arXiv:2211.15354v2 [math.AP] 30 Nov 2022

Normalized solutions for the nonlinear Schrödinger equation with potential and combined nonlinearities^∗

Jin-Cai Kang, Chun-Lei Tang^†

School of Mathematics and Statistics, Southwest University, Chongqing 400715, China

Abstract: In present paper, we study the following nonlinear Schrödinger equation with combined power nonlinearities −Δu + V (x)u + λu = |u|^{2∗−2}u + μ|u|^{q−2}u in R^N , N ≥ 3 having prescribed mass ∫ R^N u^2dx = a^2,

where μ, a > 0, q ∈ (2, 2^∗), 2^∗ =^{2N}_{N−2} is the critical Sobolev exponent, V is an external potential vanishing at infinity, and the parameter λ ∈ R appears as a Lagrange multiplier. Under some mild assumptions on V , for the L^2-subcritical perturbation q ∈ (2, 2 +^4_N ), we prove that there exists a_0 > 0 such that the normalized solution with negative energy to the above problem with μ > 0 can be obtained when a ∈ (0, a_0); for the L^2-critical perturbation q = 2 +^4_N , by limiting the range of μ, the positive ground state normalized solution to the above problem for any a > 0 is also found with the aid of the Pohožaev constraint; moreover, for the L^2-supercritical perturbation q ∈ (2 +^4_N , 2^∗), we get a positive ground state normalized solution for the above problem with a > 0 and μ > 0 by using the Pohožaev constraint. At the same time, the exponential decay property of the positive normalized solution is established, which is important for the instability analysis of the standing waves. Furthermore, we give a description of the ground state set and obtain the strong instability of the standing waves for q ∈ [2 +^4_N , 2^∗). This paper can be regarded as a generalization of Soave [J. Funct. Anal. (2020)] in a sense.

Keywords: Schrödinger equation; Normalized solution; Combined nonlinearities; Vanish potential; Strong instability; Variational method

Mathematics Subject Classification (2020): 35Q55, 35J20, 35B38, 35B09

1 Introduction and main results

In this paper, we study the existence of standing waves with prescribed mass for the nonlinear Schrödinger equation with combined power nonlinearities iϕ_t + Δϕ − V (x)ϕ + μ|ϕ|^{q−2}ϕ + |ϕ|^{p−2}ϕ = 0 in R^N , (1.1) where N ≥ 3, ϕ : R × R^N → C , μ > 0, 2 < q < p = 2^∗ =^{2N}_{N−2} and V is an external potential. The case μ > 0 is the focusing case, and the case μ < 0 is referred to the defocusing case. In the past decade, the nonlinear Schrödinger equation with combined nonlinearities have attracted extensive attention,

∗Supported by National Natural Science Foundation of China (No. 11971393). †Corresponding author. E-mail address: tangcl@swu.edu.cn (C.-L. Tang)

starting from the fundamental contribution by Tao et. al [34]. After then, many scholars have done a lot of research on such problem, see for example [4, 12, 14, 23, 25, 28, 31, 32, 34]. To find stationary states, one makes the ansatz ϕ(t, x) = e^{iλt}u(x), where λ ∈ R and u : R^N → C is a time-independent function. Hence, by simple calculation one knows that u satisfies the following equation −Δu + V (x)u + λu = |u|^{p−2}u + μ|u|^{q−2}u in R^N . (1.2) If we fix λ ∈ R to find the solutions u of equation (1.2), we call equation (1.2) the fixed frequency problem. One can use the variational method to find the critical points of the corresponding energy functional of equation (1.2) J(u) = 1 2 ∫ R^N |∇u|^2 + (V (x) + λ)|u|^2dx − 1 q ∫ R^N |u|^qdx − 1 p ∫ R^N |u|^pdx, or some other topological methods, such as fixed point theory, bifurcation or the Lyapunov-Schmidt reduction. The fixed frequency problem has been extensively studied over the past few decades, including but not limited to the existence, non-existence, multiplicity and asymptotic behavior of the solutions (e.g., ground state solution, positive solution and sign-changing solution, and so on). Alternatively, one can search for solutions to equation (1.2) having prescribed mass ∫ R^N |u|^2dx = a^2. (1.3)

The solution of equation (1.2) satisfies the prescribed mass constraint (1.3), which is called the fixed mass problem, and in much of the literature called the normalized solution. A natural approach to obtain normalized solution of equation (1.2) is to find the critical points of the corresponding energy functional under the constraint (1.3). We refer the cases 2 < q < 2 +^4_N , q = 2 +^4_N and 2 +^4_N < q < 2^∗ as L^2-subcritical, L^2-critical and L^2-supercritical, respectively.

Recently, the question of finding normalized solutions is already interesting for scalar equations, which has attracted extensive attention from scholars. For the non-potential case, namely, V (x) = 0, we consider the following nonlinear Schrödinger equation −Δu + λu = |u|^{p−2}u + μ|u|^{q−2}u in R^N (1.4) satisfying the normalization constraint ∫ R^N u 2dx = a^2, where N ≥ 1 and 2 < q ≤ p ≤ 2^∗. If p = q ≠ q := 2 +^4_N , one obtained that, for any a > 0, equation (1.4) has the positive normalized solution only if λ > 0 by scaling. Indeed, from [24], the following Schrödinger equation { −Δu + u = |u|^{q−2}u in R^N , u(x) → 0 as |x| → ∞ had the unique positive radial solution W_q. Letting

W_{λ,q}(x) := λ^{1q−2} W_q( √ λx), it is easy to check that W_{λ,q} is the unique positive radial solution to equation (1.4) up to a translation. By direct computation, one shows that

|W_{λ,q}|^2 = λ^{4−(q−2)N2(q−2)} |W_q|^2.

Thus, if p = q ≠ q := 2 +^4_N , for any a > 0, there exists a unique λ_a > 0 such that |W_{λa,q}|^2 = a^2. So for any a > 0, W_{λa,q} is a positive normalized solution to equation (1.4) satisfying |W_{λa,q}|^2 = a^2 whenever p = q ≠ 2 +^4_N (and it is unique up to a translation). While for the so-called mass critical case p = q = q := 2 +^4_N , equation (1.4) has a positive normalized solution if and only if a = |W_{λ,q}|_2.

However, when q ≠ p, the scaling method does not work. For the case 2 < q < p < 2 +^4_N with N ≥ 1 and the case 2 +^4_N < q < p < 2^∗ with 2^∗ =^{2N}_{N−2} if N ≥ 3 and 2^∗ = +∞ if N = 1, 2, the corresponding energy functional to equation (1.4) is bounded below and unbounded below on S_a, respectively, where

S_a = { u ∈ H^1(R^N ) : ∫ R^N |u|^2dx = a^2 } . Naturally, the techniques for dealing with these cases are also different and the results for the existence of normalized solutions to these cases can be found in [20, 36–39] and references therein. Next, when it comes to combined nonlinearities, the following works deserve to be highlighted. Soave in [40] first studied the existence and nonexistence of the normalized solution for equation (1.4) with μ ∈ R and combined power nonlinearities 2 < q ≤ 2 +^4_N ≤ p < 2^∗ where N ≥ 1 and made pioneering work by using variational method and Pohožaev constraint. In particular, when 2 < q < 2 +^4_N < p < 2^∗, he obtained the existence of two solution (local minimizer and Mountain-Pass type) for equation (1.4). Moreover, he got the orbital stability of the ground state set when 2 < q < 2 +^4_N < p < 2^∗ and the strongly instability of stand wave when q = 2 +^4_N < p < 2^∗. After then, he in [41] further considered the existence and nonexistence of the normalized solution for equation (1.4) with μ ∈ R, p = 2^∗ =^{2N}_{N−2} and q ∈ (2, 2^∗) where N ≥ 3 by applying a similar technique in [40]. However, in the case of 2 < q < 2 +^4_N < p = 2^∗, he obtained only the existence of local minimizer for equation (1.4). About the second normalized solution (Mountain-Pass type) for equation (1.4) with 2 < q < 2 +^4_N < p = 2^∗, it was given by Jeanjean et al. [22] for N ≥ 4 and Wei et al. [43] for N = 3, respectively. And then, Chen et al. [11] proposed new strategies to control the energy level in the Sobolev critical case which allow to treat, in a unified way, the dimensions N = 3 and N ≥ 4, and obtained the second solution (Mountain-Pass type) for equation (1.4) with 2 < q < 2 +^4_N < p = 2^∗. Besides, the generalizations and improvements for [41] was carried out in the recent paper [3, 27]. To be specific, Li [27] removed the restriction on μ and got the ground state normalized solution for equation (1.4) when 2 +^4_N < q < p = 2^∗. And then, Alves et al. [3] considered the existence of normalized solution with exponential critical growth for N = 2.

Now, a lot of scholars have focused on the following mass prescribed problem with potential

−Δu + V (x)u + λu = g(u) in R^N (1.5)

satisfying the normalization constraint ∫ R^N u 2dx = a^2, where N ≥ 1 and V is an external potential.

Note that the techniques used in the literature mentioned above studying the non-potential case can not be applied directly. Therefore, such problem are also challenging and stimulating for researchers. When dealing with the mass sub-critical case involving potential and the general nonlinearities, the functional is bounded from below, thus one can apply the minimizing argument constraint on S_a. The main difficulty is the compactness of the minimizing sequence. In order to solve this problem, it is important to get the strict so-called sub-additive inequality. We mentioned that Ikoma et al. [19] first made progress in this direction by applying the standard concentration compactness arguments, which is due to Lions [29,30]. Whereafter, to obtain the strict sub-additive inequality, a new approach was proposed by Zhong and Zou [50] based on iteration. For more existence results can be obtained in [2, 35, 48] and references therein under some different assumptions of g and V .

When we consider the mass super-critical case involving potential, there are few works on equation (1.5). More precisely, when g(u) = |u|^{q−2}u and 2 +^4_N < q < 2^∗, the authors in [5] considered the existence of normalized solutions with high Morse index for equation (1.5) with the positive potential V (x) ≥ 0 vanishing at infinity by constructing a suitable linking structure, because the mountain pass structure in Jeanjean [20] does not work in this case. Soon after, when g(u) = |u|^{q−2}u with 2 +^4_N < q < 2^∗ and V (x) ≤ 0 vanishing at infinity, the authors in [33] proved the existence of normalized solutions for equation (1.5) under some explicit smallness assumption on V (x). Afterwards, Ding and Zhong [13] considered the general nonlinearities g and got the existence of ground state normalized solutions to equation (1.5) with negative potential by applying the Pohožaev constraint under an explicit smallness assumption on V and some Ambrosetti-Rabinowitz type conditions on g. For more results about normalized solutions to equation (1.5) with V (x) = 0 or V (x) ≠ 0, we refer readers to [1, 7, 42, 46, 47] and references therein.

Motivated by [13, 22, 41], a natural question arises as to whether the normalized solution exists if V (x) ≠ 0 vanishing at infinity and g is combined nonlinearities in equation (1.5) satisfying the normalization constraint ∫ R^N u 2dx = a^2 > 0. Hence, we investigate the following nonlinear Schrödinger equation with potential and combined power nonlinearities in this paper { −Δu + V (x)u + λu = |u|^{2∗−2}u + μ|u|^{q−2}u in R^N , ∫ R^N u 2dx = a^2, (P)

where N ≥ 3, μ > 0, q ∈ (2, 2^∗), 2^∗ =^{2N}_{N−2} is the critical Sobolev exponent, a > 0 is prescribed, and the parameter λ ∈ R appears as a Lagrange multiplier. To reach the conclusions of this paper, we give the following assumptions. If q ∈ (2 +^4_N , 2^∗), we assume that V satisfies

(V_1) Let V ∈ C^2(R^N , R) and lim_{|x|→∞} V (x) = sup_{x∈R}N V (x) = 0. Moreover, there exists 0 < σ_1 < min {_1 2 , 1 −^4_{N(q−2)} } such that | | ∫ R^N V (x)|u|^2dx | | ≤ σ_1|∇u|_2 for all u ∈ H_1(R_N , C );

(V_2) let W (x) =^1_2 ⟨∇V (x), x⟩ and lim_{|x|→∞} W (x) = 0. There is 0 < σ_2 < min

{_2 N−2 −^N_{N−2} σ_1, 1 − 4 (q−2)N , N(q−2) 4 (1 − σ_1) − 1 } such that | | ∫ R^N W (x)|u|^2dx | | ≤ σ_2|∇u|_2 for all u ∈ H_1(R_N , C );

(V_3) let L(x) = ⟨∇W (x), x⟩. There exists 0 < σ_3 <^{q−2}_2 N(1 − σ_2) − 2 such that | | ∫ R^N L(x)|u|^2dx | | ≤ σ_3|∇u|_2 for all u ∈ H_1(R_N , C );

(V_4) V (x) + W (x) ≤ 0 a.e. on R^N .

If q = q := 2 +^4_N , we give the following hypothesises for V .

( ~V_1) V ∈ C^2(R^N , R) and lim_{|x|→∞} V (x) = sup_{x∈R}N V (x) = 0, and there exists 0 < ~σ_1 < min

{_2 N ,^1_2 } such that | | | ∫ R^N V (x)|u|^2dx | | ≤ ~σ1|∇u|^2 for all u ∈ H^1(R^N , C );

( ~V_2) let W (x) =^1_2 ⟨∇V (x), x⟩, lim_{|x|→∞} W (x) = 0. There exists 0 < ~σ_2 < min

{_2 N−2 −^N_{N−2} ~σ_1,^2_N } such that | | ∫ R^N W (x)|u|^2dx | | ≤ ~σ_2|∇u|_2 for all u ∈ H_1(R_N , C );

( ~V_3) let L(x) = ⟨∇W (x), x⟩. There exists 0 < ~σ_3 <^4_{N−2} −^{2N}_{N−2} ~σ_2 such that | | ∫ R^N L(x)|u|^2dx | | ≤ ~σ_3|∇u|_2 for all u ∈ H_1(R_N , C ).

Before presenting our main results, we give some notations that will be used throughout the paper. The notation D^{1,2}(R^N , C ) (or D^{1,2}(R^N , R)) is the usual Sobolev space with the norm ‖u‖_D1,2 = ∫ R^N |∇u|^2dx.

H^1(R^N , C ) (or H^1(R^N , R)) denotes the usual Sobolev space with the norm ‖u‖_H = ∫ R^N |∇u|^2 + |u|^2dx. L^p(R^N , C ) (or L^p(R^N , R) ) is the Lebesgue space endowed with the norm

|u|_Lp_{(R}N_) = |u|_p = (∫ R^N |u|^pdx ) 1_p , where p ∈ [1, +∞),

and |u|_L∞_{(R}N_) = |u|_∞ = ess sup_{x∈R}N |u(x)|. C and C_i, i = 1, 2, . . ., denote positive constants possibly different in different places. o(1) denotes a quantity which goes to zero as n → ∞. Moreover, we denote by R^+ the interval (0, +∞). Now, we introduce the work space in this paper E = { u ∈ H^1(R^N , C ) : ∫ R^N V (x)|u|^2dx < +∞ }

endowed with the inner product and the induced norm ⟨u, φ⟩ = ∫ R^N ∇u · ∇φ + uφ + V (x)uφdx and ‖u‖ = ( ∫ R^N |∇u|^2 + |u|^2 + V (x)|u|^2dx ) 1_2 £¬ where φ is the complex conjugate of φ. Moreover, under our assumptions of V in present paper, we deduce that the norm ‖u‖ is equivalent to the usual norm ‖u‖_H . The embedding E → L^p(R^N , C ) is continuous with p ∈ [2, 2^∗) and N ≥ 3. Since the energy functional I_q : E → R of Eq. (P) defined by

I_q(u) = 1 2 ∫ R^N |∇u|^2 + V (x)|u|^2dx − 1 2^∗ ∫ R^N |u|^{2∗} dx − μ q ∫ R^N |u|^qdx (1.6) is unbounded from below constraint on the L^2-sphere S_a, where

S_a = { u ∈ E : ∫ R^N |u|^2dx = a^2 } , thus one can not apply the minimizing argument constraint on S_a any more. Therefore, we intend to consider the minimization of I_q on a subsets of S_a in this work. It is easy to see that if u is a solution to Eq. (P), then the following Nehari identity holds ∫ R^N |∇u|^2 + V (x)|u|^2dx + λ ∫ R^N |u|^2dx − ∫ R^N |u|^{2∗} dx − μ ∫ R^N |u|^qdx = 0. (1.7) Moreover, from [26, Proposition 2.1] (see also [13, Lemma 3.1]) one obtains that if u ∈ E is a solution to Eq. (P), u satisfies the following Pohožaev identity N − 2 2 ∫ R^N |∇u|^2dx + N 2 ∫ R^N V (x)|u|^2dx + 1 2 ∫ R^N ⟨∇V (x), x⟩|u|^2dx + λN 2 ∫ R^N |u|^2dx − N 2^∗ ∫ R^N |u|^{2∗} dx − μN q ∫ R^N |u|^qdx = 0. (1.8) Hence, by (1.7) and (1.8), u satisfies

P_q(u) = 0, (1.9)

where

P_q(u) := ∫ R^N |∇u|^2dx − 1 2 ∫ R^N ⟨∇V (x), x⟩|u|^2dx − ∫ R^N |u|^{2∗} dx − μγ_q ∫ R^N |u|^qdx with γ_q =^{N(q−2)}_{2q} =^N_2 −^N_q . (1.8) and (1.9) are also called Pohožaev identity. In particular, (1.9) is widely used in the literature when study the prescribed mass problem. Thus, if not otherwise specified, the Pohožaev identity we used in this paper is (1.9). To find the normalized solutions of Eq. (P), we introduce the following Pohožaev constrained set P_{q,a} = {u ∈ E : P_q(u) = 0} ∩ S_a. Obviously, the set P_{q,a} contains all of the normalized solutions to Eq. (P). Hence, this paper mainly studies the following minimization problem m_{q,a} = inf_{u∈Pq,a} I_q(u). For the limit problem to Eq. (P), namely, { −Δu + u + λu = |u|^{2∗−2}u + μ|u|^{q−2}u in R^N , ∫ R^N u 2dx = a^2 > 0,

(P_∞)

where N ≥ 3, μ > 0, q ∈ (2, 2^∗) with 2^∗ =^{2N}_{N−2} and the parameter λ ∈ R appears as a Lagrange multiplier. Defined the energy functional I^∞_q : H^1(R^N , C ) → R of Eq. (P_∞)

I^∞_q (u) = 1 2 ∫ R^N |∇u|^2dx − 1 2^∗ ∫ R^N |u|^{2∗} dx − μ q ∫ R^N |u|^qdx, (1.10) and the constrained set and the least energy of the normalized solutions for Eq. (P_∞) is given by

P^∞_{q,a} = {u ∈ H^1(R^N , C ) : P^∞_q (u) = 0} ∩ S_a and m^∞_{q,a} = inf_{u∈P ∞q,a} I^∞_q (u),

where

P^∞_q (u) = ∫ R^N |∇u|^2dx − ∫ R^N |u|^{2∗} dx − μγ_q ∫ R^N |u|^qdx (1.11) with γ_q =^{N(q−2)}_{2q} =^N_2 −^N_q .

