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Abstract. In this paper we first establish the theory of a magnetic Sobolev space H1
A(G,C) on metric

graphs G and we prove the self-adjointness of its corresponding magnetic Schrödinger operator. Then, in
this setting, we investigate the existence and multiplicity of normalized solutions to nonlinear magnetic
Schrödinger equations on compact metric graphs and on noncompact metric graphs with localized nonlin-
earities or nonlinearities acting on whole metric graphs, covering the mass-subcritical, mass-critical, and
mass-supercritical cases.
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1. Introduction

In this paper, we consider a magnetic Schrödinger operator on connected metric graphs.
Quantum graphs (metric graphs equipped with differential operators) arise naturally as simplified

models in mathematics, physics, chemistry, and engineering when one considers the propagation of
waves of various nature through a quasi-one-dimensional (e.g., meso- or nano-scale) system that looks
like a thin neighborhood of a graph. For further details on quantum graphs, one may refer to [9].

Let G = (V,E) be a connected metric graph, where E is the set of edges and V is the set of vertices.
As usual, each bounded edge e ∈ E is identified with a closed and bounded interval Ie = [0, ℓe] with
ℓe > 0, while each unbounded edge e is identified with a closed half-line Ie = [0,+∞). If G is a metric
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graph with a finite number of edges, its compact core K is defined as the metric subgraph of G consisting
of all bounded edges of G. Therefore, if G is compact, then its compact core K = G.

Throughout the paper, we assume that G has a finite number of edges and the compact core K is
non-empty, unless otherwise specified.

A connected metric graph has the natural structure of a locally compact metric space, and for any
two points x, y ∈ G, the metric dist(x, y) is given by the shortest distance along the edges. Moreover, a
connected metric graph with a finite number of vertices is compact if and only if it contains no half-line.

1.1. Second order nonlinear equations on metric graphs. From a mathematical point of view,
and, in particular from a variational point of view, several efforts have been devoted to the existence
and multiplicity of normalized solutions for the following nonlinear Schrödinger equation

−u′′ − λu = |u|p−2u (1.1)

on metric graphs G.

In the mass-subcritical (2 < p < 6) and mass-critical (p = 6) cases, the energy functional associated
with (1.1) is bounded below and coercive under the mass constraint (requiring the mass to be below a
certain threshold when p = 6). This allows to use minimization methods to obtain normalized ground
states, i.e., solutions with minimal energy under the mass constraint. The existence of such normalized
ground states has been established both on compact metric graphs [17, 20], and on noncompact metric
graphs [1–5,22,37,41]. In addition, the existence of local minimizers was studied in [42].

For any noncompact metric graph G with a finite number of edges and a non-empty compact core
K, [27, 36] introduced the following modification of (1.1)

−u′′ − λu = χK|u|p−2u, (1.2)

where χK is the characteristic function of the compact core K, assuming that the nonlinearity affects
only the non-empty compact core K. For the existence or non-existence of normalized ground states for
(1.2) in the mass-subcritical case, see [47, 49], and for the mass-critical case, see [23, 24]. Moreover, in
the mass-subcritical case, Serra and Tentarelli [48], using genus theory, proved the existence of multiple
bound states with negative energy.

In the mass-supercritical case (p > 6), the energy functional is no longer bounded below on the
mass constraint. Moreover, scaling techniques (commonly used in the analysis on RN ) are no longer
applicable, and the Pohozǎev identity is not available on metric graphs. This creates additional difficulties
when proving the boundedness of Palais-Smale sequences. Furthermore, the topological properties of
the metric graphs add another layer of complexity. To address these challenges, several works have
focused on the mass-supercritical case. In [12], Borthwick, Chang, Jeanjean, and Soave proved the
existence of bounded Palais-Smale sequences carrying Morse index type information for functionals
exhibiting a minimax geometry under the mass constraint. In [18], Chang, Jeanjean, and Soave proved
the existence of normalized non-constant bound states for (1.1) on compact metric graphs when the
prescribed mass is sufficiently small, using abstract critical point theory, Morse index type information,
and blow-up analysis. Subsequently, in [11], for arbitrarily prescribed mass, Borthwick, Chang, Jeanjean,
and Soave investigated the existence of normalized solutions for (1.2) on noncompact metric graphs.
In [21], Dovetta, Jeanjean, and Serra studied the existence of normalized solutions for (1.1) on periodic
metric graphs, as well as on noncompact metric graphs with finitely many edges under suitable topological
assumptions.

1.2. Nonlinear magnetic Schrödinger equations on metric graphs. In several important appli-
cations, in particular those related to nanotubes, the magnetic Schrödinger operator on metric graphs
arises in a natural way (see [28, 45]). These applications, together with the theoretical interest in the
operator, have motivated its study and the investigation of its properties in various settings (see, for
instance, [34]). From a mathematical point of view, research has mainly focused on spectral theory
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(see [15, 30, 32, 33, 38, 39] and references therein), to the best of our knowledge, only a limited literature
has been devoted to existence results for nonlinear equations involving this operator, especially from a
variational point of view.

1.2.1. The functional setting. Inspired by [29], where a first attempt in our direction was made, we
consider weaker smoothness assumptions on the magnetic potential A and weaker integrability conditions
on both A and the electric potential V . We first develop the theory of the magnetic Sobolev space (and
prove the self-adjointness of the associated magnetic Schrödinger operator) on locally finite connected
metric graphs G = (V,E), in the sense of the following definition.

Definition 1.1. A connected metric graph G = (V,E) is locally finite if E is an at most countable set
such that any bounded subset of the graph intersects at most finitely many edges; that is, for any bounded
subset B ⊂ G, the set {e ∈ E : e ∩B ̸= ∅} is finite, where we regard edges e ∈ E as subsets of G.

It is clear that any connected metric graph with a finite number of edges is locally finite. Moreover,
if a connected metric graph G = (V,E) with at most countably many edges satisfies inf

e∈E
ℓe > 0 and

deg(v) < +∞ for every v ∈ V, where deg(v) is the total number of edges incident at the vertex v, then
G is locally finite. For more details on locally finite connected metric graphs, see [29].

These results are of independent interest and provide a solid foundation for the investigation of
nonlinear magnetic Schrödinger equations on metric graphs.

Since a function u : G → C can be identified with a family of functions ue : Ie → C, e ∈ E, the usual
Lp space on G is defined by

Lp(G,C) :=
⊕
e∈E

Lp(Ie,C),

endowed with the norm

∥u∥p :=

(∑
e∈E

∥ue∥pLp(Ie,C)

) 1
p

, if p ∈ [1,+∞), and ∥u∥∞ := sup
e∈E

∥ue∥L∞(Ie,C).

The inner product in L2(G,C) is

(u, v)2 = Re

∫
G
uv̄ dx =

∑
e

Re

∫
Ie

uev̄e dx,

where Re(w) denotes the real part of w ∈ C and w̄ is its conjugate.
The Sobolev space H1(G,C) is defined by

H1(G,C) :=
{
u ∈ C(G,C) : u′ ∈ L2(G,C) and u ∈ L2(G,C)

}
,

and consists of continuous functions u : G → C such that ue ∈ H1([0, ℓe],C) for every edge e ∈ E (note
that ℓe may be +∞). Its norm is defined as

∥u∥H1(G,C) =

[∑
e∈E

(
∥u′∥2L2(Ie,C) + ∥u∥2L2(Ie,C)

)] 1
2

.

Assume that A ∈ L2
loc(G,R) and V ∈ L1

loc(G,R), i.e., for every bounded subset B ⊂ G we have
A ∈ L2(B,R) and V ∈ L1(B,R). We define the magnetic Sobolev space H1

A(G,C) by

H1
A(G,C) :=

{
u ∈ C(G,C) : DAu ∈ L2(G,C) and

∫
G
V (x)|u|2 dx =

∑
e∈E

∫
Ie

Ve(x)|ue|2 dx < +∞

}
,
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where DA :=
1

i

d

dx
−A(x). Its norm is

∥u∥ :=

(∫
G
|DAu|2 + V (x)|u|2 dx

) 1
2

,

and the inner product is

(u, v) := Re

∫
G

(
DAuDAv + V (x)uv̄

)
dx.

We will show in Lemma 2.1 thatH1
A(G,C) is a separable Hilbert space. Accordingly, we regardD2

A+V (x)
as the unique self-adjoint operator associated with the quadratic form∫

G

(
DAuDAv + V (x)uv̄

)
dx, u, v ∈ H1

A(G,C)

(see Section 2).

1.2.2. Our results. We will study the existence and multiplicity of normalized solutions for the following
nonlinear magnetic Schrödinger equations

(
1

i

d

dx
−Ae(x)

)2

ue + Ve(x)ue − λue = |ue|p−2ue, ∀e ∈ E,

∑
e≻v

(
1

i
u′e(v)−A±

e (v)ue(v)

)
= 0, ∀v ∈ V,

(1.3)

on compact metric graphs G = (V,E) and
(
1

i

d

dx
−Ae(x)

)2

ue + Ve(x)ue − λue = χK|ue|p−2ue, ∀e ∈ E,∑
e≻v

(
1

i
u′e(v)−A±

e (v)ue(v)) = 0, ∀v ∈ V,

(1.4)

on noncompact metric graphs G = (V,E) with a finite number of edges and a non-empty compact core
K.
Here p > 2 and A : G → R, V : G → [1,+∞) are families of functions Ae : Ie → R and Ve : Ie → [1,+∞).
Moreover, if e ∈ E and v ∈ V, the notation e ≻ v means that the edge e is incident at v, and u′e(v)
(standing for u′e(0) or −u′e(ℓe)) is always the outward derivative, depending on whether the vertex v is
identified with 0 or ℓe. The magnetic potential A is a 1d vector field (it changes sign when the orientation
of the edge is reversed), and A±

e (v) stands for Ae(0) or −Ae(ℓe), depending on whether the vertex v is
identified with 0 or ℓe.
The conditions in the second line of (1.3) and (1.4), known as Kirchhoff magnetic boundary conditions,
were introduced in [40] (see also [28,44,45] for details and physical models).

Due to the variational structure of (1.3) and (1.4), we consider the energy functional E(·,G) :
H1

A(G,C) → R defined by

E(u,G) := 1

2
∥u∥2 −Ψ(u,G),

where

Ψ(u,G) :=


1

p

∫
G
|u|p dx if G is compact,

1

p

∫
K
|u|p dx if G is noncompact with non-empty compact core K,

and we seek solutions as critical points of E(·,G). A first result in this direction is the following.
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Theorem 1.2. Let G be any compact metric graph or any noncompact metric graph with a finite number
of edges and a non-empty compact core K, and let p > 2. Then E(·,G) has infinitely many critical points
{un} ⊂ H1

A(G,C) such that lim
n→+∞

E(un,G) = +∞.

Since the proof is standard (see, e.g., [50, Section 3.3]), we omit it.
Next, we investigate the existence and multiplicity of normalized solutions to (1.3) and (1.4) under

the mass constraint ∫
G
|u|2 dx = µ, µ > 0,

and thus we study the existence and multiplicity of critical points of the functional E(·,G) constrained
on the L2-sphere

Hµ(G) =
{
u ∈ H1

A(G,C) :
∫
G
|u|2 dx = µ

}
.

To establish some of our existence results, we consider the following assumption.

(G) D2
A + V (x) admits a ground state that does not vanish identically on K, i.e.,

λ1 := inf
u∈H1

A(G,C)\{0}

∥u∥2

∥u∥22
(1.5)

is achieved by φ1 and φ1 |K ̸≡ 0.

Moreover, since D2
A+V (x) is self-adjoint and V ≥ 1, we have σ(D2

A+V (x)) ⊂ [1,+∞). Thus we will
also consider the following assumption.

(Gm) There exist m ≥ 1 (possibly +∞) distinct eigenvalues below inf σess(D
2
A + V (x)) (if σess(D

2
A +

V (x)) = ∅, then we set inf σess(D
2
A + V (x)) = +∞), i.e., D2

A + V (x) has an increasing sequence
of m eigenvalues 1 ≤ λ1 < λ2 < . . . < λj < . . . such that, for every j, λj < inf σess(D

2
A + V (x)).

By the definition of essential spectrum (see, e.g., [10,19,43]), if λ < inf σess(D
2
A+V (x)) is an eigenvalue,

then it has finite multiplicity. Our main results on the existence and multiplicity of normalized solutions
to (1.3) and (1.4) are as follows.

Theorem 1.3. Let G be any compact metric graph or any noncompact metric graph with a finite number
of edges and a non-empty compact core K, and let p > 2. Assume that (G) or (Gm) holds. Then, for
any µ > 0, one of the following two alternatives occurs:

(i) either E(·,G) has a critical point u ∈ H1
A(G,C) constrained on Hµ(G) with Lagrange multiplier

λ ∈ (−∞, λ1] (and λ ∈ (−∞, λ1) if (G) holds);
(ii) or, for every λ ∈ (−∞, λ1), E(·,G) has a critical point u ∈ H1

A(G,C) constrained on Hν(G) for
some 0 < ν < µ and the corresponding Lagrange multiplier is λ.

Theorem 1.4. Under the assumptions of Theorem 1.3, there exists µ0 > 0 such that for any 0 < µ ≤ µ0,
the first alternative of Theorem 1.3 occurs: E(·,G) has a critical point u ∈ H1

A(G,C) constrained on
Hµ(G) with Lagrange multiplier λ ∈ [0, λ1] (and λ ∈ [0, λ1) if (G) holds). Moreover, if 2 < p < 6, then
for every µ > 0, E(·,G) has a critical point u ∈ H1

A(G,C) constrained on Hµ(G) with Lagrange multiplier
λ ∈ (−∞, λ1] (and λ ∈ (−∞, λ1) if (G) holds).

By applying [50, Theorem 3.5], we obtain the following multiplicity results.

Theorem 1.5. Let G be any compact metric graph or any noncompact metric graph with a finite number
of edges and a non-empty compact core K, and let p > 2. Assume that (Gm) holds. Then, for any
j = 1, 2, . . . ,m (if m = +∞, then, for any j ∈ N+), there exists µj > 0 depending on G, p, A, and V
such that, for any 0 < µ < µj, E(·,G) has at least j distinct critical points u1, u2, . . . , uj constrained on
Hµ(G). Moreover, if 2 < p ≤ 6, m = +∞, and lim

j→+∞
λj = +∞, then, for any µ > 0 (0 < µ ≤ µ0 if
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p = 6), E(·,G) has infinitely many distinct critical points constrained on Hµ(G) whose energy levels tend
to +∞.

