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NORMALIZED SOLUTIONS OF NONLINEAR MAGNETIC SCHRODINGER
EQUATIONS ON METRIC GRAPHS

PIETRO D’AVENIA, ZHENTAO HE, AND CHAO JI

ABSTRACT. In this paper we first establish the theory of a magnetic Sobolev space H} (G, C) on metric
graphs G and we prove the self-adjointness of its corresponding magnetic Schrédinger operator. Then, in
this setting, we investigate the existence and multiplicity of normalized solutions to nonlinear magnetic
Schrodinger 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 Schrodinger 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 I, = [0, f.] with
le > 0, while each unbounded edge e is identified with a closed half-line I, = [0, +00). 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 I 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 z,y € G, the metric dist(z,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 Schrodinger equation

—u” — \u = |ulP"u (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
IC, [27,36] introduced the following modification of (1.1)

—u” — \u = xi|ulP?u, (1.2)

where yx is the characteristic function of the compact core I, 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 RY) are no longer
applicable, and the Pohozéev 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 Schrodinger equations on metric graphs. In several important appli-
cations, in particular those related to nanotubes, the magnetic Schrédinger 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 Schrodinger 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 C G, the set {e € E:eN B # (0} 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 inlfj le > 0 and
ec

deg(v) < +o0 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 Schrodinger equations on metric graphs.

Since a function u : G — C can be identified with a family of functions u. : I. — C, e € E, the usual
LP space on G is defined by

’(G,C) == P L* (L., C),

eck
endowed with the norm
»
[ullp == Z\Iue\\ﬁp(k,(@) , ifpefl,+o0), and lulloo = sgg\lue\\mg&,@.
eckE e

The inner product in L?*(G,C) is

(u,v)2 = Re/ ut dr = ZRe/ UeTe di,
g - I.

where Re(w) denotes the real part of w € C and w is its conjugate.
The Sobolev space H'(G,C) is defined by

HYG,C):={ueC(G,C):u € L*(G,C) and u € L*(G,C)},

and consists of continuous functions u : G — C such that u. € H'([0,£.],C) for every edge e € E (note
that £, may be +00). Its norm is defined as

1
2
lull g,y = [Z (HUIH%Q(IE,(C) + HUH%2(16,C)>] -

ecE

Assume that A € L2 (G,R) and V € L. _(G,R), ie., for every bounded subset B C G we have

loc loc

A€ L*(B,R) and V € L'(B,R). We define the magnetic Sobolev space H(G,C) by

H}4(G,C) = {u € C(G,C): Dau € L*(G,C) and /gV(a:)]u\Qda? = Z/I V()| ue|? dz < —1—00} :

ecE v e
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1d
where Dy := —— — A(x). Its norm is

1 dx
%
ull = < / rDAu\2+v<x>|u|2dx> ,
g

(u,v) = Re/g (Dmtﬂ—i— V(x)m—)) dx.

and the inner product is

We will show in Lemma 2.1 that H (G, C) is a separable Hilbert space. Accordingly, we regard D% +V ()
as the unique self-adjoint operator associated with the quadratic form

/g (DauDav + V(z)uwv) dz, wu,v € Hy(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 Schrédinger equations

1d 2
(, — Ae(:):)> te + Ve(z)ue — Aue = ]ue]p_2ue, Ve € E,

1 (1.3)
Z (u'e(v) - Azc(v)ue(v)> =0, Yv eV,
ev ¢
on compact metric graphs G = (V,E) and
1d 2 —2
;@ - Ae(x) Ue + Ve(x>ue - )\Ue = XIC‘ue‘p Ue, Ve € E,
1 (1.4)
Z(iule(v) — AF ()ue(v)) = 0, Yo eV,
ev

on noncompact metric graphs G = (V, E) with a finite number of edges and a non-empty compact core
K.

Herep >2and A: G - R,V : G — [1,+00) are families of functions A, : [, — R and V, : I, — [1,+00).
Moreover, if e € E and v € V, the notation e > v means that the edge e is incident at v, and u.(v)
(standing for u,(0) or —u,(¥.)) is always the outward derivative, depending on whether the vertex v is
identified with 0 or .. The magnetic potential A is a 1d vector field (it changes sign when the orientation
of the edge is reversed), and AF(v) stands for A.(0) or —A(f.), depending on whether the vertex v is
identified with 0 or ..

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) :
HY(G,C) — R defined by

1
E(ua g) = 5”“”2 - \II(U? g)a
where

1

- / |ulP dx if G is compact,
p

U(u,G) = ) g
- / |ul?P dx if G is noncompact with non-empty compact core K,
pJk

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 o finite number
of edges and a non-empty compact core K, and let p > 2. Then E(-,G) has infinitely many critical points
{u,} ¢ H{(G,C) such that lilf E(up,G) = +o0.

n—-+0o0o

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

/IU\2dﬂf—u, >0,
G

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

H,(G) = {u € HY(G,C) : /gyu|2 do = u} .

To establish some of our existence results, we consider the following assumption.
(G) D% + V(z) admits a ground state that does not vanish identically on K, i.e.,

2
N > IIuII2 (1.5)
weHL (G,0\{0} || ull3

is achieved by ¢ and ¢ e Z 0.

Moreover, since D% + V (z) is self-adjoint and V > 1, we have o(D? + V (x)) C [1, +00). Thus we will
also consider the following assumption.

(Gyn) There exist m > 1 (possibly +o00) distinct eigenvalues below inf gess(D% + V() (if 0ess(D% +
V(x)) = 0, then we set inf oess(D% + V() = +00), i.e., D4 + V(z) has an increasing sequence

of m eigenvalues 1 < A\ < Ag < ... < \; <...such that, for every j, A\; < inf oess(D? + V().

By the definition of essential spectrum (see, e.g., [10,19,43]), if A < inf oess(D%+V (2)) 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 o finite number
of edges and a non-empty compact core K, and let p > 2. Assume that (G) or (G,) holds. Then, for
any p > 0, one of the following two alternatives occurs:

(i) either E(-,G) has a critical point uw € H}(G,C) constrained on H,(G) with Lagrange multiplier
A€ (=00, M (and X € (—oo, A1) if (G) holds);

(ii) or, for every X € (—oo,\1), E(-,G) has a critical point u € H4(G,C) constrained on H,(G) for
some 0 < v < p and the corresponding Lagrange multiplier is .

Theorem 1.4. Under the assumptions of Theorem 1.3, there exists pg > 0 such that for any 0 < p < uo,
the first alternative of Theorem 1.3 occurs: E(-,G) has a critical point u € H}(G,C) constrained on
H,(G) with Lagrange multiplier X € [0, A\1] (and X € [0, A1) if (G) holds). Moreover, if 2 < p < 6, then
for every u > 0, E(-,G) has a critical point w € H}(G,C) constrained on H,(G) with Lagrange multiplier
A € (=00, A1) (and X € (—o0, A1) 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 (G,,) holds. Then, for any
Jj=12,...,m (if m = +oo, then, for any j € NT), there exists pj > 0 depending on G, p, A, and V
such that, for any 0 < pu < pj, E(-,G) has at least j distinct critical points ui,us, ..., u; constrained on
H,(G). Moreover, if 2 < p <6, m = +oo, and lim \; = 400, then, for any p >0 (0 < p < po if

J—+oo
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p=6), E(-,G) has infinitely many distinct critical points constrained on H,(G) whose energy levels tend
to +o00.

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 € H,,(G) is a critical point of E(-,G) constrained on H,(G), then
u is twice continuously differentiable on every edge e € E and there exists a Lagrange multiplier A € 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 Schrédinger equations on metric graphs
in [20,31] to nonlinear magnetic Schrodinger 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
HY(G) = LX(G).

In this paper, we prove the multiplicity of normalized solutions to (1.3) and (1.4) without using the
compact embedding of H}(G,C) into L?(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 (G,,), we study the existence and multiplicity
of normalized solutions for

(1.d - Ae(:v)>2 Ue + Ve(z)ue — Aue = ]uelp_Que, Ve € E,
. (1.6)
> (Z,u/e(v) - A;}(v)ue(v)> =0, Yo € V.

Using the same notation as above for the energy functional with

wwywzéémwm,

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 (Gy,) holds. Then there exists p§ > 0 depending on G, p, A, and V' such that, for any
0 < p<pus, E(,G) has a critical point uw € HY(G,C) constrained on H,(G), with Lagrange multiplier
A€ [O, )\1).

Theorem 1.7. Let G be any noncompact metric graph with a finite number of edges, and let p > 2.
Assume that (Gp,) holds. Then, for any k =1,2,...,m, there exists u; > 0 depending on G, p, A, and
V' such that, for any 0 < p < py, E(-,G) has at least k distinct critical points uy,ug, ..., uy constrained

on H,(G).

Theorem 1.7 extends the multiplicity results in [20,31] to nonlinear magnetic Schrédinger 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 H}(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)
18 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 V(z) = 400 for some xg € G,
dist(z,z0)—+o00
then, by Remark 2.2 and, for noncompact graphs, arguing as in [8, Section 3], we obtain that HY(G,C)
is compactly embedded in L?(G,C). Thus, by [10, Theorem 4.22], the values \y, defined in Theorem 2.7
are etgenvalues. Hence,

m =400 in (Gp), lim \j =400, infoes(D4+V(2)) = +oo,
J—+00

so that (Gy,) 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 HY(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 (Gy,) also hold for

1 1
Bo(0): HY(G.C) >R, Bo(uw,0) = 3lull ~ [ jup o
g

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

1 1
Bx-(,0): HAG.0) = R, Beo(w @) = 5llul*~ - [ Jupdo.
,C*

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 ing le > 0 and deg(v) < 400 for every
ec

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

Remark 1.12. For any V; € LY(G,R), with 1 < g < +o0, and v > 0 sufficiently large, the potential
V' can be replaced by V + V, + v and Theorems 1.5-1.7 and Remarks 1.9-1.11 extend to the magnetic
Schrédinger operator D% + (V(z) + Vy(z) + v) (see Section 3.2).