We will be particularly interested in ground state solutions, defined as follows:

Definition 1.1. We say that ~u is a ground state of Eq. (P) on S_a if it is a solution to Eq. (P) having minimal energy among all the solutions which belongs to S_a:

dI_q|_{Sa} (~u) = 0 and I_q(~u) = inf{I_q(u) : dI_q|_{Sa} (u) = 0 and u ∈ S_a}. (1.12)

The set of the ground states will be denoted by Z_a.

We also recall the notion of instability that we are interested in:

Definition 1.2. A standing wave e^{iλt}u is strongly unstable if for every ε > 0, there exists φ_0 ∈ H^1(R^N , C ) such that ‖u − φ_0‖_H < ε, and φ(t, ·) blows-up in finite time, where φ(t, ·) denotes the solution to (1.1) with initial datum φ_0.

Now, we give the main results in this paper.

Theorem 1.3. Let N ≥ 3. Assume that q ∈ (2 +^4_N , 2^∗) and (V_1) − (V_4) hold. Then for any μ > 0 and a > 0, there exists a couple (λ, u) ∈ R^+ × E solving Eq. (P), where u is a positive real-valued function in R^N and I_q(u) = m_{q,a}.

Theorem 1.4. Let N ≥ 3 and a > 0. Assume that q = q := 2 +^4_N and ( ~V_1) − ( ~V_3) and (V_4) hold. If

0 < μa^{4N} < min { 1 − ~σ_2, N + 2 N − ( 2 + 4 N ) ~σ_1, 1 − N ~σ_1 2 − N − 2 2 ~σ_2, 2 N − ~σ_2 − ~σ_3 2^∗ } (a_N )^{4N} ,

where a_N is defined in (2.2), then there exists a couple (λ, u) ∈ R^+ × E that solves Eq. (P), where u is a positive real-valued function in R^N and I_q(u) = m_{q,a}.

Theorem 1.5. Let N ≥ 3. Assume that 2 < q < q := 2 +^4_N and V satisfies (V_4) and

( ^V_1) Let V ∈ C^1(R^N , R) and lim_{|x|→∞} V (x) = sup_{x∈R}N V (x) = 0. Moreover, there exists 0 < ^σ_1 < 1 such that | | ∫ R^N V (x)|u|^2dx | | ≤ ^σ_1|∇u|_2 for all u ∈ H_1(R_N , C ).

Then, for any μ > 0, there exists a_0 = a_0(μ) > 0 such that Eq. (P) has a solution (λ, u) ∈ R^+ × E for any a ∈ (0, a_0).

Remark 1.6. To our best knowledge, it seems to be the first work on the existence of normalized solution for the Schrödinger equation with potential and combined power nonlinearities. The appearance of the potential term will affect the geometry of the problem. More specifically, when q ∈ [q, 2^∗), verifying the geometry of the problem becomes more complicated with respect to the case V (x) = 0 (see Lemmas 2.6 and 4.4). And when q ∈ (2, q), it is difficult to get the geometry for the problem with respect to the case V (x) = 0 as in [41, Lemma 4.2].

Remark 1.7. Because of the potential and the Sobolev critical term, the main difficulty we encounter in proving the existence results is the lack of compactness. Compared with [41], since the embedding E → L^p(R^N , C ) is not compact with p ∈ (2, 2^∗) and N ≥ 3 in this paper, we can not solve it by using a similar technique as in [41]. It must be stressed that Proposition 2.2 plays a key role in overcoming this difficulty and verifying Theorems 1.3 and 1.4. Furthermore, motivated by [21], we obtain a solution with negative energy for Eq. (P) satisfying |u|_2 = a ∈ (0, a_0) when q ∈ (2, q). Since the translation invariance properties of the problem established in [21] is not valid in this paper, we cannot apply the methods in [21] to exclude the vanishing for the weak limit of the minimizing sequences on a related problem. To achieve it, we make full use of Lemma 5.6. Then we show that a minimizing sequence with nontrivial weak limit of I_q is precompact with the aid of Lemma 5.5 and prove Theorem 1.5. However, we do not know whether the normalized solution obtained in Theorem 1.5 is the ground state normalized solution under the sense of Definition 1.1.

Remark 1.8. Using a similar discussions and techniques as above, we can obtain the existence of normalized solutions for the following problem { −Δu + V (x)u + λu = |u|^{p−2}u + μ|u|^{q−2}u in R^N , ∫ R^N u 2dx = a^2 > 0,

(1.13)

where N ≥ 3, μ > 0, 2 < q < p < 2^∗, and the parameter λ ∈ R appears as a Lagrange multiplier. To be more precise, the method of Theorem 1.3 and Theorem 1.4 can be used in the case of 2 +^4_N ≤ q < p < 2^∗; when 2 < q < 2 +^4_N < p < 2^∗, we can refer to the proof of Theorem 1.5.

Remark 1.9. Unlike the previous paper [11, 21, 40, 43], it seems that it is not easy to get the second solution (Mountain-Pass type) on the case of 2 < q < 2 +^4_N < p ≤ 2^∗ for problem (1.13) in this paper due to the lack of compactness. Therefore, finding the second solution (Mountain-Pass type) for problem (1.13) with 2 < q < 2 +^4_N < p ≤ 2^∗ is also an interesting problem.

In what follows, we give the exponential decay property of the positive solution for Eq. (P).

Theorem 1.10. Suppose that (V_1) and (V_4) or ( ~V_1) and (V_4) hold. Let u ∈ E be the positive realvalued solution for Eq. (P) with μ > 0, a > 0 and q ∈ [2 +^4_N , 2^∗). Then the corresponding Lagrange multiplier λ > 0, and there exists a constant M > 0 such that |u(x)| ≤ Me (_−√_1 2 |x| ) for all x ∈ R^N .

Remark 1.11. It must be emphasized that the exponential decay of the positive solution for Eq. (P) plays an important role in proving the strong instability of the stand wave for problem (1.1). In [41], it is known from Radial Lemma [6] that the radial solution obtained by the author naturally satisfies the decay property |u(x)| → 0 as |x| → ∞. However, unlike quoted paper [41], the Radial Lemma [6] cannot be used in our case. So the difficulty we face is that it is hard to verify |u(x)| → 0 as |x| → ∞. To overcome this obstacle, we will use a new technique in this work, i.e., Moser iteration technique, which is mainly inspired by [9, 17].

When V (x) = 0, the following issue was firstly studied by Tao et. al [34], where they proved the occurrence of finite-time blow-up for focusing L^2-supercritical and Sobolev critical case. After then, Soave in [41] gave a similar results in a different (and complementary) perspective. Inspired by the above studies, we have the following result. Theorem 1.12. Suppose that (V_5) there exist ϵ_1, ϵ_2 > 0 small enough such that |V |_N2_{2N−4} < ϵ_1 and |∇V |_N2_{2N−4} < ϵ_2.

(i) Under the assumptions of Theorem 1.3 or Theorem 1.4, let u_0 ∈ S_a be such that I_q(u_0) < inf_{u∈Pq,a} I_q(u), and if |x|u_0 ∈ L^2(R^N , C ) and s_{u0} < 0, where s_{u0} is defined in Lemma 2.6 or Lemma 4.4, then the solution ϕ of problem (1.1) with initial datum u_0 blows-up in finite time.

(ii) In particular, let q ∈ (q, 2^∗) and let (V_1) − (V_2) be hold. If we assume that I_q(u_0) < 0, |x|u_0 ∈ L^2(R^N , C ) and y(0) = y_0 > 0 defined in (6.11), then the blow-up time T can be estimate by 0 < T ≤ |xu_0|^2 (qγ_q − 2 −^1_2 σ_2 − qγ_qσ_1)y_0 . Remark 1.13. The assumption (V_5) is only used to ensure that the initial-value problem (1.1) with initial datum is local well-posed on (−T_{min}, T_{max}) with T_{min}, T_{max} > 0. More precisely, as in the quoted paper [21], our purpose is to show that the Duhamel functional

Θ(u)(t) := e^{itΔ}u(0) + i ∫_t 0 e^{i(t−s)Δ}(|u|^{2∗−2}u + |u|^{q−2}u − V (x)u)ds is a contraction on a particular complete metric space, e.g., the metric space (B_{2γ0 ,T} , d) in [21]. If V ∈ L^∞(R^N ) is sufficient to get the result we want, then the assumption (V_5) can be removed. Moreover, there are many functions that satisfy the assumptions (V_1) − (V_5) or ( ~V_1) − ( ~V_3) or ( ^V_1) in this paper, for example, V (x) = −^κ_{|x|2+ln(|x|+2)} with κ > 0 small enough.

Based on the results mentioned above, we further study the strong instability of the stand waves for problem (1.1).

Theorem 1.14. Assume that (V_5) holds. Under the assumptions of Theorem 1.3 or Theorem 1.4, Z_a has the following characteristics Z_a = {e^{iθ}u : θ ∈ R, u ∈ U_a and u > 0 in R^N }, where U_a is defined in (3.14). Moreover, if ^u is a ground state, then the associated Lagrange multiplier ^λ is positive, and the standing wave eiλt ^u is strongly unstable.

Remark 1.15. To prove it, we will make use of Theorems 1.10 and 1.12. Compared to the previous literature [40,41], which strongly relies on the solution of Eq. (P) being a radial function, the novelty in this paper is that the solution of Eq. (P) is no longer restricted to a radial function.

We conclude this section by giving the organization of this paper. In Sec. 2, we give some preliminaries, which are important to justify our results. Then we will complete the proof of Theorem 1.3 in Sec. 3. Whereafter, we discuss the L^2-critical case and prove Theorem 1.4 in Sec. 4. The proof of Theorem 1.5 is given in Sec. 5. In Sec. 6, we consider the strong instability of the standing wave for problem (1.1) and prove Theorems 1.10, 1.12 and 1.14. Throughout this paper, we assume that μ > 0 and a > 0 in Eq. (P).

2 Preliminaries

Firstly, let us recall a key inequality, i.e., Gagliardo-Nirenberg inequality, which can be found in [44]. Let N ≥ 3 and 2 < q < 2^∗, then the following sharp Gagliardo-Nirenberg inequality holds for any u ∈ E |u|_q ≤ C_{N,q}|u|^{1−γq}_2 |∇u|^{γq}_2 (2.1) with γ_q =^{N(q−2)}_{2q} =^N_2 −^N_q , where the sharp constant C_{N,q} is

C^q_{N,q} = 2q 2N + (2 − N)q ( 2N + (2 − N)q N(q − 2) ) N(q−2)_4 1 |W_q|^{q−2}_2 and W_q is the unique positive radial solution of equation −Δu + u = |u|^{q−2}u. In the special case q = q := 2 +^4_N , C^q_{N,q} =^q_2^1_{|W} q| 4 N 2 , or equivalently,

|W_q|_2 = ( q 2C^q_{N,q} ) N_4 =: a_N . (2.2)

For every N ≥ 3, there exists an optimal constant S > 0 depending only on N such that

S|u|^2∗ ≤ |∇u|^2 (2.3)

for all u ∈ D^{1,2}(R^N , C ).

Recall that the limit problem (P_∞) was studied by Soave [41], see also [27], they got the following theorem.

Theorem 2.1. Let N ≥ 3, 2 +^4_N ≤ q < 2^∗, and let a, μ > 0. If q = q := 2 +^4_N , we further assume that μa^4N < (a_N )^4N . Then I^∞_q |_{Sa} has a positive real-valued ground state u satisfying I^∞_q (u) = m^∞_{q,a}.

Now, we give an important property of the ground state energy map a −→ m^∞_{q,a} with a > 0.

Proposition 2.2. Let q ∈ [q, 2^∗) and μ > 0. If q = q, we further assume that μa^4N < (a_N )^4N . Then a −→ m^∞_{q,a} with a > 0 is non-increasing.

Proof. Let 0 < a < b < +∞, θ =^a_b < 1 and q ∈ [q, 2^∗). For any u ∈ S_a, setting w = θ^{N−2}2 u(θx), then, we have ∫ R^N |w| 2dx = b^2, which shows that w ∈ S_b. Similar to [41, Lemmas 5.1 and 6.1], there exists a unique t_w > 0 such that t_w ∗ w ∈ P^∞_{q,b}. Moreover, by simple calculation, one obtains ∫ R^N |∇w|^2dx = ∫ R^N |∇u|^2dx and ∫ R^N |w|^{2∗} dx = ∫ R^N |u|^{2∗} dx, (2.4) ∫ R^N |w|^qdx = θ^{N−22 q−N} ∫ R^N |u|^qdx > ∫ R^N |u|^qdx. (2.5) Then, it follows from (2.4) and (2.5) that m^∞_{q,b} ≤ I^∞_q (t_w ∗ w) = I^∞_q (e^{Ntw2} w(e^{tw} x)) = e^{2tw} 2 ∫ R^N |∇w|^2dx − e^{2∗tw} 2^∗ ∫ R^N |w|^{2∗} dx − 1 q e^{( q2 −1)Ntw} μ ∫ R^N |w|^qdx

= e^{2tw} 2 ∫ R^N |∇u|^2dx − e^{2∗tw} 2^∗ ∫ R^N |u|^{2∗} dx − 1 q e^{( q2 −1)Ntw} θ^{N−22 q−N} μ ∫ R^N |u|^qdx < e^{2tw} 2 ∫ R^N |∇u|^2dx − e^{2∗tw} 2^∗ ∫ R^N |u|^{2∗} dx − 1 q e^{( q2 −1)Ntw} μ ∫ R^N |u|^qdx = I^∞_q (t_w ∗ u) ≤ max_{t>0} I^∞_q (t ∗ u),

which and [41, Lemma 8.1] imply that m^∞_{q,b} ≤ inf_{u∈Sa} max_{t>0} I^∞_q (t ∗ u) = m^∞_{q,a} by the arbitrariness of u. Thus, we complete the proof of Proposition 2.2.

During the proofs, the following various expressions of I_q(u) constrained on P_{q,a} play an important role. In view of (1.6) and (1.9), one obtains

I_q(u) = 1 2 ∫ R^N [ V (x) + 1 2 ⟨∇V (x), x⟩ ] |u|^2dx + (1 2 − 1 2^∗ ) ∫ R^N |u|^{2∗} dx + μ (γ_q 2 − 1 q ) ∫ R^N |u|^qdx (2.6) = (1 2 − 1 2^∗ ) ∫ R^N |∇u|^2dx + 1 2 ∫ R^N [ V (x) + 1 2^∗ ⟨∇V, x⟩ ] |u|^2dx + μ ( γ_q 2^∗ − 1 q ) ∫ R^N |u|^qdx (2.7) = (1 2 − 1 qγ_q ) ∫ R^N |∇u|^2dx + 1 2 ∫ R^N [ V (x) + 1 qγ_q ⟨∇V, x⟩ ] |u|^2dx + ( 1 qγ_q − 1 2^∗ ) ∫ R^N |u|^{2∗} dx (2.8)

with γ_q =^{N(q−2)}_{2q} =^N_2 −^N_q . For any u ∈ S_a, let (s ∗ u)(x) := e^{Ns2} u(e^sx), one has s ∗ u ∈ S_a. Moreover,

ψ_u(s) : = I_q(s ∗ u) = e^{2s} 2 ∫ R^N |∇u|^2dx + 1 2 ∫ R^N V (e^{−s}x)|u|^2dx − e^{2∗s} 2^∗ ∫ R^N |u|^{2∗} dx − μ q e^{( q2 −1)Ns} ∫ R^N |u|^qdx, (2.9) and P_q(s ∗ u) = e^{2s} ∫ R^N |∇u|^2dx − ∫ R^N W (e^{−s}x)|u|^2dx − e^{2∗s} ∫ R^N |u|^{2∗} dx − μγ_qe^{( q2 −1)Ns} ∫ R^N |u|^qdx. (2.10)

Obviously, one knows that ψ^′_u(s) = P_q(s ∗ u), which implies that for any u ∈ S_a, s ∈ R is a critical point for ψ_u(s) if and only if s ∗ u ∈ P_{q,a}.