We observe that, for instance, if A is continuously differentiable on every edge e ∈ E and V is
continuous on every edge e ∈ E, if u ∈ Hµ(G) is a critical point of E(·,G) constrained on Hµ(G), then
u is twice continuously differentiable on every edge e ∈ E and there exists a Lagrange multiplier λ ∈ R
such that u is a solution of (1.3) or (1.4), respectively (see Appendix A for details).

Theorem 1.5 extends the multiplicity results for nonlinear Schrödinger equations on metric graphs
in [20,31] to nonlinear magnetic Schrödinger equations on compact metric graphs for all p > 2.

On compact metric graphs, in [20], Dovetta proved the existence of infinitely many normalized solu-
tions to (1.1) in the mass-subcritical case, for every value of the mass, and in the mass-critical case for
masses below a certain threshold (where normalized ground states exist if and only if the mass is less
than or equal to this threshold). The author also characterized the relation between this threshold and
the topology of the graph. In the mass-supercritical case, in [31], by an analysis of constant-sign solutions
combined with a new type of linking and gradient flow techniques on the mass constraint, Jeanjean and
Song proved the multiplicity of sign-changing normalized solutions to (1.1) when the prescribed mass
is sufficiently small. The multiplicity arguments in [20, 31] rely on the compactness of the embedding
H1(G) ↪→ L2(G).

In this paper, we prove the multiplicity of normalized solutions to (1.3) and (1.4) without using the
compact embedding of H1

A(G,C) into L2(G,C). Moreover, due to the presence of a magnetic potential,
the problem must be studied in complex-valued function spaces; therefore, the argument in [31] based
on the signs of solutions is not directly applicable to (1.3) and (1.4). In addition, due to the presence of
potentials, the relation between the range of masses for which the equations admit a normalized solution
and the topology of the graph changes, and the study of the signs of normalized solutions becomes
meaningless.

Finally, let G = (V,E) be any noncompact metric graph with a finite number of edges (whether its
compact core is empty or non-empty). Under assumption (Gm), we study the existence and multiplicity
of normalized solutions for

(
1

i

d

dx
−Ae(x)

)2

ue + Ve(x)ue − λue = |ue|p−2ue, ∀e ∈ E,

∑
e≻v

(
1

i
u′e(v)−A±

e (v)ue(v)

)
= 0, ∀v ∈ V.

(1.6)

Using the same notation as above for the energy functional with

Ψ(u,G) := 1

p

∫
G
|u|p dx,

we obtain the following results.

Theorem 1.6. Let G be any noncompact metric graph with a finite number of edges, and let p > 2.
Assume that (Gm) holds. Then there exists µ∗0 > 0 depending on G, p, A, and V such that, for any
0 < µ ≤ µ∗0, E(·,G) has a critical point u ∈ H1

A(G,C) constrained on Hµ(G), with Lagrange multiplier
λ ∈ [0, λ1).

Theorem 1.7. Let G be any noncompact metric graph with a finite number of edges, and let p > 2.
Assume that (Gm) holds. Then, for any k = 1, 2, . . . ,m, there exists µ∗k > 0 depending on G, p, A, and
V such that, for any 0 < µ < µ∗k, E(·,G) has at least k distinct critical points u1, u2, . . . , uk constrained
on Hµ(G).

Theorem 1.7 extends the multiplicity results in [20, 31] to nonlinear magnetic Schrödinger equations
on noncompact metric graphs under spectral assumptions for all p > 2. For this class of graphs, the
main difficulty is the lack of compactness of the embedding H1

A(G,C) ↪→ Lp(G,C).
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1.2.3. Further comments and remarks.

Remark 1.8. For any compact metric graph G, since K = G, by Remark 2.2 below, the assumption (G)
is satisfied.

Remark 1.9. If G is a compact metric graph, or if G is a noncompact metric graph with a finite number
of edges and V also satisfies

lim
dist(x,x0)→+∞

V (x) = +∞ for some x0 ∈ G,

then, by Remark 2.2 and, for noncompact graphs, arguing as in [8, Section 3], we obtain that H1
A(G,C)

is compactly embedded in L2(G,C). Thus, by [10, Theorem 4.22], the values λk defined in Theorem 2.7
are eigenvalues. Hence,

m = +∞ in (Gm), lim
j→+∞

λj = +∞, inf σess(D
2
A + V (x)) = +∞,

so that (Gm) is satisfied and, therefore, when the compact core K of G is non-empty, Theorems 1.3–1.5
hold for E(·,G).
Moreover, whether G has a non-empty compact core or not, since the embedding H1

A(G,C) ↪→ Lp(G,C)
is also compact (by Gagliardo-Nirenberg-Sobolev inequality, see Lemma 3.2 below), Theorems 1.3–1.5
under assumption (Gm) also hold for

EG(·,G) : H1
A(G,C) → R, EG(u,G) :=

1

2
∥u∥2 − 1

p

∫
G
|u|p dx.

Remark 1.10. For any metric graph G with a finite number of edges and a non-empty compact subgraph
K∗, Theorems 1.3 (with K in assumption (G) replaced by K∗), 1.4, and 1.5 hold for

EK∗(·,G) : H1
A(G,C) → R, EK∗(u,G) := 1

2
∥u∥2 − 1

p

∫
K∗

|u|p dx.

Remark 1.11. Theorems 1.6 and 1.7 and Remarks 1.9 and 1.10 hold on any noncompact connected
metric graph that has at most countably many edges and satisfies inf

e∈E
ℓe > 0 and deg(v) < +∞ for every

v ∈ V, since the Gagliardo-Nirenberg-Sobolev inequality holds (see [21, Section 2.3]).

Remark 1.12. For any Vq ∈ Lq(G,R), with 1 ≤ q ≤ +∞, and ν > 0 sufficiently large, the potential
V can be replaced by V + Vq + ν and Theorems 1.3–1.7 and Remarks 1.9–1.11 extend to the magnetic
Schrödinger operator D2

A + (V (x) + Vq(x) + ν) (see Section 3.2).

Remark 1.13. In view of [7], when (Gm) holds, (σess(D
2
A+V (x)) in (Gm) could be replaced by σess(D

2
A+

V (x)) − K2, where K2 is defined in [7, Section 1]) and the nonlinearity |u|p−2u (or χK|u|p−2u) could
be replaced by f(u) (or χKf(u), respectively), where f satisfies the assumptions in [7, Section 6.2] with
2∗ = +∞. All the results above (with respect to assumption (Gm)) then hold with minor modifications.

Remark 1.14. For nonlinear magnetic Schrödinger equations, or for nonlinear Schrödinger equations
with general potentials on noncompact graphs, arguments involving Morse index type information as
in [11] fail due to the presence of potentials (in particular, due to the scaling arguments on half-lines
used in [11, Lemma 3.2]).

1.2.4. Plan of the paper. The rest of the paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we develop the
theory of magnetic Sobolev spaces on metric graphs and establish the self-adjointness of the magnetic
Schrödinger operator. In Section 3, we prove a Gagliardo-Nirenberg-Sobolev inequality, introduce some
modified functionals, and derive a nonexistence result that plays a crucial role in our approach. In
Section 4, we prove the compactness of Palais-Smale sequences with energy below µ inf σess(D

2
A+V (x))/2.

Section 5 is devoted to the proofs of Theorems 1.3 and 1.4, while Section 6 contains the proof of Theorem
1.5. Finally, in Section 7, we prove Theorems 1.6 and 1.7.

In the following, we denote by C a positive constant that may change from inequality to inequality.
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2. Magnetic Sobolev space and self-adjointness of the magnetic Schrödinger operator

In this section, we consider a locally finite connected metric graph G = (V,E) (see Definition 1.1)
assuming that A : G → R and V : G → [1,+∞) satisfy A ∈ L2

loc(G,R) and V ∈ L1
loc(G,R).

Since here we are interested in general properties of the magnetic Schrödinger operator

D2
A + V (x) =

(
1

i

d

dx
−A(x)

)2

+ V (x),

only in this section we will see

L2(G,C) :=

{
u = (ue)e∈E : ue ∈ L2(Ie,C) for every e ∈ E and

∑
e∈E

∥ue∥2L2(Ie,C) =

∫
G
|u|2 dx < +∞

}
,

H1(G,C) :=
{
u ∈ C(G,C) : u′ ∈ L2(G,C) and u ∈ L2(G,C)

}
,

and

H1
A(G,C) :=

{
u ∈ C(G,C) : DAu ∈ L2(G,C) and

∫
G
V (x)|u|2 dx < +∞

}
as complex Hilbert spaces.1 Of course, in such a case, we have to consider on them different inner
products2 and so, as usual (see e.g. [13, Section 11.4]), we equip them with

(u, v)2 :=

∫
G
uv̄ dx, u, v ∈ L2(G,C),

and

(u, v) :=

∫
G

(
DAuDAv + V (x)uv̄

)
dx, u, v ∈ H1

A(G,C)

respectively, that actually define the same norms as before.
Considering each edge separately, for every e ∈ E, let us define

H1
Ae
(Ie,C) :=

{
ue ∈ C(Ie,C) : DAeue ∈ L2(Ie,C) and

∫
Ie

V (x)|ue|2 dx < +∞
}
,

where

DAe :=
1

i

d

dx
−Ae(x),

equipped with the inner product

(ue, ve)H1
Ae

(Ie,C) :=

∫
Ie

(
DAeueDAeve + Ve(x)ueve

)
dx, ue, ve ∈ H1

Ae
(Ie,C).

The norm induced by this inner product is given by

∥ue∥H1
Ae

(Ie,C) :=

[∫
Ie

|DAeue|2 + Ve(x)|ue|2 dx
] 1

2

.

Observe that, if u ∈ H1
A(G,C), then, for every e ∈ E, ue ∈ H1

Ae
(Ie,C).

For H1
A(G,C) we have the following fundamental result.

Lemma 2.1. Assume that A : G → R and V : G → [1,+∞) satisfy A ∈ L2
loc(G,R) and V ∈ L1

loc(G,R).
Then H1

A(G,C) is a separable Hilbert space.

1Observe that here G is locally finite and so, with respect to the analogous definitions given in the introduction, we need,
as additional condition, to require the finiteness of the sums.

2With an abuse of notation we will denote the new inner products in the same way as before.
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Proof. First observe that, for any u ∈ H1
A(G,C) and e ∈ E, since Ae ∈ L2

loc(Ie,R) and ue ∈ L2(Ie,C), we
know that u′e = iDAeue + iAe(x)ue ∈ L1

loc(Ie,C), so that ue ∈W 1,1
loc (Ie,C).

Now, let us show that, for every e ∈ E, H1
Ae
(Ie,C) is a Hilbert space. Let {un} be a Cauchy sequence

in H1
Ae
(Ie,C). Then, {un} is bounded in H1

Ae
(Ie,C) and {un} and {DAe(un)} are Cauchy sequences in

L2(Ie,C). It follows that {un} converges to some limit u and {DAe(un)} converges to some limit g in
L2(Ie,C). Hence, by Fatou’s Lemma, we know that∫

Ie

Ve(x)|u|2 dx ≤ lim inf
n→+∞

∫
Ie

Ve(x)|un|2 dx < +∞.

Moreover, since for all φ ∈ C∞
c (Ie,C), Ae(x)φ ∈ L2(Ie,C), we have

∫
Ie

unφ
′ dx = −

∫
Ie

u′nφdx = −i
∫
Ie

(DAeun φ+Ae(x)unφ) dx,

taking the limit as n→ +∞, we get∫
Ie

uφ′ dx = −i
∫
Ie

(gφ+Ae(x)uφ) dx.

Then, by the definition of weak derivatives, we obtain u′ = ig + iAe(x)u ∈ L1
loc(Ie,C). Thus, by [13,

Theorem 8.2] u is continuous on Ie, g = DAeu, and u ∈ H1
Ae
(Ie,C), which implies that H1

Ae
(Ie,C) is a

Hilbert space.
Now, as in [13, Proposition 8.1], we show that H1

Ae
(Ie,C) is separable. It is clear that the operator B :

H1
Ae
(Ie,C) → L2(Ie,C)× L2(Ie,C) defined by Bu = (

√
Ve(x)u,DAeu) is an isometry. Since L2(Ie,C)×

L2(Ie,C) is separable, then B(H1
Ae
(Ie,C)) is separable as well and so we can conclude.

Finally, define the space

⊕
e∈E

H1
Ae
(Ie,C) :=

{
u = (ue)e∈E : ue ∈ H1

Ae
(Ie,C) for every e ∈ E and

∑
e∈E

∥ue∥2H1
Ae

(Ie,C) < +∞

}

equipped with the inner product

(u, v)⊕
e∈E

H1
Ae

(Ie,C) :=
∑
e∈E

(ue, ve)H1
Ae

(Ie,C).

The norm induced by this inner product is given by

∥u∥⊕
e∈E

H1
Ae

(Ie,C) :=

(∑
e∈E

∥ue∥2H1
Ae

(Ie,C)

) 1
2

=

[∫
G
|DAu|2 + V (x)|u|2 dx

] 1
2

.

On one hand, assume that {un} ⊂
⊕
e∈E

H1
Ae
(Ie,C) is a Cauchy sequence. Thus, {un} is bounded in⊕

e∈E
H1

Ae
(Ie,C). Since, for any u ∈

⊕
e∈E

H1
Ae
(Ie,C) and any e ∈ E, ∥ue∥H1

Ae
(Ie,C) ≤ ∥u∥⊕

e∈E
H1

Ae
(Ie,C), we

know that {un,e} is a Cauchy sequence of H1
Ae
(Ie,C). Thus, for every e ∈ E, {un,e} converges to some

limit ue in H1
Ae
(Ie,C). Define u := (ue).
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For simplicity, let E = {em : m ∈ N+}. Then, we have∑
e∈E

∥ue∥2H1
Ae

(Ie,C) =
∑

m∈N+

∥uem∥2H1
Aem

(Iem ,C) = lim
k→+∞

k∑
m=1

lim
n→+∞

∥un,em∥2H1
Aem

(Iem ,C)

= lim
k→+∞

lim
n→+∞

k∑
m=1

∥un,em∥2H1
Aem

(Iem ,C) = lim
k→+∞

lim inf
n→+∞

k∑
m=1

∥un,em∥2H1
Aem

(Iem ,C)

≤ lim
k→+∞

lim inf
n→+∞

∑
m∈N+

∥un,em∥2H1
Aem

(Iem ,C) = lim inf
n→+∞

∥un∥2⊕
e∈E

H1
Ae

(Ie,C) < +∞,

being {un} bounded in
⊕
e∈E

H1
Ae
(Ie,C); hence, u ∈

⊕
e∈E

H1
Ae
(Ie,C).

