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1. Introduction

In this paper, we study the existence of solutions (u, \) € H}(Q) x R to
the problem

(1.1)

—Au+ Au = |z[*ulP?u  in Q,
u=">0 on 0,

under the mass constraint

/ w?dr = p >0, (1.2)
Q

where N > 3, Q C R" is an exterior domain such that 0 ¢ Q (i.e., RM\Q
is compact and there exists o > 0 such that |z| > 7o for all z € Q), @ > 0
is fixed and p € (2 +4/N,2*) with 2* = 2N/(N — 2). Here X 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 : H}(Q) — R defined by

E(u) := L |Vul*dz — ! ||~ ulPdx
2 Ja D Ja

constrained to the L2-sphere

S, = {uEH&(Q):/ﬂzﬂdx:u}.

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

iG = —A¢+ e[ P in Q@ x (0,+00),
W(z,t) =0 on 99 x (0, +00)

with prescribed L?-norm. Standing waves of the form ¢ (x,t) = e**u(x) thus
motivate the study of normalized solutions. We refer to [8, 14] for further
physical background.

In the case of @ = 0, normalized solutions of nonlinear Schrédinger equa-
tions have been extensively studied. In RY, 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 p > 0, there exists a unique radial positive solution for some A > 0 in
RY. 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 g > 0 in the subcritical case, and only for small y 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 a = 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 a = 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 RY. 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 ). 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 o > 0, we observe a new phenomenon for a # 0. The
physically motivated decaying term |x|~* 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 p > 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],

3



which extensively study the existence and dynamical behavior of normalized
solutions across the whole space RY. However, to the best of our knowledge,
studies in exterior domains remain relatively scarce.

In this paper, we consider the mass supercritical case with o > 0. It
is straightforward to observe that for any mass pu > 0, the functional E
restricted to S, 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 E, : Hj(Q2) — R given by

B, (u) = 1/ Vul2dz — 3/ | fuPde, Vu € HAQ),Yp € [2,1].
2 Jo P Ja 2
We shall prove that E, possesses a uniform mountain pass structure for
all p € [5,1] (see Theorem 3.8), and the mountain pass level denoted by
(). 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 > 0,p € [3,1], a solution u € H(2) to

(1.3-p)

—Au+ \u = plz| *ulP2u  in Q,
u=20 in O0S)

is called (p, p) sub-mass mountain pass solution, if u € S, US, solves (1.3-p)
for some X € R, and E,(u) = c,(p), where S, := {u € Hj(Q) : [ ul*dx <
ji}-

We shall prove that for any given . > 0, p € [%, 1], the mountain pass level

c,(u) is attained by some positive (i, p) sub-mass solution u(u, p) € Hy(£2),
and corresponds to some A(u, p) > 0.



Theorem 1.2. Let a,u > 0, N > 3, 2+ 4/N < p < 2% p € [%,1], and
Q C RY be an eaterior domain with 0 ¢ Q. Then for any p > 0, p €
(3, 1], equation (1.5-p) has a positive (i, p) sub-mass solution u(u, p) for some
A(p, p) = 0.

To deal with the lack of compactness, we only need to rule out the case
A(p, p) = 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 (u, p) sub-mass mountain

pass solution u(y, p) in the sense of C2_(RY) and H'(RY).

Theorem 1.3. Under the assumptions of Theorem 1.2. For any p > 0, keep
p constant, let (u(p, p), N, p)) be given by Theorem 1.2, then A\(u, p) — +00
as it — 0, and there is a P € (), define

1 5 Q .
v, p) == Ap, P)Mu(%ﬂ)(ﬁ +P), for x€Q,,:= A(—uPp)’

then v(p, p) = V,(x) in CF

loc
unique positive solution of

(RY) and H'(R™) when p — 0, where V, is the

—AV, +V, = pAgVP in RY,
V,(0) = max V,,
zERN

Vy(x) =0 as |z| = 400,
and Ao = |P|7* > 0.

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

Theorem 1.4. Let o, pp > 0, N > 3, 2+ 4/N < p < 2%, and Q C RV be
an exterior domain with 0 ¢ ). Then there is a py > 0 such that for any
w € (0, o), equations (1.1)-(1.2) has a positive solution for some A > 0.



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 F, possesses a mountain pass structure for almost every
pE [%, 1]. Section 4 is devoted to proving that for any p > 0 and almost every
pE [%, 1], the functional E, possesses a positive (u, p) sub-mass mountain
pass solution of equation (1.3-p). 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 £ <— H < E’, with continuous injections. For simplicity,
we assume that the continuous injection £ <— H has norm at most 1 and
identify F with its image in H. Set

2 _
ol = o),
‘UP = (uvu)>
and we define for p > 0:
Sp={ueE|u?=pu}.

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

TS, ={v e E| (u,v) =0}

In the following definition, we denote by || - || zer) and || - ||zzcER);
respectively, the operator norm of £L(E,R) and of L(E, L(E,R)).

Definition 2.1. Let ¢ : E — R be a C*-functional on E and £ € (0,1]. We
say that @' and ¢" are £-Holder continuous on bounded sets if for any R > 0
one can find M = M(R) > 0 such that, for any ui,us € B(0, R) :

16/ (ur) = &' (ua)l gy < Mllua — wall,
16" (u1) — ¢N(u2)||£(E,E(E,R)) < Mjuy — uslf*.
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Definition 2.2. Let ¢ be a C?*-functional on E. For any u € E, we define
the continuous bilinear map:

¢'(u) - u

Jul?

D?¢(u) = ¢"(u) — (5-)-

Definition 2.3. Let ¢ be a C*-functional on E. For any u € E and 6 > 0,
we define the approximate Morse index by

me(u) = sup {dimL ’ L C TS : D%o(u)[p, ] < —0]lp||?, Vo € L\ {O}} .

subspace

If w is a critical point for the constrained functional ¢|s, and 6 = 0, we say
that this is the Morse index of u as constrained critical point.

Definition 2.4. Let ¢ be a C?*-functional on E. For any critical point u € E,
we define the Morse index by

m(u) = sup {dimL L C E suchthat: D*¢(u)]p,p] <0, Yo € L\ {0}} :

subspace
The following theorem was established in [11].

Theorem 2.5. Let I C (0,+00) be an interval and consider a family of C?
functionals ®,: E — R of the form

B,(u) = A(w) — pB(w), pe T,
where B(u) > 0 for every u € E, and
either A(u) — +o00 or B(u) = 400 as u € E and ||u|| — +o0. (2.1)

Suppose moreover that @;) and <I>Z are £-Holder continuous on bounded sets
for some & € (0,1]. Finally, suppose that there exist wy, wy € S,, (independent
of p) such that, setting

I'={y e C([0,1],5,)[7(0) = w1, (1) =wa},
we have

Gy = inf max @,(1(1)) > max{®,(wr). D, (w)}, pel



Then, for almost every p € I, there exist sequences {u,} C S, and {(,} C R*
with ¢, — 0 such that, as n — 00,

(1) @p(un) = ¢p;

(2) (|9 ]s, (wn) ]|+ — 0;
(1ii) {un} is bounded in E;
(iv) me, (u,) < 1.

