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Abstract

In this paper, we study the following biharmonic Schrödinger equation with poten-

tial and mixed nonlinearities




∆2u+ V (x, y)u+ λu = µ|u|p−2u+ |u|q−2u, (x, y) ∈ Ωr × T
n,

∫

Ωr×Tn

u2dxdy = Θ,

where Ωr ⊂ R
d is an open bounded convex domain, r > 0 is large and µ ∈ R. The

exponents satisfy 2 < p < 2 + 8
d+n < q < 4∗ = 2(d+n)

d+n−4 , so that the nonlinearity

is a combination of a mass subcritical and a mass supercritical term. Under some

assumptions on V (x, y) and µ, we obtain the several existence results on waveguide

manifold. Moreover, we also consider the orbital stability of the solution.

Keywords: Biharmonic Schrödinger equation; Normalized solutions; Variational methods; Waveguide

manifold.
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1 Introduction and main results

This paper studies the existence of normalized solutions for the following biharmonic Schrödinger

equation with potential and mixed nonlinearities






∆2u+ V (x, y)u+ λu = µ|u|p−2u+ |u|q−2u, (x, y) ∈ Ωr × T
n,

∫

Ωr×Tn

u2dxdy = Θ, u ∈ H2
0 (Ωr × T

n),
(1.1)
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†Corresponding author. wangj937@mail2.sysu.edu.cn (J. Wang), mcsyzy@mail.sysu.edu.cn (Z. Yin)
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where Ωr ⊂ R
d is an open bounded convex domain, r > 0 is large, d ≥ 5, 2 + 8

d+n
< q < 4∗,

the mass Θ > 0 and the parameter µ ∈ R are prescribed. The frequency λ is unknown and

to be determined. The energy functional Ir : H
2
0 (Ωr × T

n) → R is defined by

Ir(u) =
1

2

∫

Ωr×Tn

[|∆u|2 + V (x, y)u2]dxdy − 1

q

∫

Ωr×Tn

|u|qdxdy − µ

p

∫

Ωr×Tn

|u|pdxdy

and the mass constraint manifold is defined by

Sr,Θ =
{
u ∈ H2

0 (Ωr × T
n) : ‖u‖22 = Θ

}
.

If Ω = R
d, the energy functional I : H2(Rd × T

n) → R is defined by

I(u) =
1

2

∫

Rd×Tn

[|∆u|2 + V (x, y)u2]dxdy − 1

q

∫

Rd×Tn

|u|qdxdy − µ

p

∫

Rd×Tn

|u|pdxdy

and the mass constraint manifold is defined by

SΘ =
{
u ∈ H2

0 (R
d × T

n) : ‖u‖22 = Θ
}
.

Recently, there has been an increasing interest in studying dispersive equations on the

waveguide manifolds R
d × T

n whose mixed type geometric nature makes the underlying

analysis rather challenging and delicate. For the nonlinear Schrödinger model, there have

been many results on waveguide manifolds, as shown in [5, 8, 9, 11–13, 15, 16]. However,

there is relatively little research on the biharmonic Schrödinger equation on the waveguide

manifolds. As far as we know, [14] is the first well-posedness and scattering result for

biharmonic Schrödinger equation without mixed dispersion. After that, Hajaiej et. al in [7]

consider the following question

∆2
x,yu− β∆x,yu+ θu = |u|αu, (x, y) ∈ R

d × T
n,

where β ∈ R and α ∈ (0, 8
d+n

). The purpose of this paper is to study the existence and

stability results for normalized ground states. However, they only considered the case where

the nonlinear term is L2-subcritical, in which case classical concentration compactness ar-

guments can be used to find the ground state solution. In this article, we consider a more

complex scenario where the nonlinear term consists of L2-subcritical and L2-supercritical

and has an abstract potential function. The purpose of this paper is study the following two

questions:

• the existence of normalized solutions for (1.1);

• the orbital stability of the normalized solutions.

For the first goal, we use monotonicity techniques. In order to obtain orbital stability of

the normalized solutions, we need to modify the classical Cazenave-Lions argument, see [3].

However, given the emergence of abstract potential functions, the globally well-posed result

for (5.1) is still open, so we need to assume that (5.1) is globally well-posed.
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For some results, we expect that V is C1 and consider the function

Ṽ : Rd × T
n → R, Ṽ (z) = ∇V (z) · z

For Ω ⊂ R
d and r > 0, let

Ωr =
{
rx ∈ R

d : x ∈ Ω
}

and

Sr,Θ := SΘ ∩H2
0 (Ωr × T

n) =
{
u ∈ H2

0 (Ωr × T
n) : ‖u‖2L2(Ωr×Tn) = Θ

}
.

From now on we assume that Ω ⊂ R
d is a bounded smooth convex domain with 0 ∈ Ω.

Our assumptions on V are:

(V0) V ∈ C1(Rd × T
n) ∩ L d+n

4 (Rd × T
n) is bounded and ‖V−‖ d+n

4
< S.

(V1) V is of class C1, lim
|z|→∞

V (z) = 0, and there exists ρ ∈ (0, 1) such that

lim inf
|z|→∞

inf
z∈B(z1,ρ|z1|)

(z1 · ∇V (z))eτ |z1| > 0 for any τ > 0.

Remark 1.1. In order to obtain the existence of normalized solutions in R
d × T

n by taking

Ω = B1, the unit ball centered at the origin in R
d, and analyzing the compactness of the

solutions ur,Θ established in Theorems 1.1, 1.2 and 1.3 as r tends to infinity, we require the

condition (V1).

To obtain results, we need an inhomogeneous Gagliardo–Nirenberg inequality on R
d×T

n.

Lemma 1.1. (Gagliardo-Nirenberg inequality). On R
d×T

n we have the Gagliardo-Nirenberg

inequality

‖u‖qq ≤ Cd,n,q‖∆u‖
(d+n)(q−2)

4
2 ‖u‖q−

(d+n)(q−2)
4

2 ,

where d+ n > 4.

The main results of this paper are as follows.

Theorem 1.1. (case µ ≤ 0) Assume V satisfies (V0), is of class C1 and Ṽ is bounded, f

satisfies (f1)− (f2). There hold:

(i) For every Θ > 0, there exists rΘ > 0 such that (1.1) on Ωr × T
n with r > rΘ has a

mountain pass type solution (λr,Θ, ur,Θ) in Ωr×T
n. Moreover, there exists CΘ > 0 such that

lim sup
r→∞

max
z∈Ωr×Tn

ur,Θ(z) < CΘ.

(ii) If in addition ‖Ṽ+‖ d+n
4
< 2S, then there exists Θ̃ > 0 such that

lim inf
r→∞

λr,Θ > 0 for any 0 < Θ < Θ̃.
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Theorem 1.2. (case µ > 0) Assume V satisfies (V0), f satisfies (f1)− (f2) and set

ΘV =

[
1− ‖V−‖ d+n

4
S−1

2(d+ n)(q − p)

] d+n
4 [

q(8− (d+ n)(p− 2))

Cd,n,q

] 8−(d+n)(p−2)
4(q−p)

[
(d+ n)(q − 2)− 4

µCd,n,p

] (d+n)(q−2)−8
4(q−p)

.

Then the following hold for 0 < Θ < ΘV :

(i) There exists rΘ > 0 such that (1.1) on Ωr × T
n with r > rΘ has a local minimum

type solution (λr,Θ, ur,Θ) in Ωr × T
n.

(ii) There exists CΘ > 0 such that

lim sup
r→∞

max
z∈Ωr×Tn

ur,Θ(z) < CΘ, lim inf
r→∞

λr,Θ > 0.

Theorem 1.3. (case µ > 0) Assume V satisfies (V0), is of class C1 and Ṽ is bounded, f

satisfies (f1)− (f2). Set

Θ̃V =

(
1− ‖V−‖d+n

4
S−1

2

) d+n
4 (

Cd,n,q

q
Ap,q +

Cd,n,q

q

)− d+n
4
(
µqCd,n,p

Cd,n,qAp,q

) 8−(d+n)(q−2)
4(d+n)(q−p)

,

where

Ap,q =
(q − 2)((d+ n)(q − 2)− 8)

(p− 2)(8− (d+ n)(p− 2))
.

Then the following hold for 0 < Θ < Θ̃V :

(i) There exists r̃Θ > 0 such that (1.1) in Ωr admits for r > rΘ a mountain pass type

solution (λr,Θ, ur,Θ) in Ωr × T
n. Moreover, there exists CΘ > 0 such that

lim sup
r→∞

max
z∈Ωr×Tn

ur,Θ(z) < CΘ.

(ii) There exists 0 < Θ̄ ≤ Θ̃V such that

lim inf
r→∞

λr,Θ > 0 for any 0 < Θ ≤ Θ̄.

If Ω = R
d, (V1) is significant for obtaining the following results.

Theorem 1.4. (case µ > 0) Assume V satisfies (V0) − (V1). Then problem (1.1) with

Ω = R
d admits for any 0 < Θ < ΘV , where ΘV is as in Theorem 1.2, a solution (λΘ, uΘ)

with λΘ > 0.

Theorem 1.5. (case µ > 0) Assume V satisfies (V0) − (V1). Then (1.1) with Ω = R
d

admits for 0 < Θ < Θ̄, Θ̄ > 0 as in Theorem 1.3 (ii), a solution (λΘ, uΘ) with λΘ > 0.

Moreover, lim
Θ→0

I(uΘ) = ∞.

Theorem 1.6. (case µ ≤ 0) Assume V satisfies (V0) − (V1), and ‖Ṽ+‖ d+n
4

< 2S. Then

problem (1.1) with Ω = R
d admits for 0 < Θ < Θ̃, Θ̃ > 0 as in Theorem 1.1, a solution

(λΘ, uΘ) with λΘ > 0. Moreover, lim
Θ→0

I (uΘ) = ∞.
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Remark 1.2. The proof of Theorems 1.4-1.6 is similar to [1], so we omit it in this paper.

Theorem 1.7. The solutions obtained in Theorems 1.2 and 1.4 are orbitally stable in some

sense.

The structure of this paper is arranged as follows. In section 2, we obtain the mountain

pass type solution in the case µ ≤ 0 and have completed the proof of Theorem 1.1. If µ > 0,

there are two situations, that is, Theorems 1.2 and 1.3. Finally, we consider the orbital

stability of the solution obtained in Theorems 1.2 and 1.4.

2 Proof of Theorem 1.1

In this section, we assume µ ≤ 0 and the assumptions of Theorem 1.1 hold. In order to

obtain a bounded Palais-Smale sequence, we will use the monotonicity trick inspired by [10].

For 1
2
≤ s ≤ 1, we define the functional Ir,s : Sr,Θ → R by

Ir,s(u) =
1

2

∫

Ωr×Tn

[|∆u|2 + V (x, y)u2]dxdy − s

q

∫

Ωr×Tn

|u|qdxdy − µ

p

∫

Ωr×Tn

|u|pdxdy. (2.1)

Note that if u ∈ Sr,Θ is a critical point of Ir,s, then there exists λ ∈ R such that (λ, u) is a

solution of the equation





∆2u+ V (x, y)u+ λu = µ|u|p−2u+ s|u|q−2u, (x, y) ∈ Ωr × T
n,

∫

Ωr×Tn

u2dxdy = Θ, u ∈ H2
0 (Ωr × T

n),
(2.2)

Lemma 2.1. For any Θ > 0, there exist rΘ > 0 and u0, u1 ∈ SrΘ,Θ such that

(i) Ir,s(u
1) ≤ 0 for any r > rΘ and s ∈

[
1
2
, 1
]
,

∥∥∆u0
∥∥2
2
<

[
2q

(d+ n)(q − 2)Cd,n,q

(
1− ‖V−‖ d+n

4
S−1

)
Θ

q(d+n−2)−2(d+n)
4

] 4
(d+n)(q−2)−4

<
∥∥∆u1

∥∥2
2

and

Ir,s
(
u0
)
<

((d+ n)(q − 2)− 4)
(
1− ‖V−‖ d+n

4
S−1

)

2(d+ n)(q − 2)




2q
(
1− ‖V−‖ d+n

4
S−1

)

(d+ n)(q − 2)Cd,n,qΘ
2q−(d+n)(q−2)

4




4
(d+n)(q−2)−4

.