The following lemma help us to show that that I_q is bounded away from 0 on P_{q,a}. Here the Gagliardo-Nirenberg inequality (2.1) plays a crucial role.

Lemma 2.3. Let (V_2) be satisfied and q ∈ (q, 2^∗). For any u ∈ P_{q,a}, there exists δ > 0 such that |∇u|_2 ≥ δ. Proof. For any u ∈ P_{q,a}, in virtue of (V_2), (1.9), Gagliardo-Nirenberg inequality (2.1) and (2.3), we know that ∫ R^N |∇u|^2dx = 1 2 ∫ R^N ⟨∇V (x), x⟩|u|^2dx + ∫ R^N |u|^{2∗} dx + μγ_q ∫ R^N |u|^qdx ≤ σ_2|∇u|^2 + S^{− NN−2} |∇u|^{2∗}_2 + μγ_qC^q_{N,q}a^{q(1−γq )}|∇u|^{qγq}_2 , (2.11) which implies that (1 − σ_2)|∇u|^2 ≤ S^{− NN−2} |∇u|^{2∗}_2 + μγ_qC^q_{N,q}a^{q(1−γq )}|∇u|^{qγq}_2 . Since q ∈ (q, 2^∗), then qγ_q > 2. Hence, for any μ > 0, one obtains that there exists δ > 0 satisfying |∇u|_2 ≥ δ. So, we complete the proof.

Lemma 2.4. Assume that (V_1) and (V_2) hold. For any q ∈ (q, 2^∗), m_{q,a} = inf_{u∈Pq,a} I_q(u) > 0.

Proof. By (V_2) and P_q(u) = 0, one infers that

(1 + σ_2) ∫ R^N |∇u|^2dx ≥ ∫ R^N |∇u|^2dx − 1 2 ∫ R^N ⟨∇V (x), x⟩|u|^2dx = ∫ R^N |u|^{2∗} dx + μγ_q ∫ R^N |u|^qdx ≥ γ_q ∫ R^N |u|^{2∗} dx + μγ_q ∫ R^N |u|^qdx. (2.12) Then, in view of (1.6), (2.12) and (V_1), we have

I_q(u) = 1 2 ∫ R^N |∇u|^2 + V (x)|u|^2dx − 1 2^∗ ∫ R^N |u|^{2∗} dx − μ q ∫ R^N |u|^qdx ≥ 1 2 (1 − σ_1) ∫ R^N |∇u|^2dx − 1 2^∗ ∫ R^N |u|^{2∗} dx − μ q ∫ R^N |u|^qdx ≥ 1 2 (1 − σ_1) ∫ R^N |∇u|^2dx − 1 q ∫ R^N |u|^{2∗} dx − μ q ∫ R^N |u|^qdx ≥ 1 2 (1 − σ_1) ∫ R^N |∇u|^2dx − 1 qγ_q (1 + σ_2) ∫ R^N |∇u|^2dx = ( 1 2 − σ_1 2 − 1 qγ_q − σ_2 qγ_q ) ∫ R^N |∇u|^2dx. (2.13) Then, we deduce from Lemma 2.3 and (2.13) that m_{q,a} = inf_{u∈Pq,a} I_q(u) > 0 due to the range of σ_1 and σ_2. Thus, we complete the proof.

Consider the decomposition of P_{q,a} into the disjoint union

P_{q,a} = (P_{q,a})^+ ∪ (P_{q,a})^0 ∪ (P_{q,a})^− ,

where (P_{q,a})^{+(resp. 0,−)} = { u ∈ P_{q,a} : ψ^{′′}_u(0) > (resp. =, <)0 } . Lemma 2.5. Assume that (V_2) − (V_3) hold and q ∈ (q, 2^∗). Then P_{q,a} = (P_{q,a})^−.

Proof. For any u ∈ P_{q,a}, then P_q(u) = 0, namely, ∫ R^N |∇u|^2dx − 1 2 ∫ R^N ⟨∇V (x), x⟩|u|^2dx − ∫ R^N |u|^{2∗} dx − μγ_q ∫ R^N |u|^qdx = 0, (2.14)

where γ_q =^{(q−2)N}_{2q} . From (2.9), one has

ψ^{′′}_u(0) = 2 ∫ R^N |∇u|^2dx + ∫ R^N ⟨∇W (x), x⟩|u|^2dx − 2^∗ ∫ R^N |u|^{2∗} dx − μγ_q (q − 2)N 2 ∫ R^N |u|^qdx. (2.15) Then, by (2.14), (V_2) and (V_3), we deduce that

ψ^{′′}_u(0) = ψ^{′′}_u(0) − (q − 2)N 2 P_q(u) = ( 2 − (q − 2)N 2 ) ∫ R^N |∇u|^2dx + ∫ R^N ⟨∇W (x), x⟩|u|^2dx + (q − 2)N 4 ∫ R^N ⟨∇V (x), x⟩|u|^2dx + ( (q − 2)N 2 − 2^∗ ) ∫ R^N |u|^{2∗} dx ≤ ( 2 − (q − 2)N 2 ) ∫ R^N |∇u|^2dx + ∫ R^N [ ⟨∇W (x), x⟩ + (q − 2)N 2 W (x) ] |u|^2dx

≤ ( 2 − (q − 2)N 2 + (q − 2)N 2 σ_2 + σ_3 ) ∫ R^N |∇u|^2dx < 0, which implies that u ∈ (P_{q,a})^−. Hence, we deduce P_{q,a} = (P_{q,a})^− and we complete the proof.

Lemma 2.6. Let (V_2) and (V_3) be hold and q ∈ (q, 2^∗). For any u ∈ S_a, the function ψ_u has a unique critical point s_u. In other words, there exists a unique s_u ∈ R such that s_u ∗ u ∈ P_{q,a}. Moreover, I_q(s_u ∗ u) = max_{s>0} I_q(s ∗ u) and ψ_u is strictly decreasing and concave on (s_u, +∞). In particular, s_u < 0 if and only if P_q(u) < 0. And the map u ∈ S_a → s_u ∈ R is of class C^1.

Proof. Since ψ^′_u(s) = P_q(s ∗ u), then we only prove that ψ^′_u(s) has a unique root in R. By (2.9) and (V_2), for any u ∈ S_a, one has

ψ^′_u(s) = e^{2s} ∫ R^N |∇u|^2dx − ∫ R^N W (e^{−s}x)|u|^2dx − e^{2∗s} ∫ R^N |u|^{2∗} dx − μγ_qe^{( q2 −1)Ns} ∫ R^N |u|^qdx ≥ (1 − σ_2)e^{2s}|∇u|^2 − e^{2∗s} ∫ R^N |u|^{2∗} dx − μγ_qe^{( q2 −1)Ns} ∫ R^N |u|^qdx. (2.16) When q ∈ (q, 2^∗), we deduce that ψ^′_u(s) > 0 for s → −∞. Hence there exists s_0 ∈ R such that ψ_u(s) is increasing on (−∞, s_0). In addition, we know that ψ_u(s) → −∞ as s → +∞. Thus, there is s_1 ∈ R with s_1 > s_0 such that

ψ_u(s_1) = max_{s>0} ψ_u(s). (2.17)

Therefore, ψ^′_u(s_1) = 0, namely, s_1 ∗ u ∈ P_{q,a}. Assume that there exists s_2 ∈ R satisfying s_2 ∗ u ∈ P_{q,a}. Without loss of generality, assume that s_2 > s_1. From Lemma 2.5, we have ψ^{′′}_u(s_2) < 0. Hence, there is s_3 ∈ (s_1, s_2) such that ψ_u(s_3) = min_{s∈(s1,s2)} ψ_u(s).

Thus, we deduce that ψ^{′′}_u(s_3) ≥ 0 and ψ^′_u(s_3) = 0, which implies that s_3 ∗ u ∈ P_{q,a} and s_3 ∗ u ∈ (P_{q,a})^+ ∪ (P_{q,a})^0. This is a contradiction. Hence, setting s_u = s_1, we know that s_u ∈ R is an unique number satisfying s_u ∗ u ∈ P_{q,a}. And then it follows from (2.17) that I_q(s_u ∗ u) = max_{s>0} I_q(s ∗ u). Furthermore,

ψ^′_u(s) < 0 ⇔ s > s_u. (2.18)

Hence, ψ^′_u(0) = P_q(u) < 0 if and only if s_u < 0. In the following, we show that ψ_u is strictly decreasing and concave on (s_u, +∞). Clearly, it follows from (2.18) that ψ_u is strictly decreasing on (s_u, +∞). Now, we verify that ψ^{′′}_u(s) < 0 on (s_u, +∞). From (V_3), ψ^{′′}_u(s) =2e^{2s} ∫ R^N |∇u|^2dx + ∫ R^N ⟨∇W (e^{−s}x), e^{−s}x⟩|u|^2dx − 2^∗e^{2∗s} ∫ R^N |u|^{2∗} dx − μqγ^2_q e^{qγq s} ∫ R^N |u|^qdx ≤(2 + σ_3)e^{2s} ∫ R^N |∇u|^2dx − 2^∗e^{2∗s} ∫ R^N |u|^{2∗} dx − μqγ^2_q e^{qγq s} ∫ R^N |u|^qdx. (2.19) Let g_1(s) = (1 − σ_2)e^{2s}|∇u|^2 − e^{2∗s} ∫ R^N |u|^{2∗} dx − μγ_qe^{( q2 −1)Ns} ∫ R^N |u|^qdx and g_2(s) = (2 + σ_3)e^{2s} ∫ R^N |∇u|^2dx − 2^∗e^{2∗s} ∫ R^N |u|^{2∗} dx − μqγ^2_q e^{qγq s} ∫ R^N |u|^qdx. Obviously, g_1 and g_2 has a unique zero point. Assume that g_1(~s_1) = 0 and g_2(~s_2) = 0. After a simple analysis, it holds that g_1(s) > 0 for s ∈ (−∞, ~s_1) and g_1(s) < 0 for s ∈ (~s_1, +∞); and g_2(s) > 0 for s ∈ (−∞, ~s_2) and g_2(s) < 0 for s ∈ (~s_2, +∞). Moreover, by (2.16) we obtain that ψ_u is strictly increasing on (−∞, ~s_1). Since ψ_u is strictly increasing on (−∞, s_u) and is strictly decreasing on (s_u, +∞), we infer that ~s_1 ≤ s_u. If ~s_2 ≤ s_u, then from (2.19) we have ψ^{′′}_u(s) < 0 on (s_u, +∞). Thus, we only need to show that ~s_2 ≤ ~s_1, which is equivalent to prove g_2(~s_1) ≤ 0. Then, since g_1(~s_1) = 0, namely, (1 − σ_2)e^{2~s1} |∇u|^2 − e^{2∗~s1} ∫ R^N |u|^{2∗} dx = μγ_qe^{( q2 −1)N ~s1} ∫ R^N |u|^qdx, we have

g_2(~s_1) = (2 + σ_3)e^{2~s1} ∫ R^N |∇u|^2dx − 2^∗e^{2∗~s1} ∫ R^N |u|^{2∗} dx − qγ_q(1 − σ_2)e^{2~s1} |∇u|^2 + qγ_qe^{2∗~s1} ∫ R^N |u|^{2∗} dx = (2 + σ_3 − qγ_q(1 − σ_2))e^{2~s1} ∫ R^N |∇u|^2dx + (qγ_q − 2^∗)e^{2∗~s1} ∫ R^N |u|^{2∗} dx < 0. (2.20)

So, we obtain that ψ_u is strictly concave on (s_u, +∞).

It remains to show that the map u ∈ S_a → s_u ∈ R is of class C^1. Since π(s, u) := ψ^′_u(s) is of class C^1, π(s_u, u) = 0 and ∂_sπ(s_u, u) = ψ^{′′}_u(s_u) < 0, then the implicit function theorem gives that u ∈ S_a → s_u ∈ R is of class C^1. Thus, we complete the proof.

Lemma 2.7. Assume that (V_1) and (V_2) hold. For q ∈ (q, 2^∗), then there is a constant k > 0 small enough such that 0 < sup A_k I_q < m_{q,a} and u ∈ A_k ⇒ I_q(u), P_q(u) > 0, where A_k = {u ∈ S_a : |∇u|^2 < k}.

Proof. It is follows from (V_1), (2.1) and (2.3) that

I_q(u) = 1 2 ∫ R^N |∇u|^2 + V (x)|u|^2dx − 1 2^∗ ∫ R^N |u|^{2∗} dx − μ q ∫ R^N |u|^qdx ≥ ( 1 2 − σ_1)|∇u|^2 − 1 2^∗ S^{− NN−2} |∇u|^{2∗}_2 − μ q γ_qC^q_{N,q}a^{q(1−γq )}|∇u|^{qγq}_2 . (2.21) When q ∈ (q, 2^∗), then qγ_q > 2 and I_q(u) > 0 for any u ∈ A_k with k > 0 small enough. Besides, by (V_2), one obtains that

P_q(u) = ∫ R^N |∇u|^2dx − 1 2 ∫ R^N ⟨∇V (x), x⟩|u|^2dx − ∫ R^N |u|^{2∗} dx − μγ_q ∫ R^N |u|^qdx ≥ (1 − σ_2) ∫ R^N |∇u|^2dx − S^{− NN−2} |∇u|^{2∗}_2 − μγ_qC^q_{N,q}a^{q(1−γq )}|∇u|^{qγq}_2 , (2.22) which shows that P_q(u) > 0 for any u ∈ A_k with k > 0 small enough. Moreover, choosing k sufficient small, from Lemma 2.4 we have, for all u ∈ A_k, I_q(u) ≤ 1 2 ∫ R^N |∇u|^2dx < m_{q,a}. Hence, we complete the proof of this lemma.

Lemma 2.8. Assume that (V_1) holds and q ∈ [q, 2^∗). If q = q, we further assume that μa^4N < (a_N )^4N . Then m_{q,a} < m^∞_{q,a}. Proof. According to Theorem 2.1, there exists 0 < u ∈ S_a such that I^∞_q (u) = m^∞_{q,a}. Then u ∈ P^∞_{q,a}. Moreover, from Lemma 2.6, there exists a unique s_u ∈ R such that s_u ∗u ∈ P_{q,a}. Hence, since V (x) ≢ 0 and sup_{x∈R}N V (x) = 0, it is easy to know that

m_{q,a} ≤ I_q(s_u ∗ u) = I^∞_q (s_u ∗ u) + 1 2 ∫ R^N V (e^{−s}x)|u|^2dx < I^∞_q (s_u ∗ u) ≤ I^∞_q (u), where [41, Lemmas 5.1 amd 6.1] is applied in the last inequality. Thus, m_{q,a} < m^∞_{q,a}. So, we complete the proof.

Lemma 2.9. If u ∈ P_{q,a} is a critical point for I_q|_{Pq,a} with q ∈ [q, 2^∗) and (P_{q,a})^0 = ∅, then u is a critical point for I_q|_{Sa} .

Proof. If u ∈ P_{q,a} is a critical point for I_q|_{Pq,a} , then there exist λ, ν ∈ R such that I^′_q(u) + λu + νP^′_q(u) = 0, namely,

(1 + 2ν)(−Δu) + λu − (1 + 2^∗ν)|u|^{2∗−2}u − μ(1 + νγ_qq)|u|^{q−2}u + (V (x) − 2νW (x))u = 0 in R^N . The corresponding Pohoz̆aev identity is given by (1 + 2ν)|∇u|^2 − 1 2 ∫ R^N ⟨∇V, x⟩|u|^2dx + ν ∫ R^N ⟨∇W, x⟩|u|^2dx − (1 + 2^∗ν)|u|^{2∗}_2∗ − μγ_q(1 + νγ_qq)|u|^q = 0. (2.23) Moreover, since u ∈ P_{q,a}, then P_q(u) = 0, that is, |∇u|^2 = 1 2 ∫ R^N ⟨∇V (x), x⟩|u|^2dx + ∫ R^N |u|^{2∗} dx + μγ_q ∫ R^N |u|^qdx. (2.24) Combining (2.23) with (2.24), one infers that ν ( 2|∇u|^2 − 2^∗|u|^{2∗}_2∗ − μqγ^2_q |u|^q + ∫ R^N ⟨∇W, x⟩|u|^2dx ) = 0.