It is easily observed, see [11, Remarks 1.3], from Theorem 2.5 (ii) — (i)
that
!/ : /
P, (un) + An(tn, ) = 0in E" as n — +00
where we have set 1
Ap = —ﬁ(q);(un) Up,).

Also, Theorem 2.5 (iv) directly implies that if there exists a subspace W,, C
T, Sy such that

DQ(IDp(un)[w,w] = @Z(un)[w,w]—l—/\n(w,w) < —Collwl)?,  for all w € W, \{0},

then necessarily dim W,, < 1. We called the sequence {\,} C R the sequence
of almost Lagrange multipliers.

We shall see if {u,} C S, converges to some u € S, 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 {\,}.

Lemma 2.6. Let {u,} C S, {\} € R and {¢.} € RT with {, — 0.
Assume that the following conditions hold:

(i) For large enough n € N, all subspaces W,, C E with the property

O (un)le, ]+ Aalol® < =Gallel®,  for all o € W, \ {0}, (22)

satisfy: dim W,, < 2.
(ii) There exist A € R, a subspace Y of E with dimY > 3 and a > 0 such
that, for large enough n € N,

@) (un)l, ¢l + Nl < —allgll?,  forallp €Y. (2.3)



Then A, > X for all large enough n € N. In particular, if (2.3) holds for any
A <0, then liminf, .o A, > 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 F and ® € C*(E,R),

(C) Yw € S, '(-)(w) and O”(-)[w, w] are weakly sequentially continuous,
(U) @' (u)(@) "= @'(u)(w) and O (u)[@yn, B) > &"(u)[w,w]
hold uniformly on any bounded set when {w,,},, C S is a dense ap-

proximation of w € F, i.e., w = lim w,,.
m—0o0

Theorem 2.7. Let p > 0, S be a densely embedded subspace of E, and
® € C*(E,R) satisfying (C) and (U). Assume {u,} C S, is a bounded
sequence such that

& () + A (U, ) “=25%5 0 in B where A, = —W((I)’(un), u,)  (2.4)

n—oo

and u, — u # 0 on E. If there exists a positive sequence {(, } with ¢, —— 0,
such that m¢, (u,) < M. Then mo(u) < M.

Proof. Otherwise, there exists a Wy C T,,S),» with dim W, = M + 1 such
that

D?*®(u)[w,w] < 0, Yw € Wy\{0}.

Since the dimension of Wj is finite and D*®(u) is bilinear, we deduce that
there exists 8 > 0 such that

D?*®(u)[w, w] < —B||lw|]?, Yw € W,\{0}.

D?*®(u)[w, w] = " (u)[w, w]+A(w, w), where A = —#(@’(u), w). Since {u,}

is bounded and ® € C?, lim )\, exists up to a subsequence. By condition
n—oo

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

n—o0

D' (u) + (nh_g)lo An)(u, ) =0in E', and (®"(u,) — ®"(u))[w, w] — 0,



thus A = lim \,. And for n € N large enough,

n—oo

D?®(uy,)[w, w] = & (u,) [w, w] + A, (w, w)
= ®"(u)[w, w] + AMw,w) + (®"(u,) — ®"(u))[w,w] + (A, — \)(w, w)

< —§||w||2,‘v’w € W\ {0}. (2.5)
For any w € Wy\{0}, there is a decomposition
w = wy + lyu,, where w, €T, S, p, L, €R. (2.6)
u, weakly converges to v in H, so we have

ln — ('UJ, Un)

— 0 2.7
wp " 27

and hence
fw — wp| > = B||un| > =250, e, w, > w in E. (2.8)

For n large enough, define the projection mapping

Pn B — TunS|un|2
u— Pyu: (Pyu,u,) =0,

and consider the restricted mapping:

Pn’WO : W0—>PnW0 = Wn

w — Paw = w,.

It is easy to observe that P, |, is a surjection. For w! # w? in W, we have
decompositions

w' = Pyw' + 1l u,, i=1,2,
hence
,U) = (inl,u) + l,ll(un,u),

0= (w2,u) = (in2,u) + li(un,u),
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if P,w! = P,w?, then I} (u,,, u) = [?(uy,, u), and because (u,,u) — |ul* # 0, so
for n large enough, we have I} = 12 if P,w' = P,w?. That is, P,|w, is injection
for n large enough. So for n large enough, the mapping P,|w, defines a
bijection from Wj to the subspace W,, = B,W, of T\, ,S,,, so dim W,, = M +1.
By (2.5), (2.6), (2.7) and (2.8), we deduce that

D?® () [wy, wy] = D*®(u,)[w, w] — 20, D*®(uy, ) [wh, uy,)
+ (1,)2D?*® (up ) [ty )

<l = 20, DR ]+ (12 DA, )t )

= Ul + 2ot ) + (1))

— 20, D*®(up) [wh, wn] + (1,)* D*® () [tn, )

< D, |2, v, € W\ (o),

It contradicts my, (u,) < M. Thus, we infer mg(u) < M. O

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

(A) there is a a; > 0 such that 0 < A(u) < a1 A'(w)u and A'(+)-: E — R is

weakly lower semicontinuous, i,e, u, — u in E implies that A'(u)u <

Y
hgr_l)glfA () U,

(B) B(u) >0, and B'(-)- : E — R is weakly sequentially continuous, i,e,
up, — u in E implies that B'(u,)u, — B'(u)u as n — oo.

If there are a bounded sequence {u,} and a non-negative bounded sequence
{A\n} such that

¢:= lim ®(u,) >0 and @ (up) + Ap(tn, ) =550 in E'. (2.9)

n—oo
Then there is a u # 0 such that u, — u as n — 0.

Proof. u,, is bounded, so there is u € E such that u,, — u, we just need to
prove u # 0. The condition (2.9) implies that

A (up)tn + A (U, wn) — B (tn)t, — 0
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and for some A > 0, it holds that
A'(u) 4+ Mu,-) — B'(u) =0 in FE
Then considering condition (A), for n large enough, it holds that

0 < A'(up)uy — A'(w)u 4+ Muy — w, up — u) = B'(up)u, — 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'(u,)u, — A'(u)u. And then

0<c= lim A(u,) — B(u,) < ag A'(up)u, = o A'(u)u,

n—oo

so u # 0, we complete this proof. n

3. Mountain pass solution for approximating problems

In the context of this paper, we have £ = H} () and H = L? (Q2). 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

—Aw +w = wP™! in RV,
w >0 in RV, (3.1)
w(0) = maxpgy w and w € HY(RY).