(ii) If u ∈ Sr,Θ satisfies

‖∆u‖22 =
[

2q

(d+ n)(q − 2)Cd,n,q

(
1− ‖V−‖ d+n

4
S−1

)
Θ

q(d+n−2)−2(d+n)
4

] 4
(d+n)(q−2)−4

,

then there holds

Ir,s(u) ≥
((d+ n)(q − 2)− 4)

(
1− ‖V−‖ d+n

4
S−1

)

2(d+ n)(q − 2)




2q
(
1− ‖V−‖d+n

4
S−1

)

(d+ n)(q − 2)Cd,n,qΘ
2q−(d+n)(q−2)

4





4
(d+n)(q−2)−4

.
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(iii) Set

mr,s(Θ) = inf
γ∈Γr,Θ

sup
t∈[0,1]

Ir,s(γ(t))

with

Γr,Θ =
{
γ ∈ C ([0, 1], Sr,Θ) : γ(0) = u0, γ(1) = u1

}
.

Then

((d+ n)(q − 2)− 4)
(
1− ‖V−‖ d+n

4
S−1

)

2(d+ n)(q − 2)




2q
(
1− ‖V−‖d+n

4
S−1

)

(d+ n)(q − 2)Cd,n,qΘ
2q−(d+n)(q−2)

4




4
(d+n)(q−2)−4

≤ mr,s(Θ) ≤ h(TΘ),

where h(TΘ) = max
t∈R+

h(t), the function h : R+ → R being defined by

h(t) =
1

2

(
1 + ‖V ‖ d+n

4
S−1

)
t4θΘ− αβCd,n,pΘ

p

2 θ
(d+n)(p−2)

4 t
(d+n)(p−2)

2 − 1

2q
Θ

q

2 |Ω| 2−q

2 t
(d+n)(q−2)

2 .

Here θ is the principal eigenvalue of ∆2 with Dirichlet boundary conditions in Ω× T
n, and

|Ω× T
n| is the volume of Ω× T

n.

Proof. (i) Clearly, the set Sr,Θ is path connected. Since v1 ∈ S1,Θ be the positive eigenfunc-

tion associated to θ and note that θ is the principal eigenvalue of ∆2, then

∫

Ω×Tn

|∆v1|2 dxdy = θΘ. (2.3)

By the Hölder inequality, we know that

Θ =

∫

Ω×Tn

|v1(x, y)|2dxdy ≤
(∫

Ω×Tn

|v1(x, y)|qdxdy
)2

q

· |Ω× T
n|

q−2
q ,

which implies ∫

Ω×Tn

|v1(x, y)|qdxdy ≥ Θ
q

2 · |Ω× T
n| 2−q

2 . (2.4)

For (x, y) ∈ Ω 1
t
× T

n
1
t

and t > 0, define vt(x, y) := t
d+n
2 v1(tx, ty). Using (2.3), (2.4) and

1
2
≤ s ≤ 1, it holds

I 1
t
,s (vt)

≤ 1

2

∫

Ω 1
t
×T

n
1
t

[|∆vt|2 + V (x, y)v2t ]dxdy −
1

2q

∫

Ω 1
t
×T

n
1
t

|vt|qdxdy −
µ

p

∫

Ω 1
t
×T

n
1
t

|vt|pdxdy

≤ 1

2

(
1 + ‖V ‖ d+n

4
S−1

)∫

Ω 1
t
×T

n
1
t

|∆vt|2dx−
1

2q

∫

Ω 1
t
×T

n
1
t

|vt|qdxdy

6



−µ
p
Cd,n,pΘ

4p−(d+n)(p−2)
8



∫

Ω 1
t
×T

n
1
t

|∆vt|2 dxdy




(d+n)(p−2)
8

≤ 1

2

(
1 + ‖V ‖ d+n

4
S−1

)
t4
∫

Ω×Tn

|∆v1|2 dxdy −
1

2q
t
(d+n)(q−2)

2

∫

Ω×Tn

|v1|q dxdy

−µ
p
Cd,n,pΘ

4p−(d+n)(p−2)
8

(
t4
∫

Ω×Tn

|∆v1|2 dxdy
) (d+n)(p−2)

8

≤ 1

2

(
1 + ‖V ‖ d+n

4
S−1

)
t4θΘ− µ

p
Cd,n,pΘ

p

2 θ
(d+n)(p−2)

8 t
(d+n)(p−2)

2 − 1

2q
t
(d+n)(q−2)

2 Θ
q

2 · |Ω| 2−q

2

=: h(t). (2.5)

Note that since 2 < p < 2 + 8
d+n

< q < 4∗ and µ ≤ 0 there exist 0 < TΘ < t0 such that

h (t0) = 0, h(t) < 0 for any t > t0, h(t) > 0 for any 0 < t < t0 and h (TΘ) = max
t∈R+

h(t). As a

consequence, there holds

Ir,s (vt0) = I 1
t0
,s (vt0) ≤ h (t0) = 0 (2.6)

for any r ≥ 1
t0

and s ∈
[
1
2
, 1
]
. Moreover, there exists 0 < t1 < TΘ such that

h(t) <
((d+ n)(q − 2)− 4)

(
1− ‖V−‖ d+n

4
S−1

)

2(d+ n)(q − 2)




2q
(
1− ‖V−‖d+n

4
S−1

)

(d+ n)(q − 2)Cd,n,qΘ
2q−(d+n)(q−2)

4




4
(d+n)(q−2)−4

(2.7)

for t ∈ [0, t1]. On the other hand, it follows from the Gagliardo-Nirenberg inequality and

the Hölder inequality that

Ir,s(u)

≥ 1

2

∫

Ωr×Tn

|∆u|2dxdy + 1

2

∫

Ωr×Tn

V u2dxdy − 1

q

∫

Ωr×Tn

|u|qdxdy

≥
1− ‖V−‖ d+n

4
S−1

2

∫

Ωr×Tn

|∆u|2dxdy − Cd,n,qΘ
4q−(d+n)(q−2)

8

q

(∫

Ωr×Tn

|∆u|2dxdy
) (d+n)(q−2)

8

.(2.8)

Define

g(t) :=
1

2

(
1− ‖V−‖ d+n

4
S−1

)
t− Cd,n,qΘ

4q−(d+n)(q−2)
8

q
t
(d+n)(q−2)

8

and

t̃ =

[
4q

(d+ n)(q − 2)Cd,n,q

(
1− ‖V−‖ d+n

4
S−1

)
Θ

q(d+n−4)−2(d+n)
8

] 8
(d+n)(q−2)−8

,

it is easy to see that g is increasing on (0, t̃) and decreasing on (t̃,∞), and

g(t̃) =
((d+ n)(q − 2)− 4)

(
1− ‖V−‖ d+n

4
S−1

)

2(d+ n)(q − 2)




4q
(
1− ‖V−‖d+n

4
S−1

)

(d+ n)(q − 2)Cd,n,qΘ
4q−(d+n)(q−2)

8





8
(d+n)(q−2)−8

.
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For r ≥ r̃Θ := max
{

1
t1
,
√

2θΘ
t̃

}
, we have v 1

r̃Θ

∈ Sr,Θ and

‖∆v 1
r̃Θ

‖22 =

(
1

r̃Θ

)4

‖∆v1‖22

<

[
4q

(d+ n)(q − 2)Cd,n,q

(
1− ‖V−‖ d+n

4
S−1

)
Θ

q(d+n−4)−2(d+n)
8

] 8
(d+n)(q−2)−8

.(2.9)

Moreover, there holds

Ir̃Θ,s

(
v 1

r̃Θ

)
≤ h

(
1

r̃Θ

)
≤ h (t1) . (2.10)

Setting u0 = v 1
r̃Θ

, u1 = vt0 and

rΘ = max

{
1

t0
, r̃Θ

}
. (2.11)

Combining (2.6), (2.7), (2.9) and (2.10), (i) holds.

(ii) By (2.8) and a direct calculation, (ii) holds.

(iii) Since Ir,s (u
1) ≤ 0 for any γ ∈ Γr,Θ, we have

‖∆γ(0)‖22 < t̃ < ‖∆γ(1)‖22.

It then follows from (2.8) that

max
t∈[0,1]

Ir,s(γ(t))

≥ g(t̃)

=
((d+ n)(q − 2)− 4)

(
1− ‖V−‖ d+n

4
S−1

)

2(d+ n)(q − 2)




4q
(
1− ‖V−‖d+n

4
S−1

)

(d+ n)(q − 2)Cd,n,qΘ
4q−(d+n)(q−2)

8




8
(d+n)(q−2)−8

for any γ ∈ Γr,Θ, hence the first inequality in (iii) holds. Now we define a path γ ∈ Γr,Θ by

γ(τ)(x, y) =

(
τt0 + (1− τ)

1

r̃Θ

) d+n
2

v1

((
τt0 + (1− τ)

1

r̃Θ

)
x,

(
τt0 + (1− τ)

1

r̃Θ

)
y

)

for τ ∈ [0, 1] and x ∈ Ωr. Then by (2.5) we have mr,s(Θ) ≤ h(TΘ), where h(TΘ) = max
t∈R+

h(t).

Note that TΘ is independent of r and s.

By using Lemma 2.1, the energy functional Ir,s possesses the mountain pass geometry.

To obtain bounded Palais-Smale sequence, we recall a proposition from [2, 4].

Proposition 2.1. (see [2, Theorem 1]) Let (E, 〈·, ·〉) and (H, (·, ·)) be two infinite-dimensional

Hilbert spaces and assume there are continuous injections

E →֒ H →֒ E ′.

8



Let

‖u‖2 = 〈u, u〉, |u|2 = (u, u) for u ∈ E,

and

Sµ =
{
u ∈ E : |u|2 = µ

}
, TuSµ = {v ∈ E : (u, v) = 0} for µ ∈ (0,+∞).

Let I ⊂ (0,+∞) be an interval and consider a family of C2 functionals Φρ : E → R of the

form

Φρ(u) = A(u)− ρB(u), for ρ ∈ I,

with B(u) ≥ 0 for every u ∈ E, and

A(u) → +∞ or B(u) → +∞ as u ∈ E and ‖u‖ → +∞. (2.12)

Suppose moreover that Φ′
ρ and Φ′′

ρ are τ -Hölder continuous, τ ∈ (0, 1], on bounded sets in

the following sense: for every R > 0 there exists M =M(R) > 0 such that

∥∥Φ′
ρ(u)− Φ′

ρ(v)
∥∥ ≤M‖u− v‖τ and

∥∥Φ′′
ρ(u)− Φ′′

ρ(v)
∥∥ ≤ M‖u− v‖τ (2.13)

for every u, v ∈ B(0, R). Finally, suppose that there exist w1, w2 ∈ Sµ independent of ρ such

that

cρ := inf
γ∈Γ

max
t∈[0,1]

Φρ(γ(t)) > max {Φρ (w1) ,Φρ (w2)} for all ρ ∈ I,

where

Γ = {γ ∈ C ([0, 1], Sµ) : γ(0) = w1, γ(1) = w2} .
Then for almost every ρ ∈ I, there exists a sequence {un} ⊂ Sµ such that

(i) Φρ (un) → cρ,

(ii) Φ′
ρ

∣∣
Sµ

(un) → 0,

(iii) {un} is bounded in E.