From Lemma 2.5, we get (P_{q,a})^0 = ∅, namely, 2|∇u|^2 − 2^∗|u|^{2∗}_2∗ − μqγ^2_q |u|^q + ∫ R^N ⟨∇W, x⟩|u|^2dx ≠ 0, which implies that ν = 0. Hence, we complete the proof.

The following Lemma can be found in Brézis and Kato [8, Lemma 2.1] (see also [49, Lemma 2.3]), which is crucial for the L^∞ estimate for the solution of Eq. (P).

Lemma 2.10. Let Ω ⊂ R^N and k(x) ∈ L^N2 (Ω) be a nonnegative function. Then, for every ε > 0, there exists a constant C(ε, k) > 0 such that ∫ Ω k(x)u^2dx ≤ ε ∫ Ω |∇u|^2dx + C(ε, k) ∫ Ω |u|^2dx for all u ∈ H^1(Ω).

Lemma 2.11. Assume that (V_1) and (V_4) or ( ~V_1) and (V_4) hold. Let u ∈ S_a be a nonnegative realvalued solution for Eq. (P) with μ, a > 0 and q ∈ [q, 2^∗), then we get the associated Lagrange multiplier λ > 0, and there exists C > 0 such that |u|_∞ < C.

Proof. First, we prove that if 0 ≤ u ∈ S_a is a real-valued solution for Eq. (P), then the associated Lagrange multiplier λ > 0. This follows easily by testing Eq. (P) with u, and using the fact that P_q(u) = 0 and (V_4): λa^2 = (1 − γ_q)μ|u|^q − ∫ R^N (V (x) + W (x))|u|^2dx > 0 (2.25) because γ_q < 1 and a > 0. Next, we show that |u|_∞ < C for some C > 0. Let A_m = {x ∈ R^N : |u(x)| ≤ m}, B_m = R^N \A_m, where m ∈ N. For any p > 0, define

u_m = { |u|^{2p+1}, x ∈ A_m m^{2p}u, x ∈ B_m and w_m = { |u|^{p+1}, x ∈ A_m m^pu, x ∈ B_m. By simple calculation, one has ∇u_m = { (2p + 1)|u|^{2p}∇u, x ∈ A_m m^{2p}∇u, x ∈ B_m and ∇w_m = { (p + 1)|u|^p∇u, x ∈ A_m m^p∇u, x ∈ B_m. Notice that u_m, w_m ∈ H^1(R^N ) and w^2_m = uu_m ≤ |u|^{2(p+1)}. Taking u_m as a test function in ⟨I_q(u), u_m⟩ = 0, we obtain ∫ R^N ∇u · ∇u_m + λuu_m + V (x)uu_mdx = ∫ R^N |u|^{2∗−2}uu_m + μ|u|^{q−2}uu_mdx, which and λ > 0 imply that ∫ A_m (2p + 1)|u|^{2p}|∇u|^2dx + ∫ B_m m^{2p}|∇u|^2dx ≤ ∫ R^N |V (x)|uu_m + |u|^{2∗−2}uu_m + μ|u|^{q−2}uu_mdx. (2.26) Since ∫ R^N |∇w_m|^2dx = (p + 1)^2 ∫ A_m |u|^{2p}|∇u|^2dx + ∫ B_m m^{2p}|∇u|^2dx, (2.27) then combining (2.26) with (2.27), by (V_1) or ( ~V_1) and Lemma 2.10, one has 2p + 1 (p + 1)^2 ∫ R^N |∇w_m|^2dx = (2p + 1) ∫ A_m |u|^{2p}|∇u|^2dx + 2p + 1 (p + 1)^2 ∫ B_m m^{2p}|∇u|^2dx ≤ ∫ R^N |V (x)|uu_m + |u|^{2∗−2}uu_m + μ|u|^{q−2}uu_mdx ≤ ∫ R^N (C_1 + |u|^{2∗−2} + μ|u|^{q−2})w^2_mdx ≤ ε ∫ R^N |∇w_m|^2dx + C(ε, u, μ) ∫ R^N w^2_mdx. Hence, there exists C_2, depending on ε, q, u, μ, such that ∫ R^N |∇w_m|^2dx ≤ C_2 ∫ R^N w^2_mdx. (2.28)

Furthermore, since w_m = |u|^{p+1} in A_m and w^2_m ≤ |u|^{2(p+1)} on R^N , it follows from (2.28) that ( ∫ A_m |u|^{2∗(p+1)}dx ) 2_{2∗} = ( ∫ A_m |w_m|^{2∗} dx ) 2_{2∗} ≤ ( ∫ R^N |w_m|^{2∗} dx ) 2_{2∗}

≤ ∫ R^N |∇w_m|^2dx ≤C_2 ∫ R^N |u|^{2(p+1)}dx. Let m → ∞, we infer that ( ∫ R^N |u|^{2∗(p+1)}dx ) 2_{2∗} ≤ C_2 ∫ R^N |u|^{2(p+1)}dx, that is, for any p ≥ 2, it holds that u ∈ L^{2(p+1)}(R^N ) and u ∈ L^{2∗(p+1)}(R^N ), and there exists C_3 > 0 satisfying

|u|_2∗_{(p+1)} ≤ C 1 2(p+1)

3 |u|_{2(p+1)}. (2.29)

Setting β :=^{2∗}_2 , we have β > 1. Taking p + 1 = β^j for j ∈ N, then (2.29) changes |u|_2∗_βj ≤ C 1 2βj 3 |u|_2∗_βj−1 . Further, we proceed the j times iterations that |u|_2∗_βj ≤ C ∑_j i=1 1 2βi 3 |u|_2∗ . Let j → +∞, by Sobolev inequality and the fact that |∇u|_2 < C_4 and lim_{j→∞} C ∑_j i=1 1 2βi 3 < ∞, there exists C > 0, depending on ε, p, u, μ, such that |u|_∞ ≤ C. Thus, we complete the proof.

3 Proof of Theorem 1.3

Now, we are going to prove the existence of the positive ground state normalized solution for Eq. (P) with q ∈ (q, 2^∗).

Proof of Theorem 1.3: For any q ∈ (q, 2^∗), we first show that there exists (λ, u) ∈ R^+ × E that solves Eq. (P) satisfying I_q(u) = m_{q,a}. We are going to do it in three steps.

Step 1: we are looking for a couple (λ, u) ∈ R^+ × E to satisfy −Δu + V (x)u + λu = |u|^{2∗−2}u + μ|u|^{q−2}u in R^N . The arguments are similar to [41]. For the reader’s convenience, we present the proof for it. Let k > 0 be defined by Lemma 2.7. Considering the augmented functional ~I_q : R × E → R defined by ~I_q(s, u) := I_q(s ∗ u) =e^{2s} 2 ∫ R^N |∇u|^2dx + 1 2 ∫ R^N V (e^{−s}x)|u|^2dx − e^{2∗s} 2^∗ ∫ R^N |u|^{2∗} dx − μ q e^{( q2 −1)Ns} ∫ R^N |u|^qdx. (3.1) Notice that ~I_q is of class C^1. Denoting by I^c_q the closed sub-level set {u ∈ S_a : I_q(u) ≤ c}, we introduce the minimax class

Γ := { γ = (α, β) ∈ C([0, 1], R × S_a) : γ(0) ∈ (0, A_k), γ(1) ∈ (0, I^0_q ) } , (3.2)

with associated minimax level

η_{q,a} := inf_{γ∈Γ} max (s,u)∈γ([0,1]) ~I_q(s, u). (3.3) Let u ∈ S_a. Since |∇(s ∗ u)|_2 → 0^+ as s → −∞ and I_q(s ∗ u) → −∞ as s → +∞, then there exists s_0 << −1 and s_1 >> 1 such that

γ_u : τ ∈ [0, 1] → (0, ((1 − τ)s_0 + τs_1) ∗ u) ∈ R × S_a (3.4) is a path in Γ. Then η_{q,a} is a real number. Now, for any γ = (α, β) ∈ Γ, let us consider the function P_q ∘ γ : τ ∈ [0, 1] → P_q(α(τ) ∗ β(τ)) ∈ R, we have P_q ∘ γ(0) = P_q(β(0)) > 0 since β(0) ∈ A_k by Lemma 2.7. Now we claim that P_q ∘ γ(1) = P_q(β(1)) < 0. In fact, it follows from (2.9) and (2.16) that ψ_u(s) > 0 for s → −∞ and ψ^′_u(s) > 0 for s → −∞. Hence, from Lemma 2.6 we obtain ψ_{β(1)}(s) > 0 for s ≤ s_{β(1)}. Moreover, ψ_{β(1)}(0) = I_q(β(1)) ≤ 0 because β(1) ∈ I^0_q , which implies that s_{β(1)} < 0. Thus from Lemma 2.6 we get the claim. Furthermore, the map τ → α(τ) ∗ β(τ) is continuous from [0, 1] to E, and hence we deduce that there exists τ_γ ∈ (0, 1) such that P_q ∘ γ(τ_γ ) = 0, namely α(τ_γ ) ∗ β(τ_γ ) ∈ P_{q,a}; this implies that max γ([0,1])

~I_q ≥ ~I_q(γ(τ_γ )) = ~I_q(α(τ_γ ), β(τ_γ )) = I_q(α(τ_γ ) ∗ β(τ_γ )) ≥ inf_{u∈P} q,a I_q = m_{q,a}. Hence, η_{q,a} ≥ m_{q,a}. Besides, if u ∈ P_{q,a}, then γ_u defined in (3.4) is a path in Γ with I_q(u) = max_{γu([0,1])} ~I_q ≥ η_{q,a}, whence the reverse inequality m_{q,a} ≥ η_{q,a} follows. Combining this with Lemma 2.7, we infer that η_{q,a} = m_{q,a} > sup (A_k∪I^0_q )∩S_a I_q = sup

((0,A_k)∪(0,I^0_q ))∩(R×S_a ) ~I_q.

Using the terminology in [16, Section 5], this means that {γ([0, 1]) : γ ∈ Γ} is a homotopy stable family of compact subsets of R × S_a with extended closed boundary (0, A_k) ∪ (0, I^0_q ), and that the superlevel set {I_q ≥ η_{q,a}} is a dual set for Γ. Therefore, applying [16, Theorem 5.2], taking any minimizing sequence γ_n = (α_n, β_n) ⊂ Γ_n for ~I_q|_{R×Sa} at the level η_{q,a} with the property that α_n = 0 and β_n(τ) ≥ 0 a.e. in R^N for every τ ∈ [0, 1], there exists a sequence {(s_n, w_n)} ⊂ R × S_a\((0, A_k) ∪ (0, I^0_q )) such that, as n → ∞, (i) ~I_q(s_n, w_n) → η_{q,a}; (ii) ~I^′_q|_{R×Sa} (s_n, w_n) → 0; (iii) dist((s_n, w_n), (0, β_n(τ))) → 0. Let u_n := s_n ∗ w_n = e^{Nsn}2 w_n(e^{sn} x). It follows from (i) that lim_{n→∞} I_q(u_n) = lim_{n→∞} I_q(s_n ∗ w_n) = lim_{n→∞} ~I_q(s_n, w_n) = η_{q,a} = m_{q,a}. (3.5) Moreover, from (ii) and (3.1) we know that ∂_s ~I_q(s_n, w_n) = ⟨~I_q(s_n, w_n), (1, 0)⟩ → 0 as n → ∞, where ∂_s ~I_q(s_n, w_n) =e^{2sn} ∫ R^N |∇w_n|^2dx − ∫ R^N W (e^{−sn} x)|w_n|^2dx − e^{2∗sn} ∫ R^N |w_n|^{2∗} dx − μγ_qe^{( q2 −1)Nsn} ∫ R^N |w_n|^qdx. Hence, by (2.10), one gets P_q(u_n) = P_q(s_n ∗ w_n) = ∂_s ~I_q(s_n, w_n) → 0 as n → ∞. (3.6) Besides, setting h_n ∈ T_{un} := {z ∈ E : ⟨z, u_n⟩_L2 = ∫ R^N zundx = 0}, by simple calculate, we have ⟨ I^′_q(u_n), h_n ⟩

= ∫ R^N ∇u_n · ∇h_n + V (x)u_nh_ndx − ∫ R^N |u_n|^{2∗−2}u_nh_ndx − μ ∫ R^N |u_n|^{q−2}u_nh_ndx =e^{2sn} ∫ R^N e^{− N+22 sn} ∇w_n · ∇h_n(e^{−sn} x)dx + ∫ R^N V (e^{−sn} x)w_ne^{− N2 sn} h_n(e^{−sn} x)dx − e^{2∗sn} ∫ R^N |w_n|^{2∗−2}w_ne^{− Nsn2} h_n(e^{−sn} x)dx − μe^{( q2 −1)Nsn} ∫ R^N |w_n|^{q−2}w_ne^{− Nsn2} h_n(e^{−sn} x)dx =e^{2sn} ∫ R^N ∇w_n · ∇~h_ndx + ∫ R^N V (e^{−sn} x)w_n~h_ndx − e^{2∗sn} ∫ R^N |w_n|^{2∗−2}w_n~h_ndx − μe^{( q2 −1)Nsn} ∫ R^N |w_n|^{q−2}w_n~h_ndx, which implies that ⟨ I^′_q(u_n), h_n ⟩ = ⟨~ I^′_q(s_n, w_n), (0, ~h_n) ⟩ , (3.7) where ~h_n(x) = e^{− Nsn}2 h_n(e^{−sn} x). Now, we claim that (0, ~h_n) ∈ ~T_{(sn,wn)} := {(z_1, z_2) ∈ R × E : ⟨w_n, z_2⟩_L2 = 0} . (3.8) In fact, (0, ~h_n) ∈ ~T_{(sn,wn)} ⇔ ⟨w_n, ~h_n⟩_L2 = 0 ⇔ ∫ R^N w_ne^{− Nsn2} h_n(e^{−sn} x)dx = 0 ⇔ ∫ R^N e^{Nsn2} w_n(e^{sn} x)h_n(x)dx = 0 ⇔ ⟨u_n, h_n⟩_L2 = 0. ⇔ h_n ∈ T_{un} . Therefore, in view of (ii), (3.7) and (3.8), one has, as n → ∞, ⟨ I^′_q(u_n), h_n ⟩ → 0 for all h_n ∈ T_{un} .

That is, I^′_q|_{Sa} (u_n) → 0 as n → ∞. (3.9) Furthermore, using the last item (iii), it holds that {s_n} is bounded from above and from below. Thus, in virtue of (3.5), (3.6) and (3.9), we find that {u_n} ⊂ S_a is a Palais-Smale sequence for I_q|_{Sa} at the level η_{q,a} = m_{q,a} satisfying I_q(u_n) → m_{q,a}, I^′_q|_{Sa} (u_n) → 0 and P_q(u_n) → 0 as n → ∞. (3.10) Similar to (2.13), we show that {u_n} is bounded in E. Then, up to a subsequence, there is u ∈ E such that, up to a subsequence, u_n ⇀ u in E;

u_n → u in L^p_{loc}(R^N ), p ∈ (2, 2^∗); u_n(x) → u(x) a.e. on R^N . Besides, by (3.10) and the Lagrange multipliers rule, there exists λ_n ∈ R such that Re ∫ R^N ∇u_n · ∇φ + V (x)u_nφ + λ_nu_nφ − |u_n|^{2∗−2}u_nφ − μ|u_n|^{q−2}u_nφdx = o(1)‖φ‖ for every φ ∈ E, where φ is the complex conjugate of φ and Re denotes the real part. Choosing φ = u_n in the above equality, it provides that λ_na^2 = −|∇u_n|^2 − ∫ R^N V (x)|u_n|^2dx + |u_n|^{2∗}_2∗ + μ|u_n|^q + o(1). (3.11) From the boundedness of {u_n} in E, we know that {λ_n} is bounded in R. Then there is λ ∈ R satisfying λ_n → λ as n → ∞. Therefore, (λ, u) ∈ R × E satisfies −Δu + V (x)u + λu = |u|^{2∗−2}u + μ|u|^{q−2}u in R^N . In the following, we prove that λ > 0. Since P_q(u_n) → 0 as n → ∞, namely, ∫ R^N |∇u_n|^2dx = ∫ R^N W (x)|u_n|^2dx + ∫ R^N |u_n|^{2∗} dx + μγ_q ∫ R^N |u_n|^qdx + o(1), which and (3.11) imply that λ_na^2 = (1 − γ_q)μ ∫ R^N |u_n|^qdx − ∫ R^N (V (x) + W (x)) |u_n|^2dx + o(1), (3.12) where γ_q < 1. Then, by (V_4) and Fatou lemma we infer that λa^2 ≥ (1 − γ_q)μ lim_{n→∞} ∫ R^N |u_n|^qdx ≥ (1 − γ_q)μ ∫ R^N |u|^qdx, which implies that λ ≥ 0. Moreover, if u ≠ 0, then we deduce that λ > 0. Next, we claim that u ≠ 0. Assume that u = 0. Then it follows from (V_1) and (V_2) that m_{q,a} = I_q(u_n) = I^∞_q (u_n) + o(1) and P_q(u_n) = P^∞_q (u_n) + o(1), which shows that P^∞_q (u_n) → 0 as n → ∞. Hence, for any n ∈ N, there exists a unique t_n > 0 with t_n → 0 as n → ∞ such that t_n ∗ u_n ∈ P^∞_{q,a}. Then m^∞_{q,a} ≤ I^∞_q (t_n ∗ u_n) = m_{q,a} + o(1), which is contradiction with Lemma 2.8. Thus, u ≠ 0. This shows that λ > 0. So (λ, u) ∈ R^+ × E satisfies −Δu + V (x)u + λu = |u|^{2∗−2}u + μ|u|^{q−2}u in R^N . Consequently, P_q(u) = 0.

