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Abstract

In this paper, we study the following biharmonic Schrodinger equation with poten-
tial and mixed nonlinearities

A%+ V(z,y)u + M= plufP?u+ [u|f2u, (z,y) € Q. x T",

/ wldedy = O,
Q. xTn

where , € R? is an open bounded convex domain, r > 0 is large and u € R. The

exponents satisfy 2 < p < 2 + d_% < g < 4= Zf:fi’

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

so that the nonlinearity

assumptions on V' (z,y) and p, we obtain the several existence results on waveguide
manifold. Moreover, we also consider the orbital stability of the solution.
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1 Introduction and main results

This paper studies the existence of normalized solutions for the following biharmonic Schrodinger
equation with potential and mixed nonlinearities

A?u+V(z, y)u+ du = plulP"?u + u|"?u, (z,y) € Q. x T,

) , (1.1)
/ wdrdy =0, u e H5 (2, x T"),
Q. xT™
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where , C R? is an open bounded convex domain, r > 0 is large, d > 5, 2 + d% < q < 4r,
the mass © > 0 and the parameter y € R are prescribed. The frequency A is unknown and
to be determined. The energy functional I, : H3(Q, x T") — R is defined by
1 2 2 1 H
I(u) == [|Au|® + V(z, y)u]dedy — - |ul|?dedy — = |u|Pdxdy
QpxTn Q, xTn p

2 q Q. xT"

and the mass constraint manifold is defined by
Sre = {u € H3(Q x T™) : ||lul]3 = @} .
If Q = RY, the energy functional I : H?(R? x T") — R is defined by

1 1
I(u) = 3 /Rd : [|Au|2 + V(:)s,y)u2]da:dy — 5/

RaxTn

|u|?dxdy — %/ |u|Pdxdy

RaxTn

and the mass constraint manifold is defined by
So ={u € Hy(R* x T") : |jul); = O} .

Recently, there has been an increasing interest in studying dispersive equations on the
waveguide manifolds R? x T" whose mixed type geometric nature makes the underlying
analysis rather challenging and delicate. For the nonlinear Schrodinger 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 Schrodinger equation on the waveguide
manifolds. As far as we know, [14] is the first well-posedness and scattering result for
biharmonic Schrédinger equation without mixed dispersion. After that, Hajaiej et. al in [7]
consider the following question

A2 u— B yu+ Ou = |u*u, (z,y) € RT x T

where § € R and a € (0, 7).
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

The purpose of this paper is to study the existence and

complex scenario where the nonlinear term consists of L2-subcritical and L?-supercritical
and has an abstract potential function. The purpose of this paper is study the following two
questions:

e the existence of normalized solutions for (1.1);
e 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 C' and consider the function

VRIXT R, V(z)=VV(z)- 2
For Q c R% and r > 0, let

QT:{r:zeRd::zGQ}
and

Sio = So N H2(Q, x T") = {u € HA(Q x T") : |[ul2e(qyrm) = @} .

From now on we assume that Q C R is a bounded smooth convex domain with 0 € .
Our assumptions on V' are:

(Vo) V e CYR? x T*) N L% (R x T") is bounded and IV_fazn < S.

(V1) Vs of class C, lim V(z) = 0, and there exists p € (0,1) such that

|z]—o00

liminf  inf (2, - VV(2))e™l >0  for any 7 > 0.

|z|l=00 z€B(21,p|211)

Remark 1.1. In order to obtain the existence of normalized solutions in R? x T™ by taking
Q) = By, the unit ball centered at the origin in R, and analyzing the compactness of the
solutions u, g established in Theorems 1.1, 1.2 and 1.3 as r tends to infinity, we require the
condition (V7).

To obtain results, we need an inhomogeneous Gagliardo-Nirenberg inequality on R? x T".

Lemma 1.1. (Gagliardo-Nirenberg inequality). On R x T™ we have the Gagliardo-Nirenberg

' lit
HHeqnanty (n)(g=2) = o (dtn)(g=2)
[ullg < CangllAully * lull "

where d +n > 4.
The main results of this paper are as follows.

Theorem 1.1. (case pu < 0) Assume V satisfies (Vy), is of class C* and V is bounded, f
satisfies (f1) — (f2). There hold:

(i) For every © > 0, there exists rg > 0 such that (1.1) on Q, x T" with r > re has a
mountain pass type solution (Ao, ur o) in Q, x T". Moreover, there exists Co > 0 such that

limsup max wu,e(2) < Ce.
r—o00 ZEQT'XT”

(ii) If in addition ||17+||#Tn < 28, then there exists © > 0 such that

liminf A, @ > 0 for any 0 < © < o.
r—00



Theorem 1.2. (case p > O) Assume V' satisfies (Vy), [ satisfies (f1) — (f2) and set

(d4+n)(g—2)—8

LIV lag 57 ] [<8—<d+n><p 2>>}W[<d+n><q—2>—4 S

V:

2(d+n)(q—p) Cing HCanp

Then the following hold for 0 < © < Oy :

(i) There ezists ro > 0 such that (1.1) on Q, x T™ with r > re has a local minimum
type solution (Ao, ure) in £, x T".

(ii) There ezists Co > 0 such that

limsup max u,e(2) < Ceo, liminf\,.g > 0.
r—oo 2€QrxTm r—00

Theorem 1.3. (case p > 0) Assume V satisfies (Vy), is of class C* and V s bounded, f
satisfies (f1) — (fa). Set

din i
~ 1- ||V ||d+" ST\ T Cdnq Cdnq _d% ,U/qunp 84(‘(1?:1)21(1(1*112))
@V — A + 3Ty XD ,
2 q q CangAp,g

where

4 - la=2)(d+n)(g—2)~8)
M (p=2)8 — (d+n)(p—2))
Then the following hold for 0 < © < Oy :

(i) There exists To > 0 such that (1.1) in Q, admits for r > re a mountain pass type
solution (Are,ure) in Q. x T™. Moreover, there exists Co > 0 such that

limsup max wu,e(2) < Ce.
r—oco 2€QyxTn

(ii) There exists 0 < © < Oy such that

liminf A\, >0 for any 0 < © < ©O.
r—r00

If Q = R? (1)) is significant for obtaining the following results.

Theorem 1.4. (case pu > 0) Assume V satisfies (Vo) — (V1). Then problem (1.1) with
Q = R admits for any 0 < © < Oy, where Oy is as in Theorem 1.2, a solution (\e,ue)
with Ag > 0.

Theorem 1.5. (case ;i > 0) Assume V satisfies (Vo) — (V1). Then (1.1) with = R?

admits for 0 < © < 0,0 > 0 as in Theorem 1.5 (ii), a solution (\e,ue) with e > 0.
Moreover, éin%] I(ug) = 0.
—

Theorem 1.6. (case p < 0) Assume V satisfies (Vo) — (V1), and ||‘7+||d%n < 2S5. Then

problem (1.1) with Q = RY admits for 0 < © < ©,0 > 0 as in Theorem 1.1, a solution
(Ao, ue) with \g > 0. Moreover, (l)irr%)[ (ug) = 0.
—



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 ;1 < 0 and have completed the proof of Theorem 1.1. If > 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 p < 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 % < s <1, we define the functional I, : S, 0 — R by

1
Lo =5 [ 18P+ VG gldady - |

Q. xTn

|ul?dzdy — H/ |u|Pdxdy. (2.1)
p

Q. xTn

Note that if u € S, ¢ is a critical point of I, s, then there exists A € R such that (A, u) is a
solution of the equation

A*u+V(z,y)u+ M= plulP?u + slu|??u, (z,y) € Q. x T",

2 _ 2 n (2.2)
u'drdy = O, u € Hi(Q2, x T"),
Q. xTn
Lemma 2.1. For any © > 0, there exist ro > 0 and u’,u* € S,, o such that
(i) I.s(u') <0 for anyr >re and s € [%, 1},
4
2q 1\ o atdtn=2)-2(dtn) | @G- 2
A7 < (1— Vo nSl)@ < [|Aut
21 < | (- V-l 4 s
and
4
() ((d+n)(g—2)—1) (1 — V-l azw S‘1> 29 (1 — IV ||z S—l) @Fn)(a=2)-4

Is(u”) < L

2(d+n)(q —2) (A1 n)(q — 2)Can @73

(ii) If u € S, o satisfies
4
2q q(dfn—2)—2(dtn) | (dtn)(g—=2)—4
Aul)3 = (1— V| din 5—1) @f} ,
Il = | (1 -l
then there holds
4
((d + n)(q — 2) _ 4) <1 _ HV—H%T’I S_1> 2(] (1 _ HV—H#T” S_1> (d+n)(q—2)—4

I s(u) >

29— (d+n)(g—2)

2(d+n)(q—2) (d+n)(q—2)Cypn,q©



(11i) Set
mns(@) = inf sup [7“8( ()

7€lre te0,1]
with
Lo ={7€C([0,1],S0) : 7(0) =u’,7(1) =u'}.
Then
(@t ma=2 - (VD 5) [ 2 (1= s™) ]
2(d+n)(q—2) (d +n)(q — 2)Cyp, 012

S mr,s(@) S h(TG)a

where h(Te) = max h(t), the function h : Rt — R being defined by

teRT

1 p n)(p— n)(p—
5 (1 1Vl a0 S7) £160 — 2Bl 080 555 —@ ke

2— q (d+n)(q 2)

h(t) =

Here 0 is the principal eigenvalue of A? with Dirichlet boundary conditions in Q x T", and
|Q2 x T"| is the volume of  x T".