Lemma 2.2. For any Θ > 0, let r > rΘ, where rΘ is defined in Lemma 2.1. Then problem

(2.1) has a solution (λr,s, ur,s) for almost every s ∈
[
1
2
, 1
]
. Moreover, ur,s ≥ 0 and Ir,s (ur,s) =

mr,s(Θ).

Proof. By Proposition 2.1, it follows that

A(u) =
1

2

∫

Ωr×Tn

|∆u|2dxdy + 1

2

∫

Ωr×Tn

V (x)u2dxdy − µ

p

∫

Ωr×Tn

|u|pdxdy

and

B(u) =
1

q

∫

Ωr×Tn

|u|qdxdy.

Note that the assumptions in Proposition 2.1 hold due to µ ≤ 0 and Lemma 2.1. Hence, for

almost every s ∈
[
1
2
, 1
]
, there exists a bounded Palais-Smale sequence {un} satisfying

Ir,s (un) → mr,s(Θ) and I ′r,s (un)
∣∣
TunSr,Θ

→ 0,
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where TunSr,Θ denotes the tangent space of Sr,Θ at un. Then

λn = − 1

Θ

(∫

Ωr×Tn

(
|∆un|2 + V (x)u2n

)
dxdy − µ

∫

Ωr×Tn

|un|pdxdy − s

∫

Ωr×Tn

|un|q dxdy
)

is bounded and

I ′r,s (un) + λnun → 0 in H−2 (Ωr × T
n) . (2.14)

Moreover, since {un} is a bounded Palais-Smale sequence, there exist u0 ∈ H1
0 (Ωr × T

n) and

λ ∈ R such that, up to a subsequence,

λn → λ in R,

un ⇀ u0 in H2
0 (Ωr × T

n),

un → u0 in Lt(Ωr × T
n) for all 2 ≤ t < 4∗,

where u0 satisfies

{
∆2u0 + V u0 + λu0 = s |u0|q−2

u0 + µ |u0|p−2
u0 in Ωr × T

n,

u0 ∈ H2
0 (Ωr × T

n) ,
∫
Ωr×Tn |u0|2 dxdy = Θ.

Using (2.14), we have

I ′r,s (un)u0 + λn

∫

Ωr×Tn

unu0dxdy → 0 as n→ ∞

and

I ′r,s (un)un + λnΘ → 0 as n→ ∞.

Note that

lim
n→∞

∫

Ωr×Tn

V (x, y)u2ndx =

∫

Ωr×Tn

V (x, y)u20dxdy,

lim
n→∞

∫

Ωr×Tn

|un|pdx =

∫

Ωr×Tn

|u0|pdx,

so we get un → u0 in H2
0 (Ωr × T

n), hence Ir,s(u0) = mr,s(Θ).

Remark 2.1. If we consider schrödinger operator −∆, then we can get better result, that is

ur,s ≥ 0, see [1].

Remark 2.2. In this paper, we consider the biharmonic operator ∆2 which is more complex

than −∆, so we can not get that (2.1) has a nonnegative normalized solution. Precisely

speaking, we use the fact that ‖∇|u|‖22 ≤ ‖∇u‖22 for any u ∈ H1(Rd × T
n) in Remark 2.1.

However, we do not know the size relationship between ‖∆u‖22 and ‖∆|u|‖22.

In order to obtain a solution of (1.1), we need to prove a uniform estimate for the

solutions of (2.1) established in Lemma 2.2.
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Lemma 2.3. If (λr,s, ur,s) ∈ R × Sr,Θ is a solution of (2.1) established in Lemma 2.2 for

some r and s, then

∫

Ωr×Tn

|∆u|2dxdy ≤ 4(d+ n)

(d+ n)(q − 2)− 4

[
q − 2

2
h(TΘ) + Θ

(
1

2(d+ n)
‖Ṽ ‖∞ +

q − 2

4
‖V ‖∞

)]
,

where the constant h(TΘ) is defined in (iii) of Lemma 2.1 and is independent of r and s.

Proof. For simplicity, we denote (λr,s, ur,s) as (λ, u) in this lemma. Since u is a solution of

(2.1), we have

∫

Ωr×Tn

(|∆u|2 + V u2)dxdy = s

∫

Ωr×Tn

|u|qdxdy + µ

∫

Ωr×Tn

|u|pdxdy − λ

∫

Ωr×Tn

|u|2dxdy.
(2.15)

The Pohozaev identity implies

d+ n− 4

2(d+ n)

∫

Ωr×Tn

|∆u|2dxdy + 1

2(d+ n)

∫

∂(Ωr×Tn)

|∆u|2((x, y) · n)dσ

+
1

2(d+ n)

∫

Ωr×Tn

Ṽ (x, y)u2dxdy +
1

2

∫

Ωr×Tn

V u2dxdy

= −λ
2

∫

Ωr×Tn

|u|2dxdy + s

q

∫

Ωr×Tn

|u|qdxdy + µ

p

∫

Ωr×Tn

|u|pdxdy,

where n denotes the outward unit normal vector on ∂(Ωr × T
n). It then follows from µ ≤ 0

that

2

d+ n

∫

Ωr×Tn

|∆u|2dxdy − 1

2(d+ n)

∫

∂(Ωr×Tn)

|∇u|2((x, y) · n)dσ

− 1

2(d+ n)

∫

Ωr×Tn

(∇V · (x, y))u2dxdy

=
(q − 2)s

2q

∫

Ωr×Tn

|u|qdxdy + µ

∫

Ωr×Tn

(
1

2
− 1

p
)|u|pdxdy

≥ (q − 2)s

2q

∫

Ωr×Tn

|u|qdxdy + µ(q − 2)

2p

∫

Ωr

|u|pdxdy

=
q − 2

2

(
1

2

∫

Ωr×Tn

|∆u|2dxdy + 1

2

∫

Ωr×Tn

V u2dxdy −mr,s(Θ)

)
.

Consequently, we have

q − 2

2
mr,s(Θ)

≥ q − 2

2

(
1

2

∫

Ωr×Tn

|∆u|2dxdy + 1

2

∫

Ωr

V u2dxdy

)
− 2

d+ n

∫

Ωr×Tn

|∆u|2dxdy

+
1

2(d+ n)

∫

∂(Ωr×Tn)

|∇u|2((x, y) · n)dσ +
1

2(d+ n)

∫

Ωr×Tn

(∇V · (x, y))u2dxdy
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≥ (d+ n)(q − 2)− 8

4(d+ n)

∫

Ωr×Tn

|∆u|2dxdy −Θ

(
1

2(d+ n)
‖∇V · (x, y)‖∞ +

q − 2

4
‖V ‖∞

)
,

where the last inequality holds since (x, y) · n ≥ 0 for any (x, y) ∈ ∂(Ωr × T
n) due to the

convexity of Ωr. Using Lemma 2.1, we have

(d+ n)(q − 2)− 8

4(d+ n)

∫

Ωr×Tn

|∆u|2dxdy −Θ

(
1

2(d+ n)
‖∇V · x‖∞ +

q − 2

4
‖V ‖∞

)

≤ q − 2

2
h(TΘ),

which implies

∫

Ωr×Tn

|∆u|2dxdy ≤ 4(d+ n)

(d+ n)(q − 2)− 4

[
q − 2

2
h(TΘ) + Θ

(
1

2(d+ n)
‖Ṽ ‖∞ +

q − 2

4
‖V ‖∞

)]
.

This completes the proof of lemma.

Now, we obtain a solution of (1.1) by letting s→ 1.

Lemma 2.4. For every Θ > 0, problem (1.1) has a solution (λr, ur) provided r > rΘ where

rΘ is as in Lemma 2.1.

Proof. By using Lemma 2.2, there is a nontrivial solution (λr,s, ur,s) to (2.1) for almost

every s ∈
[
1
2
, 1
]
. In view of Lemma 2.3, {ur,s} is bounded. By an argument similar to that

in Lemma 2.2, there exist ur ∈ Sr,Θ and λr such that, going if necessary to a subsequence,

λr,s → λr and ur,s → ur in H2
0 (Ωr) as s→ 1.

Hence ur is a nontrivial solution of problem (1.1).

Next, we will consider the Lagrange multiplier. we first establish an a priori estimate

for the solutions of (1.1).

Lemma 2.5. If {(λr, ur)} is a family of nontrivial solutions of (1.1) such that ‖ur‖H2 ≤ C

with C > 0 independent of r, then lim sup
r→∞

‖ur‖∞ <∞.

Proof. Using the regularity theory of elliptic partial differential equations, we know that

ur ∈ C(Ωr×T
n). Assume to the contrary that there exist a sequence, for simplicity denoted

by {ur}, and (xr, yr) ∈ Ωr × T
n such that

Mr := max
(x,y)∈Ωr×Tn

ur(x, y) = ur (xr, yr) → ∞ as r → ∞.

Suppose without loss of generality that, up to a subsequence, lim
r→∞

xr
|xr| =

yr
|yr | = (1, 0, . . . , 0).

Set

vr(x) =
ur (xr + τrx, yr + τry)

Mr
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for (x, y) ∈ Σr :=
{
(x, y) ∈ R

d × T
n : (xr + τrx, yr + τry) ∈ Ωr × T

n
}
, where τr = M

2−q

4
r .

Then τr → 0 as r → ∞, ‖vr‖L∞(Σr) ≤ 1, and vr satisfies

∆2vr + τ 4r V (xr + τrx, yr + τry) vr + τ 4r λrvr = |vr|q−2
vr + µτ

4(q−p)
q−2

r |vr|p−2
vr in Σr. (2.16)

In fact, since ur is a nontrivial solution of (1.1), we obtain

∆2ur (xr + τrx, yr + τry) + V (xr + τrx, yr + τry)ur (xr + τrx, yr + τry)

+λrur (xr + τrx, yr + τry)

= |ur (xr + τrx, yr + τry)|q−2
ur (xr + τrx, yr + τry)

+µ |ur (xr + τrx, yr + τry)|p−2
ur (xr + τrx, yr + τry)

in Ωr, then by a direct calculation and the definition of vr(x), τr, we know that (2.16) holds.

In view of (1.1), the Gagliardo-Nirenberg inequality and ‖ur‖H2 ≤ C with C independent of

r, we infer that the sequence {λr} is bounded. It then follows from the regularity theory of

elliptic partial differential equations and the Arzela-Ascoli theorem that there exists v such

that, up to a subsequence

vr → v in H2
0 (Σ) and vr → v in Cβ

loc(Σ) for some β ∈ (0, 1),

where Σ := lim
r→∞

Σr.

Similar to the proof of [1, Lemma 2.7], we have

lim inf
r→∞

dist ((xr, yr), ∂(Ωr × T
n))

τr
= lim inf

r→∞

|zr − xr|
τr

≥ d1 > 0,

where zr ∈ ∂(Ωr × T
n) is such that dist (xr, ∂(Ωr × T

n)) = |zr − xr| for any large r. As a

result, by letting r → ∞ in (2.16), we obtain that v ∈ H2
0 (Σ) is a nontrivial solution of

∆2v = |v|q−2v in Σ,

where

Σ =




R
d × T

n if lim inf
r→∞

dist((xr ,yr),∂(Ωr×T
n))

τr
= ∞,

{
x ∈ R

d : x1 > −d1
}
× T

n if lim inf
r→∞

dist((xr ,yr),∂(Ωr×T
n))

τr
> 0.

It then follows from the Liouville theorems (see [6]) that v = 0 in H2
0 (Σ), which contradicts

v(0) = lim
r→∞

vr(0) = 1.

Clearly, the proof of Lemma 2.5 does not depend on µ.

Lemma 2.6. Let (λr,Θ, ur,Θ) be the solution of (1.1) from Lemma 2.4. If ‖Ṽ+‖ d+n
4
< 2S,

then there exists Θ̄ > 0 such that

lim inf
r→∞

λr,Θ > 0 for 0 < Θ < Θ̄.
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Proof. Let (λr,Θ, ur,Θ) be the solution of (1.1) established in Theorem 2.4. By the regularity

theory of elliptic partial differential equations, we have ur,Θ ∈ C (Ωr × T
n). Using Lemma

2.5, it holds

lim sup
r→∞

max
Ωr×Tn

ur,Θ <∞.