Step 2: we prove that u ∈ S_a. Let |u|_2 = b ∈ (0, a], then u ∈ P_{q,b}. Similar to Lemma 2.3 and (2.13), we get I_q(u) > 0. If a ≠ b, setting c^2 = a^2 − b^2 ∈ (0, a^2) and υ_n := u_n − u ⇀ 0 in E as n → ∞, then ‖υ_n‖_2 = c > 0. By Brézis-Lieb Lemma [45] and the fact that P_q(u) = 0, one infers I_q(u_n) = I_q(υ_n) + I_q(u) + o(1) = I^∞_q (υ_n) + I_q(u) + o(1), (3.13) P_q(u_n) = P_q(υ_n) + P_q(u) + o(1) = P^∞_q (υ_n) + o(1) = P^∞_q (υ_n) + o(1), which implies P^∞_q (υ_n) → 0 as n → ∞. Hence, for any n ∈ N, there exists a unique ~t_n > 0 with ~t_n → 0 as n → ∞ such that ~t_n ∗ υ_n ∈ P^∞_{q,c}. So, it follows from (3.13) and I_q(u) > 0 that m^∞_{q,c} ≤ I^∞_q (~t_n ∗ υ_n) = I^∞_q (υ_n) + o(1) = m_{q,a} − I_q(u) + o(1), which and Lemma 2.8 imply that m^∞_{q,c} ≤ m_{q,a} < m^∞_{q,a}. That is contradiction with Proposition 2.2. Hence, a = b, namely, u ∈ S_a.

Step 3: we show that I_q(u) = m_{q,a}. Since u_n ⇀ u in L^2(R^N , C ) as n → ∞ and u ∈ S_a, one has, as n → ∞, u_n → u in L^2(R^N , C ).

Then, by Gagliardo-Nirenberg inequality (2.1), we have, as n → ∞,

u_n → u in L^t(R^N , C )

with t ∈ (2, 2^∗). In virtue of u ∈ P_{q,a}, one infers I_q(u) ≥ m_{q,a}. Hence, combining (2.7) with P_q(u) = 0, by Fatou lemma and the fact that u_n → u in L^p(R^N , C ) with p ∈ [2, 2^∗) as n → ∞, it holds that m_{q,a} ≤I_q(u) =I_q(u) − 1 2^∗ P_q(u) = ( 1 2 − 1 2^∗ ) ∫ R^N |∇u|^2dx + 1 2 ∫ R^N [ V (x) + 1 2^∗ ⟨∇V, x⟩ ] |u|^2dx + μ (γ_q 2^∗ − 1 q ) ∫ R^N |u|^qdx ≤ lim inf n→∞ (( 1 2 − 1 2^∗ ) ∫ R^N |∇u_n|^2dx + 1 2 ∫ R^N [ V (x) + 1 2^∗ ⟨∇V, x⟩ ] |u_n|^2dx + μ (γ_q 2^∗ − 1 q ) ∫ R^N |u_n|^qdx )

= lim inf n→∞ ( I_q(u_n) − 1 2^∗

P_q(u_n) ) ≤ lim_{n→∞} I_q(u_n) =m_{q,a}, which shows that I_q(u) = m_{q,a}.

Next, let

U_a := { u ∈ P_{q,a} : I_q(u) = m_{q,a} = inf_{Pq,a} I_q } . (3.14)

It is easy to see from Lemma 2.9 that U_a = Z_a. We claim that u ∈ Z_a ⇒ |u| ∈ Z_a, |∇|u||_2 = |∇u|_2. (3.15) Indeed, observe that |∇|u||_2 ≤ |∇u|_2, then I_q(|u|) ≤ I_q(u) and P_q(|u|) ≤ P_q(u) = 0. By Lemma 2.6, there exists s_{|u|} ≤ 0 satisfying s_{|u|} ∗ |u| ∈ P_{q,a}. Hence, one has m_{q,a} ≤ I_q(s_{|u|} ∗ |u|) = e^{2s|u|} 2 ∫ R^N |∇|u||^2dx + 1 2 ∫ R^N V (e^{−s|u|} x)|u|^2dx − e^{2∗s|u|} 2^∗ ∫ R^N |u|^{2∗} dx − μ q e^{( q2 −1)Ns|u|} ∫ R^N |u|^qdx ≤ e^{2s|u|} 2 ∫ R^N |∇u|^2dx + 1 2 ∫ R^N V (e^{−s|u|} x)|u|^2dx − e^{2∗s|u|} 2^∗ ∫ R^N |u|^{2∗} dx − μ q e^{( q2 −1)Ns|u|} ∫ R^N |u|^qdx = I_q(s_{|u|} ∗ u) ≤ I_q(u) = m_{q,a}, which shows that |∇|u||_2 = |∇u|_2. Thus we have I_q(|u|) = I_q(u) = m_{q,a} and P_q(|u|) = P_q(u) = 0. This gives that |u| ∈ Z_a. Thus, |u| is a non-negative real-valued solution to Eq. (P) for some λ ∈ R^+ . Let u := |u|, we claim that u > 0 on R^N . Indeed, from Lemma 2.11, we know that −Δu = −λu − V (x)u + |u|^{2∗−2}u + |u|^{q−2}u ∈ L^p_{loc}(R^N , R), for any p ≥ 2, which and Caldéron-Zygmund inequality [17] imply u ∈ W^{2,p}_{loc} (R^N , R). Moreover, by Sobolev embedding theorem, we have u ∈ C^{1,α}_{loc} (R^N , R) for 0 < α < 1. Then the strong maximum principle shows that u > 0. Hence, we obtain that there exists a couple (λ, u) ∈ R^+ × E solving Eq. (P), where u is a positive real-valued function and I_q(u) = m_{q,a}. Therefore, we complete the proof of Theorem 1.3. □

4 Proof of Theorem 1.4

In this section, we consider the L^2-critical perturbation case, i.e., q = 2 +^4_N , and prove Theorem 1.4. Below we first present some preliminary lemmas that are necessary to prove Theorem 1.4.

Lemma 4.1. Let ( ~V_2) be satisfied and q = q. Setting μa^4N < (a_N )^4N (1 − ~σ_2), for any u ∈ P_{q,a}, there exists ~δ > 0 such that |∇u|_2 ≥ ~δ.

Proof. When q = q, we know that qγ_q = 2. Thus, by ( ~V_2) and (2.1) and (2.3), similar to (2.11), for any u ∈ P_{q,a} one shows that (1 − ~σ_2 − μγ_qC^q_{N,q}a^{q(1−γq )})|∇u|^2 ≤ S^{− NN−2} |∇u|^{2∗}_2 . By (2.2), let μa^4N < (a_N )^4N (1 − ~σ_2), we infer that there exists ~δ > 0 satisfying |∇u|_2 ≥ ~δ. Thus, we complete the proof of this lemma.

Lemma 4.2. Assume that ( ~V_1) and ( ~V_2) hold. Let q = q and μa^4N < ( 1 −^{N ~σ1}_2 −^{N−2}_2 ~σ_2 ) (a_N )^4N , then m_{q,a} = inf_{u∈Pq,a} I_q(u) > 0.

Proof. From ( ~V_1), ( ~V_2), Gagliardo-Nirenberg inequality (2.1) and (2.7), for any u ∈ P_{q,a} we deduce

I_q(u) = I_q(u) − 1 2^∗ P_q(u) = 1 N ∫ R^N |∇u|^2dx + 1 2 ∫ R^N V (x)u^2dx + 1 22^∗ ∫ R^N ⟨∇V (x), x⟩|u|^2dx + ( γ_q 2^∗ − 1 q ) μ ∫ R^N |u|^qdx ≥ 1 N ∫ R^N |∇u|^2dx − ~σ_1 2 ∫ R^N |∇u|^2dx − ~σ_2 2^∗ ∫ R^N |∇u|^2dx − μ N + 2 ∫ R^N |u|^qdx ≥ ( 1 N − ~σ_1 2 − ~σ_2 2^∗ ) ∫ R^N |∇u|^2dx − μ N + 2 C^q_{N,q}a^{4N} ∫ R^N |∇u|^2dx ≥ ( 1 N − ~σ_1 2 − ~σ_2 2^∗ − μ N + 2 C^q_{N,q}a^{4N} ) ∫ R^N |∇u|^2dx, (4.1) which and Lemma 4.1 imply that m_{q,a} = inf_{u∈Pq,a} I_q(u) > 0 because ~σ_1 <^2_N and ~σ_2 <^2_{N−2} −^N_{N−2} ~σ_1 and μa^4N < ( 1 −^{N ~σ1}_2 −^{N−2}_2 ~σ_2 ) (a_N )^4N . Thus, we complete the proof.

Consider the decomposition of P_{q,a} into the disjoint union

P_{q,a} = (P_{q,a})^+ ∪ (P_{q,a})^0 ∪ (P_{q,a})^− ,

where (P_{q,a})^{+(resp. 0,−)} = { u ∈ P_{q,a} : ψ^{′′}_u(0) > (resp. =, <)0 } . Lemma 4.3. Assume that ( ~V_2) − ( ~V_3) hold and q = q. Let μa^4N < (1 −^N_2 ~σ_2 −^{N−2}_4 ~σ_3)(a_N )^4N , then P_{q,a} = (P_{q,a})^−. Proof. By (2.14) and (2.15) with q = q, using Gagliardo-Nirenberg inequality (2.1) and ( ~V_2) − ( ~V_3), for any u ∈ P_{q,a}, one has

ψ^{′′}_u(0) = ψ^{′′}_u(0) − 2N N − 2 P_q(u) = − 4 N − 2 ∫ R^N |∇u|^2dx + ∫ R^N ⟨∇W (x), x⟩|u|^2dx + 2N N − 2 ∫ R^N W (x)|u|^2dx + μ 4γ_q N − 2 ∫ R^N |u|^qdx ≤ ( ~σ_3 + 2N N − 2 ~σ_2 − 4 N − 2 ) ∫ R^N |∇u|^2dx + μ 4γ_q N − 2 ∫ R^N |u|^qdx

≤ ( ~σ_3 + 2N N − 2 ~σ_2 − 4 N − 2 + μa^{4N} 4 N − 2 (a_N )^{− 4N} ) ∫ R^N |∇u|^2dx < 0, which shows that u ∈ (P_{q,a})^−. Hence, P_{q,a} = (P_{q,a})^−. Thus, we complete the proof of this lemma.

Lemma 4.4. Assume that ( ~V_2) and ( ~V_3) hold and q = q. Let

μa^{4N} < min { 1 − ~σ_2, 2 N − ~σ_2 − ~σ_3 2^∗ } (a_N )^{4N} ,

for any u ∈ S_a, there is a unique s_u > 0 such that s_u ∗u ∈ P_{q,a}. Moreover, I_q(s_u ∗u) = max_{s>0} I_q(s∗u), and s_u < 0 if and only if P_q(u) < 0, and ψ_u is strictly decreasing and concave on (s_u, +∞). And the map u ∈ S_a → s_u ∈ R is of class C^1.

Proof. Since ψ^′_u(s) = P_q(s ∗ u), then we only prove that ψ^′_u(s) has a unique root in R. By (2.9) and ( ~V_2), for any u ∈ S_a,

ψ^′_u(s) = e^{2s} ∫ R^N |∇u|^2dx − ∫ R^N W (e^{−s}x)|u|^2dx − e^{2∗s} ∫ R^N |u|^{2∗} dx − μγ_qe^{( q2 −1)Ns} ∫ R^N |u|^qdx ≥ ( 1 − ~σ_2 − μγ_qC^q_{N,q}a^{4N} ) e^{2s}|∇u|^2 − e^{2∗s} ∫ R^N |u|^{2∗} dx. (4.2)

Since μa^4N < (1 − ~σ_2)a^{4N}_N with ~σ_2 < 1, we have 1 − ~σ_2 − μγ_qC^q_{N,q}a^4N > 0. Therefore, from (4.2), it holds that ψ^′_u(s) > 0 for s → −∞. Hence there exists s_0 ∈ R such that ψ_u(s) is increasing on (−∞, s_0). In addition, we know that ψ_u(s) → −∞ as s → +∞. Thus, there is s_1 ∈ R with s_1 > s_0 such that

ψ_u(s_1) = max_{s>0} ψ_u(s). (4.3)

Therefore, ψ^′_u(s_1) = 0, namely, s_1 ∗ u ∈ P_{q,a}. Assume that there exists s_2 ∈ R satisfying s_2 ∗ u ∈ P_{q,a}. Without loss of generality, assume that s_2 > s_1. From Lemma 2.5, we have ψ^{′′}_u(s_2) < 0. Hence, there is s_3 ∈ (s_1, s_2) such that ψ_u(s_3) = min_{s∈(s1,s2)} ψ_u(s).

Thus, we deduce that ψ^{′′}_u(s_3) ≥ 0 and ψ^′_u(s_3) = 0, which implies that s_3 ∗ u ∈ P_{q,a} and s_3 ∗ u ∈ (P_{q,a})^+ ∪(P_{q,a})^0. This is a contradiction. Hence, setting s_u = s_1, it follows from (4.3) that I_q(s_u ∗u) = max_{s>0} I_q(s ∗ u). Furthermore,

ψ^′_u(s) < 0 ⇔ s > s_u. (4.4)

Hence, ψ^′_u(0) = P_q(u) < 0 if and only if s_u < 0. In the following, we show that ψ_u is strictly decreasing and concave on (s_u, +∞). Clearly, it follows from (4.4) that ψ_u is strictly decreasing on (s_u, +∞). Now, we verify that ψ^{′′}_u(s) < 0 on (s_u, +∞). From ( ~V_3), ψ^{′′}_u(s) =2e^{2s} ∫ R^N |∇u|^2dx + ∫ R^N ⟨∇W (e^{−s}x), e^{−s}x⟩|u|^2dx − 2^∗e^{2∗s} ∫ R^N |u|^{2∗} dx − μqγ^2_q e^{qγq s} ∫ R^N |u|^qdx ≤(2 + ~σ_3)e^{2s} ∫ R^N |∇u|^2dx − 2^∗e^{2∗s} ∫ R^N |u|^{2∗} dx. (4.5) Let g_1(s) = ( 1 − ~σ_2 − μγ_qC^q_{N,q}a^{4N} ) e^{2s}|∇u|^2 − e^{2∗s} ∫ R^N |u|^{2∗} dx and g_2(s) = (2 + ~σ_3)e^{2s} ∫ R^N |∇u|^2dx − 2^∗e^{2∗s} ∫ R^N |u|^{2∗} dx.

Obviously, g_1 and g_2 has a unique zero point. Assume that g_1(~s_1) = 0 and g_2(~s_2) = 0. It holds that g_1(s) > 0 on (−∞, ~s_1) and g_1(s) < 0 on (~s_1, +∞) and g_2(s) > 0 on (−∞, ~s_2) and g_2(s) < 0 on (~s_2, +∞). From above analysis, we know from (4.2) that ψ_u is strictly increasing on (−∞, ~s_1). Moreover, since ψ_u is strictly increasing on (−∞, s_u) and strictly decreasing on (s_u, +∞), we have ~s_1 ≤ s_u. If ~s_2 ≤ s_u, then we have ψ^{′′}_u(s) < 0 on (s_u, +∞). Thus, we only need to show that ~s_2 ≤ ~s_1, which is equivalent to verify g_2(~s_1) ≤ 0. Since g_1(~s_1) = 0, namely, ( 1 − ~σ_2 − μγ_qC^q_{N,q}a^{4N} ) e^{2~s1} |∇u|^2 = e^{2∗ ~s1} ∫ R^N |u|^{2∗} dx, then

g_2(~s_1) = (2 + ~σ_3)e^{2~s1} ∫ R^N |∇u|^2dx − 2^∗e^{2∗~s1} ∫ R^N |u|^{2∗} dx = (2 + ~σ_3 − 2^∗(1 − ~σ_2 − μγ_qC^q_{N,q}a^{4N} ))e^{2~s1} ∫ R^N |∇u|^2dx < 0 (4.6)

because μa^4N < (^2_N − ~σ_2 −^{~σ3}_{2∗} )a^{4N}_N . So, we obtain that ψ_u is strictly concave on (s_u, +∞). Similar to Lemma 2.6, we show that the map u ∈ S_a → s_u ∈ R is of class C^1. Thus, we complete the proof.