Arguing as above, we obtain

∥un − u∥2⊕
e∈E

H1
Ae

(Ie,C) ≤ lim inf
k→+∞

∥un − uk∥2⊕
e∈E

H1
Ae

(Ie,C).

Since {un} ⊂
⊕
e∈E

H1
Ae
(Ie,C) is a Cauchy sequence, we conclude that un → u in

⊕
e∈E

H1
Ae
(Ie,C). Therefore,⊕

e∈E
H1

Ae
(Ie,C) is complete.

On the other hand, for every e ∈ E, since H1
Ae
(Ie,C) is separable Hilbert space, H1

Ae
(Ie,C) has a

countable and dense subset Be = {bn,e}n∈N+ . Let E = {em : m ∈ N+},

Bk := {b = (bem) : bem ∈ Bem ∪ {0} for all m ∈ N+ and bem = 0 for all m ≥ k}, k ∈ N+,

and B :=
+⋃

k=1

∞Bk. Since, for every k ∈ N+, Bk is countable, then B is countable. Hence, to prove⊕
e∈E

H1
Ae
(Ie,C) is separable, it suffices to show that B is dense in

⊕
e∈E

H1
Ae
(Ie,C). Fix u = (ue1 , ue2 , ...) ∈

⊕
e∈E

H1
Ae
(Ie,C) and ε > 0. Then, there exists l ∈ N+ such that

+∞∑
m=l+1

∥uem∥2H1
Aem

(Iem ,C) ≤ ε

2
, and,

for any m = 1, . . . , l, there exists b̃em ∈ Bem such that ∥b̃em − uem∥2H1
Aem

(Iem ,C) ≤ ε

2m+1
. Let b̃ :=

(b̃e1 , . . . , b̃el , 0, 0, . . .) ∈ B. Then

∥b̃− u∥2⊕
e∈E

H1
Ae

(Ie,C) =
l∑

m=1

∥b̃em − uem∥2H1
Aem

(Iem ,C) +
+∞∑

m=l+1

∥uem∥2H1
Aem

(Iem ,C) ≤ ε.

Finally, to conclude applying [6, Theorem 1.22], we show thatH1
A(G,C) is a closed subspace of

⊕
e∈E

H1
Ae
(Ie,C).

First observe that for any edge e ∈ E, for any ue ∈ H1
Ae
(Ie,C), and any bounded interval I ⊂ Ie, we

know that
∥ue∥W 1,1(I,C) = ∥u′e∥L1(I,C) + ∥ue∥L1(I,C)

≤ ∥DAeue∥L1(I,C) + ∥Ae(x)ue∥L1(I,C) + ∥ue∥L1(I,C)

≤ C∥DAeue∥L2(I,C) + ∥Ae∥L2(I,C)∥ue∥L2(I,C) + C∥ue∥L2(I,C),

where C is depending on I. Thus, H1
Ae
(Ie,C) is continuously embedded in W 1,1(I,C) and so, by [13,

Theorems 8.2 and 8.8], we conclude that H1
Ae
(Ie,C) is continuously embedded in C(I,C). Thus, if

{un} ⊂
⊕
e∈E

H1
Ae
(Ie,C) and un → u in

⊕
e∈E

H1
Ae
(Ie,C), we have

ue(v) = lim
n→+∞

un,e(v)
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for any v ∈ V and e ≻ v. Now, let {un} ⊂ H1
A(G,C) and un → u in

⊕
e∈E

H1
Ae
(Ie,C). Then, for any v ∈ V

and e, f ≻ v,

ue(v) = lim
n→+∞

un,e(v) = lim
n→+∞

un,f (v) = uf (v)

and so u ∈ H1
A(G,C) concluding the proof. □

Remark 2.2. In the proof of Lemma 2.1, we have shown that for any edge e ∈ E and any bounded
interval I ⊂ Ie, we have that H1

Ae
(Ie,C) is continuously embedded in W 1,1(I,C). Since G is locally

finite and W 1,1(I,C) is compactly embedded in Lp(I,C) for all 1 ≤ p < +∞ (see [13, Theorem 8.8]),
we conclude that for any bounded set B ⊂ G, H1

A(G,C) is compactly embedded in Lp(B,C) for all
1 ≤ p < +∞. Moreover, up to a subsequence, un → u almost everywhere on G.

Now, define the quadratic form Q in L2(G,C)× L2(G,C) such that

Q(u, v) = (u, v), ∀u, v ∈ dom(Q) := H1
A(G,C).

Denoting

C∞
c (G,C) := {u = (ue)e∈E : ue ∈ C∞

c (Ie,C) for every e ∈ E and suppu is bounded }

and following [46], we have

Theorem 2.3. Assume that A : G → R and V : G → [1,+∞) satisfy A ∈ L2
loc(G,R) and V ∈ L1

loc(G,R).
Then there exists a unique self-adjoint operator T with domain dom(T ) ⊂ H1

A(G,C) such that

Q(u, v) = (Tu, v)2, for every u ∈ dom(T ), v ∈ H1
A(G,C).

Proof. By [46, Theorem 29.2] it is enough to show that, starting from the Hilbert space L2(G,C), the
quadratic form Q is a densely defined, closed, semibounded, and symmetric quadratic form (see [46,
Definition 29.1]).
It is clear that C∞

c (G,C) ⊂ H1
A(G,C) ⊂ L2(G,C). Let u ∈ L2(G,C). Then, for any ε > 0, there exists a

finite subset Eε of E such that

∥u∥2L2(Ec
ϵ ,C)

:=
∑
e∈Ec

ϵ

∥ue∥2L2(Ie,C) <
ε2

4
.

Then,

uε := (uε,e), where uε,e :=

{
ue if e ∈ Eε,

0 otherwise,

satisfies ∥u − uε∥2 < ε/2. Moreover, since by [13, Corollary 4.23], C∞
c (Ie,C) is dense in L2(Ie,C), for

every edge e ∈ E, we know that there is ũε ∈ C∞
c (G,C) such that ∥ũε−uε∥2 < ε/2. Hence, ∥ũε−u∥2 < ε

and so we obtain that C∞
c (G,C) is dense in L2(G,C), namely that the quadratic form Q is densely

defined.
By the definition of Q, it is clear that the quadratic form Q is symmetric.
Being Q(u, u) ≥ 0 for all u ∈ dom(Q), we know that the quadratic form Q is semibounded from below.
Finally, since V ≥ 1, we have that for every u ∈ dom(Q), Q(u, u) ≥ ∥u∥22, then

∥u∥Q :=
√
Q(u, u) + ∥u∥22, ∀u ∈ dom(Q)

is an equivalent norm on H1
A(G,C). Thus, from Lemma 2.1 it follows that the quadratic form Q is

closed. □
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Let now
H1

A,c(G,C) :=
{
u ∈ H1

A(G,C) : suppu is bounded
}
.

Moreover, for A and V continuous on every edge e ∈ E, let us consider as domain of the magnetic
Schrödinger operator D2

A + V (x) in L2(Ie,C) the set

H̃2
c (G,C) :=

u = (ue)e∈E ∈ C(G,C) :
suppu is bounded, u′′ ∈ L2(G,C), u′e ∈ C(Ie,C) ∀e ∈ E,∑

e≻v

(1
i
u′e(v)−A±

e (v)ue(v)
)
= 0, ∀v ∈ V

 .

Using the following density result, we can clarify the relationship between T and D2
A + V (x). The

proof of the next lemma follows arguments from [29,35].

Lemma 2.4. Assume that A : G → R and V : G → [1,+∞) satisfy A ∈ L2
loc(G,R) and V ∈ L1

loc(G,R).
Then H1

A,c(G,C) is a dense subset of H1
A(G,C). Moreover, for A and V continuous on every edge e ∈ E,

H̃2
c (G,C) is a dense subset of H1

A(G,C).

Proof. We first show that H1
A,c(G,C) is a dense subset of H1

A(G,C). Fix some x0 ∈ G. Take χ ∈
C∞
c ([0,+∞),R), with 0 ≤ χ ≤ 1 and χ ≡ 1 in [0, 1], and consider χn(r) = χ(r/n) for r ∈ [0,+∞) and

n ∈ N+. Define the cut-off functions ψn : G → R via

ψn(x) := χn (dist(x0, x)) .

Then, for every e ∈ E, ψn,e := ψn|Ie ∈ W 1,1(Ie,R). For any u ∈ H1
A(G,C), we have that supp(ψnu) is

bounded. Moreover, arguing as in the proof of Lemma 2.1, for every e ∈ E, ue ∈W 1,1(Ie ∩ supp(ψn),C)
and so, by [13, Corollary 8.10], we have that

DA(ψnu) = ψnDAu− iψ′
nu

so that
∥DA(ψnu)∥2 ≤ ∥DAu∥2 + C(n)∥u∥2 < +∞

and

∥DA(u− ψnu)∥2 ≤ ∥(1− ψn)DAu∥2 +
1

n
sup

r∈[0,+∞)
|χ′(r)|∥u∥2.

Thus, ψnu ∈ H1
A,c(G,C) and by the Lebesgue dominated convergence theorem it follows that ψnu → u

in H1
A(G,C).

Next, we show that H̃2
c (G,C) is a dense subset of H1

A(G,C) for A, V continuous on every edge e ∈ E.
Fix some x0 ∈ V. For R > 0, set BR := {x ∈ G : dist(x, x0) < R}. Since for every z1, z2 ∈ C,

1

2
|z1|2 ≤ |z1 − z2|2 + |z2|2 ≤ 2|z1|2 + 3|z2|2,

then, for any R > 0 and u ∈ H1
A(G,C) or u ∈ H1(G,C), we have

1

2

∫
BR

|u′|2 dx ≤
∫
BR

(∣∣∣∣(1

i

d

dx
−A(x)

)
u

∣∣∣∣2 + |A(x)|2|u|2
)
dx ≤

∫
BR

(
2|u′|2 + 3|A(x)|2|u|2

)
dx. (2.1)

Hence, since G is locally finite and A, V are continuous on every edge e ∈ E, we deduce that, for any

u : G → C such that suppu ⊂ BR, u ∈ H1
A(G,C) if and only if u ∈ H1(G,C). Thus, H̃2

c (G,C) ⊂ H1
A(G,C).

Fix u ∈ H1
A,c(G,C) and fix some R0 > 0 such that suppu ⊂ BR0 . Then, for any R1 > R0, by (2.1), we

know that, if there exists a sequence {un} ⊂ H1(G,C) such that un → u in H1(G,C) and suppun ⊂ BR1

for all n ≥ 1, then un → u in H1
A(G,C).

Let R1 > R0 be such that, for any bounded edge e that intersects BR0 , we have e ⊂ BR1 (the existence

of a such R1 is ensured by the local finiteness of G) and let us construct a sequence {un} ⊂ H̃2
c (G,C)

such that un → u in H1(G,C) and suppun ⊂ BR1 for all n ≥ 1.



NONLINEAR MAGNETIC SCHRÖDINGER EQUATIONS 13

For any bounded edge e ∈ E such that e ∩ BR0 ̸= ∅, by [26, Section 5.3.3], there exists a sequence
{φn,e}n≥1 ⊂ C∞(Ie,C) such that φn,e → ue in H1(Ie,C), as n→ +∞.
For any unbounded edge e ∈ E such that e ∩ BR0 ̸= ∅, tacitly identifying the edge e with [0,+∞),
there is R∗

e > 0 such that suppue ⊂ [0, R∗
e). Let z be the endpoint of the edge e. Since x0 ∈ V,

for any x ∈ [0,+∞), we know dist(x, x0) = dist(z, x0) + x. Hence, if x ∈ BR0 , then [0, x) ⊂ BR0 .
Thus, for x∗e := max{x : x ∈ suppue}, we have [0, x∗e] ⊂ BR0 . Then we can choose R∗

e > 0 such that
suppue ⊂ [0, x∗e] ⊂ [0, R∗

e) ⊂ BR0 . As in the proof of [13, Theorem 8.6], we can conclude that, for any
unbounded edge e ∈ E, the extension by reflection

u∗e : R → C defined by u∗e(x) :=

{
ue(x) if x ≥ 0,

ue(−x) if x < 0,

satisfies

u∗e ∈ H1(R,C) and (u∗e)
′ = u′e in (0,+∞).

Then, by [13, Remark 14 in Section 8], we conclude that u∗e|(−R∗
e ,R

∗
e)

∈ H1
0 ((−R∗

e, R
∗
e),C) and there exists

a sequence {φ∗
n,e}n≥1 ⊂ C∞

c ((−R∗
e, R

∗
e),C) such that φ∗

n,e → u∗e in H1((−R∗
e, R

∗
e),C). If

φn,e : [0,+∞) → C, φn,e(x) :=

{
φ∗
n,e(x) if x ∈ [0, R∗

e),

0 if x ∈ [R∗
e,+∞),

then {φn,e}n≥1 ⊂ C∞(Ie,C) satisfies suppφn,e ⊂ BR0 for all n ≥ 1 and φn,e → ue in H1(Ie,C), as
n→ +∞.
Let now

φn : G → C, φn,e :=

{
φn,e if e ∩BR0 ̸= ∅,
0 if e ∩BR0 = ∅

for every e ∈ E.

Then, suppφn ⊂ BR1 for all n ≥ 1 and φn,e → ue in H1(Ie,C) for every e ∈ E.
However, φn’s may not belong to H1(G,C) since they may not be continuous on some vertices v ∈ V.

Nevertheless, we use {φn} to construct {un} ⊂ H̃2
c (G,C) such that un → u in H1(G,C) as follows.

By [13, Theorems 8.2 and 8.8], we know that H1(Ie,C) ↪→ C(Ie,C) for every e ∈ E. Then, since G is
locally finite (so that {e ∈ E : e∩BR0} is a finite set), we can find a subsequence {φνn} such that for all
e ∈ {e ∈ E : e ∩BR0 ̸= ∅},

∥ue − φνn,e∥C(Ie,C) = ∥ue − φνn,e∥L∞(Ie,C) <
1

2n
for all n ≥ 1, (2.2)

For any v ∈ V and e ≻ v, using the notation introduced for A±
e (v), define

cn,0,v,e := ue(v)− φνn,e(v),

cn,1,v,e := iA±
e (v)ue(v)− φ′

νn,e(v) + 2ncn,0,v,e,

c̃n,1,v,e := max
{
n, |cn,1,v,e|3

}
.