Remark 1.13. In view of [7], when (Gp,) holds, (0ess(D4+V (x)) in (Gp) could be replaced by oess(D%+
V(z)) — Ka, where Ky is defined in [7, Section 1]) and the nonlinearity |u[P=2u (or xic|u[P~2u) could
be replaced by f(u) (or xicf(u), respectively), where f satisfies the assumptions in [7, Section 6.2] with
2% = 400. All the results above (with respect to assumption (G,)) then hold with minor modifications.

Remark 1.14. For nonlinear magnetic Schrodinger equations, or for nonlinear Schrodinger 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
Schrédinger 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 i inf gess (D4 +V (2)) /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 SCHRODINGER 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,+00) satisfy A € L2 (G,R) and V € L (G,R).

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

2
D2 4 V(z) = (1;:6 - A(x)> +V (@),

only in this section we will see

L*G,C) := {u = (Ue)eck : ue € L*(I,C) for every e € E and ZHUEH%Q(I&C) = /]u|2 dx < +oo} ,
ecE g
HY(G,C) :={ue C(G,C): v € L*(G,C) and u € L*(G,C)},

and
HY(G,C) := {u € C(G,C) : Dyu € L*(G,C) and / V(x)|u*dr < —1—00}
g

as complex Hilbert spaces.! Of course, in such a case, we have to consider on them different inner

products® and so, as usual (see e.g. [13, Section 11.4]), we equip them with
(u,v)2 ::/uvdx, u,v € L*(G,C),
g

and
(u,v) :—/ (DauDav + V(z)uv) dz, wu,v e HY(G,C)
g

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

H}le(le,(C) = {ue € C(I,,C) : Dy u, € L*(1,,C) and V(2)|ue|* dx < —I—oo} ,

where
1d
_DAe = ;& — Ae(ﬂj),

equipped with the inner product

(ue,ve)H}1 (I.C) :_/ (DAeueDAeve + Ve(:):)ueﬁe) dx, Ue,Ve € H}le (I, C).
e I

e

The norm induced by this inner product is given by

2
el .= | [ 1Dacu + Vel da

Observe that, if u € H4(G, C), then, for every e € E, u, € H}%(Ie,(C).
For HY(G,C) we have the following fundamental result.

Lemma 2.1. Assume that A: G — R and V : G — [1,+00) satisfy A € L% (G,R) and V € L (G,R).
Then HY(G,C) is a separable Hilbert space.

LObserve 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 € H}(G,C) and e € E, since A, € L2 (I.,R) and u. € L?(I,,C), we

loc
know that u, = iD 4 ue + iAc(2)ue € L (I, C), so that u. € VVli)’Cl(Ie, C).

Now, let us show that, for every e € E, H}‘G(Ie, C) is a Hilbert space. Let {u,} be a Cauchy sequence
in H} (I.,C). Then, {u,} is bounded in H} (I.,C) and {u,} and {Dy,(u,)} are Cauchy sequences in
L*(I.,C). Tt follows that {u,} converges to some limit u and {D4,(u,)} converges to some limit g in
L?(1.,C). Hence, by Fatou’s Lemma, we know that

/ V() |uf? de < liminf/ Ve(z) |un|* dz < +oo.
I n—-+oo I,

e

Moreover, since for all ¢ € C2°(I,C), Ac(z)p € L*(I.,C), we have

/ unp dx = —/ ulpdr = —i/ (Da,un @+ Ac(z)un®) dz,
Ie I Ie

taking the limit as n — 400, we get
/ ug dr = —i/ (99 + Ae(z)up) dx.
I, Ie

Then, by the definition of weak derivatives, we obtain v’ = ig + iA.(z)u € L} _(I.,C). Thus, by [13,
Theorem 8.2] u is continuous on I, g = D, u, and u € H} (I, C), which implies that H} (I,C) is a
Hilbert space.

Now, as in [13, Proposition 8.1], we show that H}‘e (1., C) is separable. It is clear that the operator B :
H} (I, C) — L*(I.,C) x L*(I,,C) defined by Bu = (\/Ve(z)u, Da,u) is an isometry. Since L?(I, C) x
L?(I.,C) is separable, then B(H}; (I, C)) is separable as well and so we can conclude.

Finally, define the space

@H}xe([e,((:) = {u = (Ue)ecE © Ue € H}‘e(le,(C) for every e € E and Z”%Hi{},e(le,@ < +oo}
ecE ecE

equipped with the inner product

(u,v) @ HY (I,C) - Z(Uave)H},e(Ie,@)-

eckE ecE

The norm induced by this inner product is given by

1
2 3
lull @ my (r.0) = luellf oy = | [ 1Daulf* +V(@)uldz| .
Ae A ( ’ ) G
ecE €

eck

On one hand, assume that {u,} C @H}le (I¢,C) is a Cauchy sequence. Thus, {u,} is bounded in
ecE
@ H} (I.,C). Since, for any u € @ H} (I.,C) and any e € E, ||ue||H}4 (1.0 < HUHEBH}\ (I..C)» We
eckE ecE ¢ ecE ¢
know that {uy,.} is a Cauchy sequence of H} (I.,C). Thus, for every e € E, {uy} converges to some

limit w, in H}le(Ie,C). Define u := (ue).



10 P. D’AVENIA, Z. HE, AND C. JI

For simplicity, let E = {e,, : m € NT}. Then, we have
k

2 _ 2 _ 1 . 2
ZHueHHie(I‘EvC) = Z Huem”Hi‘em (Ie,,,C) — kgr—i{loo Z ngrfoo”u”’em”Hiem (Teyn,C)
e€E meN+ m=1

k k

= lim lim g U 2 = lim liminf E U 2

k—-+o00 n—+00 1” n’em”HAem(IEm’C) k—400 n—+o00 1” n’eMHH}Aem(Iemvc)
m= m=

. . 2 IERTI 2
< Jm tmint 2 Wonenll, ) = Himallnliy i, r) <400
meNT+ e€l

being {u,} bounded in @ H} (I, C); hence, u € @ H} (I, C).
ecE ecE
Arguing as above, we obtain

9 - 2
lun =l 1.0 < fmintllun = urll'g o,
eCE ecE

Since {un} C @ H}_ (I, C) is a Cauchy sequence, we conclude that w, — uin @ H} (I, C). Therefore,
ecE ecE
@ H}_ (I, C) is complete.
eck
On the other hand, for every e € E, since H}le (I¢,C) is separable Hilbert space, H}le (I¢,C) has a

countable and dense subset Be = {by ¢ }pen+. Let E = {ey, :m € NT}

By == {b= (be,,) : be,, € Be,, U{0} for all m € N* and b.,, =0 for all m >k}, k& NT,
+

and B := U 0oBy,. Since, for every k € NT, B, is countable, then B is countable. Hence, to prove
k=1

@H}le (I.,C) is separable, it suffices to show that B is dense in @H}xe (Ie,C). Fix u = (Uey, Uey, -..) €

ecE ecE

+o0o
1 . 2 g
@ H) (I,C) and ¢ > 0. Then, there exists | € N* such that E ||uemHH}46m(I€m’C) < 2 and,

ecE m=Il+1

for any m = 1,...,l, there exists b.,, € B.,, such that ||b., — uem”?{i Let b :=

(bey, -+ be,,0,0,...) € B. Then

3
e ©) S Smit

l T

. 5 B 7 2 2

Hb_uH@H}‘E(Ie,(C) — ZHbem _u€m||H}46 (]em’(c) + Z ||rl’L€rnHI’I}4‘E (Iem,(c) S E.
ecE m=1 m m=I[+1 "

Finally, to conclude applying [6, Theorem 1.22], we show that H (G, C) is a closed subspace of €D H}le (I, C).
ecE
First observe that for any edge e € E, for any u, € H}le (I.,C), and any bounded interval ; C I, we
know that
uellwrrey = llugller ey + lluell i e

< | Dacvellie) + [[Ae(@)uel i oy + lluellrrc)

< ClDa el 21,0y + 1 Aell2 (o) luell L2(1,c) + Clluell L2 (1,0)
where C' is depending on I. Thus, H1145(IE7 C) is continuously embedded in W11(I,C) and so, by [13,
Theorems 8.2 and 8.8], we conclude that H} (I.,C) is continuously embedded in C(I,C). Thus, if
{un} C @H‘}le(le,(C) and u, — u in @H}‘e (I.,C), we have

eckE ecE

Ue(v) = nBI—&I-loo Un,e(V)
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for any v € V and e > v. Now, let {u,} C H}(G,C) and u, — u in @ H}_(I,C). Then, for any v € V

eckE
and e, f > v,
w6) = e (v) = T (0) = g (0
and so u € H} (G, C) concluding the proof. O

Remark 2.2. In the proof of Lemma 2.1, we have shown that for any edge e € E and any bounded
interval I C I., we have that H}le(Ie,C) is continuously embedded in WH1(I,C). Since G is locally
finite and WH(I,C) is compactly embedded in LP(I,C) for all 1 < p < +oco (see [13, Theorem 8.8]),
we conclude that for any bounded set B C G, H%(G,C) is compactly embedded in LP(B,C) for all
1 <p < +o0. Moreover, up to a subsequence, u, — u almost everywhere on G.

Now, define the quadratic form @ in L?(G,C) x L?(G, C) such that
Q(u,v) = (u,v), Yu,v € dom(Q) := H4(G,C).
Denoting
C(G,C) :={u = (ue)eer : ue € C°(I¢, C) for every e € E and supp u is bounded }
and following [46], we have

Theorem 2.3. Assume that A: G — R and V : G — [1,+00) satisfy A € L2 (G,R) and V € L (G,R).

loc

Then there exists a unique self-adjoint operator T with domain dom(T) C H}(G,C) such that
Q(u,v) = (Tu,v)s, for every u € dom(T),v € H4(G,C).