Setting

Q(Θ) = lim inf
r→∞

max
Ωr×Tn

ur,Θ,

we claim that there is Θ1 > 0 such that Q(Θ) > 0 for any 0 < Θ < Θ1. Assume to the

contrary that there exists a sequence {Θk} tending to 0 as k → ∞ such that Q (Θk) = 0 for

any k, that is,

lim inf
r→∞

max
Ωr×Tn

ur,Θk
= 0 for any k. (2.17)

As a consequence of (iii) in Lemma 2.1, for any r > rΘk
, we have

Ir (ur,Θk
) = mr,1 (Θk) → ∞ as k → ∞. (2.18)

For any given k, it follows from (2.17) and ur,Θk
∈ Sr,Θk

that, up to a subsequence,

∫

Ωr×Tn

|ur,Θk
|s dxdy =

∫

Ωr×Tn

|ur,Θk
|s−2 |ur,Θk

|2 dxdy ≤
∣∣∣∣max
Ωr×Tn

ur,Θk

∣∣∣∣
s−2

Θk → 0 (2.19)

as r → ∞ for any s > 2. Hence, for any given large k, there exists r̄k > rΘk
such that

∣∣∣∣
1

q

∫

Ωr×Tn

|ur,Θk
|qdxdy + µ

p

∫

Ωr×Tn

|ur,Θk
|pdxdy

∣∣∣∣ <
mr,1 (Θk)

2
for any r ≥ r̄k.

In view of (2.18) and Ir (ur,Θk
) = mr,1 (Θk), we further have

∫

Ωr×Tn

|∆ur,Θk
|2 dxdy +

∫

Ωr×Tn

V u2r,Θk
dxdy ≥ mr,1 (Θk)

2
for any large k and r ≥ r̄k. (2.20)

It follows from (2.17), (2.19) and (2.20) that there exists rk ≥ r̄k with rk → ∞ as k → ∞
such that

lim
k→∞

max
Ωrk

×Tn
urk,Θk

= 0, (2.21)

∫

Ωrk
×Tn

|urk,Θk
|s dxdy ≤

∣∣∣∣ max
Ωrk

×Tn
urk,Θk

∣∣∣∣
s−2

Θk → 0 as k → ∞ for any s > 2 (2.22)

and ∫

Ωrk
×Tn

|∆urk,Θk
|2 dxdy +

∫

Ωrk
×Tn

V u2rk,Θk
dxdy → ∞ as k → ∞. (2.23)

By (1.1), (2.22) and (2.23), we have

λrk,Θk
→ −∞ as k → ∞. (2.24)
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Now (1.1) implies

∆2urk,Θk
+ V urk,Θk

+ λrk,Θk
urk,Θk

= |urk,Θk
|q−2urk,Θk

+ µ|urk,Θk
|p−2urk,Θk

,

so

∆2urk,Θk
+

(
‖V ‖∞ +

λrk,Θk

2

)
urk,Θk

≥ −λrk ,Θk

2
urk,Θk

+ |urk,Θk
|q−2

urk,Θk
+ µ|urk,Θk

|p−2urk,Θk
.

Using (2.24) and (2.21), it follows that

∆2urk,Θk
+

(
‖V ‖∞ +

λrk,Θk

2

)
urk,Θk

≥ 0

for large k. Let θrk be the principal eigenvalue of ∆2 with Dirichlet boundary condition in

Ωrk , and vrk > 0 be the corresponding normalized eigenfunction. It follows that

(
θrk + ‖V ‖∞ +

λrk,Θk

2

)∫

Ωrk
×Tn

urk,Θk
vrkdxdy ≥ 0.

Since
∫
Ωrk

×Tn urk,Θk
vrkdxdy > 0, we have

θrk + ‖V ‖∞ +
λrk,Θk

2
≥ 0,

which contradicts (2.24) for large k. Hence the claim holds, that is, there exists Θ1 > 0 such

that

Q(Θ) = lim inf
r→∞

max
Ωr×Tn

ur,Θ > 0 (2.25)

for any 0 < Θ < Θ1.

We consider H2(Ωr × T
n) as a subspace of H2(Rd × T

n) for any r > 0. It follows from

Lemma 2.3 that the set of solutions {ur,Θ : r > rΘ} established in Lemma 2.4 is bounded in

H2(Rd × T
n), so there exist uΘ ∈ H2(Rd × T

n) and λΘ ∈ R such that up to a subsequence:

λr,Θ → λΘ,

ur,Θ ⇀ uΘ in H2(Rd × T
n),

ur,Θ → uΘ in Lkloc(R
d × T

n) for all 2 ≤ k < 2∗,

ur,Θ → uΘ a.e. in R
d × T

n

and uΘ is a solution of the equation

∆2u+ V (x, y)u+ λΘu = |u|q−2u+ µ|u|p−2u in R
d × T

n.

Hence,
∫

Rd×Tn

|∆uΘ|2 dxdy +
∫

Rd×Tn

V (x, y)u2Θdxdy + λΘ

∫

Rd×Tn

u2Θdxdy
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=

∫

Rd×Tn

|uΘ|q dxdy + µ

∫

Rd×Tn

|uΘ|pdxdy (2.26)

and the Pohozaev identity gives

d+ n− 4

2(d+ n)

∫

Rd×Tn

|∆uΘ|2 dxdy +
1

2(d+ n)

∫

Rd×Tn

Ṽ u2Θdxdy +
1

2

∫

Rd×Tn

V (x, y)u2Θdxdy

+
λΘ

2

∫

Rd×Tn

u2Θdxdy

=
1

q

∫

Rd×Tn

|uΘ|q dxdy +
µ

p

∫

Rd×Tn

|uΘ|pdxdy. (2.27)

It follows from (2.26), (2.27), (f2), the Gagliardo-Nirenberg inequality and the fact µ ≤ 0

that

2

d+ n

∫

Rd×Tn

|∆uΘ|2 dxdy +
1

2(d+ n)

∫

Rd×Tn

Ṽ (x, y)u2Θdxdy

=

(
1

2
− 1

q

)∫

Rd×Tn

|uΘ|q dxdy + µ

∫

Rd×Tn

(
1

2
− 1

p

)
|uΘ|pdxdy

≤ Cd,n,q(q − 2)

2q

(∫

Rd×Tn

u2Θdxdy

) 2q−(d+n)(q−2)
4

(∫

Rd×Tn

|∆uΘ|2 dx
) (d+n)(q−2)

4

.

By using the Hölder inequality, we have

(
1

d+ n
−

‖Ṽ+‖ d+n
4
S−1

2(d+ n)

)∫

Rd×Tn

|∆uΘ|2 dxdy

≤ 1

N

∫

Rd×Tn

|∆uΘ|2 dxdy +
1

2N

∫

Rd×Tn

Ṽ (x, y)u2Θdxdy.

Therefore,

(
1

d+ n
−

‖Ṽ+‖ d+n
4
S−1

2(d+ n)

)∫

Rd×Tn

|∆uΘ|2 dxdy

≤ Cd,n,q(q − 2)

2q

(∫

Rd×Tn

u2Θdxdy

) 2q−(d+n)(q−2)
4

(∫

Rd×Tn

|∆uΘ|2 dx
) (d+n)(q−2)

4

.

If uΘ 6= 0, Using ‖Ṽ+‖ d+n
4
< 2S, we obtain that

∫

Rd×Tn

|∆uΘ|2 dxdy ≥



q
(
2− ‖Ṽ+‖ d+n

4
S−1

)

(d+ n)Cd,n,q(q − 2)




4
(d+n)(q−2)−4

Θ
q(d+n−2)−2(d+n)

(d+n)(q−2)−4 . (2.28)

Next, it follows from (2.26), (2.27), (2.28), (f2) and 2 + 4
N
< q < 4∗ that

(
1

q
− 1

2

)
λΘ

∫

Rd×Tn

u2Θdxdy
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=

(
d+ n− 4

2(d+ n)
− 1

q

)∫

Rd×Tn

|∆uΘ|2 dxdy +
1

2(d+ n)

∫

Rd×Tn

Ṽ (x)u2Θdxdy

+

(
1

2
− 1

q

)∫

Rd×Tn

V (x)u2Θdxdy −
(q − p)µ

pq

∫

Rd×Tn

|uΘ|pdxdy

≤ (d+ n− 4)q − 2(d+ n)

2q(d+ n)

∫

Rd×Tn

|∆uΘ|2 dxdy +
‖Ṽ ‖∞

2(d+ n)
Θ +

(q − 2)‖V ‖∞
2q

Θ

−µ(q − p)

q
Cd,n,pΘ

2p−(d+n)(p−2)
4

(∫

Rd×Tn

|∆uΘ|2 dxdy
) (d+n)(p−2)

4

→ −∞ as Θ → 0,

since (d+n−2)q−2(d+n)
2q(d+n)

< 0. Therefore, if uΘ 6= 0 for Θ > 0 small there exists Θ0 > 0 such that

λΘ > 0 for 0 < Θ < Θ0.

In order to complete the proof, we consider the case that there is a sequence Θk → 0 such

that uΘk
= 0 for any k. Assume without loss of generality that uΘ = 0 for any Θ ∈ (0,Θ1).

Let (xr,Θ, yr,Θ) ∈ Ωr × T
n be such that ur,Θ (xr,Θ, yr,Θ) = max

Ωr×Tn
ur,Θ. In view of (2.25), there

holds |xr,Θ| → ∞ as r → ∞. Otherwise, there exists (x0, y0) ∈ Ωr × T
n such that, up to a

subsequence, xr,Θ → x0, yr,Θ → y0 and hence uΘ(x0, y0) ≥ dΘ > 0. This contradicts uΘ = 0.

We claim that dist((xr,Θ, yr,Θ), ∂(Ωr × T
n)) → ∞ as r → ∞. Arguing by contradiction we

assume that lim inf
r→∞

dist((xr,Θ, yr,Θ), ∂(Ωr × T
n)) = l < ∞. It follows from (2.25) that l > 0.

Let wr(x) = ur,Θ(x + xr,Θ, y + yr,Θ) for any (x, y) ∈ Σr := {(x, y) ∈ R
d × T

n : x + xr,Θ ∈
Ωr, y + yr,Θ ∈ T

n}. Then wr is bounded in H2(Rd × T
n), and there is w ∈ H2(Rd × T

n)

such that wr ⇀ w as r → ∞. By the regularity theory of elliptic partial equations and

lim inf
r→∞

ur,Θ (xr,Θ, yr,Θ) > dΘ > 0, we infer that w(0) ≥ dΘ > 0. Assume without loss of the

generality that, up to a subsequence,

lim
r→∞

xr,Θ

|xr,Θ|
= e1.