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

Co ::/ wy and O ::/ wy. (3.2)
RN RN

N(p—2)

Lemma 3.1. fRN |Vw|* = ~,C1, where vy, = 2

Proof. Combing (3.1) and the Pohozaev identity, the identities hold

{fRN [Vwo|? + f]RN wg = fRN wg,

522 Jan [Vwo® + 5 fov wi = 5 fon wh.
S0 [an |Vwol?> =, fon wh. O
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For b, p € R fixed, let us search for (\,w) € R x H*(RY), with A > 0 in
R, solving

{—Aw + \w = pwP! in RV, (3.3)

w(0) =maxw and [y w® = b

Solutions w of (3.3) can be found as critical points of I, : H'(RY) — R,

defined by '
I,(w)= / (— Vw|? ,O_wp) , 3.4

constrained on the L?-sphere Tj, := {w € H'(RY) : [oyw? = b*} and A
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,p) = {w eTy: / |Vw|* = p’yp/ wp} : (3.5)
RN RN
The role of P(b, p) is clarified by the following result.

Lemma 3.2. If w is a solution of (3.3), then w € P(b,p). In addition, the
positive solution w of (3.3) minimizes I, on P(b, p).

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]. O

Proposition 3.3. Problem (3.3) has a unique positive solution (\y,, Wy ,)
defined by

C 2(p—2 C p—2 C
)\b7p 3:( 20 )]\](1172))74 and wbm(x) ::( NO )]\Ww()( : x>

pr—2b? p2b? pﬁbQ
(3.6)
The function wy, satisfies
2 C P—pYp
/]RN |Vwb,p|2 =ypp 72 2552)1”]32 C1, (3.7)
pr-

13



_» . C P=PIp.
/ wg)),p =p p72( LO )p'yp—2 017 (38)
RN pp—2b2
-2 _ 2 Cy . rprw
1.0) 1= lwy,) = 2222 (S m L (a)
p pp—2b2

The value 1,(wy,,) is called the least energy level of problem (3.3). Moreover,
there exists co > 0 (see [3] and the references therein) such that

wb7p(w)|x\%e\/’\b"“lx‘ — cg, as |z| = oo, (3.10)
wg,p(T)r¥e b, pT — —CON/Ab,p, as r = |x’ — +00. (311)

Proof. It is not difficult to directly check that w, , defined in the proposition
is a solution of (3.3) for A = A, , > 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 wy,, by
a change of variables. m

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 C and C. To obtain it, we firstly observe that if p, := (%)¥
then wy,,, is the unique positive solution of

9

—Aw +w = (%)%uﬂ”_1 in RY,
w(0) =maxw and [y w® =0
and hence is a minimizer of I, on P(b, pp). Our next result shows that this

level can also be characterized as an infimum of a Rayleigh-type quotient,
defined by

r+1
_ (p% = 2) (Jpx [VP)
2 _ 4
pyp—2  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 € H'(RY), the radial dilation.

Rb(w

where r =

(s xw)(x) := e%w(esx).

It is straightforward to check that if w € Ty, then sxw € T} for every s € R.
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Lemma 3.4. For every p > 0 fixed, and for every w € Ty, there exists a
unique S, € R such that s,,, xw € P(b,p). Moreover, s,., is the unique
critical point of I,, which is a strict mazimum.

Proof. For every w € T,

e25 pep—gst
Bisxw) =5 [ vaf - [t
2 RN p RN
0 2s 2 P2 Ng
D p(swwy=e [ 190P = e [ .
83 RN RN

p > 2+4/N follows ’%ZN > 2, so there exists a unique s,,, € R that satisfies

0
afp(sp,w *w) = 0.
Equivalently, s, ,, is the unique critical point of I,,, which is a strict maximum.

O
Lemma 3.5. There holds

inf I, (w) = inf Ry(w).
Ty

wep(bvpp)
Proof. If w € P(b, p,), then
Vwl|? —2
S VR 1w g0 = 270 [ v
(%)T% fRN wp 2p7p RN
Therefore

I, (w) = 77’—_2 Vw2< fRN|vw‘2 )W—wa,
)= T35 [ vul (s (w)

—2
2p7p b_z)pQ 'Yp fRN wP

which proves that infp, ) I, /2 (w) > infr, Ry(w). On the other hand, it is
easy to check that

Ry(s*w) = Rp(w) forall seR, weT,.
By the above lemma, we conclude that

Ry(w) = Ry(5p, 0 *w) = 1, (Sp,w*w) > inf I, (w),
P(b,pp)

for every w € Ty.
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Let us recall the following Gagliardo-Nirenberg inequality: there exists a
universal constant C), y > 0 such that

/ w? < Cyn (/ w2) (/ |Vw|2) for all w € H*(R™).
RN RN RN

p(1=vp)
2

(3.12)
In particular, the optimal value of C, 5 can be found as
9 P(l;’vp)r v o\ 1

- = inf (fRN w ) ) (erN | w| ) (313)

Cry  weHI(RN)\{0} (faw wP)

(1=7p)r 2t
g P U [V0P) T (3.14)
weTh (f]RN wp)

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

—Pyp PYp—P —pyp PYp—P _ PYp—2

;,N — ,y;vp7200mp—2 01—1’ Op,N =Y 2 OO 2 Cl 2 (315)

where Cy and Cy have been defined in (3.2).

Proof. Multiplying and dividing the last term in (3.14) by 5;;’;21 v Cy", we
p
deduce that

1 2pyt Co\ w=2r
Ccr = pﬁ)/p_ 2bp(1"7p)r(b_20)% inf Rb(w>'
T p’yp weTy

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

PYp pP—PYp
_ _pyp—2 pYp—2
I, (wb,pp) = Cy Ch.

r+1
1 = 2pyp bp(p%)r(@)
C;,N p’Yp - 2 b2

(p—2)r

O

Next, motivated by [42], we introduce the map W,z : RN — T, defined
by

a

LarmY) = o Ryl — ) e

o(-/R)wy,(- —y), VyeRY,

16



where a,b, R > 0,2 < p < 2*, and ¢ : RY — [0, 1] is a smooth radial function
satisfying
plx)=0if 2| <1, ¢(z)=1if |z| > 2.

We describe some properties of ¥, r in the following lemma.

Lemma 3.7.
(1) For any R >0, ¥, g € C(RY,T,);
(2) hm L(Yapr(y) = %gz Jan Vw2 — pbp > Jen [Wopl? uniformly for
R b > 0 bounded.

Proof. (1) This assertion is obviously true.
(2)Let 0 < R < Ry < +o0 and 0 < b < by < +oo. For any s € [2,2*), we
firstly claim that

l(-/ R)wy,o(- = y)]

uniformly for 0 < R < Ry and 0 < b < by < +00.
Indeed, by the definition of ¢ and (3.10), for |y| large, we have

Ls(RN) — Hwbﬁ Ls(RN)Y, as ‘y’ — +00 (316)

[ 196/ Ryl =) = wnfo = )l da
<c [ ule-ypds
B(0,2R)
e ey
B(0,2R)
S C//RN /)\bp’y| —S

2b s(p—2)
= CO"RN —N<p 2)4 s
()T

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

Lo@yy — [/ R)wep(- — y) — wip(- — y)
< [lo(-/R)wep(- — y)|| sy
< Hwbm‘ Ls(RN) T HSD(‘/R)wb,p(‘ —y) — wb,p(‘ - )

|| Ls(RN)

LS(RN) .