Proof. (i) Clearly, the set S, ¢ is path connected. Since v; € S g be the positive eigenfunc-
tion associated to 6 and note that 0 is the principal eigenvalue of A2, then

/Q ] |Avy |* dedy = 6O. (2.3)

By the Holder inequality, we know that

0= / vy (, y) Pdzdy < </ |Ul($>y)|qudy) T Q x T"|%’
QxTn QxTn

which implies
/ o1 (z, y)|9dzdy > ©F - |Q x T"| 2" (2.4)
QxTn

For (z,y) € Q1 x T} and ¢ > 0, define v(x,y) == t"F vy (tz, ty). Using (2.3), (2.4) and
% < s <1, it holds

I%,s (Ut)
1 1
< 5[ iaeP Ve o [ Juldedy =5 [ sy
2 Q4 T} 29 Jo, x P Ja, Ty
1 1
S P N T e A
2 4 Q xT? 29 Ja, xt

T t T



(d+n)(p=2)
8

4p—(dtn)(p—2) 2
—HC’dm,p@ / |Av|” dady
p Q1 xT%
t T

1 1 n)(g=2)
< - (1 + ||V||d+_nS‘1> t4/ |Av [? dedy — —t3 / |v1|7 dady

2 * QxTn 2q QxTn

(@+n)(p=2)
—(d4+n)(p—
—HCd,n,p®4p N — <t4/ |AU1‘2dxdy)
p QxTn
< % (1 + Hvu%s—l) oo — Loy, 080 e Qit“*”)z(“)@% Q"
p q

>=

(). (2.5)

Note that since 2 < p < 2 + d% < q < 4% and p < 0 there exist 0 < To < tp such that

h(ty) = 0,h(t) <0 for any t > to, h(t) > 0 for any 0 < t < ty and h (Te) = m]%:fh(t). As a
te

consequence, there holds

Lys (viy) = I s (0ry) < D (to) =0 (2.6)

707

for any r > % and s € [%, 1}. Moreover, there exists 0 < t; < Tg such that

((d+n)(g—2)—4) (1 — ||V_||der71 S—l) 2 (1 _ HV—H‘&T” S_l) (d+n)(q—2)—4
2(d+n)(q—2) (d+n)(g — 2)Can @D

h(t) <

(2.7)
for ¢t € [0,%1]. On the other hand, it follows from the Gagliardo-Nirenberg inequality and
the Holder inequality that

I s(u)
1 2 ]- 2 ]_
= 5 | Aul*dzdy + 5 Vudedy — - |u|?dxdy
2 Q. xTn 2 Q. xTn q Q. xTn
1-— ||V_||m St C @M (d+n)8(qf2)
> - / | Au|?dady — —421 i (/ |Au|2dxdy) (2.8)
2 QrxT q QxT"
Pefine 49— (d4n)(g—2)
1 -1 Cd,n,q@ B (d+n)(g=2)
9(t) =5 (1= IV flage 571 1 i
and 8
iy 4(] q(d+n—4)—2(d+n) | (d+n)(a—2)—8
t= (1= Voo 571) @ |

it is easy to see that g is increasing on (0,) and decreasing on (£, c0), and

s

(t ((d—|— n)(q - 2) - 4) (1 — ||V_||dTTn S—1> Aq <1 . HV—H‘&T” S_l) (d+n)(q—2)-8
! N 49— n)(g—2
2(d+n)(g~2) (d +1)(q — 2)Cyp , 02




For r > 7rg = max{%,,/@}, we have v1 € S, ¢ and

o

2 1 ! 2
[Av o[l = (=) [[Avll;
e e

[
(d+n)(q—2)Cing

Moreover, there holds

<

8
a(d+n—4)—2(dtn) | (dFn)(a=2)-8
) S } (2.9)

(1= 1Vllagn 57

Lo (U%> <h <~i> <h(ty). (2.10)

Setting u® = v ,u' = v, and
e

1
r@:max{t—,r@}. (2.11)

0

Combining (2.6), (2.7), (2.9) and (2.10), (i) holds.
(ii) By (2.8) and a direct calculation, (ii) holds.
(iii) Since I, 5 (u') <0 for any v € I, o, we have

IA%(0)[3 < < [Av(D)]3-
It then follows from (2.8) that

I ((t
max s(v(1))

> g(t)
s
((d+m)(g=2) = 4) (1= V[l ass S7) g (1= IVollsa 5 I
2(d+n)(qg—2) (d+n)(g — 2)Can @ D

for any v € I'; o, hence the first inequality in (iii) holds. Now we define a path v € I, ¢ by

d+n
1) 2 1 1
V() (x,y) = (Tto +(1- 7')~—) (G} ((Tto +(1- 7')~—) x, (Tto +(1- T)~—) y)
Te e re
for 7 € [0,1] and x € Q,. Then by (2.5) we have m, ((©) < h(To), where h(Tg) = maxh(t).

teRT
Note that Ty is independent of r and s. O

By using Lemma 2.1, the energy functional I, ; 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<— F.



Let
||u||2 = (u, u), |u|2 = (u,u) forué€ E,

and
Sy={ueE:uf=pn}, TS ={veE:(uv)=0} forpe(0,+00).

Let I C (0,400) be an interval and consider a family of C* functionals ®, : E — R of the
form
®,(u) = Alu) - pB(u), forpe I,

with B(u) > 0 for every u € E, and
A(u) = +o00  or B(u) = +oo asu € E and |ju| — +o0. (2.12)

Suppose moreover that @, and ) are T-Hdlder continuous, T € (0,1], on bounded sets in
the following sense: for every R > 0 there exists M = M(R) > 0 such that

H<I>'p(u) —q)'p(v)H < M|u—o|" and H@Z(u) —(I)Z(U)H < M|ju—o|" (2.13)

for every u,v € B(0, R). Finally, suppose that there exist wy,wy € S, independent of p such
that

cp = Flyrel%:tenl[g}li} Q,(v(t)) > max {®, (w1), P, (we)}  forallpel,

where
I'={yeC(0,1],5,) : v(0) = w1,7(1) = wa} .
Then for almost every p € I, there exists a sequence {u,} C S, such that
(i) P, (Un) — Cp;
(i) @[5 (un) =0,
(7i) {u,} is bounded in E.

Lemma 2.2. For any © > 0, let r > rg, where rg is defined in Lemma 2.1. Then problem
(2.1) has a solution (A, s, u,s) for almost every s € [%, 1}. Moreover, u, s > 0 and I, 5 (uy5) =

mys(0).