Setting

Σ =
{
x ∈ R

d × T
n : x · e1 < l

}
=
{
x ∈ R

d × T
n : x1 < l

}
,

we have φ(x−xr,Θ, y− yr,Θ) ∈ C∞
c (Ωr×T

n) for any φ ∈ C∞
c (Σ) and r large enough. It then

follows that
∫

Ωr×Tn

∆ur,Θ∆φ (x− xr,Θ, y − yr,Θ) dxdy +

∫

Ωr×Tn

V ur,Θφ (x− xr,Θ, y − yr,Θ) dxdy

+λr,Θ

∫

Ωr×Tn

ur,Θφ (x− xr,Θ, y − yr,Θ) dxdy

=

∫

Ωr×Tn

|ur,Θ|q−2
ur,Θφ (x− xr,Θ, y − yr,Θ) dxdy

+µ

∫

Ωr×Tn

|ur,Θ|p−2
ur,Θφ (x− xr,Θ, y − yr,Θ) dxdy. (2.29)

17



Since |xr,Θ| → ∞ as r → ∞, it holds
∣∣∣∣
∫

Ωr×Tn

V ur,Θφ (x− xr,Θ) dxdy

∣∣∣∣ ≤
∫

Supp φ×Tn

|V (x+ xr,Θ)wrφ| dxdy

≤ ‖wr‖4∗ ‖φ‖4∗
(∫

Supp φ×Tn

|V (·+ xr,Θ)|
d+n
4 dxdy

) 4
d+n

≤ ‖wr‖4∗ ‖φ‖4∗



∫

Rd\B |xr,Θ|

2

×Tn

|V | d+n
4 dxdy




4
d+n

→ 0 as r → ∞. (2.30)

Letting r → ∞ in (2.29), we obtain for φ ∈ C∞
c (Σ):

∫

Σ

∇w · ∇φdxdy + λΘ

∫

Σ

wφdxdy =

∫

Σ

|w|q−2wφdxdy + µ

∫

Σ

f(w)φdxdy.

Thus w ∈ H2
0 (Σ) is a weak solution of the equation

∆2w + λΘw = |w|q−2w + µ|w|p−2w in Σ. (2.31)

Hence we obtain a nontrivial nonnegative solution of (2.31) on a half space which is impos-

sible by the Liouville theorem (see [6]). This proves that dist ((xr,Θ, yr,Θ), ∂(Ωr × T
n)) → ∞

as r → ∞. A similar argument as above shows that (2.31) holds for Σ = R
d × T

n. Now we

argue as in the case uΘ 6= 0 above that there exists Θ2 such that λΘ > 0 for any 0 < Θ < Θ2.

Setting Θ̄ = min {Θ0,Θ1,Θ2}, the proof is complete.

Proof of Theorem 1.1 The proof is an immediate consequence of Lemmas 2.4, 2.5 and

2.6.

3 Proof of Theorem 1.2

In this section, we assume that the assumptions of Theorem 1.2 hold. Since µ > 0,

Ir(u)

≥
1− ‖V−‖ d+n

4
S−1

2

∫

Ωr×Tn

|∆u|2dxdy − Cd,n,qΘ
4q−(d+n)(q−2)

8

q

(∫

Ωr×Tn

|∆u|2dxdy
) (d+n)(q−2)

8

−µCd,n,pΘ
4p−(d+n)(p−2)

8

(∫

Ωr×Tn

|∆u|2dxdy
) (d+n)(p−2)

8

= h1(t),

where

h1(t) :=
1

2

(
1− ‖V−‖ d+n

4
S−1

)
t4 − Cd,n,qΘ

4q−(d+n)(q−2)
8

q
t
(d+n)(q−2)

2

18



−µCd,n,pΘ
4p−(d+n)(p−2)

8 t
(d+n)(p−2)

2

= t
(d+n)(p−2)

2

[
1

2

(
1− ‖V−‖ d+n

4
S−1

)
t
8−(d+n)(p−2)

2 − Cd,n,qΘ
4q−(d+n)(q−2)

8

q
t
(d+n)(q−p)

2

]

−µCd,n,pΘ
4p−(d+n)(p−2)

8 t
(d+n)(p−2)

2 .

Consider

ψ(t) :=
1

2

(
1− ‖V−‖ d+n

4
S−1

)
t
8−(d+n)(p−2)

2 − Cd,n,qΘ
4q−(d+n)(q−2)

8

q
t
(d+n)(q−p)

2 .

Note that ψ admits a unique maximum at

t̄ =




q(8− (d+ n)(p− 2))

(
1− ‖V−‖ d+n

4
S−1

)

2(d+ n)(q − p)Cd,n,q





2
(d+n)(q−2)−8

Θ
(d+n)(q−2)−4q
4((d+n)(q−2)−8) .

By a direct calculation, we obtain

ψ(t̄)

=
1

2

(
1− ‖V−‖ d+n

4
S−1

)
t̄
8−(d+n)(p−2)

2 − Cd,n,qΘ
4q−(d+n)(q−2)

8

q
t̄
(d+n)(q−p)

2

=
1

2

(
1− ‖V−‖ d+n

4
S−1

) (d+n)(q−p)
(d+n)(q−2)−8

[
q(8− (d+ n)(p− 2))

2(d+ n)(q − p)Cd,n,q

] 8−(d+n)(p−2)
(d+n)(q−2)−8

Θ
[(d+n)(q−2)−4q][8−(d+n)(p−2)]

8((d+n)(q−2)−8)

−Cd,n,qΘ
4q−(d+n)(q−2)

8

q



q(8− (d+ n)(p− 2))

(
1− ‖V−‖ d+n

4
S−1

)

2(d+ n)(q − p)Cd,n,q




(d+n)(q−p)
(d+n)(q−2)−8

Θ
[(d+n)(q−2)−4q](d+n)(q−p)

8((d+n)(q−2)−8)

=
1

2

(
1− ‖V−‖ d+n

4
S−1

) (d+n)(q−p)
(d+n)(q−2)−8

[
q(8− (d+ n)(p− 2))

2(d+ n)(q − p)Cd,n,q

] 8−(d+n)(p−2)
(d+n)(q−2)−8

Θ
[(d+n)(q−2)−4q][8−(d+n)(p−2)]

8((d+n)(q−2)−8)

−Cd,n,q
q



q(8− (d+ n)(p− 2))

(
1− ‖V−‖ d+n

4
S−1

)

2(d+ n)(q − p)Cd,n,q




(d+n)(q−p)
(d+n)(q−2)−8

Θ
[(d+n)(q−2)−2q][8−(d+n)(p−2)]

8((d+n)(q−2)−8) .

Hence,

ψ(t̄) > µCN,pΘ
4p−(d+n)(p−2)

8

as long as

µCd,n,pΘ
4p−(d+n)(p−2)

8
− [(d+n)(q−2)−4q][8−(d+n)(p−2)]

8((d+n)(q−2)−8)

<
1

2

(
1− ‖V−‖ d+n

4
S−1

) (d+n)(q−p)
(d+n)(q−2)−8

[
q(8− (d+ n)(p− 2))

2(d+ n)(q − p)Cd,n,q

] 8−(d+n)(p−2)
(d+n)(q−2)−8

−Cd,n,q
q




q(8− (d+ n)(p− 2))

(
1− ‖V−‖ d+n

4
S−1

)

2(d+ n)(q − p)Cd,n,q





(d+n)(q−p)
(d+n)(q−2)−8
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=

[
1− ‖V−‖ d+n

4
S−1

2(d+ n)(q − p)

] (d+n)(q−p)
(d+n)(q−2)−8 [

q(8− (d+ n)(p− 2))

Cd,n,q

] 8−(d+n)(p−2)
(d+n)(q−2)−8

[(d+ n)(q − 2)− 8] ,

that is,

Θ <

[
1− ‖V−‖ d+n

4
S−1

2(d+ n)(q − p)

] d+n
4 [

q(8− (d+ n)(p− 2))

Cd,n,q

] 8−(d+n)(p−2)
4(q−p)

[
N(q − 2)− 4

µCd,n,p

] (d+n)(q−2)−8
4(q−p)

.

Hence, we take

ΘV =

[
1− ‖V−‖ d+n

4
S−1

2(d+ n)(q − p)

] d+n
4 [

q(8− (d+ n)(p− 2))

Cd,n,q

] 8−(d+n)(p−2)
4(q−p)

[
N(q − 2)− 4

µCd,n,p

] (d+n)(q−2)−8
4(q−p)

.

Now, let 0 < Θ < ΘV be fixed, we obtain

ψ(t̄) > µCd,n,pΘ
4p−(d+n)(p−2)

8 (3.1)

and h1(t̄) > 0. In view of 2 < p < 2+ 8
d+n

< q < 4∗ and (3.1), there exist 0 < R1 < TΘ < R2

such that h1(t) < 0 for 0 < t < R1 and for t > R2, h1(t) > 0 for R1 < t < R2, and

h1 (TΘ) = max
t∈R+

h1(t) > 0.

Define

Vr,Θ =
{
u ∈ Sr,Θ : ‖∆u‖22 ≤ T 2

Θ

}
.

Let θ be the principal eigenvalue of operator ∆2 with Dirichlet boundary condition in Ω,

and let |Ω| be the volume of Ω.

Lemma 3.1. (i) If r <
√
CΘ
TΘ

, then Vr,Θ = ∅.
(ii) If

r > max





√
CΘ

TΘ
,




θ
(
1 + ‖V ‖ d+n

4
S−1

)

2µ
Θ

2−p

2 |Ω| p−2
2





2
(d+n)(p−2)+8





then Vr,Θ 6= ∅ and

er,Θ := inf
u∈Vr,Θ

Ir(u) < 0

is attained at some interior point ur of Vr,Θ. As a consequence, there exists a Lagrange

multiplier λr ∈ R such that (λr, ur) is a solution of (1.1). Moreover lim inf
r→∞

λr > 0 holds

true.

Proof. (i) The embedding inequality implies there exists a positive constant C(only depend

on Ω) such that

∫

Ωr×Tn

|∆u|2dxdy = 1

r2

∫

Ωr×Tn

|∆u|2dxdy ≥ C

r2

∫

Ωr×Tn

|u|2dxdy = CΘ

r2
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for any u ∈ Sr,Θ. Since TΘ is independent of r, there holds Vr,Θ = ∅ if and only if r <
√
CΘ
TΘ

.

(ii) Let v1 ∈ S1,Θ be the positive normalized eigenfunction corresponding to θ. Setting

rΘ = max





√
CΘ

TΘ
,




θ
(
1 + ‖V ‖ d+n

4
S−1

)

2µ
Θ

2−p
2 |Ωr × T

n| p−2
2





2
(d+n)(p−2)+8




. (3.2)

Now, we construct for r > rΘ a function ur ∈ Sr,Θ such that ur ∈ Vr,Θ and Ir (ur) < 0.

Clearly,

∫

Ωr×Tn

|∇v1|2 dxdy = θΘ, Θ =

∫

Ωr×Tn

|v1|2 dxdy ≤
(∫

Ωr×Tn

|v1|p dxdy
) 2

p

|Ω|
p−2
p .

Define ur ∈ Sr,Θ by ur(x, y) = r−
d+n
2 v1 (r

−1x, r−1y) for (x, y) ∈ Ωr × T
n. Then

∫

Ωr×Tn

|∆ur|2 dxdy = r−4θΘ and

∫

Ωr×Tn

|ur|p dxdy ≥ r
(d+n)(2−p)

2 Θ
p

2 |Ωr × T
n| 2−p

2 . (3.3)

By (3.2), (3.3), 2 < p < 2 + 8
d+n

and a direct calculation we have ur ∈ Vr,Θ and

Ir (ur) ≤ 1

2

(
1 + ‖V ‖ d+n

4
S−1

)
r−4θΘ− µr

(d+n)(2−p)
2 Θ

p

2 |Ω| 2−p

2

< 0.

It then follows from the Gagliardo-Nirenberg inequality that

Ir (ur)

≥
1− ‖V−‖ d+n

4
S−1

2

∫

Ωr×Tn

|∆u|2dxdy − Cd,n,pµΘ
4p−(d+n)(p−2)

8

(∫

Ωr×Tn

|∆u|2dxdy
) (d+n)(p−2)

8

−Cd,n,q
q

Θ
4q−(d+n)(q−2)

8

(∫

Ωr×Tn

|∆u|2dxdy
) (d+n)(q−2)

8

. (3.4)

As a consequence Ir is bounded from below in Vr,Θ. By the Ekeland principle there exists a

sequence {un,r} ⊂ Vr,Θ such that

Ir(un,r) → inf
u∈Vr,Θ

Ir(u), I
′
r(un,r)|Tun,rSr,Θ

→ 0 as n→ ∞

Consequently there exists ur ∈ H2
0 (Ωr × T

n) such that un,r ⇀ ur in H
2
0 (Ωr × T

n) and

un,r → ur in L
k(Ωr × T

n) for all 2 ≤ k < 4∗.