Moreover, for all v ∈ V, let xv := dist(x, v) and consider

ψn,0,v : G → C, ψn,0,v,e(x) :=

{
cn,0,v,e (1− nxv)

2 if e ≻ v, xv ≤ 1/n,

0 otherwise,

and

ψn,1,v : G → C, ψn,1,v,e(x) :=

{
cn,1,v,exv(1− c̃n,1,v,exv)

2 if e ≻ v, xv ≤ 1/c̃n,1,v,e,

0 otherwise.
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Observe that, for n large enough, suppψn,0,v, suppψn,1,v ⊂ BR1 . Indeed, for any v ̸∈ BR1 , since
suppφνn , suppu ⊂ BR1 , we have that, for all e ∈ E with e ≻ v, cn,0,v,e = cn,1,v,e = 0 and so
ψn,0,v = ψn,1,v = 0. On the other hand, for any v ∈ BR1 and any e ≻ v, since

xv ≤ 1

c̃n,1,v,e
=

1

max{n, |cn,1,v,e|3}
≤ 1

n
,

it is enough to take n large enough such that {x ∈ e : xv ≤ 1/n} ⊂ BR1 .
Moreover, by (2.2), we have

∥ψn,0,v,e∥22 =
|cn,0,v,e|2

5n
<

C

22nn
, ∥ψ′

n,0,v,e∥22 =
4n|cn,0,v,e|2

3
< C

n

22n
,

and

∥ψn,1,v,e∥22 ≤
|cn,1,v,e|2

5c̃3n,1,v,e
≤ C

n
7
3

, ∥ψ′
n,1,v,e∥22 ≤

46|cn,1,v,e|2

15c̃n,1,v,e
≤ C

n
1
3

.

Then, let

un := φνn +
∑

v∈V, v∈BR1

(ψn,0,v + ψn,1,v).

For n ≥ 1 large enough, namely such that

1

n
< min

v∈BR1
,e≻v

ℓe

and {x ∈ e : xv ≤ 1/n} ⊂ BR1 for any v ∈ BR1 and e ≻ v, we have un ∈ H̃2
c (G,C). Indeed:

• suppuu ⊂ BR1 since, as observed above, the functions involved in the definition of un have
support contained in BR1 ;

• un ∈ C(G,C) since, for any v ∈ V and e, f ≻ v, if v /∈ BR1 then un,e(v) = un,f (v) = 0, if v ∈ BR1

then

un,e(v) = φνn,e(v) +
∑

w∈V, w∈BR1

(ψn,0,w,e(v) + ψn,1,w,e(v))

= φνn,e(v) + ψn,0,v,e(v) + ψn,1,v,e(v) = φνn,e(v) + cn,0,v,e = ue(v)

and analogously un,f (v) = uf (v), so that, being ue(v) = uf (v), we get un,e(v) = un,f (v);
• obviously u′′ ∈ L2(G,C) and u′e ∈ C(Ie,C) for every e ∈ E;
• if v ∈ V ∩Bc

R1
, ∑

e≻v

(1
i
u′n,e(v)−A±

e (v)un,e(v)
)
= 0

and if v ∈ V ∩BR1 ,∑
e≻v

(1
i
u′n,e(v)−A±

e (v)un,e(v)
)
=

1

i

∑
e≻v

(
φ′
νn,e(v) + ψ′

n,0,v,e(v) + ψ′
n,1,v,e(v)

)
−
∑
e≻v

A±
e (v)

(
φνn,e(v) + ψn,0,v,e(v) + ψn,1,v,e(v)

)
=

1

i

∑
e≻v

(
φ′
νn,e(v) + cn,1,v,e − 2ncn,0,v,e

)
−
∑
e≻v

A±
e (v)

(
φνn,e(v) + cn,0,v,e

)
=
∑
e≻v

(
A±

e (v)ue(v)−A±
e (v)ue(v)

)
= 0.
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Therefore, as n→ +∞,

∥u− un∥H1(G,C) ≤
∑

e∈E, e∩BR0
̸=∅

(
∥ue − φνn,e∥H1(Ie,C) + ∥ψn,0,v,e + ψn,1,v,e∥H1(Ie,C)

)
→ 0

and so, by previous arguments, un → u in H1
A(G,C).

Finally, let u ∈ H1
A(G,C) and ε > 0. Since H1

A,c(G,C) is a dense subset of H1
A(G,C), there exists u1 ∈

H1
A,c(G,C) such that ∥u− u1∥ < ε/2. Moreover, by the previous arguments, there exists u2 ∈ H̃2

c (G,C)
such that ∥u1 − u2∥ < ε/2. Hence, ∥u− u2∥ < ε, concluding the proof. □

Now, let T be the unique self-adjoint operator associated with Q introduced in Theorem 2.3 and let

dom
(
D2

A + V (x)
)
:= H̃2

c (G,C). Define the associated quadratic form of D2
A + V (x) by

Q0(u,w) := ((D2
A + V (x))u,w)2, u, w ∈ dom(Q0) := dom

(
D2

A + V (x)
)
.

Recalling that the Friedrichs extension is a self-adjoint extension of a non-negative densely defined
symmetric operator, we have

Lemma 2.5. Let G be any locally finite connected metric graph. Let A : G → R be continuously
differentiable on every edge e ∈ E and V : G → [1,+∞) be continuous on every edge e ∈ E. Then the
operator T is the Friedrichs extension of D2

A + V (x).

Proof. Since C∞
c (G,C) ⊂ H̃2

c (G,C) ⊂ L2(G,C) and C∞
c (G,C) is dense in L2(G,C), it is clear that

D2
A + V (x) is densely defined in L2(G,C). We first show that D2

A + V (x) is symmetric and nonnegative.

Let u,w ∈ H̃2
c (G,C) and, for some fixed x0 ∈ G, let R > 0 be large enough such that BR := {x ∈ G :

dist(x, x0) < R} satisfies (suppu) ∪ (suppw) ⊂ BR. Since G is locally finite, integrating by parts we
have(
D2

Au,w
)
2
− (DAu,DAw)2 =

∑
e∈E

∫
Ie

(
−u′′e + iA′

eue + 2iAeu
′
e +A2

eue
)
we dx

−
∑
e∈E

∫
Ie

(
u′ew

′
e − iAeuew′

e + iAeu
′
ewe +A2

euewe

)
dx

= i
∑
e∈Eb

[(
1

i
u′e(0)−Ae(0)ue(0)

)
we(0)−

(
1

i
u′e(ℓe)−Ae(ℓe)ue(ℓe)

)
we(ℓe)

]

+ i
∑

e∈E\Eb

(
1

i
u′e(0)−Ae(0)ue(0)

)
we(0)

= i
∑
e∈E

∑
e≻v

(
1

i
u′e(v)−A±

e (v)u(v)

)
w(v)

= i
∑
v∈V

[
w(v)

∑
e≻v

(
1

i
u′e(v)−A±

e (v)u(v)

)]
= 0

where Eb := {e ∈ E : e bounded}, and, analogously,(
u,D2

Aw
)
2
− (DAu,DAw)2 = 0.

Thus, D2
A + V (x) is symmetric and nonnegative and, for every u,w ∈ dom

(
D2

A + V (x)
)
:= H̃2

c (G,C) =:
dom(Q0),

Q0(u,w) =
(
(D2

A + V (x))u,w
)
2
=
(
u, (D2

A + V (x))w
)
2
= (DAu,DAw)2+(V (x)u,w)2 = Q(u,w). (2.3)

By Lemmas 2.1 and 2.4, dom
(
D2

A + V (x)
)
is dense in the Hilbert space H1

A(G,C) with respect to the
inner product (·, ·). Then, by [46, Theorem 29.4], we have that there exists a self-adjoint extension
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(Friedrichs extension) T̃ of D2
A + V (x). Moreover, by (2.3), we have that for every u, v ∈ H1

A(G,C) =
dom(Q),

Q(u, v) = lim
n→+∞

Q0(un, vn),

where un, vn ∈ dom(Q0) and un → u, vn → v in H1
A(G,C). Then, since by Theorem 2.3, T is the unique

self-adjoint operator associated with Q (recall that, in the proof of [46, Theorem 29.4], T̃ is defined as

the self-adjoint operator associated with Q), we conclude that T = T̃ . □

Remark 2.6. Due to Lemma 2.5, throughout this paper, unless otherwise specified, we denote with
D2

A + V (x) the Friedrichs extension T in Theorem 2.3.

We conclude this section recalling that, due to the assumptions on A and V and to the previous
results, we can consider for T the following classical result (see e.g. [10, Theorem 5.15]) to justify our
assumptions (G) and (Gm).

Theorem 2.7. For j ∈ N+, let

λj(T ) := inf
M∈Mj

sup
u∈M\{0}

(Tu, u)2
(u, u)2

,

where Mj denotes the family of j-dimensional subspaces of dom(T ). Then, for each j ∈ N+, one of the
following alternatives holds.

(i) λj(T ) is the j-th eigenvalue (arranged in increasing order and counted with multiplicity) and
there are at least j eigenvalues below the essential spectrum.

(ii) λj(T ) = inf σess(T ) and there are at most j − 1 eigenvalues below the essential spectrum.

Throughout this paper, we shall ignore the multiplicities of the eigenvalues and assume that each
eigenvalue is distinct, except in the statement of the min–max theorem above.

3. Preliminaries

In this section we introduce some tools that will be useful in the remaining part of the paper and
prove a non-existence result.

3.1. Diamagnetic inequality. We first deduce the diamagnetic inequality on locally finite connected
metric graphs by following the argument of [35, Theorem 7.21].

Lemma 3.1. Let G be a locally finite connected metric graph, A : G → R and V : G → [1,+∞) satisfying
A ∈ L2

loc(G,R) and V ∈ L1
loc(G,R), and u ∈ H1

A(G,C). Then |u| ∈ H1(G,R) and the diamagnetic
inequality

||u|′(x)| ≤ |DAu(x)| (3.1)

holds pointwise for almost every x ∈ G.
Proof. For any u ∈ H1

A(G,C) and any e ∈ E, as in [35, Theorem 6.17], we have

|ue|′(x) =

Re

(
ue
|ue|

u′e

)
(x) if ue(x) ̸= 0,

0 if ue(x) = 0.
(3.2)

Since, if ue(x) ̸= 0,

Re

(
ue
|ue|

iAeue

)
(x) = Re (iAe|ue|) (x) = 0,

(3.2) reads as

|ue|′(x) =

Re

(
ue
|ue|

DAeue

)
(x) if ue(x) ̸= 0,

0 if ue(x) = 0.
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Then (3.1) follows from the fact that |Re z| < |z|.
Finally, sinceDAu ∈ L2(G,C), we conclude that |u|′ ∈ L2(G,R). Moreover, by the definition ofH1

A(G,C),
we know that |u| is continuous on G and |u| ∈ L2(G,R), and thus, |u| ∈ H1(G,R). □

3.2. Gagliardo-Nirenberg-Sobolev inequalities. In the remainder of this paper, we always assume
that G is a compact graph or noncompact metric graph with finite numbers of edges. Thus, in this
subsection, we first introduce the Gagliardo-Nirenberg-Sobolev inequalities on compact graphs and non-
compact metric graphs with finite numbers of edges, then, we extend our results from V which satisfies
V : G → [1,+∞) and V ∈ L1

loc(G,R), to V + Vq for any Vq ∈ Lq(G,R) with 1 ≤ q ≤ +∞.
The next lemma is an immediate consequence of Lemma 3.1 and of the Gagliardo-Nirenberg-Sobolev

inequality [14, Theorem 1] for compact graphs (applying it to every edge e ∈ E and then summing up)
and [4, Section 2] for noncompact metric graphs with finite numbers of edges.

Lemma 3.2. Let p ≥ 2. Let A : G → R and V : G → [1,+∞) satisfy A ∈ L2
loc(G,R) and V ∈ L1

loc(G,R).
For any compact metric graph G, there exist Cp,G , C∞,G > 0 such that, for every u ∈ H1

A(G,C),

∥u∥pp ≤ Cp,G∥u∥
p
2
−1∥u∥

p
2
+1

2 and ∥u∥∞ ≤ C∞,G∥u∥
1
2 ∥u∥

1
2

2 .

For any noncompact metric graph G with a finite number of edges, then there exist Cp,G , C∞,G > 0 such
that, for every u ∈ H1

A(G,C),

∥u∥pp ≤ Cp,G∥DAu∥
p
2
−1

2 ∥u∥
p
2
+1

2 and ∥u∥∞ ≤ C∞,G∥DAu∥
1
2
2 ∥u∥

1
2

2 .

Then, for all Vq ∈ Lq(G,R) with 1 ≤ q < +∞, by Lemma 3.2, Hölder’s inequality and Young’s
inequality, we have that, for any ε > 0, there exists Cε > 0 such that, for every u ∈ H1

A(G,C),∫
G
|Vq(x)||u|2 dx ≤ ∥Vq∥q∥u∥22q

q−1

≤ C∥Vq∥q∥u∥
1
q ∥u∥

2q−1
q

2 ≤ ε∥u∥2 + Cε∥Vq∥
2q

2q−1
q ∥u∥22 for q > 1,

∫
G
|Vq(x)||u|2 dx ≤ ∥Vq∥1∥u∥2∞ ≤ C∥Vq∥q∥u∥∥u∥2 ≤ ε∥u∥2 + Cε∥Vq∥2q∥u∥22 for q = 1.

Let ε = 1/2. Then, for all ν ≥ 1 + C 1
2
∥Vq∥

2q
2q−1
q , we obtain that, for every u ∈ H1

A(G,C),

1

2
∥u∥2 + ∥u∥22 ≤

∫
G
|DAu|2 + (V (x) + Vq(x) + ν) |u|2 dx ≤ 3

2
∥u∥2 + (2ν − 1)∥u∥22.

Moreover, for V∞ ∈ L∞(G,R), we have that, for all ν ≥ ∥V∞∥∞ and u ∈ H1
A(G,C),

∥u∥2 ≤
∫
G
|DAu|2 + (V (x) + V∞(x) + ν) |u|2 dx ≤ ∥u∥2 + 2ν∥u∥22.