Proof. By Proposition 2.1, it follows that

1 1
A(u) = —/ | Aul*dzdy + —/ V(z)u*drdy — H/ |u|Pdxdy
2 Ja,xtn 2 Ja,xtn D Ja,xtn
and .
B(u) = —/ |u|?dxdy.
4 Jq, xTn

Note that the assumptions in Proposition 2.1 hold due to ;4 < 0 and Lemma 2.1. Hence, for
almost every s € [%, 1], there exists a bounded Palais-Smale sequence {u,} satisfying

Ips () = mes(©)  and I (up)],. o =0,



where T),, S, e denotes the tangent space of S, ¢ at u,. Then

Anz—i(/ (180 + Va2 dedy e [ Julrdody s | |un|"dxdy)
@ Q. xTn Q. xT™ XTn

is bounded and
Iy (un) + Auyy — 0 in H2 (9, x T). (2.14)

Moreover, since {u,} is a bounded Palais-Smale sequence, there exist ug € H} (€, x T") and
A € R such that, up to a subsequence,

A, = A in R
u, — up in HZ(Q, xT"),

u, — up in L'(Q, x T") for all 2 < t < 4%,
where ug satisfies

A%ug + Vg + Aug = s |ug| > ug + o Juo/” >ug  in Q, x T,
ug € H3 (2 x T, [o g |to]” ddy = ©.

Using (2.14), we have

Iy o (un) uo + )\n/ upuodzdy — 0 as n — 0o

Q. xTn
and
I (un) un + X,© = 0 as n — oo.
Note that
lim V(z,y)uide = / V(z,y)ugddy,
n—= JO, xTn Q. xTn
lim |up|Pdx = / |uo|Pd,
=00 JQ,.xTn Q. xT"
so we get u, — ug in HZ(Q, x T"), hence I, ,(ug) = m,(O). O

Remark 2.1. If we consider schrodinger operator —A, then we can get better result, that is
urs > 0, see [1].

Remark 2.2. In this paper, we consider the biharmonic operator A® which is more complex
than —A, so we can not get that (2.1) has a nonnegative normalized solution. Precisely
speaking, we use the fact that |V|ul||3 < ||Vul? for any uw € HY(R? x T") in Remark 2.1.
However, we do not know the size relationship between |Aul|3 and || Alul||3.

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 (A5, u.s) € R x S,.g is a solution of (2.1) established in Lemma 2.2 for
some r and s, then

4(d+n) [q -2
AulPdxdy <
/' Py S G- —d | 2

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

(o) + (5 I + L2101 ) |

Proof. For simplicity, we denote (A, 5, 1, s) as (A, u) in this lemma. Since u is a solution of
(2.1), we have

/ (|Aul?* + Vu?)dzdy = s/ |ul?dzdy + ,u/ lulPdzdy — )\/ lu|*dxdy.
Q. xTn Q. xTn Q. xTn Q. xTn

(2.15)
The Pohozaev identity implies

d+n— 4/ 9 1 / )
— Aul*dxdy + ——— Aul*((x,y) - n)do
2(d+n) erw| | 2(d+n) a(Q,.xTn)‘ @y)-n)

1 / > 2 1 2
Y Vi(z,y)u“dedy + —/ Vu“dzdy
2(d -+ n) Q. xTn ( ) 2 Q. xT"

A
= ——/ |u|2dxdy+§/ |u|qd:)3dy+H/ |u|Pdxdy,
2 Ja,xtn q Jo,xTn P Ja.xTn

where n denotes the outward unit normal vector on 9(€2, x T™). It then follows from u <0
that

2 / 1
Auzdxdy—i/ Vul*((z,y) -n)do
d+n QMT”‘ | 2(d+n) 6(QMTn)| "((@y) n)

1

_72(d ) /erqrn(vv - (z,y))udrdy
(_ _

-2 1 1
= (4 )s/ |u|qudy+u/ -
2q Q- xTn Quxn 2P

-2 —2
(g4=2)s / lu|?dzdy + plg —2) lu|Pdzdy
2q Qr xTn 2p Qr

)| ulPdxdy

A%

-2 /1 1
S (—/ | Aul*dxdy + —/ Vuldrdy — mr,s((%)) :
2 2 Q. xTn 2 Q. xTn

Consequently, we have

—2
qur,s(G)
g—2 (1 , 1/ , 2 ,
> ——— (= A - - A
2 <2 /er?rn| u|*dzxdy + 2 )y Vurdxdy it erqrn| ul|*dxdy
1 / 9 1 / 9
+— Vul((z,y) -n)do + ——— VV - (z,y))u"dxdy
205 1) Sy oy I GG fo VY )
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a2 s 1 : 1 -
> _ .
2 Tl o Ay = O {5V (@)l + TV )

where the last inequality holds since (x,y) - n > 0 for any (z,y) € 9(€, x T") due to the
convexity of €2,.. Using Lemma 2.1, we have

A oL v
i) o Buldedy =0 5omosIVV el + [Vl

-2
< T5h(Te).

which implies

A4(d+n) [q—2
AulPdxdy <
/' ey S G- —d | 2

This completes the proof of lemma. O

h@@+@(2

1 ~ q— 2
m”vﬂoo + THVHOO)} .

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

Lemma 2.4. For every © > 0, problem (1.1) has a solution (\.,u,) provided r > rg where
re 1S as in Lemma 2.1.

Proof. By using Lemma 2.2, there is a nontrivial solution (A, u,s) to (2.1) for almost
every s € [%, 1}. In view of Lemma 2.3, {u, s} is bounded. By an argument similar to that
in Lemma 2.2, there exist u, € S, ¢ and A, such that, going if necessary to a subsequence,

Ars = A and  Ups —u, in H2(Q,) ass— 1.

Hence w, is a nontrivial solution of problem (1.1). O

Next, we will consider the Lagrange multiplier. we first establish an a priori estimate
for the solutions of (1.1).

Lemma 2.5. If {(\, u,)} is a family of nontrivial solutions of (1.1) such that ||u, || < C
with C > 0 independent of r, then limsup ||u, || < co.

T—00

Proof. Using the regularity theory of elliptic partial differential equations, we know that
u, € C(£, x T™). Assume to the contrary that there exist a sequence, for simplicity denoted
by {u,}, and (z,,y,) € . x T" such that

M, := max u.(x,y) =u, (x,y,) > 00 asr — 0.
(z,y)€QrxT™
Suppose without loss of generality that, up to a subsequence, lim ;*‘ = ér\ = (1,0,...,0).
r—o0 T r
Set

Uy (xr + T2, Y + Try)
M,

v () =

12



2—q
4

for (z,y) € X" := {(:C,y) e R x T : (z, + 72,y + Try) € Q. X T"}, where 7, = M,
Then 7. = 0 as 7 — 00, [|Ur[| w5y < 1, and v, satisfies

—p)
A%, + 72V (@ + 1w,y + Ty v + TN = 0| R+ T2 o P R, in BT (2.16)
In fact, since w, is a nontrivial solution of (1.1), we obtain

Au, (2, + 1o,y + 7y) + V(@0 + 72, Y + Ty) U (T + T2, Y + T0Y)
XUy (T + T2, Yy + 1Y)

= |y (2 + 72, 4 + 1))y (20 + T, Y + TY)
+u|uy (2, + 1o,y + 7',1y)|p_2 U (T + T, Y + TRY)

in €2, then by a direct calculation and the definition of v,(x), 7., we know that (2.16) holds.
In view of (1.1), the Gagliardo-Nirenberg inequality and |lu,|| ;- < C with C independent of
r, we infer that the sequence {\,} 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

v, — v in HY(Y) and v, v inCp

loc

(3) for some S € (0, 1),

where ¥ ;= lim X".
T—00

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

‘zr _xr‘

lim inf dist (v, yr), O(6% x T")) = lim inf

r—00 Ty r—00 Ty

>dy >0,

where z. € 9(€2, x T™) is such that dist (z,, (€2, x T")) = |z, — x,| for any large r. As a
result, by letting 7 — oo in (2.16), we obtain that v € HZ(X) is a nontrivial solution of

A*v=|% in %,

where

RY x T if lim inf Sy 0@ xTY) _

Y= r—00 ) Tr ’
{zeR 2y > —~d} x T if liminf @U@l 0@T))
T—00 r
It then follows from the Liouville theorems (see [6]) that v = 0 in HZ(X), which contradicts
v(0) = lim v,(0) = 1. O
T—00

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

Lemma 2.6. Let (Mo, u.0) be the solution of (1.1) from Lemma 2.4. If ||‘7+||(1an < 28,
then there exists © > 0 such that

liminf A\, >0 for0<© <0O.
T—00

13



Proof. Let (Ao, u,e) be the solution of (1.1) established in Theorem 2.4. By the regularity
theory of elliptic partial differential equations, we have u,o € C (£, x T"). Using Lemma
2.5, it holds

lim sup max u, g < 0.
r—oo  $rxT"

Setting

©) = liminf ma
Q( ) 17’—>§>o QTX%IUnQ’

we claim that there is ©; > 0 such that Q(©) > 0 for any 0 < © < ©;. Assume to the
contrary that there exists a sequence {O} tending to 0 as k — oo such that Q (6;) = 0 for
any k, that is,

liminf max u,e, =0 for any k. (2.17)
r—oo Q,.xTn

As a consequence of (iii) in Lemma 2.1, for any r > rg,, we have
I, (ure,) = my1 (O) > 00 as k — oo. (2.18)

For any given k, it follows from (2.17) and u, e, € S, e, that, up to a subsequence,

s—2

O, =0  (2.19)

/ luro,|” dedy = / |u7,,@k|s_2 |ur7@k|2 dxdy < ‘énax Uro,
Q, xT" Q, xT" rXT7

as r — oo for any s > 2. Hence, for any given large k, there exists 7, > rg, such that

mr,l (Gk)

1 _
< — for any r > 7.