Lemma 4.5. Assume that ( ~V_1) − ( ~V_2) hold and q = q. Let

μa^{4N} < min {( 1 − N ~σ_1 2 − N − 2 2 ~σ_2 ) , 1 − ~σ_2, N + 2 N − ( 2 + 4 N ) ~σ_1 } (a_N )^{4N} ,

then there is a constant k > 0 small enough such that

0 < sup A_k I_q < m_{q,a} and u ∈ A_k ⇒ I_q(u), P_q(u) > 0, where A_k = {u ∈ S_a : |∇u|^2 < k}.

Proof. Firstly, by ( ~V_1), similar to (2.21), setting μa^4N < (^1_2 − ~σ_1)(2 +^4_N )(a_N )^4N , we have I_q(u) > 0 for any u ∈ A_k with k > 0 small enough. Then, similar to (2.22), by ( ~V_2) and the fact that μa^4N < (1 − ~σ_2)(a_N )^4N , one gets P_q(u) > 0 for any u ∈ A_k with k > 0 small enough. Furthermore, choosing k sufficient small, by Lemma 4.2, I_q(u) ≤ 1 2 ∫ R^N |∇u|^2dx < m_{q,a} for all u ∈ A_k. Hence, we complete the proof of this lemma.

Proof of Theorem 1.4: Let

0 < μa^{4N} < min { 1 − ~σ_2, N + 2 N − ( 2 + 4 N ) ~σ_1, 1 − N ~σ_1 2 − N − 2 2 ~σ_2, 2 N − ~σ_2 − ~σ_3 2^∗ } (a_N )^{4N} ,

by Lemmas 2.8, 2.9, 4.1, 4.2, 4.3, 4.4, 4.5 and 2.11, and using Proposition 2.2, similar to the proof of Theorem 1.3, we infer that there exists a couple (λ, u) ∈ R^+ × E solving Eq. (P), where u is a real-valued positive function in R^N and I_q(u) = m_{q,a}. So we complete the proof of Theorem 1.4. □

5 Proof of Theorem 1.5

In this section, we study the L^2-subcritical perturbation case, i.e., 2 < q < q := 2 +^4_N . Firstly, we give some preliminary lemmas for proving Theorem 1.5.

For any u ∈ E, we obtain from ( ^V_1), (2.1) and (2.3) that

I_q(u) = 1 2 ∫ R^N |∇u|^2 + V (x)|u|^2dx − 1 2^∗ ∫ R^N |u|^{2∗} dx − μ q ∫ R^N |u|^qdx ≥ 1 2 (1 − ^σ_1)|∇u|^2 − 1 2^∗ S^{− 2∗2} |∇u|^{2∗}_2 − μ q C^q_{N,q}|u|^{q(1−γq )} 2 |∇u|^{qγq}_2 ≥|∇u|^2 ( 1 2 (1 − ^σ_1) − 1 2^∗ S^{− 2∗2} |∇u|^{2∗−2}_2 − μ q C^q_{N,q}|u|^{q(1−γq )} 2 |∇u|^{qγq −2}_2 ) , (5.1)

where qγ_q < 2. Now we consider the function f(a, k) defined by f(a, k) = 1 2 (1 − ^σ_1) − 1 2^∗

S^{− 2∗2} k^{2∗−2} − μ q C^q_{N,q}a^{q(1−γq )}k^{qγq −2} for all (a, k) ∈ R^+ × R^+ .

In the following, for any μ > 0 fixed, we have Lemma 5.1. Assume that ( ^V_1) holds and 2 < q < q. For any a > 0 fixed, then the function f(a, k) has a unique global maximum respect to k and the maximum value satisfies

max_{k>0} f(a, k) > 0 if a < a_0, max_{k>0} f(a, k) = 0 if a = a_0, max_{k>0} f(a, k) < 0 if a > a_0,

where

a_0 := ( 1 2K (1 − ^σ_1) )^{2∗−qγ}q q(1−γq )(2∗−2) (5.2)

with K = 1 2^∗ S^{− 2∗2} ( μ2∗(2 − qγ_q)C^q_{N,q}S^{2∗}_2 q(2^∗ − 2) ) 2^∗−2_{2∗−qγq} − μ q C^q_{N,q} (μ2∗(2 − qγ_q)C^q_{N,q}S^{2∗}_2 q(2^∗ − 2) )^{qγ}q^{−2} 2∗−qγq . Proof. By definition of f(a, k), we have f^′_k(a, k) = − 2^∗ − 2

2^∗

S^{− 2∗2} k^{2∗−3} − μ q C^q_{N,q}(qγ_q − 2)a^{q(1−γq )}k^{qγq −3}. Hence, the equation f^′_k(a, k) = 0 has a unique solution given by

k_a = μ2^∗(2 − qγ_q)C^q_{N,q}S^{2∗}2 q(2^∗ − 2) 1 2∗−qγq a q(1−γq ) 2∗−qγq > 0. (5.3)

Taking into account that f(a, k) → −∞ as k → 0 and f(a, k) → −∞ as k → +∞, we obtain that k_a is the unique global maximum point of the function f(a, k) with any fixed a > 0 and the maximum value is, for any a > 0 fixed,

max_{k>0} f(a, k) = f(a, k_a) = 1 2 (1 − ^σ_1) − 1 2^∗

S^{− 2∗2} k^{2∗−2}_a − μ q C^q_{N,q}a^{q(1−γq )}k^{qγq −2}_a

= 1 2 (1 − ^σ_1) − 1 2^∗ S^{− 2∗2} (μ2∗(2 − qγ_q)C^q_{N,q}S^{2∗}_2 q(2^∗ − 2) ) 2^∗−2_{2∗−qγq} a q(1−γq )(2∗−2) 2∗−qγq

− μ q C^q_{N,q}a^{q(1−γq )} (μ2∗(2 − qγ_q)C^q_{N,q}S^{2∗}_2 q(2^∗ − 2) )^{qγ}q^{−2} 2∗−qγq a q(1−γq )(qγq −2) 2∗−qγq = 1 2 (1 − ^σ_1) − Ka q(1−γq )(2∗−2) 2∗−qγq , where K = 1 2^∗ S^{− 2∗2} ( μ2∗(2 − qγ_q)C^q_{N,q}S^{2∗}_2 q(2^∗ − 2) ) 2^∗−2_{2∗−qγq} − μ q C^q_{N,q} (μ2∗(2 − qγ_q)C^q_{N,q}S^{2∗}_2 q(2^∗ − 2) )^{qγ}q^{−2} 2∗−qγq . By the definition of a_0, we deduce that max_{k>0} f(a_0, k) = 0, and hence the lemma follows.

Lemma 5.2. Assume that ( ^V_1) holds and 2 < q < q. Let (a_1, k_1) ∈ R^+ ×R^+ be such that f(a_1, k_1) ≥ 0. Then for any a_2 ∈ (0, a_1], there hold that

f(a_2, k_2) ≥ 0 if k_2 ∈ [a_2 a_1 k_1, k_1 ] . Proof. Since a → f(·, k) is a non-increasing function we clearly have that, for any a_2 ∈ (0, a_1], f(a_2, k_1) ≥ f(a_1, k_1) ≥ 0. (5.4) By the definition of f(a, k) and by direct calculations, we get that f(a_2, a_2 a_1 k_1) ≥ f(a_1, k_1) ≥ 0. (5.5)

We observe that if f(a_2, k^′) ≥ 0 and f(a_2, k^{′′}) ≥ 0, then f(a_2, k) ≥ 0 for any k ∈ [k^′, k^{′′}].

Indeed, if f(a_2, k) < 0 for some k ∈ [k^′, k^{′′}], then there exists a local minimum point on (k^′, k^{′′}) and this contradicts the fact that the function f(a_2, k) has a unique global maximum by Lemma 5.1. Hence, by (5.4) and (5.5), taking k^′ =^{a2}_{a1} k_1 and k^{′′} = k_1, we get the conclusion.

Now let a_0 > 0 be given by (5.2) and k_0 := k_{a0} > 0 being determined by (5.3). Note that by Lemmas 5.1 and 5.2, we have that f(a_0, k_0) = 0 and f(a, k_0) > 0 for all a ∈ (0, a_0). We define D_{k0} := {u ∈ E : |∇u|^2 < k^2_0 } and V_a := S_a ∩ D_{k0} We shall now consider the following local minimization problem: for any a ∈ (0, a_0), m(a) := inf_{u∈Va} I_q(u). (5.6)

Lemma 5.3. Assume that ( ^V_1) holds and 2 < q < q. For any a ∈ (0, a_0), it holds that m(a) = inf_{u∈Va} I_q(u) < 0 < inf_{u∈∂Va} I_q(u). Proof. For any u ∈ S_a, since I_q(s ∗ u) = e^{2s} 2 ∫ R^N |∇u|^2dx + 1 2 ∫ R^N V (e^{−s}x)|u|^2dx − e^{2∗s} 2^∗ ∫ R^N |u|^{2∗} dx − μ q e^{( q2 −1)Ns} ∫ R^N |u|^qdx ≤ e^{2s} ( (1 2 + ^σ_1 ) |∇u|^2 − e^{(2∗−2)s} 2^∗ ∫ R^N |u|^{2∗} dx − μ q e^{(qγq −2)s} ∫ R^N |u|^qdx )

and qγ_q < 2, then there exists s_0 << −1 such that |∇(s_0 ∗ u)|^2 = e^{2s0} |∇u|^2 < k^2_0 and I_q(s_0 ∗ u) < 0. This implies that m(a) < 0. Moreover, in view of (5.1) and the fact that f(a, k_0) > f(a_0, k_0) = 0 for all a ∈ (0, a_0), we have I_q(u) ≥ |∇u|^2f(|u|_2, |∇u|_2) = k^2_0 f(a, k_0) > 0 for any u ∈ ∂V_a. Hence, we complete the proof.

Lemma 5.4. Assume that ( ^V_1) hold and 2 < q < q. Let {u_n} ⊂ D_{k0} be such that |u_n|_q → 0 as n → ∞. Then there exists a β_0 > 0 such that I_q(u_n) ≥ β_0|∇u_n|^2 + o(1).

Proof. Let {u_n} ⊂ D_{k0} be such that |u_n|_q → 0, we obtain from ( ^V_1), (2.1) and (2.3) that

I_q(u_n) = 1 2 ∫ R^N |∇u_n|^2 + V (x)|u_n|^2dx − 1 2^∗ ∫ R^N |u_n|^{2∗} dx + o(1) ≥ 1 2 (1 − ^σ_1)|∇u_n|^2 − 1 2^∗

S^{− 2∗2} |∇u_n|^{2∗}_2 + o(1) ≥|∇u_n|^2 ( 1 2 (1 − ^σ_1) − 1 2^∗ S^{− 2∗2} |∇u_n|^{2∗−2}_2 ) + o(1) ≥|∇u_n|^2 ( 1 2 (1 − ^σ_1) − 1 2^∗

S^{− 2∗2} k^{2∗−2}_0 ) + o(1),

which and f(a_0, k_0) = 0 imply that

β_0 := 1 2 (1 − ^σ_1) − 1 2^∗

S^{− 2∗2} k^{2∗−2}_0 = μ q C^q_{N,q}a^{q(1−γq )} 0 k^{qγq −2}_0 > 0. Thus, we complete the proof.

Now, we collect some properties of m(a) defined in (5.6).

Lemma 5.5. Assume that ( ^V_1) hold and 2 < q < q. It holds that

(i) a ∈ (0, a_0) → m(a) is a continuous mapping.

(ii) Let a ∈ (0, a_0). For any α ∈ (0, a), we have^{α2}_{a2} m(a) < m(α) < 0.

Proof. Similarly as in [21, Lemma 2.6], by ( ^V_1) we can prove (i). It remains to show (ii). Let κ > 1 such that a = κα. Let {u_n} ⊂ V_α be a minimizing sequence with respect to m(α), that is, I_q(u_n) → m(α) as n → ∞. By Lemma 5.3, we get m(α) < 0. Letting v_n = κu_n, we have |v_n|^2 = a^2. Moreover, since f(a, k_0) ≥ f(a_0, k_0) ≥ 0, from Lemma 5.2 we deduce that f(α, k) > 0 for k ∈ [α a k_0, k_0 ] . Then, by (5.1) we get f(α, |∇u_n|_2) < 0, which implies that |∇u_n|_2 < α a k_0.

Then, one infers |∇v_n|^2 = κ^2|∇u_n|^2 < k^2_0 , which and |v_n|^2 = a^2 show that v_n ∈ V_a. Thus,

m(a) ≤ I_q(v_n) = κ^2I_q(u_n) +

(κ^2 − κ^q) q μ ∫ R^N |u_n|^qdx + (κ^2 − κ^{2∗} )

2^∗ ∫ R^N |u_n|^{2∗} dx. Now, we claim that there exists a positive constant C > 0 and n_0 ∈ N such that ∫ R^N |u_n|^qdx > C for all n ≥ n_0. Indeed, otherwise we have |u_n|_q → 0 as n → ∞. Then it follows from Lemma 5.4 that

0 > m(α) = lim_{n→∞} I_q(u_n) ≥ β_0 lim_{n→∞} |∇u_n|^2 ≥ 0,

which is a contradiction. Hence ∫ R^N |un| qdx > C for all n ≥ n_0. Then, in view of κ > 1, one infers

m(a) ≤ I_q(v_n) =κ^2I_q(u_n) +

(κ^2 − κ^q) q μ ∫ R^N |u_n|^qdx + (κ^2 − κ^{2∗} )

2^∗ ∫ R^N |u_n|^{2∗} dx

≤κ^2I_q(u_n) +

(κ^2 − κ^q) q μC ≤κ^2m(α) +

(κ^2 − κ^q) q μC + o_n(1), which shows that, as n → ∞, m(a) < κ^2m(α) = a^2 α^2 m(α). We complete the proof of this lemma.

Lemma 5.6. Assume that ( ^V_1) holds and q ∈ (2, q). Let m^∞(a) := inf_{u∈Va} I^∞_q (u), it holds that m(a) < m^∞(a) for any a ∈ (0, a_0).

Proof. According to [21, Theorem 1.2], we know that there exists 0 < u_0 ∈ V_a satisfying I^∞_q (u_0) = m^∞(a) for any a ∈ (0, a_0). Hence, since V (x) ≢ 0 and sup_{x∈R}N V (x) = 0, we see that

m(a) ≤ I_q(u_0) = I^∞_q (u_0) + ∫ R^N V (x)|u_0|^2dx < I^∞_q (u_0) = m^∞(a).

Thus, we get m(a) < m^∞(a) for any a ∈ (0, a_0). The proof of this lemma is finished. Lemma 5.7. Assume that ( ^V_1) hold and 2 < q < q. Let {u_n} ⊂ D_{k0} and |u_n|_2 → a be a minimizing sequence with respect to m(a) with u_n ⇀ u in E, u_n(x) → u(x) a.e. in R^N and u ≠ 0. Then, u ∈ V_a, I_q(u) = m(a) and u_n → u in E.

Proof. Let {u_n} ⊂ D_{k0} and |u_n|_2 → a be a minimizing sequence with respect to m(a) with u_n ⇀ u in E, u_n(x) → u(x) a.e. in R^N . Setting w_n := u_n − u ⇀ 0 in E. The aim is to prove w_n → 0 in E. By the Brézis-Lieb lemma [16], we get |∇u_n|^2 = |∇w_n|^2 + |∇u|^2 + o(1); (5.7) |u_n|^2 = |w_n|^2 + |u|^2 + o(1); (5.8) |u_n|^t = |w_n|^t + |u|^t + o(1), where t ∈ (2, 2^∗]. Then we have I_q(u_n) = I_q(w_n) + I_q(u) + o(1). (5.9) Now we claim that, as n → ∞, |w_n|_2 → 0. (5.10) Indeed, let |u|_2 = a_1. Since u ≠ 0, (5.7) and (5.8), we have a_1 ∈ (0, a] and u ∈ V_{a1} . If a_1 = a, then, by (5.8) we are done. If a_1 ∈ (0, a), then |w_n|^2 < a^2 and |∇w_n|^2 ≤ |∇u_n|^2 < k^2_0 for n large enough. Hence we know that w_n ∈ V_{|wn|2} and I_q(w_n) ≥ m(|w_n|_2) for n large enough. Hence from (5.9), Lemma 5.5 and the fact that u ∈ V_{a1} one has, for n large enough, m(a) + o(1) = I_q(u_n) = I_q(w_n) + I_q(u) + o(1) ≥ m(|w_n|_2) + m(a_1) + o(1) ≥ |w_n|^2 a^2 m(a) + m(a_1) + o(1).

Then, let n → ∞, m(a) ≥ lim_{n→∞} |w_n|^2 a^2 m(a) + m(a_1) > lim_{n→∞}

|w_n|^2 a^2 m(a) + a^2_1 a^2 m(a) = m(a), which is a contradiction. Thus, |u|_2 = a and then u ∈ V_a. This implies that (5.10) holds. In what follows, we prove that |∇w_n|_2 → 0 as n → ∞. (5.11) By (5.7), |∇w_n|^2 ≤ |∇u_n|^2 < k^2_0 for n large enough. Thus, {w_n} ⊂ D_{k0} and {w_n} is bounded in E for n large enough. In view of Gagliardo-Nirenberg inequality (2.1) and (5.10), we deduce that |w_n|_t → 0 as n → ∞, (5.12) where t ∈ (2, 2^∗). Then it follows from Lemma 5.4 that I_q(w_n) ≥ β_0|∇w_n|^2 + o(1). (5.13) Moreover, since u ∈ V_a, by (5.9) one gets m(a) + o(1) = I_q(u_n) = I_q(w_n) + I_q(u) + o(1) ≥ I_q(w_n) + m(a) + o(1), which and (5.13) show that |∇w_n|_2 → 0 as n → ∞. Hence, we have w_n → 0 in E as n → ∞. That is, u_n → u in E as n → ∞. Furthermore, we see from (5.9), (5.11) and (5.12) that I_q(u) = m(a). Thus, we complete the proof.