Then, for any Vq ∈ Lq(G,R) with 1 ≤ q ≤ +∞, for suitable ν’s, we can define an equivalent norm on
H1

A(G,C) by (∫
G
|DAu|2 + (V (x) + Vq(x) + ν) |u|2 dx

) 1
2

.

Hence, Theorems 1.3–1.5, 1.6, 1.7 and Remarks 1.10–1.9 and 1.11 can be extended to the magnetic
Schrödinger operator D2

A + (V (x) + Vq(x) + ν).
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3.3. A non-existence result. Let us set

µc,p :=


C

2
2−p

p,G λ
6−p
2p−4

1 if 2 < p ≤ 6,

C
2

2−p

p,G

(
2pc

p− 2

) 6−p
2p−4

if p > 6,
(3.3)

for any c > 0, where λ1 and Cp,G are defined respectively in (1.5) and in Lemma 3.2, and

µ∗λ,p :=

(
4

6− p

) 6−p
2p−4

(
4

p− 2

) 1
2

C
2

2−p

p,G |λ|
6−p
2p−4

for λ < 0 and 2 < p < 6.
Here we present a key lemma establishing a nonexistence result, which rules out case (ii) in Theorem

1.3 and plays a crucial role in the proofs of Theorems 1.4, 1.5, 1.6 and 1.7.

Lemma 3.3. For any c > 0 and 0 < ν < µc,p, there exists no u ∈ Hν(G) such that E′(u,G) = 0 and
E(u,G) ≤ cµc,p. Moreover, if 2 < p < 6, then for any λ < 0 and 0 < ν < µ∗λ,p, there exists no u ∈ Hν(G)
such that ⟨E′(u,G), ·⟩ − λ(u, ·)2 = 0.

Proof. Let us prove the first part. Arguing by contradiction, assume that there exists u ∈ Hν(G) such
that E′(u,G) = 0 and E(u,G) ≤ cµc,p for some 0 < ν < µc,p.
Let 2 < p < 6. Since E′(u,G) = 0, by Lemma 3.2 we have

∥u∥2 = pΨ(u,G) ≤ Cp,Gν
p
4
+ 1

2 ∥u∥
p
2
−1, (3.4)

and thus, since ∥u∥2 ≥ λ1∥u∥22 for all u ∈ H1
A(G,C),

λ
3
2
− p

4
1 ν

3
2
− p

4 ≤ ∥u∥3−
p
2 ≤ Cp,Gν

p
4
+ 1

2 ,

which leads to a contradiction, since ν < µc,p = C
2

2−p

p,G λ
6−p
2p−4

1 .

For p = 6, (3.4) contradicts ν < µc,6 = C
− 1

2
6,G .

Now, let p > 6. Then, it follows from E′(u,G) = 0 and E(u,G) ≤ cµc,p that

Ψ(u,G) = 2E(u,G)− ⟨E′(u,G), u⟩
p− 2

≤ 2cµc,p
p− 2

.

By E′(u,G) = 0 and Lemma 3.2, we obtain

∥u∥2 = pΨ(u,G) = (pΨ(u,G))
4

p−2 (pΨ(u,G))
p−6
p−2 ≤ C

4
p−2

p,G ∥u∥2ν
p+2
p−2

(
2pcµc,p
p− 2

) p−6
p−2

,

and thus,

C
− 4

p−2

p,G

(
2pc

p− 2

) 6−p
p−2

≤ ν
p+2
p−2µ

p−6
p−2
c,p < µ

2p−4
p−2
c,p ,

which leads to a contradiction with the definition of µc,p.
To prove the second part, let 2 < p < 6 and, arguing by contradiction, assume that there exists

u ∈ Hν(G) and λ < 0 such that ⟨E′(u,G), ·⟩ − λ(·, u)2 = 0. Then, by Lemma 3.2 and Young’s inequality,
we deduce that

∥u∥2 − λ∥u∥22 = pΨ(u,G) ≤ Cp,Gν
p
4
+ 1

2 ∥u∥
p
2
−1 =

(
4

p− 2

) 2−p
4

Cp,Gν
p+2
4

(
4

p− 2

) p−2
4

∥u∥
p−2
2

≤ 6− p

4

(
4

p− 2

) 2−p
6−p

C
4

6−p

p,G ν
p+2
6−p + ∥u∥2,

namely ν ≥ µ∗λ,p, which leads to a contradiction. □
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4. Modified functionals

Let us fix p > 2 and µ > 0. As in [7, 16, 25], to find critical points of E(·,G) constrained on Hµ(G),
we first look for critical points of the following family of modified functionals

Er,µ(u,G) :=
1

2
∥u∥2 −Ψ(u,G)−Hr,µ(u,G), u ∈ Uµ,

where Uµ := {u ∈ H1
A(G,C) : ∥u∥22 < µ}, Hr,µ(u) is a penalization term defined by

Hr,µ(u,G) := fr

(
∥u∥22
µ

)
, with fr(s) :=

sr

1− s
(0 ≤ s < 1),

and r > 1 is a parameter that will be chosen large enough.
A straightforward computation gives

f ′r(s) =
rsr−1

1− s
+

sr

(1− s)2
>
r

s
fr(s) > 0, for s ∈ (0, 1) (4.1)

and

f ′′r (s) =
r(r − 1)sr−2

1− s
+

rsr−1

(1− s)2
+

rsr−1

(1− s)2
+

2sr

(1− s)3
> 0, for s ∈ (0, 1), (4.2)

and so f ′r is increasing for s ∈ [0, 1).
Fixing

hr(s) = f ′r(s)s− fr(s) for s ∈ [0, 1),

the information above yields
h′r(s) = f ′′r (s)s > 0, for s ∈ (0, 1), (4.3)

showing that hr is an increasing function for s ∈ [0, 1).
It is standard to prove that Er,µ(·,G) ∈ C1(Uµ,R) and for any u ∈ Uµ and v ∈ H1

A(G,C), one has, for
any compact metric graph G,

⟨E′
r,µ(u,G), v⟩ = (u, v)− Re

∫
G
|u|p−2uv̄ dx− 2

µ
f ′r

(
∥u∥22
µ

)
(u, v)2,

or, for any noncompact metric graph G with a non-empty compact core K,

⟨E′
r,µ(u,G), v⟩ = (u, v)− Re

∫
K
|u|p−2uv̄ dx− 2

µ
f ′r

(
∥u∥22
µ

)
(u, v)2.

Next, we show that, for any r > 1 sufficiently large, Palais-Smale (PS) sequences of Er,µ(·,G) converge
to critical points of Er,µ(·,G) and the critical points of Er,µ(·,G) converges to a critical point of E(·,G)
constrained on Hµ(G) as r → +∞.

Fix µ > 0 and assume that, for any r > 1 sufficiently large, there exists a sequence {un,r}n≥1 ⊂ Uµ

such that {un,r}n≥1 is a (PS) sequence of Er,µ(·,G) at level cr > 0 Moreover, assume that r 7→ cr is
non-decreasing. We first show that the (PS) sequences are bounded.

Lemma 4.1. For r > 1 sufficiently large, the (PS) sequence {un,r}n≥1 at level cr is bounded in H1
A(G,C).

Proof. Since {un,r}n≥1 is a (PS) sequence at level cr, we have

pcr + on(1) + on(1)∥un,r∥ = pEr,µ(un,r,G)− ⟨E′
r,µ(un,r,G), un,r⟩

=
p− 2

2
∥un,r∥2 − pfr

(
∥un,r∥22
µ

)
+ 2f ′r

(
∥un,r∥22
µ

)
∥un,r∥22
µ

.

Since, by (4.1), f ′r(s)s > rfr(s) and fr(s) > 0 for all 0 < s < 1, it follows that, for r ≥ p/2,

pcr + on(1) + on(1)∥un,r∥ ≥ p− 2

2
∥un,r∥2,

from which we conclude. □
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Now, let us define

λn,r :=
2

µ
f ′r

(
∥un,r∥22
µ

)
, λ∞,r := lim sup

n→+∞
λn,r,

and, since r 7→ cr is non-decreasing and cr > 0 for r > 1,

c∞ := lim
r→+∞

cr > 0.

We have

Lemma 4.2. If c∞ < +∞, then, for r > 1 sufficiently large, λ∞,r < +∞, and

lim sup
r→+∞

λ∞,r ≤
2c∞
µ
.

Proof. For every r > 1, since f ′r(0) = fr(0) = 0 and f ′r(s)s − fr(s) → +∞ as s → 1−, by continuity,
there exists ξr ∈ (0, 1) such that

c∞ = f ′r(ξr)ξr − fr(ξr).

We now claim that ξr → 1− as r → +∞. Argue by contradiction, suppose that there exists a subsequence
{rn} with rn ↗ +∞ (monotone sequence) such that ξrn → ξ as n→ +∞ for some ξ ∈ [0, 1). Then,

c∞ = f ′rn(ξrn)ξrn − frn(ξrn) =
(rn − 1)ξrnrn
1− ξrn

+
ξrn+1
rn

(1− ξrn)
2
→ 0 as n→ +∞,

which contradicts c∞ > 0.
Then, by (4.1), we have

c∞
r − 1

=
f ′r(ξr)ξr − fr(ξr)

r − 1
> fr(ξr) > 0,

so that fr(ξr) → 0 as r → +∞, and we have also that

lim
r→+∞

f ′r(ξr) = lim
r→+∞

f ′r(ξr)ξr − fr(ξr) + fr(ξr)

ξr
= lim

r→+∞

c∞ + fr(ξr)

ξr
= c∞. (4.4)

Next, since {un,r}n≥1 is a (PS) sequence at level cr and p > 2, by Lemma 4.1, one has

on(1) = ⟨E′
r,µ(un,r,G), un,r⟩

= 2Er,µ(un,r,G)− (p− 2)Ψ(un,r,G) + 2fr

(
∥un,r∥22
µ

)
− 2f ′r

(
∥un,r∥22
µ

)
∥un,r∥22
µ

≤ 2

[
Er,µ(un,r,G) + fr

(
∥un,r∥22
µ

)
− f ′r

(
∥un,r∥22
µ

)
∥un,r∥22
µ

]
.

Then,

lim sup
n→+∞

[
f ′r

(
∥un,r∥22
µ

)
∥un,r∥22
µ

− fr

(
∥un,r∥22
µ

)]
≤ lim

n→+∞
Er,µ(un,r,G) = cr ≤ c∞ = f ′r(ξr)ξr − fr(ξr)

and so, since, by (4.3), s 7→ f ′r(s)s− fr(s) is strictly increasing on [0, 1), we have

lim sup
n→+∞

∥un,r∥22
µ

≤ ξr.

Thus, since by (4.2), s 7→ f ′r(s) is strictly increasing on [0, 1), using (4.4), we get

λ∞,r =
2

µ
lim sup
n→+∞

f ′r

(
∥un,r∥22
µ

)
≤ 2

µ
f ′r (ξr) < +∞
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for r > 1 large enough and

lim sup
r→+∞

λ∞,r ≤ lim
r→+∞

2

µ
f ′r (ξr) =

2c∞
µ
.

□

Now we want to prove the compactness of {un,r}n≥1. First observe that, using for instance Theorem
2.7, since V ≥ 1, then inf σess(D

2
A+V (x)) ≥ 1 (if σess(D

2
A+V (x)) = ∅, then we set inf σess(D

2
A+V (x)) =

+∞).
This allow us to assume

c∞ <
µ

2
inf σess(D

2
A + V (x)) (4.5)

and define

Y := span

{
u ∈ H1

A(G,C) : (D2
A + V (x))u = λu for some λ ≤ 2c∞

µ

}
whose dimension, by (4.5), is finite. Consequently, H1

A(G,C) possesses the orthogonal decomposition

H1
A(G,C) = Y ⊕ Y ⊥

and so that for any u ∈ Y and v ∈ Y ⊥, (u, v)2 = 0.
Let P denote the orthogonal projector from H1

A(G,C) onto Y . Then, every u ∈ H1
A(G,C) can be

written as
u = Pu+ (I − P )u,

where Pu ∈ Y and (I − P )u ∈ Y ⊥. Moreover, let δ > 0 be small enough such that 2c∞/µ + δ <
inf σess(D

2
A + V (x)). Applying the same orthogonal decomposition as before for

Yδ := span

{
u ∈ H1

A(G,C) : (D2
A + V (x))u = λu for some λ ≤ 2c∞

µ
+ δ

}
we have that the dimension of Yδ is finite. Then, if δ is so small such that there are no u ∈ Yδ such that
(D2

A + V (x))u = λu for λ ∈ (2c∞/µ, 2c∞/µ + δ], we have Yδ = Y . Moreover, by Theorem 2.7, for any

v ∈ Y ⊥ = Y ⊥
δ , we have

∥v∥2 ≥
(
2c∞
µ

+ δ

)
∥v∥22. (4.6)

Indeed, assume by contradiction that there exists v ∈ Y ⊥\{0} and

∥v∥2 <
(
2c∞
µ

+ δ

)
∥v∥22.

Then, for any u ∈ Yδ\{0}, we have

∥u+ v∥2

∥u+ v∥22
=

∥u∥2 + ∥v∥2

∥u∥22 + ∥v∥22
≤ max

{
∥u∥2

∥u∥22
,
∥v∥2

∥v∥22

}
≤ 2c∞

µ
+ δ. (4.7)

Analogously we can see that, for any u,w ∈ Yδ\{0} with u,w eigenfunctions corresponding to different
eigenvalues, we have

∥u+ w∥2

∥u+ w∥22
≤ max

{
∥u∥2

∥u∥22
,
∥w∥2

∥w∥22

}
≤ 2c∞

µ
+ δ.

Then, since dimYδ < +∞,

sup
u∈Yδ\{0}

∥u∥2

∥u∥22
≤ 2c∞

µ
+ δ,

and, by (4.7),

sup
u∈(Yδ⊕{tv:t∈C})\{0}

∥u∥2

∥u∥22
≤ 2c∞

µ
+ δ.
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Thus, by Theorem 2.7,

λj+1 := inf
M∈Mj

sup
u∈M\{0}

∥u∥2

∥u∥22
≤ 2c∞/µ+ δ

and, by (4.5), it is the j + 1-th eigenvalue, that is a contradiction.
In the next lemma, under the assumption (4.5), we prove the compactness of (PS) sequences. We give

the proof when G is a noncompact metric graph with a non-empty compact core K. If G is compact the
proof is the same taking K = G.

