) in Ω for every n ∈ N.

Building on the blow-up analysis above, we shall prove the following re-
sults.
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Proof of Theorem 1.2. By Proposition 4.2, for any ρ ∈ [1
2
, 1], there is a se-

quence {ρn} ⊂ [1
2
, 1] such that ρn → ρ and uρn is the positive (µ, ρn) sub-mass

mountain pass solution for λρn ≥ 0. We will prove the case where ρ = 1,
writing for simplicity un := uρn for ρn → 1−; the proofs for other cases are
similar and left to interested readers. Firstly, we show that {λn} is bounded.
Suppose, by contradiction, that λn → +∞. By Lemma 5.3, there exist at
most k blow-up limits {P 1

n}, · · · , {P k
n} with k ≤ 2. In the following, we de-

note by {vln := λ
− 1

p−2
n un(λ

−1/2
n x+P l

n)} the scaled sequence around {P l
n}, and

by Lemma 5.2 we knowW0 is the limit of vln, for all l = 1, · · · , k. Note that
for these blow-up points {P 1

n}, · · · , {P k
n}, by Lemma 5.2 it hold

λ
1
2
ndist(P l

n, ∂Ω) → +∞, ∀l = 1, · · · , k.

On the one hand, we can deduce that for any R > 0,∣∣∣∣∣λN
2
− 2

p−2
n

∫
Ω

u2ndx−
k∑
l=1

∫
BR(0)

|vln|2dx

∣∣∣∣∣→ +∞. (5.17)

In fact, from the proof of Proposition 4.2, the (µ, ρn) sub-mass mountain pass
sequence {un} is a subset of Sµ when λn → ∞, then since p ∈ (2 + 4/N, 2∗),
the first term satisfies∣∣∣∣λN

2
− 2

p−2
n

∫
Ω

u2ndx

∣∣∣∣ = λ
N
2
− 2

p−2
n µ→ +∞.

By Lemma Lemma 5.2, we have

k∑
i=1

∫
BR(0)

|vin|2dx→
k∑
i=1

∫
BR(0)

|W0|2dx,

which imply that (5.17) holds.
On the other hand, by Lemma 5.4, there exist constants C,C ′ > 0 such
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that ∣∣∣∣∣λN
2
− 2

p−2
n

∫
Ω

u2ndx−
k∑
l=1

∫
BR(0)

|vln|2dx

∣∣∣∣∣
= λ

N
2
− 2

p−2
n

∫
Ω\∪k

l=1(BRλ
−1/2
n

(Pl
N ))

u2ndx

≤ Cλ
N
2
n

k∑
l=1

∫
RN\∪k

l=1(BRλ
−1/2
n

(Pl
N ))

e−2γλ
1
2
n |x−pln|dx

≤ C

k∑
i=1

∫
RN\BR(0)

e−2γ|y|dy ≤ C ′ = C ′(R).

Taking n → +∞, we obtain a contradiction to (5.17). Hence, {λn}
is bounded, so {un} is bounded too, and up to a subsequence, there is a
u(1) ∈ H1

0 (Ω) such that un ⇀ u(1) as n → ∞. Similar to the proof process
of Proposition 4.2, because cρ(µ) is continuous with respect to ρ, u(1) is a
positive (µ, 1) sub-mass mountain pass solution.

Proof of Theorem 1.3. Let (u(µ, ρ), λ(µ, ρ)) be given by Theorem 1.2. By
Theorem 3.8 and the definition of cρ(µ) we know that

cρ(µ) ≥
k0
4

=
1

4

(
p

4Cp,N

) 2
pγp−2

µ
− (1−γp)p

pγp−2 → ∞ as µ→ 0,

because − (1−γp)p
pγp−2

< 0. At the other hand, (u(µ, ρ), λ(µ, ρ)) solves equation
(1.3-ρ) and satisfies that cρ(u(µ, ρ)) = Eρ(u(µ, ρ)), so

cρ(u(µ, ρ)) =
p− 2

2p

∫
Ω

|x|−α|u(µ, ρ)|p − λ(µ, ρ)

2

∫
Ω

|u(µ, ρ)|2

≤ p− 2

2p
max
Ω

|u(µ, ρ)(x)|p−2r−α0 µ,

and then

ε̃µ := max
Ω

|u(µ, ρ)(x)| → ∞, as µ→ 0. (5.18)

To prove the final conclusion, we will divide the proof process into two steps.
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Step 1: We claim that there is a µ0 small enough, such that λ(µ, ρ) > 0
for all 0 < µ < µ0.