—/ \ur,@k\qudijH/ luro, [Pdrdy
q Q. xTn p Q. xTn

In view of (2.18) and I, (u,e,) = m,1 (Oy), we further have

/ | Ao, |* drdy +/ Vu?l g dedy > mrlT(@k) for any large k and r > 7. (2.20)
Q. xTn

Q. xTn

It follows from (2.17), (2.19) and (2.20) that there exists 1, > 7 with 7, — 00 as k — oo
such that

Jiry . 1,00 o)
5—2
/ Uy, 0,]" dedy < | max u,, e, ©Or—0ask — oo forany s > 2 (2.22)
Qp xT Q2 xT?
and
/ 1A, 6| drdy +/ Vul o dady — oo ask — oo. (2.23)
Qpy X T Q, xT7 ’

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

Ar0, — —00  as k — oo. (2.24)

14



Now (1.1) implies
2 _ q—2 p—2
A Upy, 0, + vuTIm@k + )\Tk7®kurk7®k - |um,9k| Upy, 0, T+ /’L‘uTb@k‘ Uy, O

SO
2 )\TIw@k )‘T’m@k q—2 p—2
A Ury,0, T HVHOO + T Ury,,0 > _Tumm@k + |u7’k7®k| Ury,0, + /J“|u7’k7@k| Ury,, 04+

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

Ar
8o+ (V1 + 5% )t 20

for large k. Let 6,, be the principal eigenvalue of A? with Dirichlet boundary condition in

€2,,, and v,, > 0 be the corresponding normalized eigenfunction. It follows that

A
(erk ‘l’ ||V||oo + _k’ek) / urk’@k'l}rkdl’dy Z 0
2 Qp XT™

Since erkxT" Upy 0, U, dxzdy > 0, we have

A
O, + [V lloo + =525 >0,

which contradicts (2.24) for large k. Hence the claim holds, that is, there exists ©1 > 0 such
that
Q(©) = liminf max u, o >0 (2.25)

r—oo Q.xTn

for any 0 < © < ©;.

We consider H%(Q), x T") as a subspace of H*(R? x T") for any r > 0. It follows from
Lemma 2.3 that the set of solutions {u, e : 7 > re} established in Lemma 2.4 is bounded in
H?(RY x T"), so there exist ug € H?(R? x T") and \g € R such that up to a subsequence:

Ao — e,
Uno — ue in H*(R? x T"),
ue in Ly (R% x T") for all 2 < k < 2%,

ue a.e. in R? x T

Ur6 —
Uro —
and ug is a solution of the equation

A%+ V (2, y)u + dou = |u|"*u + plulP~2u in R? x T

Hence,

/ |Aue|® dady + / V(z,y)uddrdy + e / ugdzdy
RdxTn Rd x T

RaxTn

15



= / lue|? dxdy + ,u/ lue|[Pdzdy (2.26)
R4 x T™

R4 x T™
and the Pohozaev identity gives

d+n—4 2 1 / ~ 1/ ,
FYERTRY A dxd A E— Vugdxd — %4 dxd
2(d+n) /Rdqun| uel|” dxdy + A+ 1) Jotr ugdzrdy + 2 Joamn (z,y)ugdrdy
A
+22 uddrdy
2 R4 x T™
1 q H
q JRaxTn D JrixTn

It follows from (2.26), (2.27), (f2), the Gagliardo-Nirenberg inequality and the fact p < 0
that

2 2 1 ~ )
Auel ddy + 5= —= v dud
d+n/RdXTn| uel|” drdy + 2d+n) /Rde" (x,y)ugdxdy

1 1 1 1
= (— — —) / lue|? dxdy + u/ (— - —) lue|Pdxdy
2 q) Jraxtn RixTn \2 P

C ( 2) 2q7(d+:)(q*2)
< Zdnad %) </ u%dxdy) </ \Au@|2d:c)
2q Rdx T™ Rd xTn

By using the Holder inequality, we have

LA :
- - A dzd
<d+n e L

1 2
— A dzd
N RaxTn ‘ u®| v y + 2N

(d+n)(g—2)
1

<

— V(x,y)uddedy.
RIxT"

1 IVillam ST )
— 4 A dxd
<d+n 2(d +n) /Rdm| ue|" dady

o ( 2) 2q7(d+:)(q*2) (d+”)4(‘1*2)
< Zdnad 7 </ u%dxdy) </ \Au@|2d:c) :
2q Re xT™ Rax T

If ug # 0, Using ||‘7+||d%n < 28, we obtain that

Therefore,

4
R ) o q (2 _ HV"’HdJTT"S_l) (d+n)(g—2)—4 @q(d+n72)72(d+n) -

(d+n)(g—2)—4 | .
o el > | o e 2

Next, it follows from (2.26), (2.27), (2.28), (f2) and 2+ + < ¢ < 4" that

11
S—— A odzd
(67 2) fo

16



d+n—4 1 ) 1 / ~
= | ———- A dedy + ——— Vv dxd

1 1 —
+ <— - —) / V(z)ugdrdy — w/ lue|Pdzdy
2 q) Jraxtn bq RéxT"

(d+n—4)q—2(d+n)/ 5 IV o (¢ —2)[[V]loo
A dxd — O+ 0
: 2q(d+ ) T A 7 ey S ¥
( ) () (p-2)
_ucd’mp@ P (p=2) (/ |Au@|2da:dy)
q R Tn

— —o0 as 0 — 0,

since W < 0. Therefore, if ug # 0 for © > 0 small there exists ©y > 0 such that
Xo >0 for 0 < © < O,.

In order to complete the proof, we consider the case that there is a sequence ©; — 0 such
that ug, = 0 for any k. Assume without loss of generality that ug = 0 for any © € (0,0;).

Let (zr.0,Yro) € £, x T" be such that u, e (2,0, ¥re) = nax .o, In view of (2.25), there
rXTT

holds |z, | — 0o as r — oo. Otherwise, there exists (xg,yo) € €, x T™ such that, up to a
subsequence, =, o — Zo, Yro — Yo and hence ug(xo, yo) > deo > 0. This contradicts ug = 0.
We claim that dist((z,e,yre), (2, x T™)) — 0o as r — oco. Arguing by contradiction we
assume that lim inf dist((z,0,yre), 0(2, x T")) =1 < co. It follows from (2.25) that [ > 0.

r—00
Let w.(z) = u,0(z + 20,y + Yro) for any (x,y) € 3" := {(2,y) E RI X T" : x + z,0 €
Qv+ yre € T"}. Then w, is bounded in H%(R? x T"), and there is w € H*(R? x T")
such that w, — w as r — oo. By the regularity theory of elliptic partial equations and
ligglf Uro (Tro,Yro) > do > 0, we infer that w(0) > dg > 0. Assume without loss of the

generality that, up to a subsequence,

. Tr.0©
1 = €1.

r—>00 ‘x,r.7® ‘ o

Setting
S={zeR'xT":z-ey<l}={zeR' xT": 3y <1},

we have ¢(z — 2,0,y —yro) € C°(Q, x T") for any ¢ € C°(X) and r large enough. It then
follows that

/ Au, oA¢ (z — 0,y — Yro) dedy + / Ve (r— 2,0,y — yro) dedy
Q. xTn Q. xTn
+)\r,® / ur,@¢ (ZE —Tre,Y — yT,Q) dl’d’y
Q. xTn
= / |ur,®|q_2 ur,®¢ (ZE —Tre,Y — yr,@) dl’d’y
Q. xTn