Lemma 4.3. If (4.5) holds, then, for r > 1 sufficiently large, there exists ur ∈ Uµ such that, up to a
subsequence, un,r → ur in H1

A(G,C) as n→ +∞. Moreover, ur satisfies

Er,µ(ur,G) = cr and E′
r,µ(ur,G) = 0

with
2

µ
f ′r

(
∥ur∥22
µ

)
= λ∞,r and lim sup

r→+∞
λ∞,r ≤

2c∞
µ
.

Proof. Let r > 1 be sufficiently large and take δ > 0 as in (4.6). From Lemma 4.2, up to a subsequence,
we may assume that

0 ≤ λn,r → λ∞,r ≤
2c∞
µ

<
2c∞
µ

+ δ as n→ +∞. (4.8)

By Lemma 4.1, {un,r}n≥1 is bounded in H1
A(G,C), and thus, up to a subsequence, un,r ⇀ ur in H

1
A(G,C).

Since {un,r}n≥1 ⊂ Uµ, by Fatou’s Lemma and using Remark 2.2, we get

∥ur∥22 ≤ lim inf
n→+∞

∥un,r∥22 ≤ lim sup
n→+∞

∥un,r∥22 ≤ µ. (4.9)

We claim that ∥ur∥22 < µ. Arguing by contradiction, suppose that ∥ur∥22 = µ. Then, by (4.9),

lim
n→+∞

∥un,r∥22 = µ. (4.10)

Since {un,r}n≥1 is bounded (and so, by Lemma 3.2, {E(un,r,G)}n≥1 is bounded) and, by (4.10), fr(∥un,r∥22/µ) →
−∞, we obtain Er,µ(un,r,G) → −∞, which is absurd.

Next, we are going to prove that un,r → ur in H1
A(G,C). To this end, by Remark 2.2, since the

embedding H1
A(G,C) ↪→ Lp(K,C) is compact, and by Lemma 4.2, it follows that

⟨E′(ur,G), ·⟩ − λ∞,r(ur, ·)2 = 0

and

Re

∫
K
(|un,r|p−2un,r − |ur|p−2ur)(un,r − ur) dx→ 0, as n→ +∞.

Since ⟨E′
r,µ(un,r), un,r − ur⟩ = on(1), the above information gives

∥un,r − ur∥2 = ⟨E′(un,r,G)− E′(ur,G), un,r − ur⟩

+Re

∫
K
(|un,r|p−2un,r − |ur|p−2ur)(un,r − ur) dx

= ⟨E′
r,µ(un,r,G), un,r − ur⟩ − ⟨E′(ur,G), un,r − ur⟩+ λn,r(un,r, un,r − ur)2

+Re

∫
K
(|un,r|p−2un,r − |ur|p−2ur)(un,r − ur) dx

= on(1)− λ∞,r(ur, un,r − ur)2 + λn,r(un,r, un,r − ur)2

= λ∞,r∥un,r − ur∥22 + (λn,r − λ∞,r)(un,r, un,r − ur)2 + on(1)

= λ∞,r∥un,r − ur∥22 + on(1).

(4.11)
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Since the dimension of Y is finite, we obtain P (un,r − ur) → 0 in H1
A(G,C). On the other hand, from

(4.6) and (4.11) it follows that

λ∞,r∥(I − P )(un,r − ur)∥22 + on(1) = ∥(I − P )(un,r − ur)∥2 ≥
(
2c∞
µ

+ δ

)
∥(I − P )(un,r − ur)∥22.

Hence, by (4.8), (I − P )(un,r − ur) → 0 in H1
A(G,C). Therefore, un,r → ur in H1

A(G,C) and so we can
conclude. □

Let {rn} be a monotone sequence with rn > 1 and rn ↗ +∞. Now, we show that, under the
assumption (4.5), the critical points urn of Ern,µ(·,G), obtained by Lemma 4.3, converges to a critical
point of E(·,G) constrained on Hµ(G) as n→ +∞.

Lemma 4.4. If (4.5) holds, then there exists u ∈ H1
A(G,C) such that, up to a subsequence, urn → u

in H1
A(G,C), as n → +∞. Moreover, u satisfies E(u,G) = c∞, and, either u is a critical point of

E(·,G) constrained on Hµ(G) with Lagrange multiplier λ ∈ [0, 2c∞/µ], or u is a critical point of E(·,G)
constrained on Hν(G) for some 0 < ν < µ with Lagrange multiplier λ = 0.

Proof. By repeating the arguments of Lemmas 4.1 and 4.3, we may assume that, up to a subsequence,
urn → u in H1

A(G,C) and there exists a λ ∈ [0, 2c∞/µ] such that λ∞,rn → λ as n→ +∞.
We claim that

frn

(
∥urn∥22
µ

)
→ 0 as n→ +∞. (4.12)

Indeed, if ∥u∥2 = 0, then (4.12) follows by definition; if 0 < ∥u∥2 ≤ µ, it is an immediate consequence of
(4.1), since

2

µ
f ′rn

(
∥urn∥22
µ

)
= λ∞,rn and lim sup

n→+∞
λ∞,rn ≤ 2c∞

µ
.

Hence, since Ern,µ(urn ,G) = crn and E′
rn,µ(urn ,G) = 0,

E(u,G) = c∞, ⟨E′(u,G), ·⟩ − λ(u, ·)2 = 0, ∥u∥22 ≤ µ, 0 ≤ λ ≤ 2c∞
µ
.

Since c∞ > 0, then u is nontrivial, so that either ∥u∥22 = µ or ∥u∥22 < µ. In the latter case,

0 ≤ λ = lim
n→+∞

λ∞,rn = lim
n→+∞

2

µ
f ′rn

(
∥urn∥22
µ

)
≤ lim sup

n→+∞

2

µ
f ′rn

(
µ+ ∥u∥22

2µ

)
= 0,

which implies λ = 0. □

Remark 4.5. Since, for s ∈ [0, λ1),

∥u∥2 − s∥u∥22 =
(
1− s

λ1

)
∥u∥2 + s

λ1
∥u∥2 − s∥u∥22 ≥

(
1− s

λ1

)
∥u∥2,

for all s ∈ (−∞, λ1), on H
1
A(G,C) we can define the equivalent norm(∫

G
|DAu|2 + (V (x)− s) |u|2 dx

) 1
2

.

Thus, Lemmas 4.1–4.4 apply to the operator D2
A + (V (x)− s)) for all s ∈ (−∞, λ1), and this fact plays

an important role in the proof of Theorem 1.3.

We conclude this section defining the functional Jr,µ(·,G) : H1
A(G,C) → R by

Jr,µ(u,G) :=

{
β(Er,µ(u,G)) if u ∈ Uµ,

−1 otherwise,

where β ∈ C∞(R,R) satisfy β = −1 on (−∞,−1], β(t) = t for t ∈ [0,+∞), β(t) ≤ 0, for t ∈ (−1, 0).
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Observe that, by the definition of fr we have that for every u ∈ ∂Uµ there exists ε = ε(u) > 0 such
that Er,µ(v,G) ≤ −1 for every v ∈ Uµ ∩Bε(u).

Then, arguing as in [7, Lemma 7.1], Jr,µ(·,G) ∈ C1(H1
A(G,C),R) and, if u is a critical point of Jr,µ(·,G)

with Jr,µ(u,G) ≥ 0, then u ∈ Uµ is also a critical point of Er,µ(·,G) at the same energy level. The same
conclusion holds for (PS) sequences. Therefore, instead of Er,µ(·,G), we can look for positive min-max
levels of Jr,µ(·,G), when it is more convenient.

5. Proofs of Theorems 1.3 and 1.4

In this section, we prove Theorems 1.3 and 1.4. Let p > 2, r > 1, and µ > 0. The following lemma
shows that the functional Er,µ(·,G) possesses the mountain pass geometry in Uµ.

Lemma 5.1. The functional Er,µ(·,G) possesses the following properties:

(i) There exist α, ρ > 0 such that Er,µ(u,G) ≥ α for u ∈ Uµ with ∥u∥ = ρ;
(ii) There exists e ∈ Uµ with ∥e∥ > ρ such that Er,µ(e,G) < 0.

Proof. (i) For any u ∈ H1
A(G,C) with ∥u∥ = ρ <

√
λ1µ, we have

∥u∥22 ≤
1

λ1
∥u∥2 = ρ2

λ1
< µ.

Thus, by the monotonicity of fr (see (4.1)) and Lemma 3.2, we obtain

Er,µ(u,G) ≥
1

2
∥u∥2 −Ψ(u,G)− fr

(
ρ2

µλ1

)
≥ ρ2

[
1

2
− Cρp−2 − 1

λ1µ− ρ2

(
ρ2

µλ1

)r−1
]
.

Since p > 2 and r > 1, we can conclude.
(ii) Choosing u0 ∈ H1

A(G,C) with ∥u0∥22 = µ, it is easy to verify that

lim
t→1−

Er,µ(tu0,G) = −∞.

Therefore, since ρ2 < λ1µ, it is enough to take t0 ∈ (ρ2/(λ1µ), 1) sufficiently close to 1 to get Er,µ(t0u0,G) <
0. □

Thus we can define the minimax value

cr := inf
γ∈Γr,µ

max
t∈[0,1]

Er,µ(γ(t),G) > 0,

where

Γr,µ := {γ ∈ C([0, 1], Uµ) : γ(0) = 0, Er,µ(γ(1),G) < 0}.
For any r > 1, the mountain pass geometry allows us to find a (PS) sequence {un,r}n≥1 at the level cr.

Moreover, if r1 ≤ r2, we have cr1 ≤ cr2 because Er1,µ(·,G) ≤ Er2,µ(·,G) on Uµ. Then we can define
c∞ := sup

r>1
cr = lim

r→+∞
cr.

Note that, for any r > 1 and any u ∈ H1
A(G,C)\{0} with ∥u∥22 = µ, we have

cr ≤ sup
t∈[0,1)

Er,µ(tu,G) ≤ sup
0≤t≤1

E(tu,G).

Then, for all u ∈ H1
A(G,C)\{0} with ∥u∥22 = µ, we have

c∞ ≤ sup
0≤t≤1

E(tu,G).

Now, we provide an important upper bound estimate for c∞.
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Lemma 5.2. If the condition (G) holds, then

c∞ <
µλ1
2

≤ µ

2
inf σess(D

2
A + V (x)).

Instead, if the condition (Gm) holds, then

c∞ ≤ µλ1
2

<
µ

2
inf σess(D

2
A + V (x)).

Proof. Let φ1 be the eigenvector corresponding to the first eigenvalue λ1 and satisfy ∥φ1∥22 = µ. Then,
for t ≥ 0,

E(tφ1,G) =
t2µλ1
2

− tpΨ(φ1,G).

If the condition (G) holds, then Ψ(φ1,G) > 0. Define g(t) = E(tφ,G). We have g′(t) = tµλ1 −
ptp−1Ψ(φ1,G).
Set

t0 :=

(
µλ1

pΨ(φ1,G)

) 1
p−2

.

If t0 ≥ 1, then g(t) is increasing for 0 ≤ t ≤ 1, and thus

c∞ ≤ sup
0≤t≤1

E(tφ1,G) ≤ E(φ1,G) =
µλ1
2

−Ψ(φ1,G) <
µλ1
2
.

If 0 < t0 < 1, then t0 is the unique maximum point of g(t) in 0 ≤ t ≤ 1, and thus

c∞ ≤ sup
0≤t≤1

E(tφ1,G) = E(t0φ1,G) =
t20µλ1
2

− tp0Ψ(φ1,G) <
µλ1
2
.

Instead, if the condition (Gm) holds, then,

c∞ ≤ sup
0≤t≤1

E(tφ1,G) = sup
0≤t<1

(
t2µλ1
2

− tpΨ(φ1,G)
)

≤ µλ1
2
.

□

Remark 5.3. By repeating the arguments of Lemma 5.1 for D2
A + (V (x) − s) with s ∈ (−∞, λ1), for

every r > 1 we can define the minimax value

cr,s := inf
γ∈Γr,µ,s

max
t∈[0,1]

Er,µ,s(γ(t),G) > 0,

where, for every u ∈ Uµ

Er,µ,s(u,G) := Er,µ(u,G)−
s

2
∥u∥22

and

Γr,µ,s := {γ ∈ C([0, 1], Uµ) : γ(0) = 0, Er,µ,s(γ(1),G) < 0}.
For every r > 1, the mountain pass geometry allows us to find a (PS) sequence {un,r,s}n≥1 of Er,µ,s at
the level cr,s > 0.

Then, for all u ∈ H1
A(G,C)\{0} with ∥u∥22 = µ, we have that r > 1 7→ cr,s is non decreasing and

c∞,s := sup
r>1

cr,s ≤ sup
0≤t≤1

(
E(tu,G)− s

2
∥tu∥22

)
.

Then, by repeating the arguments of Lemma 5.2, we obtain that, if the condition (G) holds, then

c∞,s <
µλ1(D

2
A + V (x)− s)

2
=
µ(λ1 − s)

2
≤ inf σess(D

2
A + V (x))− s =

µ

2
inf σess(D

2
A + V (x)− s),
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and, if the condition (Gm) holds, then

c∞,s ≤
µλ1(D

2
A + V (x)− s)

2
=
µ(λ1 − s)

2
< inf σess(D

2
A + V (x))− s =

µ

2
inf σess(D

2
A + V (x)− s),

where

λ1(D
2
A + V (x)− s) := inf

u∈H1
A(G,C)\{0}

∥u∥2 − s∥u∥22
∥u∥22

.

Thus, we are ready to prove Theorem 1.3.

Proof of Theorem 1.3. Assume that either condition (G) or (Gm) holds. Then, by Remarks 5.3 and 4.5
one of the following two alternatives occurs:

(i) either there exists u ∈ H1
A(G,C) such that u is a critical point of E(·,G) − s∥·∥22/2 constrained

on Hµ(G) with a Lagrange multiplier λs ∈ [0, λ1 − s] (or λ ∈ [0, λ1 − s) if (G) holds),
(ii) or there exists a u ∈ H1

A(G,C) such that u is a critical point of E(·,G)− s∥·∥22/2 constrained on
Hν(G) for some 0 < ν < µ with Lagrange multiplier λs = 0.