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

It is clear that C°(G,C) C H}(G,C) C L*(G,C). Let u € L?(G,C). Then, for any ¢ > 0, there exists a
finite subset E. of E such that

[\

€
||u||%2(E§,(C) = Z HUGH%Q(IE,C) <7
ecE¢
Then,
ue if e € Eg,

Ue = (Ug,e), Where ug e 1= ]
0 otherwise,

satisfies ||u — uc|l2 < /2. Moreover, since by [13, Corollary 4.23], C°(I,,C) is dense in L?(I,C), for
every edge e € E, we know that there is a. € C°(G,C) such that ||t —uc|2 < /2. Hence, ||t —ull2 <€
and so we obtain that C°(G,C) is dense in L?(G,C), namely that the quadratic form @ is densely
defined.

By the definition of @), it is clear that the quadratic form () is symmetric.

Being Q(u,u) > 0 for all u € dom(Q), we know that the quadratic form @ is semibounded from below.
Finally, since V' > 1, we have that for every u € dom(Q), Q(u,u) > |lu||3, then

lullg := \/Q(u,u) + [|ullf, Vu € dom(Q)

is an equivalent norm on H}‘(Q,C). Thus, from Lemma 2.1 it follows that the quadratic form @ is
closed. 0
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Let now
H}Lc(g, C) := {u € H4(G,C) : suppu is bounded } .

Moreover, for A and V' continuous on every edge e € E, let us consider as domain of the magnetic
Schrodinger operator D% + V (z) in L*(I., C) the set

B suppu is bounded, v” € L*(G,C),u., € C(I,,C) Ve € E,

HZ(G,C) := ¢ u = (ue)eer € C(G,C): Z(lug(v) — Aei(v)ue(v)) =0, YWweV

i
e>v

Using the following density result, we can clarify the relationship between 7" and D124 + V(z). The
proof of the next lemma follows arguments from [29, 35].

Lemma 2.4. Assume that A: G — R and V : G — [1,+00) satisfy A € L% _(G,R) and V € LL (G,R).

loc

Then H},’c(g, C) is a dense subset of HY(G,C). Moreover, for A and V continuous on every edge e € E,
H2(G,C) is a dense subset of HY(G,C).

Proof. We first show that H}LC(Q,C) is a dense subset of H}(G,C). Fix some 29 € G. Take x €
C°([0,400),R), with 0 < x <1 and x =1 in [0, 1], and consider x,(r) = x(r/n) for r € [0, +o0) and
n € NT. Define the cut-off functions v, : G — R via

U (x) = xn (dist(zg, z)) .
Then, for every e € E, ¥y, := b,|1, € WH(I,R). For any u € H4(G,C), we have that supp(¢,u) is

bounded. Moreover, arguing as in the proof of Lemma 2.1, for every e € E, u, € WH1(I. Nsupp(¢y), C)
and so, by [13, Corollary 8.10], we have that

Da(Ynu) = P Dau — i)u
so that
[Da(nu)ll2 < [Daull2 + C(n)||ullz < +o00
and

1
[1Da(u = pu)ll2 < (1 = p)Daulla + — sup  [x'(r)]ull2.
n re[0,400)

Thus, Ypu € H}L .(G,C) and by the Lebesgue dominated convergence theorem it follows that ¢¥,u — u
in H}(G,C).

Next, we show that H2(G,C) is a dense subset of H(G,C) for A,V continuous on every edge e € E.
Fix some 29 € V. For R > 0, set Br := {z € G : dist(x,z9) < R}. Since for every z1, 29 € C,

1
5!21\2 < 21— 2ol + |22)? < 2|21 + 3|22,

then, for any R > 0 and u € H}(G,C) or u € H(G,C), we have

e (- a0).

Hence, since G is locally finite and A,V are continuous on every edge e € E, we deduce that, for any
u: G — Csuch that suppu C Br, u € H}(G,C) if and only if u € HY(G, C). Thus, H2(G,C) C H4(G,C).
Fixu € H}Lc(g, C) and fix some Ry > 0 such that suppu C Bg,. Then, for any Ry > Ro, by (2.1), we
know that, if there exists a sequence {u,} C H'(G,C) such that u, — v in H*(G,C) and suppu, C Bg,
for all n > 1, then u,, — u in H}(G,C).
Let Ry > Ry be such that, for any bounded edge e that intersects Bg,, we have e C Bp, (the existence

2
+ A(a:)]2|u]2> dx §/ (2\u’|2+3|A(x)\2|u\2) dr. (2.1)
Br

of a such R, is ensured by the local finiteness of G) and let us construct a sequence {u,} ¢ H2(G,C)
such that u,, — u in H*(G,C) and suppu, C Bg, for all n > 1.
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For any bounded edge e € E such that e N B, # 0, by [26, Section 5.3.3], there exists a sequence
{netn>1 C C*®(I,C) such that ¢, — u in H(I.,C), as n — +oo.

For any unbounded edge e € E such that e N Br, # 0, tacitly identifying the edge e with [0, 400),
there is RY > 0 such that suppu. C [0,R}). Let z be the endpoint of the edge e. Since zg € V,
for any x € [0,+00), we know dist(z,zo) = dist(z,z9) + x. Hence, if x € Bpg,, then [0,2) C Bg,.
Thus, for x} := max{x : © € suppue}, we have [0,2%] C Br,. Then we can choose R} > 0 such that
suppue C [0,2%] C [0,R}) C Bg,. As in the proof of [13, Theorem 8.6], we can conclude that, for any
unbounded edge e € E, the extension by reflection

ue(x) it x>0,

uZ:R%Cdeﬁnedbyu:(:c)::{ (—) <0
Ue(—T I T )

satisfies

ul € HY(R,C) and (u})' = v, in (0, +00).
Then, by [13, Remark 14 in Section 8], we conclude that u%|(_g: g+ € Hg((—R}, R%),C) and there exists
a sequence {¢}, .}n>1 C CF((—RZ, RY), C) such that ¢; . — u in HY((—R!, R}),C). If

v o itz el0,Ry),
(@) = {w,() [0, RY)

ne : |0,+00) = C,
Pne : [0, +00) 0 if x € [R}, +00),

then {@neln>1 C C°°(Ie, C) satisfies supp ¢ne C Bg, for all n > 1 and ¢, — u. in H(I.,C), as
n — —+oo.
Let now

ifeNnB
on:G—=C, @pe:= {@n’e if e N Br, #0, for every e € E.

0 ifeﬁBROZ(Z)

Then, supp ¢, C Bpg, for alln > 1 and ¢, — U in H'(I.,C) for every e € E.

However, ¢,,’s may not belong to H'(G, C) since they may not be continuous on some vertices v € V.
Nevertheless, we use {¢n,} to construct {u,} C H2(G,C) such that u, — u in H'(G,C) as follows.
By [13, Theorems 8.2 and 8.8], we know that H'(I.,C) — C(I.,C) for every e € E. Then, since G is
locally finite (so that {e € E: eN Bg,} is a finite set), we can find a subsequence {¢,, } such that for all
ec{eeE:enBg, #0},

1
e — ‘PVn,eHC(Ie,(C) = |lue — SDun,eHLOO(Ie,(C) < on for all n > 1, (2.2)

For any v € V and e > v, using the notation introduced for A*(v), define

Cn0ve 1= Ue(V) = Pu,,,e(V),

Cnlwe i= 1AZ (V)ue(v) — P e(V) + 2nCn0,0.c)

Cn,1v,e = max {n, ]cn717vye\3} .
Moreover, for all v € V| let x, := dist(z, v) and consider
Cnove (1 — nmv)z if e=wv, z, <1/n,
0 otherwise,

wn,(),v :G—C, 1/}n,0,v,e(x) = {

and

wn,l,v : G —C, ¢n71,v,e($) :

~ 2 . ~
Cn,l,v,el'v(l - Cn,l,v,el‘v) if e>wv, 2, < 1/Cn,1,v,ea
0 otherwise.
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Observe that, for n large enough, supp ¥y 0.u,sUpp¥n,1,, C Bpgr,. Indeed, for any v ¢ Bg,, since
supp ¢u,,,suppu C Bpg,, we have that, for all e € E with e > v, ¢chove = Cnive = 0 and so
Yn,00 = Un1,e = 0. On the other hand, for any v € Bg, and any e > v, since

< 1 1 < 1
x - = < -,
"o CTL:l”U?e max{n’ ‘Cn717v76|3} n
it is enough to take n large enough such that {z € e : x, <1/n} C Bg,.
Moreover, by (2.2), we have

2 2
2 _ lenowel c 2 _ Anfcno.el n
"17/)”,071)76”2 = n5;;e 22nn7 ||w7/7,,07’l},6 2 = % < C2Tn7
and
|cnlve|2 C ’ 2 46|Cn1v62 C
¢’1772§ 1Y Si w S N»vv Si
H n,1,v 6||2 56?1,1,1),6 n%’ H n,l,v,e||2 15Cn,1,v,e n%
Then, let
Up, = Py, T+ Z (wn,o,v + Q;Z)n,lm)'
’UEV,’UGBRl
For n > 1 large enough, namely such that
1

— < min £,
n vEBR, e~V

and {z € e : 2, < 1/n} C By, for any v € Bg, and e = v, we have u, € H2(G,C). Indeed:
e suppu, C Bp, since, as observed above, the functions involved in the definition of u, have
support contained in Bp,;
o u, € C(G,C) since, for any v € V and e, f > v, if v ¢ Br, then uy(v) = un ¢(v) =0, if v € Bp,
then
Un,e(V) = pu,,,e(V) + Z (Ym0, (V) + V10,6 (V)

wEV,wEBRl
= une(V) + Un0,e(V) + Vn10,e(V) = Cupe(V) + Cnowe = te(v)

and analogously u, ¢(v) = u¢(v), so that, being uc(v) = us(v), we get wup e(v) = up, £(v);
e obviously v’ € L*(G,C) and u/, € C(I.,C) for every e € E;
e ifveVNBg,

1
> (Gt o) = AFO)ne()) =0
and if v € VN Bg,,

3 () = AE@ne®)) = 5 3 (9D, (0) + a0 (0) + Wi (0))

7

erv exv
- Z Aei(v) <‘Pun,e(v) + ¥n,0,e(v) + wn,l,v,e(v))
e-v
1 /
= Z Z (C)Ol/n,e(v) + Cn,l,v,e - 2ncn,0,v,e>
ev

= 3 AF) (Pre®) + o)

e>v

= (Aei(v)ue(v) - A;t(v)ue(v)) =0.

exv
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Therefore, as n — +o0,

Hu — UnHHl(g,(C) < Z (Hue - (Pun,eHHl(Ie,C) + ‘|1/}n,0ﬂ),€ + wnvlvv7eHHl(I€7C)) —0
e€E, eNBRry #0

and so, by previous arguments, u, — u in H}(G,C).
Finally, let u € H}(G,C) and € > 0. Since H}LC(Q, C) is a dense subset of HY (G, C), there exists u; €

H}Lc(g, C) such that ||u — u1|| < £/2. Moreover, by the previous arguments, there exists uy € H2(G,C)
such that ||u; — us|| < /2. Hence, ||u — uz|| < &, concluding the proof. O

Now, let T" be the unique self-adjoint operator associated with @ introduced in Theorem 2.3 and let
dom (D% + V() := H2(G,C). Define the associated quadratic form of D% + V() by

Qo(u, w) == ((D5 + V(2))u,w)s, u,w € dom(Qp) := dom (D5 + V(z)) .