Moreover, ‖∆ur‖22 ≤ lim inf
n→∞

‖∆un,r‖22 ≤ T 2
Θ, that is, ur ∈ Vr,Θ. Note that

∫

Ωr×Tn

V u2n,rdxdy →
∫

Ωr×Tn

V u2rdxdy as n→ ∞,
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hence

er,Θ ≤ Ir(ur) ≤ lim inf
n→∞

Ir(un,r) = er,Θ.

It follows that un,r → ur in H
2
0 (Ωr), so Ir(ur) < 0. Therefore u is an interior point of Vr,Θ

because Ir(u) ≥ h1(TΘ) > 0 for any u ∈ ∂Vr,Θ by (3.4). The Lagrange multiplier theorem

implies that there exists λr ∈ R such that (λr, ur) is a solution of (1.1). Moreover,

λrΘ =

∫

Ωr×Tn

|ur|q dxdy + µ

∫

Ωr×Tn

|ur|p dxdy −
∫

Ωr×Tn

|∆ur|2 dxdy −
∫

Ωr×Tn

V u2rdxdy

=
q − 2

q

∫

Ωr×Tn

|ur|q dxdy + µ

∫

Ωr×Tn

|ur|p dxdy −
2µ

p

∫

Ωr×Tn

|ur|p dxdy − 2Ir(ur)

> −2Ir(ur) = −2er,Θ. (3.5)

It follows from the definition of er,Θ that er,Θ is nonincreasing with respect to r. Hence,

er,Θ ≤ erΘ,Θ < 0 for any r > rΘ and 0 < Θ < ΘV . In view of (3.5), we have lim inf
r→∞

λr > 0.

Proof of Theorem 1.2 The proof is a direct consequence of Lemma 3.1 and Lemma 2.5.

4 Proof of Theorem 1.3

In this subsection we assume that the assumptions of Theorem 1.3 hold. For s ∈
[
1
2
, 1
]
,

µ > 0, we define the functional Jr,s : Sr,Θ → R by

Jr,s(u) =
1

2

∫

Ωr×Tn

(|∆u|2dxdy + V u2)dxdy − s

(
1

q

∫

Ωr×Tn

|u|qdxdy + µ

p

∫

Ωr×Tn

|u|pdxdy
)
.

Note that if u ∈ Sr,Θ is a critical point of Jr,s then there exists λ ∈ R such that (λ, u) is a

solution of the problem





∆2u+ V u+ λu = s|u|q−2u+ sµ|u|p−2u, (x, y) ∈ Ωr × T
n,

∫

Ωr×Tn

|u|2dxdy = Θ, u ∈ H2
0 (Ωr × T

n), (x, y) ∈ Ωr × T
n.

(4.1)

Lemma 4.1. For 0 < Θ < Θ̃V where Θ̃V is defined in Theorem 1.3, there exist r̃Θ > 0 and

u0, u1 ∈ SrΘ,Θ such that

(i) For r > r̃Θ and s ∈
[
1
2
, 1
]
we have Jr,s (u

1) ≤ 0 and

Jr,s
(
u0
)
<

((d+ n)(q − 2)− 8)

8



4
(
1− ‖V−‖d+n

4
S−1

)

(d+ n)(q − 2)




(d+n)(q−2)
(d+n)(q−2)−8

A
8

8−(d+n)(q−2)Θ
(d+n)(q−2)−4q
(d+n)(q−2)−8 ,

where

A =

(
Cd,n,q(q − 2)((d+ n)(q − 2)− 8)

q(p− 2)(8− (d+ n)(p− 2))
+
Cd,n,q

q

)
.

22



Moreover,

∥∥∆u0
∥∥2
2
<




4
(
1− ‖V−‖ d+n

4
S−1

)

(d+ n)(q − 2)A





8
(d+n)(q−2)−8

Θ
(d+n)(q−2)−4q
(d+n)(q−2)−8

and

∥∥∆u1
∥∥2
2
>




4
(
1− ‖V−‖ d+n

4
S−1

)

(d+ n)(q − 2)A





8
(d+n)(q−2)−8

Θ
(d+n)(q−2)−4q
(d+n)(q−2)−8 .

(ii) If u ∈ Sr,Θ satisfies

‖∆u‖22 =



4
(
1− ‖V−‖ d+n

4
S−1

)

(d+ n)(q − 2)A




8
(d+n)(q−2)−8

Θ
(d+n)(q−2)−4q
(d+n)(q−2)−8 ,

then there holds

Jr,s(u) ≥
((d+ n)(q − 2)− 8)

8




4
(
1− ‖V−‖d+n

4
S−1

)

(d+ n)(q − 2)





(d+n)(q−2)
(d+n)(q−2)−8

A
8

8−(d+n)(q−2)Θ
(d+n)(q−2)−4q
(d+n)(q−2)−8 .

(iii) Let

mr,s(Θ) = inf
γ∈Γr,Θ

sup
t∈[0,1]

Jr,s(γ(t)),

where

Γr,Θ =
{
γ ∈ C ([0, 1], Sr,Θ) : γ(0) = u0, γ(1) = u1

}
.

Then

mr,s(Θ) ≥ ((d+ n)(q − 2)− 8)

8



4
(
1− ‖V−‖ d+n

4
S−1

)

(d+ n)(q − 2)




(d+n)(q−2)
(d+n)(q−2)−8

A
8

8−(d+n)(q−2)Θ
(d+n)(q−2)−4q
(d+n)(q−2)−8

and

mr,s(Θ) ≤ (d+ n)(q − 2)− 4

2




θ
(
1 + ‖V ‖ d+n

4
S−1

)

(d+ n)(q − 2)





(d+n)(q−2)
(d+n)(q−2)−4

(4q)
4

(d+n)(q−2)−4

·|Ω× T
n|

2(q−2)
(d+n)(q−2)−4Θ

(d+n)(q−2)−2q
(d+n)(q−2)−4 .

where θ is the principal eigenvalue of ∆2 with Dirichlet boundary condition in Ω× T
n.

Proof. Let v1 ∈ S1,Θ be the positive normalized eigenfunction of ∆2 with Dirichlet boundary

condition in Ω× T
n associated to θ, then we have

∫

Ω×Tn

|∆v1|2 dxdy = θΘ. (4.2)
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By the Hölder inequality, we know
∫

Ω×Tn

|v1(x)|pdxdy ≥ Θ
p
2 · |Ω× T

n| 2−p
2 . (4.3)

Setting vt(x) = t
d+n
2 v1(tx, ty) for (x, y) ∈ B 1

t
and t > 0. Using (4.2), (4.3) and 1

2
≤ s ≤ 1,

we get

J 1
t
,s (vt) ≤

1 + ‖V ‖ d+n
4
S−1

2
t4θΘ− µ

2
t
(d+n)(p−2)

2

∫

Ω×Tn

|v1|pdxdy

− 1

2q
t
(d+n)(q−2)

2 Θ
q

2 · |Ω× T
n| 2−q

2

≤: h2(t). (4.4)

where

h2(t) =
1

2

(
1 + ‖V ‖ d+n

4
S−1

)
t4θΘ− 1

2q
t
(d+n)(q−2)

2 Θ
q

2 · |Ω× T
n| 2−q

2

A simple computation shows that h2(t0) = 0 for

t0 :=
[(

1 + ‖V ‖ d+n
2
S−1

)
qθΘ

2−q

2 |Ω× T
n| q−2

2

] 2
(d+n)(q−2)−8

and h2(t) < 0 for any t > t0, h2(t) > 0 for any 0 < t < t0. Moreover, h2(t) achieves its

maximum at

tΘ =



4q
(
1 + ‖V ‖ d+n

2
S−1

)
θ

(d+ n)(q − 2)
Θ

2−q

2 |Ω× T
n| q−2

2




2
(d+n)(q−2)−8

.

This implies

Jr,s(vt0) = J 1
t0
,s(vt0) ≤ h2(t0) = 0 (4.5)

for any r ≥ 1
t0

and s ∈
[
1
2
, 1
]
. There exists 0 < t1 < tΘ such that for any t ∈ [0, t1],

h2(t) <
((d+ n)(q − 2)− 8)

8



4
(
1− ‖V−‖ d+n

4
S−1

)

(d+ n)(q − 2)




(d+n)(q−2)
(d+n)(q−2)−8

A
8

8−(d+n)(q−2)Θ
(d+n)(q−2)−4q
(d+n)(q−2)−8 .

(4.6)

On the other hand, it follows from the Gagliardo-Nirenberg inequality and the Hölder in-

equality that

Jr,s(u)

≥
1− ‖V−‖ d+n

4
S−1

2

∫

Ωr×Tn

|∆u|2dxdy − Cd,n,qΘ
4q−(d+n)(q−2)

8

q

(∫

Ωr×Tn

|∆u|2dxdy
) (d+n)(q−2)

8

−µCd,n,pΘ
4p−(d+n)(p−2)

8

(∫

Ωr×Tn

|∆u|2dxdy
) (d+n)(p−2)

8

. (4.7)
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Define

g1(t) :=
1− ‖V−‖d+n

4
S−1

2
t− Cd,n,qΘ

4q−(d+n)(q−2)
8

q
t
(d+n)(q−2)

8 − µCd,n,pΘ
4p−(d+n)(p−2)

8 t
(d+n)(p−2)

8

= t
(d+n)(p−2)

8

[
1

2

(
1− ‖V−‖d+n

2
S−1

)
t
8−(d+n)(p−2)

8 − Cd,n,qΘ
4q−(d+n)(q−2)

8

q
t
(d+n)(q−p)

8

]

−µCd,n,pΘ
4p−(d+n)(p−2)

8 t
(d+n)(p−2)

8

In view of 2 < p < 2 + 8
d+n

< q < 4∗ and the definition of Θ̃V , there exist 0 < l1 < lM < l2

such that g1(t) < 0 for any 0 < t < l1 and t > l2, g1(t) > 0 for l1 < t < l2 and g1 (lM) =

max
t∈R+

g1(t) > 0. Let

t2 =

(
µqCd,n,p(p− 2)(8− (d+ n)(p− 2))

Cd,n,q(q − 2)((d+ n)(q − 2)− 8)

) 8
(d+n)(q−p)

Θ
d+n−4
d+n .

Then by a direct calculation, we have g′′1(t) ≤ 0 if and only if t ≥ t2. Hence

max
t∈R+

g1(t) = max
t∈[t2,∞)

g1(t).