Proof of Theorem 1.5: Let {u_n} ⊂ D_{k0} and |u_n|_2 → a be a minimizing sequence for m(a) with a ∈ (0, a_0). Then {u_n} is bounded in E. Hence, there exists u ∈ E such that, up to a subsequence, u_n ⇀ u in E;

u_n → u in L^p_{loc}(R^N ) with p ∈ [1, 2^∗); u_n(x) → u(x) a.e. on R^N . Now we show that u ≠ 0. Assume by contradiction that u = 0. Then m(a) + o(1) = I_q(u_n) = I^∞_q (u_n) + ∫ R^N V (x)|u_n|^2dx + o(1) ≥ m^∞(a) + o(1), which gives that m(a) ≥ m^∞(a) as n → ∞. It contradicts to Lemma 5.6. So we have u ≠ 0. Therefore, we deduce from Lemmas 5.3 and 5.7 that u_n → u in E as n → ∞ and u /∈ ∂V_a is a minimizer for I_q on V_a, that is, I_q(u) = m(a). Then, by the Lagrange multiplier, there exists λ_a ∈ R such that −Δu + V (x)u + λ_au = |u|^{2∗−2}u + μ|u|^{q−2}u in R^N . (5.14) If assume that (V_4) holds, similar to (2.25) we know that λ_a > 0. Thus we obtain that there exists a couple (λ, u) ∈ R^+ × E solving Eq. (P) with q ∈ (2, 2 +^4_N ), where I_q(u) = m(a) < 0. So we complete the proof of Theorem 1.5. □

6 Proof of Theorems 1.10, 1.12 and 1.14

In this section, we focus on the properties of the normalized solution for Eq. (P) with q ∈ [2 +^4_N , 2^∗). Firstly, we give the exponential decay property of the positive normalized solution of Eq. (P) and prove Theorem 1.10. Then we verify that the solution of the initial-value problem (1.1) with initial datum blows-up in finite time in Theorem 1.12 under some suitable assumptions. Finally, we study the strong instability of the standing waves for problem (1.1) in Theorem 1.14.

Proof of Theorem 1.10: Let u ∈ E be the positive real-valued solution for Eq. (P) with μ, a > 0 and q ∈ [2+^4_N , 2^∗), then it follows (V_4) and (2.25) that the corresponding Lagrange multiplier λ > 0,

Now, we claim that the positive real-valued normalized solution u of Eq. (P) decays exponentially. In fact, we first show that |u(x)| → 0 as |x| → ∞. For any k > 0, define

u_k = { u, |u(x)| ≤ k, ±k, ±u(x) > k. Let ϑ ∈ C^∞(R^N , [0, 1]) such that |∇ϑ|^2 ≤^4_{R2} and

ϑ = { 1, |x| ≥ R, 0, |x| ≤ r, where R > 2 and 1 < r <^R_2 . For all ι ≥ 1, Multiplying both sides of Eq. (P) by φ_k := ϑ^2|u_k|^{2ι}u ∈ E and integrate on R^N , one obtains ∫ R^N ∇u · ∇φ_k + λuφ_k + V (x)uφ_kdx = ∫ R^N |u|^{2∗−2}uφ_k + μ|u|^{q−2}uφ_kdx. (6.1) Since λ > 0 and ∇φ_k = 2ϑ^2ι|u_k|^{2ι−2}u_ku∇u_k + ϑ^2|u_k|^{2ι}∇u + 2ϑ|u_k|^{2ι}u∇ϑ, then by (6.1) we get ∫ R^N 2ϑ^2ι|u_k|^{2ι−2}u_ku∇u_k · ∇udx + ∫ R^N ϑ^2|u_k|^{2ι}|∇u|^2dx ≤ | | ∫ R^N 2ϑ|u_k|^{2ι}u∇ϑ · ∇udx | | + ∫ R^N |V (x)|uφ_kdx + ∫ R^N |u|^{2∗−2}uφ_kdx + μ ∫ R^N |u|^{q−2}uφ_kdx :=I_1 + I_2 + I_3 + I_4, (6.2)

where

I_1 = | | ∫ R^N 2ϑ|u_k|^{2ι}u∇ϑ · ∇udx | |; I2 = ∫ R^N |V (x)|uφ_kdx; I_3 = ∫ R^N |u|^{2∗−2}uφ_kdx; I_4 = μ ∫ R^N |u|^{q−2}uφ_kdx. For I_1, by Young inequality,

I_1 = | | | ∫ R^N 2ϑ|u_k|^{2ι}u∇ϑ · ∇udx | | | = | | | ∫ R^N ϑ|u_k|^ι∇u · 2|u_k|^ιu∇ϑdx | | | ≤ 1 2 ∫ R^N ϑ^2|u_k|^{2ι}|∇u|^2dx + ∫ R^N |u_k|^{2ι}u^2|∇ϑ|^2dx ≤ 1 2 ∫ R^N ϑ^2|u_k|^{2ι}|∇u|^2dx + C ∫ |x|≥r |u_k|^{2ι}u^2dx. For I_2, since V ∈ C(R^N , R) and lim_{|x|→∞} V (x) = 0, one gets

I_2 = ∫ R^N |V (x)|uφ_k dx ≤ C ∫ |x|≥r |u_k|^{2ι}u^2dx. For I_3, by Lemma 2.11, I_3 = ∫ R^N |u|^{2∗−2}uφ_kdx ≤ C ∫ |x|≥r |u_k|^{2ι}u^2dx. Similarly, I_4 = μ ∫ R^N |u|^{q−2}uφ_kdx ≤ C(μ, q) ∫ |x|≥r |u_k|^{2ι}u^2dx.

Then, from (6.2), there exists positive constant C, depending on μ, u, q, such that ∫ R^N 2ϑ^2ι|u_k|^{2ι−2}u_ku∇u_k · ∇udx + ∫ R^N ϑ^2|u_k|^{2ι}|∇u|^2dx ≤ C ∫ |x|≥r |u_k|^{2ι}u^2dx. (6.3)

Moreover, for all ι ≥ 1, ( ∫ |x|≥R (|u_k|^ιu)^{2∗} dx ) 2_{2∗}

≤ ( ∫ R^N (ϑ|u_k|^ιu)^{2∗} dx ) 2_{2∗}

≤ ∫ R^N |∇(ϑ|u_k|^ιu)|^2dx ≤ ∫ R^N (|u_k|^ιu∇ϑ + ιϑu|u_k|^{ι−2}u_k∇u_k + ϑ|u_k|^ι∇u)^2dx ≤ ∫ R^N |u_k|^{2ι}u^2|∇ϑ|^2 + ι^2ϑ^2u^2|u_k|^{2ι−2}|∇u_k|^2 + ϑ^2|u_k|^{2ι}|∇u|^2dx ≤C ∫ |x|≥r |u_k|^{2ι}u^2dx + ι ( 2 ∫ R^N ιϑ^2u^2|u_k|^{2ι−2}|∇u_k|^2dx + ∫ R^N ϑ^2|u_k|^{2ι}|∇u|^2dx )

≤C(1 + ι) ∫ |x|≥r |u_k|^{2ι}u^2dx, (6.4)

where (6.3) and the definition of u_k are applied to the last inequality. Let k → ∞, (6.4) implies that

|u|_L2∗(ι+1)_{(|x|≥R)} ≤ [C(1 + ι)]^{12(1+ι)} |u|_L2(ι+1)_{(|x|≥r)}. (6.5) In order to use the Moser iteration, let

ι_1 =

2^∗ 2 − 1 > 0, (1 + ι_{n+1}) =

2^∗ 2 (1 + ι_n), R_n = r_{n+1} = R − (R − r) ( R − r R )_n , then, by (6.5),

|u|_L2∗(1+ι_{n+1})_{(|x|≥Rn+1)} ≤ [C(1 + ι_{n+1})]^{12(1+ιn+1)} |u|_L2(1+ι_{n+1} )_{(|x|≥rn+1)} = [C(1 + ι_{n+1})]^{12(1+ιn+1)} |u|_L2∗(1+ι_n)_{(|x|≥Rn)} ≤ [C(1 + ι_{n+1})]^{12(1+ιn+1)} [C(1 + ι_n)]^{12(1+ιn)} |u|_L2(1+ι_n )_{(|x|≥rn)} · · · ≤ [C] ∑_{n+1} i=1 1 2(1+ιi) n+1∏ i=1 (1 + ι_i)^{12(1+ι}i^) |u|_L2∗_{(|x|≥r1)}. (6.6)

Since ι_1 =^{2∗}_2 − 1 and 1 + ι_{n+1} =^{2∗}_2 (1 + ι_n), one can see that 1 + ι_n = (^{2∗}_2 )^n for all n ∈ N. Then, [C] ∑_∞ i=1 1 2(1+ιi) = [C] 1 2 ∑_∞ i=1(^2_{2∗} )^i < +∞ and ∞∏ i=1 (1 + ι_i)^{12(1+ι}i^) = ∞∏ i=1 [(2∗ 2 )_i]^1_2 (^2_2∗ )^i = ( 2∗ 2 ) 1_2^∑∞_{i=1 i(} 2_{2∗ )}i < +∞. Therefore, letting n → ∞ in (6.6), we can conclude that |u|_L∞_{(|x|≥R)} ≤ C|u|_L2∗_{(|x|≥r)}.

Hence, for any ϵ > 0 fixed, choosing r > 1 large enough one infers |u|_L∞_{(|x|≥R)} ≤ ϵ. This shows that |u(x)| → 0 as |x| → ∞. (6.7) Next, for any q ∈ [2 +^4_N , 2^∗) and μ > 0, by (6.7) and the fact that lim_{|x|→∞} V (x) = 0, there exists ~R > 0 large enough such that −Δu = (−V (x) − λ + |u|^{2∗−2} + μ|u|^{q−2})u ≤ 1 2 u for all |x| > ~R.

Let ξ(x) = M_1e

(_−√_1 2 |x| ) , where M_1 satisfies

M_1e^−

√_1 2 ~R ≥ u(x) for |x| = ~R. By simple calculation, we get Δξ ≤^1_2 ξ for all x ≠ 0. Set ζ = ξ − u, one has −Δζ +^1_2 ζ ≥ 0, |x| > ~R, ζ(x) ≥ 0, |x| = ~R, lim_{|x|→∞} ζ(x) = 0. Hence, it follows from maximum principle [17] that ζ ≥ 0. That is, |u(x)| ≤ M_1e (_−√_1 2 |x| ) for all |x| ≥ ~R. Moreover, since u is continuous function, there exists M_2 > 0 such that |u(x)|e (_−√_1 2 |x| ) ≤ M_2 for all |x| ≤ ~R. Therefore, choosing M = max{M_1, M_2}, we have |u(x)| ≤ Me (_−√_1 2 |x| ) for all x ∈ R^N .

Thus, we complete the proof of Theorem 1.10. □ Now, we show that the phenomenon of finite-time blow-up occurs for the solution of the initialvalue problem (1.1) with initial datum under the assumptions of Theorem 1.12.

Proof of Theorem 1.12: (i) Let q ∈ [q, 2^∗) and let u_0 ∈ S_a be such that I_q(u_0) < inf_{u∈Pq,a} I_q(u). Suppose that (V_5) holds, according to [34, Section 3] and [10, 21], the initial-value problem (1.1) with initial datum u_0 is local well-posed on (−T_{min}, T_{max}) with T_{min}, T_{max} > 0. Furthermore, the solution to problem (1.1) with initial datum u_0 has conservation of mass and energy. That is, let ϕ(t, x) be the solution of the initial-value problem (1.1) with initial datum u_0 on (−T_{min}, T_{max}), it holds that ‖u_0‖_2 = ‖ϕ‖_2 and I_q(u_0) = I_q(ϕ). (6.8) By the fact that |x|u_0 ∈ L^2(R^N , C ) and [10, Proposition 6.5.1], we get H(t) := ∫ R^N |x|^2|ϕ(t, x)|^2dx < +∞ for all t ∈ (−T_{min}, T_{max}). (6.9) Moreover, the function H ∈ C^2(−T_{min}, T_{max}) and the following Virial identity holds: H^′(t) = −4y(t) and H^{′′}(t) = −4y^′(t) = 8P_q(ϕ), (6.10) where y(t) = −Im ∫ R^N ϕ(x · ∇ϕ)dx; (6.11) y^′(t) = −2 ∫ R^N |∇ϕ|^2dx + ∫ R^N ⟨∇V (x), x⟩|ϕ|^2dx + 2 ∫ R^N |ϕ|^{2∗} dx + 2μγ_q ∫ R^N |ϕ|^qdx. (6.12) From Lemma 2.6 or Lemma 4.4, for any u ∈ S_a, the function φ_u(s) := ψ_u(log s) with s > 0 has a unique global maximum point ^s_u = e^{su} and φ_u(s) is strictly decreasing and concave on (^s_u, +∞). According to the assumption s_{u0} < 0, one obtains ^s_{u0} ∈ (0, 1). We claim that

if u ∈ S_a and ^s_u ∈ (0, 1), then P_q(u) ≤ I_q(u) − inf_{Pq,a} I_q. (6.13)

In fact, since ^s_u ∈ (0, 1) and φ_u(s) is strictly decreasing and concave on (^s_u, +∞), we infer that P_q(u) < 0 and

I_q(u) = ψ_u(0) = φ_u(1) ≥ φ_u(^s_u) − φ^′_u(1)(^s_u − 1) = I_q(s_u ∗ u) − |P_q(u)|(1 − ^s_u) ≥ inf_{Pq,a} I_q + P_q(u),

which completes the claim. Now, let us consider the solution ϕ for the initial-value problem (1.1) with initial datum u_0. Since by assumption s_{u0} < 0, and the map u → s_u is continuous, we deduce that s_{ϕ(t)} < 0 for every |t| < t with t > 0 small enough. Then ^s_{ϕ(t)} ∈ (0, 1) for |t| < t. By (6.13) and recalling the assumption I_q(u_0) < inf_{Pq,a} I_q, we deduce from (6.8) that

P_q(ϕ(t)) ≤ I_q(ϕ(t)) − inf_{Pq,a} I_q = I_q(u_0) − inf_{Pq,a} I_q := −η < 0,

for every such |t| < t. Next, we show that P_q(ϕ(t)) ≤ −η for any t ∈ (−T_{min}, T_{max}). (6.14) Assume that there is t_0 ∈ (−T_{min}, T_{max}) satisfying P_q(ϕ(t_0)) = 0. It holds from (6.8) that ϕ(t_0) ∈ S_a and I_q(ϕ(t_0)) ≥ m_{q,a} = inf_{Pq,a} I_q > I_q(u_0) = I_q(ϕ(t_0)),

which is a contradiction. This shows that P_q(ϕ(t_0)) ≠ 0 for any t_0 ∈ (−T_{min}, T_{max}). Then, since P_q(ϕ(t)) < 0 for every |t| < t, we obtain P_q(ϕ(t)) < 0 for any t ∈ (−T_{min}, T_{max}) (if at some t ∈ (−T_{min}, T_{max}), P_q(ϕ(t)) > 0. By continuity, we have P_q(ϕ(~t)) = 0 for some ~t ∈ (−T_{min}, T_{max}), a contradiction). Since P_q(ϕ(t)) < 0 for any t ∈ (−T_{min}, T_{max}), by Lemma 2.6, s_{ϕ(t)} < 0. That is, ^s_{ϕ(t)} ∈ (0, 1). Therefore, (6.13) holds and the above arguments yield P_q(ϕ(t)) ≤ −η for any t ∈ (−T_{min}, T_{max}). Thus, we deduce from (6.9), (6.10) and (6.14) that

0 ≤ H(t) ≤ H(0) + H^′(0)t + 1 2 H^{′′}(0)t^2 ≤ H(0) + H^′(0)t − 4ηt^2 for any t ∈ (−T_{min}, T_{max}),

which implies that T_{max} has an upper bound since the right hand side becomes negative for t large. Hence, there exists T ∈ (0, T_{max}) such that lim_{t→T} H(t) = 0. Since ∫ R^N |ϕ|^2dx ≤ C (∫ R^N |x|^2|ϕ|^2dx ) 1_2 (∫ R^N 1 |x|^2 |ϕ|^2dx ) 1_2 ≤ C (∫ R^N |x|^2|ϕ|^2dx ) 1_2 (∫ R^N |∇ϕ|^2dx ) 1_2 , where the Hölder and Hardy inequality are applied, we get from (6.8) that |∇ϕ|_2 → +∞ as t → T . That is, the solution ϕ of the initial-value problem (1.1) with initial datum u_0 blows-up in finite time.