The claim is obtained immediately.

17



Similarly, by (3.10), (3.11) and the definition of ¢, for |y| large, we get
[ ot/ Ryune = ) - Vo - ) da
R

1
< 0—2/ lwpp(z — y)|? dx+C’/ \Vwy ,(x — y)|* do
R? Jp©2r) B(0,2R)
< "R Do,ly) 72+ C'RE (W olyl) 72,
where C, C" are positive constants independent of y. This implies that
IVIp(-/R)wsp(- = )]l 2mny = Vw2 (3.17)

as |y| — 400 uniformly for 0 < R < Rp and 0 < b < by < +oo. It follows
from (3.16), (3.17) and the definition of ¥, g that

lim Ip(Waya(y)) 1‘12/ A L T

1m a = =7 wy ,|* — —— w

ly|——+o0 p bR 2 b2 RN bp pbP Jpn bp

uniformly for R,b > 0 bounded. O]

In the remainder of this paper, we shall denote by

1
Il = (2 / Vul? + [uf?de)},
2 Jq

1
ll, = / IVl + [u’de),
2 RN

1
], = ( / )
Q

.
allr = </ ] de)*
]RN

the norms in Hj(Q), HY(RY), L7(Q), L"(RY), r € [2,2*], respectively. The
inner products in Hj and L? are denoted by (-,-) and (-,-) respectively.
Assume Q0 C RY (N > 3) is an exterior domain with 0 ¢ Q, A >0, p € [1,1],
p € (24 4/N,2*), where 2* = 2N /(N — 2) is critical Sobolev exponent.

1
B) = 5 [ (Vude =2 [ falfupis

* 1 2 p —«
By =5 [ 1VuPde =2 [ jalelurae,
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1 A
Baolw) =5 [ [Vulde+ 35 [ fuPde =2 [ faf-*lupds,
Q Q P Ja

1 A
ES (u) = 5 /RN \Vul*dz + §/N lu|?dx — }BD /N |z|~|u|Pdx.

R R
5, = {ue M) [ jufdo = p,

St = {ue HYRY) . /RN luf2ds = ).

To show that the family E, enters into the framework of Theorem 2.5 we
firstly need to show that it has a mountain pass geometry on .S, uniformly
with respect to p € [3,1].

Lemma 3.8. For every > 0, there exist wy(u), wo(p) € S, independent of
pE [%, 1] such that

. 1
o) = inf o B, (3(0) > ma( (). Eyfua)}, o€ [5.1]

where I' := {y € C([0,1],5,) | v is continuous,y(0) = wq,v(1) = ws}.

Proof. For any pu, k > 0, denote

A ={ues,| / \Vul*dz < k},
Q

QA ={ues,| / |Vul*dz = k}.
0

Firstly note that, for any u, k > 0, we have A, # 0 (and, similarly, A, , #
). Indeed, take any function v € C°(R) with ||v||%2(m = 1, and consider

vy(z) =tV ?v(tx), for t > 0. We have that
||vt||%2(ﬂ) =u and ||Vvt||%2(9) = t2||Vv||%2(Q) for every ¢t > 0.

Since 2 is an exterior domain, there exist Ry > 0, such that {z : || > Ry} C
Q). Therefore, just let the support of v be contained in {z : |z| > Ry}, any
function v; can be regarded as a function in S, and, in particular, v, € A,
for ¢ small enough. Now, we assume that |x| > 19 > 0 for any = € Q) from
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the assumption 0 ¢ Q, and by the Gagliardo—Nirenberg inequality [41], we
obtain

TO_OZCZ%N (A—vp)p

1 - P
Eyfw) 2 5[ VulBq VU, YuE S,

Where v, = %}:2).
2

a —=—  (-p)p
Then, for any g > 0 and v € 0A,, with ky = <4g)pN>mP U -2 . by
D,

Lemma 3.6, ky denoted as

oy —2— Y 2_ CO p—pIp
ko = (1) Py (L) 72 (22)
0 P 4 ,U
we have
) 1 r,°C, N G-pp P2 ko
> o 0 ZL 2 ——— :: .
ueggiko E,(u) > ko (2 L ko > 7 = 8>0, (318)

for every p € [%, 1].

Moreover, let wy[y](x) :== ¥ s, (y) € Sy, for b € RT and y € RY, where
Ry satisfies that RM\Q C {x € RY : |2| < Ry} := B(0, Ry). Connecting
Proposition 3.3 and Lemma 3.7, we have

2 C p—pYp

/Q|Vwb[y]|2 = / VO b re ()] — bﬁzw‘ﬁ( )2 Cy, o (3.19)
]RN

PRl
as |y| — +oo. We observe that for b and |y| large enough, we can choose a b;

and a y; such that [, [Vwy, [y1]]* < £, so, E,(wy, [11]) < 3 [, [Vwy, [11]]* <
% = (. Next, We want to find a by and a y, such that

/Q Vun ) > 2k and B, (un,4]) < 35 (3.20)
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To estimate the value of E,(wp[y]), we have
_ 1 2 p -« p
Ep(wly]) = 5 | [Vusly]["de == | 2| |w[y]["dx
Q D Ja

1 2ly|)
<3 [ vulylae - 222 gl
2 Jq p n{jz|<2lyl}

—3/ 2] wply] Pde
Qn{|z|>2y|}

p(2
/|Vw ||2dz — |y| /|w ||Pdx

2 2
N p(2ly|)~* / [y P
p Qn{z:|z|>2ly|}

We can choose a |y5| from the definition of E,(wp[y]) such that for any y :
ly| > [y4], it holds that

1
/ wnllPds < 5 [ wnllPda,
QN{z:|z|>2|y|} Q

then for y : |y| > |v5],

Eytunl) < 5 [ 1VunlyPas - 2202 s

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

% __2 CO p_mlg o 2_2 DY, 2_2 CO p—pz;;
p2 P P2 ( %bQ)’””_ C1 > 2(rg) =2 4p)m” (7)’"”’ Cy,  (3.21)
pr-

and

L p Ay )~ puz. 2, Cy e
(__ _( ‘ ’) _)p p72(—0

p1p—2 (]
22T gy pp%bz) 1
L oyimim, Ptz 0\ 50%
< g(,ro)p'yp— Vp(Tp)P’Yp— (7) Pyp— Cl‘ (322)
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Furthermore, (3.21) and (3.22) can be reduced to

H tone 22 3 by 3
( 3 )72 > 2(r )m;; ( 4p)mp ) (3'23>
pr-2b?