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,+00) be continuous on every edge e € E. Then the
operator T is the Friedrichs extension of D% + V().

Proof. Since C°(G,C) ¢ H2(G,C) C L%(G,C) and C°(G,C) is dense in L2(G,C), it is clear that
D? + V(x) is densely defined in L?(G, C). We first show that D% + V(z) is symmetric and nonnegative.

Let u,w € H2(G,C) and, for some fixed z9 € G, let R > 0 be large enough such that By := {z € G :
dist(z,z9) < R} satisfies (suppu) U (suppw) C Bg. Since G is locally finite, integrating by parts we
have

(Diu, w)2 — (Dau, Dyw), = Z/I (—ul + iAlue + 2iAcul + Ague) We dx

6612 /I (uLwl — iAcucw!, + i Al + A2ucitg) da
= ZgE:b [(11/6(0) - Ae(O)ue(0)> w(0) (1u;(£e) - Ae(fe)ue(fe)> we(fe)]
= (1400 - 4,00.0)) w0
) (Fut0) - A0 ) o
iy [w<v> EACE Af<v>u<v>)] ~0
veEV ev

where Ep, := {e € E : e bounded}, and, analogously,
(u, D124w)2 — (Dau, Dw), = 0.
Thus, D% + V (z) is symmetric and nonnegative and, for every u,w € dom (D3 + V (z)) := H2(G,C) =:
dom(Qo),
Qo(u,w) = (D% + V(2))u, w), = (u, (D% + V(z))w), = (Dau, Daw)y+(V(z)u, w)s = Qu, w). (2.3)

By Lemmas 2.1 and 2.4, dom (D% + V/(z)) is dense in the Hilbert space H}(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) T of D% + V/(z). Moreover, by (2.3), we have that for every u,v € H4(G,C) =

dom(Q),
Q(u,v) = lim Qo(un,vy),

n—-+o0o
where uy,, v, € dom(Qo) and u,, — u, v, — v in H3(G,C). Then, since by Theorem 2.3, T is the unique
self-adjoint operator associated with @ (recall that, in the proof of £467 Theorem 29.4], T' is defined as
the self-adjoint operator associated with @), we conclude that T'=T.. O
Remark 2.6. Due to Lemma 2.5, throughout this paper, unless otherwise specified, we denote with
D? + 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 (G,,).

Theorem 2.7. For j € N, let

T
Nj(T):= inf  sup M,
MeM; yenqoy (U, u)2
where M denotes the family of j-dimensional subspaces of dom(T). Then, for each j € NT, one of the
following alternatives holds.

(i) A\j(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) A\j(T) = inf oess(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, +00) satisfying
A€ L (G,R) and V € L _(G,R), and u € H}(G,C). Then |u| € H'(G,R) and the diamagnetic
inequality

|lul'(2)] < |Dau()| (3.1)
holds pointwise for almost every x € G.

Proof. For any u € H}(G,C) and any e € E, as in [35, Theorem 6.17], we have

Re ( te u'> (@) ifue(z) £0,

|ue|
0 if ue(z) = 0.

Jue|'(2) =

Since, if u.(x) # 0,
Re (ueiAeue> (z) = Re (iAe|uel) (x) =0,

|el
(3.2) reads as
Ue

Re < e DAeue> ()  if ue(x) £0,
0

Juel' () = e

0 if ue(z) =
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Then (3.1) follows from the fact that |Re z| < |z|.
Finally, since Du € L?*(G, C), we conclude that |u|" € L?(G,R). Moreover, by the definition of H}(G, C),
we know that |u| is continuous on G and |u| € L?(G,R), and thus, |u| € H'(G,R). O

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—[l,+00) and V € L] (G,R), to V + V, for any V, € LY(G,R) with 1 < ¢ < +o0.

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. Letp>2. Let A: G —RandV : G — [1,+00) satisfy A € L2 (G,R) and V € L (G,R).

loc loc

For any compact metric graph G, there exist Cp g, Coo.g > 0 such that, for every u € H4(G,C),

p_ 21 1 3
lullly < Cpgllull>Hul3 ™ and ||ulloo < Coogllull>|ul -

For any noncompact metric graph G with a finite number of edges, then there exist Cp g, Coo,g > 0 such
that, for every u € H4(G,C),

P_1 Piq 1 1
lully < CpgllDaully llull; ™ and [lullo < CocgllDaul3 [lull; -

Then, for all V; € LY(G,R) with 1 < ¢ < +o00, by Lemma 3.2, Holder’s inequality and Young’s
inequality, we have that, for any € > 0, there exists C. > 0 such that, for every u € H}l (G,0C),

2q—1 2q

1 -
/g\Vq(:v)HU\Zdw < WVallgllulZze < ClIVallglullzllully * < ellul® + CellVallg™ ullz for ¢ > 1,
=

/gl%(x)\IUIde < WVallillullZe < CllVylgllullllullz < ellull® + ClVyligllull3 for ¢ = 1.

2q

Let e = 1/2. Then, for all v > 1 + C’%HV(M;‘Z*, we obtain that, for every u € H}(G,C),

1 3
llell® + Jlull3 < [}lDAUQ + (V(@) + V() +v) [uf* de < Slul® + (2v = D]lull.
Moreover, for Vo, € L®(G,R), we have that, for all v > ||Va ||l and u € H4(G, C),
lull* < /ngAul2 + (V(2) + Voo() +v) |uf* dz < [Jul® + 20 ]|ul3.

Then, for any V, € L9(G,R) with 1 < ¢ < +o0, for suitable v’s, we can define an equivalent norm on
HY(G,C) by

(/Q|DAU|2 + (V@) + V(@) + ) Juf? dxf .

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
Schrodinger operator D% + (V(z) + Vg (x) + v).
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3.3. A non-existence result. Let us set

2 —p
c*r pv”“ if 2<p<6,
pepi=4 3 gy N\ (3.3)
’ = pc L .
Crd <p = 2) if p> 6,

for any ¢ > 0, where A\; and C), g are defined respectively in (1.5) and in Lemma 3.2, and

4 267174 4 % 2 6

p— P —p
i i <6 - p> <p - 2> Cp g’ A7
for A< 0and 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 ¢ > 0 and 0 < v < picp, there exists no w € H,(G) such that E'(u,G) = 0 and
E(u,G) < cpicp. Moreover, if 2 < p < 6, then for any A <0 and 0 < v < uf\,p, there exists no u € H,(G)
such that (E'(u,G),-) — A(u, )2 = 0.

Proof. Let us prove the first part. Arguing by contradiction, assume that there exists u € H,(G) such

that E'(u,G) = 0 and E(u,G) < cficp for some 0 < v < pic p.
Let 2 < p < 6. Since E'(u,G) = 0, by Lemma 3.2 we have

lull® = p¥(u. G) < Cpgvt*2uf 5, (3.4)
and thus, since ||u|?> > A\i||ul3 for all u € H}(G,C),

£ 8 3— pil
v < HUH 2 < Gyt
_2 -p
which leads to a contradiction, since v < pi., = C’;;f’ )\12” -
1

)\ff

For p = 6, (3.4) contradicts v < fic6 = 06_95'
Now, let p > 6. Then, it follows from E’(u,G) = 0 and E(u,G) < cfip that

2E(ua g) — <El(u7 g)v u> QC:UC,P

U —
(,9) 2 < 2er,
By E'(u,G) = 0 and Lemma 3.2, we obtain
p—6
4 p=6 pt2 2pclle  \ P2
lul* = p¥(u,G) = (p¥(u,G))77 (p¥(u,G))»2 < C”g2 [z <p—MQp> ’

and thus,

—-p
2 p+2 p*ﬁ 2p—4 4

6
—545 [ 2pc \r
Cpg 2 (p—2> Svrpdyt <pdp”

which leads to a contradiction with the definition of u. .