Note that for any t ≥ t2,

g1(t) =
1− ‖V−‖d+n

4
S−1

2
t− Cd,n,qΘ

4q−(d+n)(q−2)
8

q
t
(d+n)(q−2)

8 − µCd,n,pΘ
4p−(d+n)(p−2)

8 t
(d+n)(p−2)

8

=
1

2

(
1− ‖V−‖ d+n

4
S−1

)
t− µCd,n,pΘ

(q−p)(d+n−4)
8 ·Θ 4q−(d+n)(q−2)

8 t
(d+n)(p−2)

8

−Cd,n,qΘ
4q−(d+n)(q−2)

8

q
t
(d+n)(q−2)

8

=
1

2

(
1− ‖V−‖ d+n

4
S−1

)
t− Cd,n,q(q − 2)((d+ n)(q − 2)− 8)

q(p− 2)(8− (d+ n)(p− 2))
t
(d+n)(q−p)

8
2

·Θ 4q−(d+n)(q−2)
8 t

(d+n)(p−2)
8 − CN,qΘ

2q−N(q−2)
4

q
t
N(q−2)

4

≥
1− ‖V−‖d+n

4
S−1

2
t− Cd,n,q(q − 2)((d+ n)(q − 2)− 8)

q(p− 2)(8− (d+ n)(p− 2))
·Θ 4q−(d+n)(q−2)

8 t
(d+n)(q−2)

8

−Cd,n,qΘ
4q−(d+n)(q−2)

8

q
t
(d+n)(q−2)

8

=
1− ‖V−‖d+n

4
S−1

2
t−
(
Cd,n,q(q − 2)((d+ n)(q − 2)− 8)

q(p− 2)(8− (d+ n)(p− 2))
+
Cd,n,q

q

)
Θ

4q−(d+n)(q−2)
8

·t (d+n)(q−2)
8

=: g2(t). (4.8)
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Now, we will determine the value of Θ̃V . In fact, g1 (lM) = max
t∈R+

g1(t) > 0 as long as

g2(t2) > 0, that is,

g2(t2) =
1− ‖V−‖ d+n

4
S−1

2
t2 −

(
Cd,n,q(q − 2)((d+ n)(q − 2)− 8)

q(p− 2)(8− (d+ n)(p− 2))
+
Cd,n,q

q

)
Θ

4q−(d+n)(q−2)
8

·t
(d+n)(q−2)

8
2

=
1

2

(
1− ‖V−‖ d+n

4
S−1

)( µqCd,n,p

Cd,n,qAp,q

) 8
(d+n)(q−p)

Θ
d+n−4
d+n −

(
Cd,n,q

q
Ap,q +

Cd,n,q

q

)

·Θ 4q−(d+n)(q−2)
8 ·

[(
µqCd,n,p

Cd,n,qAp,q

) 8
(d+n)(q−p)

] (d+n)(q−2)
8

·Θ d+n−4
d+n

· (d+n)(q−2)
8

=
1

2

(
1− ‖V−‖ d+n

4
S−1

)( µqCd,n,p

Cd,n,qAp,q

) 8
(d+n)(q−p)

Θ
d+n−4
d+n −

(
Cd,n,q

q
Ap,q +

Cd,n,q

q

)
·Θ

·
(
µqCd,n,p

Cd,n,qAp,q

) q−2
q−p

> 0,

where

Ap,q =
(q − 2)((d+ n)(q − 2)− 8)

(p− 2)(8− (d+ n)(p− 2))
.

Hence, we obtain that

1− ‖V−‖ d+n
4
S−1

2

(
µqCd,n,p

Cd,n,qAp,q

) 8
(d+n)(q−p)

Θ
−4
d+n >

(
Cd,n,q

q
Ap,q +

Cd,n,q

q

)(
µqCd,n,p

Cd,n,qAp,q

) q−2
q−p

,

which implies

(
1− ‖V−‖ d+n

4
S−1

2

) d+n
4 (

Cd,n,q

q
Ap,q +

Cd,n,q

q

)− d+n
4
(
µqCd,n,p

Cd,n,qAp,q

) 8−(d+n)(q−2)
4(d+n)(q−p)

> Θ,

Hence, we take

Θ̃V =

(
1− ‖V−‖d+n

4
S−1

2

) d+n
4 (

Cd,n,q

q
Ap,q +

Cd,n,q

q

)− d+n
4
(
µqCd,n,p

Cd,n,qAp,q

) 8−(d+n)(q−2)
4(d+n)(q−p)

.

Let

A =

(
Cd,n,q(q − 2)((d+ n)(q − 2)− 8)

q(p− 2)(8− (d+ n)(p− 2))
+
Cd,n,q

q

)

and

tg =




4
(
1− ‖V−‖ d+n

4
S−1

)

(d+ n)(q − 2)A





8
(d+n)(q−2)−8

Θ
(d+n)(q−2)−4q
(d+n)(q−2)−8 ,
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so that tg > t2 by the definition of Θ̃V , max
t∈[t2,∞)

g2(t) = g2(tg) and

max
t∈R+

g1(t)

≥ max
t∈[t2,∞)

g2(t)

=
1

2

(
1− ‖V−‖d+n

4
S−1

)
tg −AΘ

4q−(d+n)(q−2)
8 t

(d+n)(q−2)
8

g

=
1

2

(
1− ‖V−‖d+n

4
S−1

)


4
(
1− ‖V−‖ d+n

4
S−1

)

(d+ n)(q − 2)A




8
(d+n)(q−2)−8

Θ
(d+n)(q−2)−4q
(d+n)(q−2)−8

−AΘ 4q−(d+n)(q−2)
8




4
(
1− ‖V−‖ d+n

4
S−1

)

(d+ n)(q − 2)A





(d+n)(q−2)
(d+n)(q−2)−8

Θ
(d+n)(q−2)−4q
(d+n)(q−2)−8

· (d+n)(q−2)
8

=
((d+ n)(q − 2)− 8)

8



4
(
1− ‖V−‖ d+n

4
S−1

)

(d+ n)(q − 2)




(d+n)(q−2)
(d+n)(q−2)−8

A
8

8−(d+n)(q−2)Θ
(d+n)(q−2)−4q
(d+n)(q−2)−8 .

Set r̄Θ = max
{

1
t1
,
√

2θΘ
tg

}
, then v 1

r̄Θ

∈ Sr,Θ for any r > r̄Θ, and

∥∥∥∆v 1
r̄Θ

∥∥∥
2

2
=

(
1

r̄Θ

)4

‖∆v1‖22 < tg =




4
(
1− ‖V−‖ d+n

4
S−1

)

(d+ n)(q − 2)A





8
(d+n)(q−2)−8

Θ
(d+n)(q−2)−4q
(d+n)(q−2)−8 . (4.9)

Moreover,

Jr̄Θ,s

(
v 1

r̄Θ

)
≤ h2

(
1

r̄Θ

)
≤ h2 (t1) . (4.10)

Let u0 = v 1
τ̄Θ

, u1 = vt0 and

r̃Θ = max

{
1

t0
, r̄Θ

}
.

Then the statement (i) holds by (4.5), (4.6), (4.9), (4.10).

(ii) holds by (4.8) and a direct calculation.

(iii) In view of Jr,s (u
1) ≤ 0 for any γ ∈ Γr,Θ and the definition of t0, we have

‖∆γ(0)‖22 < tg < ‖∆γ(1)‖22.

It then follows from (4.8) that

max
t∈[0,1]

Jr,s(γ(t))

≥ g2 (tg)

=
((d+ n)(q − 2)− 8)

8




4
(
1− ‖V−‖ d+n

4
S−1

)

(d+ n)(q − 2)





(d+n)(q−2)
(d+n)(q−2)−8

A
8

8−(d+n)(q−2)Θ
(d+n)(q−2)−4q
(d+n)(q−2)−8
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for any γ ∈ Γr,Θ, hence the first inequality in (iii) holds. We define a path γ : [0, 1] → Sr,Θ

by γ(t) : Ωr × T
n → R,

(x, y) 7→
(
τt0 + (1− τ)

1

r̃Θ

) d+n
2

v1

((
τt0 + (1− τ)

1

r̃Θ

)
x,

(
τt0 + (1− τ)

1

r̃Θ

)
y

)
.

Then γ ∈ Γr,Θ, and the second inequality in (iii) follows from (4.4).

Lemma 4.2. Assume 0 < Θ < Θ̃V where Θ̃V is given in Theorem 1.3. Let r > r̃Θ, where r̃Θ
is defined in Lemma 4.1. Then problem (4.1) admits a solution (λr,s, ur,s) for almost every

s ∈
[
1
2
, 1
]
and Jr,s (ur,s) = mr,s(Θ).

Proof. The proof is similar to the Lemma 2.2. We omit it here.

Lemma 4.3. For fixed Θ > 0 the set of solutions u ∈ Sr,Θ of (4.1) is bounded uniformly in

s and r.

Proof. Since u is a solution of (4.1), we have
∫

Ωr×Tn

|∆u|2dxdy+
∫

Ωr×Tn

V u2dxdy = s

∫

Ωr×Tn

|u|qdxdy+sµ
∫

Ωr×Tn

|u|pdx−λ
∫

Ωr×Tn

|u|2dx.

The Pohozaev identity implies

d+ n− 4

2(d+ n)

∫

Ωr×Tn

|∆u|2dx+ 1

2(d+ n)

∫

∂(Ωr×Tn)

|∆u|2((x, y) · n)dσ

+
1

2(d+ n)

∫

Ωr×Tn

Ṽ u2dxdy +
1

2

∫

Ωr×Tn

V u2dxdy

= −λ
2

∫

Ωr×Tn

|u|2dx+ s

q

∫

Ωr×Tn

|u|qdx+ sµ

p

∫

Ωr×Tn

|u|pdxdy.

It then follows from µ > 0 that

2

d+ n

∫

Ωr×Tn

|∆u|2dxdy − 1

2(d+ n)

∫

∂(Ωr×Tn)

|∆u|2((x, y) · n)dσ

− 1

2(d+ n)

∫

Ωr×Tn

(∇V · (x, y))u2dxdy

=
(q − 2)s

2q

∫

Ωr×Tn

|u|qdxdy + sµ

(
1

2
− 1

p

)∫

Ωr×Tn

|u|pdxdy

≥ q − 2

2

(
1

2

∫

Ωr×Tn

|∆u|2dxdy + 1

2

∫

Ωr×Tn

V u2dxdy −mr,s(Θ)

)

+s
µ(p− q)

2

∫

Ωr×Tn

|u|pdxdy.

Using Gagliardo-Nirenberg inequality and (iii) in Lemma 4.1, we have

q − 2

2
mr,s(Θ)

28



≥ (d+ n)(p− 2)− 8

4(d+ n)

∫

Ωr×Tn

|∆u|2dx−Θ

(
1

2(d+ n)
‖∇V · (x, y)‖∞ +

p− 2

4
‖V ‖∞

)

+
sµ(p− q)

2
Cd,n,pΘ

2p−(d+n)(p−2)
4

(∫

Ωr×Tn

|∆u|2dxdy
) (d+n)(p−2)

4

.

Since 2 < p < 2 + 8
d+n

, we can bound
∫
Ωr×Tn |∆u|2dxdy uniformly in s and r.

Lemma 4.4. Assume 0 < Θ < Θ̃V , where Θ̃V is given in Theorem 1.3, and let r > r̃Θ,

where r̃Θ is defined in Lemma 4.1. Then the following hold:

(i) Equation (1.1) admits a solution (λr,Θ, ur,Θ) for every r > r̃Θ.

(ii) There is 0 < Θ̄ ≤ Θ̃V such that

lim inf
r→∞

λr,Θ > 0 for any 0 < Θ < Θ̄.

Proof. The proof of (i) is similar to that of Lemma 2.4, we omit it. As be consider

H2
0 (Ωr × T

n) as a subspace of H2(Rd × T
n) for every r > 0. In view of Lemma 4.3, there

are λΘ and uΘ ∈ H2(Rd × T
n) such that, up to a subsequence,

ur,Θ ⇀ uΘ in H2(Rd × T
n) and lim

r→∞
λr,Θ → λΘ.

Arguing by contradiction, we assume that λΘn
≤ 0 for some sequence Θn → 0. Let θr be

the principal eigenvalue of ∆2 with Dirichlet boundary condition in Ωr × T
n and let vr > 0

be the corresponding normalized eigenfunction. Testing (1.1) with vr, it holds

(θr + λr,Θn
)

∫

Ωr×Tn

ur,Θn
vrdxdy +

∫

Ωr×Tn

V ur,Θn
vrdxdy ≥ 0.

In view of
∫
Ωr×Tn ur,Θn

vrdxdy > 0 and θr = r−4θ1, there holds

max
(x,y)∈Rd×Tn

V + λr,Θn
+ r−4θ1 ≥ 0.

Hence there exists C > 0 independent of n such that |λΘn
| ≤ C for any n.