+M/ lurol’ ™ ured (v — re. Y — yre) dudy. (2.29)
Q. xTn

17



Since |z, 0| — 00 as r — oo, it holds

/ Viu,ep(x — x0) d:cdy‘ < / |V (x4 x0) we¢| drdy
Q. xT™ Supp ¢xT™

4

din T
< w4 || @]]ax (/ WV (+z.0)* dzzdy)
Supp ¢xT™
_4
d+n
d+n
< Nwpl g ||| 4= / V| dxdy
R4 B‘”r,@‘ xTn
-2
— 0asr— oo. (2.30)

Letting r — oo in (2.29), we obtain for ¢ € C°(X):

/ Vw - Vodrdy + Ao / wodrdy = / lw|T*wodrdy + ,u/ f(w)pdxdy.
2 2 2 b
Thus w € HZ(X) is a weak solution of the equation
A2w + dow = |w|"*w + plw|P 2w in X (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 ((z,e,yre), (2. x T")) — oo
as r — 0o. A similar argument as above shows that (2.31) holds for ¥ = R? x T". Now we
argue as in the case ug # 0 above that there exists ©, such that Ag > 0 for any 0 < © < O,.

Setting © = min {0, O, O,}, the proof is complete. O

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 p > 0,

I.(u)
L= [[V_|lagn S71 o e

> / | Au|?dxdy — i (/ | Aul|?dzdy
2 QpxTn q Q, xTn

(d+n)(p=2)
4p—(d+n)(p—2)
—Ciny® R ( / IAU\2dxdy)
Q. xTn
— hl(t>,

where

(d4+n)(g—=2)
8

4q—(d+n)(q—2)
Cd,n,q@ 8 t(d+n)2(qf2)

q

hl (t) =

(1 ~ IVl gz 5—1) ¢

N | —
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_,UCd,n,p@ 4P*(d+8n)(pf2) ; (d+n)2(p72)
_ lddnie-?) 1 (1 — |IV_|| asn S_1> t% B Cdmﬂ@%p(q%t%f*?)
2 1 P
_,UCd,mp@ 4p—(d+n)(p—2) ; (d+n)2(p72)
Consider
() = % (1 Va5 5 Cang®™ 8 wiman

q
Note that ¢ admits a unique maximum at

(8 — (d+n)(p—2)) (1 . ||v_||dans—1> @28
2(d + n)(q - p)Cd,n,q

(d+n)(g—2)—4q

t= O i@ rn)(@—2-8)

By a direct calculation, we obtain

»(t)

1 -1
= 5 (1= 1Vollase 8

49—(d+n)(g—2)
s-@tme-2  Cyy O 5 _(dtn)(a—p)
t P} _ L) t 5

q
(dena—p)_ N oy
_ 1 (1 - ||V—||m S_l) (d+n)(g—2)—8 q(8 (d+n)(p 2)) q @[(d+ )(‘é((ilf>q<]ﬁz§‘i§)“ 2)]
! 2(d+n)(q —p)Canyg
T
) (o - tn)(a_p)
Cd,n,q@% g8 —(d+n)(p—2)) (1 _ ||V_||danS 1)
q 2(d+n)(q —p)Canyg

2

[(d+n)(g—2)—4q](d+n)(g—p)
8((d+n)(q—2)—8)

(d+n)(g—p) 8—(d+n)(p—2)

1 (d¥fn)(g—2)—8 8 —(d -2 (@+n)(@=2)=8 _ [(d+n)(g—2)—4q)[8—(d+n)(p—2)]
_ <1 — ||V_deTn S—l) (d+n)(a—2)—8 {Q( (d+n)(p ))} o 4 4 .

9 S((d+n)(q—2)—8)

2 2(d+n)(q —p)Cang
(d(fr;w()(qg)p) <
-1 n)qg—=z)—
Cing q(8 = (d+n)(p—2)) (1 - HV—H%S ) [(d+n)(q—2)—24][8—(d+n) (p—2)]
_ (ad) ('—') 8((d+n)(¢g—2)—8) .
q 2(d+n)(q — p)Cang
Hence,
4p—(d+n)(p—2)
U(t) > pCnpO s
as long as
ap—(d+n)(p—2) _ [(d+n)(q—2)—4q][8—(d+n)(p—2)]
,UCd,n,p 8 8((d+n)(¢—2)—8)

(d+n)(g—p) 8—(d+n)(p—2)

1 @rma—2)—8 — (d -9 (d+n)(q—2)-3
< S (1= IVoflage 57T {q(g [+ n)p ”}

’ 2(d + n) (q - p)C’dm,q
Cang 16— @+ m)p=2)) (1= V- [lz057)

q 2(d + n) (q - p)Cd,n,q
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T §—(d+n) (p—-2)
L=V Hd*”S D=2 T8 — (d+n)(p — 2 T
: =) (4 m)g—2) 8],

2(d + n) (q p Cing

that is,

(d+n)(g—2)—8

1= [IV_[laza 71 { (8 = (d+n)(p— 2))} o [N(q _o)— 4] Ly
2(d+n)(q—p) Cang #Canp

Hence, we take

V:

din —(d+n)(p— n)(q
L= IV flaga 5717 [q<8—<d+n><p—2>>]w[N<q—2>—4]W
2(d+n)(q—p) Cang 11Cam p '

Now, let 0 < ©® < Oy be fixed, we obtain

dp—(d+n)(p—2)

¥(t) > pCapnp© (3.1)

and hy(f) > 0. Inview of 2 < p < 24 % < ¢ < 4" and (3.1), there exist 0 < Ry < To < Ry
such that hi(t) < 0 for 0 < t < Ry and for ¢ > Ry, hy(t) > 0 for Ry < t < R, and
hi (Te) = max hy(t) > 0.
teR+
Define
Vo = {u € Sro: |Aullz < Té}.
Let 6 be the principal eigenvalue of operator A? with Dirichlet boundary condition in €,

and let || be the volume of ).

Lemma 3.1. (i) Ifr< , then V.o = 0.
(ii) 1f

2
- @ (-2)78
vee (014 IVilses™) o, )
r>max{ —m—, 5 ©72 Q2
S H

then V,.0 # 0 and
ero = inf I (u) <0

ucV, e

is attained at some interior point u, of V.o. As a consequence, there exists a Lagrange
multiplier A\, € R such that (\.,u,) is a solution of (1.1). Moreover iminf A, > 0 holds

r—00
true.

Proof. (i) The embedding inequality implies there exists a positive constant C'(only depend
on 2) such that

1
[sepanty =5 [ sapanay = G [ ety =7
QrxTn T JQ,xTn r r

Q. xTn
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for any u € S, g. Since Tp is independent of r, there holds V, ¢ = ) if and only if r < TEGG.

(ii) Let v; € Sy e be the positive normalized eigenfunction corresponding to . Setting

2
(d+n)(p—2)+8

Ve |01 +IIVIle=S™) b2
ce ( ! >@T|QT x T"| =~ : (32)

T@ ' 2u

re = max

Now, we construct for r > rg a function u, € S, such that u, € V. and I, (u,) < 0.
Clearly,

2
/ Vo, ? dedy = 00, © = 0|? dady < (/ oy ? d:cdy) /7.
Q. xTn Q. xTn Q. xTn

d+n

Define u, € S, by u.(x,y) =r"2 v (r 'z, r~ly) for (z,y) € Q. x T". Then

(d+n)(2—p) 2-p
2

/ |Au,|* dedy = 700 and / lu, [P dedy > 1 2 O%|Q, x T"| 7. (3.3)
Q. xTn Q. xTn

By (3.2), (3.3),2<p <2+ d% and a direct calculation we have u, € V, ¢ and

]_ n —p p —-p
() < 5 (14 IV]gs™) 06 — w500
< 0.