To prove the second part, let 2 < p < 6 and, arguing by contradiction, assume that there exists
u € H,(G) and A < 0 such that (E'(u,G), ) — A(-,u)2 = 0. Then, by Lemma 3.2 and Young’s inequality,
we deduce that

2—p p—2
4\ 5 o 4 \7T _
2 £_1 btz p—_z
ol = Nl = p2(0.0) < oot 1l = (S25) T Guar™ (25) T ul®
6 4 \or
_p 6—p 5—p p+2 2
<SP (5) T ol

namely v > uf\p, which leads to a contradiction. O
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4. MODIFIED FUNCTIONALS

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

1
ET,lt(u’ g) = 5”““2 - \IJ(% g) - Hr,,u(ua g)7 U € U,u7
where U, := {u € H{(G,C) : ||ul|3 < u}, Hy,(u) is a penalization term defined by
H’mﬂ/(u’ g) = fT <

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

T

>, with f.(s) := 15—3 (0<s<1),

l2e]13

roN rs" 1 s" r ¢
fr(s) = T + 1= > ;fr(S) >0, forse(0,1) (4.1)
and ( J 72 . .
" r(r—1)s"" rs" rs" 2s"
= 0, f 0,1 4.2
- (s) —s  Ta-sE a-sE a-sp 0 or s € (0,1), (4.2)
and so f] is increasing for s € [0,1).
Fixing

hy(s) = fL(s)s — fr(s) for s € [0,1),
the information above yields
h.(s) = f!'(s)s >0, forse(0,1), (4.3)
showing that h, is an increasing function for s € [0, 1).
It is standard to prove that E, ,(-,G) € C'(U,,R) and for any u € U, and v € H}(G, C), one has, for
any compact metric graph G,

2
(E;W(u, Gg),v) = (u,v) — Re/g|u\p_2u17 dr — if,', (WJQ> (u,v)2,

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

(B2 0:6).0) = (1)~ Re [ P~ 2und — 21 (”ﬂ@) (4, ).

Next, we show that, for any r > 1 sufficiently large, Palais-Smale (PS) sequences of E,. ,(-,G) converge
to critical points of E,,(-,G) and the critical points of E,,(-,G) converges to a critical point of E(-,G)
constrained on H,(G) as r — 4o00.

Fix p > 0 and assume that, for any » > 1 sufficiently large, there exists a sequence {un,}n>1 C U,
such that {u,,}n>1 is a (PS) sequence of E, ,(-,G) at level ¢, > 0 Moreover, assume that r — ¢, is
non-decreasing. We first show that the (PS) sequences are bounded.

Lemma 4.1. Forr > 1 sufficiently large, the (PS) sequence {unr}n>1 at level ¢, is bounded in H}(G,C).
Proof. Since {uy, ,}n>1 is a (PS) sequence at level ¢,, we have

per + 0 (1) + On(l)Hun,TH = pEﬁu(un,ru g)— <E;’H(un,,~, g), unﬂ">
-2 Uu 2 U 2 U 2
:p Hun,rH2_pfr <H T:LT"2> +2f7{ (H 71;’”2) H n,TH2'

2 Iz
Since, by (4.1), fl(s)s > rf.(s) and f.(s) > 0 for all 0 < s < 1, it follows that, for r > p/2,
p—2
per + on(1) + On(l)Hun,r > 5 Hun,rH2a

from which we conclude. O
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Now, let us define

2y ||un,r||% L
Mg i=—fr | ——— |, Aoo,r 1= limsup Ay, -,
K o n—+400
and, since r — ¢, is non-decreasing and ¢, > 0 for r > 1,
Coo := lim ¢ > 0.
r—-+00

We have

Lemma 4.2. If coo < +00, then, for r > 1 sufficiently large, Ao » < +00, and

2
limsup Ao < &.
r—+00
Proof. For every r > 1, since f.(0) = f-(0) = 0 and f/(s)s — fy(s) = 400 as s — 17, by continuity,
there exists &, € (0,1) such that

Coo = f;(gr)gr - fr(fr)

We now claim that £, — 1~ as 7 — +o00. Argue by contradiction, suppose that there exists a subsequence
{rn} with r,  +o00 (monotone sequence) such that &, — & as n — +oo for some & € [0,1). Then,

r. — 1)&m Tn+1

(rn )r"+ m—— =0 asn — +oo,

1*57‘71 (1*57%)

Coo = f;n (grn)frn - frn(frn) =

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

Coo fr{(gr)fr — fr(gr)
7“—1_ r—1 >fr(§r)>07
so that f.(&) — 0 as r — 400, and we have also that
i fl(e) = lim_ FI&S — fg@«) +fr(&) _ Jim_ %o+£f<€> el (4.4)

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

on(l) = <E;7H(un’r,g),un,r>
% Y H“n,T’H% ”umr”%
2!
K K

= 2By (tnr, G) = (p = 2) ¥ (tn,r, ) + 2fr (Huu
2 9 )
<2 [Ewwn,mg) i (”“”2) s (’“nvrﬂz) Hun,ruz} |
[ I p

Then,

lim sup [f,', <HUHTH%> lmr 13 — fr (M>] < lim Er,(uns, Q) = ¢ < oo = fr(&)E — fr(&)

n—+00 H © K n—+oo
and so, since, by (4.3), s — f/(s)s — fr(s) is strictly increasing on [0, 1), we have
2
lim sup LUW”THZ <&
n—+o0o 1%
Thus, since by (4.2), s — f/(s) is strictly increasing on [0, 1), using (4.4), we get
2 Unr |13 2
oo = ;hmsup I <H n’TH2> < ;f,', (&) < 400

n—+00 M
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for » > 1 large enough and

2
limsup A\oo» < lim *f (&) = ==
r—+400 r—too i K

O

Now we want to prove the compactness of {u, },>1. First observe that, using for instance Theorem
2.7, since V' > 1, then inf oess (D4 +V (2)) > 1 (if 0ess (D4 +V (z)) = 0, then we set inf oess (D4 +V (2)) =
+00).

This allow us to assume

Coo < ginf Oess (D2 + V() (4.5)
and define

2¢00
Y := span {u € HY(G,C) : (D4 + V(x))u = Au for some \ < Z}

whose dimension, by (4.5), is finite. Consequently, H}l(g ,C) possesses the orthogonal decomposition
H}(G,C)=YaY"

and so that for any u € Y and v € Y+, (u,v)y = 0.
Let P denote the orthogonal projector from HY(G,C) onto Y. Then, every u € H4(G,C) can be
written as
uw=Pu+ (I - P)u,
where Pu € Y and (I — P)u € Y*. Moreover, let § > 0 be small enough such that 2ce/p + 3 <
inf oess(D% + V(x)). Applying the same orthogonal decomposition as before for

2¢0
Y5 := span {u € H{(G,C) : (D4 + V(z))u = Mu for some \ < oy (5}
W

we have that the dimension of Yy is finite. Then, if § is so small such that there are no u € Y such that
(D% + V(z))u = Au for X € (2co0/Ht, 2¢00/ 1t + 6], we have Y5 = Y. Moreover, by Theorem 2.7, for any
veYt = Y(SL, we have

]2 > ( - +6) ol (4.6)

Indeed, assume by contradiction that there exists v € Y1\{0} and

2c
ol < (%22 + 6 ol
1
Then, for any u € Y5\{0}, we have

2 2 2 2 2
2
R {\unw |rv||2} J%e s W
luol3 = ul3+ ol el o3 S = "w

Analogously we can see that, for any u,w € Y5\{0} with u,w eigenfunctions corresponding to different

eigenvalues, we have
2 2 2
lutwl® {H ull® fwll }é 200

[u+ w3 — [ull3” [lwl3 7

+ 0.

Then, since dim Yy < 400,
2
2
||u||2 < Coo 4,
ueY;s\{0} ||U||2 2

and, by (4.7),
Jul? _ 2¢o0
sup 5 < — +0.
we(vse{tv:tech\{o} llull p
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Thus, by Theorem 2.7,

Airq = inf lull® _
j41 = in sup < 2C00 /0 + 0

MeM; yenn (o3 [lull3

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 u, € U, such that, up to a
subsequence, Up, — Uy N H}‘(g, C) as n — +00. Moreover, u, satisfies
Eru(ur,G) = ¢ and B} ,(ur,G) =0
with )
2 2
=f! (Hur”2> = Aoo,r and limsup Ao < oo
K K r—4-00 K

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

we may assume that
2Co0 2Co0
0< My = Ao < — < — + 6 asn — +oo. (4.8)
f 1
By Lemma 4.1, {uy,  }r>1 is bounded in H}l(g, C), and thus, up to a subsequence, u, , — u, in H}l(g, C).
Since {un;}n>1 C Uy, by Fatou’s Lemma and using Remark 2.2, we get

lur 13 < Yim inf||up |3 < lim supluno |5 < p. (4.9)
n—r+00 n——+00

We claim that ||u,||3 < . Arguing by contradiction, suppose that ||u,||3 = u. Then, by (4.9),
. 2
i3 = . (4.10)
Since {uy, ; }n>1 is bounded (and so, by Lemma 3.2, { E(upr, G) }n>1 is bounded) and, by (4.10), f-(||lun.||3/1) —
—00, we obtain E, ,(un,,G) — —oo, which is absurd.

Next, we are going to prove that w,, — u, in Hil(g,(C). To this end, by Remark 2.2, since the
embedding H(G,C) — LP(K,C) is compact, and by Lemma 4.2, it follows that

<E,(u7” g)’ > - )‘oo,r(ur, ‘)2 =0
and

Re/ (]um«\p_QunJ — |ur|p_2ur)(un,7a —up)dxr — 0, asn— 4oo.
K

Since (E}. ,(tn), Unr — ur) = 0n(1), the above information gives

|t — UTHZ = <El(un,r7 g)— El(u’ﬁg)vun,r — up)
- <E1/”,,u(un:“ G), tny — Ur) — (E'(ur,G), U — Ur) + A (Un e, Unr — Up)2
e [ (P2 = i 20 (s — ) o

= On(l) - )\oo,r(ura Un,r — ur)2 + )\n,r(un,ra Unpr — UT)Q

(4.11)

= )‘OOJ"”un,r - UTH% + ()‘n,r - )‘oo,r)(un,m Un,r — ur)2 + 0n(1)

= Aoorlltns = url|3 + 0n(1).
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Since the dimension of Y is finite, we obtain P(uy,, —u,) — 0 in H4(G,C). On the other hand, from
(4.6) and (4.11) it follows that

AWWU—PW%w—uﬁ%+@JU=HU—PX%J—WNPZ(%f+ﬂ>WI—PM%¢—wN@

Hence, by (4.8), (I — P)(un, —uy) — 0 in H4(G,C). Therefore, up, — u, in H4(G,C) and so we can
conclude. 0

Let {r,} be a monotone sequence with r,, > 1 and r,, / +oco. Now, we show that, under the
assumption (4.5), the critical points u,, of E;, ,(-,G), obtained by Lemma 4.3, converges to a critical
point of E(-,G) constrained on H,(G) as n — +o00.