(ii) Let q ∈ (q, 2^∗). Suppose that I_q(u_0) < 0, |x|u_0 ∈ L^2(R^N , C ) and y(0) = y_0 > 0 defined in (6.11). We know that (6.9)–(6.12) still hold. To prove the phenomenon of blowup under the above assumptions, we will follow the convexity method of Glassey [15]. More precisely, we show that the variance function H(t) defined in (6.9) is decreasing and concave for t > 0, which suggests the existence of a blowup time T at which H(T ) = 0. Moreover, we will give the estimate of the blow-up time T . In view of (V_1), (V_2), (6.8), (6.12) and the fact that I_q(u_0) < 0, one infers

y^′(t) = − 2 ∫ R^N |∇ϕ|^2dx + ∫ R^N ⟨∇V (x), x⟩|ϕ|^2dx + 2 ∫ R^N |ϕ|^{2∗} dx + 2μγ_q ∫ R^N |ϕ|^qdx =(qγ_q − 2) ∫ R^N |∇ϕ|^2dx + ∫ R^N ⟨∇V (x), x⟩|ϕ|^2dx + qγ_q ∫ R^N V (x)|ϕ|^2dx + ( 2 − 2qγ_q 2^∗ ) ∫ R^N |ϕ|^{2∗} dx − 2qγ_qI_q(ϕ) ≥(qγ_q − 2 − qγ_qσ_1 − σ_2 2 ) ∫ R^N |∇ϕ|^2dx, (6.15) where qγ_q − 2 − qγ_qσ_1 −^{σ2}_2 > 0. Hence, we have

y^′(t) > 0 for all t ∈ (−T_{min}, T_{max}) and y(t) > y(0) = y_0 > 0 for all t > 0, which shows that H^′(t) < 0 for t > 0 and H^{′′}(t) < 0 for t ∈ (−T_{min}, T_{max}). Then we obtain the function H is decreasing for any t > 0 and the function H is concave for all t ∈ (−T_{min}, T_{max}). This shows the existence of a blowup time T at which H(T ) = 0. Moreover, by Hölder inequality, for all t ∈ (−T_{min}, T_{max}), we deduce y(t) ≤ |xϕ|_2|∇ϕ|_2, which and the monotonicity and concavity of the function H(t) imply that |∇ϕ|_2 ≥ y(t) |xϕ|_2 ≥ y(t) |xu_0|_2 . (6.16)

In what follows, combining (6.15) with (6.16), we get the following ODE for y, y^′(t) ≥ (qγ_q − 2 −^1_2 σ_2 − qγ_qσ_1)^{|y(t)|2}_{|xu0|2} , y(0) = y_0 > 0, which implies that there exists 0 < T ≤ |xu_0|^2 (qγ_q − 2 −^1_2 σ_2 − qγ_qσ_1)y_0 satisfying lim_{t→T} − |∇ϕ| = +∞. Thus, we complete the proof of Theorem 1.12. □

In the following, we are going to prove the strong instability of the standing wave for problem (1.1) by using Theorems 1.10 and 1.12.

Proof of Theorem 1.14: Under the assumptions of Theorem 1.3 or Theorem 1.4, we first describe the characteristic of Z_a as Z_a = { e^{iθ}u : θ ∈ R, u ∈ U_a and u > 0 in R^N } , (6.17) where U_a is defined in (3.14). For any z ∈ E, let z(x) = (v(x), w(x)) = v(x) + iw(x), where v, w ∈ E are real-valued functions and ‖z‖^2 = |∇z|^2 + |z|^2, |z|^2 = |v|^2 + |w|^2 and |∇z|^2 = |∇v|^2 + |∇w|^2.

Taking z = (v, w) ∈ Z_a, we see from (3.15) that |z| ∈ Z_a and |∇|z||^2 = |∇z|^2. Then, by the fact that |∇|z||^2 − |∇z|^2 = 0 one obtains ∫ R^N N∑ i=1 (v∂_iw − w∂_iv)^2 v^2 + w^2 dx = 0. (6.18)

Hence, from [18, Theorem 4.1], we know that

(i) either v ≡ 0 or v(x) ≠ 0 for all x ∈ R^N ;

(ii) either w ≡ 0 or w(x) ≠ 0 for all x ∈ R^N .

Now we turn to the characterization of Z_a. On the one hand, let v = e^{iθ}u with θ ∈ R, u ∈ U_a and u > 0, then we have |v|^2 = a^2 and

I_q(v) = I_q(u) = m_{q,a} and P_q(v) = P_q(u) = 0,

which implies that { e^{iθ}u : θ ∈ R, u ∈ U_a and u > 0 in R^N } ⊆ U_a = Z_a. On the other hand, let z = (v, w) ∈ Z_a, we have u := |z| ∈ Z_a. If w ≡ 0, then we deduce that u := |z| = |v| > 0 on R^N and z = e^{iθ}u where θ = 0 if v > 0 and θ = π if v < 0 on R^N . Otherwise, it follows from (ii) that w(x) ≠ 0 for all x ∈ R^N . Since (v∂_iw − w∂_iv)^2 v^2 + w^2 = [ ∂_i ( v w )]2 w^2 v^2 + w^2 where i = 1, 2, . . . , N, for all x ∈ R^N , in view of (6.18) we get ∇ ( v w ) = 0 on R^N .

Therefore, there exists C ∈ R such that v = Cw on R^N . Then we have z = (v, w) = v + iw = (C + i)w and |z| = |C + i||w|. (6.19) Let θ_1 ∈ R be such that C + i = |C + i|e^{iθ1} and let w = |w|e^{iθ2} with

θ_2 = { 0, if w > 0; π, if w < 0. Then we can see from (6.19) that z = (C + i)w = |C + i||w|e^{i(θ1 +θ2)} = |z|e^{i(θ1 +θ2)}. Setting θ = θ_1 + θ_2 and u := |z|, then 0 < u ∈ U_a and z = e^{iθ}u. Thus,

Z_a = { e^{iθ}u : θ ∈ R, u ∈ U_a and u > 0 on R^N } . Thus, we know that if ^u ∈ Z_a, we have ^u = e^{iθ}u for θ ∈ R and 0 < u ∈ U_a, and then, similar to (2.25), the associated Lagrange multiplier ^λ > 0.

Strong instability of the stand wave e^{i^λt} ^u. For any q ∈ [q, 2^∗), let ϕ_ϱ(x, t) be the solution to the initial-value problem (1.1) with initial datum ^u_ϱ, where ^u_ϱ = ϱ ∗ ^u with ϱ > 0. We have ^u_ϱ → ^u in E as ϱ → 0^+, and hence it is sufficient to prove that ϕ_ϱ(x, t) blows-up in finite time. Let s_{^uϱ} ∈ R be defined in Lemma 2.6 or Lemma 4.4. Clearly s_{^uϱ} = −ϱ < 0, and I_q(^u_ϱ) = I_q(ϱ ∗ ^u) < I_q(^u) = inf_{Pq,a} I_q.

Furthermore, from (3.15) and (6.17) we have 0 < |^u| ∈ Z_a. Since |^u| decays exponentially according to Theorem 1.10, we deduce ∫ R^N |x|^2|^u_ρ|^2dx = e^{−2ρ} ∫ R^N |x|^2|^u|^2dx < +∞, which shows tht |x|^u_ϱ ∈ L^2(R^N , C ). Hence, it follows from Theorem 1.12-(i) that the solution ϕ_ϱ(x, t) blows-up in finite time. Thus, by Definition 1.2, the standing wave e^{iλt} ^u is strongly unstable. We complete the proof of Theorem 1.14. □

Acknowledgments

This work was supported by National Natural Science Foundation of China (No. 11971393).

References

[1] Ackermann, N., Weth, T.: Unstable normalized standing waves for the space periodic NLS. Anal.

PDE 12, 1177–1213 (2019)

[2] Alves, C.O., Ji, C.: Normalized solutions for the Schrödinger equations with L^2-subcritical growth and different types of potentials. J. Geom. Anal. 32, 165 (2022)

[3] Alves, C.O., Ji, C., Miyagaki, O.H.: Normalized solutions for a Schrödinger equation with critical growth in R^N . Calc. Var. Partial Differ. Equ. 61, 18 (2022)

[4] Akahori, T., Ibrahim, S., Kikuchi H., Nawa, H.: Existence of a ground state and blow-up problem for a nonlinear Schrödinger equation with critical growth. Differential Integral Equations 25, 383– 402 (2012)

[5] Bartsch, T., Molle, R., Rizzi, M., Verzini, G.: Normalized solutions of mass supercritical Schrödinger equations with potential. Commun. Partial Differ. Equ. 46, 1729–1756 (2021)

[6] Berestycki, H., Lions, P.L.: Nonlinear scalar field equations I, existence of a ground state. Arch.

Ration. Mech. Anal. 82, 313–345 (1983)

[7] Bieganowski, B., Mederski, J.: Normalized ground states of the nonlinear Schrödinger equation with at least mass critical growth. J. Funct. Anal. 280, 108989 (2021)

[8] Brezis, H., Kato, T.: Remarks on the Schrödinger operator with singularly complex potentials.

J. Math. Pures Appl. 58, 137–151 (1979)

[9] Byeon, J., Zhang, J.J., Zou, W.M.: Singularly perturbed nonlinear Dirichlet problems involving critical growth. Calc. Var. Partial Differential Equations 47, 65–85 (2013)

[10] Cazenave, T.: Semilinear Schrödinger Equations, Courant Lecture Notes in Mathematics, vol.

10, New York University, Courant Institute of Mathematical Sciences/American Mathematical Society, New York/Providence, RI, (2003)

[11] Chen, S.T., Tang, X.H.: New approaches for Schrödinger equations with prescribed mass: The Sobolev subcritical case and The Sobolev critical case with mixed dispersion. (2022) arXiv: 2210.14503v1.

[12] Cheng, X., Miao, C., Zhao, L.: Global well-posedness and scattering for nonlinear Schrödinger equations with combined nonlinearities inthe radial case. J. Differential Equations 261, 2881–2934 (2016)

[13] Ding, Y.H., Zhong, X.X.: Normalized solution to the Schrödinger equation with potential and general nonlinear term: Masssuper-critical case. J. Differential Equations 334, 194–215 (2022)

[14] Feng, B.H.: On the blow-up solutions for the nonlinear Schrödinger equation with combined power-type nonlinearities, J. Evol. Equ. 18, 203–220 (2018)

[15] Glassey, R.T.: On the blowing up of solution to the Cauchy problem for nonlinear Schrödinger operators. J. Math. Phys. 8, 1794–1797 (1977)

[16] Ghoussoub, N.: Duality and Perturbation Methods in Critical Point Theory, Cambridge Tracts in Mathematics, vol.107, Cambridge University Press, Cambridge, 1993. With appendices by David Robinson.

[17] Gilbarg, D., Trudinger, N.S.: Elliptic Partial Differential Equations of Second Order. Reprint of the 1998 edition. Classics in Mathematics. Springer-Verlag, Berlin (2001)

[18] Hajaiej, H., Stuart, C.A.: On the variational approach to the stability of standing waves for the nonlinear Schrödinger equation. Adv. Nonlinear Stud. 4, 469–501 (2004)

[19] Ikoma, N., Miyamoto, Y.: Stable standing waves of nonlinear Schrödinger equations with potentials and general nonlinearities. Calc. Var. Partial Differ. Equ. 59, 48 (2020)

[20] Jeanjean, L.: Existence of solutions with prescribed norm for semilinear elliptic equations.

Nonlinear Anal. 28, 1633–1659 (1997)

[21] Jeanjean, L., Jendrej, J., Le, T.T., Visciglia, N.: Orbital stability of ground states for a Sobolev critical Schrödinger equation. J. Math. Pures Appl. 164, 158–179 (2022)

[22] Jeanjean, L., Le, T.T.: Multiple normalized solutions for a Sobolev critical Schrödinger equation.

Math. Ann. 384, 101–134 (2022)

[23] Killip, R., Oh, T., Pocovnicu, O., Visan, M.: Solitons and scattering for the cubic-quintic nonlinear Schrödinger equation on R^3 . Arch. Rational Mech. Anal. 225, 469–548 (2017)

[24] Kwong, M.K.: Uniqueness of positive solutions of Δu − u + u^p = 0 in R^n , Arch. Ration. Mech.

Anal. 105, 243–266 (1989)

[25] Le Coz, S., Martel, Y., Raphaël, P.: Minimal mass blow up solutions for a double power nonlinear Schrödinger equation. Rev. Mat. Iberoam.32, 795–833 (2016)

[26] Lehrer, R., Maia, L.A.: Positive solutions of asymptotically linear equations via Pohozaev manifold. J. Funct. Anal. 266, 213–246 (2014)

[27] Li, X.F.: Existence of normalized ground states for the Sobolev critical Schrödinger equation with combined nonlinearities. Calc. Var. Partial Differ. Equ. 60, 169 (2021)

[28] Li, X., Zhao, J.: Orbital stability of standing waves for Schrödinger type equations with slowly decaying linear potential. Comput. Math. Appl. 79, 303–316 (2020)

[29] Lions, P.L.: The concentration-compactness principle in the calculus of variation. The locally compact case. Part I, Ann. Inst. Henri Poincaré, Anal. Non Linéaire 1, 109–145 (1984)

[30] Lions, P.L.: The concentration-compactness principle in the calculus of variation. The locally compact case. Part II, Ann. Inst. Henri Poincaré, Anal. Non Linéaire 1, 223–283 (1984)

[31] Miao, C., Xu, G., Zhao, L.: The dynamics of the 3D radial NLS with the combined terms.

Commun. Math. Phys. 318, 767–808 (2013)

[32] Miao, C., Zhao, T., Zheng, J.: On the 4D nonlinear Schrödinger equation with combined terms under the energy threshold. Calc. Var. Partial Differ. Equ. 56, 179 (2017)

[33] Molle, R., Riey, G., Verzini, G.: Existence of normalized solutions to mass supercritical Schrödinger equations with negative potential. J. Differential Equations 333, 302–331 (2022)

[34] Tao, T., Visan, M., Zhang, X.: The nonlinear Schrödinger equation with combined power type nonlinearities. Commun. Partial Differ. Equ. 32, 1281–1343 (2007)

[35] Pellacci, B., Pistoia, A., Vaira, G., Verzini, G.: Normalized concentrating solutions to nonlinear elliptic problems. J. Diff. Equ. 275, 882–919 (2021)

[36] Shibata, M.: Stable standing waves of nonlinear Schrödinger equations with a general nonlinear term. Manuscr. Math. 143, 221–237 (2014)

[37] Stuart, C.A.: Bifurcation for variational problems when the linearisation has no eigenvalues. J.

Funct. Anal. 38, 169–187 (1980)

[38] Stuart, C.A.: Bifurcation from the continuous spectrum in the L^2-theory of elliptic equations on R^N , in: Recent Methods in Nonlinear Analysis and Applications, Liguori, Napoli, 1981, 231–300.

[39] Stuart, C.A.: Bifurcation from the essential spectrum for some noncompact nonlinearities. Math.

Methods Appl. Sci. 11, 525–542 (1989)

[40] Soave, N.: Normalized ground state for the NLS equations with combined nonlinearities. J. Diff.

Equ. 269, 6941–6987 (2020)

[41] Soave, N.: Normalized ground states for the NLS equation with combined nonlinearities: The Sobolev critical case. J. Funct. Anal. 279, 108610 (2020)

[42] Tang, Z.W., Zhang, C.X., Zhang, L.Y., Zhou, L.Y.: Normalized multibump solutions to nonlinear Schrödinger equations with steep potential well. Nonlinearity 35, 4624–4658 (2022)

[43] Wei, J.C., Wu, Y.Z.: Normalized solutions for Schrödinger equations with critical Sobolev exponent and mixed nonlinearities. J. Funct. Anal. 283, 109574 (2022)

[44] Weinstein, M.I.: Nonlinear Schrödinger equations and sharp interpolation estimates. Comm.

Math. Phys. 87, 567–576 (1983)

[45] Willem, M.: Minimax Theorems, vol. 24, Birkhöuser, Boston, Mass., (1996)

[46] Yang, J.F, Yang, J.G: Normalized solutions and mass concentration for supercritical nonlinear Schrödinger equations. Sci. China Math. 65, 1383–1412 (2022)

[47] Yang, Z.: A new observation for the normalized solution of the Schrödinger equation. Arch.

Math. 115, 329–338 (2020)

[48] Yang, Z., Qi, S.J., Zou, W.M.: Normalized solutions of nonlinear Schrödinger equations with potentials and non-autonomous nonlinearities. J. Geom. Anal. 32, 159 (2022)

[49] Zhang, J.J., Chen, Z.J., Zou, W.M.: Standing waves for nonlinear Schrödinger equations involving critical growth. J. Lond. Math. Soc. 90, 827–844 (2014)

[50] Zhong, X.X., Zou, W.M.: A new deduction of the strict sub-additive inequality and its application: Ground state normalized solution to Schrödinger equations with potential. Differential Integral Equations 36, 133–160 (2023)