It then follows from the Gagliardo-Nirenberg inequality that

I, (u,)
L= [[V_[Jazn S~ (i e
> i / |Aufdady — Cpp pu© 5 ( / |Au|2d:):dy>
2 Q. xTn Q, xT"™
C (d+n)8(q72)
_ ding g MR ( / |Au|2dxdy) . (3.4)
q QrxT7

As a consequence I, is bounded from below in V, ¢. By the Ekeland principle there exists a
sequence {u,,} C Ve such that

I (tup,) — inf L(uw), Il(un,)|1y, 5.6 — 0asn— oo
u€Vy o T

Consequently there exists u, € HZ (2, x T") such that u,, — u, in H3(Q, x T") and
Upp — Uy in LF(Q, x T™) for all 2 < k < 4%,

Moreover, ||Au,||; < liminf ||[Au,, |2 < T3, that is, u, € V,e. Note that
n—oo

/ Vuivrdxdy — Vuldzdy as n — oo,
Q. xTn Q. xTn
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hence
ero < I (u,) <liminf I, (u,,) =€ 0.

n—oo
It follows that w,, — u, in HZ (Q,), so I.(u,) < 0. Therefore u is an interior point of V, o
because I,.(u) > hi(Tg) > 0 for any u € 0V, ¢ by (3.4). The Lagrange multiplier theorem
implies that there exists A, € R such that (A, u,) is a solution of (1.1). Moreover,

O = / |ur|qda:dy+u/ lu, " dedy —/ |Au,|* dady —/ Vuldrdy
0, xTn X" »XTn Q, xTn

-2 2
= 2 qudsayn [ fePdedy =2 [ dedy - 200)

q Q. xTn Q. xTn Q. xTn
> —2[.(u,) = —2e0. (3.5)

It follows from the definition of e, g that e, ¢ is nonincreasing with respect to r. Hence,
ero < ey <0foranyr>rgand0 < © < Oy. Inview of (3.5), we have liminf A\, > 0. O
r—00

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},
i > 0, we define the functional J, s : S, 0 — R by

1 1
Jps(u) = 5/ (JAuPdxdy + Vu?)dady — s (—/ |ul?dzdy + H/ \u\pda:dy) :
Q. xTn q Q. xTn p Q. xTn

Note that if u € S, ¢ is a critical point of J, ; then there exists A € R such that (A, u) is a
solution of the problem

A*u A4 Vu+ I = slul?u + splulPu, (z,y) € Q. x T",

4.1
/ lu|?drdy = ©,u € HE(Q, x T"), (x,y) € Q, x T". (4.1)
Q. xT™

Lemma 4.1. For 0 < © < év where év is defined in Theorem 1.3, there exist T > 0 and
u,ut € S,o.0 such that
(i) Forr >Tg and s € [, 1] we have J, 4 (u') <0 and

(d+n)(g—2)

< ((d+n)(qg—2)—28) 4 (1 — ||V_||d%n S—1> (dtn)(q-2)-8
8 (d+n)(qg—2)

8 (d+n)(g—2)—4q
AB=@+n)(q—2) @ [@+n)(a—2)-8 )

(Cinala—2([d+1)(g=2) = 8) | Cang
A‘<q@—m@—w+mw—m>*‘q )
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Moreover,

8
_ (d+n)(¢—2)—8
A= Ve ST g

012 n)(g—2)—8
|2l <\ G 2a © (@i

and

8
— (d+n)(q—2)-8
(1= Vo )T g,

HAule> RN O @28

(i1) If u € S, o satisfies

4 <1 — [|[V_|| g2n S—l) G EnE:
S

Ayl = Y=
2 (d+n)(g—2)A ’
then there holds
et
oy —gy [4 (1= IV fase 571) T I
Jrs(1) > ((d+ n)(qS 2) —8) ; J )(Hdz X e B o (din))((q 22)) = ‘
n)(q —
(i) Let
mys(©) = inf sup J.(v(1)),
€m0 tef0,1)
where
Fﬁ@ = {’}/ S C([O, 1], Sr’@) : ’}/(O) = uo’fy(l) = ul} .
Then
A 4<1_ V__nS_) o n)(q q
mm(@) 2 ((d+ n>(qg 2> 8> (d J )(H ‘“4‘ 2) As= (d+n)(q 2)@(({;;73)(((1 22)) 48
n)(q —
and
9( H H IS 1 %
_9) _ 14+ |V aen _> /
mra(©) = (d+n)(qz o @ na—2 () i
n)(q —

(d+n)(qg—2)—2q
|Q X ']T"| (d+n)(q 2) 1@ (dtn)(g—2)—4

where 0 is the principal eigenvalue of A% with Dirichlet boundary condition in € x T™.

Proof. Let v; € S; ¢ be the positive normalized eigenfunction of A? with Dirichlet boundary
condition in 2 x T™ associated to 6, then we have

/Q ) |Avy|* dzdy = 6O. (4.2)

23



By the Holder inequality, we know

/ |vi(z)[Pdzdy > ©5 - |Q x T"| 2" (4.3)
QxTn
Setting vy(z) = t“5 vy (tz, ty) for (z,y) € Bi and t > 0. Using (4.2), (4.3) and § < s < 1,
we get
1+ V]| an S~ m(o-
Ji(v) < T pge - Byt / |on |Pdzdy
v 2 2 QxT"
1 n)(a—
_ 1 ey |Q><’]I‘"|
2q
< ha(t). (4.4)
where

1 1 n)(q—
5 (1 + ||V||%Tns—1) 0 — — e

A simple computation shows that hs(ty) = 0 for

ha(t) = 0f .| x T 2"
_ n (H)T
to = [(1+||V||d+7ns 1) 9O x T ] e

and ho(t) < 0 for any ¢ > tg, ha(t) > 0 for any 0 < ¢ < t5. Moreover, hs(t) achieves its
maximum at

2
4q (1 + ||V||(P§JS’—1) A - i (@tn)(q—2)—8
fo = 2| x T 2
° d+n)(g=2) | |
This implies
Jrs(vy,) = J%@(Uto) < hy(te) =0 (45)

for any r > % and s € [%, 1}. There exists 0 < t; < tg such that for any ¢ € [0, ],

1 e
o 4(1— V_Js—) mla e
<<d+n><q8 2) - 8) ((H” )(”dz . R =
nj\q —

hg (t) <

(4.6)
On the other hand, it follows from the Gagliardo-Nirenberg inequality and the Holder in-
equality that

Irs(u)
1— ||V—||‘1+J S_l C ®4q7(d+gl)(q72) (d+n)8(qf2)
> ! / | Audedy — =424 (/ |Au|2dzdy)
2 Q, xTn q Q. xTn
(d+n>8<pf2>
4p—(d+n)(p—2)
—uCy, 0 R ( / |Au\2dxdy) : (4.7)
Q. xTn
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Define

-1 4g—(d+n)(a=2)
L= ||V—||danS Can,g© 8 (d+n)(a=2) Ap—(d+n)(p=2)  (d+n)(p=2)
gi(t) = 5 t— t 5 —uCypp© 8 t s
q
4g—(d+n)(=2)
@rnp-2 |1 1) o= Cgp O § (d+n)(a=p)
= N (1 Vg 57 £ - e e
2 2 q
dp—(dt+n)(p=2) | (d+n)(p=2)
—1Cin O tos

In view of 2 < p <2+ d% < ¢ < 4* and the definition of év, there exist 0 < [y <y < [y
such that ¢1(t) < 0 for any 0 < ¢ < I3 and t > Iy, g1(t) > 0 for [; <t < ly and gy (Iy) =
max g, (t) > 0. Let

te

_ (19Canp(p = 2)(8 = (d+ n)(p = 2)\ TITT sy
" ( Cangla—2)((d+n)(g—2)—8) ) o

Then by a direct calculation, we have ¢/ (¢) < 0 if and only if ¢ > ¢5. Hence

t) = t).
max gi(t) = max g:(t)

Note that for any ¢t > to,

49— (d+n)(g—2)

L= ||V—||% S_lt ~ Cing® 8 jne=2)

0 (t) _ . _ MCd7n7p@4pf(d+§L)(p*2)t(dJrn)s(IH?)
q

_ % (1 - ||V—||dan S‘l> ¢ /JJCd,mp@(qip)(ngni@ | @lmlnsD)  Wime-D

_ Cd,n,q®4Q7(d+;)(q72) t(d+n)8(q*2)

q

1 Can —2)((d —2) —8) (dtn)a=p)
_ - (1 N ||V—||‘1+J S_1> T d, ,Q(q )(( +n)(q ) )t2 3

2 i q(p—2)(8 = (d+n)(p—2))