Lemma 4.4. If (4.5) holds, then there exists u € H4(G,C) such that, up to a subsequence, u,, — u
in H{(G,C), as n — +o0o. Moreover, u satisfies E(u,G) = ceo, and, either u is a critical point of
E(-,G) constrained on H,(G) with Lagrange multiplier X € [0,2coo/p], or u is a critical point of E(-,G)
constrained on H,(G) for some 0 < v < pu with Lagrange multiplier A\ = 0.

Proof. By repeating the arguments of Lemmas 4.1 and 4.3, we may assume that, up to a subsequence,
uy, — win HY(G,C) and there exists a A € [0, 2co0 /] such that As . — A as n — +o0.
We claim that )
frn (HUT"HQ> — 0 as n — 4o00. (4.12)
1
Indeed, if ||ul]2 = 0, then (4.12) follows by definition; if 0 < |lul|2 < u, it is an immediate consequence of
(4.1), since

Tn

2 2
2, (H“nHz> = Aoc,r,, and Hmsup Ao, < =2

% 1% n—+00
Hence, since E;, ,.(ur,,G) = ¢, and E|  (u,,G) =0,
2c
E(”) g) = Coo, <El(u7g)a > - A(u7 ')2 = Oa HuH% < K, 0<A< 700

Since ¢ > 0, then u is nontrivial, so that either ||ul|3 = p or ||ul|3 < p. In the latter case,

2 2 9 2
0< A= lim )\OOJ = lim ff’ (‘u“b> < hmsupff;" <u—|—|u||2) =0,
7

n—+4o00 " n—+00 (i n e n—-+o0o 2[&

which implies A = 0. O
Remark 4.5. Since, for s € [0,\1),

ol = sl = (1= 55 ) I+ 55 ol = sl > (1= =) .

for all s € (—o0, A1), on H}(G,C) we can define the equivalent norm

</g\DAu|2 F V(@) — ) ul? da:) :

Thus, Lemmas 4.1-4.4 apply to the operator D% + (V(z) — s)) for all s € (—o0, A1), and this fact plays
an important role in the proof of Theorem 1.5.

We conclude this section defining the functional J;. ,(+,G) : H{(G,C) — R by

B(Er,(u,G)) ifueU,,
Jrp(u, G) i= ’
(U, G) {_1 otherwise,

where 8 € C*°(R,R) satisfy 8 = —1 on (—o0,—1], 8(t) =t for t € [0,400), B(t) <0, for t € (—1,0).
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Observe that, by the definition of f, we have that for every u € 9U, there exists ¢ = e(u) > 0 such
that E, ,(v,G) < —1 for every v € U, N B(u).

Then, arguing as in [7, Lemma 7.1], J,.,(,G) € C*(H4(G,C),R) and, if u is a critical point of .J;. ,(-,G)
with J,,(u,G) > 0, then v € Uy, is also a critical point of E, ,(-,G) at the same energy level. The same
conclusion holds for (PS) sequences. Therefore, instead of E,.,(-,G), we can look for positive min-max
levels of J,,,(-,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 u > 0. The following lemma
shows that the functional E, ,(-,G) possesses the mountain pass geometry in U,.

Lemma 5.1. The functional E, ,(-,G) possesses the following properties:

(i) There exist o, p > 0 such that E, ,(u,G) > a for u € U, with ||ul| = p;
(ii) There exists e € U, with |le|]| > p such that E, ,(e,G) < 0.

Proof. (i) For any u € H4(G,C) with |jul| = p < v/A1p, we have
0

1
2 -~ 2:7<.
Jul < 5l = 4 <

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

1 1 2\
——CpP?— — <p> .
2 Ap = p? \ pA1

Since p > 2 and r > 1, we can conclude.

(ii) Choosing up € H4(G, C) with |luo||3 = u, it is easy to verify that

Eop(0,6) > Ll — w0y~ 1, (L) > 2
r,u U, =5 ) r i) =

lim E, ,(tug,G) = —oo.
t—1—

Therefore, since p? < Ay, it is enough to take tg € (p?/(A1p), 1) sufficiently close to 1 to get E;. ,(touo, G) <
0. O

Thus we can define the minimax value

= inf E t
o 7éIF1r,u trél[glv}lc] T7M(/y< )7 g) g 0’

where
Ly =A{y € C([0,1],Uy) : v(0) = 0, Eyu(~(1),G) < 0}

For any r > 1, the mountain pass geometry allows us to find a (PS) sequence {uy r}n>1 at the level ¢,.
Moreover, if ri < rp, we have ¢, < ¢, because E,, ,(-,G) < Ep, 4(-,G) on U,. Then we can define

Coo :=sSUpc, = lim c;.
r>1 r—+00

Note that, for any r > 1 and any u € H}(G, C)\{0} with ||u||3 = p, we have

¢ < sup B, (tu,G) < sup E(tu,G).
tel0,1) 0<t<1

Then, for all u € H}(G,C)\{0} with |jul|3 = u, we have

oo < sup E(tu,§).
0<t<1

Now, we provide an important upper bound estimate for c.
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Lemma 5.2. If the condition (G) holds, then
Coo < %\1 < %infaess(Di +V(z)).
Instead, if the condition (G,,) holds, then
Coo < %\1 < %info’ess(D% + V(z)).

Proof. Let @1 be the eigenvector corresponding to the first eigenvalue \; and satisfy |¢1]|3 = p. Then,
for t > 0,

t2uN
E(te1,G) = NT — t"U(p1,G).

If the condition (G) holds, then W(p1,G) > 0. Define g(t) = E(ty,G). We have ¢'(t) = tpuh —

ptP~ (1, G).
. <m> =
P\I’(Wla g)

Set
If tg > 1, then g(t) is increasing for 0 < ¢ < 1, and thus
A A
e < sup Elte1,9) < B(e1,0) = 5 —w(p1,0) < 2L,
0<t<1
If 0 < tg < 1, then ¢y is the unique maximum point of g(¢) in 0 < ¢ < 1, and thus

t2u\ A
Coo < sup E(ty1,G) = E(top1,G) = 0'; L —tg‘If(cm,g) < %
0<t<1

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

t2u\ A
Coo < sup E(tgp1,G) = sup <L2L1 —tp‘l’(sm,g)> < %
0<t<1 0<t<1

0

Remark 5.3. By repeating the arquments of Lemma 5.1 for D% + (V(z) — s) with s € (—oo, A1), for
every v > 1 we can define the minimaz value

Crs:= inf max E t),g) >0,
e YEL 4,5 t€[0,1] W’SW( ) g)

where, for every u € Uy,
s
Er,,u,s(ua g) = Er,u(uvg) - 5”11”%
and
FT‘:IJ'VS = {7 € C([O’ 1]7 UH‘) : 7(0) - O’ ET?H‘?S(’V(I)’ g) < O}.
For every r > 1, the mountain pass geometry allows us to find a (PS) sequence {un ystn>1 of Er s at

the level ¢, s > 0.
Then, for all u € H(G,C)\{0} with ||ul|3 = u, we have that r > 1+ ¢, 5 is non decreasing and

s
Coo,s "= SUPCr g < SUD <E(tu, g)— f||tu||§> :
r>1 0<t<1 2

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

D2+ V(@) —5) O s)
Coo,s 9 = 9

< inf oo (D4 4 V(z)) — s = ginf Oess(D4 + V() — s),
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and, if the condition (G,,) holds, then

M (D2 +V(x) — Al —
tros < 12 A+2 (@) =) _ p . %) < infows(D2 4 V(2)) — 5 = B inf 0D + V() — 9),
where
2 2

werf@oNor  lull3
Thus, we are ready to prove Theorem 1.3.

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

(i) either there exists u € H4(G,C) such that u is a critical point of E(-,G) — s||-/|3/2 constrained
on H,(G) with a Lagrange multiplier As € [0, A1 — s] (or A € [0, A; — 5) if (G) holds),
(ii) or there exists a u € H4(G,C) such that u is a critical point of E(-,G) — s||-||3/2 constrained on
H,(G) for some 0 < v < p with Lagrange multiplier Ay = 0.
Note that s + A5 € [s,A1] (or s+ A5 € [s, A1) if (G) holds).
Thus, if there exists no critical point u € HY(G,C) of E(-,G) constrained on H,(G) with Lagrange
multiplier A € (—o0, A1] (A € (=00, A1) if (G) holds), then, for all s € (—o0, A1), case (ii) occurs, i.e., for
all s € (—o00, 1), E(-,G) has a critical point u € H}(G,C) constrained on H,(G) for some 0 < v < p
and the corresponding Lagrange multiplier is s.