Wwro Q)R e e 12y 2
d 2 LI L L AR S p2(—m0 w2 < — PYp—2 pw 2

md (= O s ey < S (i
(3.24)

—2
Let (—LL)MP—2 = 25(r§ )PWPZ—2(pZ")P7;—2, s > 1. So (3.24) can be reduced to
pp—2b2
To PYp

8s — p(=—)"(2s) 2 < 1. 3.25
)29 (3.25)

We can choose a by = b(|y|) such that wy,[y](z) is what we are looking for.
Therefore, we can take y, and by to make inequalities (3.20) true, and we set
wi () == wy, [y1](2), we(z) := wy,[y2](z) € S,. which satisfy that

1

val”LQ < ]f() and Ep(wl) <pB, Vpe |:§, 1} . (326)
1 1

||VU)2||L2 > 2ky and Ep(wg) < 55, Vp € [5, 1:| . (327)

Let I and ¢, be defined as in the statement of the lemma for our choice
of wy and wsy; the fact that I' # 0 is straightforward, since

M1/2

||(1 - t)w1 + tw2||L2(Q)

Yo(t) = (1= t)wy + tws), te0,1],

belongs to I'. By (3.26) and (3.27), we note that for every v € T' there
exists ¢, € [0,1] such that v(t,) € 0A,k,, by continuity. Therefore, for any
pE [%, 1] , we have for every vy € I’

> > >
max Ep(v(t) = Bp(y(ty)) = Iuf  Ep(u) 2 8

(see 3.18) and thus C, > 3, while

max{E,(w;), E,(w2)} < .
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4. Compactness
Lemma 4.1. For any A < 0, there exists a subspace Y of H}(Q) with
dimY = 3 such that
A
/ \Vw|2dx+>\/ lw|?dr < Z||w||?, VweY.
Q Q 2

Proof. Recalling that B(0, Ry)¢ C €. Take ¢ € C5°(RY) with supp¢ C {z €
RY : 2Ry < |z| < 3R} such that [y [¢|*dz = 1. We define the following
functions for 0 < o < 1:

bio(T) = 0% $lox — TRoe;),  j=1,2,3,

where, {e;}}_, is the standard orthonormal basis of RY. Clearly, for any
0 <o <1, [ e*de =1 for all j = 1,2,3,, and the three functions
are mutually orthogonal in Hj(f2), having disjoint supports. Assume that

3
w = Z ijjp. Then
j=1

3 3
/Q|Vw|2dx—|—/\/ﬂ|w|2dx:a2<j210]2-/ﬂ|v¢|2dx> +A(ZQ§/Q|¢|2dx)

7=1
3
=(@°C+ N0
Jj=1

where ¢ := [, |V¢|*dz > 0. Similarly, [|w|]* = (6°¢ +1) 25:1 0. Therefore,
provided that w # 0,

Jo IVw?dz + X [ |w|*dz o2C+ A < A
w|? o2 +1 72
[[wll ¢

for every o > 0 sufficiently small, and for every 6,605,603 € R. m

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 p > 0 and almost every p € [%, 1], there exists
a positive (p, p) sub-mass mountain pass solution u, € Hg(Q) of equation
(1.8-p). Moreover, m(u,) < 2.
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Proof. We apply Theorem 2.5 to the family of functionals E,, with F =
Hi(Q), H=L*(Q?), S, and T defined in Lemma 3.8. Setting

1
A(u)—§/Q|Vu]2da: and B(u)—ﬁ/g\x|°‘|u]pdx,

Assumption (2.1) holds, since we have that

uwe S, |u| =4+ = A(u) = +oo.

Let E/ and E7 denote respectively the first and second derivatives of E,.
Clearly, E} and E are both of class (', and hence locally Holder continuous,
on S,.

Thus, taking into account Lemma 3.8, by Theorem 2.5 and the consid-
erations just after it, for almost every p € [1/2,1], there exist a bounded
sequence {u,,} C S,, that we shall denote simply by {u,} from now on, and
a sequence {(,} C RT with ¢, — 07, such that

El(un) + Aty = 0 in (Hg(Q)) (4.1)
where .
Ap = —;E;(un)un (4.2)

Moreover, if the inequality

L[V + =Dkl 2) 2] do = Bl el Alloll < <Gl

(4.3)
holds for any ¢ € W, \ {0} in a subspace W, of T;,,S,, then the dimension
of W, is at most 1. In addition, since u € S, = |u| € S, w,ws > 0,
the map u — |u| is continuous, and E,(u) = E,(|u|), it is possible to choose
{u,} with the property that u, > 0 on Q.

The sequence {u, } is bounded, it follows by 4.2 that A, is bounded. Then
passing to a subsequence, there exists A, such that lim A, = \,. Moreover,

n—oo
there exists u, € Hj(Q2) such that

u, — u, in Hy(€2), (4.4)
up, — u, tn L'(Q),r € [2,27], (4.5)
u, = u, in L, (), € [1,27), (4.6)
up(x) = uy(x) for a.ex €, (4.7)
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which implies that u, > 0.
Let us firstly prove that E;\mp(up) = E}(u,) + Ap(un,-) = 0. Noting that
C5o(9) is dense in Hy(Q), it suffices to check that B} (u,)¢ = 0 for all
¢ € C§°(22). And we have

BN, p(un)d — B (up)p = /QV(un —u,)Vodzr + A, /Q(un —u,)e
O — )\p)/gunqb— p/Q (P = [, [P )dz — 0, (4.8)

which is determined by (4.4) and (4.6). Thus recalling that E} (u,) — 0,
we indeed have EY (u,) = 0. Thus

|90+ e = p [ o P (4.9)

Then we need to show that A\, > 0. Here the Morse type information
(4.3) proves decisive. Since the codimension of T, S, is 1, we infer that if
the inequality (4.3) holds for every ¢ € V,, \ {0} for a subspace V,, of H}(f),
then the dimension of V,, is at most 2. On the other hand, by Lemma 4.1,
we have that for every A < 0, there exist a subspace Y of F with dimY = 3
and a > 0 such that, for n € N large,

E (un)lips ] + Aol < / Vepl2dz + A / o < —allglP,
Q Q

for all ¢ € Y \ {0}. Therefore, Lemma 2.6 implies that A, > 0.
To prove that u, # 0. From (4.1) and the fact A, — A,, by B\ (u,) =0,
we deduce that when n — oo,
/Q |V (= 1) [P+ Ap| (un — ) [Pde = p/ﬂ ||~ (Jun|” = up[")dz + o(1).
(4.10)

Considering [, |z[~*(|un|? — |u,|P)dz, for R > R, large enough we have

Ll P = ade = ([ [l )
0 on{lz|<r}  Jan{|«|>R}

So for any k € N, supposing the uniform bound of [, [u,[Pdz does not exceed
M, there is Ry such that

/ 2]
Qn{|z|>R}

de < 2M|R,|™ < 27", VneN,

[un? = |upl?
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and by Rellich imbedding theorem, there is n; € N such that

/ R
QN{z:|z|<Ry}

Then we infer that

/ 2]
Q

furthermore, by (4.10), we have

dr < 27F,

[t [P = [ |[”

U, |P — |u,|P|de — 0, as k — oo,

/]V Uy, — ) |2+ | (U, — u,)[Pdx — 0, as k — oco.