If not, we can find a subsequence {(λk, uk) := (u(µk, ρ), λ(µk, ρ))} with
λk ≡ 0 and µk → 0 as k → ∞. Define the rescaled function

ũk(x) := ε̃
2

p−2

k uk(ε̃kx+ Pk) for x ∈ Ω̃k :=
Ω− Pk
ε̃k

,

where Pk is the maximum point of uk and ε̃k = ε̃µk . Clearly, ũk satisfies
−∆ũk = |ε̃kx+ Pk|−αũp−1

k in Ω̃k,

ũk(x) ≤ ũk(0) = 1 in Ω̃k,

ũk = 0 on ∂Ω̃k,

Since Pk ∈ Ω is the maximum point uk, we have

0 ≤ −∆ũk(0) = |Pk|−α =⇒ 0 ≤ |Pk|−α ≤ r−α0 ,

it follows that, up to a subsequence,

|Pk|−α → Λ0 as k → 0,

for some Λ0 ∈ [0, 1]. Let dk = dist(Pk, ∂Ω). Then

dk
ε̃k

:= L ∈ [0,+∞] and Ω̃k → D :=

{
RN if L = +∞;

H if L < +∞,

where H denotes a half-space such that 0 ∈ H and d(0, ∂H) = L. By regu-
larity arguments, up to a subsequence, ũk → ũ ≥ 0 in C2

loc(D), and ũ solves
−∆ũ = Λ0ũ

p−1 in D,
ũ(x) ≤ ũ(0) = 1 in D,
ũ = 0 on ∂D,

where D is either RN or H. By the Liouville theorem, we deduce Λ0 = 0,
hence ∆uk ≡ 0, and |Pk| → ∞, then the strong maximum principle implies
that uk ≡ 1 and so D must be H and L = 0, but we can calculate directly
that dk = ∞ and L = ∞ from the definition of dk, |Pk| → ∞ and (5.18). A
contradiction!
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Step 2: λ(µ, ρ) → ∞, when µ < µ0 and µ→ 0.
Just repeat the blow-up analysis similar to Step 1.

Apply Theorem 5.1 and Theorem 5.2, there are P ∈ Ω and

v(µ, ρ) := λ(µ, ρ)−
1

p−2u(µ, ρ)(
x√

λ(µ, ρ)
+ P ) for x ∈ Ω̃µ :=

Ω− P√
λ(µ, ρ)

such that v(µ, ρ) → Vρ(x) in C2
loc(RN) as µ → 0, where Vρ is the unique

positive solution of
−∆Vρ + Vρ = ρΛ0V

p−1
ρ in RN ,

Vρ(0) = max
x∈RN

Vρ,

Vρ(x) → 0 as |x| → +∞

where Λ0 = |P |−α > 0.

To complete the proof of Theorem 1.4, we only need to prove the following
proposition.

Proposition 5.5. Let α, µ > 0, N ≥ 3, 2 + 4/N < p < 2∗, ρ ∈ [1
2
, 1], and

Ω ⊂ RN be an exterior domain with 0 /∈ Ω. Then there is a µ0 > 0 such that
for any µ ∈ (0, µ0), equations (1.2)-(1.3-ρ) has a positive solution for some
λ > 0.

Proof. In Theorem 1.2, we have shown that for any µ > 0, ρ ∈ [1
2
, 1], there is

a positive (µ, ρ) sub-mass mountain pass solution u(µ, ρ) of equation (1.3-ρ).
Keep ρ constant, from Theorem 1.3, there is a µ0 > 0 such that λ(µ, ρ) > 0
for all µ ∈ (0, µ0). So we only need to prove u(µ, ρ) ∈ Sµ for all µ ∈ (0, µ0).
From Proposition 4.2, there is a sequence {u(µ, ρ̄n)} satisfying ρ̄n → ρ, and
for every ρ̄n, there is a bounded PS sequence {umρ̄n}m ⊂ Sµ satisfying (i)−(iv)
from Theorem 2.5 such that umρ̄n ⇀ u(µ, ρ̄n) as m → ∞. As in the proof of
Proposition 4.2, for any µ ∈ (0, µ0), λ(µ, ρ) > 0 implies that umρ̄n converges
strongly to u(µ, ρ̄n) as m → ∞. Hence u(µ, ρ̄n) ∈ Sµ. Repeat this process,
we shall prove that u(µ, ρ̄n) converges strongly to u(µ, ρ) as n → ∞. Proof
completed.

Proof of Theorem 1.4. The result is obtained by setting ρ = 1 in Proposition
5.5.
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