On the other hand, if there exists sop € (—oo0, A1) such that E(-,G) has no critical point u € H}(G, C)
constrained on H,(G) for some 0 < v < p with Lagrange multiplier so. Then, for s = s, case (i) occurs,
i.e., there exists a u € H}(G,C) such that u is a critical point of E(-,G) constrained on H,(G) with
Lagrange multiplier s, + sp € [0, A\1 — s] (Asy + S0 € [0, A1 — s) if (G) holds). This completes the proof
of Theorem 1.3. 0

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

Proof of Theorem 1.4. Assume that (G) or (G,,) are satisfied. By Lemma 4.4 and Lemma 5.2, we know
that there exists u € H} (G, C) satisfying E(u,G) = cs < uA1/2, and one of the following two alternatives
occurs:
(i) either w is a critical point of E(-,G) constrained on H,(G) with Lagrange multiplier A € [0, A{]
(A €]0,A1) if (G) holds)
(ii) or w is a critical point of E(-,G) constrained on H,(G) for some 0 < v < p with Lagrange
multiplier A = 0.
Applying Lemma 3.3 for ¢ = A;/2, we conclude that, for any 0 < p < g := py, /2, case (ii) can not
occur.
Moreover, if 2 < p < 6, by Lemma 3.3, since uf\p — +00 as A — —oo, we have that for any pu > 0
and for any A < 0 and v > 0 such that 0 < v < p < pj ,, there exists no u € H,(G) satisfying
(E'(u,G),-) — A(-,u)2 = 0. Thus, case (ii) of Theorem 1.3 can not occur and so we complete. O

6. PROOF OF THEOREM 1.5

In this section we assume that (G,,;) 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 (G,,) we assume that for every j = 1,...,m, Aj < inf gess(D% + V(z)). Here we
consider j = 2,...,m (j > 2 if m = 400)? 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 ¢; be a eigenfunction corresponding to the eigenvalue \; and, if » > 1, define

+oo
Yj :=span{u € H}(G,C) : (D4 + V(z))u = \u for some A < \;}, Zj = @Xj,l,
l=j

Brji={ueYj:ull <prj}, Neji={uveZj:|ul =&},
where X ; := span{p;}, X;; := span{y;,;} for [ > j + 1, {¢;;}i>;+1 is an orthogonal basis of YjL, and
prj > & > 0.
Note that, by [7, Lemma 7.1], we know that, if {un,j}n>1 C H3(G,C) is a (PS) sequence of J, (-, G)
(defined in Section 4) at level ¢, ; > 0, then {uy ,j}n>1 C U, and it is also a (PS) sequence of E,. (-, G)
at the same energy level. Thus, using [50, Theorem 3.5] for J,. ,(-,G), we have the following result.

Lemma 6.1. Forr >1 and2 <j<m, let

org = W max ru(7(1), ),

where Ty j == {y € C(B,;, H{(G,C)) : —y(u) = v(—u) for all u € B,; and v |8Brj =1id}.
If

b= inf J.,(u,G)>0>a,;:= max J.,(u,G),
’U,GZJ‘ uEY}
l[ull=¢r.; lull=pr.;

then ¢, j > by; > 0, and, for E, ,(-,G), there exists a (PS) sequence {un . j}n>1 satisfying
E?“,u(umnj, g) — Crj, E’r,u’ (un,r,j, g) —0 asn— +oo.

To apply Lemma 4.4, we first establish some basic frameworks as in Section 5.
For r > 1 and 2 < j <m, set p,j := \/u);. We have

Lemma 6.2. Forr > 1 and 2 < j < m, we have ¢, ; < ,u)\j/2 and a,; = —1.
Moreover, for any 2 < j <m and € > 0, there exist & ; > 0 and r.; > 1, such that, for all r > r. ;,

=
= . pj  Cpgr2A;*
by i = f F > — - = g, 6.1
. ulélzj T,#(ua g) > 9 D € (6.1)
llull=¢e,;

Proof. For all u € Yj, we have |[ul|> < A\j||u|3 and so Y; N U, C B, ; and
s
sup E,u(u,G) < Q.
u€eY;NU, 2
Thus, taking v = id in I, ;,
, 1A
¢ < sup Jru(w,G) <max<0, sup E,,(u,G)p < —.
u€B,.; weY;NU, 2

Moreover, for all u € Y, using again that |Ju||? < Aj||lu||3 we have that, if |u| = p;;, then |lu]|3 > u and
so a,j = —1. Let now k > 1. For every u € Z; with ||u|* = (k — 1)u);/k, we have

2 k—1)
sl _
Jully < 55 - =
and so, by Lemma 3.2 and since f, is increasing,
» p P2
k—1p\; E—1\2z CpguzA,* kE—1\"
E, > Py ’ J k2=
wlwG) 2 ==75 ( k ) P K
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Thus, for any € > 0, taking k large enough, we can find & ; > 0 and 7. ; > 1, such that, for all » > r. ;,

p P22
) — 2 p N

Now we are ready to prove Theorem 1.5.

Proof of Theorem 1.5. Let 2 < j < m. If 1y > 1 is such that ¢, ; > 0, then, for all v € I',, ;, we have
max Jryu(y(u),G) > 0, and thus

UEDrq,j

e Iru(y(w),G) = e By n(v(1),G).

Since py.j, By j and I',. j are independent of > 1 and, if 1 < rq < 1o, B, u(+,G) < By, (-, G) on H}(G,C),
we have

0<c¢p,j= inf J, = inf E < inf E .
g = LB, T 0D = T g P09 S B, a0 )

Hence, for all v € I',, ;, we have max FE,, ,(y(u),G) > 0 and so

ue ro,j

;< inf E = inf J = Cry - 6.2
crig S dpf  max Eru(y(u),§) = Bf | max Jnu(7(1),9) = eny (6.2)

Let us fix k € Nt with 2 <k <m. If ¢;, > 0, then, due to the monotonicity in (6.2), we can define

Cook := lim ¢ .
’ r—+oo ’

Let us denote cx,1 1= coo Which is defined in Section 5.
By the definition of J, (-, G), taking &, ; = & ;, we have that, if b, ; > 0, then b, ; = b, ; > 0.

Moreover, since \; < Ao < ... < A\p_1 < Ak, there exists ji such that, for all 0 < p < g,

A N CogbaT N CogibAT

2 2

2 2 P 2 2 P 2
Fix 0 < p < fig. By Lemma 6.2, for any 2 < i <k, ¢;; < pAi/2 and a,; = —1 for all » > 1. Moreover,
for every € > 0, there exist & := & ; > 0 and r; > 1, such that, for all » > 7, (6.1) holds. Then, if £ >0
small enough, using (6.3), we get that for every 2 < ¢ <k, b,; > 0. Hence, by Lemma 6.1, ¢,; > b,; and
SO

i ~ Ai
] > Cri 2> b =bpi > NQZ 1'
Thus, for r > g := max {r;}, taking c 1 := ¢~ and using also Lemma 5.2, we conclude

2<i<j

A A A
O<Coo,1 S% <br,2 SCOO,Q < % <... <br,k§Coo,k§ %
Since A\ < inf 0ess(D? + V()), using (6.2) and Lemma 6.1, by Lemma 4.4 we conclude that, for any
2 < i < k, there exists u; € HY(G, C) satisfying E(u;,G) = cx; and one of the following two alternatives
occurs:

(i) either w; is a critical point of E(-,G) constrained on H,(G) with Lagrange multiplier w; €
0,20 4/1] € [0, A

(ii) or w; is a critical point of E(-,G) constrained on H,(G) for some 0 < v < p with Lagrange
multiplier w; = 0.
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Applying Lemma 3.3 for ¢ = \/2, we obtain that, if x is small enough (u € (0, min{suy, j2, fir.}), for

any 1 < i <k, (ii) can not occur. Thus, E(-,G) has at least k critical points uy,ug, ..., u; constrained
on H,(G).
_1
Now, let 2 < p < 6 (or p =6 with u < \/3065)4, m = 400, and 'lil_iT_l Aj = 4o00. For i € N*, we can
’ J—+0o0

choose j; > 2 such that 7 — j; is strictly increasing, j; — +00 and \j; — 400 as i — +oo. Then, by
Lemma 6.2, there exist §1; > 0 and r; > 1 such that

B\
br,.j, > P, CnghzA,
13J1 — 2 p

— 1.

Thus, BTi,ji — 400 as i — 400, and so, by the definition of J,.,(-,G), taking &, ; = &, for i large
enough we have b, ;, = ZN)TZ,,J-Z. > 0 and, eventually passing to a subsequence, we can consider i — by, j,
strictly increasing.

Hence, repeating the previous arguments, we conclude that, for any fixed g > 0 (note that, since, by
Lemma 6.1, ¢ j; > by, j; = +00 as i — 400, the assumption that p < fi;, is not required) and for any
1 > 2, there exists u; € HA(Q,(C) satisfying E(u;,G) = ¢4, With, by Lemma 6.2, cxj, , < Cooji <
pAj; /2, and one of the following two alternatives occurs:

(i) either w; is a critical point of E(-,G) constrained on H,(G) with Lagrange multiplier w; €
10,2005, /1] € [0, 1)
(ii) or wu; is a critical point of E(,G) constrained on H,(G) for some 0 < v < pu with Lagrange
multiplier w; = 0.
2 6—p

Then, by Lemma 3.3, we conclude that, for any 0 < p < piy. /9, = C;? )\f”ﬁ, E(-,G) has infinitely

critical points constrained on H,(G) whose corresponding energy levels tend to +oo.

Finally, let 2 < p < 6, m = 400, and .liﬁl Aj = +o00, and let us extend the existence of infinitely
J—+00

critical points as above to all 4 > 0. By Lemma 3.3, since ,u;p — 400 as A — —oo, we have that
for any p,v > 0 and A < 0 such that 0 < v < p < pj,, there exists no u € H,(G) satisfying
(E'(u,G),") — A(;u)2 = 0. Fix p > 0 and A < 0 such that p3 , > p. Then, repeating the previous
arguments for 2 < p < 6, m = 400, and lim \; = 400 to E(-,G) — A||||3/2, we conclude that it

J—+00
has infinitely critical points constrained on H,(G) whose corresponding energy levels tend to +oo. This
completes the proof. O

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 (G,,).

We shall study the existence and multiplicity of critical points of the functional E(-,G) constrained on
the L?-sphere H,(G) with > 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 g > 0, we assume that for any r > 1
sufficiently large there exists a (PS) sequence {uy,}n>1 C H4(G,C) for E, (-, G) at level ¢, > 0 and
that r — ¢, is non-decreasing.