.®4q7(d+gl)(q72)t(dJrn)S(p—z) B CN’q@%;]\;(qu) tN(qu)

q

N L= IVellagn S71 0 Cupgla = 2)((d +1)(g — 2) — 8) JRTSHSS pyre
- 2 q(p—2)B8 = (d+n)(p—2))

_ Cd,n,q®4Q7(d+;)(q72) t(d+n)8(q*2)

q
-1
_ 1 Velas S . (Cdm,q@ —2)([d+n)(a=2) -8 Cdm,q) TR
2 q(p —2)B8 = (d+n)(p—2)) q
(d+n)(g—2)

-t 8

— (). (4.8)
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Now, we will determine the value of ©y. In fact, gi (Iy) = max g1(t) > 0 as long as
te

gg(tg) > 0, that is,

it — L= Vollggn 570 (Cd,n,q(q —2(d+n)(g=2)-8) Cd,mq) T
o 2 T\ - 2E - @+ n)p - 2) 4
(d4+n)(a—2)
t, 8
8

1 — :qud n @@= din-a Cd n Cd n
= — (1w nsl) MG dnp. ot _ (Ydnay , Udng

5 (1 Vol 57) (S0 i 4,

. (dn)(=2)
.@w ) ( /iqu,n,p ) (d+n)(a—p) ) @d21;4_(d+n)8(q72)
Cd,nqupvq
8

1 Cinn \ TG ain Cin Cin
= 5 (1— IIV—||d+_n5—1) (L dinp ) O — ( dng 4 4 =& ’q) .0

2 * Cdvn,qu,q q q

q—2
. < :qud,n,p )q
Cd,nqupvq
> 0,
where
4 =24 -2) -8)

M (p=2)8 - (d+n)(p-2)
Hence, we obtain that

q—2

-1 8
1—|[V_[lasn S ( 11GClnp ) CRCINY (Cd,n,quq N Cd,n,q) ( 119Can p )“’ ’
2 CangApg q ’ q CangApag

which implies

1\ E _din 8—(d+n)(g—2)

- HV_H% 5 ! (Cd,n,qA Cd,n#]) ‘ ( :qud,mP ) 4(d+n)(q€p)

pa T >0,
2 q q CangApg

Hence, we take

d+n 8—(d+n)(g—2)

- d+n
éV: 1_ HV—HdTT”S 1 4 (Cd,TIq(IA _'_Cd,n,q)_ ;& (M)W
2 q o q Cd,n,qA:n,q

. Cd,n,q(q - 2)<<d + n)(q - 2) - 8) Cd,n,q
4= ( q(p—2)(8 = (d+n)(p—2)) Ty )

Let

and

8
_ (d+n)(¢g—2)—8
A= Ve ST i,
t = O @+n)(a-2)-8
T T @) - 24
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so that t, > t5 by the definition of Oy, max ¢(t) = g2(t,) and

te(ta,00)
t
gnax 91( )

max t
e a0 92( )

v

4q—(d+n)(q—2) W

= (1 Vellag 57 ) 1y — AR

2
A
(d+n)(g—2)A

(d+n)(g—2)—4q
O @rn)(g—2)-8

= (=1l 57)

(d4n)(q—2)
_ (d+n)(q—2)—8
4q—(d+n)(q—2) 4 <1 - ||V—H‘&T" S 1) (d4+n)(g—2)—4q (d4n)(9—2)
—A s (d+ )( 2)A O (d+n)(a—2)-8 8
n)(q —
1\ 7 @8
(4 m)ig—2)—8) [1(1= V-l 57) CRIE

AF@GED Q @S

8 (d+n)(q—2)

Set rg = max{i, \ /%}, then va1 € S, ¢ for any r > 7g, and

e

8
_ (d+n)(qg—2)-8
S R NP Gl L EL) UL (19
7o) TR I T @) (g - 2)A o

e

Moreover,

L%ﬁ@%)gm(1)<hﬂm (4.10)

Te

~ 1
o = max{—,F@} .
to

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 J, s (u') <0 for any v € ', ¢ and the definition of ¢y, we have

1AY(0)II5 < tg < [AY(D)]3-

Let v’ = v ,u' = v, and
7—O

It then follows from (4.8) that

max J, s(7(%))

te(0,1]
> g2 (ty)
(@+n)a—2) -8 [4 (1= IVl 57 -2t

= A’ (d+n><q 2) © (@+n)(g—2)-8
8 (d+n)(qg—2)
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for any v € I'; o, hence the first inequality in (iii) holds. We define a path v : [0,1] — S, o
by v(t) : Q, x T* — R,

d+n
1\ 2 1 1
(z,y) — (Tto +(1—-7)= ) Uy ((Tto +(1— T)N—) x, <7't0 +(1-— 7')~—> y) :
re To To
Then v € I'; o, and the second inequality in (iii) follows from (4.4). O

Lemma 4.2. Assume ) < © < év where év is given in Theorem 1.5. Let r > g, where rg

is defined in Lemma 4.1. Then problem (4.1) admits a solution (A s, u,s) for almost every
s € [%, 1} and J, s (uys) = my.5(O).

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

Lemma 4.3. For fized © > 0 the set of solutions u € S, o of (4.1) is bounded uniformly in
s and r.

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

/ |Au|2dxdy—l—/ Vuldrdy = s/ |u|qudy+su/ |u|pdx—)\/ lu|?dz.
Q. xTn Q. xTn Q. xT™ Q. xTn Q. xTn

The Pohozaev identity implies

d+n—4/ 5 1 / 5
_— Auldr + ——— Aul*((z,y) - n)do
2(d+n) erﬁrn| | 2(d+n) 8(Qr><11‘")| H((.5)-n)

1

~ 1
+7/ Vuldedy + —/ Vuldady
2(d + n) QpxTn 2 QpxTn

A
= ——/ |u|2d:)3+f/ |u|qu+%/ |u|Pdxdy.
2 Jo, xn q.Jq,xTn p »x T

It then follows from p > 0 that

2 / 9 1 / 5
Au|“drdy — —— Aul*((x,y) - n)do
d+mn Jo, e A 2(d+mn) Jo,xmm) [Aul{(z.v) - n)

1

B /Ww(vv (2, y))uldxdy

-2 1 1
= (4=2)s / |ul|?dzdy + su (— - —) / |u|Pdxdy
2q Q, xTn 2 p) Jo,xtm

-2 /1 1
=< (— / |Au|2dzdy + = / Vuldrdy — mrvs(@))
2 2 Q. xT™ 2 Q. xTn

+SM/ |u|Pdxdy.
2 Q. xT™

v

Using Gagliardo-Nirenberg inequality and (iii) in Lemma 4.1, we have
q—2

Tmr,s((%)
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(d+n)(P—2)—8/ 2 1 p—2
2 AulPdz —© [ ——— : . .
W
+78M(p ) Cd,n,p@2p7(d+:)(p_72) </ |Au\2dxdy)
2 QpxT7
Since 2 < p < 2+ d%, we can bound [q, .., [Au[*dzdy uniformly in s and 7. O

Lemma 4.4. Assume 0 < O < év, where Oy is given in Theorem 1.3, and let v > rg,
where To is defined in Lemma J.1. Then the following hold:

(i) Equation (1.1) admits a solution (\.e,u,e) for every r > Tq.

(ii) There is 0 < © < Oy such that

liminf \.g > 0 for any 0 < © < O.
r—00

Proof. The proof of (i) is similar to that of Lemma 2.4, we omit it. As be consider
HZ (Q, x T") as a subspace of H*(R? x T") for every r > 0. In view of Lemma 4.3, there
are \e and ue € H%(R? x T") such that, up to a subsequence,

Uro — up in H2(R? x T") and lim \.e — le.

r—00

Arguing by contradiction, we assume that g, < 0 for some sequence ©,, — 0. Let 6, be
the principal eigenvalue of A% with Dirichlet boundary condition in €, x T" and let v, > 0
be the corresponding normalized eigenfunction. Testing (1.1) with v,, it holds

(97’ + )‘T,Gn) /

Q. xT™

Uy, Urdrdy + / Ve, v.dxdy > 0.