Note that s+ λs ∈ [s, λ1] (or s+ λs ∈ [s, λ1) if (G) holds).
Thus, if there exists no critical point u ∈ H1

A(G,C) of E(·,G) constrained on Hµ(G) with Lagrange
multiplier λ ∈ (−∞, λ1] (λ ∈ (−∞, λ1) if (G) holds), then, for all s ∈ (−∞, λ1), case (ii) occurs, i.e., for
all s ∈ (−∞, λ1), E(·,G) has a critical point u ∈ H1

A(G,C) constrained on Hν(G) for some 0 < ν < µ
and the corresponding Lagrange multiplier is s.

On the other hand, if there exists s0 ∈ (−∞, λ1) such that E(·,G) has no critical point u ∈ H1
A(G,C)

constrained on Hν(G) for some 0 < ν < µ with Lagrange multiplier s0. Then, for s = s0, case (i) occurs,
i.e., there exists a u ∈ H1

A(G,C) such that u is a critical point of E(·,G) constrained on Hµ(G) with
Lagrange multiplier λs0 + s0 ∈ [0, λ1 − s] (λs0 + s0 ∈ [0, λ1 − s) if (G) holds). This completes the proof
of Theorem 1.3. □

Moreover, using Lemma 3.3, we can provide the proof of Theorem 1.4.

Proof of Theorem 1.4. Assume that (G) or (Gm) are satisfied. By Lemma 4.4 and Lemma 5.2, we know
that there exists u ∈ H1

A(G,C) satisfying E(u,G) = c∞ ≤ µλ1/2, and one of the following two alternatives
occurs:

(i) either u is a critical point of E(·,G) constrained on Hµ(G) with Lagrange multiplier λ ∈ [0, λ1]
(λ ∈ [0, λ1) if (G) holds)

(ii) or u is a critical point of E(·,G) constrained on Hν(G) for some 0 < ν < µ with Lagrange
multiplier λ = 0.

Applying Lemma 3.3 for c = λ1/2, we conclude that, for any 0 < µ ≤ µ0 := µλ1/2,p, case (ii) can not
occur.

Moreover, if 2 < p < 6, by Lemma 3.3, since µ∗λ,p → +∞ as λ → −∞, we have that for any µ > 0

and for any λ < 0 and ν > 0 such that 0 < ν < µ ≤ µ∗λ,p, there exists no u ∈ Hν(G) satisfying

⟨E′(u,G), ·⟩ − λ(·, u)2 = 0. Thus, case (ii) of Theorem 1.3 can not occur and so we complete. □

6. Proof of Theorem 1.5

In this section we assume that (Gm) holds. Our goal is to prove Theorem 1.5.
Assume that m ≥ 2 (the case m = 1 is included in Theorem 1.4).
In the assumption (Gm) we assume that for every j = 1, . . . ,m, λj < inf σess(D

2
A + V (x)). Here we

consider j = 2, . . . ,m (j ≥ 2 if m = +∞)3 since the case j = 1 is included in Theorem 1.4.

3For short, from now on we will write only 2 ≤ j ≤ m.
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For any 2 ≤ j ≤ m, let φj be a eigenfunction corresponding to the eigenvalue λj and, if r > 1, define

Yj := span{u ∈ H1
A(G,C) : (D2

A + V (x))u = λu for some λ ≤ λj}, Zj :=
+∞⊕
l=j

Xj,l,

Br,j := {u ∈ Yj : ∥u∥ ≤ ρr,j}, Nr,j := {u ∈ Zj : ∥u∥ = ξr,j},
where Xj,j := span{φj}, Xj,l := span{φj,l} for l ≥ j + 1, {φj,l}l≥j+1 is an orthogonal basis of Y ⊥

j , and
ρr,j > ξr,j > 0.

Note that, by [7, Lemma 7.1], we know that, if {un,r,j}n≥1 ⊂ H1
A(G,C) is a (PS) sequence of Jr,µ(·,G)

(defined in Section 4) at level cr,j > 0, then {un,r,j}n≥1 ⊂ Uµ and it is also a (PS) sequence of Er,µ(·,G)
at the same energy level. Thus, using [50, Theorem 3.5] for Jr,µ(·,G), we have the following result.

Lemma 6.1. For r > 1 and 2 ≤ j ≤ m, let

cr,j := inf
γ∈Γr,j

max
u∈Br,j

Jr,µ(γ(u),G),

where Γr,j := {γ ∈ C(Br,j , H
1
A(G,C)) : −γ(u) = γ(−u) for all u ∈ Br,j and γ |∂Br,j

= id}.
If

br,j := inf
u∈Zj

∥u∥=ξr,j

Jr,µ(u,G) > 0 > ar,j := max
u∈Yj

∥u∥=ρr,j

Jr,µ(u,G),

then cr,j ≥ br,j > 0, and, for Er,µ(·,G), there exists a (PS) sequence {un,r,j}n≥1 satisfying

Er,µ(un,r,j ,G) → cr,j , Er,µ′(un,r,j ,G) → 0 as n→ +∞.

To apply Lemma 4.4, we first establish some basic frameworks as in Section 5.
For r > 1 and 2 ≤ j ≤ m, set ρr,j :=

√
µλj . We have

Lemma 6.2. For r > 1 and 2 ≤ j ≤ m, we have cr,j ≤ µλj/2 and ar,j = −1.
Moreover, for any 2 ≤ j ≤ m and ε > 0, there exist ξε,j > 0 and rε,j > 1, such that, for all r ≥ rε,j,

b̃r,j := inf
u∈Zj

∥u∥=ξε,j

Er,µ(u,G) ≥
µλj
2

−
Cp,Gµ

p
2λ

p−2
4

j

p
− ε. (6.1)

Proof. For all u ∈ Yj , we have ∥u∥2 ≤ λj∥u∥22 and so Yj ∩ Uµ ⊂ Br,j and

sup
u∈Yj∩Uµ

Er,µ(u,G) ≤
µλj
2
.

Thus, taking γ = id in Γr,j ,

cr,j ≤ sup
u∈Br,j

Jr,µ(u,G) ≤ max

{
0, sup

u∈Yj∩Uµ

Er,µ(u,G)

}
≤ µλj

2
.

Moreover, for all u ∈ Yj , using again that ∥u∥2 ≤ λj∥u∥22 we have that, if ∥u∥ = ρr,j , then ∥u∥22 ≥ µ and
so ar,j = −1. Let now k > 1. For every u ∈ Zj with ∥u∥2 = (k − 1)µλj/k, we have

∥u∥22 ≤
∥u∥2

λj
=
µ(k − 1)

k
,

and so, by Lemma 3.2 and since fr is increasing,

Er,µ(u,G) ≥
k − 1

k

µλj
2

−
(
k − 1

k

) p
2 Cp,Gµ

p
2λ

p−2
4

j

p
− k

(
k − 1

k

)r

.
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Thus, for any ε > 0, taking k large enough, we can find ξε,j > 0 and rε,j > 1, such that, for all r ≥ rε,j ,

b̃r,j ≥
µλj
2

−
Cp,Gµ

p
2λ

p−2
4

j

p
− ε.

□

Now we are ready to prove Theorem 1.5.

Proof of Theorem 1.5. Let 2 ≤ j ≤ m. If r1 > 1 is such that cr1,j > 0, then, for all γ ∈ Γr1,j , we have
max

u∈Br1,j

Jr1,µ(γ(u),G) > 0, and thus

max
u∈Br1,j

Jr1,µ(γ(u),G) = max
u∈Br1,j

Er1,µ(γ(u),G).

Since ρr,j , Br,j and Γr,j are independent of r > 1 and, if 1 < r1 ≤ r2, Er1,µ(·,G) ≤ Er2,µ(·,G) onH1
A(G,C),

we have

0 < cr1,j = inf
γ∈Γr1,j

max
u∈Br1,j

Jr1,µ(γ(u),G) = inf
γ∈Γr1,j

max
u∈Br1,j

Er1,µ(γ(u),G) ≤ inf
γ∈Γr2,j

max
u∈Br2,j

Er2,µ(γ(u),G).

Hence, for all γ ∈ Γr2,j , we have max
u∈Br2,j

Er2,µ(γ(u),G) > 0 and so

cr1,j ≤ inf
γ∈Γr2,j

max
u∈Br2,j

Er2,µ(γ(u),G) = inf
γ∈Γr2,j

max
u∈Br2,j

Jr2,µ(γ(u),G) = cr2,j . (6.2)

Let us fix k ∈ N+ with 2 ≤ k ≤ m. If cr1,k > 0, then, due to the monotonicity in (6.2), we can define

c∞,k := lim
r→+∞

cr,k.

Let us denote c∞,1 := c∞ which is defined in Section 5.

By the definition of Jr,µ(·,G), taking ξr,j = ξε,j , we have that, if b̃r,j > 0, then br,j = b̃r,j > 0.
Moreover, since λ1 < λ2 < . . . < λk−1 < λk, there exists µ̃k such that, for all 0 < µ < µ̃k,

µλ1
2

<
µλ2
2

−
Cp,Gµ

p
2λ

p−2
4

2

p
<
µλ2
2

< . . . <
µλk
2

−
Cp,Gµ

p
2λ

p−2
4

k

p
<
µλk
2
. (6.3)

Fix 0 < µ < µ̃k. By Lemma 6.2, for any 2 ≤ i ≤ k, cr,i ≤ µλi/2 and ar,i = −1 for all r > 1. Moreover,
for every ε > 0, there exist ξi := ξε,i > 0 and ri > 1, such that, for all r ≥ ri, (6.1) holds. Then, if ε > 0

small enough, using (6.3), we get that for every 2 ≤ i ≤ k, b̃r,i > 0. Hence, by Lemma 6.1, cr,i ≥ br,i and
so

µλi
2

≥ cr,i ≥ br,i = b̃r,i >
µλi−1

2
.

Thus, for r ≥ r0 := max
2≤i≤j

{ri}, taking c∞,1 := c∞ and using also Lemma 5.2, we conclude

0 < c∞,1 ≤
µλ1
2

< br,2 ≤ c∞,2 ≤
µλ2
2

< . . . < br,k ≤ c∞,k ≤ µλk
2
.

Since λk < inf σess(D
2
A + V (x)), using (6.2) and Lemma 6.1, by Lemma 4.4 we conclude that, for any

2 ≤ i ≤ k, there exists ui ∈ H1
A(G,C) satisfying E(ui,G) = c∞,i and one of the following two alternatives

occurs:

(i) either ui is a critical point of E(·,G) constrained on Hµ(G) with Lagrange multiplier ωi ∈
[0, 2c∞,i/µ] ⊂ [0, λi]

(ii) or ui is a critical point of E(·,G) constrained on Hν(G) for some 0 < ν < µ with Lagrange
multiplier ωi = 0.
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Applying Lemma 3.3 for c = λk/2, we obtain that, if µ is small enough (µ ∈ (0,min{µλk/2,p, µ̃k}), for
any 1 ≤ i ≤ k, (ii) can not occur. Thus, E(·,G) has at least k critical points u1, u2, . . . , uk constrained
on Hµ(G).

Now, let 2 < p < 6 (or p = 6 with µ <
√
3C

− 1
2

6,G )
4, m = +∞, and lim

j→+∞
λj = +∞. For i ∈ N+, we can

choose ji ≥ 2 such that i 7→ ji is strictly increasing, ji → +∞ and λji → +∞ as i → +∞. Then, by
Lemma 6.2, there exist ξ1,i > 0 and ri > 1 such that

b̃ri,ji ≥
µλji
2

−
Cp,Gµ

p
2λ

p−2
4

ji

p
− 1.

Thus, b̃ri,ji → +∞ as i → +∞, and so, by the definition of Jr,µ(·,G), taking ξri,i = ξ1,i, for i large

enough we have bri,ji = b̃ri,ji > 0 and, eventually passing to a subsequence, we can consider i 7→ bri,ji
strictly increasing.

Hence, repeating the previous arguments, we conclude that, for any fixed µ > 0 (note that, since, by
Lemma 6.1, c∞,ji ≥ bri,ji → +∞ as i → +∞, the assumption that µ < µ̃k is not required) and for any
i ≥ 2, there exists ui ∈ H1

A(G,C) satisfying E(ui,G) = c∞,ji with, by Lemma 6.2, c∞,ji−1 < c∞,ji ≤
µλji/2, and one of the following two alternatives occurs:

(i) either ui is a critical point of E(·,G) constrained on Hµ(G) with Lagrange multiplier ωi ∈
[0, 2c∞,ji/µ] ⊂ [0, λji ]

(ii) or ui is a critical point of E(·,G) constrained on Hν(G) for some 0 < ν < µ with Lagrange
multiplier ωi = 0.

Then, by Lemma 3.3, we conclude that, for any 0 < µ ≤ µλj/2,p = C
2

2−p

p,G λ
6−p

2p−4q

1 , E(·,G) has infinitely
critical points constrained on Hµ(G) whose corresponding energy levels tend to +∞.

Finally, let 2 < p < 6, m = +∞, and lim
j→+∞

λj = +∞, and let us extend the existence of infinitely

critical points as above to all µ > 0. By Lemma 3.3, since µ∗λ,p → +∞ as λ → −∞, we have that

for any µ, ν > 0 and λ < 0 such that 0 < ν < µ ≤ µ∗λ,p, there exists no u ∈ Hν(G) satisfying

⟨E′(u,G), ·⟩ − λ(·, u)2 = 0. Fix µ > 0 and λ < 0 such that µ∗λ,p ≥ µ. Then, repeating the previous

arguments for 2 < p < 6, m = +∞, and lim
j→+∞

λj = +∞ to E(·,G) − λ∥·∥22/2, we conclude that it

has infinitely critical points constrained on Hµ(G) whose corresponding energy levels tend to +∞. This
completes the proof. □

7. Proofs of Theorems 1.6 and 1.7

In this section, we consider a connected noncompact metric graph G = (V,E) with a finite number of
edges whether the compact core of G is empty or non-empty under the assumption (Gm).

We shall study the existence and multiplicity of critical points of the functional E(·,G) constrained on
the L2-sphere Hµ(G) with µ > 0. The proofs of Theorems 1.6 and 1.7 are almost the same as the proof
of Theorems 1.3 and 1.5, respectively, except for Lemmas 4.3 and 5.2. Therefore, we give the details for
this preliminary part and we only present a sketch of the proofs of Theorems 1.6 and 1.7 here.

Using the same notation introduced before also in this case, fixed µ > 0, we assume that for any r > 1
sufficiently large there exists a (PS) sequence {un,r}n≥1 ⊂ H1

A(G,C) for Er,µ(·,G) at level cr > 0 and
that r 7→ cr is non-decreasing.