If A, > 0, we have u,, — up, so u, # 0 from the condition u,, € S,. If
A, = 0, from Theorem 2.5 (i) we know

_B —ap, P

= Jim 5 [ 190)P =2 [ fol

—5 [ 1v)P -2 / 2y > a > 0, (4.11)
2 Jq P Ja

So u, # 0. And from Theorem 2.7, we know mg(u,) < 1.
Moreover, when A\, = 0, we also have when k — oo,

/ IV ()| — / V(u,)]? and / PRI / PRI
Q Q Q [9]

But there is only an upper bounded estimate for the L? norm of u,, that is

/ 2 < / i |? =
Q Q

Hence, u, is a positive (p, p) sub-mass mountain pass solution for A\, > 0.
Proof completed. [
5. Blow-up analysis

From Proposition 4.2, there exists a sequence p, — 17, and the positive
(i, pn) sub-mass mountain pass solution u,, of E, for A\, > 0, lying at
the mountain pass level c,,, with a Morse index m(u,,) 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 {u,,} converges. In this
direction the key point is to show that {u,,} is bounded in H}(Q2). For a
more comprehensive discussion on the blow-up analysis, see [10, 16, 36|.

By Lemma 3.8 and the monotonicity of c,,

1
Ei(w) < Ey(wy) <c, <crjay Vp € {57 1} ;

which implies that c,, is bounded. In addition, thanks to the condition

/ (IVu, > + A\pul) do = pn/ |z| = |u, |Pd,
Q Q

whence it follows that

1 1
<— - —> / |V, |*dx < ¢, + )\n,u'
2 p)Ja D

Therefore, if {\,} is bounded, then {u,,} is bounded as well. We shall thus
assume that \, — +00, up to extraction of a subsequence and, in order to
reach a contradiction, develop a blow-up analysis for {u,, }.

Precisely, writing for simplicity w,, := u,, for p, — 17. Using standard
regularity arguments, we obtain u,, € C%(€2). And by the maximum principle,
we also have that u, > 0 in 2. We consider the behavior of a sequence of
solutions {u,} € H}(Q2) of the following problem:

—Auy, + Ay = pplz|™ul™t on Q,
Up >0 on 2, (5.1)
Uy, =0 on 0f),

where m(u,,) <2 for all n € N, and it is assumed that \,, — +o0.
Firstly, we note that the local maximum points of wu,, have the following
estimate.

Lemma 5.1. Let z,, € Q be a local maximum point of u,. Then
a1
Un(Tn) > 15 AR,

where ro = inf |z|.
Q
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Proof. By regularity, u,, € C*(Q), if x,, is a local maximum point of u,, then
Auy,(z,) <0, and we have

Aty (2n) = Mty (20) — palz|~*ub (2,) <0,

so, it holds

[e%
)

Un(T0n) > ( o
O

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

Lemma 5.2. Suppose that A\, — +00. Let P, € € be such that, for some
R, — oo,
p=2

u,(P,)| = max |u,(x where &, = |u,(P,)|” 2 — 0.
un(P)| = masx o (z) ua ()

Set e, = A\

=

. Then )
(z—") — A e (0,1].

and passing to a subsequence if necessary, we have
(1)P, = P €Q;

.\ dist(P,,09)

(41)===== — +00 as n — +00, and the scaled sequence

2 Q-pP
() == el P un(ene + P,) for x€Q, = -

- (5.2)

converges to Wy € HY(RYN) in C} (RYN), where Wy is the unique positive
solution of

—Av+v = AgvP! in RN,
v(0) = max v,
z€RN

v(xr) =0 as |z| — +oo;

(iii)there exists ¢, € C°(Q), with supp ¢, C Bpge, (Py,) for some R > 0,
such that

/ |V¢n|2 + )\nqbi - Pn(p - 1)|$|_auﬁ_2¢idx < 0.
Q
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(tw)for all R >0 and g > 1,

N_ _q
lim A2 77 / Wt = lim ot = / (Wo)".
oo BRey, (Pn) =0 ) Br(0) Br(0)

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

An N
W%AE[OJ]&S?%%OO.

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

2

2 . 0-P
Up(x) := 8 2 u,(Epe + P,) for z €, := ”.

En
Clearly, u,, satisfies
— Ay + M2, = pp|énz + Po| @2 in Q,,
Un(z) < 0,(0) =1 in Q, N Bg, (0),
i, =0 on 08,

Since P, € (2 is a point of local maximum of u,,, we have

0 < At (0) = pul Pal™ = M, == My < pul Pa ™ < 1,

it follows that, up to a subsequence,

Pn|Pol ™ — Ao as n — oo,

for some Ay € [\, 1]. Let d,, = dist(P,,dQ). Then

d. . RN if L = +o0;
g._LG[O,Jroo] and Qn—>{H if L < 400,

where H denotes a half-space such that 0 € H and d(0,0H) = L. By reg-
ularity arguments, up to a subsequence, u, — u > 0 in

C? (D), where
solves ~
“ AU+ N = Ag@?~! in D,
i(z) < a(0) =1 in D,
=20 on 0D,

where D is either RY or H.
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We claim that m(a) < 2. To see this, suppose for contradiction that
there exists k > 2 such that there are k positive functions ¢, -+, ¢, €
H'(D) N C.(D), orthogonal in L?(), satisfying

/ |V 5| *da + 5\/ ¢idr — / (p — DAg@P2¢2dx < 0
D D D

for every i € {1,--- ,k}. Because ,, — D, for n large enough, we have

=

supp(¢;) C Q,, where supp(¢;) is the support of ¢;.
i=1

Define the rescaled functions
_N=2 xr — Pn
¢zn()::n2¢i( o )7

so the support of ¢;, belongs to 2, thus ¢;, € Hj(2) N C.(Q2), and we can
verify that

/\v¢ln| dr A, /¢2 dr — /pn(p—1)\x|a|ug2¢indx (5.3)
Q
:/ |V ¢ dx—i—/\nén/ gzﬁ?dx—/ pn(p—1)|§nx+Pn|_a|ﬂfL_2¢?dx
Qn Qn Qn
(5.4)
—>/ |V¢i|2da:+5\/ qsgdx—/(p— 1) AolilP~2¢2d < 0, (5.5)
D D D

This implies that m(u,) > k > 2 for sufficiently large n, thereby yielding a
contradiction. Thus, the claim is valid. This allows us to conclude that the
occurrence of A = 0 is ruled out, regardless of whether D is a half-space or a
whole space. Consequently, we can assert that \e (0, 00).

In the sequel, we consider the sequence (v,) defined by (5.2). Clearly, v,
satisfies

—Av, + v, = pulenr + Py 70?7 in Q,,
v () < 0,(0) = (2)72 = X772 in Q,N By 2(0),
v, =0 on 0f),,.
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Up to a subsequence, we have v, — v in C2_(D), where D is either RY or a

loc
half space H, and v solves
—Av+v = AgvP! in D,
v(z) <v(0) = \"77  in D,

v=>0 on 0D.
And m(v) < 2.
By [36, Theorem 2.5], we know D = RY, then lim sup w = +o0.
n—-+00 "

Using m(v) < 2, by standard regularity arguments, v € C?(RY), |v(x)| — 0
as |z| = 400. Using the strong maximum principle we know that v > 0, and
it coincides with the unique radial ground-state solution Wy to —Au + u =
AguP~" in RY. All in all, we get that (ii) holds.