” X’]I‘n

In view of fﬂrmn Uy, v-drdy > 0 and 6, = r~*0;, there holds

max V4 Ao, + r~49, > 0.
(z,y)EREXT™

Hence there exists C' > 0 independent of n such that |\g, | < C for any n.
Case 1 There is subsequence denoted still by {©,,} such that ug, = 0. We first claim
that there exists d,, > 0 for any n such that

lim inf sup / ul g drdy > d,. (4.11)
B(z,1)xTn

r—00 2cRd

Otherwise, the concentration compactness principle implies for every n that
Uro, — 0in L'(R* x T") asr — oo, forall2<t< 4"

By the diagonal principle, (1.1) and |\, e,| < 2C for large r, there exists r, — oo such that

/ \Au%@nﬁ dzdy < C
Q. xTn
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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 z.g, € €, x T™ with |z, e, | — 0o such that

d,
/ ui@n dxdy > —.
B(2r0,.1) 2

Moreover, dist (z.0,, (€2, x T")) — 0o as r — oo by an argument similar to that in Lemma
2.6. Now, for n fixed let v,(x) = u, 0, (v + 2.0,) for

zeX ={zeR' xT":2+2z.,0, €Q xT"}.

It follows from Lemma 4.3 that there is v € H?(R? x T") with v # 0 such that v, — wv.
Observe that for every ¢ € C2°(R?xT") there is r large such that ¢(-—z2,.0,) € C (Q, x T")
due to dist (z.0,,0(2. x T")) — oo as r — oco. It follows that

/ Aur,®nA¢ ( - Zr,@n) dIdy + / Vur,@n¢ ( - Zr,®n) d!lﬁ'dy
Q. xT™

” X’]I‘n

= / turo,|" " Uro, @ (- — 20, ) dedy + M/ uro, [P Ure, ¢ (- — 2o, ) drdy
Q. xTn

Q. xTn

—\ro., / Uro,® (- — z0,)drdy. (4.12)
Q. xT™

Using |20, = 00 as r — oo, it follows that

/ Viure, (- — zre,) d:vdy' < / WV (-+ z.0,) v:¢| dedy
Q. xTn Suppeo
T

din
4 / V| dxdy
Rd\B‘Z’Fy@n‘ xTn
Zron!

— 0 asr— oo.

< v,

¢

4*

Letting r — oo in (4.12), we get for every ¢ € C°(R? x T") :

/ Av - Apdzdy + Ne,, / vodrdy = / |07 2vpdr + ,u/ lv[P~2vedrdy.
R4 x T™ R4 x T™ R4 x T™ R4 x T™

Therefore v € H2(R? x T") is a weak solution of the equation
A%+ g, v = plv|P720 + 0|90 in RY x T"

and

/ | Av|2dady + )\@n/ |v2dzdy = u/ |v|Pdxdy + / lv|tdxdy.
R xTn R xTn R xTn R xTn

The Pohozaev identity implies

d —4 A 1
L/ |Av|*dady + 6"/ lv|*dzdy = H/ |v|pd:)3dy+—/ |v|%dxdy,
2(d+n) Jrayrn 2 Jraxn D JraxTn q Jraxn
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hence

,u(2(d+n)—p(d+n—4))/ |v\pdajdy—|—2(d+n)_q(d+n_4>/ (ol tddy
2p(d +n) R X Tn 2q(d +n) RXTn

2o )

— dzdy. 4.13
T [ oy (4.13)

We have A\g, > 0 because of 2 < p <2+ d% < q < 4%, which is a contradiction.

Case 2 ug, # 0 for n large. Note that ueg, satisfies

A2u®n _I_ Vu@n + )\®nu®n - /”L |u®n|p_2 u®n + |u®n|q_2 u@n‘ (414)
If v, 0, == ure, — e, satisfies
limsup max / V2o drdy =0, (4.15)
r—oo 2zERIXT" B(z,1) o

then the concentration compactness principle implies u,e, — ueg, in L'(R? x T") for any
2 <t < 4*. It then follows from (1.1) and (4.14) that

/ |Au, o, \2 dxdy + O, M0,
Q. xTn

— i wePdsdyt [ ey~ [ Vi dedy
Q, xT" Q, xT" Q, xT" '

— ,u/ \u@n|pdxdy+/ \u@n|qdajdy—/ Vug drdy
R xT™ R xT™ R xT™

= / |Aue, |* dedy + A@n/ ug drdy.
R xTn !

RaxTn

Using A\ye, — e, as r — oo, we further have

/ |Auyo,|” dedy + 400, — |Aug, |* dzdy + Mo, / uy, drdy  (4.16)
QpxTn

RaxTn RaxTn

as r — 0o. Using (4.16), (iii) in Lemma 4.1 and |\g,| < C for large n, there holds
/ |Aue, |* dedy — 0o as n — co.
RIXT™

By (4.14) and the Pohozaev identity

d+n—4 2 1 / =~ 9 1/ 2
_— A drdy + ——— Vug dxdy + = Vug dxd
Q(d‘l— n) /[RdXT” | u®n| v y 2(d+ n) RAdxTn u@n . y 2 R xTn u@n . y

1 A
— [ e e [ ey -2 [ b oy
q JrdxTn P JrdxTn
it holds that

2 R4 xTn
2—q)\
0 < w / uénda:dy
2q RexT"
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00—ty an) | 2 Pl o . (= 2IVllse
< A dxdy + O, + O,
= 24(d + n) Ty 2

— —00 as n — 0Q.

Therefore (4.15) cannot occur. Consequently there exist d,, > 0 and z,.¢, € €, x T" with
|2r0,| — 00 as r — oo such that

/ UiQndxdy > dp,.
B(zr,0,,,1)

Then v, 0, = vr0, (- + 2r0,) = Vo, # 0, and g, is a nonnegative solution of
A%+ do,v = Bf(v)v+ [v]7 %0 in R x T

In fact, we have liminfdist (2, 0,,0(f2. x T")) = oo by the Liouville theorem on the half
r—00

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

n?

is a contradiction. O

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 C H?*(R? x T™) is orbitally stable under the flow associated with
the problem

{ 9 — A% — V(@ y)o + plpP 2 + [T =0, £ >0, z € RYx T7, (5.1)

¢(07 €, y) = U(](ZI}', y)v
if V0 > 0, there exists v > 0 such that for any ug € H*(R?xT") satisfying 2(<iidst (ug, M) <
H2(RAXTn

)
7, the solution (t,-,-) of problem (5.1) with (0, x,y) = ugy satisfies

sup dist  ((¢, -, ), M) < 6.

teR+ H2(R4XT™)

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

1 1
2 JraxTn q Juaron D Jrisrn
L IVollage 57 Cung® ™8 e

v

5 / |Au|*dzdy — - (/ \Au|2d:cdy)
R X T q Rdx T
(dﬂ)s(TQ)
_MCd,n7p@4p7(d+8n)(pf2) (/ |Au|2dxdy)
RaxTn
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= Qo([[Aull2),
49— (d4n)(g—2)

_ -1
1 ||V,||%rﬂs 9 Cang® 5 (dim)=2)

where Qg (m) = 5 m— 1 —pCypn 0
Define M as follows:

M::{UES@:I\'S@(U):
:{UES@ZI‘;’@(U):

4p—(d+n)(p—2) (d+n)(p—2)
1

A(w) =ero, [[Avlls < Ry, Qo(Ry) = O} .

Now, we prove the stability of the sets M. Denoting by (¢, -,-) the solution to (5.1)
with initial data ug and denoting by [0, Thax) the maximal existence interval for i (t, -, -), we
assume that ¢ (¢, -, -) is globally defined for positive times. Next we prove that M is orbitally
stable. We assume that the conclusion is invalid, Then there exist (¢7); C H*(R? x T") and
(t;); C RT such that

I i 5 M) = 2
P28 iy (V0 M) =0 o2
liminf dist (¢7 (t;), M) >0, (5.3)

j—oo  H2(RIXTn)

where 1); is the global solution of (5.1) with v;(0) = . By (5.2) we have
13113 = © + 0;(1), I(4) = eo +0;(1).

By conservation of mass and energy we infer that
13113 = © + 0;(1), 1(¥;) = ee + 0;(1).

By fundamental perturbation arguments, for @Ej = VOl[v;l5 "; € Se we have
15113 = © +0;(1), () = o + 0;(1).

This implies that the sequence (ﬂj)j is a minimizing sequence of eg. From the proof of
Theorem 1.2 we know that up to a subsequence, 1; converges strongly to a minimizer ug of
eo in H?(R? x T"), which contradicts (5.3). Hence M is orbitally stable. O
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