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

1 _1
4Note that V3Ce & > Ceé = Hxg, /2.6
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Recalling that, by (G,), for 1 < k < m, )i is an eigenvalue below inf gess(D% + V(2)), let

inf oess (D2 + V(2)) — A
5 i e (A"; @) =My inf oess (D2 + V(7)) < 400

1 if inf oess(D% + V(7)) = +00,

and
Yy :=span{u € H4(G,C) : (D% + V(z))u = \u for some A < A, + 6}

Then, since A\, +0x < inf oess(D% +V (2)), the dimension of Y is finite. Consequently, H}(G, C) possesses
the orthogonal decomposition

H4(G,C) =Yy @ Yy,

so that for every u € Y, and v € YkL, (u,v)y = 0. Let Py denote orthogonal projector from H}‘(g, C)
onto Y. Then, every u € H}(G,C) can be written as

u= Pyu+ (I — Py)u,
where Pyu € Yy and (I — Py)u € Y- and, arguing as in the proof of (4.6),

Hv||2 > (Mg + 5k)||v||% for any v € YkL. (7.2)
Set now
N[ & iz
_ p—
*k = C 2
He T Yoog < A > [3@— 1>]
and
Cxo = lim ¢,.
T—+00

Lemma 7.1. If 0 < p < pui* and coo < pAg/2, then, for r > 1 sufficiently large, there exists u, € U,
such that, up to a subsequence, Up, — Uy in H}‘(Q,C), as n — 4+00. Moreover, u, satisfies
B, (ur,G) = ¢ and E, ,(u,,G) =0
with
2 uy || 2c
—f; (M> = Ao, and limsup Ao, < ==,
K K r—+00 K

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

Then, as in Lemma 4.1, we can conclude that {uy,,}»>1 is bounded in H}(G,C),

2pc, 2 A
lim sup||uy, || < Do o Pl o PRAE (7.4)
n—4o00 p—2 " p—2"p-—2

and thus, up to a subsequence, u,, — u, in H}(G,C) and, arguing as in the proof of Lemma 4.3, we
get that ||u,||3 < .
Now we are going to prove that u,, — u, in H}(G,C). To this end, we first verify that
(E'(ur, G), ) — Moo (tp, )2 = 0. (7.5)

Recall that, by Lemma 2.4, H}Lc(g,@) is a dense subset of H}(G,C). For any ¢ € H}LC(Q,C), since
{tnr}n>1 is a (PS) sequence and H} (G, C) is compactly embedded in L?(B,C), where B = supp ¢ (see
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Remark 2.2), we have
(E'(ur, G), ) = Moo (tiry 0)2 =(E} |, (tnr, G), 0) 4+ (Ur = tnry ©) + Anr (Unrs ©)2 = Acor (Ur, )2
+ Re/ (Jtn [P~ 2t e — | P20, )P da
=(Anr _Ji\oo,r)(un,ra ©)2 + Ao, (Unr — Ur, )2 + 0n(1)
=o0p(1).

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

[ty — w2 = (B (tny, G) — E' (tr, G), tny — )
+ Re/(|unm|p_2un7r — |u,,|p_2ur)(unm —uy)dx
g
= (E:w(unm, G), tng — tr) — (E'(ur, G), tny — tr) + A (U Uy — tr)2 (7.6)

4 Re [ (el s = a2, iy — )
g
= oo |[tnr — ur|3 + Re/(lun,r|1’—2un,r — P20 (i — ) daz + 0 (1).
G

Let g : R? — R? be defined by g(z,y) := (2% + y2)¥(a:, y). Then, the Jacobian matrix of g is
—2 —4 2
To(@,y) = (@ + ") 7 T+ (p - 2)(* +4)"7 <§y 2‘3’) :
and thus, for any (z1,91), (z2,92) € R,
p—d

€ p=2 (I z
Jy(z1, 1) <yz) — (24D (yj) +(p—2) (2 +4]) 2 (w122 + y1y2) (yi) :

Thus, by the fundamental theorem of calculus, for any (x1,41), (x2,%2) € R?, we have
! Tro — T
g(z2,92) — g(z1,91) = / Jg(z1 + (22 — 1), 91 +t(y2 — y1)) ( _ ) dt,
0 Y2—U
which implies

p—2
’

92, 92) — g(x1,91)] < (p — Dmax{ (23 + 1) "7 ., (23 +43)"7 H(w2 — 21)% + (32 — 1)))?.

Since the norm is lower semicontinuous, then, by (7.4), also |lu,||> < puAr/(p—2). Then, by Lemma 3.2
and (7.4),

5% B2 lun e — wrll3

Re/(!”n,r\p_zun,r = [urP7%ur) (tnyr — wr) dae| < (p — 1) max{ s, |
g
_9 p=2 p=2 p=2
< (p—-1)C%gn * max{|luns "=, Jurll = Hluns — urll3

p—2

o p=2 (PN \ T
<0083 (225) 7 s -l

and so, by (7.6), we obtain
p—2

_o9 p—2 A N
Ao+ (p = 1)CT 21" <ppk > ] [t — |3 + 0n (1)

= * <

2
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Now, if 0 < p < pz*, we get

1
|t — ur|* < <)\oo7r + 36k) [ty — |3 + 0n(1). (7.7)

Since the dimension of Y} is finite, we obtain Py(uy,, —u,) — 0 in H}(G,C). Moreover, by (7.2) and
(7.7) it follows that

(Ao + 300 102 = P = ) B 0001 KT = Pty = ) > O T = Py = )

Hence, by (7.3), (I — Pg)(uny — ur) — 0 in H}(G,C). Therefore, up, — u, in H}(G,C) and so we can
conclude. O

Repeating the arguments used in the first part of Section 5, for > 1, the mountain pass geometry of
the functional E, ,(-,G) allows us to find a (PS) sequence {u,  }n>1 satisfying

Er,u(un,ry g) — Cr, Er,u’ (Un,m g) — 0,
where r — ¢, is non-decreasing. Moreover, defining

Coo :=supc, = lim ¢,
r>1 r—+00

we can show that, for all u € H}(G, C)\{0} with ||u||3 = p, we have

Coo < sup E(tu,G).
0<t<1

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

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

A
Coo < % < ginf Oess(D4 + V().
Proof. Let o1 be the eigenfunction corresponding to the first eigenvalue \; and that satisfies |13 = p-

Then, for t > 0,

g(t) == E(ty1,G) =

The nontriviality of ¢ implies that U(¢1,G) > 0 and so

. (my—z
p¥(e1,9)

is the unique critical point (maximizer) of g in (0, 400). If ¢y > 1, then g is increasing for 0 < ¢ < 1,
and thus

2uA
’; L 20(p, Q).

A A

teo < sup Eltp1,G) < Bp1,G) = 50— w(py,6) < 2L
0<t<1 2 2

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

t3uA A

coo < sup Eltor1,G) = E(topr,G) = 2o — b 0(p1,G) < H2.
0<t<1 2 2
O
Remark 7.3. Following Section 6, for every k = 2,...,m we can get the same estimate for cu .

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 < p < pi*, there exists u € HY(G,C) satisfying F(u,G) = coo < pA1/2, and one of the
following two cases must hold:
(i) either u is a critical point of E(-,G) constrained on H,(G) with Lagrange multiplier A € [0, A1)
(ii) or w is a critical point of E(-,G) constrained on H,(G) for some 0 < v < p with Lagrange
multiplier A = 0.

Then, repeating the arguments of Lemma 3.3 for ¢ = A\;/2, we conclude that, there exists no u € H,(G)
such that E'(u,G) = 0 and E(u,G) < pA;/2. Hence, for any 0 < p < pf := min{ug, ui*}, where
o = i, j2,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 < p < min{z, *} (as in Section 6, 0 < p < iy, is
used to get the same estimate for co ;) and 2 < i < k, there exists u; € H} (G, C) satisfying E(u;,G) =
Coo,i With o0 -1 < €o0,i < pAi/2 and one of the following two cases must hold:

(i) either w; is a critical point of E(-,G) constrained on H,(G) with Lagrange multiplier w; €
[07 2000,2'//4 C [07 )‘2]
(ii) or u; is a critical point of E(-,G) constrained on H,(G) for some 0 < v < pu with Lagrange
multiplier w; = 0.
Repeating the arguments of Lemma 3.3 for ¢ = A,/2, we obtain that, if u is small enough (u € (0, pj)
with ;= min{uy, j2,p, ik, #"}), for any 1 < i < k, (ii) can not occur. Thus, for any 0 < p < puj,
E(-,G) has at least k critical points w1, us, ..., u; constrained on H,(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 w € H{(G,C) is a critical point of E(-,G) constrained on H,(G), then u is twice continuously
differentiable on every edge e € E and there exists a Lagrange multiplier A € R such that w is a solution
of equation (1.3) or equation (1.4), respectively.

Indeed, let u € H} (G, C) be a critical point of E(-,G) constrained on H,(G) with Lagrange multiplier
A € R. For any edge e € E and bounded interval I C I, we have

/\u’e12+\u€2dx< 2/|DAeue|2dx+2/|Aeue\2d:n+/Ve(:c)]ue|2d3:
I I I I

< 2/I|DAEUe|2 dw+2"Ae||i<>°(1,R)||ueH%2(I,R) +/IV6($)|ue|2d$

and thus, u, € H'(I,C). Since u is a constrained critical point of E(-,G), for any ¢ € C§°(I,C),
integrating by parts (see, e.g., [13, Corollary 8.10]), we obtain

/ u, @ + 2iAc(2)u,@ + i AL(T)ue@ + (|Ae(2)]? + Vel(@))ue@ do = / M@ + XK ,e|Ue [P 2ue @ da,
I I

where xx. =1 1if e € E is a bounded edge and xx,. = 0 if e € E is an unbounded edge. Then, by the
definition of weak derivative,
ul = Mg — Xre|te|P 2ue + 20 A (2)ul, + iAL(x)ue + (|Ae(2)]* + Ve(z))ue on 1. (A.1)

Hence, u! € L*(I,C), and it follows from [13, Theorem 8.2] that u/, € C(I,C). Then, by [13, Remark
6 in Chapter 8] and (A.1), we conclude that u, € C?(I,C). Since e € E and I C I, are arbitrary, u, is
twice continuously differentiable for every edge e € E.
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