Since we are dealing with problem (1.6) on noncompact metric graphs, we need to overcome the lack
of compactness.

4Note that
√
3C

− 1
2

6,G > C
− 1

2
6,G = µλji

/2,6.
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Recalling that, by (Gm), for 1 ≤ k ≤ m, λk is an eigenvalue below inf σess(D
2
A + V (x)), let

δk :=


inf σess(D

2
A + V (x))− λk
2

if inf σess(D
2
A + V (x)) < +∞

1 if inf σess(D
2
A + V (x)) = +∞,

(7.1)

and

Yk := span{u ∈ H1
A(G,C) : (D2

A + V (x))u = λu for some λ ≤ λk + δk}.
Then, since λk+δk < inf σess(D

2
A+V (x)), the dimension of Y is finite. Consequently, H1

A(G,C) possesses
the orthogonal decomposition

H1
A(G,C) = Yk ⊕ Y ⊥

k ,

so that for every u ∈ Yk and v ∈ Y ⊥
k , (u, v)2 = 0. Let Pk denote orthogonal projector from H1

A(G,C)
onto Y . Then, every u ∈ H1

A(G,C) can be written as

u = Pku+ (I − Pk)u,

where Pku ∈ Yk and (I − Pk)u ∈ Y ⊥
k and, arguing as in the proof of (4.6),

∥v∥2 > (λk + δk)∥v∥22 for any v ∈ Y ⊥
k . (7.2)

Set now

µ∗∗k := C−2
∞,G

(
p− 2

pλk

) 1
2
[

δk
3(p− 1)

] 2
p−2

and

c∞ := lim
r→+∞

cr.

Lemma 7.1. If 0 < µ ≤ µ∗∗k and c∞ ≤ µλk/2, then, for r > 1 sufficiently large, there exists ur ∈ Uµ

such that, up to a subsequence, un,r → ur in H1
A(G,C), as n→ +∞. Moreover, ur satisfies

Er,µ(ur,G) = cr and E′
r,µ(ur,G) = 0

with
2

µ
f ′r

(
∥ur∥22
µ

)
= λ∞,r and lim sup

r→+∞
λ∞,r ≤

2c∞
µ
.

Proof. Let r > 1 be sufficiently large as in Section 4 and take δk > 0 as in (7.1). By repeating the
argument of Lemma 4.2, we have

λ∞,r ≤
2c∞
µ

≤ λk. (7.3)

Then, as in Lemma 4.1, we can conclude that {un,r}n≥1 is bounded in H1
A(G,C),

lim sup
n→+∞

∥un,r∥2 ≤
2pcr
p− 2

≤ 2pc∞
p− 2

≤ pµλk
p− 2

, (7.4)

and thus, up to a subsequence, un,r ⇀ ur in H1
A(G,C) and, arguing as in the proof of Lemma 4.3, we

get that ∥ur∥22 < µ.
Now we are going to prove that un,r → ur in H1

A(G,C). To this end, we first verify that

⟨E′(ur,G), ·⟩ − λ∞,r(ur, ·)2 = 0. (7.5)

Recall that, by Lemma 2.4, H1
A,c(G,C) is a dense subset of H1

A(G,C). For any φ ∈ H1
A,c(G,C), since

{un,r}n≥1 is a (PS) sequence and H1
A(G,C) is compactly embedded in L2(B,C), where B = suppφ (see
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Remark 2.2), we have

⟨E′(ur,G), φ⟩ − λ∞,r(ur, φ)2 =⟨E′
r,µ(un,r,G), φ⟩+ (ur − un,r, φ) + λn,r(un,r, φ)2 − λ∞,r(ur, φ)2

+Re

∫
B
(|un,r|p−2un,r − |ur|p−2ur)φdx

=(λn,r − λ∞,r)(un,r, φ)2 + λ∞,r(un,r − ur, φ)2 + on(1)

=on(1).

Thus, by density, we get (7.5).
Moreover

∥un,r − ur∥2 = ⟨E′(un,r,G)− E′(ur,G), un,r − ur⟩

+Re

∫
G
(|un,r|p−2un,r − |ur|p−2ur)(un,r − ur) dx

= ⟨E′
r,µ(un,r,G), un,r − ur⟩ − ⟨E′(ur,G), un,r − ur⟩+ λn,r(un,r, un,r − ur)2

+Re

∫
G
(|un,r|p−2un,r − |ur|p−2ur)(un,r − ur) dx

= λ∞,r∥un,r − ur∥22 +Re

∫
G
(|un,r|p−2un,r − |ur|p−2ur)(un,r − ur) dx+ on(1).

(7.6)

Let g : R2 → R2 be defined by g(x, y) := (x2 + y2)
p−2
2 (x, y). Then, the Jacobian matrix of g is

Jg(x, y) = (x2 + y2)
p−2
2 I + (p− 2)(x2 + y2)

p−4
2

(
x2 xy
xy y2

)
.

and thus, for any (x1, y1), (x2, y2) ∈ R2,

Jg(x1, y1)

(
x2
y2

)
= (x21 + y21)

p−2
2

(
x2
y2

)
+ (p− 2)(x21 + y21)

p−4
2 (x1x2 + y1y2)

(
x1
y1

)
.

Thus, by the fundamental theorem of calculus, for any (x1, y1), (x2, y2) ∈ R2, we have

g(x2, y2)− g(x1, y1) =

∫ 1

0
Jg(x1 + t(x2 − x1), y1 + t(y2 − y1))

(
x2 − x1
y2 − y1

)
dt,

which implies

|g(x2, y2)− g(x1, y1)| ≤ (p− 1)max{(x21 + y21)
p−2
2 , (x22 + y22)

p−2
2 }((x2 − x1)

2 + (y2 − y1)
2)

1
2 .

Since the norm is lower semicontinuous, then, by (7.4), also ∥ur∥2 ≤ pµλk/(p− 2). Then, by Lemma 3.2
and (7.4),∣∣∣∣Re ∫

G
(|un,r|p−2un,r − |ur|p−2ur)(un,r − ur) dx

∣∣∣∣ ≤ (p− 1)max{∥un,r∥p−2
∞ , ∥ur∥p−2

∞ }∥un,r − ur∥22

≤ (p− 1)Cp−2
∞,Gµ

p−2
4 max{∥un,r∥

p−2
2 , ∥ur∥

p−2
2 }∥un,r − ur∥22

≤ (p− 1)Cp−2
∞,Gµ

p−2
2

(
pλk
p− 2

) p−2
4

∥un,r − ur∥22

and so, by (7.6), we obtain

∥un,r − ur∥2 ≤

[
λ∞,r + (p− 1)Cp−2

∞,Gµ
p−2
2

(
pλk
p− 2

) p−2
4

]
∥un,r − ur∥22 + on(1).
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Now, if 0 < µ ≤ µ∗∗k , we get

∥un,r − ur∥2 ≤
(
λ∞,r +

1

3
δk

)
∥un,r − ur∥22 + on(1). (7.7)

Since the dimension of Yk is finite, we obtain Pk(un,r − ur) → 0 in H1
A(G,C). Moreover, by (7.2) and

(7.7) it follows that(
λ∞,r +

1

3
δk

)
∥(I −Pk)(un,r −ur)∥22+ on(1) ≥ ∥(I −Pk)(un,r −ur)∥2 > (λk + δk)∥(I −Pk)(un,r −ur)∥22.

Hence, by (7.3), (I − Pk)(un,r − ur) → 0 in H1
A(G,C). Therefore, un,r → ur in H1

A(G,C) and so we can
conclude. □

Repeating the arguments used in the first part of Section 5, for r > 1, the mountain pass geometry of
the functional Er,µ(·,G) allows us to find a (PS) sequence {un,r}n≥1 satisfying

Er,µ(un,r,G) → cr, Er,µ′(un,r,G) → 0,

where r 7→ cr is non-decreasing. Moreover, defining

c∞ := sup
r>1

cr = lim
r→+∞

cr,

we can show that, for all u ∈ H1
A(G,C)\{0} with ∥u∥22 = µ, we have

c∞ ≤ sup
0≤t<1

E(tu,G).

In this case we have the following upper bound estimate for c∞, which is different from Lemma 5.2 under
condition (Gm), while its proof is similar to the argument of Lemma 5.2 under condition (G).

Lemma 7.2. If the condition (Gm) holds, then

c∞ <
µλ1
2

<
µ

2
inf σess(D

2
A + V (x)).

Proof. Let φ1 be the eigenfunction corresponding to the first eigenvalue λ1 and that satisfies ∥φ1∥22 = µ.
Then, for t ≥ 0,

g(t) := E(tφ1,G) =
t2µλ1
2

− tpΨ(φ1,G).

The nontriviality of φ1 implies that Ψ(φ1,G) > 0 and so

t0 :=

(
µλ1

pΨ(φ1,G)

) 1
p−2

is the unique critical point (maximizer) of g in (0,+∞). If t0 ≥ 1, then g is increasing for 0 ≤ t ≤ 1,
and thus

c∞ ≤ sup
0≤t≤1

E(tφ1,G) ≤ E(φ1,G) =
µλ1
2

−Ψ(φ1,G) <
µλ1
2
.

If 0 < t0 < 1, then t0 is the unique maximum point of g(t) in 0 ≤ t ≤ 1, and thus

c∞ ≤ sup
0≤t≤1

E(tφ1,G) = E(t0φ1,G) =
t20µλ1
2

− tp0Ψ(φ1,G) <
µλ1
2
.

□

Remark 7.3. Following Section 6, for every k = 2, . . . ,m we can get the same estimate for c∞,k.

Thus we are ready to prove Theorems 1.6 and 1.7.
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Proof of Theorems 1.6 and 1.7. As in the proof of Theorem 1.4, using Lemma 7.1 for k = 1 and Lemma
7.2, for 0 < µ ≤ µ∗∗1 , there exists u ∈ H1

A(G,C) satisfying E(u,G) = c∞ < µλ1/2, and one of the
following two cases must hold:

(i) either u is a critical point of E(·,G) constrained on Hµ(G) with Lagrange multiplier λ ∈ [0, λ1)
(ii) or u is a critical point of E(·,G) constrained on Hν(G) for some 0 < ν < µ with Lagrange

multiplier λ = 0.

Then, repeating the arguments of Lemma 3.3 for c = λ1/2, we conclude that, there exists no u ∈ Hν(G)
such that E′(u,G) = 0 and E(u,G) ≤ µλ1/2. Hence, for any 0 < µ ≤ µ∗0 := min{µ0, µ∗∗1 }, where
µ0 := µλ1/2,p (see (3.3)), case (ii) can not occur. This completes the proof of Theorem 1.6.

Instead, to prove Theorem 1.7, we can argue as in Section 6. For brevity, let us consider k = 2, . . . ,m.
By Lemma 7.1 and Remark 7.3, we get that, for all 0 < µ < min{µ̃k, µ∗∗k } (as in Section 6, 0 < µ < µ̃k is
used to get the same estimate for c∞,i) and 2 ≤ i ≤ k, there exists ui ∈ H1

A(G,C) satisfying E(ui,G) =
c∞,i with c∞,i−1 ≤ c∞,i ≤ µλi/2 and one of the following two cases must hold:

(i) either ui is a critical point of E(·,G) constrained on Hµ(G) with Lagrange multiplier ωi ∈
[0, 2c∞,i/µ] ⊂ [0, λi]

(ii) or ui is a critical point of E(·,G) constrained on Hν(G) for some 0 < ν < µ with Lagrange
multiplier ωi = 0.

Repeating the arguments of Lemma 3.3 for c = λk/2, we obtain that, if µ is small enough (µ ∈ (0, µ∗k)
with µ∗k := min{µλk/2,p, µ̃k, µ

∗∗
k }), for any 1 ≤ i ≤ k, (ii) can not occur. Thus, for any 0 < µ < µ∗k,

E(·,G) has at least k critical points u1, u2, . . . , uk constrained on Hµ(G), which completes the proof of
Theorem 1.7. □

Appendix A. Regularity of the critical points of E

In this appendix we give some details about the regularity of our solutions.
Assume that A is continuously differentiable on every edge e ∈ E and V is continuous on every

edge e ∈ E. For any compact graph G or noncompact graph G having a non-empty compact core
K, if u ∈ H1

A(G,C) is a critical point of E(·,G) constrained on Hµ(G), then u is twice continuously
differentiable on every edge e ∈ E and there exists a Lagrange multiplier λ ∈ R such that u is a solution
of equation (1.3) or equation (1.4), respectively.

Indeed, let u ∈ H1
A(G,C) be a critical point of E(·,G) constrained on Hµ(G) with Lagrange multiplier

λ ∈ R. For any edge e ∈ E and bounded interval I ⊂ Ie, we have∫
I
|u′e|2 + |ue|2 dx ≤ 2

∫
I
|DAeue|2 dx+ 2

∫
I
|Aeue|2 dx+

∫
I
Ve(x)|ue|2 dx

≤ 2

∫
I
|DAeue|2 dx+ 2∥Ae∥2L∞(I,R)∥ue∥

2
L2(I,R) +

∫
I
Ve(x)|ue|2 dx

and thus, ue ∈ H1(I,C). Since u is a constrained critical point of E(·,G), for any φ ∈ C∞
0 (I,C),

integrating by parts (see, e.g., [13, Corollary 8.10]), we obtain∫
I
u′eφ̄

′ + 2iAe(x)u
′
eφ̄+ iA′

e(x)ueφ̄+ (|Ae(x)|2 + Ve(x))ueφ̄ dx =

∫
I
λueφ̄+ χK,e|ue|p−2ueφ̄ dx,

where χK,e ≡ 1 if e ∈ E is a bounded edge and χK,e ≡ 0 if e ∈ E is an unbounded edge. Then, by the
definition of weak derivative,

u′′e = −λue − χK,e|ue|p−2ue + 2iAe(x)u
′
e + iA′

e(x)ue + (|Ae(x)|2 + Ve(x))ue on I. (A.1)

Hence, u′′e ∈ L2(I,C), and it follows from [13, Theorem 8.2] that u′e ∈ C(I,C). Then, by [13, Remark
6 in Chapter 8] and (A.1), we conclude that ue ∈ C2(I,C). Since e ∈ E and I ⊂ Ie are arbitrary, ue is
twice continuously differentiable for every edge e ∈ E.
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