By [16, Theorem 1.1], there exists ¢ € C§°(RY) such that supp ¢ C
BR(O), R >0, and

/ IV3|* + A¢” + (p — 1)AVY 2¢? < 0.
RN
_ N-—2
As before, the function ¢, (x) :=£&, ? ¢ (%) is what we are looking for
in (iii).
Moreover, in view of 2]% — N > 0 and by Lemma 5.1,

<A
let n — +o00, we have that
24 _N
/ (W)! = lim vl = lim e57? / uld (5.6)
BRr(0) norteo Br(0) norteo Bren(Pn)
N_ _q
— lm A7 / W, (5.7)
BRen(Pn)
and (iv) is also proved. O

We now proceed to provide a comprehensive global blow-up analysis.
The following result offers a detailed description of the asymptotic behavior
of {u,} as A\, = +oc.
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Lemma 5.3. There exists k € {1,2} and sequences of points {P}},---  {P*},
such that

[u, (PL)| = max |uy| for some R, — oo, for every i, (5.8)
Rm;uz(Pyﬁ)ﬁQ
M| Pl — P12 — 400, Vi#j, as n— oo, (5.9)
and moreover,
1
lim |limsup\,”? max |u,(x)| ] =0, (5.10)
R—oo \ notoco dy>RA; Y2
where d,,(r) = min{|x — P!| : i = 1,--- ,k} 1is the distance function from

{PL ... PF} forxzeQ.
Proof. Take P! € Q such that u,(P!) = max |un(x)|. If (5.10) is satisfied for

P} then we get k = 1. It is evident that P! satisfies (5.8).
Otherwise, if P! does not satisfy (5.10), we suppose that there exists
0 > 0 such that

1
lim (lim sup An "7 max \un(:c)|> > 40.

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

M7 max |un(z)| > 26 (5.11)
lz—PL[>RA, '/

Let Py € Q\ B, -1/2(P,) such that

u, (P?)| = max Up, |
B = e

_1
Then, (5.11) yields that |u,(P?)| > 26\i~* — +oo as n — 4o0o. We claim
that
M| P — P2|? = +o0. (5.12)

If (5.12) is not true, then up to subsequence A2 |P! — P%| — R’ > R. Define
U1 (2) i = A "2 un (N, V22 + P,
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As in Lemma 5.2, we can deduce that v, ; — vin C? (D), where D = R¥.

loc
Then, up to subsequences,

1

An g (P2) = v i (A2 (P2 = P))) = (7)), [2/| > R' > R.
Since v(z) — 0 as |x| — oo, taking R larger if necessary, it follows that
lv(z)| < 6,V|z| > R.

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

lun (P2)| = max |un ()|, for some R, o — +00. (5.13)

QQBRWQAA/Q (P3)

Let £,0 = |un(P3)|’% Clearly, by lemma 5.1, £,2 — 0. By (5.11) we get
Upo < (20)~"2" An 2. From (5.12), we can assert that

_ Pl P2 (20)%5 1
Rn,2:2|”~ ”|2( ) M |P! — P?| = +00, as n — o.
25n,2
On the other hand, for any « € By , . ,(P2) and R > 0, we have

1 _1
o~ P\ 2 |P2 — Pl ~|a — 2| > £|P — Pl| > B\

for arbitrarily large n. Consequently,

3 2 (Pl
Qn BRn,z,gn,z (Pn) - Q\BRA;L? {Pn}7
which implies that
|un(P3)| = max |Un|
QB e, (PR
We define
2 . a_ pr%

an,Q(‘T) = gﬁun(énﬁx + Pg)v S ng = E
’ n,2

Set d,, o = dist(P?,09). Then, passing to subsequences if necessary,

d, -
2 s Ly € [0,+00] and €, —
Z':71,2

RN if LQ = 400,
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Then 1, o satisfies the following equation

—Adipg + M2 g = polénaz + P27OGEL in Qy0,
’gbmg(l') S ﬂn,g(O) =1 in Qn,g N BRmz (0),
?’lmg =0 on 8Qn72.

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

An

W —>/~\(2) S [0,1], as n — OQ.

Using the similar argument as in Lemma 5.2, we deduce A2 >0, namely

1
lim ARg,2 > 0.
n—-+4o0o

Set q_ p
2 _

Vno 1= eh Up(enx + P2) for 2 € Q,q = o
En

=

where €, = A, 2 is defined in Lemma 5.2. Since P? € Q is a point of local
maximum of u,, we have

0 < ~Avna(0) = pal P2 = A2 —> Aue2 < pul P < 1,
it follows that, up to a subsequence,
pnlPY™* = Ay as n — oo,

for some Ay € [5\(2), 1].Up to a subsequence, there exists a function v® €
HY(D) such that v,o — v® in C2 (D), where D is RY. Moreover, v(?
solves the following problem

AV 4@ = Ay (@)1 in D,
1

v@(z) <v@(0) = (A®)"7= in D,
v=20 on 0D.

Then, by a similar discussion as Lemma 5.2, we conclude that dg—’z — 400.

Define R, o = f?n,g/\génvg. Clearly, R, 2 — 400 as n — +o00. 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 P2 such that (5.8)-(5.9) are satisfied. For P! i =
1,2, 3, applying Lemma 5.2 again, we can find ¢!, € C5°(Q) with supp¢’ €
Bge, (P))NQ for some R > 0, such that

/ VoL e+ / (O — (0 — Dpula| a2 2)(é)?] dee < 0,
Q Q

In light of (5.9), we observe that ¢.,¢? ¢! are mutually orthogonal for

sufficiently large n, which implies liIJP m(u,) > 3. This leads to a contra-
n—-+0oo

diction with the fact that m(u,) < 2. O

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

Lemma 5.4. Let {P! ---  P*} be given in Lemma 5.3, Then there are
~v,C >0 so that

LA T
up(z) < C A2 Ze’w‘” e=Pxl v e Q, neN. (5.14)

i=1

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

— 1\ r—2
A ? max up(z) < B ;
{dn(x)zRA,?}

hence, in {d,(z) > R)\E%} for n > n(R) we have

An
an(z) == A\ — pulz| *uP2(z) > T (5.15)
i )
Compute the linear operator —A + a,(x) on & (x) = e le=Pil ip

(do(z) > RASP):
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for n large, provided 7 small enough. Observe that for R large

(e”Rffl(x) - /\n”12un(x)) ‘ 1 Wy(R) >0 (5.16)

OB _1(P})
Ry 2

as n — +oo, where Wy(|z|) = Wy(z) for any x € RV,
Then, if we define &, := e? A\ ~> Zle & for L, = —A+ X\, —pu|z| " ub ™2
we have

1 k 1
Ln(n = tn) = L&y = N7 Y (=A+a,)€, >0 in {dy(z) > R\ 2}

i=1

1
and by (5.16), &, —u, > 0 on {d,(z) = R \,?} U 0. Note that by Lemma
5.3

k
{an(2) = RA;%} ~JoB__y(P)co
i=1 "