Case 1 There is subsequence denoted still by {Θn} such that uΘn
= 0. We first claim

that there exists dn > 0 for any n such that

lim inf
r→∞

sup
z∈Rd

∫

B(z,1)×Tn

u2r,Θn
dxdy ≥ dn. (4.11)

Otherwise, the concentration compactness principle implies for every n that

ur,Θn
→ 0 in Lt(Rd × T

n) as r → ∞, for all 2 < t < 4∗.

By the diagonal principle, (1.1) and |λr,Θn
| ≤ 2C for large r, there exists rn → ∞ such that

∫

Ωr×Tn

|∆urn,Θn
|2 dxdy ≤ C
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for some C independent of n, contradicting (iii) in Lemma 4.1 for large n. As a consequence

(4.11) holds, and there is zr,Θn
∈ Ωr × T

n with |zr,Θn
| → ∞ such that

∫

B(zr,Θn ,1)
u2r,Θn

dxdy ≥ dn

2
.

Moreover, dist (zr,Θn
, ∂(Ωr × T

n)) → ∞ as r → ∞ by an argument similar to that in Lemma

2.6. Now, for n fixed let vr(x) = ur,Θn
(x+ zr,Θn

) for

x ∈ Σr :=
{
x ∈ R

d × T
n : x+ zr,Θn

∈ Ωr × T
n
}
.

It follows from Lemma 4.3 that there is v ∈ H2(Rd × T
n) with v 6= 0 such that vr ⇀ v.

Observe that for every φ ∈ C∞
c (Rd×T

n) there is r large such that φ(·−zr,Θn
) ∈ C∞

c (Ωr × T
n)

due to dist (zr,Θn
, ∂(Ωr × T

n)) → ∞ as r → ∞. It follows that
∫

Ωr×Tn

∆ur,Θn
∆φ (· − zr,Θn

) dxdy +

∫

Ωr×Tn

V ur,Θn
φ (· − zr,Θn

) dxdy

=

∫

Ωr×Tn

|ur,Θn
|q−2

ur,Θn
φ (· − zr,Θn

) dxdy + µ

∫

Ωr×Tn

|ur,Θn
|p−2

ur,Θn
φ (· − zr,Θn

) dxdy

−λr,Θn

∫

Ωr×Tn

ur,Θn
φ (· − zr,Θn

) dxdy. (4.12)

Using |zr,Θn
| → ∞ as r → ∞, it follows that

∣∣∣∣
∫

Ωr×Tn

V ur,Θn
φ (· − zr,Θn

) dxdy

∣∣∣∣ ≤
∫

Suppφ

|V (·+ zr,Θn
) vrφ| dxdy

≤ ‖vr‖4∗ ‖φ‖4∗



∫

Rd\B |zr,Θn
|

2

×Tn

|V | d+n
4 dxdy




4
d+n

→ 0 as r → ∞.

Letting r → ∞ in (4.12), we get for every φ ∈ C∞
c (Rd × T

n) :
∫

Rd×Tn

∆v ·∆φdxdy + λΘn

∫

Rd×Tn

vφdxdy =

∫

Rd×Tn

|v|q−2vφdx+ µ

∫

Rd×Tn

|v|p−2vφdxdy.

Therefore v ∈ H2(Rd × T
n) is a weak solution of the equation

∆2v + λΘn
v = µ|v|p−2v + |v|q−2v in R

d × T
n

and
∫

Rd×Tn

|∆v|2dxdy + λΘn

∫

Rd×Tn

|v|2dxdy = µ

∫

Rd×Tn

|v|pdxdy +
∫

Rd×Tn

|v|qdxdy.

The Pohozaev identity implies

d+ n− 4

2(d+ n)

∫

Rd×Tn

|∆v|2dxdy+ λΘn

2

∫

Rd×Tn

|v|2dxdy = µ

p

∫

Rd×Tn

|v|pdxdy+ 1

q

∫

Rd×Tn

|v|qdxdy,
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hence

µ(2(d+ n)− p(d+ n− 4))

2p(d+ n)

∫

Rd×Tn

|v|pdxdy + 2(d+ n)− q(d+ n− 4)

2q(d+ n)

∫

R×Tn

|v|qdxdy

=
2λΘn

d+ n

∫

Rd×Tn

|v|2dxdy. (4.13)

We have λΘn
> 0 because of 2 < p < 2 + 8

d+n
< q < 4∗, which is a contradiction.

Case 2 uΘn
6= 0 for n large. Note that uΘn

satisfies

∆2uΘn
+ V uΘn

+ λΘn
uΘn

= µ |uΘn
|p−2

uΘn
+ |uΘn

|q−2
uΘn

. (4.14)

If vr,Θn
:= ur,Θn

− uΘn
satisfies

lim sup
r→∞

max
z∈Rd×Tn

∫

B(z,1)

v2r,Θn
dxdy = 0, (4.15)

then the concentration compactness principle implies ur,Θn
→ uΘn

in Lt(Rd × T
n) for any

2 < t < 4∗. It then follows from (1.1) and (4.14) that
∫

Ωr×Tn

|∆ur,Θn
|2 dxdy +Θnλr,Θn

= µ

∫

Ωr×Tn

|ur,Θn
|pdxdy +

∫

Ωr×Tn

|ur,Θn
|q dxdy −

∫

Ωr×Tn

V u2r,Θn
dxdy

→ µ

∫

Rd×Tn

|uΘn
|pdxdy +

∫

Rd×Tn

|uΘn
|q dxdy −

∫

Rd×Tn

V u2Θn
dxdy

=

∫

Rd×Tn

|∆uΘn
|2 dxdy + λΘn

∫

Rd×Tn

u2Θn
dxdy.

Using λr,Θn
→ λΘn

as r → ∞, we further have
∫

Ωr×Tn

|∆ur,Θn
|2 dxdy +ΘnλΘn

→
∫

Rd×Tn

|∆uΘn
|2 dxdy + λΘn

∫

Rd×Tn

u2Θn
dxdy (4.16)

as r → ∞. Using (4.16), (iii) in Lemma 4.1 and |λΘn
| ≤ C for large n, there holds

∫

Rd×Tn

|∆uΘn
|2 dxdy → ∞ as n→ ∞.

By (4.14) and the Pohozaev identity

d+ n− 4

2(d+ n)

∫

Rd×Tn

|∆uΘn
|2 dxdy + 1

2(d+ n)

∫

Rd×Tn

Ṽ u2Θn
dxdy +

1

2

∫

Rd×Tn

V u2Θn
dxdy

=
1

q

∫

Rd×Tn

|uΘn
|q dx+ µ

p

∫

Rd×Tn

|uΘn
|pdxdy − λΘ

2

∫

Rd×Tn

u2Θn
dxdy,

it holds that

0 ≤ (2− q)λΘn

2q

∫

Rd×Tn

u2Θn
dxdy

31



≤ (d+ n− 4)q − 2(d+ n)

2q(d+ n)

∫

Rd×Tn

|∆uΘn
|2 dxdy + ‖Ṽ ‖∞

2(d+ n)
Θn +

(q − 2)‖V ‖∞
2q

Θn

→ −∞ as n→ ∞.

Therefore (4.15) cannot occur. Consequently there exist dn > 0 and zr,Θn
∈ Ωr × T

n with

|zr,Θn
| → ∞ as r → ∞ such that

∫

B(zr,Θn ,1)

v2r,Θn
dxdy > dn.

Then ṽr,Θn
:= vr,Θn

(·+ zr,Θn
)⇀ ṽΘn

6= 0, and ṽΘn
is a nonnegative solution of

∆2v + λΘn
v = βf(v)v + |v|q−2v in R

d × T
n.

In fact, we have lim inf
r→∞

dist (zr,Θn
, ∂(Ωr × T

n)) = ∞ by the Liouville theorem on the half

space. It follows from an argument similar to that of (4.13) that λΘn
> 0 for large n, which

is a contradiction.

Proof of Theorem 1.3 The proof is a direct consequence of Lemma 4.4 and Lemma 2.5.

5 Orbital stability

In this section, we will study the orbital stability of the solution obtained in Theorems 1.2

and 1.4. Firstly, we give the definition of orbital stability.

Definition 5.1. A set M ⊂ H2(Rd × T
n) is orbitally stable under the flow associated with

the problem

{
i∂ψ
∂t

−∆2ψ − V (x, y)ψ + µ|ψ|p−2ψ + |ψ|q−2ψ = 0, t > 0, x ∈ R
d × T

n,

ψ(0, x, y) = u0(x, y),
(5.1)

if ∀θ > 0, there exists γ > 0 such that for any u0 ∈ H2(Rd×T
n) satisfying dist

H2(Rd×Tn)
(u0,M) <

γ, the solution ψ(t, ·, ·) of problem (5.1) with ψ(0, x, y) = u0 satisfies

sup
t∈R+

dist
H2(Rd×Tn)

(ψ(t, ·, ·),M) < θ.

Proof of Theorem 1.7. Similar to (2.3), we have

I(u) =
1

2

∫

Rd×Tn

[|∆x,yu|2 + V (x, y)u2]dxdy − 1

q

∫

Rd×Tn

|u|qdxdy − µ

p

∫

Rd×Tn

|u|pdxdy

≥
1− ‖V−‖ d+n

4
S−1

2

∫

Rd×Tn

|∆u|2dxdy − Cd,n,qΘ
4q−(d+n)(q−2)

8

q

(∫

Rd×Tn

|∆u|2dxdy
) (d+n)(q−2)

8

−µCd,n,pΘ
4p−(d+n)(p−2)

8

(∫

Rd×Tn

|∆u|2dxdy
) (d+n)(p−2)

8
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= QΘ(‖∆u‖2),

whereQΘ(m) =
1−‖V−‖ d+n

4
S−1

2
m2−Cd,n,qΘ

4q−(d+n)(q−2)
8

q
m

(d+n)(q−2)
4 −µCd,n,pΘ

4p−(d+n)(p−2)
8 m

(d+n)(p−2)
4 .

Define M as follows:

M : =
{
v ∈ SΘ : I|′SΘ

(v) = 0, I(v) = er,Θ
}

=
{
v ∈ SΘ : I|′SΘ

(v) = 0, I(v) = er,Θ, ‖∆v‖2 ≤ R1, QΘ(R1) = 0
}
.

Now, we prove the stability of the sets M. Denoting by ψ(t, ·, ·) the solution to (5.1)

with initial data u0 and denoting by [0, Tmax) the maximal existence interval for ψ(t, ·, ·), we
assume that ψ(t, ·, ·) is globally defined for positive times. Next we prove that M is orbitally

stable. We assume that the conclusion is invalid, Then there exist (ψj0)j ⊂ H2(Rd×T
n) and

(tj)j ⊂ R
+ such that

lim
j→∞

dist
H2(Rd×Tn)

(
ψ
j
0,M

)
= 0, (5.2)

lim inf
j→∞

dist
H2(Rd×Tn)

(
ψj (tj) ,M

)
> 0, (5.3)

where ψj is the global solution of (5.1) with ψj(0) = ψ
j
0. By (5.2) we have

‖ψj0‖22 = Θ+ oj(1), I(ψ
j
0) = eΘ + oj(1).

By conservation of mass and energy we infer that

‖ψj‖22 = Θ+ oj(1), I(ψj) = eΘ + oj(1).

By fundamental perturbation arguments, for ψ̃j :=
√
Θ‖ψj‖−1

2 ψj ∈ SΘ we have

‖ψ̃j‖22 = Θ+ oj(1), I(ψ̃j) = eΘ + oj(1).

This implies that the sequence (ψ̃j)j is a minimizing sequence of eΘ. From the proof of

Theorem 1.2 we know that up to a subsequence, ψ̃j converges strongly to a minimizer uΘ of

eΘ in H2(Rd × T
n), which contradicts (5.3). Hence M is orbitally stable.
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