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

k 1

1 1
— _ 2 _pt
Uy < &= AT Y e kR
=1

in {d,(x) > RA\,%}, if R is large and n > n(R). Since by the definition in
Lemma 5.2 and Lemma 5.3,
1 k 1
< _ (£ *p% < YR P —Y\2 |z—P|
Up () < max uy, () 72 < Ce?™ A Ze

=1

_1
for some C' > 0, if d,,(x) < R\, ?, we have that (5.14) holds true in  with
a constant Ce" " and n > n(R). Up to take a larger constant C, we have the
validity of (5.14) in € for every n € N. O

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 p € [%, 1], there is a se-
quence {p,} C [3, 1] such that p, — p and w,, is the positive (u, p,) sub-mass
mountain pass solution for A,, > 0. We will prove the case where p = 1,
writing for simplicity w,, := u,, for p, — 17; the proofs for other cases are
similar and left to interested readers. Firstly, we show that {\,} is bounded.
Suppose, by contradiction, that A\, — 4+0co. By Lemma 5.3, there exist at
most & blow-up lirriits {P1}, - {P*} with k < 2. In the following, we de-

note by {v! := A\ " u, (M Y2y PH)} the scaled sequence around {P'}, and

by Lemma 5.2 we knowW, is the limit of v/, for all { = 1,--- , k. Note that
for these blow-up points { P!}, -+ {P*}, by Lemma 5.2 it hold

AZdist(PL, Q) = 400, Wi=1,--- k.
On the one hand, we can deduce that for any R > 0,

N_ 2 k
Ar p2/uidw—2/ 0! |dx
Q =1 BR(O)

In fact, from the proof of Proposition 4.2, the (y, p,,) sub-mass mountain pass
sequence {u,} is a subset of S, when A, — oo, then since p € (2+4/N,2%),
the first term satisfies

N_ 2
Ay pQ/uidx
Q

By Lemma Lemma 5.2, we have

k k
]U;Pdm — / |W0]2da:,

which imply that (5.17) holds.
On the other hand, by Lemma 5.4, there exist constants C,C” > 0 such

— +o0. (5.17)

N 2

=X\n "?u— +oo.
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that

)\n%” /ud:c—Z/ de

N 2

=\, wldr
AU, (B ;1/2(]?3\;))
k

N 1
< O\? Z/ e~ 2R [2=PLl g
-1 RN\Ule(BR/\;I/Q(Pév))

l
k
<C / e~ PWlay < ' = C'(R).
Z RN\BR(0) ( )

i=1

Taking n — +oo, we obtain a contradiction to (5.17). Hence, {\,}

is bounded, so {u,} is bounded too, and up to a subsequence, there is a

u(1) € Hj(Q) such that u, — u(1) as n — oo. Similar to the proof process

of Proposition 4.2, because c,(p) is continuous with respect to p, u(1) is a
positive (yu, 1) sub-mass mountain pass solution.

[

Proof of Theorem 1.3. Let (u(p, p), A(i, p)) be given by Theorem 1.2. By
Theorem 3.8 and the definition of ¢,(x) we know that

ko 1 P pp—2 _ (A=p)p
= (2 )T e

because —(;7;?—7_”)2” < 0. At the other hand, (u(u,p), A(p, p)) solves equation

(1.3-p) and satisfies that c,(u(u, p)) = E,(u(p, p)), so

enlutyep)) = 2= [ el lutu )P ‘”’/|

p—2 9w
< Tmaxfu(u ) () [P

and then

€y 1= max lu(, p)(z)| = o0, as p — 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 o small enough, such that \(u, p) > 0
for all 0 < p < pyp.
If not, we can find a subsequence {(\g,ux) := (u(px, p), A, p))} with
A =0 and pp — 0 as kK — oo. Define the rescaled function
_ 2 Q— P

uk(x) = gF'U/k<§kI + Pk) fOr €T € Qk = é‘ ,
k

where P, is the maximum point of u;, and &, = £, . Clearly, 4, satisfies

— Ay = & + P70 in O,
() < U(0) = 1 in Q,
U, =0 on 9y,

Since Py € () is the maximum point uy, we have
0 < —Au(0) = |P|™ = 0 < |P|™ <1y,
it follows that, up to a subsequence,
|Pe|™ = Ay as k —0,
for some A € [0, 1]. Let dy = dist(Fy, 02). Then

RN if L = 4o0;
H if L <+oo,

?ZZLG[O,-FOO] anko%D::{
k

where H denotes a half-space such that 0 € H and d(0,0H) = L. By regu-

larity arguments, up to a subsequence, u; — u > 0 in C’foc(b), and u solves

—At = MA@’ in D,
a(x) <u(0)=1 in D,
=0 on 0D,

I~g

where D is either RY or H. By the Liouville theorem, we deduce Ay = 0,
hence Auy, = 0, and |Py| — oo, then the strong maximum principle implies
that vy = 1 and so D must be H and L = 0, but we can calculate directly
that dy = oo and L = oo from the definition of di, |P;| — oo and (5.18). A
contradiction!
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Step 2: A(u, p) — 0o, when p < pp and p — 0.
Just repeat the blow-up analysis similar to Step 1.
Apply Theorem 5.1 and Theorem 5.2, there are P € {2 and

vlm, p) = Aln, p)_fjl?uw,p)(ﬁ +P) for x1€Q,:= %

such that v(u,p) — V,(z) in C2 (RY) as p — 0, where V, is the unique

loc
positive solution of

—1SV;—FLQIZZPAUV?71 inIRN,
V,(0) = max V,,
z€RN

Vy(x) >0 as |z] = 400
where Ag = |P|7* > 0. O

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

Proposition 5.5. Let a,p > 0, N > 3,24+ 4/N <p <2 p€ [%,1], and
Q C RY be an esterior domain with 0 ¢ Q. Then there is a yo > 0 such that

for any p € (0, o), equations (1.2)-(1.3-p) has a positive solution for some
A> 0.

Proof. In Theorem 1.2, we have shown that for any u > 0, p € [%, 1], there is
a positive (u, p) sub-mass mountain pass solution u(u, p) of equation (1.3-p).
Keep p constant, from Theorem 1.3, there is a po > 0 such that A\(u, p) > 0
for all p € (0, p1o). So we only need to prove u(p, p) € S, for all p € (0, po).
From Proposition 4.2, there is a sequence {u(u, p,)} satisfying p, — p, and
for every p,, there is a bounded PS sequence {u! },,, C S, satisfying (i) — (iv)
from Theorem 2.5 such that uj} — u(y, p,) as m — co. As in the proof of
Proposition 4.2, for any u € (0, uo), A(u, p) > 0 implies that u}! converges
strongly to u(u, p,) as m — oo. Hence u(p, pn) € S,. Repeat this process,
we shall prove that u(u, p,) converges strongly to u(u, p) as n — oo. Proof
completed. O

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